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We shall print several thousand surplus 
copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
“pendix, for the purpose of furnishing com- 
plete sets to all who mag subscribe for 
them hereafter. 

This is the first sheet. of the Congres- 
sional Globe for this session (the Ist of the 
28th Congress;) and those persons who 
may receive it will, by looking through it, 
see thai it contains a succinct history of 
the proceedings of Congress. 

The Appendix is printed. in the same 
form, and contains all the speeches made 
in both Houses . of Congress, written out, 
or revised, by the members themselves. , 


It is expected that each of these works | 


will make near 1,000 royal-quarto pages 
this session. The price will be $1 for 
each until the first day of January next; 
and after that day, $2 each. Those per- 
sons who enter their names and transmit 
` the money before the first of January next, 
_ will be entitled tothe papers at the low- 
Fest price—that is, $1 each—no matter 
‘when the money may reach us. We will 
“send six copies of either work for $5; 
twelve copies for $10; and so on in pro- 
portion for a larger number. 

The rules of the Post Office Department 
permit postmasters to frank letters, written 
by themselves, containing money for sub- 
scriptions. 


The following is a list of the members of 
' the Twenty-eighth Congress, as far as they 
have been elected. The terms of all the 
members of the House of Representatives 
expire on the 3d of March, 1845, and those of 
the members of the Senate on the 3d of 
March in the year which we have placed 
immediately after their names, respectively. 

The names of the Democratic members 
are in plain roman letters; the Whigs in 
ilalics; and the Tyler-man (Mr. Wise) in 
SMALL CAPITALS. 


_ PUBLISHED BY BLAIR AND RIVES, AT ONE DOL 


SENATE. 
MAINE. CONNECTICUT. 
John Fairfield 1845 J. IF. Fluntington 1845 
George Evans 1847 John M. Niles 1849 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Levi Woodbury 1847 
Chas. G. Atherton 1849 


VERMONT. 
Samuel Phelps - 1845 
William C. Upham 1849 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Rufus Choate 1845 
Isaac C. Bates 1847 


RHODE ISLAND; 


William Sprague 1845 
James F. Simmons 1847 


NEW YORK. 
N. P. Tallmadge 1845 
Silas Wright 1849 


NEW JERSEY. 


IF. E. Dayton 1845 
Jacob W. Miller 1847 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


D. W. Sturgeon 1845 
James Buchanan 1849 


DELAWARE, 


R. H. Bayard 1845~ 
Thomas Clayton — 1847. 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1843. 


“MARYLAND. TENNESSEE, 
Win. D. Merrick . 1845 E. H. Foster - 1845 
Vacancy. a Spencer Jarnagan 1847 

VIRGINIA. KENTUCKY. 


Wm. C. Rives 1845 John T: Morehead -1847 
Wm. 8. Archer’ 1847 John J- Crittenden 1849 

NORTH CAROLINA. OHIO. ; 
Willie P. Mangum. 1847 Benjamin Tappan 1845 


W. H. Haywood, jr.1489 . William Allen 1849 | 


SOUTH CAROLINA. INDIANA. 
Daniel E. Hugér 1847 Albert S. While 1845 
George McDuffie 1849. Ed. A. Hannegan 1849 


GEORGIA. ILLINOIS. 
John M. Berrien 1847 “James. Semple 1847 


‘Walter T. Colquitt 1849. Sidney Breese 1849 


ALABAMA. MISSOURI. 
William R. King 1847 T. H: Benton 1845 
Arthur P. Bagby 1849 D. R. Atchison 1849 


MISSISSIPPI. ARKANSAS. 
John Henderson 1845 Wm. S. Fulton 1847 
Robert J. Walker 1847 A. H. Sevier 1849 


LOUISIANA. MICHIGAN. 
Alexander Barrow 1847 A. 8. Porter . 1845 
Alexander Porter 1849 W. Woodbridge 1847 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~ 

MAINE. 


1. Joshua Herrick. 5. [Vacancy] v 

2. Robert P. Dunlap. — 6. Hannibal Hamlin. 

3. Luther Severance. 7. [Vacancy.] 

4. [Vacancy.] © 5 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

1. Robert C. Winthrop. 6. [Wacancy.] J 

2. Daniel P. King. 7. [Vacancy.} 

3. [Vacancy.] 8. John Quincy Adams. 

4. Wiliam Parmenter. 9. Henry Williams. 

5. Charles Hudson. 10. Joseph Grinnell. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Edmund Burke. John P. Hale. j 
John R. Reding. Moses Norris, jr. 
RHODE ISLAND. 

1. Henry Y. Cranston. 2. Elisha R. Potter. Y ` 
CONNECTICUT. 


J. Thomas H. Seymour. 3. Geo. S. Catlin. { 
2. John Stewart. 4. Samuel Simons. 


VERMONT. 


1. Solomon Fost. 3. George P. Marsh. 
2. Jacob Collamer. 4, Paul Dillingham, jr. 
NEW YORK. 

1, Selah. B. Strong. 18. Preston King. 

2. Henry C. Murphy. 19. Orville Hungerford. 
3. J. Philips Phenix. 20. Samuel Beardsley. 
4. Wm. B. Maclay. 21. J. E. Cary. 

5. Moses G. Leonard. 22. S. M. Purdy. 

6. Hamilton Fish. 23. Orville Robinson, 
7. Jos. H. Anderson. 24. Horace Wheaton. 
8. R. D. Davis. 25. George Rathbun. ; 
9. Jas. G. Clinton. 26. Amasa Dana. 


10. Jeremiah Russell. 27. Byram Green. © 

ll. Zadock Pratt. 28. Thos. J. Patterson. 
12. David L. Seymour. 29. Charles FE Carrell. 
13. Daniel D. Barnard. 30. Wm. S. Hubbell. 


14. Wm. G. Hunter. 31. Asher Tyler. 
15. Lemuel Stetson. 32. Wm. A. Moseley. 


16, Chesselden Ellis. 33. Albert Smith. 
17. Charles S. Benton. 34. Washington Hunt. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Lucius Q. C. Elmer. 4. Littleton Kirkpatrick. 


George Sykes. 5. Wm. Wright. 
isaac G. Fartee. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Edward J. Morris. 8. Jeremiah Brown. 
Joseph R. Ingersoll. 9. John Ritter. i 
John T. Smith. 10. Rich. Brodhead, jr. 
Charlea J. Ingersoll. 11. Benj. A. Bidlack: 
Jacob S. Yost. 12. Almon H. Read. 
Michael H. Jenks. 13. Henry Frick. 
T. Abreh, Re Melivaine. 14, Alexander Ramsey. 
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15. Henry. Ness 
16+ James Black. - 
‘ James Irvin. 
. Andrei: Stewart. 
. Henry D. Foster. 


PNM p pD 


CP o O 


. James A. Black. _ 
. Richard F. Simpson. 
. Joseph A. Woodward. 7. R. Barnwell Rhei, 
. John Campbell. 


Be ODD a 


`E. J. Black. 


- Linn Boyd. 

. Willis Green. 
. Henry Grider: 
. George A. Caldwell. 
. James Stone. 


Com WN ee 


. Andrew Johnson. 
. William T. Senter. 
. Julius W. Blackwell. 9. Cave Johnaon.. V 
. Alvan Cullom. 

. George W. Jones. 
. Aaron V. Brown. 


om e a D ei 


. Alexander Duncan. 
. John B. Weller. 

. Robt. C. Schenck. 

. Joseph Vance. ` 


ed 
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. Robert Smith. 
. John A. McClernand. 6. Joseph P. Hoge. 
. Orlando B. Ficklin. 
. John Wentworth. 


AL We 


. James Dellet. 
. James E. Belser. 
. Dixon H. Lewis. 


93. Charles M. Read: 
“24, “Joseph Buffington: - 
‘DELAWARE. ; 
George B. Rodney. Aia 
MARYLAND. 
Not elected. 
À VIRGINIA. = 
. Archibald Atkinson. 9. Samuel- ‘Chilton. 


Geo, C.:Dromgoole. 10.: William F. “Lucas. 
‘Walter Coles, V1. William Taylor. ` 
. Edmund.Hubard. ©.19..A..A. Chapman. 
Thomas W. Gilmer. 13. Geo. W.. Hopkins. 
John W...Jones.# 14. Geo- W- Summers. 
. Heyer A. Wise. ` 15. Lewis Steenrod. 
. Willoughby Newton. zo 8 ; 
* Speaker. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
« Thomas J. Clingman. 6.: James J. McKay. 4 
. D. M. Barringer. . 7. J. R.: Daniel. 
: David S. Reed. 8. A. F: Arrington. 
. Edmund Dederry. 9. -Kenneth Rayner. 
R. M. Saunders.: 


. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
5. Artemus Burt. ¢ 
6. Isaac E. Holmes. 


GEORGIA. 


Wm. H. Stiles. 
Alexander H. Stephens 
A. H. Chappell.. 

(Oné vacancy.) 
KENTUCKY. ©, 
` 6. John White. 

7. Win. P. Thompson, 

8. Garrett Davis. y 

9. Richard French. 

"10.5. W. Tibbatts. 
TENNESSEE. 


1. David W. Dichineon. 
8. James H. Peyton. 


H. A. Haralson. 
J. H. Lumpkin. 
Howell Cobb. 


10. John B. Ashe. 
11. Milton Brown. 


OHIO. 


12. Samuel F. Vinton. 
13. Perley B. Johnson. 
14. Alexander Harper. 
15. Joseph Morris. 


Emery D. Potter. 16. James Mathews. 


. Joseph J. McDowell. 17. Wm. C. McCaualin. 


18. Ezra Dean. 

19. Daniel R. Tilden. 

. Heman A. Moore. 20. Joshua R. Giddings. 
. Jacob Brinkerhof. 21. H. R. Brinkerhoff, 


LOUISIANA. 
. John Slidell. 3. John B. Dawson. 
. Alcee Labranche. 4, P. E. Bossier. 
INDIANA. 
. Robt. Dale Owen. 6. John W. Davis. 
. Thomas J. Henley. 7. Joseph A. Wrigh 
. Thomas Smith. 8. John Pettit. 
Caleb B. Smith. 9. Samuel C, Sample. 
. Wm. J. Brown. 10. Andrew Kennedy. 
` ILLINOIS. 
5. Btephen A. Douglass, 


John I, Fanmeter. 
. Elias Florence. 


T. JJ. Hardin. 


ALABAMA: 

5. George 8. Houston, 
6. Reuben Chapman 
7. Felix McConnell. 
William W. Payne. 


C MISSISSIPPI © © F: 
William H. Hammett. + Jacob Thompson. — 

- Robart W. Roberts. Tilghman M. Tucker, 
MISSOURI. 


James M: Hughes. James B. Bowlin: >; 
James H. Relfe. ~ John Jameson. ¥ 
‘Gustavus B. Bower. ; 


ARKANSAS. 
Edward. Cross. ¥ - 
MICHIGAN. 
1. Robert McClelland. 3. James B. Hunt. wa 


- 2. Lucius Lyon. 


TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. 


¥ Frorwa-—David Levy. 
‘Wisconsin.—Henry Bodge. 
4 Iowa.—Augustus C. Dodge. 


eee remem crea 
TWENTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, 
FIRST SESSION. 


IN SENATE. 
Menpay, December 4, 1843. 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution for 
the meeting of the Ist session of the 28th Congress, 
the Senate met and was called to order at 12 o’clock 
by Mr. MANGUM, President. 

The following Senators appeared in their seats: 

Maine—-Mr, Evans and Mr. Fairfield. 

nig Hampshire. —Mr. Woodbury and Mr. Ath- 
erton. 

Vermont.--Mr. Phelps and Mr. Upham. 

Massachusetts.—-My. Bates. 

Rhode Island.—Mr. Sprague. 

Connecticut.—Mr. Huntington. 

New York—Mr. Wright and Mr. Tallmadge. 

New Jersey—My. Dayton and Mr. Miller. 

Pennsylvania.—Mr. Sturgeon and Mr. Buchanan. 

Deluvare.—Mr. Clayton. 

Maryland.—Mr. Merrick. 

Virginia.—Mr. Rives and Mr. Archer. 

North Carolina—My. Mangum and Mr. Hay- 
‘wood. 

Georgia.—Mr. Colquitt, 

Alabama.—Mr, King. 

Tennessee.—Mr. Jarnagan and Mr. Foster. 

Kentucky.—Mr. Morehead and Mr. Crittenden. 

Ohio.—-Mr. Tappan and Mr. Allen. 

Indiana.~Mr. White and Mr. Hannegan. 

Ilinois,—Mr. Semple and My. Breese. 

Missow'i.—Mr. Benton and Mr. Atchison. 

“Arkansas.—Mr. Fulton. 


‘ 
Mr. EVANS Peete the credentials of the 
Hon. Wiiuam Arren, elected by the Legislature 
of Ohio a Senator from that State for six years, from 
the 4th of March last. He was qualified. 

The PRESIDENT presented to the Senate the 
credentials of the Hon. CuarLes G. ATHERTON, 
elected by the Legislature of New Hampshire a 
Senator from that State for six years, from the 4th 
of March last. He was qualified. 

Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. Sm- 
ney Breuss, elected by the Legislature of Ilinois a 
Senator from that State for six years, from the 4th 
of March last. He was qualified. 

Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. James 
Bucranan, elected by the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania a Senator from that State for six ears, from 
the 4th of March last. He was qualified. 

Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. Joun 
J. Crirrenven, elected by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky a Senator from that State for six ears, from 
the 4th of March last. He was qualified. 

Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. W. 
H. Haywoop, jr, elected by the Legislature of 
North Carolina a Senator from that State for six 
yers from the 4th of March last. He was qual- 
ified. i 


Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. Sras 
Wricur, jr., elected by the Legislature of New 
York a Senator from that State for six years, from 
the 4th of March last. He was qualified. : 

Mr. EVANS presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joun Farrrrenp, elected by the Legislature 
of Maine to fill the vacancy occasioned by the re- 
signation of the Hon. Rue. Wiutuiams. He was 
qualified. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the credentials of 
jhe Hon. Eruram H. Fosrer, elected by the Le- 


> 


rived, Mr, 


from the 4th of March, 1843, to the 4th of March, 


1845, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of - 


the Hon. Ferix Gruypy. He was qualified. 

Also, presented the credentials of the Hon. Spen- 
cer Jarnacan, elected by the Legislature of Ten- 
nessée a Senator from that State for six years, from 
the 4th of March, 1841.. He was qualified. 

Mr. KING presented the credentials of the Hon. 
WALTER T. Corauirr, elected by the Legislature of 
Georgia a Senator from that State for six years from 
the 4th March last. He was qualified. 

Mr.. BENTON presented the certificate of the 
Hon. Davin R. Arcuison, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Missouri a Senator from that 
State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
the Hon. Lewis F. Linn. He was qualified. 

Mr. BENTON presented the certificate of the 
Hon. James SEMPLE, appointed by the Governor of 
Illinois a Senator from that State, to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the death of the Hon. Samuel Me- 
Roberts. He was qualified. 

Mr. PHELPS presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Wiitram Urnam, elected by the Legislature 
of the State of Vermont a Senator from that State, 
for six years from the 4th of March last. He was 
qualified. 

Mr. WHITE presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Epwarp A. Hannzean, elected by the Legis- 
lature of Indiana a Senator from that State, for six 
years from the 4th of March last. He was quali- 
fied 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was or- 
dered that the Secretary acquaint the House that 
a quorum of the Senate had assembled, and that the 
Senate was ready to proceed to business. 


On motion by Mr. BATES, it was resolved that 
each Senator be furnished during the present session 
with three such newspapers as he may choose from 
any of the States, provided they are furnished at the 
usual ratés; and that if any Senators should desire 
other than daily papers, they be furnished with 
them to an amount not to exceed the price of three 
daily papers. . 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the daily hour for the meeting of the Senate should 
be 12 o’clock, until otherwise ordered. 

The CHAIR having stated that he had been in- 
formed by the Secretary that the House was not 
yet organized, 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Senate ad- 
journed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, December 4, 1843. 


The House of Representatives was called to order 
precisely at 12 o'clock, by Marruzw Sr. Cram 
Cuarke, their Clerk, who stated to the House that 
he would proceed to the call of the roll of the mem- 
bers, for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quo- 
rum was present. 

The members from Maine having been called— 

Mr. Burke of New Hampshire, the first mem- 
ber called from that State, having answered to his 
name— 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina observed 
that, before the Clerk proceeded to the call of the 
members from New Hampshire, he would, with 
their permission, take the liberty of directing their 
attention to the second section of the apportionment 
act, and would respectfully inquire of them wheth- 
er they had been elected in conformity with the pro- 
visions of that act. 

[Cries of “order, order; proceed with the call,” 
from several.] 

The Clerk stated that he had in his possession a 
certificate from My. Burke, setting forth that he had 
been elected a member from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that he had most respect- 
fully called on the members from New Hampshire 
themselves. They had not thought proper to an- 
swer his inquiry; and he would not, therefore, fur- 
ther delay the proceedings of the House than to ex- 
press the hope that the members elect to this House 
would meet this perplexing and painful question in 
a Spirit of moderation, and with a determination to 
support the laws and the Constitution of the coun- 
try, without respect to party or personal considera- 
tions. Without designing that the members elect 
to the House should act on this subject in its pres- 
ent unorganized state, he would present a resolution, 
for the purpose of showing the proper mode of pro- 
ceeding in regard to it, when the proper time ar- 
+ haying handed up a written paper, 


gislature of Tennessee a Senator from that State 


The Clerk stated that he did- not consider that he 
had any right to read the paper, or to put any ques- 
tion in regard to it. y 

Mr. CAMPBELL observed that he did not de- 
sire to put any question in regard to the resolution, 
in the present’ state of the House. He merely 
wished to have it read for the information of the 
House. ‘ 

Several members having objected to the reading 
of the paper, while cries were heard for proceeding 
with the. call— 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL remarked that 
there was no doubt but that the question would be 
met by the Hoyse with a proper spirit, and that it 
would be decided with justice and propriety. He 
would suggest, however, to the gentleman from 
South Carolina himself, that this resolution, and the 
mode .in'which he offered it, were not in that proper 
spirit which he himself had invoked. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then directed the Clerk to send 
him the resolution, observing that he would read it 
himself, which, as a member of the House, he had 
a right to do. , 

[Cries of “we don’t know that”—“‘go on with the 
eall.’?] 

The Clerk referred to some precedent establish- 
ed at the commencement of last Congress, and stated 
that he considered it his duty to receive any paper 
offered, but not to put any question in regard to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL observed that, if there was 
anything in the precedents of the last Congress bind- 
ing on this, he held in his hand. the journals of the 
26th Congress, in whieh a precedent would be found 
directly bearing on the present case. He would 
now read his resolution, merely to show that no ac- 
tion was contemplated by him in the present state 
of the House. 

The reading being still objected to by several, 
Mr. C. did not press the subject further. 

[The following is the paper offered by Mr. Camp- 
BELL: 

Resolved, That the Representatives elect of the 
Congress of the United States now assembled, by 
general consent will proceed, through the acting 
Clerk, to call the names of gentlemen whose rights 
to seats are not disputed for want of compliance 
with the provisions of an act entitled “An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives among the 
several States according to the sixth census;” ap- 
proved June 25th, 1842; and after the names of such 
members elect are all called, and before they pro- 
ceed to elect a Speaker or other officer, they shall 
hear and decide upon all credentials, certificates, or 
other claims to seats in the House of Representatives, 
under the Constitution of the United States and the 
laws of the respective States.] 

The roll was then called, and 189 gentlemen an- 
swered to their names. i 

The Clerk then said, if it was the pleasure of the 
House to proceed to the election of Speaker, the 
members would prepare their ballots. 

Mr. BARNARD said he did not rise for the pur- 
pose of interrupting the proceedings of the House, 
or delaying its organization. He did rise, however, 
for the purpose of presenting—and he claimed the 
right to do it, asa member of the House from the 
State of New York—in his own name, and in the 
names of a large number of other gentlemen who 
were also Representatives on this floor from various 
Staten, å brief paper, which he would read in his 

ace. 

p Mr. DROMGOOLE. asked the gentleman from 
New York to pardon a single suggestion. He un- 
derstood, when the House sanctioned the reading of 
the list of members, that it was the pleasure of the 
House to proceed to the election of a Speaker; and 
therefore it was not in order for the gentleman to 
present any paper until the House had completed 
its organization; and he sub.nitted to the gentleman’s 
good sense whether he was not proceeding irregu- 
arly. 

„Mr. BARNARD said his own good sense taught 
him that he, or any other member of this House, 
had the perfect right to be heard now, when the 
House was unorganized, or when it was organized; 
but he should not now interrupt the organization of 
the House but for a moment. He proposed to read 
a paper which he held in his hand, 

r. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL denied that 
the genileman from New York was taking a course 
which he had the right to take. He denied the 
right of the gentleman from New York, or any 
other gentleman, to read any paper in this House 
until it was organized, but according to the rules 
of the House, and with its consent and approbation; 


and the gentleman from New York must permit 
him (Mr: I.) to say, that gentleman knew very 
well that, during the last two or three years, 
he and many other gentlemen desired to say a great 
deal whick, by a certain rule, they were not per- 
mitted to say. As to the Aucun which the gen- 
ieman had’ anticipated, and which the gentleman 
rom South Carolina [Mr. CamPBELL] called a pain- 
ful question, he hoped they should hear a: great 
deal upon it, for it was one on which they owed 
jt to the people of this country, and to the States, to 
debate and to deliberate; but at present he submit- 
ted that any discussion was premature and ir- 
regular. He (Mr. 1.) would use no harsh terms; 
but he would repeat, that it was irregular in the 

entleman from New York now to read any paper. 
fthat gentleman had such a right, all the other 
gentlemen there had the same right to read papers; 
and what would be the consequence? Why, in the 
exercise of such a “right,” they would interrupt the 
organization of the House; and would it not there- 
fore be, if not outrageous, at least preposterous? 
There was no occasion for this discussion now. 
He could assure gentlemen the question would 
not be dodged. ‘he honorable gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. CamrBELL,] they had an 
assurance, would present it to the House, 
and it must then be debated. Why, then, in 
this chrysalis state, between the worm and the 
butterfly, suggest difficulties of this kind? They 
were not now called for, and he protested against 
their introduction. The gentleman from New York 
did not say he had a protest, as he (Mr. I.) 
thought it would be called. It was merely called “a 
paper;” and he asked by what rule or parliamenta- 
ry law papers could be brought in to mislead and 
disturb them. He submitted to the good sense of 
the gentleman from New York if his course was 
not irregular: and out of order. 

Mr. BARNARD said, if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was authorized to occupy the time 

` and attention of the House with. a speech of ten 
or fifteen minutes, he should like to know by what 
rule he was prevented from reading his paper. He 
denied that there was any such rule. They met 
there ag equals; and was it come “to this, that the 
freedom of speech, and their right to open their 
lips at all in this House, on any occasion, and 
under any circumstances, was to be questioned? 
He denied the right of any one to limit the freedom 
of speech; and he hoped a proper courtesy and sense 
of propriety, which ought to prevail in the House, 
would not be sacrificed to an attempt to prevent him 
reading the paper he heldin his hand. He pro- 
pe to commit no disturbance—none whatever. 
hey were about to proceed in a solemn manner; 
and the Clerk had asked the House if they were 
ready; and he, (Mr. B.) as one of the members of 
that House, wished to declare that he was not ready, 
until he had presented the paper which he held in 
his hand—being his solemn objection to the gentle- 
men from New Hampshire being called. He hoped, 
in common courtesy, the House would permit him 
to read his paper. [Cries of “Read.”] He was 
commencing the reading; when 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON rose, and expressed a 
hope that the gentleman from New York would not 
persist in his attempt to read without the approba- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. BARNARD hoped the House would silent- 
ly acquiesce. 

Mr. WINTHROP said the House should know 
the contents of the paper before it was required to 
act upon it; and, therefore, he called for its reading 
for information. 

Mr. BARNARD made a remark respecting the 
character of the paper, which did not reach the re- 

orter’s desk. ; 
* Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said (as he was under- 
stood) that he then had no objection. 

Mr. DUNCAN said, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had not, he (Mr. D.) had, an objection to 
the admission of that paper. What was the gen- 
tleman’s object? At what point did he expect to 
arrive? What did he intend to make? Could it 
receive the action of the House? Did the Clerk 
deem himself authorized to put the question on that 
paper? If the gentleman would make those disclo- 
sures, he (Mr. D.) might act according tothe gen- 
tleman’s wish; but otherwise, any action upon it 
would be a perfectly uscless consumption of ume. 

Mr. BARNARD said the gentleman from Ohio 
would learn from the reading of the paper what its 
purport was. 


he Clerk begged respectfully to state to the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


House, that, in its pant state, he should feel. it to 
be his duty to put the question on granting leave, to 
the House, and not, in his humble capacity, under- 
take to decide a question of that importance. 

_ Mr. WINTHROP submitted, that before the 
question. on granting leave was put, they should 
have the paper read, that they might know its con- 
tents. The question was, whether the gentleman 
from New York should:be allowed to present to the 
House a paper whose contents would be made 
known by its reading. He, therefore, called for the 
unofficial reading of the paper, that they might know 
what it was. 

Mr. HOLMES protested against the doctrine 
that the Clerk, ag their presiding officer, could put 
no question to the House. Ifhe (Mr. H.) should 
move that in the choice of Speaker they vote 
either by ballot or viva voce, the Clerk could put it, 
and the House would be bound to receive it. If 
there was here anything objectionable, let them go 
on and vote it down; and if it was a reservation of 
the rights of a minority, let them respect them. 
Having a giant’s strength, let them use it like a 
giant. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the gentle- 
man be conceded the usual courtesy, and that the 
consent of the House be given him to proceed. 

Mr. WISE wished to know, if that leave was 
given, whether the paper would then be entered on 
their preliminary minutes in the journal of the 
House. 

The Clerk replied that it would, under such cir- 
cumstances, be embodied in the minutes. 

Mr. WISE said he objected to its going on the 
journal, and that objection would overrule his de- 
sire to accommodate the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk put the question on granting leave, 
and it was determined in the negative; there being 
59 in the affirmative, and 124 in the negative. 

Mr. BARNARD said he should not make any 
further attempt to read the paper; but he wished ıt 
to be understood that the paper was nothing more 
nor less than a solemn declaration, on the part of 
some of the members of the House, of their opin- 
ion of the utter illegality and unconstitutionality of 
proceeding to the election of a Speaker with the aid 
of certain persons who had answered to their names 
from the States of New Hampshire, Georgia, Mis- 
sissippi, and Missouri. 

The Clerk next reminded the House that, as no 
rules had yet been adopted, there was no form pre- 
scribed for the election of the Speaker. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the election be made 
viva voce, and the motion was unanimously agreed 
to. 

Messrs. CAMPBELL of South Carolina, Hopkins, 
and Vance, were appointed tellers to take the vote; 
and that having been done, they reported, by Mr. 
Hopxiys, that the 


Whole number of votes was - - 188 

Necessary to a choice  - - - 95 
Of the number of votes given— 

Mr. J. W. Jones received - - 128 

Mr. John White - - -~ 59 


Mr. William Wilkins — - - - 1 

Mr. J. W. Jones was, therefore, declared duly 
elected, and he was conducted to the chair by Messrs. 
Cores and Apams. 

Mr. D. H. LEWIS was appointed to administer 
the oath to the Speaker elect; and that having been 
done 

The SPEAKER addressed the House in acknowl- 
edgment of the honor conferred upon him, as fol- 
lows: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: i 

Called to preside over your deliberations, I return 
to you, gent 
of your confidence, and for the honor conferred 
upon me, with an assurance, on my part, that I 


shall endeavor faithfully to discharge the duties of 


the station which has been assigned to me; and in 
undertaking to do this, inexperienced as I am in 
much that relates to this, which, to me, 1s a new 
and untried station, I cannot but feel that ĮI shall 
very often have occasion to throw myself upon your 
indulgence, and to ask your aid. l 
The history of parliamentary proceedings in all 
countries proves the necessity of adopting rules for 
the government of every deliberative assembly. 
They are rendered necessary not only to aid in the 
despatch of business, but to shield minorities fom 
the encroachments of power, and to protect from 
unnecessary and wanton violence the feelings of 
those with whom it may be our duty to act- Such 
rules as it may be your pleasure to adopt, it will 


emen, my sincere thanks for this proof 


mpr 
clog 


acts rendered. necessé to be 
which lie so plainly in the path ` 
experience of the past will, E trust, 


avoid. error wherever it- may: be 


; e found 
ist; while both- duty: and: -patriotism W: 
into action our. warmest ‘energies te. promote 
the best interests “of our common country. - 
Bound in a.bond, I could “hope, of -per 
al union, with the highest. imterepts- 0 
nation of freemen committed to our 
may not the hope be indulged, that we may all ent 
upon the discharge of our dates in a spirit of.kind- 
ness and harmony, of conciliation, forbearance, 
and mutual respect for each other? Always'remem- 
bering that we have passions to. control, duties to 
perform, and our country to serve. a aa 

Confidently relying, gentlemen, upon your co-op- 
eration and support to sustain me In my efforts to 
enforce the rules, arid to preserve order.and decorum 
in debate, I enter upon ibe discharge of the respon- 
sible duties which it has ‘been your pleasuré to 
assign me. i ToN 

The members were thenswor in 
some others who arrived at a later 
as follows: carne $ 

From Maine—Messrs. Joshua J., Herriek, Rob- 
ert P. Dunlap, Luther Severance, and’ Hannibal 
_ Hamlin. ‘ eee Uae 

From New Hampshire —Messrs..Edmund Burke, 
Jonn R. Reding, Moses Noris, and John P. 

ale. 

From Massachusetis.—Messrs. _ Robert, C. Win- 
throp, Daniel P. King, Wiliam: Parmenter, Charles 
Hudson, John Quincy Adams, Henry ‘Williams, 
and Joseph Grinnell. Mp ss 

From Rhode Island.—Mesers. Henry Y.: Cran- 
ston and Elisha R. Potter. ; Í TA 

From Connecticut.—-Messrs.. Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, John Stewart, George 8. Catlin, and Samuel 
Simons. pret ans 

From Vermont.—Messrs. Solomon. Foot, Ji 
ae George P. Marsh, and Paul Dilling~ 

am. R 
From New York.——-Messrs.. Selah B ng 
Henry C. Murphy, J. Philips Phenix; Wiliam B. 
Maclay, Moses G. Leonard, Hamilton Fish, Jo- 
seph H. Anderson, Richard D. ‘Davis, James G. 
Clinton, Jeremiah Russell, Zadock Pratt, David L. 
Seymour, Daniel D. Barnard, Charles Rogers, 
Lemuel Stetson, Chesselden Ellis, Charles S: Ben- 
ton, Preston King, Orville Hungerford, Samuel 
Beardsley, Jeremiah E. Cary, Smith M. eve 
Orville Robinson, Horace eaton, George Rath- 
bun, Amasa Dana, Byram Green, ‘Thomas J. Pate 
terson, Charles H. Carrell, William S. Hubbell, 
Asher Tyler, William A. Mosely, Albert’ Smith, 
and Washington Hunt. : 

From New Jersey.—Mesars. Lucius Q. C. Elmer, 
George Sykes, Isaac G. Farlee, Littleton Kirkpat- 
rick, and William Wright. ce a 

From Pennsylvania.—Messrs. Edward J «Morris, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, John T. Smith, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Jacob S. Yost, Michael H. Jenks, Abra- 
ham R. Mellvaine, Jeremiah Brown,. John Ritter, 
Richard Brodhead, jr., Benjamin A. Bidlack, .Al+ 
mon H. Read, Henry Frick, Alexander, Ramsey, 
Henry Nes, James Black, James Irvin, Henry D- 
Foster, John Dickey, Wiliam Wilkins, Samuel 
Hays, Charles M. Reed, and Joseph Buffington. 

From Delaware-—Mr. George B. Rodney. 

From Virginia —Messrs. 


‘Archibald’ Atkinson, 
George C. Bromgoale, Walter. Coles, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Thomas W. Gilmer, John W. Jones, 
Henry A. Wise; Willoughby Newton, Samuel Chil- 
ton, William Lucas, William Taylor, Augustus A. 
Chapman, George W. Hopkins, and ‘Lewis Steen- 


rod. ; bo 
From North Carolina.-—Messys. Thomas L; Ciir 
man, Daniel M. Barringer, David. 8. Reid, Bd- 
mund Deberry, Romulus M. Saunders, James J. 
McKay, John’ R. J. ‘Daniel, Archibat H. Aning- 
ton, and Kenneth Rayner. eae 
Brom South Carolina.—Miessrs. James A. Black, 
Richard. F. Simpson, Joseph A. Woodward, John 
Campbell, Isaac E. Holmes, and R. Barnwell Rhett. 
From Georgia —Messrs. Hugh A. Haralson, 
Absalom H. Chappell, and Howell Cobb). 


ce oe 


From Ke 
~Green, ‘George h 
White, William P. Thomasson, Garrett Davis, 
Richard Frënch, and John W. Tibbatts. 

From: Tennessee:—Messrs. Andrew Johnson, 
William T. Senter, Julius W. Blackwell, Alvan 
Cullom, George W. Jones, Aaron V. Brown, 
Joseph” H: Peyton, Cave Johnson, and Milton 
Brown. : i 

1 Prom Olhio.—-Messrs. Alexander Duncan, John B. 

Weller; Robert C. Schenck, Joseph Vance, Emery D. 

Potter, Henry St. John, Joseph J. McDowell, John 

J.: Vanmeter, Elias Florence, Heman Allen Moore, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Alexander Harper, Perley B. 
Johnson, Samuel F'. Vinton, Joseph Morris, James 

Mathews, ‘William ©. McCauslen, Ezra Dean, 

Daniel R., Tilden, and Joshua R. Giddings. 
` From Lowisiana.— Messrs. John Slidell, Alcee 
Labranche, and Peter E. Bossier. 

From Indiana.—Messrs. Robert Dale Owen, Thos. 
J. Henley, Thomas Smith, William J. Brown, John 
W. Davis, Joseph A. Wright, John Pettit, Samuel 
C. Sample, and Andrew Kennedy. 

From MississippiMr. Jacob Thompson. 

From Illinois —Messrs. Robert Smith, John A. 
MeClernand, Orlando B. Ficklin, John Wentworth, 
Stephen A. Douglass, Joseph P. Hoge, and John 
J. Hardin. 

From Alabama.—Messrs. James Dellet, James E. 
Belaer, Dixon H. Lewis, Wm. W. Payne, George 
%. Houston, and Felix G. McConnell. 

‘From Missouri. Messrs. John Jameson, Gusta- 
vua M. Bower, James B. Bowlin, James H. Relfe, 
and James M. Hughes. 

From Arkansas.—My. Edward Cross. 

From Michigan.—Messrs. Robert McClellan and 
James B. Hunt. 5 

. DELEGATES FROM TERRITORIES. 

From Florida.—Mr. David Levy. 

From Wisconsin.—Mr. Elenry Dodge. - 

From Iowa.—Mr. Augustus È, Dodge. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Asgury Dickins, esq., their Secretary, stating that 
a quorum of that body had assembled, and’ were 
ready to: proceed to business. 

The SPEAKER then said that the members of the 
House would be called by States in order to be 
aworn; which was accordingly done. 

The House being thus organized— 

Mr. C.J, INGERSOLL observed, that as the 
members were desirous of hearing the message, a 
committee should be appointed to wait on the Presi- 
dent, and inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses had assembled, and were ready to receive 
any communication he might be pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER suggested to the gentleman that 
it would be proper first to send a message to the 
Senate, to inform that body that the House was 
organized and ready to proceed to business. 

Mir. DROMGOOLE offered a resolution, adopting 
the standing rules of the last House of Representa- 
tives as the rules and order of proceeding for this. 

Mr. ADAMS offered to amend the resolution, by 
excepting the Rist rule, which excludes the recep- 
tion. of abolition petitions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLIE withdrew his resolution, 
and offered the followmg; which was considered, 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate, to 
inform that body that a quorum of the Ffouse of 
Representatives have assembled, and have elected 
Joun W. Jones, of Virginia, their Speaker, and are 
ready to proceed to business. 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL offered the following 
resolution; which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, to join 


such committee as may be appointed on the part of: 


the Senate, and to wait on the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and inform him that a quorum of the 
two Houses of Congress have assembled, and are 
ready to receive any communication that he may be 

leased to make. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then renewed his resolution 
as follows: 

Resolved; That. the standing rules and orders of 
the last Mouse of Representatives oe adopieu as ne 
rules and orders of proceeding of this. 


Mr. DUNCAN inquired if there was not a rule of 


the last House which limited- the speeches of mem- f 


bers to one-hour. . 

The SPEAKER replied that“there was. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to amend the resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia by excepting that rule. 


eniucky.—Messts. Linn Boyd, Willis | 
A. Caldwell; James Stone, John — 


‘CONGRESSIO? 


Mr. ADAMS moved To amend theamendment by 


excepting the lst- rules. ~ _: 


Mr. DROMGOOLE accepted the amendment of | 


the gentleman from Ohio asa modification of his res- 
olution... | a £ : 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then offered an amend- 4 


mént, to strike out the modification of the gentleman 
from Qhio, so as to retain the one-hour rule. He 
looked upon it as one of the best of all the acts of 
the last Congress, and should regret to see it abol- 
ished. f : 


Mr. DUNCAN was. not disposed, at this mo- . 
ment, to enter into any discussion as to the pronn 


ety or impropriety of this rule; but he would mere- 
ly observe, that, considering the great and important 
questions that must come before the House—ques- 
tions in which the country had a deep interest—it 
would be impossible for members to discuss them 
as they deserved, within the limits of one hour. 
‘We come here (said he) as representatives, to speak 
on the great questions in which the honor and in- 
terest of the country are involved; and we cannot do 
justice to them, or to the country, ifthe freedom of 
debate is restricted. Complaints, it was ‘true, had 
been made of the length of time consumed in de- 
bate; but he knew of no instance in which the inter- 
ests of the country had suffered by the most pro- 
tracted discussion. All these long speeches were 
read with avidity by the people; and by their means 
a great deal of valuable information had been spread 
over the country. The country expected discussion 
on all these important questions; and ample time 
should be allowed for it. He disliked, also, the im- 
position of a gag law on the minority of this or any 
other body. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked for the yeas and 
nays on his amendment; which were ordered, and, 
the question being taken, resulted in yeas 96, nays 
92, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Bidlack, James Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, Jeremiah 
E. Cary, Carroll, Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, 
Clingman, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Ellis, 
Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Gil- 
mer, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Haralson, Har- 
din, Harper, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Hubbell, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Labranche, 
Leonard, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Nes, 
Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Pheenix, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rayner, Charles M. Read, Robinson, Rodney, 
Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, Stet- 
son, Thomasson, Thompson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
‘Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
kins, Winthrop, Woodward, William Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost.—96 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, 
Atkinson, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, 
Jas. A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Burke, Camp- 
bell, Catlin, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Richard 
D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dil- 
lingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, 
Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, French, Hale, Hamlin, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hubard, Hudson, Hughes, 
Hungerford, C. J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Andrew John- 
son, Geo. W. Jones, Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, 
Lucas, McCauslen, Maclay, McClellan, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 
Moore, Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Petit, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Almon H. 
Read, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 
St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Taylor, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wiliams, and Wise 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. WISE offered further to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the latter clause of the 131st 
rule, m the following words: 

“And also of providing for the discharge of the 
committee from the consideration of any bill refer- 
red to it, after acting without debate on all amend- 
ments pending, and that may be offered.” 


Mr. W., after some observations in opposition to` 


this and other restrictions on the freedom of debate, 
expressed the hope that his colleague [Mr. Drom- 


e00Lk]-would-accept- this amendment as a modifica» 
tion of his motion. >= ee ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE declined accepting it, and 
suggested that it would be better to adopt the rules 
of proceedings of the last House, so ag to proceed 
with business. Such alterations and modifications, 
then, as experience suggested, could be made, at the 
pleasure of the majority.. 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendment of 
the gentleman from: Massachusetts had the prece- 
dence; and 

Mr. ADAMS, after some remarks, called for the 
yeas and nays on his motion; which, having been 
ordered, resulted in yeas 91, nays 95, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson; Barnard, 
Beardsley, Benton, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Clingman, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, 
Dana, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dilling- 
ham, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, IIubbell, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Leonard, Maclay, McClellan, McDowell, Mcll- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Moseley, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Phæ- 
nix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Robinson, Rodney, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wilham 
Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—91. . 

NAYS—Messyrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Bidlack, Black of Pennsylvania, Black of 
South Carolina, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob. Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John 
W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Farlee, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Willis Green, 
Grider, Haralson, Hays, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClernand, MeCon- . 
nell, McKay, Moore, Murphy, Newton, Norris, 
Payne, Peyton, Pratt, Rayner, David S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wil- 
kins, Wise, Woodward, and Yost—95. 


So the amendment was rejected. _ 


Mr. WISE then renewed his amendment; and 

Mr. ADAMS moved to amend it, by striking 
out also the first part of the clause, which allowed 
a majority of the House to suspend the rules at any 
ume, for the purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WISE having accepted the amendment of 
Mr. Abams as a modification of his amendment, it 
was read as follows: 

Strike out from the 13ist rule the following 
clause: 

“But the House may at any time, by a vote ofa 
majority of the members present, suspend the rules 
and orders for the purpose of going into Committee 
of the Whole on tle state of the Union; and, also, 


_of providing for the discharge of the committee 


from the consideration of any bill referred to it, af 
ter acting, without debate, on all amendments pend- 
ing, and that may be offered.” 


_ Mr. WISE said he would accept the modifica- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
but, inasmuch as many gentlemen might desire that 
a majority should have the privilege of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
while they might not desire that they should have 
the power of putting an end to the debate, he would 
ask for a division of the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he had had- some little ex- 
perience in matters of this kind, and he had seen 
the inconvenience resulting from requiring a vote of 
two-thirds in order to put an end to debate, while 
a mere majority is held responsible to the country 
for any misapplication of time. If a majority bere- 
sponsible for the proper conduct of the business of 
the House, a majority should also have the right to 


détermine when to go into committee, and when‘to 
discharge-a:committee from the consideration of-a 
subject. Unless this weré the case, it would be in 
the power of one-third of the House to keep any 
subject in Committee of the Whole as long as they 
pleased. . He thought the rule a good one; they had 
got along very well with it hitherto, and he. hoped 
it.would be retained. í 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he had had some 
experience. as to the operation of this. rule, and he 
was convinced that much convenience. resulted 
from it. They were compelled, in Committee of 
the Whole, to sit and listen as long as any member 
felt inclined to continue the debate, in order to grat- 
ify his desire for speaking. There could be no 

‘ reasonable objection against allowing a majority to 
determine when to go into Committee of the Whole 
upon the state of the Union; but, on the contrary, 
if every man were permitted to oy as long as he 
chose upon every subject, there would be no end to 
debate. ; 

Mr. RHETT observed that the matter had turned 
out much as he feared it would.. A majority hav- 
ing power would always be in favor of using it. 
When in the last Congress the party opposed to us, 
having power in that House, thought proper to pass 
this rule, in his opinion it was the very worst act 
which they carried into effect, because 1t was intro- 
ducing into the Congress of the United States the 
arbitrary principle ofallowing a majority to dominate, 
without regarding at'all the rights of the minority. 
If what was said in that House simply concerned 
themselves, it would be a small matter. But it 
must be recollected that each member on that floor 
stood there as the representative of the interests of 
seventy thousand people. And it certainly did 
appear to him that a due regard to the freedom of 
debate should prompt them to remove all unneces- 
sary restriction. ad this not been the practice of 
our ancestors, we would hardly be standing here 
this day. The freedom of debate and the liberty of 
the press were regarded as inviolable rights by even 
our British ancestors—the Anglo-Saxons them- 
selves. The. gentleman from Tennessee says it 
is impossible that the business of this House ‘can 
be transacted unless this rule be adopted. I would 
ask him, has he ever, in his reading of English his- 
tory, met with such a rule as that? In all the strug- 
gles for right and for power, even in a monarchy, 
freedom of debate has been maintained; and here— 
in the Congress of the United States—we have 
gone on from revolutionary time until the last Con- 
gress; and when was it found necessary to resort to 
a rule of this kind? Never. . It never was proposed 
by a Democratic Congress. It was reserved for those 
who are opposed to us, to propose its adoption. He 
knew that it-was hard for them, having tasted pow- 
er, to surrender it—like the bloodhound upon the 
trail; and a temporary expedient, adopted for a tem- 
porary purpose, must now, he supposed, be perpet- 
uated. When the measure was first adopted, he 
(Mr. R.) opposed it, and he would oppose it still. 
He stood there to fulfil the word he had then given; 
and he would to say to his Democratic friends, if 
they now have power, let them use it for the benefit 
of the people; and let it not be said that an im- 
proper measure, which had been adopted by their 
opponents, had been perpetuated by themselves. 

hat was the evil which the gentlemen com- 
plained of? ‘That they should be kept there listen- 
ing to useless speeches. Was their personal con- 


venience or inconvenience, or was the paltry con- . 


sideration of a few thousand dollars, more or less, 
to be permitted to interfere with the freedom of de- 
bate? Did gentlemen believe that the time would 
never come when tyranny would place its foot upon 
that floor, and exert. its iron rule even within these 
walls? They might be mistaken. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had told them that 
they had a right to rule, and that they would rule 
after this fashion; but was it to be tolerated among 
a free people? Would our ancestors ever have pro- 

osed to abrogate the freedom of speech? Sir, (said 

r. R.,) I have already spoken longer than I at 
first intended. I trust this Congress will not con- 
gent to carry out this arbitrary measure, and inflict 
an injustice upon their opponents, because their op- 
ponents first inflicted it upon them. He hoped they 

: would adopt a nobler policy, and permit all debate 
--which occurred in that House to be unshackled, 
cand that they would meet all questions in a bold, 
: eandid, and fearless spirit. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to say a word, 
with a view not to the mere question of right, but 
“upon the question of policy. There were now; in 


all, 145 rules; and it was within: his own recollec- 
tion when. èight- or ‘ten comprised all that were ne- 
cessary, and when the previous question was scarce- 
ly demanded ‘once in a year; when, ’in fact, it was’ 
never resorted to, until there had been some out- 
ragcous abuse of the freedom of debate. Re- 
straint always begets a necessity for further 
restriction. Every increase of ‘power creates 
a necessity for a further increase; and though 
they had not a dictator, physically or de facto, 

et they had what wag tantamount, in -hav- 
ing that which acted as arbitrarily by a moral force. 
What.was the difference between being coerced by 
a resolution, and being coerced. by arbitrary power? 
He had felt the force of both Kinde of coercion, and 
he thought the time would yet come when they 
would be obliged to recur to first principles. One 
party, having power to-day, abuses it; the other 
party comes in, and attempts to make permanent 
the very acts which led to there destruction. Was 
such the course which should characterize a repre- 
sentative assembly under a republican form of gov- 
ernment? ‘Those who come here should not come 
to represent themselves, but ag trustees to represent 
the rights of others. And they had better not in- 
fringe upon the freedom of discussion, for the policy 
of the thing alone. This rule never had an- 
swered a good purpose, and it never would. He 
hoped, also, that very many of them would 
be very considerably modified. They came there 
as much for the purpose of speaking as of acting; 
and he contended that as much good was done by 
speaking as by anything else. They were. assem- 
bled to represent the interests of their common 
country,.two thousand miles in extent—living at an 
immense distance, and unknown to each other pre- 
vious to that meeting: It was highly necessary 
that the fullest and freest interchange of thought 
should take place. He had voted against the 
adoption of this rule originally, because he 
did not consider it right to limit discussion. 
The House, he thought, was governed too 
much. There was no necessity for such a 
black code as they had enacted for their own 
government. They had already 145 rules, and would 
probably, ina short time, have as many more, and 
then half their time would be taken up in suspend- 
ing them. : 


Mr. WISE made some remarks in reply to Mr. 
Hopkins, and in favor of the amendment. 

After which, the question was taken, and carried 
in the affirmative, without a division. 


Mr. WISE then moved a further amendment, 
providing that the rules and orders of the 27th Con- 
gress be adopted, until a committee of nine should 
report a revision of them, and said report be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the benefit of Gen. Andrew Jackson. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, 

Resolved, That the House will in future meet at 
12 o’clock, until further ordered. 

The House then adjoumed. 


The following is the vote for Speaker: 
For John W. Jones. 


Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Beards- 
ley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Catlin, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cobb. Coles, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Gilmer, Byrom Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lucas, McCauslen, Maclay, McClellan, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John 
T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 


Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, “Tibbatte, Weller, 


eniworth, | 


Wheaton, flliams, Wi 
Wright, and Yost—=l28. : 
i oi For John Wk 
Messrs. Adams, Barringer; Ba: 
Brown, Buffington, © Carroll,- Cha 
Clingman,- Collamer, Cranston, Gart 
berry, Dellet, Dickey, Fish, ‘Florence, Fo 
Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell 
Harper, Hudson, “Washington < 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B: 
P. King, Mellvaine;. Marsh; “Edward 
Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Pey: 
Elisha R. Potter, Ranisey,: Rayne: 
Read, Rodney, Rogers, Sample 
Severance, Albert Smith, -Thom 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vint 
William Wright-—59. ; 
For William Wilkins: 
Mr. Ness—1. : 


IN SENATE. 0 
Tuespay, December.5, 1843. oe 

The following Senators, in addition to thoxe whe 
were announced on yesterday, appeared in’ their 
seats to-day, viz: Pe Re eae 

Mr. Sevier, of Arkansas; Mr. Barako, of Del- 
aware; Mr. McDurrix, of South Carolina;, Mi 
Porter, of Michigan; and Mr. Berrien, of G 
gia. à i £ 
A message was received from the House 
resentatives, (by Matragw Sr. CLAIR: 
their Clerk,) informing the Senate that that 
had organized, by the election of the’ Ho 
W. Jones, of Virginia, Speaker, and. t 
were ready to proceed to business. Also, 
had, under a resolution adopted for that- 
appointed Messrs. C. J. Ineersonn, Wa 
‘T'nompson of Mississippi, a committee on the 
to join such committee as might be app 
the part of the Senate, to wait on the. 
the United States, and inform him that a q 
the two Houses of Congress had assembled and or-, >; 
ganized for business, and were ready to receive any, 
communications he might be pleased, to make 
them; and the House asked the concurre 
Senate in the resolution for the appoiti 
joint committee. ` ie a eels 4 

The PRESIDENT presented the” creden 
the Hon. Ampross H. Seven, elected 
gislature of Arkansas a Senator from tha 
six years from and after the 4th.day 
He was qualified. Crater ta 

Also, presented the credentials’ of the Fome 
Grorce McDurris, elected by the Legislature ‘of. 
South Carolina a Senator from that State for: six: 
years from and after the 4th day of March last.’ He 
was qualified. PEE E ee 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the Senate concur m: 
the message of the House for the appointment ofa 
committee to wait on the President of the: United 
States; and that the Paesipenr appoint two Senators’ 

a committee on the part of the Senate. for'that put- 
pose. The questions were put, and agreed to; and: 

The PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Pues,’ of 
Vermont, and Mr. Kiye, of Alabama, ‘the: sa id: 
committee; who retired for the purpose indical 

Mr. TAPPAN submitted a resolution wo to amend: 
the joint rules of the two Houses, as to authorize 
the appointment of a joint commities to auperintend 
and direct the disbursement of the fund appropri- 
ated for the purchase of books for‘ thé use of the.. 
Library of Congress, and for other purposes. edith: 
lies on the table one day, under, the rule.) o.oo 

Mr. WOODBURY presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of New Hampshire, instructing 
the Senators, and’ requesting the Representatives 
from that State, to vote for the unconditional refund- 
ing of the fine imposed on Major General Andrew 
Jackson, by Judge Hall, of Louisiana, in. 1815.. On 
Mr. W.s motion, they were ordered to lie on the 
table for the present, and be printed. - ; 

On motion: of Mr. BAYARD, it was resolved 
that the 24th joint rule be dispensed with, so as to 
authorize the Presimenr to. appoint the standing 
committees of the Senate for the present session. 

Mr. MERRICK gave notice that he would, at the 
earliest day practicable, ask leave to bring in & ‘bill 
to reduce the present rates of postage m the United 
States. Also, a bill for the better regulation of the 
transportation of the mails of the United. States. - 

Mr. PHELPS, from the joint committee appoint: 
ed on the partof the Senate to wait on the President 
and inform him that Congress were ready to pro- 


ceed to business, and to receive from him any com 


wiunieation he might be pleased to make, stated 
that the comimittee had performed that service, and 
received for answer. from the President, that he 
‘would make his usual communication in writing to 
both Houses of Congress immediately. Subse- 
quently. ` . 

~ A message in writing was received from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by the hands of John 
‘Tyler jr,. his secretary, at halfpast one o’clock. It 
‘was read to the Senate as follows: 


To the Senate and 
House. of Representatives of the United States: 

If any people ever had cause to render up thanks 
to the Sikrere Being for. parental care and protec- 
tion extended to them in. all the trials and difficul- 
ties to which they have been from time to time ex- 
posed, we certainly are that people. From the first 
nettlement of our forefathers on this continent— 
through the dangers attendant upon the occupation 
of asavage wilderness—through a long period of 
colonial dependence—through the war of the Revo- 
ution—in the wisdom which led to the adoption of 
i xcexisting, republican forms of government—in 
tine hazards incident to a war subsequently waged 
with one of the most powerful nations of the earth 


—in the increase ef our population—in the spread _ 


of the arts and sciences, and in the strength and du- 
rability conferred on political institutions emanating 
from the people and sustained by their will, the su- 
perintendence of an overruling Providence has been 
plainly visible. As preparatory, therefore, to en- 
tering once more upon the high duties of legislation, 
it becomes us humbly to acknowledge our depen- 
dence upon Him as our guide and protector, and to 
implore a continuance of His parental watchfulness 
over our beloved country. e have new cause for 
the expression of our gratitude in the preservation 
of the health of our fellow-citizens, with some par- 
tial and local exceptions, during the past season— 
for the abundance with which the earth has yielded 
up its fruits to the labors of the husbandman—for 
the renewed activity which has been imparted to 
commerce—for the revival of trade in all its depart- 
ments—for the increased rewards attendant on the 
exercise of the mechanic arts—for the continued 
growth of our population, and the rapidly-reviving 
prosperity of the whole country. I shall be permit- 
ted to exchange congratulations with you, gentle- 
men of the two Houses of Congress, on these aus- 
picious circumstances, and to assure you, in ad- 
vance, of my ready disposition to concur with you 
in the adoption of all such measures as shall be cal- 
«ulated to increase the happiness of our constitu- 
ents, and to advance the glory of our common coun- 
try. 

Since the last adjournment of Congress, the Ex- 
ecutive has relaxed no effort to render indestructible 
the relations of amity which so happily exist be- 
tween the United States and other countries. The 
treaty lately concluded with Great Britain has tended 
greatly to increase the good understanding which a 

reciprocity of interest is calculated to encourage, and 
it is most ardently to be hoped that nothing may 
transpire to interrupt the relations of amity which it 
is so obviously the policy of both nations to culti- 
vate. 


A question of much importance still remains to be 
adjusted between them. The territorial limits of the 
two countries in relation to what is commonly 
known as the Oregon Territory, still remain in dis- 
pute. The United States would be at all times in- 

isposed to aggrandize themselves at the expense of 
any other nation; but while they would be restrained 
by principles of honor, which should govern the 
conduct of nations as well as that of individuals, 
from setting up a demand for territory which does 
not belong to them, they would as unwillingly con- 
sent toa surrender of their rights. After the most 
rigid, and, as far as practicable, unbiassed examina- 
tion of the subject, the United States have always 
contended that their rights appertain to the entire 
region of country lying on the Pacific, and 
embraced within 429 and 54° 40’ of north 
latitude. This claim being controverted by Great 
Britain, those who have preceded ihe present Ex- 
ecutive—actuated, no doubt, by an earnest desire to 
adjust the matter upon terms mutually satisfactory 
to both countries—have caused to be submitted to 
the British Government propositions for settlement 
and final adjustment, which, however, have not 

roved heretofore acceptable to it: Our Minister at 
Hendon has, under instructions, again brought the 
subject to the consideration of that Government; and 
while nothing will be done to compromit the rights 
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or honor of the United States, every proper expe- 
dient will be resorted to, in order to bring the nego- 
tiation now in the progress of resumption to a 
speedy and happy termination. In the mean time it 
is proper to remark, that many of our citizens are 
either already established in the territory, or are on 
their way thither for the purpose of forming perma- 
nent settlements, while others are preparing ta fol- 
low ; and in view of these facts, I must repeat the 
recommendation contained in- previous messages, 
for the establishment of military posts, at such 
places on the line of travel as will furnish security 


and protection to our hardy adventurers against - 


hostile tribes of Indians inhabiting those extensive 
regions. Our laws should also follow them, so 
modified as the circumstances of the case may seem 
to require. Under the influence of our free, system 
of government, new republics are destined to spring 
up, at no distant day, on the shores of the Pacific, 
similar in policy and in feeling to those existing on 
this side of the Rocky Mountains, and giving a 
wider and more extensive spread to the principles of 
civil and religious liberty. i 

I am happy to inform you that the cases which 
have arisen, from time to time, of the detention of 
American vessels by British cruisers on the coast of 
Africa, under pretence of being engaged in the slave- 
trade, have been placed in a fair train of adjustment. 
In the case of William and Francis, full satisfaction 
will be allowed. In the cases of the Tygris and 
Seamew, the British Government admits that satis- 
faction is due. In the case of the Jones, the sum 
accruing from the sale of that vessel and cargo will 
be paid to the owners, while I cannot but flatter 
myself that full indemnification will be allowed for 
all damages sustained by the detention of the vessel; 
and in the case of the Douglass, her Majesty’s 
Government has expressed its determination to 
make indemnification. Strong hopes are therefore 
entertained that most, if not all of these cases, will 
be speedily adjusted. No new cases have arisen 
since the ratification of the treaty of Washington; 
and it is confidently anticipated that the slave-trade, 
under the operation of the eighth article of that trea- 
ty, will be altogether suppressed. ` 

The occasional interruption experienced by our 
fellow-citizens engaged in the fisheries on the neigh- 
boring coast of Nova Scotia, has not failed to claim 
the attention of the Executive. Representations 
upon this subject have been made; but, as yet, no 
definitive answer to those representations has been 
received from the British Government. 

Two other subjects of comparatively minor im- 
portance, but nevertheless of too much conscquence 
to be neglected, remain still to be adjusted between 
the two countries. By the treaty between the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain of Taly, 1815, it is pro- 
vided that no higher duties shall be levied in either 
country on articles imported from the other, than 
on the same articles imported from any other place. 
In 1836, rough rice, by act of Parliament, was ad- 
mitted from the coast of Africa into Great Britain 
on the payment of a duty of one penny a quarter; 
while the same article from all other countries, in- 
eluding the United States, was subjected to the pay- 
ment of a duty of twenty shillings a quarter. Our 
Minister at London has, from time to time, brought 
this subject to the consideration of the British Gov- 
ernment, but, so far, without success. He is in- 
structed to renew his representations upon it. 

Some years since, a claim was preferred against 
the British Government on the part of certain Amer- 
ican merchants, for the return of export duties paid 
y them on shipments of woollen goods to the 

nited States, after the duty on similar articles ex- 
ported to other countries had been repealed, and 
consequently in contravention of the commercial 
convention between the two nations, securing to us 
equality in such cases. The principle on which the 
claim rests has long since been virtually admitted by 
Great Britain; but obstacles to a settlement have 
from time to time been interposed, so that a large 
portion of the amount claimed has not yet been re- 
funded. Our Minister is now engaged in the prose- 
cution of the claim, and I cannot but persuade my- 
self that the British Government will no longer de- 
lay its adjustment. 

I am happy to be able to say that nothing has oc- 
curred to disturb in any degree the relations of ami- 
y which exist between the United States and 

‘rance, Austria, and Russia, as well as with the 
other powers of Europe, since the adjournment of 
Congress. Spain has been agitated with internal 
convulsions for many years, from the effects of 
which it is to be hoped she is destined speedily to 


recover; when, under a more liberal system of com- 
mercial policy on her part, our trade with her may 
again fill its old, and, so far as her continental pos- 
sessions aré concerned, its almost forsaken channels; 
thereby adding to the mutual prosperity of the two 
countries. ; 

The Germanic Association of Customs and Com- 
merce, which, since its establishment in 1833, has 
been steadily growing in power and importance, and 
consists at this time of more than twenty German 
States, and embraces a population of 27,000,000 of 

eople united for all the purposes of commercial 
intercourse with each other and with foreign States, 
offerg to the latter the most valuable exchanges on 
principles more liberal than are offered in the fiscal 
system of any other European_power. From its 
origin, the importance of the German Union has 
never been lodM@Might of by the United States. The 
industry, morality, and other valuable qualities of 
the German nation, have always been well known 
and appreciated. On this subject T invite the atten- 
tion of Congress to the report of the Secretary of 
State, from which it will be seen that, while our cote 
ton is admitted free of duty, and the duty on rice 
has been much reduced, (which has already led to a 
greatly increased consumption,) a strong disposition 
has been recently evinced by that great body to re- 
duce, upon certain conditions, their present duty 
upon tobacco. This being the first intimation of a 
concession on this interesting subject ever made b 
any European power, I cannot but regard it as well 
calculated to remove the only impediment which has 
so far existed to the most liberal commercial inter- 
course between us and them. In this view, our 
Minister at Berlin, who has heretofore industriously 
pursued the subject, has been instructed to enter 
upon the negotiation of a commercial treaty, which, 
while it will open new advantages to the agricultural 
interests of the United States, and a more free and 
expanded field for commercial operations, will affect 
injuriously no existing interest of the Union. Should 
the negotiation be crowned with success, its results 
will be communicated to both Houses of Congress. 

I communicate herewith certain despatches re- 
ceived from our Minister at Mexico, and also a cor- 
respondence which has recently occurred between 
the Envoy from that Republic and the Secretary of 
State. It must be regarded as not a little extraor- 
dinary that the Government of Mexico, in anticipa- 
tion of a public discussion, which it has been 
pieased to infer, from newspaper publications, as 
ikely to take place in Congress, relating to the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States, should 
have so far anticipated the result of such discussion 
as to have announced its determination to visit any 
such anticipated decision by a formal declaration of 
war against the United States. If designed to pre- 
vent Congress from introducing that question as a 
fit subject for its calm deliberation and final judg- 
ment, the Executive has no reason to doubt that it 
will entirely fail of its object. The representatives 
of a brave and patriotic people will suffer no appre- 
hension of future consequences to embarrass them 
in the course of théir proposed deliberations. Nor 
will the Executive Department of the Government 
fail, for any such cause, to discharge its whole duty 
to the country. 

The war which has existed for so long a time be- 
tween Mexico and Texas has, since the battle of 
San Jacinto, consisted for the most part of predatory 
incursions, which, while they have been attended 
with much of suffering to individuals, and have kept 
the borders of the two countries in a state of con- 
stant alarm, have failed to approach to any defini- 
tive result. Mexico has fitted out no formidable 
armament, by land or by sea, for the subjugation of 
Texas. Eight years have now elapsed since. Texas 
declared her independence of Mexico, and during 
that time she has been recognised asa sovereign 
pona by several of the principal civilized States. 
Mexico, nevertheless, perseveres in her plans of re- 
conquest, and refuses to recognise her independence. 
The predatory incursions to which I have alluded, 
have been attended, in one instance, with the break- 
ing up of the courts of justice, by the seizing upon 
the persons of the judges, jury, and officers of the 
court, and dragging them along with unarmed, and 
therefore non-combatant citizens, into a cruel and 
oppressive bondage; thus leaving crime to. go un- 
pe and immorality to pass unreproved. 

order warfare is evermore to he deprecated, and 
over such a war as has existed for so many years 
between these two States, humanity has. had great 
cause to lament. Nor is such a condition of things 
to be deplored only because of the individual suf 


fering attendant upon it. The effects are far more 
extensive. The Creator of the Universe has given 
‘man the earth for-his restingplace, and its fruits for 
his subsistence. Whatever, therefore, shall make 
‘the first, or any part of it,a scene of desolation, 
affecis injuriously his heritage, and may be regarded 
as a general calamity. Wars may sometimes be 
necessary; but all nations have a common interest 
in bringing them speedily toa close. The United 
States have an immediate interest in seeing an end 
put to the.state of hostilities existing between Mex- 
ico and Texas. They are our neighbors, of the 
same continent, with whom we are not only de- 
sirous of cultivating the relations of amity, but of 
the most extended commercial intercourse, and to 

ractise all the rites of a néighborhood hospitality. 
bur own interests are deeply involved in the matter, 
since, however neutral may be our course of pol- 


iey, we cannot hope to escape the effects of a spirit i 
or 


of jealousy on the part of both oighe owers. 
can this Government be indifferent to the fact, that a 
warfare, such as is waged between those two 
nations, is calculated to weaken both powers, 
and finally to render them, and especially the 
weaker of the two, the subjects of interference 
on the part of stronger and more powerful na- 
tions, which, intent only on advancing their own 
peculiar views, may sooner or later attempt to bring 
abouta compliance of terms, as the condition of 
their interposition, alike derogatory to the nation 
granting them, and detrimental to the interests of the 
nited States. We could not be expected quietly 
to permit any such interference to our disadvantage. 
Considering that Texas is separated from the Uni- 
ted States by a mere geographical line; that her ter- 
ritory, in the opinion of many, formed a portion of 
the territory of the United States; that it is homo- 
geneous in its population and pursuits with the ad- 
joining States, and makes contributions to the com- 
merce ofthe world in the same articles with them; and 
that most of her inhabitants have been citizens of 
the United States; speak the same language, and 
live under similar political institutions with our- 
selves—this Government is bound, by every consid- 
eration of interest, as well as of sympathy, to see 
that she shall be left free to act, especially in regard 
to her domestic affairs, unawed by force, and un- 
restrained by the policy or views of other coun- 
tries. In full view of all these considerations, the 
Executive has not hesitated to express to the Gov- 


ernment of Mexico how deeply it deprecated a con-: 


tinuance of the war, and how anxiously it desired 
to witness its termination. I cannot but think thatit 
becomes the United States, as the oldest of the Amer- 


ican Repablics, to hold a language to Mexico upon | 


this subject of an unambiguous character. It is 
time that this war had ceased. There must be a 
limit to all wars; and if the parent State, after an 
eight years’ struggle, has failed to reduce to sub- 
mission a portion of its subjects standing out in 
revolt against it, and who have not only proclaimed 
themselves to be independent, but have been recog- 
nised as such by other powers, she ought not to 
expect that other nations will quietly look, to 
their obvious injury, upon a protraction’ of hostili- 
ties. These United States threw off their colonial 
dependence, and established independent Govern- 
ments; and Great Britain, after having wasted her 
energies in the attempt to subdue them for a less 
period than Mexico has attempted to subjugate 

exas, had the wisdom and justice to acknowledge 
their independence; thereby recognising the obliga- 
tion which rested on her as one of the family of 
nations. An example thus set by one of the proud- 
est, as well as most powerful nations of the earth, 
it could in no way disparage Mexico to imitate. 
While, therefore, the Execnive would deplore any 
collision with Mexico, or any disturbance of the 
friendly relations which exist between the two 
countries, it cannot permit that Government to con- 


trol its policy, whatever it may be, towards Tex- | 


as; but will treat her—as, by the recognition of her 
independence, the United States have long since de- 
clared they would do—as entirely independent of 
Mexico. The high obligations of public duty may 


‘enforce from the constituted authorities of the Uni- | 


ted States a policy, which the course persevered in 
by Mexico will have mainly contributed to produce; 
and the Executive, in such a contingency, will, with 
confidence, throw itself upon the patriotism of 
the people to sustain the Government in its course 
of action. 

` Measures of an unusual character have recently 
been adopted by the Mexican Government, calcula- 

- tedin no small degree to affect the trade of other 
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nations with Mexico, and to operate injuriously to 
the United States, Al foreigners, by a decree of 


from the day of its promulgation, are forbidden to 
carry on the business of selling by retail any goods 
within the confines of Mexico. Against this de- 
cree our Minister has not failed to remonstrate. 

The trade heretofore carried on by our citizens 
with Santa Fe, in which much capital was already 
invested, and which was becoming of daily increas- 
ing importance, has suddenly been arrested by a de- 
cree of virtual prohibition on the part of the Mexi- 


Mexico to prohibit any particular course of trade to 
the citizens or subjects of foreign powers, this late 
procedure, to say the least of it, wears a harsh and 
unfriendly aspect. 

The instalments on_the claims recently settled by 
the convention with Mexico have been punctual! 
paid as_they have fallen due, and our Minister is 
engaged in urging the establishment of a new com- 
mission, in pursuance of the convention for the set- 
tlement of unadjusted claims. 

With the other American States our relations of 
amity and goodwill have remained uninterrupted. 
Our Minister near the Republic of New Grenada 
has succeeded in effecting an adjustment of the 
claim upom that Government for the schooner “By 
Chance,” which has been pending for many years. 
The claim for the brig “Morris,” which had its 
origin during the existence of the republic of Co- 
lombia, and indemnification for which, since the dis- 
solution of that republic, has devolved on its sever- 
al members, will be urged with renewed zeal. 

I have much pleasure in saying that the Govern- 
ment of Brazil has adjusted the claim upon that 
Government in the case of the schooner “John S. 
Bryan,” and that sanguine hopes are entertained 
that the same spirit of justice will influence its coun- 
cils in arriving at an ‘early decision upon the re- 
maining claims; thereby removing all cause of dis- 
sension between two powers whose interests are, to 
some extent, interwoven with each other. 

Our Minister at Chili has succeeded in inducing a 
recognition by that Government of the adjustment 
effected by his predecessor of the first claims in the 
case of the “Macedonian.” The first instalment 
has been received by the claimants in the United 
States. 

Notice of the exchange of ratifications of the trea- 
ty with Peru, which will take place at Lima, has not 
yet reached this country, but is expected shortly to 
belreceived, when that claims upon that republic will 
doubtless be liquidated and paid. 

In consequence of a misunderstanding between 
this Government and that of Buenos Ayres, occur- 
ring several years ago, this Government has re- 
mained unrepresented at that court, while a minis- 
ter from it has been constantly resident here. The 
causes of irritation have, in a great measure, passed 
away; and it is in contemplation, in view of impor- 
tant interests which have grown up in that country, 
at some early period during the present session of 
Congress, with the concurrence of the Senate, to re- 
store diplomatic relations between the two countries. 

Under-the provisions of an act of Congress of the 
last session, a minister was despatched from the 
United States to China, in August of the present 

ear; who, from the latest accounts we have from 
im, was at Suez, in Egypt, on the 25th of Septem- 
ber last, on his route to China. 

In regard to the Indian tribes residing within our 
jurisdictional limits, the greatest vigilance of the 
Government has been exerted to preserve them at 
peace among themselves, and to inspire them with 
feelings of confidence in the justice of this Govern- 
ment, and to cultivate friendship with the border in- 
habitants. This has happily succeeded to a great 
extent; but it is a subject of regret that they suffer 
themselves, in some instances, to be imposed upon 
by artful and designing men—and this, notwith- 
standing all the efforts of the Government to pre- 
vent it. 

The receipts into the treasury for the calendar 
year 1843, exclusive of loans, were little more than 
eighteen millions of dollars; and the expenditures, 
exclusive of payments on the public debt, will have 
been about twenty-three millions of dollars. By 
the act of 1842, a new arrangement of the fiscal year 
was made, so that it should commence on thé ist 
day of July in each year. The accounts and esti- 
mates for the current fiscal year will show that the 
loans and treasury notes made and issued before the 
close of the last Congress, to meet the anticipated 


deficiency, have not been entirely adequate. Al- H 


the 23d day of September, and after six months ; 
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The delusion incident to an enormously excessive 
paper circulation, which gave a fictitious- value. to 
everything, and stimulated adventure and `s ecula- 
tion to an extravagant extent, has been happily suc- 
ceeded by the substitution of the precious metals, 
and paper promptly redeemable in specie; and thus 
false values have disappeared, and a sounder condi~ 
tion of things has been introduced. ‘This transition, 
although intimately connected with the prosperit 
of the country, has nevertheless been attended wit 
much embarrassment to the Government in its 
financial concerns. So long as the foreign impor- 
ters could receive payment for their cargoes in a 
currency of greatly less value than that in Europe, 
but fully available here in the purchase of our agri- 
cultural productions, their profits being immeasura~ 
ble augmented by the operation, the shipments were 
large, and the revenues of the Government became 
superabundant, But the change in.the character of 
the circulation from a nominal and apparently real 
value, in the first stages of its existence, to an obvi- 
ously depreciated value in its second, so that it no 
longer answered the purposes of exchange or barter, 
and its ultimate substitution by asound metallic and 
paper circulation combined, has been. attended by 

iminished importations, and a consequent falling 
offin the revenue. This has induced Congress, 
from 1837, to resort to the expedient: of issuing 
treasury notes, and finally of funding them, in order 
to supply deficiencies. I cannot, however, withhold 
the remark, that it is in noway compatible with the 
dignity of the Government that a public debt, should 
be created in time of peace to meét the current’ ex- 
penses of the Government, or that temporary expe- 
dients should be resorted to an hour longer than it 
is possible to avoid them. The Executive can do 
no more than apply the means which Congress 
places in its hands for the support of Government; 
and happily for the good ofthe country, and for the 

reservation of its liberties, it possesses no power to 
evy exactions on the people, or to force from them 
contributions to the pelis revenue in any form. It 
can only recommend such measures as may, in its 
opinion, be called for by the wants of the public 
service, to Congress, with whom alone rests the 
power to “lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises.” This duty has. upon several occasions 
heretofore been performed. Phe present condition 
of things gives a flattering promise that trade and 
commerce are rapidly reviving, and, fortunately for 
the country, the sources of revenue have only to be 
opened, in order to prove abundant. — : 

While we can anticipate no considerable increase 
in the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, for 
reasons perfectly obvious to all, for several years to 
come, yet the public lands cannot otherwise than be 
regarded as the foundation of the. publie credit. 

ith so large a body of the most fertile lands in 
the world under the control, and at the disposal of 
the Government, no one can reasonably doubt the 
entire ability of the Government io meet ite engage- 
ments under every emergency. In’ seasons of trial 
and difficulty similar to those through which we 
are passing, the capitalist makes his investment in 
the Government stocks, with the most assured con: 
fidence of ultimate reimbursement; and whatever 
may be said in a period of great financial prosperity, 
such as existed for some years after 1833, I should 
regard it as suicidal, in a season of ‘financial em- 
barrassment, to alienate either the lands themselves, 
or the proceeds arising from their sales. “The first 
and paramount duty of those to whom may be in: 
trusted the administration of public affairs, is to 


‘will, in a majority of 
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g from surrounding 


yedeem that amount of treasury notes, on terms 
more. favorable than any that have been offered for 
many years; and the six per. cent. stock which 
was created in 1842, has advanced in the hands of 
the holders to nearly twenty per cent. above its par 
value. The confidence of the people in the integrity 
of their Government has thus been signally mani- 
fested. These opinions relative to the public lands 
do not, in any manner, conflict with the observance 
of the most Boece policy towards those of our fel- 
low-citizeris who press forward-into the wilderness, 
and are the pioneers in the work of ite reclamation. 
In securing to ull such their rights of pre-emption, 
the Government performs but an act of retributive 
justice for sufferings encountered and hardships en- 
dured, and finds ample remuneration Im the comforts 
which its policy insures, and the happiness it im- 
arts. 
F Should a revision of the tariff, with a view to reve- 
nue, become necessary in the estimation of Congress, 
I doubt not you will approach the subject with a 
just and enlightened regard to the interests of the 
whole Union. The principles. and views which I 
have heretofore had occasion to submit, remain un- 
changed. It can, however, never be too often re- 
peated, that the prominent interest of every impor- 
tant pursuit of life requires, for success, permanency 
and stability in legislation. These can only be at- 
tained by adopting, as the basis of action, modefa- 
tion in all things; which is as indispensably necessa- 
ry to secure the harmonious action of the political 
as of the animal system. In our political organiza- 
tion, no one section of the country should desire to 
have its supposed interests advanced at the- sacrifice 
of all others; but union being the great interest, 
equally precious to all, should be fostered and sus- 
tained by mutual concessions, and the cultivation of 
that spirit of compromise, from which the Constitu- 
tion itself proceeded. 

You will be informed, by the report from the 
Treasury Department, of the measures taken under 
the act of the last scssion, authorizing the re-issue of 
treasury notes in lieu of those then outstanding. 
The system adopted in pursuance of existing laws, 
seems well calculated to save the country a large 
amount of interest, while it affords conveniences and 
obviates dangers and expense in the transmission of 
funds to disbursing agents. | refer you also to that 
report for the means proposed by the Secretary to 
increase the revenue, and particularly to that portion 
of it which relates to the subject of the warehousing 
aystem, which I earnestly urged upon Congress at 
ita last session, and as to the importance of which 
my opinion has undergone no change. 

Tn view of the disordered condition of the currency 
at the time, and the high rates of exchange between 
different parts of the country, I felt it to be incum- 
bent on me to present to the consideration of your 
predecessors a proposition conflicting in no degree 
with the Constitution, or with the rights of the 
States, and having the sanction—not in detail, but in 
principle—of some of the eminent men who had pre- 
ceded me in the executive office. That proposition 
contemplated the issuing of treasury notes of de- 
nominations not less than five, nor more than one 
hundred dollars, to be employed in payment of the 
obligations ‘of the Government in lieu of gold and 
silver, at the option of the public creditor, and to an 
amount not exceeding $15,000,000. It was pro- 
posed to make them receivable everywhere, and to 
establish at various pointe depositories of gold and 
silver, to be held in trust for the redemption of such 
notes, so as to insure their convertibility into specie. 
No doubt was entertained that such notes would 
have maintained a par value with gold and 
silver—thus furnishing a paper currency of equal 
value over the Union, thereby meeting the just ex- 
pectations of the people, and fulfilling the duties of a 
parental Government. Whether the depositories 
should be permitted to sell or purchase bills under very 
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limited 
was submitted to the wisdom of Congress, and was. 
regarded as of secondary importance: 

and think now, that such an arrangement wo uld have 
been attended with the happiest results. The whole 
matter of the currency would have been placed 
where, by the Constitution, it was designed to be 
placed—-under the immediate supervision and con- 
trol of Congress. ‘The action of the Government 


would have been independent of all corporations; 


and the same eye which rests unceasingly on the 
specie cutrency, and guards it against adulteration, 
would also have rested’ on the paper currency, to 
control and regulate its issues, and protect it against 
depreciation. The same reasons w ich would forbid 
Congress from parting with the power over the coin- 
age, would seem to operate with nearly equal force 
in regard to any substitution for the precious metals 
in the form of a circulating medium. Paper, when 
substituted for specie, constitutes a standard of value, 
by which the operations of society are regulated; 
and whatsoever causes its depreeiation, affects so- 
ciety to an extent nearly, if not quite, equal to the 
adulteration of the coin. Nor can I withhold the re- 
mark, that its advantages, contrasted with a bank of 
the United States—apart from the fact that a bank was 
esteemed obnoxious to the public sentiment, as 
well on the score of expediency as of constitu- 
tionality—appeared to me to be most striking and 
obvious. The relief which a bank would afford by 
an issue of $15,000,000 of its notes, (judging from 
the experience of the late United States Bank,) would 
not have occurred in less than fifteen years; where- 
as, under the proposed arrangement, the relief 
arising from the issue of $15,000,000 of treasury 
notes would have been consummated in one year; 
thus furnishing, in one-fifteenth part of the time in 
which a bank could have accomplished it, a paper 
medium of exchange, equal in amouht to the real 
wants of the country, at par value with gold and 
silver. The saving to the Government would have 
heen equal to all the interest which it has had to 
pay on treasury notes of previous as well as sub- 
sequent issues; thereby relieving the Government, 
and, at the same time, affording relief to the people. 
Under all the responsibilities attached to the sta- 
tion which I occupy, and in redemption of a pledge 
given to the last Congress, at the close of its first 
session, I submitted the suggestion to its considera- 
tion at two consecutive sessions. The recommend- 
ation, however, met with no favor at its hands. 
While I am free to admit that the necessities of 
the times. have since become greatly ameliorated, 
and that there is good reason to hope that the coun- 
try is safely and rapidly emerging from the diff- 
culties and embarrassments which everywhere sur- 
rounded it in 1841, yet 1 cannot but think that its 
restoration to a sound and healthy condition would 
he greatly cxpedited by a resort to the expedient in 
a modified form. 

The operations of the treasury now rest on the 
act of 1789, and the resolution of 1816, and those 
laws have been so administered as to produce as 
great a quantum of good to the country as their pro- 
visions are capable of yielding. If there had been 
any distinct expression of opinion going to show 
that public sentiment is averse to the plan, either as 
heretofore recommended to Congress, or in a modi- 
fied form,—while my own opinion in regard to it 
would remain unchanged, I should be very far from 
again. presenting it to your consideration. The 
Government has originated with the States and the 
people, for their own benefit and advantage; and it 
would be subversive of the foundation-principles of 
the political edifice which they have reared, to per- 
severe in a measure which, in their mature judg- 
ments, they had either repudiated or condemned. 
The will of our constituents, clearly expressed, 
should be regarded as the light to guide our foot- 
steps; the true difference between a monarchical or 
aristocratical government and a republic being, that 
in the first, the will of the few prevails over the 
will of the many; while in the last, the will of the 
many should be alone consulted. 

The report of the Secretary of War will bring 
you acquainted with the condition of that import-. 
ant branch of the public service. The army may 
be regarded, in consequence of the smail number 
of the rank and file in each company and regiment, 
as little more than a nucleus around which to rally 
the military foree of the country in case of war; 
and yet its services in preserving the peace of the 
frontiers are of a most important nature. In all 
cases of emergency, the reliance of the country is 
properly placed in the militia of the several States; 


restrictions, together with all its other details, . 


thought then, ` 


andit may well deserve the consideration of Con- 


. gress, whether a new and more perfect organiza- 


tion might. not be introduced, looking mainly to the 
volunteer companies of the Union for the present, 
and of easy application to the great body of the 
militia in time of war. i 

The expenditures of the War Department have 
beeh considerably reduced in the last two years; 
contingencies, however, may arise, which would 
call for the filling up of the regiments with a fall 
complement of men, and make it very desirable to 
remount the corps of dragoons, which by an act of 
the last Congress was directed to be dissolved. f 

I refer you to the accompanying report of the Sec- 
retary for information in relation to the navy of the 
United States. While every effort: has been, and 
will continue to be made, t> retrench all superflui- 
ties, and lop off all excrescences, which from time to 
time may have grown up, yet it has not been re- 
garded as wise prudent to recommend any mate- 
rial change in annual appropriations. The interests 
which ave involved are of too important a character 
to lead to the recommendation of any other than a 
liberal policy. Adequate appropriations ought to be 
made, to enable the Executive to fit out all the ships 
that are now in a course of building, or that require 
repairs, for active service in the shortest possible 
time, should any cmergency arise which may re- 
quire it. An efficient navy, while it is the cheapest 
means of public defence, enlists in its support the 
feelings of pride and confidence, which brilliant 
deeds and heroic valor have heretofore served to ` 
strengthen and confirm. 

I refer you particularly to that part of the Secre- 
tary’s report which has reference to recent experi- 
ments in the application of steam, and in the con- 
struction of war steamers, made under the superin- 
tendence of distinguished officers of the navy. In 
addition to other manifest improvements in the con- 
struction of the steam-engine, and application of the 
motive power, which has rendered them more ap- 
propriate to the uses of ships of war, one of those 
officers has brought into use a power which makes 
the steam-ship most formidable, cither for attack or 
defence. I cannot too strongly recommend this 
subject to your consideration, and do not hesitate 
to express my entire conviction ofits great import- 
ance. f 

Į call your particular attention, also, to that por- 
tion of the Secretary’s report which has reference to 
the act of the late session of Congress, which pro- 
hibited the transfer of any balance of appropriation 
from other heads of appropriation to that for build- 
ing, equipment, and repair. The repeal of that pro- 
hibition will enable the department to give renewed 
employment to'a large class of workmen, who have 
been necessarily discharged, in consequence of the 
want of means to pay them—a circumstance attend- 
ed, especially at this season of the year, with much 
privation and suffering. 

It gives me great pain to announce to you the loss 
of the steamship “The Missouri,” by fire, in the 
Bay of Gibraltar, where she had stopped to renew 
her supplies of coal, on her voyage to Alexandria, 
with Mr. Cushing, the American Minister to China, 
on board. . There is ground for high commendation 
of the officers and men for. the coolness, and intre- 
pidity, and perfect submission to diseipline, evinced 
under the most trying circumstances, Surrounded 
by a raging fire, which the utmost exertions could 
not subdue, and which threatened momentarily the 
explosions of her well-supplied magazines, the offi- 
cers exhibited no signs of fear, and the men obeyed 
every order with alacrity. Nor was she abandoned 
until the last gleam of hope of saving her had ex- 
pired. It is well worthy of your consideration, 
whether the losses sustained by the officers and 
crew in this unfortunate affair should not be reim- 
bursed to them. 

I cannot take leave of this painful subject without 
adverting to the aid rendered upon the oceasion by 
the British authorities at Gibraltar, and the com- 
mander, officers, and crew, of the British ship-of- 
the-line “The Malabar,” which was lying at the 
time in the bay. Everything that generosity or hu- 
manity could ‘dictate was promptly performed. it 
is by such acts of good-will by one to another of 
the family of nations, that fraternal feelings are 
nourished, and the blessings of permanent peace 
secured. 

The report of the Postmaster General will bring 
you acquainted with the operations. of that depart- 
ment during the past year, and will suggest to you 
such modifications of the existing laws as in your 
opinion the exigencies of the publie service may re 


quire. ‘The change which the country has undergone 
of late years in the mode of travel and transportation, 
has afforded - so: many facilities for the transmission 
of mail-matter out of the regular mail, as to require 
the greatest. vigilance and circumspéction in order 
to enable the officer at the head of the department to 
restrain the expenditures within the income. There 
is also too much reason to fear that the franking 
privilege has run into great abuse. The department, 
‘nevertheless, has been conducted with the greatest 
‘vigor, and has attained, at the least possihlé ex- 
‘pense, all the useful objects for which it was estab- 
ished. 

ln regard to all the departments, 1 am quite 
happy in the belief that nothing has been left undone 
which was called for by a true spirit of economy, or 
by a system of accountability rigidly enforced. This 
is, in some degree, apparent from the fact, that the 
Government has sustained no loss by the default of 
any of its agents. In the comple but, at the same 
time, beautiful machinery of our system of govern- 
ment, it is not a matter of surprise that some remote 
agency may have failed for an instant to fulfil its 
desired office; but I feel confident in the assertion, 
that nothing has occurred to interrupt the harmoni- 
ous action of the Government itself; and that while 

.the laws have been executed with efficiency and 
vigor, the rights neither of States nor of individuals 
have been trampled on or disregarded. 

In the mean time the country has been steadily 
advancing in all that contributes to national greai- 
ness. The tide of population continues unbrokenly 
to flow into the new States and Territories, where a 
refuge is found not only for our native-born 
fellow-citizens, but for emigrants from all parts of 
the civilized world, who come among us to partake 
of the blessings of our free institutions, and to aid 
by their labor to swell the current of our wealth and 
power. 

Tt is due to every consideration of public policy 
that the lakes and rivers of the West should receive 
all such attention at the hands of Congress as the 
Constitution will enable it to bestow. Works in 
favorable and proper situations on the lakes would 
be found to be as indispensably necessary in case of 
war.to carry on safe and successful naval opera- 
tions, as fortifications on the Atlantic seaboard. 
The appropriation made by the last Congress for 
the improvement of the navigation.of the Mississippi 
river, has been diligently and efficiently applied. 
wT cannot close this communication, gentlemen, 
x without recommending to your most favorable con- 

sideration, the interests of this District. Appointed 
by the Constitution its exclusive legislators, and 
forming in this particular the only anomaly in our sys- 
tem of government—that of the legislative body bemg 
elected by others than those for whose advantage 
they are to legislate—you will fecl a superadded Shs 
ligation to look well into their condition, and to 
leave no cause for complaint or regret. The seat 
of Government of our associated Republics cannot 
but be regarded as worthy of your parental care. 

In connexion with its other interests, as well as 
those 6f the whole country, I recommend that at 
your present session you adopt such measures, in 
order to carry into effect the Smithsonian bequest, 
as in your judgment will be best calculated to con- 
summate the liberal intent of the testator. 

When, under a dispensation of Divine Provi- 
dence, I succeeded to the presidential office, the 
state of public affairs was embarrassing and criti- 
cal. To add to the irritation consequent upon a 
long-standing controversy with one of the most 
powerful nations of modern times—involving not on- 
ly{questions of boundary, (which, under the most fa- 
vorable circumstances, are always embarrassing, 
but at the samé time important and high principles 
of maritime law-—border controversies between the 
citizens and subjects of the iwo countries had en- 
gendered a state of fecling and of eonduct which 
threatened the most calamitous consequences. The 
hazards incident to this state of things were greatly 
heightened. by the arrest and imprisonment of a 
subject of Great Britain, who, acting (as it was al- 
leged) as apart of a military force, had aided in the 
commission of an act violative of the territorial juris- 
diction of the United States, and involving the murder 
of a citizen of the State of New York. A large 
amount of claimaagainstthe Government of Mexico 
remained unadjusted, and a warof several years? con- 
tinuance with the savage tribes of Florida still pre- 
vailed, attended with the desolation of alarge portion 
of. that beautiful Territory, and with the sacrifice of 
many valuable lives. ‘To increase the embarrass- 
ment of ithe Government, individual and State-credit 


had been nearly stricken down; and confidence in the 
General Government was so much impaired, that 
loans of a small amount could only be’ negotiated at 
a considerable sacrifice. Asa necessary consequence 


| of the blight which had fallen on commerce and mé- 


chanical industry, the ships of the one were thrown 
out of employment, and the operations of the other 
had been greatly diminished. Owing to the condi- 
tion of the currency, exchanges between different 
parts of the country had become ruinously high, 
and trade had to depend on a depreciated paper cur- 
rency in conducting its transactions. 1 shall be 
permitted to congratulate the country that, under 
an overruling Providence, peace was preserved 
without a sacrifice of the national honor; the 
war in Florida was brought to a speedy termina- 
tion; a large portion of the claims on Mexico have 
been fully adjudicated, and are in a course of pay- 
ment, while justice has becn rendered to usin other 
matters by other nations; confidence between man 
and man is ina great measure restored, and the 
credit of this Government fully and perfectly re-es- 
tablished. Commerce is becoming more and more 
extended in its operations; and manufacturing and 
mechanical industry once more reap the rewards of 
skill and labor honestly applied. “The operations 
of trade rest on a sound currency; and the rates of 
exchange are reduced to their lowest amount. In 
this condition of things, I have felt it to be my duty 
to bring to your favorable consideration matters of 
great interest, in their present and ultimate results; 
and the only desire which I feel in connexion with 
the future is, and will continue to be, to leave the 
country prosperous, and its institutions unimpaired. 
JOHN TYLER. 

Wasuineron, December, 1843. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the message 
and accompanying documents be laid on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the message would be or- 
dered to be printed as usual. He submitted the 
motion that it be also printed. 

Mr. EVANS wouhi! inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas whether he did not know that there was 
no printer. It woukt be necessary, he supposed, to 
provide a printer before an order for printing could 
he executed. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that there never had 
been a message of the kind received, that was not 
ordered to be printed, immediately after being read. 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly not. He did not, how- 
ever, see the use of making an order for the printing, 
before there was a printer appointed to execute the 
printing. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on 
the table, and agreed Lo. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
Sevier to have the message printed, and carried 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEVIER then submitted a motion to have 
the usual extra quantity of the message and accom- 
panying documents prinicd for the use of ‘the Sen- 
ate; which was agreed to, and 1,500 copies of the 
message and accompanying documents, and 2,000 
without the documents, were ordered to be printed. 

THE ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. BAYARD moved that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the election of printer for the 28th Congress. 
The motion was agreed io without dissent. 

Mr. KING suggested to the Senator from Dela- 
ware, whether the execution of the order just adopt- 
ed would not conflict with a rule of the Senate, 
which fixed a specific day for the election of its of- 
fiecrs-—that is, the 24 Monday of the Ist session of 
each Congress. if such was the case, the election 
could only take place by unanimous conseni, or by 
the suspension of that rule. 

Mr. BAYARD did not think the order conflicted 
with that rule; and even if it did, the prepesiuon 
being made and carried without objection, was tan- 
famount to its passage by a unanimous vote. The 
resolution had been adopted; and this was not the 
stage to interpose objection. 

The ruie of the Senate alluded to having Feen 
read—which provided for the election of officers 
of the Senate, other than printer, on the 2d Monday 
after the meeting of each Congress— 

Mr. KING withdrew his objeciion: when 

The Senate proceeded to the election of printer. 
The ballots were deposited in the ballot-box; and, 
op being counted, it was ascertained that all the Sen- 
ators present (40) had voted, and cast their votes as 


follows: 
For Gales & Seaton - - - 23 
For Blair & Rives ~ - - vi 


| ceedings of. the Senate -of. yesterday, that 


Sa Messrs. ‘Gales & Seaton we 
duly’ elected’ printers of the St 
Congress.” z 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, ER 
‘The Senate then adjourned. 


[The reporter. was mistaken in, stating, im 


xëĘx’s credentials of. election. were presented b 
Evans. . They were- presented at ihe last sessi 
Mr. Auven’s friend ‘and’ colleague, the’ Hor 
Tappan. | CPEs , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - 
Tuespay, December 5, 1843.° °° 

The House was called to. order at 19 o'clock, and 
the minutes of yesterday were read by the Clerk 
Mr. RHETT introduced his. colleagu: Me 
James A. Brack of South Carolina, who was. qualin 


fied and took his seat. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN introduced Mr. D, 
Dicxinsow of Tennessee, who was sworn; and. he 
then took his seat. Seal eS 
AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL—PRO- 

TEST OF THE MINORITY. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of amend- 
ment of the Journal. If he had ‘heard the reading 
of the journal correctly, no notice was taken of “his 
motion for leave to read a paper to the: House; there 
was no notice whatever taken in the journal.of that 
transaction. ea ing tae 

The SPEAKER remarked that the papet- to 
which the gentleman from New. York [Mr. Bar- 
NARD] referred, was not read to the House, nor was 
it at any time in the possession of the House. .): 

Mr. BARNARD replied, that although the paper. 
was not in the possession of the House -by being 
read, yet it was in possession of a member: of 
the House, who offered to read a paper.in his place, 
which was signed by himself and a large.number of 
his colleagues. A motion was made. that: he beper» 
mitted to read that paper; that motion. was “put to 
the House, a vote was taken upon it, and the result 
was declared, and that result was a refusal. . He 

uoted from the journal a precedent in the New 
ersey case, in support of his right to have. this 
paper entered on the journal in the mode which:he 
now proposed. ee tur | 

With respect to the question now occupying the 
attention of the House, he begged’ leave to say that 
it was a matter in which he did not feel the slightest 
personal interest. He had no personal: regard for 
i; but, in the organization of this:deliberative body; 
a most important precedent was set yesterday, and 
yet the journal took no notice of it. It seemed. to 
him that the case was a peculiar one, and that the 
action of the House upon it was peculiar; and such 
a trausaction ought to form an ge part of tlie 
parliamentary history of the country. Why should 
so important a proceeding rest alone on newspaper 
record? Why should it not go on the solemn jour- 
nal of the House? Who could be afraid: of the 
transaction? Why should it be objected to? He 
held it to be one of the most important cases that had 
ever occurred; this House took action upon ity and 
yet not the slightest reference was made to it in the 
jownal. Fifty members of this House prepared a 
paper, solemnly drawn up, on consultation, for pre~ 
sentation to this House, on the question.of its or- 
ganization, in regard to the returns of the members 
of the House, and how far those returns, being ap- 
parenily regular on their face, shall authorize the 
members holding them to assist in the organization 
of the House. Those opinions were deliberately 
expressed: and why, then, should they not be on 
the record? But not. only were the opinions: ex- 
pressed on the inportant question, how far. the re- 
turns shall be considered conclusive to entitle mem- 
bers to assist in the organization of the House, but 
also how far members may or may not feel them- 
selves disposed to: press questions of this sort, pre~ 
vious to organization. It will bea precedent for all 
future time; and the very forbearance of the minori- 
ty yesterday ought to do much iowards inducing 
the House to spread the matter at full length on the 
journal of the House. . It was in this spirit that he 
had visen to make his motion that this transaction 
þe inserted oa the journal of the House. It was 
worthy to he recorded in the archives cf the coun- 
wy. No. man, he ventured to say, would dispute 
that, if anything was worthy of being recorded on 
the journal, this transaction was. He was not dig- 
posed to detain the House on this question, but he 
was anxious that the House should understand the 


f 
H 


tin which he. presented it ; He had no. personal 


li 
Sealing in the matter, nor did he believe any gentle- 
» man who signed .the. paper had; but he and they 


deemed it a'part of the solemn transactions of this 
House, and that it ought to be recorded on their 
journal: a : 

His motion was as follows: 

-- Resolved, That the journal of yesterday be amended in re- 


to the offer of Mr. Barnard to read a paper in his place, 
so ag to state the facts in regard to said offer, and inserting 


_ the following paper as that offered to be read, to wit: 


“The roll of Representatives elected to the 28th 
Congress haying now been called by the Clerk, ac- 
cording to usage, and a quorum of members whose 
right. to participate in the act of organizing the 
House of Representatives is undisputed having 
appeared and answered to their names, this body is 
about to proceed to the high duty of electing a 
Speaker; to fill an office which, in point. of dignity 
and political consequence, is hardly second to any 
known to the Constitution, after that of President 
of the United States. Before that high duty shall 
be entered upon, the undersigned, feeling a sense of 
solemn obligation to truth, and of responsibility to 
God for what they utter and assert, are constrained 
to declare that, in their united and undoubting con- 
vietion and judgment, a deep and grievous wound, 

erhaps never to be healed, will be inflicted on the 

onstitution, and on law, order, and civil liberty, if 
the election of a Speaker shall be conducted in the 
manner in which we have reason to apprehend it 
may be. z 

“Several persons from the State of New Hamp- 
shire—namely, Edmund Burke, J ohn P. Hale, Mo- 
ses. Norris, jr., and John R. Reding; several per- 
sons, also, ‘from the State of Georgia—namely, 
Howell Cobb, Hugh A. Haralson, and Absalom a 
Chappell; one person from the State of Mississip- 

i—namely, Jacob Thompson; and several persons 

rom the Kate of Missouri—namely, James_M. 
Bowlin, James M. Hughes, John. Jameson, Gus- 
tavus M. Bower, and James H. Relfe, have been 
called by the Clerk, are now in this hall, and have 
answered to their names ina manner to leave no 
doubt that their intent and purpose is to vote with 
the duly. elected Representatives of the people here 
present in the election of Speaker, and to act and 
participate fully in the organization of the House 
of Representatives, as if they were members thereof. 

“By the act of June 25, 1842, ‘for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives among the severa States, 
according to the sixth census, 1t was enacted that, 
in every case where a State is entitled to more than 
one Representative, the number to which each State 
shall be entitled under the apportionment shall be 
elected by districts, composed of contiguous territory, 
equal in number to the number of Representatives to 
which said State may be entitled; no one district 
electing more than one Representative.’ i 

“The several States above named have refused or 
failed to provide by law for the election by districts 
of Representatives from those States respectively to 
the 28th Congress—each of them being entitled to 
more than one Representative; and the people of 
those States have failed, therefore, to elect Repre- 
sentatives by districts, as the law of Congress re- 

uired. : 

‘These facts are notorious, indisputable, and un- 
disputed; they are known to all, and admitted by all. 
Failing to elect by districts, they have failed to elect 
at all, for all legal and constitutional purposes. They 
could not elect, because there were no districts in 
those States from which to elect. Election by gen- 
eral ticket is no election. No existing and valid law 
authorized any such election to be held; and no elec- 
tion, therefore, has been held in those States at 
which Representatives for the 28th Congress could 
be chosen. 

«Jt is understood, nevertheless, that the persons 
above named propose and intend to vote in the elec- 
tion for Speaker, on the ground that they hold re- 
turns, or written certificates or commissions, drawn 
up in regular form, purporting to be the evidence of 
their election as Representatives. We hold that 
any returns they.can have do not give them any 
title whatever, when they are considered in con- 
nexion with the known law of the land. At the 
same time, itis undoubtedly true, that, by the par- 
Hamentary law, returns or certificates in regular 
form, by authorized functionaries, made according 
to law, are, in all cases, prima facie evidence of elec- 
tion, and conclusive evidence of a right fo assist in 
organizing the body to which persons are thus re- 
turned; and it is under color of this rule of parlia- 
mentary law, as we understand, that the persons 
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above named presume to. call themselves. members 
of this body. i ni i 

«But, as no- provision has been made by law for 
election by districts in these States, and no such 
election in fact held, how could any officer or func- 
tionary in these States make a return of any such 
election? And as these States are not authorized by 
law to hold an election by general ticket, or other- 
wise than by districts, how can any officer or func- 
tionary therein be authorized by law to make a re- 
turn of any such election? We are not prepared to 
admit that any person from any of these States can 
have in his possession any legal documentary. proof 
of his election as a Representative for the 26th Con- 
gress. We are well aware, however, that an at- 
tempt, if now made, by motion or resolution, before 
the organization of the House, to exclude these per- 
sons from all participation in that act, would be at- 
tended with great embarrassment and great delay, 
and with the hazard of confusion, violence, and 
anarchy in this hall. 

«We have concluded, therefore, to content o r- 
selves, in this stage of the business of the House, 
with declaring, in this formal and solemn manner, 
our condemnation of a proceeding on the part of the 

ersons we have named, which, if performed, we 
shall hold to be lawless and essentially revolution- 
ary in its character, subversive of the Constitution 
and of all law and order, and tending directly to the 
destruction of our free Government. We declare 
that we shall regard the election of Speaker, if ef- 
fected by the votes of these persons, as an illegal 
election, and a legal fraud upon the nation; and we 
shall not fail or cease, after this body shall have 
been organized, and in the progress of the session, 
to make every effort within our_competency to vin- 
dicate the law, to purge the House, and bring it 
back to a condition of constitutional soundness. 


«D. D. Barnard, of New York. 

K. Rayner, of North Carolina. 

Robert C. Schenck, of Ohio. 

Milton Brown, of Tennessee. 

‘Washington Hunt, of New York. 

Asher eee of New York. 

Samuel C. Sample, of Indiana. 

John J. Hardin, of Illinois. 

Alex. Ramsey, of Pennsylvania. 

Charles H. Carroll, of New York. 

Hamilton Fish, of New York. 

Solomon Foot, of Vermont. 

J. Phillips Phenix, of New. York. 

T. L. Clingman, of North Carolina. 

H. Grider, of Kentucky. 

Thomas J. Patterson, of New York. 

George P. Marsh, of Vermont. 

Jo. H. Peyton, of Tennessee. 
John Quincy Adams, of Massachusetts. 
Samuel F. Vinton, of Ohio. 

John White, of Kentucky. 

Wm. A. Moseley, of New York. 
J. Collamer, of Vermont. 

W. Newton, of Virginia. 

Samuel Chilton, of Virginia. 
George B. Rodney, of Delaware. 
R. C. Winthrop, of Massachusetts. 
Wm. P. Thomasson, of Kentucky. 
Garrett Davis, of Kentucky. 

D. M. Barringer, of North Carolina. 
Willis Green, of Kentucky. 
Jeremiah Brown, of Pennsylvania. 
John J. Vanmeter, of Ohjp. 

James Irvin, of Pennsylvania. 
Elias Florence, of Ohio. 

Joseph Vance, of Ohio. 

J. R. Giddings, of Ohio. 

Alexander Harper, of Ohio. 

M. H. Jenks, of Pennsylvania. 
Albert Smith, of New York. 
Daniel R. Tilden, of Ohio. 

Charles Rogers, of New York. 
Charles Hudson, of Massachusetts. 
Charles M. Reed, of Pennsylvania. 
John Dickey, of Pennsylvania. 

A. R. Mellvaine, of Pennsylvania, 
Daniel P. King, of Massachusetts. 
Joseph Grinnell, of Massachusetts. 
Elisha R. Potter, of Rhode Island. 
Jos. R. Ingersoll, of Pennsylvania.” 


Aszury Dicxins, esq., Secretary of the Senate, 
appeared with a message, informing the House that 
the Senate had appointed a committee to join a 
committee on the part of the House, to wait upon 
the President of the United States, to inform him 
that the two Houses of Congress were organized, 


and ready to receive any communication which. he 
might have to make to them. : , 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then rose to state his ob. 
jections to the extraordinary proceedings of the 
gentleman from New York. The journal was made 
up in the-usual way, with the record of the proceed- 
ings of the House, and not of the efforts of mem- 
bers to interrupt the organization of the House; but 
the gentleman from New York made a proposition 
that the journal should be amended, so as to admit 
a paper which the House yesterday refused to per- 
mit him to submit—a paper which the House never 
heard read till this moment; and, though there was 
no doubt of the fact of the identity of that paper, it 
was a point on which no evidence was furnished to 
the House. Now, if such proceedings were tole- 
rated for a moment, to what confusion and irregu- 
larity would it not lead? Instead of the journal 
declaring the proceedings of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it wagld be filled with extraneous mat- 
ter which any individual might choose to submit to 
the House. i 

But there was another point, and one by which, 
if he mistook not, the question was solemnly adju- 
dicated; it was, that the course of the gentleman 
from New York was not only out of order, but un- 
constitutional. He believed that some years ago 
some members desired to enter a protest—and 
whether this was so called or not, he cared not, for 
it was so, to all intents and purposes; andit was, be- 
sides, an argument to prejudge a case which must 
arise. He, for himself, at the time the protest to 
which he alluded was presented, was inclined to 
think that it was not regular or proper for members 
to enter a protest; and calm consideration de~ 
termined him to object to its being. entered on 
the journal of their proceedings. But, if gen- 
tlemen, under the pretext of reading papers, could 
cause their incorporation on the journal, instead 
of being filled with their regular proceedings and 
the record of the action of the House, it would be 
filled with the arguments of members and other ex- 
traneous matter, which would be introduced in 
that way into the journal of their proceedings. He 
held that the present motion to amend the journal 
was out of order. A motion had been made to in- 
sert a panen which was now read for the first time, 
and which had never been submitted to the House, 
and which the House had refused to hear read; but 
if the gentleman from New York had confined 
himself to the statement that he yesterday offered 
to read a paper, and that the House refused to give 
him leave, he (Mr. D.) should not have objected to 
the record of the statement of that fact; though 
it constituted no part {of their proceedings. That 
gentleman, however, went a step further, and en- 
deavored to get on the journal what the House had 
refused to hear read, and what they regarded as an 
interruption of the organization of the House. if 
the gentleman would modify his roposition so as 
to make it simply a statement of the fact which he 
had specified, he (Mr. D.) would have no objection; 
but he did object to this irregular mode of intro- 
ducing matter on the journal, which the House had 
refused to hear read, because it was out of order 
and irregular. If, however, this was to be ersisied 
in, he hoped those who were hereafter to have the 
revision of the rules would, in the process of time, 
make provision for its correction. He was satisfied 
the gentleman from New York did not mean any- 
thing offensive to the House; but if that gentleman 
succeeded in his present attempt, the precedent 
would be a bad one; and he haeie hoped the 
House would nip it in its bud. 

There was another means of getting this matter 
on the journal, and the gentleman from New York 
was adroit enough to resort to it—that was, to call 
for the yeas and nays; for it was, of course, known 
that the journal must show what the ayes and noes 
were taken for, and thus the decision of the House 
might be defeated. He should, therefore, raise a 
question of order, to prevent so palpable a viola- 
tion of the wishes of the House. His point of 
order was, that it was not in order to move to 
amend the journal, by inserting what the House re- 
fused to hear read. 

Mr. GILMER rose to move an amendment to 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARNARD said he wished first to inquire 
from the Chair, whether the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DromcooLe] 
was one that could be entertained. This wasa 
question in relation to an amendment of the jour- 
nal, and it appeared to him to be one to which a 
point of order of that character did not apply. H 


was, one of those cases which must be decided by 


the House. . 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 
Gooe,] and decided that it was competeft for the 
gentleman from New York to bring his peer 
Before the House, in order that it might be disposed 
of according to the pleasure of the majority. 
` Mr. BARNARD then called for the yeas and nays 
on hig resolution, which, he observed, he would first 
ask leave to modify, so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the journal of yesterday be amended so as 
to state that Mr. Barnard offered in his place to read a paper, 
signed by himself and forty-nine other members of the 
House; that objection was made; when a motion was submit- 
ted that Mr. Barnard have leave to read the paper; that ques- 
tion was put by the Clerk to the House, which, on a divis- 
jon, decided against granting the leave. And that the journal 
be further amended by inserting the following paper as that 
offered to be read, to wit: 

[Here follows the protest, as given in Mr. Bar- 
NARD’s first motion. 

Mr. GILMER observed that the gentleman hav- 
ing modified his resolution, he would, accordingly, 
modify his amendment; and he therefore moved to 
amend the resolution by striking out that part of it 
which proposed to spread upon the journal the pa- 

er offered to the House by the gentleman from New 

ork yesterday, and now appended to his motion. 
The case now presented to the House was, whether 
there was an error in the journal, or not, in its not 
having this paper spread upon it. That was the 
only question presented. Then how could that pa- 
‘per have got upon the journal? The House never 
‘was in possession of it; it was not read, and they had 
no means of knowing what it was, except from see- 
ing it in the newspapers of the morning. The gentle- 
man from New York did not pretend that there was 
any proposition yesterday to spread this paper on the 
journal. There was no means by which it could get 
‘there; and therefore it would be exceedingly irregular 
to do that to-day, which could not have been done yes- 
terday. The"gentleman from New York had asked 
why this paper should not go upon the journal; but 
` it would have been a more pertinent inquiry for him 
‘to make, why it should go upon the journal. The 
uestion presented in this resolution, in reference to 

the right to their seats of certain gentlemen claiming 
to be members of this House, was to be met; but 
it must be met in the ordinary course of legislation; 
and it would seem to him, that the proper course to 
be pursued would be by reference to the appropriate 
‘committee; and that that committee should, after a 
fair and deliberate consideration of the subject, re- 
port all the facts belonging to it to the House, with 
such reasons as might appear to a majority of the 
committee to be pertinent. The House would then 
be in the possession of evidence that would enable 
it to dispose of the case with justice and impartiali- 
ty. But he would ask if the House was now in the 
possession of any evidence which would justify it 
in deciding on this question. They were in posses- 
“sion ofnone, except mere newspaper rumors, which 
were not entitled to any authority whatever. There 

‘was another reason why this paper should not go 
upon the journal. Did it contain any arguments 
that might not be made in the form óf a report by a 
committee of this House? Was there any peculiar 

‘force in the argument being made in this form, 
which rendered the gentleman so solicitous of hav- 
ing it recorded in the journal? The circumstance 
of its being signed by a number of the members of 
the House did not add any additional force to the 

aper, because a report from a committee of the 
ouse would, in that particular, have equal claims 
to respect. He was, therefore, under all the cir- 

“cumstances, wholly at a loss to perceive why the 
gentleman should wish this argument to be spread 
upon the journal in this form. There was no rea~ 

Son for its being spread there, because there was no 
error alleged to be in it. 


Mr. HARALSON did not rise for the purpose of 
detaining the House, by entering into any argument 
on the main question presented; but, under the cir- 
cumstances in which he was placed, he could not, in 
justice to himself, and those similarly situated with 
him, withhold the expression of the feelings pro- 
duced in his mind by the course attempted to be 
pursued by the adoption of the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York. We were told (said he) 
yesterday, thatthe paper which was then offered by 

_ the gentleman from New York, and to which the 
resolution under consideration had direct allusion, 
was a protoni on the part of himself, aud perhaps of 
some fifty others, members of the House, against the 
admission and qualification of the gentlemen from 
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New Hampshire, Georgia, Mississippi,“ and Mis- 
souri, holding their seats as members of this House; 
and, sir, we are (said he) by this trick of legislation— 
for I know not in what other terms to speak of it— 
to have a paper spread upon, the journals, giving 
reasons why we are not entitled to our seats, which 
we are not permitted to answer. We are told that 
this protest contains the opinions of the gentlemen 
who have subscribed it; and it may cover the whole 
ground of the debate. Shall members, then, who 
hold their seats here, by the same right that all 
the other members hold theirs, be condemned in ad- 
vance, by a paper spread upon the journals, when 
they are not to be heard in reply to it? The mem- 
bers from the States thus excepted to, did not as- 
sume the humiliating attitude of beggars before that 
House. They asked nothing from its courtesy, but 
came before it standing upon their rights, with their 
commissions in their pockets, under the broad seal 
of their respective States. They were not disposed 
to dodge this question, but were prepared to discuss it 
in the freest and amplest manner, whenever it should 
properly come before the House. If it ‘should be 
determined by the voice of the House that they had 
no right to their seats here, he, for one, would be 
willing to return home to those who sent him; but 
he must solemnly protest against this entering ar- 
gument, when he, and those similarly situated, were 
not to be heard in reply. He would ask if there 
was not the ordinary mode of reaching this ques- 
tion? Was there not a standing Committee of Elec- 
tions, instituted to consider this subject? Let the 
gentleman from New York institute his inquiry, 
after that committee should be appointed, into the 
legality and constitutionality of the elections he 
now questions; and let him from his seat offer 
any arguments he thinks proper in support of 
his opinions. But was it fair, he would ask, 
by this trick of legislation, to prejudge the 
case by arguments which could not þe re- 
plied_to? He knew nothing of the rules of 
the House, or of parliamentary forms, and this 
was the first time that he ever had a seat in that 
body; but he had common sense enough to be 
aware of the injustice of prejudging a case by an 
argument in advance, when those most interested 
were not to be heard in answer to it. Let the in- 
quiry be instituted, and he could say for himself, as 
he thought he could say for other gentlemen claim- 
ing their seats in a similar manner with himself, 
that they were ready to meet it fairly and openly. 
Of the paper referred to in the resolution, they 
knew nothing. It was not in the possession of the 
House; and they had no information in regard to it, 
except what they got from the morning papers. 

He should vote against the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from New York, because he looked upon it 
as an unfair mode of treating the question. When 
it came up according to the usual forms of legisla- 
tion, he would be fully prepared to meet it as it de~- 
served. He spoke for himself, and he thought he 
could speak for other gentlemen similarly situated, 
when he said, let them be sent back if it should be 
ascertained that they were not entitled to their seats 
here, according to the Constitution and laws of the 
country. They asked no favors from the House, 
but simply demanded their rights. 

Mr. HALE, of New Hampshire, observed that it 
would have been more agreeable to him to have had 
this question presented ina form which could be met 
by a fair and open discussion. When it docs come 
up, (said he,) in the ordinary course of legislation, we 
shall be fully prepared to sustain our rights to the 
seats to which we have been elected. We come 
here (said he) under the guaranty of the Constitution, 
and under the sanction of laws equally binding up- 
on every member of that body. He expressed his 
hearty concurrence in the views just presented by 
the gentleman from Georgia, and, with him, avowed 
that they asked nothing from the favor or the cour- 
tesy of the House; but, coming here on the broad 
grounds ofthe Constitution, they asked only for 
their rights. If (said he) we have norights here, we 
will be willing to turn our backs on the House, and 
go home to our constituents. But let the case be 
presented in the usual form; let it be brought before 
the House in the report of its appropriate 
commitiee and they were fully prepared to sus- 
tain themselves. He and his colleagues had 
come here in virtue of the laws of New Hamp- 
shire—laws which have been in force ever since 
her Government was established; and he had 
never been able to find any law of that State to di- 
vide it into districts for the election of members of 
Congress. To be sure, she had seen, in the legisla- 


tion of Congress, an act: commanding 
ture to divide the State “into! distric! 
Hampshire has not been in the habit of 
Congress, or any other body under. Gi 
to ascertain what her legislation should be: ‘Stans 
ing here, then, under the guaranty of the Coy 
tion, and bringing with them the. same evidence of 
their right to thelr seats as: was brought ‘by-other 
members, all that they asked ` was, ‘that the: House 
would not take the extraordinary course: of entér+ 
taining an argument against him, which he- was not 
allowed to reply to; that- it would “not, even by 
implication, prejudge this question; but would 
leave it open for fair and manly’ discussion: 
that they asked was their rights; and that; until:the 
question was settled, they should be received inthe 
ordinary mode in which other members were re- 
ceived. : Lene 

Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana remarked, that the 
27th Congress, of which he was a member, attempt- 
ed a law directing the States how they ‘should: elect 
their members of Congress and send them: here. 
He said “attempted,” because there néver ‘was 
any such law that had any binding effect. The 
Congress of the United States had no power to pass 
any such law. It wasa nullity; and he declared, 
when it was passed, that he should so treat it. He 
had occasion in the last Congress to give his-vote 
on this law, and he then said that he hoped he 
should live long enough to spurn it and trample it 
under foot. He came from a State that'elected her 
members of Congress by districts-—and this was very 
proper, because it was her pleasure to do 80} but, 
if she had elected her members by the general-ticket 
system, and had, in obedience to that command of 
Congress, adopted the district system, he would 
have scorned to hold a seat here. There was- one 
view of this question which was of no little: impor- 
tance. The people throughout the country had looked. 
atthat mandamus act, and had put the seal of condem- 
nation upon it; and nowhere, he believed, was it 
more odious than in his State. Of the members 
then in Congress from Indiana, solitary’ and alone 
he voted against that law; and solitary and alone‘of 
that number he came back to this Congress.. Those 
from his State who had voted for it, had been left at 
home in oblivion. Muchas he had cause of rejoicing 
for the success of his party and. his principles; he 
could truly say that it gave him more joy ‘of heart 
than aie fe else, that he had the privilege of see- 
ing that law set aside. So far as the Constitution 
was concerned, there was no doubt in his mind that 
the members from New Hampshire; Georgia, &c., 
had a stronger claim to their seats ‘than those mem- 
bers who were elected under the district system; 
and he would tellgentlemen that they had better not 
examine this question too closely, as those 
States whose members were now excepted to, 
might be found to be the only States correctly 
represented. These gentlemen might then turn 
the majority out of doors; and, as. he came 
from a State that elected by districts, he might 
lose his seat. What right had Congress to dictate 
to the States from what sections its members of the 
House should be elected? Could Congress say that. 
the States should havea dividing line drawn through 
them, and that they should elect. one Senator from 
one side, and another from the other? And yet, if 
gentlemen would look at the Constitution, they 
would find the same language used in reference to 
members of the House as to- Senators. ‘The best 
course for Congress, in his opinion, would be to 
get on in the good old way, leaving each State to 
decide whether her members shall be . elected 
by the district or the general-ticket system. 
For his part, he would not throw a doubt on 
the impropriety of this law. He would: scorn to 
consider it at all. He deemed it too contemptible 
a question for the action of that House. “He would 
neither refer it to a committee, norentertain any 
question in regard to it. An effort, it seemed, was 
now made to steal a march on the House, and get 
the start of members, by entering this paper which 
was called a protest—and such a protest! That pa- 
per, which gentlemen asked to have spread upon the 
journals, predicated its whole complaint, not on the 
action the House was going to take, but on what 
they feared the House was going to do.. It was a 
curious way to make a protest, at all events; and 
were he in the place of the signers of it, if he could 
not put it on. the journals in a fair and honorable 
way, he would scorn to offer it. . 

Mr. RAYNER observed that the question now 
before the House was simply this: Did the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, yesterday, midve that the 


12 


gentleman: from New. York-.[Mr. Bannanp]- have 
ledve. to-read’ the paper which he had offered. Gen- 
tlemen were mistaken if they supposed that-they were 
to'be driven into the discussion of the-merits.of the 
question ofthe legality or illegality of returns in this 
way: When the question should come up beforethem, 


(ifit ever did:come up)—when the majority here, who | 


had: professed so -much magnanimity, should give 
them ‘an:opportunity of meeting the question upon 
its-real merits, -they would-be found ready to meet 
it; but they “were not to be driven into its discus- 
sion by a motion involving only an-immaterial point 
with which they had: in fact nothing to do. Tt was 
a-questianabout which gentlemen had no discretion 
whatever, no matter how ‘strong: their party feel- 
ings might be. If gentlemen regarded the obligations 
of duty, if they regarded the oath they took 
upon the holy Evangelists, yesterday, to support 
the Constitution of the United States, they could 
have no discretion in: reference to this matter; the 

aper. must: "necessarily go upon the journals. 

he members of that House had taken an oath to 
support.the Constitution of the United States; that 
Constitution declares that. the House of Represen- 
tatives: shall. keep a journal of its proceedings. 
What were: the: proceedings of the House? And 
of what was the journal to consist? The journal 
could’ be nothing else than astatement of facts— 
a. record of. proceedings; and they had- seen 
that: it- was necessary to pul such record upon the 
journals—a record'not only of what was done, but 
what they refused to do. as there any gentleman 
there. present, who was prepared, after the oath 
he took yesterday, to say that the paper in ques- 
tion should not be made a part of the journal or rec- 
ord of the proceedings? as any one prepared to 
say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had not, 
in effect, moved that it be madea part of the journal, 
by moving that the gentleman from New York 
have leave to read it?) In coming to a vote upon 


that motion, they would be under the necessity of 


placing the paper upon the journal It was nota 
question about the paper itself, but the mere matter 
of fact as to whether the motion was made that 
the paper should be read. The- gentleman from 
vie took the ground that there was no motion 
made yesterday to put the paper upon the journal; 
and he seemed to be surprised that a motion should 
now, be made to amend ‘the journal, because there 
had been no motion, and, consequently, that none 
could be amended. Why, there certainly had been 
a motion made and rejected; there was no propo- 
sition, it is true, for entering. it upon the joumal; 
but the very act of voting down the resolution was 
a part of the proceedings of that House. 

(Here Messrs. WISE and C. J. INGERSOLL, 
from the joint committee appointed to wait upon 
the President of the United States, and inferm 
him that the two Houses were organized and ready 
to proceed to business, reported that the President 
had replied that he would immediately submit to 
them a message in writing. | 

Mr. RAYNER. then continued. It was, he said, 
too weighty and important a question to be passed 
over in-the slightand contemptuous manner in which 
someé gentlemen secmed disposed to treat it—par- 
ticularly the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
and the gentleman from Georgia. As those gentle- 
men were personally interested in the matter, he 
did not blame them; but the minority here, 
and those who signed the protest, equally be- 
lieve it to be a question of great importance—a 
question which strikes at the Consutution and 
the law of the Jand—a question, the decision of 
which would set a precedent to all future time; and 
upon that decision would depend whether nullifica- 
tion should be the order of the day, or whether the 
Constitution and the law should be vindicated and 
sustained. Those who had signed this protest be- 
lieved ita duty which they owed the country to 
make such protest; and they insisted not only that 
it should be placed upon the journal as a part of 
the proceedings of that House, but that it should go 
down to pusterity'as a part of the history of this 
country. The procecdings of yesterday, he thought, 
were enough to cure every man of all the lingering 
remains of nullification. The question, he repeat- 
ed, was, whether nullification should be practised 
here daily, in its most odious form; or whether gen- 
tlemen were ready to vindieate the Constitution 
and the law of the land; and he sincerely hoped the 
question would be decided independently of party 
fecling. Great ax had been the efforts which party 
tyranny had made, and often as they had seen the 
Constiiation and laws disregarded, yet he had never 


seen an attempt to keep from the 
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per, except the. contents `of such paper were dis- 
respectful to the House itself.. This objection did 


‘not apply to the paper in “question. It was calm 


and argumentative in its tone. It was no abortive 
attempt, as. the gentleman . from Virginia had 
charged, to tamper with the organization of the 
House. The fact, as it stood, ought to appeal to 
their magnanimity—to their sense of justice; and he 
now appealed to that magnanimity, and that sense 
of justice, and. he hoped the House would not lose 
sight of the question. It was not in regard to the 
election returns, or in regard to the constituency of 
members, but it was in regard to the mere matter of 
fact as to whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. J. R. IxcersoLL] did move yesterday that the 
gentleman from New York have leave to read the 
paper. 

P Mr. GILMER desired to say a single word in 
relation to this question. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Rayner] had spoken of the 
oath which members of that House had taken to 
support the Constitution, and had reminded them 
that it was one of the provisions of the Constitution 
that a journal should be kept of the proceedings of 
that House. That was all very true; but the ques- 
tion still remamed, and gentlemen had not attempted 
to mect it. Does this paper constitute any part of 
the proceedings of that House? That was the 
point of inguiry. He would ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Rayner] and the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Barnarp,] both of 
whom were sagacious enough, whether there was 
no means by which the paper could be placed upon 
the journals, except that which had been proposed. 
It must be apparent to those gentlemen themselves, 
that there were two modes of effecting it. One 
mode would be to procure the reading of the paper, 
and then it would necessarily be spread upon the 
journal; and the gentleman from North Carolina 
himself’ had reminded the House that a motion had 
been made for that purpose by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. The question was put, and 
negatived, and the paper was net read; consequent- 
ly, there was no proceeding. There was but one 
other mode, and that was the mode which was 
about to be resorted to to-day. It was one which 
could not have been adopted yesterday. It was, he 
would admit, an indirect mode, and one which was 
sanctioned by no rule of the House, or existing 
law; but it was recognised by usage, that, when a 
proposition was submitted to the House, no matter 
of what character or description, all papers and doc- 
uments connected therewith may be spread upon 
the journal. And the reason must be obvious, if 
the yeas and nays were called; or, if the vote were 
taken in any other way, it would be preciscly the 
same. But were the yeas and nays called in this 
instance? They were not, because the House was 
not organized. And I might here (said Mr. G.) set 
up an argument in opposition to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, who said that the House was bound 
to keep a journal; but he must remember that the 
House was not then organized, and consequently 
there was no House at all. 

These are the only two modes by which the pa- 
per could be spread upon the journal of yesterday. 

hat is the result? IfI have succeeded in show- 
ing that it could not be entered, then there is no er- 
ror. And what is the object of calling the yeas and 
nays to-day, in order to place a paper upon the 
journals, which could not have gone upon the jour- 
nal yesterday? And, Mr. Speaker, if you had not 
been so recently installed in that high station, I 
would suggest for your consideration, and that of 
the House, whether itis proper that any member 
should have the right, by calling the yeas and nays, 
to spread any and everything upon the journals of 
this House. Sir, was there a member of this House, 
except those whose names were signed to the pa- 
per, who knew anything of its contents? 

How can one know anything about that 
which he has not seen? The paper was not read; 
the yeas and nays were not called; therefore it was 
no part of the proceedings. Then I answer the 
gentleman from North Carolina by saying: It is 
true that the House is bound to keep a journal of 
its proceedings; but is it bound to keep a record of 
that which constitutes no part of its proceeding? 
Sir, let the journal state the truth—that is what the 
Constitution requires; and that is what members 
of this House are sworn to maintain. T have said 
this much in answer tothe arguments of the honora- 
ble gentleman, because it certainly does seem to be 


a matter of considerable importance. And I here 


journals -any.-par ` 


repeat what F have already: ‘said—the proper mode 
of meeting the question. is- to meet it fairly -and di 
rectly, by reference of the subject te a committee for 
deliberate investigation. ` ; sA 
Mr. COBB said he heartily concurred in the mo 
tion which had. been made by.the gentleman from 
North Carolina, and he had hoped ‘that the gentle-: 
mari would confine himself to his own position, and; 
not fly off from the course of argument he. had 
laid down for himself. He agreed with the gentle- 
man that the argument was premature, so far as the 
constitutionality of the act was. involved; and he 
would not now go into a discussion of the question 
with gentlemen, either on one side or the other, but 
he would now give to the gentleman and the House 
the assurance that every opportunity should be 
resented—every.means given, for a fair, full, and 
feliberate discussion of the question. For himself, 
he could not concede the ground that those individ- 


uals who represent States electing- under the gen- 


eral-ticket system, were alone interested in the rep 
resentation. Those elected under. the district sys- 
tem were equally interasted in the question. Hence 
it was thathe was prepared now, if the proper opportu- 
nity had presented itself, to discuss the question fairly, 
fully, and in a proper spirit. There was but one 
question that he could see now before the House; 
and that was, whether they would permit to. be 
spread upon the journal a certain paper, whilst they 
were totally unacquainted with the. contents of that 
paper. Can you (said Mr. C.), inform me whether 
the contents of that paper are respectful towards 
this House ?—-whether its terms are courteous. to- 
wards those gentlemen who are opposed politically 
to its framers? He apprehended that no gentleman 
would consider this piece of information useless. 
If the information which I have through.means of 
the public journals be correct in reference to that 
paper, I, for one, have a decided objection against 
putting it upon the journals of this. House, on ac- 
count of the terms in which it is couched. Are we - 
to be told here, there is no means by which a ma- 
jority of this House may protect their own feelings, 
but by a motion of the character of the one now 
submitted by the gentleman from New York?—— 
that your journals are to be encumbered with any- 
thing and everything whatever, respectful or not, 
courteous or not? E am not well enough ac- 
quainted with the rules of this House to discuss the 
technical question involved. in the matter. before 
us, with the same ability with which .the gentleman. 
from Virginia and others have done, who have ad- 
dressed you; but. I will say this—that if this House 
is powerless in affording protection to a majority 
here, the time has arrived when that power should 
be legitimately provided, and legitimately exercised. 
And ifthe House is not prepared to protect its 
journals, it is time that some provision were made, 
so that in future no opportunity may be given for 
encumbering’them with matter which they ought 
not to contain. 

` Mr. BELSER desired that the proposition sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York might be 
read, and also that portion of the journal whieh 
points to the action of the House on yesterday. . 

The President’s message was here presented by 
Joun Tyrer, jr.; f 

And the SPEAKER inquired if it was the pleas- 
ure of the House that the message should be read. 

Mr. BARNARD said he presumed there would 
be no more debate on the subject of his motion, and 
that the question might be taken. 

Several members having demanded the reading of 
the message, the debate was suspended, and the 
message was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WISE moved the printing of the usual num- 
ber of copies of the message for the use of the 
House, and ten thousand extra copies, with the ac- 
companying documents. 

Mr. BARNARD said he had no objection to the 
question being taken on the motion to print; but if 
it was likely to lead to a debate, he must insist on 
the order of business which occupied the attention 
of the House when the message was brought in. 

Mr. STRONG inquired how many the usual 
number was. 
` Mr. WISE replied that it was one for each mem- 

er. 

Mr. STRONG said he would not object to such 
a number as would be strictly required for the use 
of the House, but io any useless expense he could 
not agree; and to print great numbers of this mes- 
sage, when it was well known it would appear in. 
all the newspapers, (which were the ordinary chan- 
nels of comniunicating information. to the. people,). 


was certainly a. useless expenditure. He had in- 
tended: to: move that no additional numbers be 
printed with the documents; but, on” conversing 
with the members around him, he found it was the 
usual practice; and he wished to state, that it was in 

. conformity. with the wishes and opinions expressed 

by. others that he refrained from making his motion. 

He. therefore; seconded the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Wise.] 

Mr, PAYNE: said, so far as his feelings were 
concerned, he should prefer a larger rather than a 
-smaller number; and yet he hoped it would not be 
supposed that he should favor any useless expendi- 
tures. He would state, by way of justification, 
that he looked upon this message as one of the most 
important that was ever sent to an American Con- 
gresa, It touches on matters of vital importance, 
and the people should see what the Executive thinks 
on those questions. He was of opinion that the 
expense of printing extra copies of this document 
could not be better incurred; it was an expense 
which ought to be incurred, and, if he were to 
gratify his own feelings, he should vote for 20,000. 

Mr. WISE observed that, as there were ‘a great 
many new members, they were not, perhaps, aware 
of the great importance of the documents. The 
meseage, without the documents, was not so impor- 
tant; and the printing of a large number of the mes- 
sages alone, would, perhaps, be a somewhat useless 
expenditure; but when they had hea ave. the offi- 
cers of the army and navy,and the heads of the civil 
departments, who were all interested in the subjects 
therein contained, the House would discover that 
10,000 copies would be found scarcely adequate to 
supply these and the wants of their constituents. 
An old custom had been to print 15,000 with the 

documents, and 5,000 without. Another had been 
to-print all with the documents, and none without: 
he was now requested to increase the number, and 
he would take the maximum number-—15,000, and 
omit the printing of any without the documents; re- 
marking that, if 10,000 was not too many in times 
past, 15,000 would not be too many now. 

~~ Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 
motion by the addition of a clause, to the effect that 
the Work be executed by the printer to the House, 
hereafter to be elected, 

Mr. BELSER was in favor of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Wise] He 
had listened to the reading of that message with de- 
light: He. would not now say that he agreed with 
it in all the doctrines there advanced; but on this 
question of Texas and Mexico, he was glad to see 
that the Executive exhibited a proper spirit. It 
was by far the most important message that, for 
the last 20 years, had been submitted to the Con- 
gress of the United States; and he wished the 
largest number to be printed, that it might go to 
every part of the country. Disguise it as they 
might, the question there involved was to be met; 
and its discussion must come up before Congress. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order. If 
they were to have a discussion on the merits of the 
message on the motion to print, he must insist on 
the proper order of business, and a return to the 
subject which had been already partially discussed. 
He alluded to his motion for the correction of the 
journal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL reminded the House that 
sometimes delay had occurred in the appointment 
of printer; and he thought it was of little conse- 
quenos to the country whether A or B printed these 

ocuments. 

[Cries of “Question,” “question.”’] 

The SPEAKER then put the question on Mr. 
Cave Jounson’s amendment, and it was carried. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then proposed further 
to amend the, resolution, by striking out 15,000, and 
inserting 10,000. 

Mr. BELSER said he was opposed, as he had 
before stated, 10 the proposition of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson.] He was in favor 
of a greater number; and he should, therefore, sup- 
port the proposition of the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Wise.] He would here take 
occasion to repeat, that he admired the spirit of the 
message, more particularly that part which related 
to our intercourse with Mexico; for, as he had be- 
fore intimated to the Flouse, it was a question in 
which his constituents felta deep and an abiding 
interest. 


“Mr. CAVE JOHNSON here consented to with- 


draw his amendment. : 
Mr, BELSER said that he would propose then 
to amend, by striking out 15,000, and inserting 20,- 


interésts of this country. 

Mr. BARNARD ‘again rose and renewed _ his 
question of order; and, after a brief conversation 
with the Speaker, he ceased to press his point. 

Mr. BELSER resumed: an said that he under- 
stood the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. C. Joux- 
son] had withdrawn his amendment, and then he 
(Mr. B.) had proposed another. And he wished 
to be informed whether he had the right to make 
such a proposition as was involved in his amend- 
ment; for, ifhe had the right to make such a prop- 
osition, most certainly he had the right to state 
the importance of the question to which it referred— 
the dissatisfaction of the gentleman from New York 
notwithstanding. If the message were as import- 
ant as he thought it was, then he had the right 
to state that fact to the House as an argument 
in favor of printing the Jarger number: but he was 
not going into the merits of the question at that 
time; though, whenever, the proper time should 
come, he should be prepared to discuss it to the best 
-of his abilities, be they humble or otherwise. That 
portion of the country which he had the honor to 
represent on that floor was deeply interested in the 
matter contained in this message; and he would 
take occasion to say, that, if the measures contem- 
plated in that message be carried out, they must be 
for the weal or wo of this entire country. The 
question relating to Mexico and Texas was destined 
greatly io affect the commercial interests of the 
country—more especially the cotton-growing States 
of this country. He represented one of those 
States on that floor; and he wished to have a 
larger number of the message printed, that it 
might find its way into every section of the 
country, that the people might read it and de- 
liberate upon it, and then instruct their repre- 
sentatives in regard to it. He would, therefore, 
submita proposition to print 20,000 copies—not for 
the purpose of expending the treasure of the coun- 
try, for he was as much disposed as any gentle- 
man to limit the expenses and to husband the re- 
sources of the Government—but because he thought 
this message was one of an important character, 
embracing, as it did, doctrines the most vital——per- 
haps the permanency of this Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS said the gentleman from Alabama 
had proponed a larger number than could by any 
possibility be necessary—a larger number than was 
ever before ordered. The usual practice had been 
to print 5,000 with the accompanying documents, 
and 15,000 without; and he feared honorable 
gentlemen did not comprehend the expense 
of printing so large a number of such a document. 
They did not, sin fact, know how voluminous it 
was; it might make a volume of perhaps 400 pages; 
and of such a book, 20,000 copies had certainly not 
been ordered during the last eight years, nor did 
he think it had been done since the establishment of 
the Government. He should prefer the adoption of 
a resolution in the terms used m 1839 by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Wise;) and he would, 
therefore, make that motion, which was, in sub- 
stance, a proposition to print 15,000 copies without 
the accompanying documents, and 5,000 with them. 

Mr. STRONG again urged upon the attention of 
the House the fact that the President’s message 
would be transmitted to the people through the or- 
dinary channels for the communication of intelli- 
gence—the newspapers; and hence the uselessness 
of printing the message in such large numbers. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on Mr. 
BELsER’s proposition; and 1t was negatived. 

The motion of Mr. Horxins was next in or- 
der. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS moved to strike out 15,000, and 
insert 10,000; which was agreed to—107 voting in 
the affirmative. 

The motion, as amended, was then agreed to. 
The number ordered was, therefore, 5,000 with the 
accompanying documents, and 10,000 without the 
documents; the whole to be printed by the printer to 
be elected hereafter. 

On the motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, 

The House then adjourned. 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, - 
December 5, 1843. 

Gentizmen: In the proceedings of yesterday, as 

published in the Globe, I am represented to-have 


“said, in attempting to offer the resolution that I of- 


fered in relation to the organization of the House, 


000; for the question. to’ which he had referred i 
was highly important to every section of the Union. ` 
Tt was a. question which involved the commercial - 


JOHN CAMPBELL. 
Epirors or tHe Grope. EEE 
IN SENATE. v0 
Wenvespay, December 6, 1843. ° 
The following Senators, in addition to these an= 
nounced heretofore, appeared in. their seats “in the 
Senate to-day, viz: Mr Fenperson and Mr. WALK 
ER, of Mississippi. — “ i ; pO ade 
Mr. BUCHANAN. presented the: memorial. of“ 
Mary Reeside, of Philadelphia,’ representing: that 
her husband, James Reeside, on a suit with the 
United States for the settlement of his accounts with 
the Post Office Department, recovered a “verdict. of 
$188,496 06 in his favor; and praying Congre: 
provide by law for the payment. of that sum:, 0: 
ed to lie on the table. ` A 
The following resolution, submitted by: Mr. TAP- 
PAN on yesterday, amendatory of the joint rules of 
the two Houses, was taken up and adopted—viz:', 
Resolved, That there shall be a Joint. Committee .on the ` 
Library, to consist of three members on the part of the Sèn- 
ate, and three members on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to superintend and direct the expenditure: of the 
moneys appropriated for the library, and to perform such 
other duties as are or may be directed by law. + ro 
Mr. WALKER gave notice that he would,.on 
the earliest day practicable, ask leave to bring inia 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the public 
lands in favor of actual settlers. yo 
On motion by Mr. MILLER, leave was granted 
to take from the files of the Senate certain papers in 
support of the application of Jonathan Freeman: foy 
a pension. : Ta 
Mr. HENDERSON gave notice that hé would, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in. a bill to; cen 
firm the survey and location of claims for; land in 
the State of Mississippi, east of- Pearl river, and ` 
south of the 31st degree of north latitude. EAT 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 6, 1843, 

The minutes of yesterday were read. 

Mr, MILTON BROWN introduced his colleague, 
Mr. Jony B. Asne, who was qualified, and he then 
took his seat. : ; ; 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL introdueed: his 
colleague, Mr. Axprew Srrewart, who was qual- 
ified, and he also took his seat. © ss ; 

Mr. CROSS introduced Mr. Jons B. Dawson, . 
of Louisiana, who was qualified, and took ‘his'seat. 
THE AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL 

THE PROTEST OF THE MINORITY: 

The SPEAKER announced the order of business 
to be the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether the ques- 
tion of amendment of the journal of yesterday 
would not take precedence of tlre amendment of the 
journal of the preceding day. A proposition had 
been made by the gentleman from New York. to 
get a ceriain paper on the journal of: the ITouse; 
and before the House had decided that question, the 
Clerk had spread it at length here; he therefore 
wished the journal of yesterday to be corrected, be- 
fore the House resumed the consideration of the 
proposition to amend the journal of the preceding 
day. ‘They were getting involved and entangled by 
these irregularities, and ‘he hoped the Fouse would 
pause, and set itself right, before going further. 

Mr. BARNARD said he felt no embarrassment 
or entanglement, He, however, merely rose to ask 
for the yeas and nays on the question. . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE still further enforced his ap- 
peal to the House. ; , : 

The SPEAKER explained that, being without 
rules for their guidance, he had taken the ‘previous 
practice as his precedent. Se ak 

Mr. BARNARD said, it was true that: the paper 
which he presented was on the journal of the 


14 


House; but it was there on his individual motion; 
and he very much preferred that it should be there 
by the decision of the House. He therefore desired 
to press.a vote on the question; and he called for the 

cas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from 

irginia to strike it from. the journal. 

he SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 

Virginia submitted the question of priority? 

` Mr. DROMGOOLE said he thought it was pre- 
mature to spread that poper at length on the jour- 
nal, until the House had come®o a decision thereon. 
By the old practice, it could not have gone there at 
all; and he thought the Clerk should have waited 
for the decision of the House, If the ayes and 
noes were called, it would necessarily be entered, 
for the purpose of showing on what the yeas and 
nays had been taken; but if it remained on the jour- 
nal of yesterday, and the yeas and nays were now 
taken, it must go on the journal of to-day also; and 
he, therefore, hoped it would be erased from the 
journal of yesterday by general consent; for this 
repetition of such a document, to say the least, was 
superfluous. He had no party feeling to gratify in 
this. He merely wished some system to be estab- 
lished in making up the journal, and to avoid placing 
the House in the ridiculous attitude in which it 
must stand if this document should be so often and 
so uselessly repeated on its journal. 

The SPEAKER intimated that a question of 
amendment of the journal of yesterday would take 
precedence, and the proposition to amend the jour- 
nal of the previous day would come up properly af 
terwards. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE concurred with the Speaker; 
and he added, that the erasure would be doing no 
injury, to the gentlemen who wished to see it there, 
for it must be entered on the record on the yeas and 
nays being called, whether the motion on which 
they were called was carried or not. It did, there- 
fore, seem to him that it would be sufficient that the 
journal should state that the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York was pending, as it would come 
up again to-day. He, therefore, hoped the journal 
would be amended by general consent. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL justified the course ta- 
ken by the Clerk, and approved by the Speaker, in 
making up the journal. He also quoted from the 
journals of the House of the last session, to show 
that the course now taken was in accordance with 
the precedents. 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoorn] the danger to 
which he was exposed of involving himself in diffi- 
culties which he sought to avoid. For instance: the 
papér was now on the journal, and the gentleman 

rom Virginia sought to erase it; but, on his motion 

for that purpose, the ayes and noes might be called, 
and, necessarily, it would go there again; and it 
would also be again recorded on the decision of the 
original proposition. ‘Thus, if the gentleman from 
Virginia persisted in his motion, the paper might 
go on the record thrice; for he (Mr. W) should 
certainly call for the yeas and nays on the gentle- 
man’s motion, and he had no doùbt there would be 
found one-fifth of the members present to sustain 
such a call. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE had merely asked that the 
paper be erased from the journal by general con- 
sent; and, therefore, the consequences which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had anticipated 
would not follow. He wished it done by general 
consent, and thereby the gentlemen would not be 
prgudiced or suffer injury. If, however, such was to 

the pertinacity with which the gentlemen were de- 
termined to act, he would withdraw the question; 
but, in justification of the course he had suggested, 


he quoted some extracts from the parliamentary law, , 


which had never been repealed. 

Mr. CHAPPELL, of Georgia, said he confessed 
that he thought a very different course would have 
been pursued in reference to this question. In every 
aspect in which it could be viewed, in every shape 
in which it could be presented, the House must ex- 
ercise in regard to it judicial functions. The House 
was, so far as regarded the question before it, 
merely a judicial body; and the only functions 
which they could by any possibility perform in ref- 
erence to this question, were purely and strictly ju- 

_dicial functions... And he had hoped, therefore, that 
gentlemen, of whatever phase of opinions they might 
be, how much soever opposed in the convictions of 
their own judgments as to the right of certain genile- 
men to occupy seats upon that floor, would, never- 
theless, have shaped their action in that House in a 
manner suited to a judicial body, Every one of 


}| it was a proper proceeding on the part of a portion 
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those gentlemén would have the right, when the’ 

uestion should be brought formally before the 
House for adjudication, to have his opinion recorded 
upon the journals. Asa member from the Sate of 
Georgia, and entitled to the seat to. which he had 
been chosen, he could only say that he hoped the 
proceedings upon the subject would be judicially 
conducted. The House being organized, all its 
members were constituted judges upon this ques- 
tion; a portion of that House, thus organized and 
clothed with judicial powers, in anticipation that the 
question would arise and be presented to them 
for decision, had presented, and recorded upon the 
journal, a prejudgment of the whole question. This 
was the extraordinary course of proceeding which 
had been adopted by gentlemen at this stage of the 
business. As one against whose right to a seat 
a portion of the House had arrayed their judgnient, 
he was indisposed to have anything to say about 
these preliminary proceedings; he would be dis- 
posed, however, to have somewhat to say when 
the merits of the question should come before the 
House in its judicial capacity. 

In reference to what had been already—most ir- 
regularly, as he contended—placed upon the journals, 
he would suggest to the consideration of the House, 
and especially to the consideration of those gentle- 
men whose signatures appeared upon that paper, 
whether, in view of the judicial character in 
which alone the question could come before them, 


of the members, that they should not gnly pre- 
judge the case, but that they should even record that 
prejudgment upon the journal of that body. He 
would again repeat, that, in reference to himself, and 
in reference to those of his State who occupied the 
same position which he did upon this subject, 
he cared not what might be the proceedings of 
body; he cared not what might be the course of 
proceeding adopted by gentlemen for the purpose 
of presenting their opinions; but, for the sake of all 
that was becoming in the character of judges, he 
would suggest to those whom the Constitution of 
the country had made the judges, whom it had 
clothed with judicial power in relation to this sub- 
ject, the propriety of withdrawing from the jour- 
nals of the House the record of their prejudgment. 
This was all that he had at heart, touching any- 
thing and everything that had_yet transpired in that 
House upon this subject. He well knew that the 
prejudgment so framed, and so recorded on the part 
of a portion of the members of that House, would 
not affect the rights of any member; nor would it 
affect or prevent a full and fair consideration, and a 
just decision of the question by the House. But 

e would again ask, for the sake of the House 
itself, as a judicial body—as a body acting 
upon this subject solely and purely in its ju- 
dicial character—he would ask that the prejudg- 
ment of a portion of the members of that 
body be stricken from the journals, either by 
a motion for that purpose, or by common con- 
sent. And, as far as his knowledge of parliament- 
ary proceedings enabled him to judge, he believed 
that the motion made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Dromeoorx,] which he had just con- 
sented to withdraw, was the proper one. The only 
subject of controversy before the House, yesterday, 
was, whether the paper was a proper one to appear 
upon the journals. Eve the House had adjudicated 
upon that question—while the question was still 

ending and undetermined, the Clerk of the House 
had spread the whole matter upon the journals. 
‘Were the journals of the House not to be control. 
led by the House? Was it to be permitted that, in 
consequence of the suspension of debate on a ques- 
tion, a paper should be recorded in spite of them? 
He trusted that the House would yet maturely con- 
sider how far it was proper, under the circum- 
stances, in reference to the manner in which it was 
brought forward in the first instance, to permit this 
paper to be made a portion of the records of that 

ody. He would beg of the House—he would beg 
of those gentlemen whose names were signed to that 
paper, to consider how it was due to themselves, 
and to that House, in its judicial character, to with- 
hold from the journals this paper, which was, in 
fact, neither more nor less than a prejudgment of the 
question by those who were to be the judges in the 
last resort. 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman intend- 
ed to offer any motion. 

Mr. CHAPPELL said he would renew the 
proposition which had been made by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Dromeooxe.] 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, if the gentleman 
from ‘Georgia would embody the arguments of his 
speech upon paper by to-morrow morning, and 
move that it be entered upon the journal, he (Mr. 
J.) would have no sort of objection that it should 
be done; for it was evident that the protest, as it 
was called, was only the statement of an argument. 
If the gentleman would prepare a rebutting protest, 
and move that it be entered upon the journal; the 
gentleman would meet with no opposition from him: 
But he certainly objected tothe useless consumption 
of time which the debate was occasioning; and 
he would, therefore, move to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. eee on 

Mr. BOWLIN of Missouri, being desirous of ad~ 
dressing the Chair upon the question, 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion to lay the 
subject upon the table. . 

Mr. BARNARD then rose to a question of or- 
der. Fle understood the gentleman upon the other 
side had moved to strike from the journal the reso- 
lution which he (Mr. B.) had offered yester- 
day. He submitted to the Chair whether such a 
motion could be entertained. The House had re- 


‘ceived the resolution in the regular way. The reso- 


lution itself was perfectly in order; and, in the ordi. 
nary course of proceeding, would go upon the jour- 
nal. $ 
The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BOWLIN of Missouri then rose and said, 
they did not shrink from the discussion of the ques- 
tion. They were not afraid of it. The question 
had already heen before the public; and both in 
State Legislatures, where it had bcen agitated, and 
in the public prints, the act of Congress had been 
condemned. They were not afraid of discussion; 
but they solemnly protested against placing a paper, 
which, he maintained, was not respectful towards 
those members who had been elected by general 
ticket, should be spread upon the journals, and sent 
forth as a part of the proceedings of that body. 
They did not wish to avoid discussion; and gentle- 
men mistook greatly if they undertook to assume 
that it was for the purpose of dodging the question 
that they had offered opposition to the introduction of 
the paper in question. When the proper time 
should arrive for them to come before the House 
upon the great constitutional question, they would 
be found ready and willing to meet their opponents, 
and to measure lances with them. They were not 
afraid of the question, and he did sincerely hope 
that the subject would be allowed to come up before 
the House and the country; that it would be refer- 
red to the Committee. of Elections; that a report 
would be made by the committee; and that all pro- 
ceedings in relation to it would be conducted in the 
ordinary way. 

He (Mr. B.) was but little versed in parlia- 
mentary affairs, this being his third day’s experi- 
ence; but it did appear to him that the course of 
proceeding which had been adopted upon this oc- 
casion was a very strange one, taking a common- 
sense view of the matter. That any set of members 
should unite and draw up an argument, and have 
it spread upon the journals, certainly appeared to 
him singular, to say the least of it. Why, he (Mr. 
B.) could draw up`an argument in answer to it b 
to-morrow, and move to insert it upon the Turaki 
But would itbe permitted? would it be for a mo- 
ment tolerated ? 

[A message from the Senate was here brought in 
by A. Dickins, esq., who informed the Speaker 
that the Senate had passed an additional joint rule, 
in which they desired the concurrence of the 
House.] 

I might prepare my argument (said Mr. B. in 
continuation;) but, sir, it would neither be received 
nor entered upon the journal. I should probably 
not be listened to; and cannot, therefore, see the 
reason or justice of allowing the protest, as it is call- 
ed, of certain members of this House, to be placed 
upon the journals. There is neither reason nor jus- 
uce in it; there is nothing like justice, inasmuch as 
itis not only disrespectful towards members of this 
House, but it is derogatory to the rights of certain 
States of this Union. Neither the abstract princi- 
ple of law, nor the rules of the House, would justify 
it. I care not ifit should go upon the journals sach 
day, from this time until the end of this session of 
Congress; its authors will be held up to the public as 
the originators of whatever evil may be produced 
by it.” But I do hope, at least, that gentlemen 
will vote regardless of the question of constitution- 
ality, and allow the paper to go upon the journals— 
twice if they pleased—but with their seal of condems 


nation upon its face. Sir, look at the complexion of 
this House, and at the complexion of the House 
which passed the law requiring the election returns 
to be made by districts. An issue was made upon 
that very law throughout the whole country. e 
‘have nothing to fear from it; we are willing to meet 
it at all times, and in every form in which it can prop- 
erly and legally be presented. But what I do assert, 
is, that it is unjust to allow fifty gentlemen to put their 
heads together and draw up a judicial decision, and 
make use of the journals of this House to spread 
that decision before the public. Whether it be le- 
gal or not, itis highly unjust. And I was nota 
little astonished when it was offered to be done. 

I did think that there was more magnanimity be- 
longing to those. gentlemen, than to wish to send 
forth a statement upon one side, when the other side 
cannot be heard. Sir, gentlemen are mistaken if 
they suppose, for a moment, that we care anything 
about it. We care not if we were all sent back to 
our constituents. We would cheerfully return to 
them; and we should be warmed in their bosoms. 
Let gentlemen not suppose that-our seats are so val- 
uable to us. We are not afraid to meet the ques- 
tion; but we do object to the gross unfairness of 
placing upon the journal, and sending forth to the 
world, the opinions of fifty gentlemen that we are 
sitting and voting in this House contrary to law. 
Whenever gentlemen bring up the constitutional 
question, we are ready to meet them. As to the 
mere fact, however, of allowing this paper to go 
upon the journal—as for myself, I would be perfect- 
ly willing that it should go a hundred times upon 

e journal—but let it be accompanied by the seal of 
condemnation upon it—than that it should go forth 
secretly. Let it go forth; and let the people see 
what are the sentiments of their Representatives here 
upon this subject. This is what I hope they will 
do; and I trust they will disregard wholly the fact 
of its appearing twice upon the journal; and I ap- 
peal to them to give their votes according to their 
opinions, regardless of that circumstance. I do 
hope that no considerations of this kind will induce 
gentlemen to withhold their votes upon this princi- 
ple. If the paper goes upon the journal, we have 
another method; and we will fill up another ques- 
tion. If we live, it shall not stain the journals for 
any great length of time. 

r. BELSER of Alabama next took the floor. 
That the question now before the House (said Mr. 
B.) is a grave question, cannot be doubted; and, 
for one, I must say that I do not admire the feeling 
that is displayed by certain gentlemen in arguing it. 
I know it would not be proper now to enter upon 

„the question of constitutionality—the question as 
to whether gentlemen who come here, having been 
elected under the general-ticket system, have a right 
to seats upon this floor. It is not the proper time to 
determine this question. The only question now 
is, as the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ray- 
NER] said yesterday, whether this House shall keep 
a correct journal of its proceedings; whether we 
shall perform what we have solemnly sworn here 
to do, viz: to protect and defend the Constitution. I 
do not see any difference in principle between the 
question now before the House, and the question 
which was before it yesterday. They are part and 
parcel of the same, at all events. ; 

The evident object. of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Barnarp,] and of those who signed the 
paper, was, to have it spread upon the jounalis and 
yet it has never been even read to the House. Now, 
Wwe are sworn to keep a correct journal of the pro- 
ceedings of this House; and, since I had an oppor- 
tunity, yesterday, of addressing the House, and ask- 
ing that a portion ofthe journal might be read, I have 
examined it, and I am satisfied that the journal of yes- 
terday recites precisely what did take place in this 
House upon this question. But have we any 
knowledge as to the character of the paper which 
the gentleman from New York alluded to in his ar- 

- gument? No, sir. There was nothing said in re- 
lation to the character of that paper. There is no 
member in the House, except those who signed the 
paper, who can precisely know what its character 
was. 

' But let us admit for a moment that this protest is 
couched in respectful terms: I want to know by 
what constitutional right gentlemen claim to spread 

. itupon the journals. ‘There is nothing in the Con- 
stitution, nor in the rules of the House which [have 
seen; which authorizes them to spread a protest 
upon the journals. I admit that they have a per- 
-fect right to demand that the journal should show 
the proceedings of the House; but if this paper be 


placed there in the manner proposed, the House 
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would be guilty of a legal fraud. There is lan- 
guage in that protest which I, for one, can never 
conseht to see placed upon the journals of this House. 
If I could believe, Mr. Speaker, that I had commit- 
ted a legal fraud in placing you in that chair, 
I should consider that I was unworthy of a seat 
upon this floor. I know that this is strong lan- 
guage; but the language used upon the other side is 
equally strong, and has emanated, I admit, from 
respectable gentlemen; but, as was remarked by the 
gentleman from Georgia, they have prejudged the 
question. Ihave before remarked, that we cannot 
now go into the merits of the question of the consti- 
tutionality of the law of Congress, whether manda- 
tory or otherwise; that question cannot now come 
up; when it does come up, we will be ready to 
meet it. I am not prepared to say, as some have 
done, that the law of Congress is a nullity. It isa 
grave question, and we ought to keep ourselves 
uncommitted in regard to it; for upon it de- 
pends the organization of this House. I have 
not, then, risen to discuss that question; but I have 
risen to insist that the journals of this House be 
preserved uncontaminated. And I ask the gentle- 
man from New York to relieve us of the difficulty, 
by putting the matter in such a shape that the ques- 
tion may come before the House in the legitimate 
and proper manner. I am willing that the contro- 
versy should go before the country; and I am ready 
to meet the question, and to argue it, according to 
the Constitution: but I am not willing, inasmuch as 
Ihave sworn to preserve the Constitution of the 
country, to have placed upon the journals of this 
House, as a fact, that which exists only in the ima- 
gination of the gentleman from New York and his 
associates. 

Mr. BARNARD desired to say a single word in 
explanation, which he should say for himself, and 
not for the large number of gentlemen who had 
joined with him in addressing their protest to the 

Touse. He observed that objections had been 
urged on the part of certain gentlemen against the 
paper presented by him, that it anticipated the ordi- 
nary course of legislation, and had prejudged the 
question. If there was any justicé in this charge, it 
would be a grave one; but what was the case pre- 
sented? To his mind, it was simply a case in which 
gentlemen from several States presented themselves 
to the House, and claimed to be members of it, not 
only without title, but without color of title. He 
repeated, that they came here not only without ti- 
tle, but without color of title. They came here un- 
der an act of nullification, nullifying a law of Con- 
gress—a plain, explicit law, which no man in the 
nation could misunderstand. It was for this reason 
that he regarded these gentlemen as appearing here 
not only without title, but without color of title. Was 
he bound, then, to meet these gentlemen as his equals 
in the organization of this body? Now, when they 
came to an examination of this paper, it would be 
found to he addressed to those gentlemen particu- 
larly and personally; and there was some slight, 
lingering hope in the minds of some of the gentle- 
men who signed the protest, that, had it been per- 
mitted to be read, they would have refrained from 
participating in the organization of the House. 

There was no prejudging of the case by that pro- 
test. It was the proper time for judging this ques- 
tion when those members having no titles appeared, 
to take their seats and take their oaths as members 
of the House. They had now taken their seats 
and qualified as members, and there was no way of 
getting them out but by a judicial process. 

Te understood the question before the House to 
be on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Dromcoo.e] to strike out that part of the 
journal which inserted the resolution offered by him 
yesterday. On that question he called for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HALE of New Hampshire observed that 
he could sincerely say that it was with great pain 
that he threw himself again upon the indulgence of 
the House; but he should be wanting in duty to 
himself, and to the people who sent him here, if he 
sat silently in his seat, and heard remarks made de- 
rogatory to himsclf and to the State he repre- 
sented, without replying to them; not only remarks, 
but arguments spread upon the journal, calculated 
to prejudge the question which they presented. The 
honorable gentleman admitted that, if it was a pre- 
judgment of the case, it would be obnoxiots to the 
objections that had been made against it; but he de- 
nied that his protest had prejudged the case. Now 
he would ask the attention of the House to that pa- 


per. What was it? Why, in: th 
members coming here from four S ; 
suance of the laws of their respective. 
the Constitution, who, appearing ‘at th 
and turning to the Searcher of Hearts,’ 
swore.to support the Constitution of: their 
were denominated lawless,. and- revolution: 
violators of law. and order. . Here,: in 
ence to the laws of their’ States, and- in: pur 
of what they religiously believed ‘to... be-:¢ 
tional lew; in the performance of a most solem: 
ty, and appealing to their God for -the integrit 
their purpose, they were branded in this paper Ba: 
lawless and revolutionary... Did: not. this sound.a ° 
little like prejudging the case? ‘To his ‘mind it was; 
and moreover it was, if not disrespectful to: the 
members referred to, at least unkind. > The Lerista- 
tures of their States, in the exercise of their discretion, 
and judgment, had solemnly sent forth'to. the woyle 
their belief that the law calling on them to district their 
States was not binding on them; and, in his heart, 
he solemnly believed they were right. «He 


Ma 


Wee 
willing to stake what little reputation he had, that 
that law was a palpable violation of the. Constitu- 
tion, and that it will not bear the test of scrutiny. . 
If he understood anything of courtesy, the gentle. 
men excepted to in that paper were. not treated in i 
in that courteous manner which: ought. ‘to be use 
towards members ofthis House. “The ‘were not 
even recognised as members of the House; ee 
though they were not exactly styled fellows, they . 
were referred to as ‘certain persons” who; the géi 
tleman from New York ‘intimated, had come. here.: 
to commit an act of lawless violence. K an 

The gentleman went further, and declared e 
could not recognise them as his equals. ‘Sir, (said 
Mr. H.,) when ask that gentleman to acknowledge 
me as his equal, it will be time. enough for him to 
refuse it. Mr. H. asked nothing but his éonstitutional 
rights, and it would be for. the House, and not:for 
the gentleman from New York, to pass upon: then 
New Hampshire, it was true, was a ‘small State, 
but she was strong in the Constitution; and ‘if ‘she 
was disfranchised—if anything was done here: to 
deprive her of her share of Representatives in Con- 
pei would be the infliction of a blow not on ` 

er, but on the Constitution of the country. . Where, 
did New Hampshire get her right to be represented 
on that floor? Was it by an act of Congress? : No: 
it was by the Constitution of the United Stat 
it was not possible to deprive hêr, of it, 
tearing down the barriers of the’ Constitutio n 
conclusion, he expressed. the hope that the motion 
to strike that paper from the journal would prevail. 
It would be doing great injustice to suffer that pë- 
per to remain on the journals, and he trusted that 
it would not be permitted by the House.: He knew 
little about the rules of the House, or of parliamen- 
tary tactics; but he claimed the possession of com- 
mon sense, and if there was not common: sense 
enough in parliamentary rules to protect the jour. 
nals of the House from matter which the House . 
had solemnly refused to put on them, he ‘thought 
that the committee instituted yesterday to revise the 
rules ought to have been appointed years ago. It 
was high time that the House should take the .mat- 
ter into consideration now, when it was seen that, - 
while they were debating the propriety. of entering 
a paper on the journal, their Ele had: taken that 
matter into his own hands, and decided it for them, 
by making the entry; and thus, by this sort of leger- 
demain, the House was tricked-into’a decision o; 
the question they were debating. yt 

Mr. HUGHES would not ‘have risen to say a 
word on this subject, had it not been for the extraor- 
dinary position taken by the gentlemen from New 
York and North Carolina. It seemed to him that 
they had taken an illegal course. Hadit not been 
that such course was calculated :toprejudge the 
case,he should not have opened his mouth ull the sub- 
ject came up in its proper order, as alegitimate queg- 
tion brought before the House in a legitimate manner. 
But the honorable member from New York had 
said that the gentlemen from four States had. come 
here not only without a title, but without the shad- 
ow of a title to their seats. He (Mr. H.) was pre- 
pared to show, whenever the subject came up prop- 
erly before the House, that they not only had a title 
to their seats, but that their title was as indefeasible 
as that of the gentleman himself, or that of any of 
the gentlemen who had signed the paper to which 
his name was affixed. nae 

The gentleman had modestly—very. modestly — 


‘said’ that he was not disposed to recognise them as 
| his equals, as to the right of organizing the House, 


‘But “when ‘he (Mr. H.) should ask the gentleman 
to recognise him‘as his equal, then, but not till then, 
‘should. he consider the gentleman entitled to enter 
„his “protest on the journals of the: House. He 
should -tell'the’ gentleman that he came here as the 
Representative of the people of Missouri; and that, 
as: such, he had as muc 
honorable gentleman ‘himself; and that he would 
maintain his rights as one identified with. the honor 


and ‘the Coristitution “of the country. “He would ` 


read ‘a portion of ‘the honorable gentleman’s pro- 
test, which he (Mr. H.) held to beso disrespectful 
to the House, ‘that he was sure, if the honorable 
gentleman had’ reflected and duly considered its éf- 
fect, he would never have signed the paper which 
contained it. ; ; 

Now, he would ask, was this respectful towards 
members occupying the stations they did, or to- 
wards the House itself, and the presiding officer 
which it had chosen? He should not hesitate to 
say thatit was highly ‘disrespectful; so much so, 
that he-would repeat what he had before said—that 
he. was sure, if the honorable gentleman had duly 
reflected, he néver would have signed that paper. 
His objections were not from any indisposition to 
meet and. discuss the question, but to the time and 
manner of pressing it upon the House. He was 
‘not willing to permit the case of the gentlemen who 
were the subject of the protest, to be prejudged be- 
fore they were heard. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that the House had 
been told by the gentleman from New York that 

` the paper was intended for those members—not so 
much addressed to the House, as to them; and that 
it was expected they would retire, and not partici- 
pate in the organization of the House. . If it was in- 
tended as an address to those members, merely to 
induce them to retire and not participate in the or- 
ganization of the House, it ought not to be on rec- 
ord on the journals of the House as a part of its pro- 
ceedings; and he saw no better reason why itshould not 
appear there than that furnished by the gentleman’s 
argument. A great objection already urged, was, 
that the paper was not respectful to tle House. That 
aper says: ‘Several persons from the State of New 
Hampshire,” (here individuals of that, and three 
other States, are named,) “have been called by the 
Clerk, are now in this hall, aud have answered to 
their names in a manner to leave no doubt 
that their intent and purpose is to vote with 
the duly-elected Representatives of the people 
here present in the election of Speaker, and 
to act and participate fully in the organization of 
the House of Representatives, as if they were mem- 
bers thereof.” Now, did it not seem, apart from the 
disrespect to those members and ihe Louse, that the 
very matter in controversy was assumed as a fact 
that did exist? By what right did the gentleman 
himself come as an elected Representative of the 
people? Had he any better right to say that he was 
a Representative of the people of his State, than the 
gentlemen from New Elampshire, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, and Missouri? [Te would ask, was not the 
assertion that they were not the Representatives of 
the people of their States, a prejudging of their 
case—~a prejudging of a matter which the tonse 
would be called upon hereafter to decide, should it 
become the subject of controversy? In proof that it 
was a prejudging of the ease, Mr. H. read the fol- 
lowing passage in the protest: 

“These facts are notorious, indisputable, and un- 
disputed; they are known to all, and admitted by 
all. Failing to eleet by districts, they have failed 
to elect at all, for all legal and constitutional pur- 
poses.” 

Why, this was the very question—a question yet 
to be tried; and, before trial, the Mouse was called 
upon to place on record in its journals what pre- 
judges the whole case. Was it not fair that the 
gentlemen representing these four States should have 
time and opportunity to investigate the contents of 
this paper, and to prepare for their reply, when 
the question comes up? Again, this paper says: 
“Election by general ticket is no clection at all.” 
Was not this prejudging the question? Again: 

“No existing and valid law authorized any such 
election to be held; and no election, therefore, has 
been held in those States at which Representatives 
for the 28th Congress could be chosen.” 

Why, here it is prejudged that no election has 
been held. Was not that prejudging the whole 
question? He would ask, could it be considered 
that the case could be fairly argued when it should 
come up? Did not the gentlemen who signed that 


right to his seat as that ` 


paper see the position in.which they stood? He | 
-hoped they would reflect upon it, and. withdraw | 
their paper, When the próper committee is organ- | 
ized and. reports upon the subject, should it be-re- 
ferred to-it, the question will ‘fairly come up, and 
can be fairly investigated. He objected to this un- 
fair and premature manner of forcing it upon the 
records of the House. He would read another - 
passage from this paper: - 
“And as these States are not authorized by law 
to hold an election by general ticket, or otherwise 
‘than by distřicts, how can any officer or functionary 
therein be authorized by law to make a return of 
any such election? We are not prepared to admit 
that ‘any person from any of these States can have 
in his possession any legal documentary proof of 
his election as a Representative for the 28th Con- 
gress. We are well aware, however, that an at- 
tempt, if now made, by motion or resolution, be- 
fore the organization of the House, to exclude these 
persons from all participation in that act, would be 
attended with great embarrassment and great delay, 
and with the hazard of confusion, violence, and 
anarchy in this hall. - 


“We have concluded, therefore, to content our- 
selves, in this stage of the business of the House, 
with declaring, in this formal and solemn manner, 
our condemnation of a proceeding on the part of the 
persons we have named, which, if performed, we 
shall hold to be lawless and essentially revolution- 
ary in its character, subversive of the Constitution, 
and of all law and order, and tending directly to the 
destruction of our free government. We declare 
that we shall regard the election of Speaker, ifef- 
fected by the votes of these persons, as an illegal 
election, and a legal fraud upon the nation; and we 
shall not fail or cease, after this body shall have 
been organized, and in the progress of the session, 
to make every effort within our competency to vin- 
dicate the law, to purge the House, and’ bring it 
back to a condition of constitutional soundness.” 


To purge the Mouse! as if there was something 
offensive in it. Here was a decision of the very 
matter yet to be tried. IJe objected to this paper 
for that reason,*as well as because it was a paper 
wanting in respect to the Touse and to the gentle- 
man clected to preside over it. 

Mr. HUNT of New York said it was with re- 
luctance he had risen to take any part in the debate. 
But, as one of the members whose names were at- 
tached to this paper, he felt himself called upon to 
make a few remarks. He did not purpose then 
going into the merits of the question, but to inquire 
as to the motives under which the minority had 
acted in bringing the subject before the TIouse. 
Those who had signed that paper, held that the law 
ef Congress, passed in 1842, provides that the 
States of this Union shall elect the members of this 
House by districts, and that this law is constitutional. 

Tt was, then, from a conscientious conviction of the 
members whose names were attached to this paper 
that the elections of members to form this House 
should have been in conformity with this law, that 
they objected to those being participators in the 
regular organization of the TIouse who had not 
been elected in conformity with the law. Tt had 
hot been their object to disturb the preliminary 
organization of the House, and he did not then pro- 
pose entering on the merits of the question. Ie 
only intended replying to some of the imputations 
so freely indulged in by gentlemen who had al- 
ready spoken. He and his friends considered it to 
be their right that the paper they had offered should 
appear on the journal of the House at that very 
stage of the proceedings—that it should there ap- 
pear they considered this an illegal and unconsti- 
tutional organization of the House. They did this, 
looking to the magnitude of the result, and the ime 
portance of the ton to the fature character and 
proceedings of the Tfouse. He hoped that the 
tights of the minority would be considered, and that 
they would be entitled to some respect from the 
majority on that floor, 
BEARDSLEY referred to that part af the 
Constitution which pravided that the journal of 
each House should bea record of its proceedings; and 
recapitulated the facts as to his colleague [Mr. 
Barwarp] having yesterday offered a resolution, the 
object of which was to place the paper he had on a 
former day offered to the House on the journals; 


D 


aud stated that the question now was on the mo- 
tion to correct tle journals, by striking out the 
resolution of yesterday. Tt was urged that this 
resolution was disrespectful to the Fouse, and to gen- 


tlemen, members of the Elouse.. He did not con- 
sider this deciding, or passing a decision on the 
question. The journal-was.to state what was done 
in the House; and it was subsequently in the power 
ofany gentleman to, offera resolution, Stating the 
reason why he considered. it ie ep to con- 
tinue such record on the journal. . He did not sup- 
pose that the receiving of the resolution settin 

forth the contents of the paper could be considered 
as committing the House upon the question to 
which that paper referred; for there were many 
things spread upon the journals of the House 
to which it could not be considered at all commit- 
ted. He would not himself feel committed by any 
opinion which that paper expressed; for his con~ 
viction was, that the gentlemen from New Hamp- 
shire, Georgia, Mississippi, and Missouri, were as 
fairly here as any gentleman on the floor. He 
should feel perfectly free to vote on this motion, 
without any apprehension that his vote would de- 
cide the question of merit, and without any doubt 
of the constitutionality of the gentlemen from these 
four States having taken their seats for the organi- 


. zation of the House. He should vote against the 


present motion. 


Mr. STILES considered the real question was, 
whether the paper which was proposed to be read 
on a former day, and was rejected, should be placed 
actually on the journal of the House, among the 
minutes of its proceedings. It was a question 
whether the mere proposal to read a paper, èn- 
tiled that paper, no matter what might be its 
contents, to be placed upon the journal. The 
very idea that it could, was in itself preposter- 
ous. He would ask, would it be a proper min- 
ute on the journal, to say that the gentleman from 
New York had read the paper? Did the gentleman 
read the paper in question? No, he simply pro- 
posed to read it. Was, then, the mere proposal to 
read that paper sufficient? Is there no distinction 
between a mere proposal to do a thing, and doing 
the thing itself? Could a mere proposal be con- 
strued into an actual performance? ‘The House is 
to keep a journal of its proceedings. Was the 
reading of that paper any part of its proceedings? 
That journal should present nothing but the actings 
and doings.of the House. Flow could the reading 
of that paper, or the spreading of its contents on 
the journal, be considered any part of the actings 
and doings of the House? Were the mere propo- 
sals of a member the actings and doings of the 
House? So far as the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York goes to say that he proposed to 
read a paper, it is correct. ` But when that resolu- 
tion goes further, and states the contents of the pa- 
per, it is incorrect; because the House, not having 
agreed to receive the paper, knew nothing author- 
itatively of its contents. Tlad they been known, 
there would have been reasons growing out of the 
nature of the paper itself, whieh would have éx- 
cluded it from a place on the journal. The 
impropriety would have heen apparent, of taking 
up a subject in that way, which it would be 
the duty of a regularly-constituted committee to in- 
vestigate and report upon before this House should 
at all act upon it. If there was anything improper 
or irregular in the election of these gentlemen, let it 
go before that committee, and then come to the 
TTouse in its report. The whole thing was not on- 
ly improper and incorrect in fact, but the manner in 
which it was attempted to be done was unprece- 
denied and extraordinary. The gentlemen of four 
States were informed that they presumed to call 
themselves members of that body. They had not 
presumed to call themselves members of that body. 
Four sovereign States, which had elected them as 
their Representatives, had presumed to call them 
members of this House—had presumed not alone 
to call them so, but to make them so. And this 
protest declares the act of these sovereion States 
lawless and subversive of the Constitution and Gov- 
ernment. Yet this protest, which had not been 
read, is to be spread upon the journal without cre- 
ating embarrassment or delay.” Fle could tell: gen- 
tlemen, that not until both Constitution and Goy- 
ernment shall he numbered with the things that 
Were, can euch a protest he spread upon the journal 
of this House, without creating not “only great em- 
barrassment, but great delay. 

Mr. WELLER observed, that for the purpose of 
Setting rid of a motion so very embarrassing, he 
should now move to lay it on the table. 

Mr, CHAPPELL inquired of the Speaker if the 
Motion to lay on the table would dispose of the un- 
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finished business of yesterday, (Mr. BARNARD’s res- 
aion) 

The SPEAKER remarked that it would not. 

Mr. WISE presumed the thing could be settled in 
a more direct manner than by a motion to correct 
the journal. He rose to a point of order—that it was 
not according to the last precedents of the House 
during the last Congress, to sncorporate the paper 
rejected, with a resolution stating the rejection. 

“Some conversation ensued between Mr. WISE, 
Mr. WHITE, and the SPEAKER, inrelation to Mr. 
Wisx’s point of order. 

Mr. WHITE said the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia had not been correctly made, 
an it was now too late to reach the question at 
all. 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman from Kentucky 
would be very correct in his remarks, but for one 
irresistible fact—and that was, that they had not yet 
put on the strait~jacket of the rules of the last ses- 
sion of Congress; they stood, as yet, on the parlia- 
mentary law, by which he insisted he was enabled 
to rise in his place and correct error when error ex- 
isted. Here, then, a clerical error had been. com- 
mitted—yeéa, more than a clerical error, for it was 
a question of privilege, and the common law of 
parliament, which was the law of common sense, 
would forbid that to be done indirectly, which the 
House refused to do directly. ‘The House had not 
decided that the paper should go on the journal, and 
non constat would not so decide. He (Mr. W.) 
saw what the gentleman from New York was at, 
when he introduced the paper; and hence the ques- 
tion he asked, whether it would go on the journal. 

Mr. RAYNER called ‘the gentleman from Vir- 
pinia to order, on the ground that the point raised 

yy the gentleman was involved in the question 
before the House. The gentleman from Virginia 
insisted that the paper should not have gone on 
the journal. A motion to that effect was pending. 
A motion was next made to lay the orang motion 
on the table, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] proposed to discuss the question under the 
motion to lay it on the table. First, then, the mo- 
tion to lay on the table was not debatable; and 
next, the point raised was involved in the pending 
question before the House. 

Mr. WISE replied, that if the gentleman from 
North Carolina had studied the rules of order, he 
would have known that points of order were not 
cumulative, and could not be piled on each other. 

Some conversation ensued on this point. 

Mr. WISE contended that no motion to lay on 
the table could be pending then, 

Cries of “Question, question. ”] 

he SPEAKER put the question on laying on 
the table, and it was negatived—the vote being 64 
in the affirmative, and 64 in the negative—the 
Speaker’s casting vote deciding. 

Mr. WISE then contended that the paper of the 
gentleman from New York ought never to have 
pone on the journal; and, in support of his position, 

é quoted from the journal of the last Congress sev- 
eral cases as precedents. 

Mr. BARNARD contended that the cases quoted 
were not strictly applicable, even if they were cor- 
rectly stated. 

The discussion on this point was continued some 
nime by Mr. WISE and Mr. BARNARD. 

Mr. HOLMES contended that the protest intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Barnarp] must necessarily go on the journal; and 
that. it was out of the power of the House to put it 


off. It was admitted that the resolution offered em- ; 


bodied the protest; in other words, the protest was 
the resolution. Well, the resolution was received 
by the House: nobody could doubt that; and if it 
was received by the House, it necessarily went on 
the journal of the House—for the parts must go with 
the whole. 

Mr. WHITE insisted that the cases quoted by 
the gentleman from Virginia were not analogous; 
he “diss justified the Speaker in placing the protest 
on the journal as the record of business which was 
unfinished and pending. The cases of the gentle- 
man from Virginia might have had some weight 
yesterday; but as the House adjourned, leaving the 
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question pending, it was necessary that the journal 
should contain the record of that business. 

Mr. WISE explained. 

Mr. WHITE observed that he would remind 
the gentleman from Virginia that, in the case he 
referred to, the Chair arrested the motion at the 
very threshold, and refused to receive it, on the 
ground that the House had refused to receive the 
paper it referred to. What was the case here? In 
the protest case, the Speaker did not refuse to re- 
ceive the resolution of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Barnarn;] and not only did the Speaker 
receive it, but the House received it, and entertained 
a debate on it. Where, then, was the analogy be- 
tween the two cases? If the Speaker had refused 
to receive the resolution, there would then have 
been some analogy; but that not being done, but 
being received in the exercise of his sound judg- 
ment, and no point of order being then raised, the 
time had gone by for raising it, and there was no 
means of getting the subject out of the journal. 


/ The matter had become part and parcel of the 


proceedings of the House, and must be so recorded. 
e would call the attention of the gentleman from 
Virginia to one fact, connected with the illustrious 
case he had cited, that could not have escaped - his 
memory. Every motion made by that gentleman 
was refused by the Chair, and every proposition in 
opposition to him was entertained. Why did not 
that fact appear on the journal? It was not in 
consequence of any arbitrary disposition in the 
Chair that his decision was made; but the gen- 
tleman would recollect that, in the proceedings he 
had just read, it was stated that the Chair informed 
him that he would, at a proper time, refer him to 
his authority for the decision he had given. When 
the gentleman, some time afterwards, came to his 
table, he called his attention to the authority he re- 
ferred to—which was the vote of the President of 
the United States himself, when a member of the 
Senate, in a case precisely analogous, against re- 
ceiving the protest of the illustrious hero of New 
Orleans. When he showed to the gentleman from 
Virginia this authority, he admitted the decision of 
the Chair to be correct, and asked if he had a right 
to withdraw his motion. Soon after, he withdrew 
it. 

Mr. WISE observed that, so far as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky had stated the facts in relation 
to his showing him the vote of President Tyler, he 
was correct; but his recollection failed him as to his 

Mr. W.’s) reasons for withdrawing his motion. 

e never understood the rules of the Senate as he 
understood those of the House; but he knew one 
thing—and that was, that that precedentnever would 
govern him. He repudiated the vote of Mr. Tyler 
on that occasion, as he would that of anybody else, 
in refusing to receive a protest of a President of the 
United States. The reason why he withdrew his 
motion was this. He had appealed from Cæsar to 
Cesar’s Senate, and he knew that his appeal would 
not be sustained. His object had failed in getting 
the protest recorded on the journal, and he with- 
drew his motion. That was after the point of or- 
der had been decided against him. 
complained of was, that the journal was not made 
to show that his motion was decided to be out of 
order. There was no notice taken of it whatever, 
though it was debated for some time; and, notwith- 
standing what his friend from South Carolina had 
said, it was debated to the extent of haifa column, 
as the paper he had just read from showed, though 
here was nothing on the journal to show it. 


Mr. WHITE observed that he had no intention 
of doing any injustice to the gentleman. He had 
only stated the facts, from which he drew his own 
inferences. He had no doubt but the reasons now 
given by the gentleman for withdrawing his 
motion were the true ones. While up, he would 
refer to another precedent, and the latest one, which 
was stronger than any that had been cited. It was 
in the recollection of many members there, that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, then in view 
of him, asked leave to lay a paper before the 
House, accompanied by a long preamble and bill, 


and moved to suspend the rules for the purpose of 


receiving it. The House, by a solemn vote, refused 
to suspend the rules by a large majority. Upon the 


And what he ! 


Votume i3: N 
day following, though that paper was not 
and received, he moved to.amend the journa 
serting that he had offered- a certain’ paper; 
ing to a long preamble and entire bill: and wh 
the action of the House upon-it? “The Chair 
tained the motion; it was acted. upon; and ‘what 
lowed? The whole preamble and. bill wen 
the journal, and the gentleman: himself; who wi 
fore him, would bear him out inthe correciness. 
this statement. The record itself would. sho: 
In conclusion, Mr. W. expressed ‘the’-opinion. a 
parliamentary law, and the usage of the; House, 
made it obligatory on the Speaker to receive the res- 
olution of yesterday; and it thus being a part of : 
proceedings of the House, it must, as a matter 
course, go upon the journal. 7 ie 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON here moved to: postpone | 
the whole subject till to-morrow, in order to go- into: 
the election of the officers of the House. = t i 
Mr. WISE - suggested to the gentleman ‘that, by 
indirection the other day, the House omitted to pas 
upon the resolution for adopting rules for their 
ceedings; and as that matter would take bu 
ons he proposed that it should then b 
cided. ae : 
Mr. C. JOHNSON said he was aware ofits and.: 
therefore hoped that his motion to postpone would 
prevail. tere 
The question was then taken on Mr. Jonwson’ 
motion of postponement, and it was carried—ayes | 
89, noes 56. Pee y 
Mr. C: JOHNSON then moved that the House 
roceed to the election ofa Clerk.” oiua 3 
Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to-his friend fr 
Tennessee, that it would take but a few moments to 
dispose of the resolution relating to the rules; aid: 
it would save them trouble in conducting the elec: 
tions. Ley 
The SPEAKER observed that the resolution re~ 
ferred to went over, in consequence of a motion being 
made to amend it; and pending, that motion, ‘the 
House adjourned. : os : 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved that the. 
House proceed to the election of a Clerk, viva voce; 
which motion was carried; whereupon, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, nominated “Cal 
MeNulty, of Ohio; and ` Peai 
Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, nominated Matthew St: 
Clair Clarke, of Washington city. 3 
The SPEAKER named Messrs. Davis, of In« 


of 


‘dia, Vance, of Ohio, and Jounson, of Tennessee, 


tellers; and the roll having been called ovet, E 
The tellers reported that the whole number of 
votes given was 190; of which 96 were necessary 
to a choice; that Mr. McNulty had received 124 : 
votes, and Mr. Clarke had received 66 votes.) ; 
The SPEAKER then announced that Mr. MoNul- 
ty was duly elected Clerk of the House; and he ap- 
peared, was qualified, and took his seat at the 
Clerk’s table. . ba 
The following is the vote, as given for Clerk: `.. 
For Caleb J. McNulty. >; woe 
Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Samuel Beardsley, Benton 
Bidiack, James Biack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, | 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, burke, Burt, Caldwell, Camp: 
bell, Jeremiah £. Cary, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Cline 
ton, Cobb, Cuilom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D., Davis, John W; 
Davis, Duwson, Dean, Dillingham, Dongiass, Dromgoole; 
Duncan, Dunlap, Elis, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Gil- 
mer, Haie, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, “Herrick, 


! Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, ubard, Hubbell; Hughes, 


Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, John W: Jones; George 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClellan, MeCler. 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, 
Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Fettit, Eme 
D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, David $. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stctson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Woodward, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—124, 
For Matthew St. Clair Clarke. 


Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Chappel, 
Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell; Grider, 
Hardin; Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph: R, 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, 


Mellvaine, Marsh; Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nés; New- 
ton, Patterson, Payton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rayner, Charles M. Read, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Albert Smith, Andrew. Stewart, Thom- 


asson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, 
‘Winthrop, Wise, and William Wright—66. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL, in pursuanca 
of" notice given on Monday, asked leave, and intro- 
duced:the following bill: 

AN: ACT to refund the Sne imposed on General Andrew 
: acKson, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
sum of óne thousand dollars, paid by General Andrew Jack- 
son asa fine imposed on him at New Orleans, the 81st day of 
March, A. D..1815, be repaid to him, together with interest, 
at.the rate of six per cent. a year, since then, out of any 
moneys in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The bill having. been read twice—. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and that it be made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE of Ohio moved that the House ad- 
journ; which motion was rejected, 

Mr. WINTHROP observed that there were no 
rules ofthe House yet adopted, under which to dis- 
pose of bills. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that they had 
the rules of the parliamentary law, and that was 
enough for his purpose. 

The motion of Mr. Cuas. J. INGERSOLL was then 
adopted, 

Ar. McKAY said he had a resolution now to of- 
fer, that the House now proceed to the election of a 
printer. Before he submitted it, however, he wished 
to make a few observations in explanation. The 
congressional printing up to 1839 was executed un- 
der the operation of the joint resolution of 1819, but 
at that time it was considered that the prices fixed 
by that joint resolution were too high; and the whole 
subject being submitted to a select committee of in- 
telligent members, the result of their investiga- 
tions was a very voluminous report, and which 
he had then in‘ his desk, recommending a re- 
duction in the scale of prices of fifteen per cent. 
The minority of the committee, who were gentle- 
men of the Whig party, recommended a much 
larger reduction—say twenty percent. At tHe extra 
session, the subject’ of the printer’s compensation 
was again taken up, and an examination gone into. 
[Here Mr. McK. read the resolution of the oxtra 
Session on that subject.] The prices were then 
fixed at twenty per cent. less than the prices of 
1819, under which reduction Gales & Seaton were 
elected printers; but, unfortunatel , the same majori- 
ty who had thus reduced the prices of the printers, 
repealed their act at the last session, by adding an 
appropriation to the general appropriation bill, suffi- 
cient to make Gales & Seaton’s compensation equal 
to the prices fixed by the joint resolution of 1819. 
He did not advert to this fact for the purpose of 
censuring the majority for what they did, but to 
show how the prices had got up again after being 
reduced. 

This might seem, to many of the new members 
here, to be a small matter; but it would cease to be 
30 when they learned that the printing of the House 
for the 27th Congress, exclusive of the Senate, 
amounted to $200,000. By this they would sce 
how much the reduction would amount to. Tt was 
desirous that this reduction should take place before 
the election of printer, so that the persons elected 
might know what they had to depend upon. Blair 
& Rives perepled the office under the reduction of 
15 per cent. below the prices of the resolution of 
1819; so that they could not ohject to the resolution. 
Mr. McK. then submitted the following resolution, 
which was read: 

Resolved, That the House now proceed to the clection of 
printer of this House for the 25th Congress, whose com- 
pensation shall be the same that was allowed to the printer 
of the House for the 26th Congress, subject to such altera- 
tions as may be made in the Joint resolution of the 3d of 
directing the manner in which the printing of 
Congress shall he executed, fixing the prices thereof, and 
providing for the appointment of a printer or printers. 

Mr. GILMER submitted the following as an’ 
the resolution: 

And that the printer who may be elected by this House 

A € of the present Congress, unless it 
shall, in the mean time, be provided by law that the public 
patronage of the Government shali be separated from the 
public press; ia which event, his service shall cease. 

Mr. WISE called for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; but, a sufficient number not rising to 
ag oe j 

Mr. ù asked for tellers: y vhick 

On motion by Mr. GIDDINGS YPich, 

‘The House adjourned, : 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


IN SENATE. f 
Tuurspay, December 7, 1843. 
The following Senators, in addition to those who 
have been heretofore announced, appeared in their 
seats to-day, viz: Mr. Cnoare, of Massachusetts; 
Mr. Barrow, of Louisiana; and Mr. ‘W oopsriper, 
of Michigan. : , 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Treasury Department, covering: the 
accounts of the Auditor for the Post Office Depart- 
ment, for the year beginning Ist July, 1841, and 
ending 30th June, 1842: which, on motion of Mr. 
EVANS, was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was ordered that 
Madame Delusscr have leave to withdraw her peti- 
tion from the files of the Senate. __ 

On motion by Mr. KING, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition of 
Goldthwaite and Lyon, of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. BARROW gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to settle the 
land titles of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. BATES gave notice that he would, at the 
earliest day practicable, ask leave to introduce a 
bill for the relief of Henry Newman, and a bill for 
the payment of the balance due the State of Massa- 
chusetts for the service of her militia in the last 
war. : 

On motion, it was agreed that, when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjowm till Monday next. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented the credentials of the 
Hon.. Dawiex E. Hucer, elected by the Legisla- 
ture of South Carolina a Senator from that State, 
to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 
the Hon. Mr. CaLnous, He was qualified. f 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 7, 1843. 
The minutes of yesterday were read. 
LIBRARY COMMITTEE, 


Mr. BURKE asked for the action of the House 
on a joint resolution, from the Senate in relation to 
the Congressional Library. 

The resolution was read by the Clerk, and con- 
curred in, as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall bea Joint Committee on the 
Library, to consist of three members on the part of the Sen- 
ate and threefmembers\on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to 8uperintend and direct the expenditure of he) 
moneys appropriated for the library, and to perform such 
other duties as are or may be directed by law. 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 

Mr. NEWTON presented the memorial of Mr. 
Gocer of Virginia, complaining of the undue elec- 
tion of Mr. Tuomas W. Giumer; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Elections to be hereafter 
appointed, and was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS rose to present the memorial 
of Jonn M. Borrs, who was contesting the seat— 

The SPEAKER here rose, lefi the chair, and 
called Mr. Bearnsiry to preside for him. 

Mr. ADAMS then repeated that he rose to pre- 
sent the memorial of Jorn M. Borrs, contesting the 
right of Mr. Jons W. Jowrs to a seat in the House 
of Representatives of the United States, as a Rep- 
resentative of the sixth congressional district of 
Virginia. 

The memorial wag laid on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee of Elections when appointed, and 
was ordered to be printed. 

The Speaker then resumed his seat. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the unfinish- 
ed business of yesterday, in relation to the election 
of a printer to this House, be now taken up. 

Mr. GILMER begged to say, in relation to the 
amendment which he yesterday offered, that, at an 
early period, it was his intention to introduce a bill 
to divorce the political press of the country from the 
peblic treasury. 

Mr. BARNARD said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was mistaken as to the business now in order. 
The question pending on the amendment of the 
journal was entitled to precedence. 

The SPEAKER said he thought not. The wnfin- 
ished business of yesterday, now first in order, was 
that in relation to the election of a printer, which 
was left unfinished at the adjournment of the House; 
and, when that business was disposed of, the busi- 
ness alluded to by the gentleman from New York 
would be called up. 

Mr. WHITE inquired if the business 


to which 


the gentleman from New York alluded was noi 
postponed specifically. , nAn 

The Clerk read the motion, from which it ap- 
peared that it was postponed until “to-morrow.” 

Mr. WHITE contended that questions in relation 
to an amendment of the journal took precedence of 
all others. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested that the House 
should decide the order of precedence. 

The SPEAKER still gave precedence to the elec- 
tion question. ; i 

Mr. WHITE said a correction of the journal was 
a privileged motion, and overruled everything else; 
he should therefore appeal from the decision of the 
Chair; and as the question involved was a very im- 
portant.one, he should demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows: yeas 117, nays 55. 

So the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment 
of the House, 


THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice, that, at an 
early period, he should ask leave to introduce a bill 
on the subject of copyright. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE IN GERMAN. 


Mr. RAMSEY submitted a resolution, directmg 
3,000 copies of the annual message of the President 
‘of the United States to be printed in the German 
language, for the use of the House, {laughter,] un- 
der the direction of the Clerk. f 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he should like to 
know what had become of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, which the House ad 
just decided had priority over all other business. He 
must insist that it be taken up and disposed of be- 
fore any other business was acted upon. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


The resolution of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. McKay] was then taken up; which is as 
follows: 

“Resolved, That the Honse now proceed to the election of 
printer of this House for the 28th Congress, whose com- 
pensation shall be the same that was allowed to the printer 
of the House for the 26th Congress, subject to such altera- 
tions as may be made in the joint resolution of the 3d 
March, 1819, directing the manner in which the printing of 
Congress shall be executed, fixing the prices thereof, ‘and 
providing for the appointment of a printer or printers.” 


And, also, the amendment of Mr. GiLmeR was 
taken up as follows: 


“And that the printer who may be clected by this House 
shall serve until the close of the present Congress, unless it 
shall, in the meantime, be provided by law that the public 
patronage of the Government shall be separated from the 
political press; in which event, his service shall cease.” 


Mr. CAMPBELL said he hoped the amendment 
to the resolution would not be adopted. He thought 
it would be unjust towards the printer, whoever he 
might be, to ‘adopt it. It was presumed that the 
printer must necessarily incur considerable expense 
for the faithful discharge of the duties which would 
devolve upon him. Within a week, a fortnight, or, 
at most, a month after this expense had been incur. 
red, a law of Congress might be passed to separate 
the public printing from the political press. Then, if 
this resolution should be adopted, the consequence 
would be, the printer, after having incurred all the 
expense necessary for the discharge of his duty, 
would be turned out, and would necessarily sustain 
a heavy loss. He hoped the resolution inthe form 
in which it had been offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina would be adopted; and that the print- 
er should have his appointment for the whole Con- 
gress, or, at all events, for the whole session. He 
would in such case be much better prepared for the 
discharge of his duty. He had said itwould be unjust 
to the printer; it would also be so to the public, in- 
asmuch as the printer could of course better dis- 
charge his duty to the country, if there were a cer- 
tainty as to the period of his employment, than if 
it were left in uncertainty. If it should please Con- 
gress to pass a law Separating the public printing 
from the political press, let it be prospective in its 
Operation, and not interfere with contracts already 
made. 

Mr. CROSS of Arkansas suggested a modification 
of the original resolution, by inserting the word 
“hereafter:” without which, he said, it would not 
be, to his mind, sufficiently explicit. 

Mr. McKAY expressed his willingness to adopt 
the modification. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana 


said he thought, with the 


gentleman from Arkansas, that the resolution should 


fore tee 


not be adopted without some modification. He 
recollected that he had been upon the Committee on 
Printing, when the reduction was made of fifteen 
per cent.; and his own individual opinion at the 
time was, that the reduction was too great. He 
voted to reduce the price six per cent.; but he was 
overruled by the committee; and the resolution for a 
reduction of fifteen per cent. was reported. If there 
was public printing to be executed to the same ex- 
tent there was then, it might, perhaps, be but a just 
and fair reduction; but it had lately been ‘the 
practice for Congress to order less printing by 
about one-half than they did then. If the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from North Carolina should 
be adopted, and the House should pursue ge same 
economical course which they had lately Gone, it 
would be out of the power of any public. printer 
whatever to execute with fidelity and despatch the 
publie printing, and save himself from loss. He 

ad conversed with some of the printers of the Dis- 
trict, and he was informed that it would be impos- 
sible for them to do justice to the business, and save 
themselves from loss, upon those terms, unless the 
amount of printing should be increased. He mere- 
ly threw out these suggestions for the consideration 
of the House; and if the gentleman from North 
Carolina would consent that the reduction should 
not be more than ten per cent., at most, he would 
heartily concur with him; for he would be found to 
go as far as he who went farthest in any particular 
of economy which would not deprive labor of its 
fair equivalent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked for the reading of the 
resolution; and (it having been read by the Clerk) 
suggested that a specific time should be fixed for 
the continuance of the contract with the printer. 
This, he thought, would obviate the objection of 
the gentleman from Arkansas; and he (Mr. B.) 
would then cheerfully vote for the resolution. 
Without such modification, he thought it would be 
exceedingly unjust towards the printer. 


Mr. GILMER said it was not his desire to perpe- 
trate an injustice in any way. All that he desired 
was, to have a fair understanding, both on the part 
of the House, and also on the part of whoever 
might be elected printer, that there might be no dis- 
appointment, no injustice, and no necessity for fur- 
ther legislation upon the subject. The genileman 
from South Carolina had suggested that, by fixing the 
period of duration, injustice would be obviated. But 
suppose they were to fix upon the end of the session, 
or any day within the compass of the present ses- 
sion; and suppose, when that day arrived, Congress 
had not passed a measure for separating the public 
printing from the political press: then what would 
happen? There would be no printer to the House, 
and they would have to proceed again to the elec- 
tion of a printer. He thought, therefore, it would 
be better to have the time indefinite. He was con- 
vinced the House would not permit the printer, who- 
ever he might be, to suffer loss in consequence of 
any expenditures in the public service. 

Mr. PARMENTER was understood to say he 
had served three consecutive congressional terms, 
and during that time he did not think the House 
had been well served in regard to the printing. He 
thought at least the printer, whoever he might be, 
should not have it in his power to use the argument 
that he did not know how long he would continue 
ro a the office, as a pretext for doing the work 

adly. 

Mr. DICKEY offered an amendment, proposing 
that the printing be given out by contract, to the 
lowest bidder, to be executed under the direction of 
the Clerk. 

Mr. D. said he had no great objection to the 
printing of the House being done by the political 
press; but he did desire that the printing should be 
done at_the least possible expense to the Govern- 
ment. He presumed it was the desire of the House, 
as wellas of the gentleman from Virginia himself, that 
the public expenditure should be economized; and, 
as this proposition would probably accomplish his 
object, he hoped the gentleman would receive it as 
a modification of his amendment. : 

The CHAIR remarked that it would not be in 
order to move this amendment until the other one 
was disposed of. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Giimer’s 


amendment; and resulted—yeas 59, nays 124, as fol-. 


lows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Beardsley, Aaron V. 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Augustus A. Chapmen, Chap- 
pell, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Florence, Foot, French, Gilmer, Grider, Hardin, 
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Harper, Hopkins, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Teriery B. Johnson, Daniel P, King, Leonard, Mcil- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Nes, Newton, Peyton, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Almon H. Read, Sample, Schenck, Sen- 
ter, Simpson, Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, Vinton, Wheat- 
on, White, Wilkins, Wise, Woodward, William Wright, 
and Joseph A. Wright—59. 


NAYS.—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Atkinson, Barnard, i 


Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Wm. 
J. Brown, Buffington, Burke, Caldwell. Campbell, Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Dar- 
iel, R. D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Frick, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Jenks, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, La- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McConnell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, 
Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parment- 
er, Patterson, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Ritter, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tyler, Weller, Wentworth, Williams, Win- 
throp, and Yost—124. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. DICKEY here renewed his amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL observed that he had an 
amendment to offer, to perfect the original resolution, 
which, he believed, according to parliamentary rules, 
would take precedence of an amendment that pro- 
posed to strike out any part of it. 

The SPEAKER was of opinion that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was first 
in order. 

Mr. DICKEY observed that he would not detain 
the House by making any remarks on his amend- 
ment, farther than to say that he was not anxious 
to exclude political presses from the congressional 
printing; but he was anxious that other printers 
should be brought into competition with them, and 
that those persons who would do the work at the 
lowest prices should be employed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired, before the vote 
was taken, to make an explanation in relation to 
this proposition, which had been made to every 
Congress for the last ten years. If the House 
should determine to let its printing out to the lowest 
bidder, many persons would bid for it who were 
not able to carry it on; and the effect would be, that 
the business of the House would be delayed, while 
waiting for its printing; and thus a loss incurred ten 
times as much as they would save by the reduction 
that would be made. For instance: in such an 
event, there were printers in the city who, for the 
sake of getting the work, would bid 15 or 20 per 
cent. lower than anybody else; and not being pre- 
pared to carry it on, the House would have to wait 
till they were prepared; and this would inevitably 
be the case, unless they elected some man able to 
carry it on. 

Mr. DICKEY said that he could avoid that diffi- 
culty by amending his amendment—by adding a 
proviso, requiring him to carry on the work. (Mr. 
D. having made this modification to his amendment, 
went on to say:) His object was to bring the polit- 
ical presses of the country, though not all of the 
same school of politics, into competition with each 
other; and by this means get the public printing 
done at the lowest prices. There were establish- 
ments in the city able and ready to do the printing 
of the House, and would, no doubt, do it at the 
shortest notice. His ‘proposition might be voted 
down; and, ifso, he wished the vote to go to the coun- 
try; and he would follow it up with another attempt 
to get the prices reduced to the lowest rates that had 
been mentioned. He was not content with there- 
duction of 15 per cent., proposed by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay;] and still less 
with tlie proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Dayis,]to make a reduction of only 10 per 
cent. He was for a reduction of from 29 to 25 per 
cent. He had been told that, in 1840, the Harpers 
of New York offered to do it at 40 per cent. below 
the prices of 1819. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON would ask the gentle- 
man how much the Senate had reduced the prices 
of printing below the prices of 1849. They had 
just elected their printer, he believed. 

Mr. DICKEY observed, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that they had nothing to do 
with the Senate or their printer. He was aware 
that, at the commencement of the last Congress, the 


` printers of the House were elected under a resolu- 


tion reducing their compensation twenty per cent. 
below the prices of the resolution of 1819; and he 


P 


had understood that, at the-elose of the last gessi 


of the reduction: He was not- 
of the reasons which governe 
making this appropriation; but- he believed it was 
in consequence of their: having. to print: ‘some 
voluminous documents ordered by the’: House; on 
which they incurred. a loss.. not Saad bythe 8 
Mr: BEARDSLEY inquired what compensation 
was given to the printers of the last Congress, and 


whether they were not elected under a-resolution to. . 


do the pene for twenty” per cent. less than ‘the 
prices fixed by the: resolution of 1819; i; 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he could inform the 
gentleman, that Gales & Seaton, the printers of the 
last Congress, were paid the prices “fixed: by: the 
resolution of 1819, though they were elected to-do 
the printing at twenty’ per cent. Jess.” He would 
farther say, that he was informed by Blair & Rives 
that, if this Congress would only order ‘half as 


much printing as the last, they would do the work. 


at twenty per cent. below the prices of 1819, and 
not ask for any additional compensation. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the reading of 
the amendment, and it was read accordingly. 


Mr. WISE, after a few remarks not. heard, re- 
marked that, at the, last Congress, the whole ‘sub- 
ject was referred to a select committee, raised on ‘his 
motion; and by that committee it was fully exam- 
ined and discussed. This committee was: unani- 
mously of the opinion, without distinction of party, 
that Congress ought to have a printing press of its 
own, and appoint a salaried officer to conduct it. 
They were unanimously of opinion that the public 
work could be done at a reduction of at least 334 per 
cent.; and were further of opinion, that the good 
to be effected by this plan would. be worth four 


times more than the cost of printing.. ‘Then, as to- 


the various plans offered, provided’ Government 
should not have a press of its own, they consider- 
ed that of letting out the printing by contract: to be 
the worst of all. In the first place, they would ‘be 
apt to have an incompetent printer; and, in the sec- 
ond place, the principle of mdemnity would be in~ 
voked. The majority would induce. some person 


to bid so low that he could not live by it; and,-in 
the end, they would give him an indemnity for his- 


losses. 


Mr. W., in conclusion, said that he: had: long ° 


since determined that, no matter what, party might 
be in power, or who might be the candidates, never 
to vote for the election of a printer, so long asthe 
printing was connected with the political press. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dicxey’s 
amendment, and resulted in yeas 64, nays 110, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, 


Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis 


Loo © OL tne tas on; 
an appropriation was made to give them the: amount 

etfectly.: informed | 
the : majority: in ` 


Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Wash». 


ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B, Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
McClean, Mcilvaine,-Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, 


Nes, Newton, Peyton, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. {Read, - 
e: 


Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Albert Smith, 
Apres Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop, William Wright,” Joseph A. 
Wright—64. . k à 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Beards. 
ley, Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Bleckwell, Bossier, 
Jas. B. Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Cald» 
well, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Cross, Amasa Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Dillingham. Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, El- 
lis, Elmer, Isaac G. Farlee, French, Gilmer, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hugh A. Haralson, Hays, Herrick, Hopkins, Hoùston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
jameson, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, MceCler- 
nand, MeConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Jo- 
seph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, 
Peitit, E. D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, D. S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell. John T. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Went- 
worth, Williams, Wise, Woodward, and Yost-—-110. 


Mr. CAMPBELL now offered to amend the ori- 
ginal resolution, by striking out ‘26th Congress,” 
and inserting “27th Congress,” so as to reduce the 
compensation of printer to 20 per cent, below the 


prices of 1819. ; 

Mr. C. said that tne Democratic arty possessed 
the disposition for an economical administration of 
the public money, and they had now an opportunity 
of carrying out their principles. Would they not 
o as far as the Whig Congress of 1840?) He was 
aware that the printers elected at that Congress, under 


20 


a reduction of 20 per cent., had the amount made up 
to-them at the.close of the last session; but we, (said 
he,) are in the majority, and can do the same thing 
if we find that the printers we elect sustain any loss 
by their.contract. 

Mr. MéKAY observed, that that was the very 
difficulty that. he wished to avoid. He wished to 
fix the compensation of- the printer at a fair rate, 
and, at the same time, effect a considerable reduction 
tothe Government. At the last Congress, the House 
went into an election of printer under a resolution 

- fixing the compensation at 20 per cent. less than the 
scale of prices fixed by the resolution of 1819. The 
consequence was, that, at the close of that Congress, 
the majority passed an appropriation giving Gales & 
Seaton, the printers, a sum, sufficient to. bring their 
compensation up to the amount it had been reduced 
from. By this kind of legislation, Gales & Seaton 
received $37,000 more. than they contracted to do 
the work for. _ In the preceding Congress, the Dem- 
ocratic party, then in power, elected their printers on a 
reduction of fifteen per cent. below the prices of 1819, 
who did the work at the prices fixed, and never 
asked for additional compensation. Mr. McK.., after 
referring to the evidence collected by the committee 
of 1819, for the purpose of showing what would be 
a fair compensation for the public printing, express- 
ed the hope that the reduction, as proposed in his 
resolution, would be made. 

Mr. FRENCH said many of them were new 
members, and were, consequently, in some difficulty 
how to act; they were desirous to maintain a just 
economy for the Government on the one hand, and 
yet to pay the public printer an adequate compensa- 
tion on the other. The difficulty with them was, 
what was a just compensation; and that they might 
act understandingly, he hoped the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. McKay] would accept a prop- 
osition from him, and incorporate itin his resolu- 
tion, for the purpose of appointing a committee who 
shall be instructed to inquire, and report to this 
House, such rate of compensation to be paid to the 
public printer, as shall maintain a just economy to 
the Government; and that the rate of printing to be 
hereafter paid shall be such as shall be fixed by the 
House after receiving the committee’s report. This, 
he believed, would remove the embarrassment un- 
der which they labored. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON was desirous that the 
House should come to definite action, and therefore 
he moved the previous question. 

Mr. FRENCH hoped the previous question 
‘would not be enforced. It was not his purpose to 
feliy the election of printer, 


r. CAVE JOHNSON said he had no doubt’ 


the gentleman from Kentucky had no such inten- 
tion, but such would be the effect of his propo- 
sition. i 

Mr. BARNARD inquired what would be the cf- 
fect of the previous question? 

‘The SPEAKER replied that it would cut off all 
pending amendments. 

Mr. BARNARD said this House was still acting 
under the parliamentary law, and not under any 
rules of this House. 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and 60 voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARNARD said a single member could 
second the demand for the previous question; un- 
der the parliamentary law, which now governed 
them. 

Mr. STEENROD was of opinion that it required 
a majority of the House to sustain the demand for 
the previous question. 

r. J. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and 
nays on the question, Shali the main question be 
now put? 

'The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then stated to be on the 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. McKay.] 

Mr. WHITE asked if he understood the Speaker 
to decide that the previous question cut off all amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHITE said the Speaker was in error. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said the gentleman was 
too late with his objection. 

Mr. WHITE said this was the only proper time 
at which it could be made; for this was the time 
when the Chair must decide on what the question 
must be taken. 

The SPEAKER said, as it had been deter- 
mined that the main question should be now put, 
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the House was brought to a direct vote on the ori- 
ginal proposition; and all amendments were cut 
off. í 

Mr. WHITE said, such he understood to be the 
decision of the Chair; but he differed from the Chair 
in opinion, and he wished to call the attention of 
the Chair to the parliamentary law, under which 
they were acting. 

The SPEAKER said the question was not debata- 
ble. i 

Mr. WHITE said he did not intend to debate 
the question, but. to show the Speaker that his 
construction was an improper one. 


Mr. BIDLACK submitted that the gentleman - 
from Kentucky was too late with his objection; the 
Speaker having decided what would be the effect of 
ordering the main question to be put, before the 
question was taken upon it. The gentleman from 
Kentucky should have appealed when the decision 
was made. 


Mr. WHITE said, at the time to which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania alluded, the Speaker 
only explained the effect the. vote would have, for 
the information of the House. He then proceeded 
to call the attention of the Speaker, and of the 
House, to the parliamentary law, and the various 
modifications of rules in relation thereto made by 
the House of Representatives in 1840, and at other 

eriods. 

Mr. JAMESON inquired if the question was de- 
batable. 

The SPEAKER said it was not. 

Mr. WHITE said he musteappeal from the’ de- 
cision of the Chair. ; 

The SPEAKER explained the grounds of his de- 
cision. 

Some conversation ensued, in which the SPEAK- 
ER, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. WELLER, partici- 

ated. 3 
£ Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the decision of 
the House had not been, that the main question 
should be now put—in presenti. 


Mr. WHITE admitted that the question must be 
now put; but he wished to know what the question 
was. He contended that it was on the amendments; 
and, in support of his opinion, he quoted from Jef- 
ferson’s Manual. ` 

Mr. ADAMS asked by what authority the rules 
of the British Government were made the rules of 
this House. He asked where was to be found the au- 
thority for if? 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question was 
not debatable. i 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I am asking a question. I 
want to know by what authority it is so. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL made a remark which 


was inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 


Mr. ADAMS replied. Sir,I do not go to the 
Supreme Court of the United States for the rules of 
this House. Give me the authority for their use 
here. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was not because the 
British Parliament had enacted them for this House, 
but because they were the rules of common sense. 
But every body had a right to decide when it would 
take any question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the question— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will come to order. 

Mr. ADAMS. TI ask the question: By what au- 
thority the rules of the British House of Commons 
are made the rules of this House? 

Mr. WHITE having reduced his point of order 
to wgiting, it was read by the Clerk. It was, that 
the previous question does not cut off amendments, 
according to the parliamentary law. 


The SPEAKER then put the question on the ap- 
peal, in this form: “Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Ifouse” which was 
decided in the affirmative almost unanimously. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of the 
original resolution; which was carried. 

Mr. STRONG nominated Messrs. 
Rives as the printers of this House. 

Mr. COBB (not, probably, hearing Mr. Srrone) 
made a like nomination of Blair & Rives. 

Mr. VANCE nominated Messrs. Gales & Sea- 
ton. > - 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the election 
be made viva voce; which was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Coss of 
Georgia, Vance of Ohio, and Cave Jonnson of 
Tennessee, as tellers to superintend the election; and, 


Plair & 


T 


having taken the vote, they reported, by Mr. Cons, 
that the whole number of votes was - 197 

Necessary to a choice, RS 99 

Of which Messrs. Blair & Rives received 124 

Messrs. Gales & Seaton =- -~ = 62 

Jacob Gideon - =o Be os 1 

For Blair & Rives. 

Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Beardsley, Ben. 
ton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bos- 
sier; Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, A. A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, 
Daniel, Richard D, Davis, J. W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dil- 
lingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, El- 
mer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Hale, Hamlin, Haral- 
son, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles g Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslin, 
Maclay, McClellan, McClernard, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, E. D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, D. S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, Russell, 
St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbats, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Woodward, Jo 
seph A. Wright, Yost, and Mr. Speaker—124. 


For Gales & Seaton. 


Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Chappell, Chilton, 
Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet,. Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, 
Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Peyton, Phenix, 
Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, Rogers, Sam- 
pie, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Andrew 
Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, White, and Winthrop—62. 


For Jacob Gideon, 


Mr. Gilmer—1, 

Messrs. Blair and Rives were therefore declared 
duly elected the printers of this House for jhe 
28th Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved that the Honse 
proceed to the election of Sergeant-at-arms, viva 
voce. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, nominated Newton 
Lane, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CHILTON, of Virginia, nominated the Ser- 
poantararms of the last Congress, Mr. Eleazer M. 

ownsend. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Brown 0 
Indiana, Cumron of Wirginia, and WELLER of 
Ohio, as the tellers to superintend the election; and, 
having taken the vote, they reported, by Mr. 
Browy, that the whole number of votes given 


was - - - =o - 184 
Necessary to achoice - - ~ - 93 
Of which Mr. Newton Lane received - - 128 
Mr. E. M. Townsend - - - - 56 
The following is the vote: 
For Newton Lane. 
Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Beardsley, 


Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jaccb Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, 
Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John 
W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom 

oole, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
‘rick, Gilmer, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Her: 
rick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClellan, MeClernand, McCon 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Matthews, Moore, Joseph Morris, 
Murphy, Nes, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Em- 
ery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thom: 
as H. Seymour, David L., Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart. Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Wel 
ler, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Wise, Wood- 
ward, Joseph A. Wright, Yost, and Mr. Speaker—128. 

For E. M. Townsend. 


Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Chilton, Collamer, 
Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, W. Green, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Daniel P, King, Melivaine, Edward J, Morris, 
Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ray- 
ner, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert 
Smith, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, and William Wright—s6. 


Mr. Newton Lane was therefore declared to be 
duly elected. 

Mr. MURPHY offered a resolution, tothe effect 
that Jesse E. Dow be appointed the Dootkeeper of 
this House, i 


Mr. DROMGOOLE wished the House to pro- 
ceed viva voce. : 

Mr. MURPHY consented, and withdrew his 
resolution. kia 

Mr. BARNARD asked if the resolution was in 
order. 

_[Cries of “It’s withdrawn.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi renewed the 
motion, that the House proceed to the election of 
Doorkeeper. 
~ Mr. BARNARD still desired to submit to the 
Chair, if the unfinished business in relation to the 
amendment of the journal had not now the prece- 
dence? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved the further post- 
ponement of that business; which was agre@d to. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi then renewed 
his motion that the House proceed to the election of 
Doorkeeper viva voce; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JAMESON nominated Jesse E. Dow. 

Mr. WINTHROP nominated Joseph Follansbee. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs, JAMESON, 
Wixrnrop, and Tuompson the tellers; who took 
the vote, and reported (by Mr. Tompson) that 


the whole number of votes was - - 17 
Necessary to.a choice - - - 89 
Of which, Jesse E. Dow received - 15 
Joseph Follansbee - - - 52 


The following is the vote: 

For Jesse E. Dow. 

Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Beardsley, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, 
Cobb,‘ Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis John 
W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, 

‘rick, Gilmer, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Her- 
rick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houstan, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, A. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McCauslin, McClellan, MceClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
phy, Nes, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Potter, 

rdy, Rathbun, David. S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Rus- 
sell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith,Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor. Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wise, Woodward, Joseph 
A. Wright, Yost, and Mr. Speaker.—128, 

For Joseph Follansbee. 

Messrs Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Cranston 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish 
Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider 
Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R, in 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King 
Mellvaixe, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Newton, Patterson 
Peyton, Rayner, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, AJber 
Smith, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance 
Vinton, White, and Winthrop.—é2. 

Mr. Jesse E. Dow was, therefore, declared duly 
elected. 

Mr. WELLER moved that, when the House ad- 
journ, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. The 
usual practice, he believed, was to allow a couple of 
days in the first week ofthe session, for the organ- 
ization of the committees. 

The SPEAKER remarked that, if the House 
would indulge him, he would make a brief explana- 
tion, which had been suggested by the remarks of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

A memorial had been to-day presented by the 
geneman from Massachusetts, from Mr. Borrs of 

irginia, contesting his rightto a seat in the House; 
and this appeared to him to render it proper that he 
should ask the House that, in the appointment of 
its standing committees, he should be relieved from 
the duty of appointing the Committee of Elections, 
which was to pass on his own case. He felt him- 
self compelled to make this request, as well in jus- 
tice to Mr. Borrs, as on account of the delicate po- 
sition in which he was placed. 

Mr. PARMENTER then offered a resolution, 
that the Speaker appoint the standing committees 
of the House, except the Committee of Elections. 

The Speaker here left the chair; which, at his 
request, was taken by Mr. Bearpsiey of New 

ork. 

Mr. McKAY suggested that it would be better to 
adopt the resolution in relation to the rules, before 
acting on this resolution. ‘There were now no rules 
fixing the number of the standing committees; and 
this resolution was, therefore, premature. He 
hoped the. gentleman from Massachusetts would, 
under these circumstances, withdraw his resolu- 
tion. i 
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_ Mr. PARMENTER replied, that his resolution 
included all the standing committees, except the 
Committee of Elections. : 

Mr. WISE suggested that the resolution for th 
adoption of the rules came up as the order of the 
day, in consequence of the postponement till to-mor- 
row of the resolution in relation to the correction of 
the journal. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL hoped that the 
House would not adjourn without ordering the 
printing of the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. STRONG observed that the resolution of the 


_gentleman from Massachusetts referred to the stand- 


ing committees under the rules of the House, while 
the House had, as yet, adopted no rules. There- 
fore, if the House adopted this resolution, it would 
order the appointment of committees under rules 
which had no existence. 

The question was then put on Mr. PARMENTER’S 
resolution; and it was carried. 

Mr. WELLER then renewed his motion that the 
adjournment of the House to-day should be to 
Monday next. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed to the House not 

to adopt any resolution for a recess until they had 
adopted rules for the government of their proceed- 
ings. : 
‘Mr. HOPKINS suggested that, before they agreed 
to adjourn over to Monday, it would be better for 
the House to proceed to the election of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. The Speaker would then know 
who were appointed on that committee, and would 
thus be relieved from fnuch difficulty and embarrass- 
ment in the appointment of the other standing com- 
mittees. 

The CHAIR stated that the question must be 

ut on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
Ptr. WELLER. | 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 95, noes 56. 

So the House determined that its adjournment of 
to-day should be to Monday next. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House procecd 
to the election of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. ADAMS said that he had a communication 
to make to the House, .that would necessarily be 
followed up by an adjournment. He mentioncd this, 
in order that the House might dispose of any neces- 
sary business before it was made. 

he CHAIR informed the gentleman that there 
was a motion pending to go into the election of a 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that the appointment of a 
committee by the House now, would be apt to cre- 
ate the very impressions the Speaker wished to 
avoid. The committee was to consist of nine mem- 
bers; and he, for one, was not prepared to designate 
them. If they wentinto the appointment of a Com- 
mittce of Elections now, it would appear ag if the 
whole thing had been settled beforehand, and, in- 
stead of relieving the Speaker from suspicion, it 
would appear as ifthere was a packed committee. 

Mr. SAUNDERS hoped, after the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that the House 
would at once go into the election of the committee. 
If they adjourned without appointing the commit- 
tee, it would be an admission of the justice of the 
gentleman’s remarks. He, fer one, as a friend of 
the Speaker, never heard of this thing before, and 
he was confident that it was cqually new to most of 
the members of the House. 

Mr. GILMER observed that he was in the same 
situation with the Speaker, for his seat had also been 
contested. He therefore hoped that the House 
would not put him on the committee; and he desired 
to express the hope that the House would award to 
his competitor a fair and liberalecommittee. He did 
not wish to hold his seat fora single instant, if he 
could not make it more than manifest that he had 
received a majority of all the legal votes in his dis- 
trict. 

Mr. DAVIS here moved that the House do now 
adjourn; which motion was rejected. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS. here modified his motion so as 
to require the vote to be given viva voce. 

Mr. GILMER asked to be excused from voting. 

Mr. THOMPSON confessed that he was not 
prepared to go into this election. Not anticipating 
that he should be called on to make this appoint- 
ment, he had not thought of the persons proper to 
constitute the committee. He therefore renewed 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WISE suggested that the shortest course 
would be for some gentleman on the Democratic 


side to. nominate the. Democratic porti je 
committee, and for some gentleman on th ier 

side to nominate the Whig portion of the committee; . _ 
and he pledged himself to vote for the en. 
thus nominated. : : 


would be a fair proportion; and that some Whig. 
gentleman would nominate the other three. © +2 > 
Mr. CARROLL proposed as a substitute for Mr. 
Horxrys’s motion, that the present incumbent of the 
chair [Mr. Brarpsugy] have the appointment of the 
Committee of Elections. ‘ ee 
Mr. DROMGOOLE was opposed to the motion 
of the gentleman from New Yor, (Mr. CARROLL;] 
as it would be an unprecedented thing to vest “the 
appointment of one of the most. important: of. the 
standing committees in an individual member of the 
House. The motion designated him as the present 
incumbent of the chair—a circumstance which the 
journal took no notice of; for, unless the Speaker was 
absent for a day, it would not be noticed on the jout- 
nal. If a resolution.had been offered to. vest. the 
appointment of this committee in any other indi- 
vidual member, would it not have been thought. a 
most extraordinary motion? And yet the accidental 


-circumstance of the gentleman from New York bê- 


ing in the chair did not alter the case. . He bogged 
to be understood as not meaning the slightest- disre- 
spect to the gentleman in the chair, in making these 
remarks. ae 

Mr. BEARDSLEY remarked that, for reasons 
which he could not then offer, he would not desire 
to have the appointment of this committee; = 1 

Mr. WISE regretted to differ with his colleague, 
but he thought the appointment of this committee. 
by the gentleman in the chair would be very proper 
and exceedingly convenient, as it would relieve the 
House from much trouble. The House usually 
gave the appointment of all its standing committees 
to the Speaker, who, in one sense, was but an indi- 
vidual member, and who, in making his appoint- 
ments, exercised the authority of the House, and. 
not his own.. Mr. W., after commending tlie spirit 
of fairness and liberality in which the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. CarroLL,] a Whig member, 
had made his motion, expressed the hope that: the 
House would adopt it. : ; 

Mr. NEWTON objected to the resolution, that 
it would not relieve the Speaker, as the appointment 
of the committee would be made by a gentleman 
that he had placed in the chair. He begged to be 
understood as not casting any imputation on the 
Speaker, or the gentleman from New York; but. it 
appeared to him, that if there was any impropriety 
in the appointment of the committee by the Speaker, 
the same objection would apply to the appointment 

the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. OWEN said that the objection which the 
gentleman from Virginia had made to the nomina- 
tion of the committee by the present incumbent’ of 
the chair, seemed to him without force. The ob- 
jection was, that that gentleman was “‘the appointee 
of the Chair.” But he was not the appointee—end 
that was the point of importance—with any possible 
reference to the present contingency. There was not 
even a possibility that the Speaker could have anti- 
cipated such a proposition as that which had most 
unexpectedly come from the other side of the House- 
The House knew this; the country would know it. 
Then, too, the proposal itself came from the minori 
ity—from that minority, whose rights in this matter 
it was just and proper that we should respect. The 
gentleman now in the chair was, then, so far as the 
present proposal was concerned, not the appointee of 
the Speaker; and the most overstrained delicacy 
could find, in the mere agency of the Speaker in 
ceding the chair to him, no valid reason why the 
duty of appointing this committee should not de- 
volve upon the Speaker protem. To save time, and 
avoid confusion, he hoped the motion would pre 
vail. . 

The question was then taken on Mr. Canrouy’s 
substitute, and it-was carried—ayes 98, noes 48. 

So the appointment of the Committee of Elec- 
tions was vested in Mr. BEARDSLEY. ; 

The CHAIR laid before the House several Exec- 
utive communications, which were laid. on the table, 
and ordered to be printed, as follows: — | 

A report from the War Department, in reply to 
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the resolution of the. last.session, making inquiries 
in relation to the fitness of cotton for tents. 
“he Treasury account of the expenses of the Post 
Office Department. ag AS ; i 
TA communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting “estirnates of additional appro- 
priations for the. present fiscal Shas : 

A communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting estimates of appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1845. ` . 

Also, the annual. report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the.finances. 

Mr. ADAMS here observed, that he had intend- 
ed to make a communication to the House, which 
would necessarily be accompanied by some remarks; 
but, at the present late hour, he would postpone it 
for a future occasion. He would, however, take 
this opportunity of presenting a resolution to the 
House. - 

Mr. A. then offered a joint resolution for the ap- 
pointment of. two.Chaplains, of different denomina- 
tions, for the two Houses of Congress, to interchange 
weekly. 

The resolution being read and adopted, 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 11, 1843. 


Mr. BAGBY, elected by the Legislature of Ala- 
-bama a Senator from that State from and after the 
4th day of March last, was presented to the Senate 
by his-colleague, Mr..Kine, and was qualified. 

“The PRESIDENT, in obedience to the order 
taken by the Senate, announced the following as the 
standing committees, viz: 


On Foreign Relations —Mr. Archer, chairman. 
Messrs. Berrien, Buchanan, Tallmadge, and Choate. 

On Finance Mr. Evans, chairman. Messrs. 
MoDufie, Huntington, Woodbury, and Critten- 

en. 

On Commerce.—Mr. Huntington, chairman. 
Messrs.. Woodbridge, King, Barrow, and Wright. 

On Manufactures—Myr. Simmons, chairman. 
Messrs. Archer, Miller, Buchanan, and Morehead. 

On Agriculture.—Mr. Upham, chairman. Messrs. 
Bates, Sturgeon, Semple, and Atchison. 

On Military “fairs Mr Crittenden, chairman. 
Messrs. Barrow, Benton, Dayton, and Foster, 

On the Militia.—Mr. Barrow, chairman. Messrs. 
Fulton, Semple, Fairfield, and Atchison. 

Naval Affairs——-My. Bayard, chairman. 
Messrs. Choate, Huger, Haywood, and Henderson, 

On Public. Lands.—Mr. Woodbridge, chairman. 
Menari, Tallmadge, Walker, Jarnagin, and More- 

ead. 
On Private Land Claims.—Myr. Henderson, chair- 
man. Messrs. Haywood, Sprague, Tappan, and 
Colquitt. 

On Indian Affairs. —Mr. White, chairman. Messrs. 
Morehead, Sevier, Phelps, and Benton. 

On Claims.—Mr. Foster, chairman. Messrs. 
Wright, Woodbury, Phelps, and Haywood. 

On Revolutionary Claims—Myr. Jarnagin, chair- 
man. Messrs. Clayton, Upham, Colquitt, and Han- 
negan. 

On the Judiciary.—Mr. Berrien, chairman. Messrs. 
Clayton, Dayton, Walker, and Huger. 

On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Mr. Merrick, 
chairman. Messrs. Simmons, Jarnagin, Fulton, 
and Atchison. 

On Roads and Cunals—Mr. Porter of Michigan, 
chairman. Messrs. White, King, Breese, and Stur- 

eon. 
p On Pensions.—Mr. Bates, chairman. 
vier, Foster, Evans, and Atherton. 

On the District of Columbia.—My. Miller, chair- 
Messrs. Bayard, King, Merrick, and Sem- 

e. 
j On Patents and the Patent Office. —Mr. Phelps, 
chairman. Messrs. Porter of Michigan, Bates, 
Sturgeon, and Atherton. 

-On Retrenchment. —Mr. Morehead, chairman. 
Messrs. Miller, Huntington, Fulton, and Hender- 
son, 

On the Public Buildings. —Mr. Dayton, chairman. 
Messrs. Breese and Baeby. 

To audit and control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate.-—Mr. Tappan, chairman. Messrs. White 
and Porter of Michigan. 

On Printing.—Mr. Simmons, chairman. Messrs. 
Fairfield and Sprague. 

On Engrossed Bills—My. Dayton, chairman. 
Messrs, Bagby and Sprague, 


Messrs. Sc- 


Mr. TAPPAN submitted the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: E 

Resolved, That a Committee on the Library of Congress, 
and on Enrolled Bills, be appointed on the part of the Senate, 
in pursuance of the joint resolution of the two Houses. 

Ordered, That the President pro tempore appoint 
the said committee: 

The PRESIDENT, in accordance with the above, 
appointed Messrs. Choate, Tappan, and Berrien, to 
constiiute the Committee on the Library; and | 

Messrs. Hannegan and Atherton the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of Mark 
Simpson, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, praying for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. e 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the petition 
heretofore presented by him from Mary Reeside of 
Pennsylvania, was orderedto be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Eunice 
Redington, of the State of New York, praying the 
allowance of certain arrears of pension due to her 
deceased husband, Jabob Redington; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, ordered, that the 
petition of Capt. John Bosworth, be taken from the 
files of the Senate; and, with the additional papers 
now presented, be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition and papers 
of George Davenport, of Rock Island, Illinois, pray- 
ing the right of pre-emption to a tract of land on 
which he has been residing for a number of years: 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HENDERSON presented a memorial from 
the president and directors of the West Feliciana 
Railroad Company, praying a remission of duty on 
certain railroad iron, which was not laid down in 
the time prescribed by law: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was ordered 
that so much of the President’s message as related 
to the naval service, be committed to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, praying 
the establishment of a mail-route from Washington, 
Pa., to Steubenville, Ohio; which, with the petitions 
on the files on the same subject, were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of Isaac Ilsey, 
of Portland, Maine, praying that certain moneys 
wrongfully paid into the treasury may be refunded 
to him: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, presented the petition of Polly Edwards, a 
widow ofa soldier of the Revolution, asking for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Thomas Fillebrown, jr., 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was ordered that 
the memorial of the General’Assembly of Ilinois, 
on the subject of reducing the rates of postage, be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from J. T. 
Hudson, praying the passage of the bill of the last 
session for the settlement of his claim to the Pca 
Patch Island: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Central Railroad and Banking Company of Georgia, 
asking the remission of duties on certain railroad 
iron: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, it was ordered that 
the memorial of the Board of Internal Improvement 
of the State of Michigan, praying for the remission 
of duties on certain railroad ‘iron, was taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr.BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day under the rule, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
lay before the Senate the plan and estimate for a permanent 
wharf at Pensacola navy-yard, as designed by James Her- 
ron, civil engineer, and approved by the naval commandant 
of the station, acting under the instructions of the Navy 
Department. 

_ vind be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy 
instruct Mr. Herron to prepare, for the purpose of bein 

transmitted to the Senate, the plan of a dock, marine rail- 
way, or other suitable work, as shall, in the opinion of some 
engineer, be best adapied to the locality, and afford the 
greatest facility for the thorough repair of ships-of-war at 
Pensacola; accompanied by an estimate of the probable 


cost of constructing such work in the mosi permanent mau 
ner. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, it was ordered 
that the papers of John Hutchins be taken from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. . 

Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, introduced a bill to reduce and graduate 
the price of the public lands in favor of settlers and 
cultivators; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
ressntatives by Carer J. McNuiry, their Clerk, in- 
forming the Senate of the adoption of a resolution 
for the appointment of two Chaplains for the two 
Houses, who are to havea weekly interchange of 
service, and asking the concurrence of the Senate 
therein,also informing the Senate that the House 
had concurred in their resolution for appointment of 
a joint Committee on the Library. 

The question was then taken, and the Senate con- 
curred in the resolution for the appointment of the 
chaplains. 

he PRESIDENT laid before the Senate thean- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the report be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: agreed 


to. 

Mr. EVANS then moved that the usual extra 
numbers of the report be punted, He said it was 
probable that there might be some other part of the 
repart which it would be proper to refer to some 
other committee. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that there were sev- 
eral other aes embraced in the report, not pro- 
perly referrible to the Committee on Finance—one 
particularly, relating to the warehousing system, 
which should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING suggested the propriety of laying the 
report on the table, in order to enable Senators. to 
peruse it, and also to decide to what committees it 
would be proper to refer the various topics embraced 
in it. This suggestion was concurred in. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the motion to print 
the report was, by unanimous consent, aeree to, 
without reference to the Committee on Printing; and 
1700 copies extra were ordered to be printed—1500 
for the use of the Senate, and 200 for the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON, on leave, and agreeably to 
notice heretofore given, introduced a bill to confirm 
the survey and location of claims for land in the 
State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, and south 
of the 31st degree of north latitude; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Commitee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Navy Department, transmitting 
an abstract of the expenditure for the contingent ex- 
penses of the Navy; which was, on motion of My. 
BAYARD, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs; and a motion to’print, to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The CHAIR stated that this was the day pre- 
scribed by the 40th rule of the Senate for the election 
of its officers. 

Mr. KING moved that the Senate now proceed to 
a ballot for the officers: agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Secretary. 
The ballot resulted as follows: 

Asbury Dickens received 47 votes, being the whole 
mimber given. He presented himself, and was quali- 

ed. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Sergeant- 
at-Arms and Doorkeeper, both being the same 
office. The ballot resulted as follows: 


For Edward Dyer, = á - 39 
“ Robert Porter, - 7 a 1 
t Robert Beale, - a z 1 

Blanks, > > w s P 5 


Mr. Dyer being declared to be 
sented himself, and was qualified. 


The Senate then proceeded to ballot for an Assist- 
ant Doorkeeper; the result was: 


duly elected, pre- 


For Robert Beale - - - - 23 

For Robert E. Horner -~ - - 23 

Blank - = 3 z a 

There was no election; and the Senate proceeded 
again to ballot. The following is the result: 

For Robert Beale - - - - 24 

For Robert E. Horner - - - 23 


Mr. Beale being declared to be duly elected, pre- 
sented himself, and was qualified. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 


proceeded to the election of a Chaplain. A ballot 

was taken; the following was ‘the result: i 
The Rev. Mr. Tuston - - - 37 
The Rev. Mr. Bulfinch -~ = - 3 
The Rev. Mr. Woodman - - - 1 
Mr. Tuston was declared to be duly elected chap- 


lain to the Senate. 
Mr. SEVIER, it was ordered that 


On motion b a 
the petition and papers of Benjamin Murphy be 


taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the . 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table, viz: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate, with as little delay as possible, an- 
swers to the following inquiries: 

1. Has the Board of Commissioners, authorized and pro- 

. vided for by the 17th article of the Cherokee treaty of 1835- 
236, appointed by the President and Senate of the United 
States in the year 1836, and adjourned or dissolved in'the 
spring of 1839, been reoncanszep by the appointment of the 
commissioners in September 1842?---the said 17th article being 
inthe following words: 

“Art. 17. All the claims arising under or provided for in 
the several articles of this treaty, shall be examined and ad- 
judicated by such commissioners as shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
counsent of the Senate of the United States for , that purpose; 

„and their decision shall be visar. Andon their certificate of 
the amount due the several claimants they shall be paid by 
the United States.” 


2. When the board was first organized in the year 1836, 
werc not the funds appropriated to pay the claims adjudica- 
ted under the above article of the Cherokee treaty, placed 
in the hands of a disbursing offieer by the Secretary of War 
(Gov. Cass) with instructions to pay upon the certificate 
issued by the board and under its sole direction? And was 
not Secretary Cass at the head of the War Department when 
the Cherokee treaty of 1835-36 was negotiated? 

8. How many certificates were issued by the board at its 
former session, upon its decrees, as shown by the files of 
the War Department? And were not these certificates paid 
in full, and received in the Second Auditor’s office from the 
disbursing officer as the proper vouchers for his disburse- 
ments, without a single case upon which they were predi- 
cated peing referred to the Secretary of War for his re- 
vision 

_ 4, Do the records of the War Department, from the time 
the board was first organized in 1836,. up to its reorganiza- 
tion in September, 1842, exhibit a single instance wherein 
the Executive ei pre ofthe Government assumed the 
powers to control the judicial action of the Cherokee board, 
prescribe the boundaries of its jurisdiction under the treaty, 
or alter or annul its decrees, when it declared them to be 
frah and issued a certificate for the amsunt due, as prescri- 

ed by the treaty. 

5, Since the reorganization of the Cherokeg@board in Sep- 
tember, 1842, have the certificates issued by the commis 
sioners fupon their decrees, been paid according to the mode 
prescribed under the administration of President Jackson, 
and continued throughout the administration of President 
Van Buren? Does an order now exist in the department 
that the certificates must be submitted to the Secretary of 
War for allowance or rejection, in whole or in part: and if 
any portion is allowed, that it must be paid upon a separate 
requisition, issued by him in each case? 

6. When certificates, issued since September, 1842, have 
been presented to the Secretary of War, in compliance with 
the above order, have not the proceedings of the board, in 
the case upon which the certificate has issued, been de- 
manded for re-examination; and.has not the department as- 
sumed the power of annulling the decree of the board, and 
in many cases set the decree aside, refused payment to 
claimants—in others, postponed the We for further consid- 
eration; and, in cases where the decree of the board is con- 
firmed, refused to pay the certificate in full, in conformity 
with the plain provisions df the treaty, and in accordance 
with the precedents left in the department by two former 
Administrations? And that the Secretary of War will com- 
municate to the Senate the law or authority by which this 
power is conferred upon his department. 

7. Are the certificates issued by the board, now in exist- 
ence, the same in matter and form (taken from the same 
printed certificate book) as those issued by the same tribu- 
nal at its former session? What amount of clainis were ad- 
judicated and paid by the former, and what amount has 
peen adjudicated by the board now in session? What num- 
ber. of awards made by the latter have been allowed and 

aid by the department, and what number have been disal- 
owed or suspended? 


_ Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is,directed to furnish a statement to the Senate of the 
amount of money paid out of the treasury on certificates 
issued by the board of commissioners appointed in Septem- 
ber, 1842, under the 17th article of the Cherokee treaty of 
1835--6; the date when such payments were made, and 
whether said certificates were paid in whole or in part; 
and if paid only in part, that he state by what authority, or 
under what law, any portion of the money which appears io 
bė due to the several claimants upon the face of said certifi- 
cates, has been withheld. 


etd 


On motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Jamison and Williamson 
be taken from ihe files,and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

‘The Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 11,1843. 

Mr. ADAMS rose to a correction of the journal. 
He observed that it was there stated that the memo- 
rial he presented from John M. Botts, contesting the 
election of Jons W. Joxes, was laid on the table; 
whereas the motion he made was to refer it to the 
Committee of Elections, when appointed. 


The Speaker here left the chair, and called to it | 


Mr. Horxins, of Virginia. 

The CHAIR observed that there wasno Commit- 
tee of Elections at the time the memorial was pre- 
sented; but the correction and reference would be 
made as suggested. p aN 

Mr. NEWTON rose to a similar correction in re- 
lation to the memorial he presented from Mr. Gog- 
gin, contesting the seat of Mr. Gumer. He wished 
that memorial also to be referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 


The CHAIR said that the correction and reference - 


would be made, of course. . 

Mr. CHAPPELL announced that his colleague 
(My. Sreruens, of Georgia) was in attendance, and 
ready to take the oath. Mr. Srupnens thenattended 
at the table, and the oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States was admiuistered to him by the 
SPEAKER. z 

Mr. RAMSAY of Pennsylvania, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to procure, in the 


German language, three thonsand copies of the Presidents 
message, for the use of the members of this House. 


Mr. VINTON rose and asked the House to ex- 
euse him from serving on the Commiitee of Elections. 
It was known that, at the present session, that com- 
mittee was one of particular importance, involving 
very high responsibilities to the House and to the 


country. He, of course, duly appreciated the honor | 


of having been placed on that committee. Consider- 
ing the number of questions, and the nature of them, 


already referred to that committee, it must be appa- | 


rent to all that its labors will be greater than that of 
any other committee of the Housc during the ses- 
sion. He was not disposed to shrink from any labor 
or responsibility that the House might be disposed 
to impose on him; but he came here in an infirm 
state of health, and did not feel that he was physi- 
cally able to discharge the duties of that committee. 
It was on that ground that he asked the House to 
excuse him. ` 

The question was then taken on excusing Mr. 
Vinton, and decided in the affirmative—the Chair 
[Mr. Hopxis] observing that the vacancy thus cre- 
ated in the Committee of Elections would, as a mat- 
ter of course, he presumed, be filled by the genile- 
man from New York, [Mr. BearpsLey.] 

The Speaker then resumed the chair. 

Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the several memorials and petitions pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives at the last Congress, 
which have not been finally acted on; also, all bills which 
went from the House tothe Senate, and which were lost 
there, ani such bills as were referred to the several com- 
mittees of this House, not reported on, be again referred to 
the committees to which the same were, heretofore referred, 
as soon as the said committees shall be organized, a writ- 
ten request to that effect being handed by any member to 
the Clerk, whose duty it shall be to enter the same upon 
the journal as if presented to the House. 

Mr. BARNARD again objected. 

So the resolution was not received. 

A message was here received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. John Tyler, jr., his 

rivate secretary. 

The SPEAKER then announced that the first 
business in order was the resolution of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Barnarp,] to amend 
the journal, by inserting his resolution and protest 
—the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Gimer, to strike out so much of the resolution 
as contains the protest. i i 

Some conversation as to the precise stale of the 
question arose—in which Messrs, THOMPSON, 
BARNARD, and the SPEAKER, took parl—end- 
ing by the Speakew’s restating the question. 

Mr. BARNARD then called for the yeas and 
nays; which were accordingly ordered. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
as follows: yeas 124, nays 66. 


lack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bow 
er, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron Vv. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, :Burt, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, Augustus 'A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Dillingham, Douglass; Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmer, Farlee, 


encase trance ils 


Ficklin, Foster, French, Gilmer, Byram Green, ‘Hale, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Hays, Henly, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous: 
ton, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Jamés B-Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew : Johnson, ‘George `W. 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche,Leon- . 
ard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClelan,.MeClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph 
Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Pettit, Emery-D. 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy; Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Reke, 
Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 


Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T, Smith, : Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sitong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Wise, Woodward, Joseph “A. 
Wright, and Yost—124. i ` es 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buftington, Carroll, 
Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Deberry; Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Dariiel 
P. King, Mellvaine, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, New: 
ton, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Ramsey, Rayner, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Dayid L: Seymour, 
Albert Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Til 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, 
and William Wright—é6, Cran 


The question then recurred on the resolution as 
amended. me) ia tee . 

Mr. HAMLIN asked if it was not in order to 
move a further amendment of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. HAMLIN then moved the following addition 
to the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House is hereby directed, 
in making up the journal of proceedings of this day in rela- 
tion to the protest of Danie D. Barwarn and others, not. to 
enter the same at length on the journal. a: 


Mr. THOMPSON gaid the protest appeared on 
the journal of Tuesday last, and he wished the'reso- 
lution to embrace that also. EE 

Mr. WINTHROP wished to ask if tnere: was a 
single precedent in the whole history of Congress 
for directing the Clerk as to the discharge: of his 
duties? As he understood it, the Clerk was sworn 
by a solemn oath to God, to discharge his duties to 
this House. He was responsible for the journal; and 
after it had been made up by him, and had under 
gone the supervision of the Speaker, it was, in 
order for any member to move an amendment; but 
was it ever known, in this or any other free country, 
that gentlemen undertook to instruct the: Clerk to 
make up the journal according to their will and 
pleasure? If this were to be followed out, a majori- 
ty might, at any future time, vote down a motion; 
and. afterwards, if they desired to conceal that pro- 
ceeding, they would have nothing to do. but: to:.in~ 
struct the Clerk not to record it on thejournal. Now, 
to him, this appeared to be a new mode of resorting 
to the expunging process; it was an expunging by 
anticipation, ao A 

If it were a right of the minority—and it was se- 
cured to them by the Constitution of the United 
States—ito have their motions entered on the jour~ 
nal, when the yeas and nays were taken thereon, 
how could it be just, on a motion made in advance, 
to overturn that right, and prevent that matter be- 
ing entered on the journal? It did really appear to 
him that the proposition was one of most dangerous 
precedent. He understood it had been uniform! 
the case to enter such matter on the journal.: 
gentleman from Virginia, the other day, mentioned 
an instance in which some matter had not. gone on 
the journal when the yeas and nays were called 
upon it; but his friend, the former Speaker, [Mr. 

miTE,] gave them abundant reason for the devia- 

tion in that case; and, therefore, the case was not 
precisely analogous. But, according to all. other 

recedcnts, matter which had been acted upon by the 

ouse, cither affirmatively orfnegatively, if the yeas 
and nays wore taken thereon, was entered at length 
on the record ;, yet now a motion was made, a day in 
advance, instructing the Clerk not to perform the duty 
which, according to parliamentary usages and prac- 
tices, and by his oath, he was bound to perfom. He 
should call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine. > 

Mr. GILMER said the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr Barwarp,| some days since, made a sugges- 
tion to him, and he now rose to make a suggestion in 
reium to the gentleman from New York. Ttseemed to 
him the House was engaged in what might proper- 
ly be termed at least a useless business. He(Mr.G.) 
remarked, a few days ago, when he had the honor of 
addressing this House, in reference to another branch 
of this proposition, that certainly it was a matter of 
no conceivable moment, whether that paper, in the pre- 
cise form in which it was presented to the House, was 
| read from the journalor not. The only considera- 


a EE AE IE 


mind, was , that he believed the paper had been read 
irregularly, and had got on’ the journal by an. indi- 
rect movement without the sanction of the House; 
and therefore it was that he condemned it. It was 
not for anything in relation to the paper itself; for he 
cared not whether it were spread on the journal or 
not. He should not-object to its being recorded on 
the journal, if those gentlemen who felt an interest 
in it; desired that it should be so recorded at length, 
that it might go down to posterity as an argument 
in this par tgulať case; nor should he object, if the 
gentlemen whose seats were involved in the decision 
of this question should prepare another paper, and 
spread it on the journal, so that both sides might be 
transmitted to posterity for its instruction or amuses 
ment; but in relation to the present business of the 
House, he could not see how it was a matter of im- 

ortance whether the paper was recorded or exclu- 
Red; and therefore he would suggest to the gentle- 
man from New York to withdraw all these indirect 
propositions, and come directly to a proposition to 
put this paper. on the journal and for such proposi- 
tion he (Mr. G.) would vote; for, whatever influence 
the protest might have on posterity, it certainly 
could have no effect on this Hiss 

Mr. HAMLIN said, it occurred to him that he 
was right in the course he had taken; and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wintnrop,]} need 
be under no alarm, even if the majority should adopt 
the resolution he had submitted, If te understood 
the facts in this case, (and he had paid particular at- 
tention to them,) they werethus: While this body 
was convened in this hall, and before the House 
was organized, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

` BARNARD] rose in his place and presented to the 
convention, before the House was organized, a 
certain paper. What were the contents of that 
paper, they had not, to this time, any evidence before 
them; but on a subsequent day, the same gentleman 
rose in his place, and proposed to amend the journal 
of this House; and offered a paper, which Be said 
was the paper which he offered the day preceding; 
but which was never read to the House. If he w- 
derstood the ruling of the Chair aright in this matter, 
it was, that all papers which were presented for the 
action of this House, and entertained by the House, 
have, according to the precedents, been spread at 
length on the journal when the ycas and nays were 
ordered thereon. 

It had been said (and no one had attempted to 
deny it) that there was no evidence that the paper 
which the gentleman had offered on Monday was 
the paper which he offered on Tuesday. He was, 
of course, willing to take the gentleman’s word in 
regard to it; but he was speaking of the evidence 
which, as a legislative body, they should require. 
What was the tendency of such a course as this? 
If they were to have spread upon the journals, by an 
indirect method, that which the House would not re- 
ceive when offered directly; what would be the con- 
sequence? Why, a member might rise in hig place 
with a proposition; no matter how absurd it might 
be, if he could only find one-fifth of the members 
of that House willing to join him in calling for the 

eas and nays, the proposition would be spread at 
ength upon the journal. He objected to this mode 
of proceeding altogether. 
he record of the proceedings of this House was 
not the record of the Clerk. Hewas a sworn ofi- 
cer of the House, it was true; but the House itself 
was bound to keep a record of its procecdings. 
Was it competent, then, for the sworn Clerk to en- 
ter upon the journal of the House that which a 
majority of the House had decided to reject? The 
House alone was answerable for the record, 
and not the Clerk. He was of opinion, there- 
fore, that, in all matters pending before the 
House, and in which a majority had deter- 
mined that a paper should not go upon the 
journals, there should be a rule directing the 
Clerk of the House to omit at length such paper. 
It would, of course, be necessary that the statement 
of the proceedings should be sutficiently descriptive 
of the paper to make it intelligible. Fie was in fa- 
vor of entering upon the journals all that the House 
actually did do, but not what it did not do. He 
was in favor of making the journal of the House 
show the whole action of the body, and no more; 
but he was not in favor of permitting a paper to be 
placed upon the journals which a majority of the 
House has decided shall not be placed there. For 
these reasons, he had thought it right to offer the 
proposed amendment; and it did seem to him that the 
amendment was strictly in accordance with the sug- 


tion which had had the. slightest ‘influence on his- 
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estions of the gentleman from Virginia. If he 
ad not mistaken the point. of order raised by the 
gentleman—if he had not mistaken the point which 
was ruled in by the Chair, (though, perhapa, not 
very good authority,)—the ruling of the Chair of 
last session was in accordance with the proposition 
which he had submitted. And he was fully per- 
suaded, wpon- examination, that the proposition 
would be found to meet the views of a majority of 
the House. ; 

Mr. BARNARD said it would give him, per- 
sonally, great pleasure to accommodate the gentle- 
man from Virginia; but he confessed the suggestion 
ofthe gentleman appeared to him a little extraordi- 
nary. The gentleman, if he understood his observa- 
tions, complained that the proposition to spread the 
paper upon the journals was not a direct one; that he 
proposed to get it spread upon the journal in an in- 
direct mode. Sir, said Mr. Barwarp, the proposi- 
which I made was a direct proposition. It wasa 
direct proposition that the paper should be spread 
upon the journals of the House. It was as directa 
proposition as it was possible for me to make. Idid 
it, to be sure, in the form of an amendment of the 


A a z r i 
journal; but I introduced a resolution reciting a pa- | 
ouse 


per; and the effect of this course is, that if the 
sees fit to record the proceedings which took place on 
the first day upon the journals, that paper will go on 
the journal as a matter of course. It stands, then, in 
its most appropriate place, and is introduced in the 
most appropriate way, and the records will be made 
up in the most intelligible manner. : 

Sir, if the gentleman from Virginia, and his friends 
and others on this floor, were disposed to record this 
paper, they could not have a more fit opportunity 
than has been offeredto them. No objection, that I 
can conceive of, can arise against the proposition 
which I have made; certainly, no technical or consti- 
tutional objection. i 

Mr. GILMER said the gentleman did not seem 
precisely to understand the nature of the difficulty 
which he (Mr. G.) had hintedat. It was this: 
The gentleman from New. York moved on Tuesday, 
to amend the journal of the preceding day. Well, 
it was impossible for any one to vote with him upon 
this proposition who did not believe there was an 
error in the journal of the preceding day. That was 
the whole point involved in the proposition. It was 
apparent that the paper could, by no possibility, 
have gone upon the journal of the first day; and, 
therefore, there was no error. It would have been 
impossible for him and those who thought with 
him to vote for the amendment of the journal so 
long as there was no error; and the only proper 
mode of getting the paper upon the journal would 
beby -a direct proposition to spread it upon the 
record. 

Mr. BARNARD said he thought he perceived 
where the difficulty lay with the gentleman from 


Virginia. It seemed to him to be purely an abstract 
difficulty. Practically, he could see no difficulty 


in the case. . What was the history of the pro- 
ceeding? Why, when that body came together 
for the purpose of organizing itself, a mem- 
ber rose in his place, as he had a constitu- 
tional right to do, and claimed to read a paper which 
he held in his hand. It was objected to; and then an- 
other member rose and moved that the first mem- 
ber have leave to read the paper. The question 
is put to the House and permission is refused, the 
journal is made up, and made up without the slight- 
est notice whatever of the transaction; and, on the 
following day, a motion is made to amend the jour- 
nal so that it should show the facts of the case. 
This was the proposition which, it appeared to him, 
need disturb no man’s conscience to vote for, who 
was willing to have the records of Congress go 
down to prosterity in a correct and accurate form. 
But to the proposition more immediately before 
the House. After the House had stricken out 
from the resolution that part which recited the pro- 
test, the gentleman from Maine moved to amend the 
resolution by directing the Clerk, in making up. 
the journal to be read to-morrow, to omit the protest 
It was a grave question to touch upon—something 
more than the question before the House. In his 
opinion, it affected the Constitution itself; and it af- 
fected, also, the oath which the Clerk of the House 
had taken. The House was taking upon itself to 
instruct, beforehand, the Clerk to omit a certain 
paper which formed a part of the proceedings. 
ow should the Clerk record the proceedings with- 
out inserting that paper? The question had been 
taken by yeas and nays; and he was, therefore, 
bound to insert it. If there was any one thing 


plainer than another, it was that one-fifth of the 
‘members of the House have the right to have the 

eas and nays recorded on every question. He 
heaved that gentleman would. desist from piling up 
one act of nullification upon another in this manner. 
They had nullified an act of Congress by the intro- 
duction of certain members into that House, and 
they now proposed to nullify the Conštitution by 
instructions to their Clerk. The Clerk of that 
House could not discharge his duty to that House, 
and have a due regard to his own oath, without in- 
serting the whole resolution which had been origi- 
nally moved. eae 

The framers of the Constitution knew very well 
what they were about; they did not need to be in- 
structed. They knew that minorities have rights, and 
they knew the importane of preserving those rights. 
And they knew the importance of having great le~ 
gislative questions accurately recorded for the in- 
struction of the present time, as well as of posterity. 
They therefore directed that this body should keep 
a journal; and any direction on the part of the 
House to a sworn officer to mutilate that journal, 
should be treated by that officer asa nullity. His 
oath was above the order of the House. He had 
sworn to support the Constitution, and he could 
never keep his oath unless he entered a correct ac- 
count of the proceedings of the day upon the jour- 
nal. After all, what was it that members were cons 
tending for? Why should they be so tenacious about 
rejecting a paper from the records of the pro- 
ceedings of that House? It was a part of the 
solemn proceedings of the body. There was noth- 
ing in it objectionable—nothing unbecoming. Were 
they afraid that the journal would be defiled by the 
record? Then why not let it remain where it stood? 
It could do no possible harm, but, on the contrary, 
would be a useful precedent to all future time—a 
precedent which, he trusted, their successors would 
not disregard. The tone of moderation indulged 
by the minority upon this subject; the disinclina- 
tion manifested, notwithstanding the strong opinions 
in regard to their rights, entertained by the minori» 
ty, to disturb the organization of the body, or delay 
its proceedings;—all these things were important, 
and it was highly necessary that they should ap- 
pear upon the journals. 

But that was not all. They had the paper already 
upon the journal: how were they to get rid of it? 

he gentleman from Virginia had made a difficulty, 
inasmuch as he asserted that the proposition did not 
seem to be a direct one. How would gentlemen 
meet the question when it came up, to strike out the 
whole record of the paper? and who did not per- 
ceive thata proposition to strike out was a prop- 
osition to falsify the journal? He did not understand 
how any man could entertain such a proposition for 
a moment. He hoped the gentleman’s friends would 
induce him to withdraw his amendment; for they 
would find themselves involved in inextricable dif- 
ficulty. 

Mr. THOMPSON was somewhat surprised at 
the perseverance yich some members, and particu- 
larly the member fom New York, [Mr. BARNARD, 
had shown in endeavoring to get this protest sprea 
upon the journal. It certainly did not appear to 
him to blaze over with so much wisdom as to ren- 
der any one anxious to hand down to posterity that 
which was false in itself; ‘for it was no part of the 
proceedings of Monday, and nobody pretended that 
it was. No member of the House, who had not 
seen the paper, knew anything aboutit. It was not 
received, read, or entertained for a moment; and no- 
body therefore could know what it was. Let the 
facts, then, stand on the journal as they occurred, 
viz: that the gentleman from New York offereda 
paper to the House, which was not received or read, 
without stating what it was. Gentlemen now asked 
the House to do by indirection what they could not 
do by direction; and therefore now was the proper 
time to establish the rule, if ever they established 
any at all, whether a member, guided by any feel- 
lags which might influence members, may cumber 
your journal with any kind of documents. Why 
he could, if this principle were sanctioned, make the 
journal so large that no library could contain it. 

Mr. BARNARD explained that it would require 
one-fifth of the members present, calling for the yeas 
and nays, to authorize the insertion of extraneous 
matter on the journal. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. Well, suppose I 
were to move to amend the journal by the insertion 
of Hutton’s Mathematics, and there should be fifty 
members on this floor mischievous enough to call for 
the yeas and nays, though not one to vote for it: 


yet, by this ridiculous proceeding, all this. cumber- 
some and extraneous matter"must be copied out at 
length. Why, on the same principle, you might get 
the Old Testament copied on the journal, though not 
a single member voted for it. Let the facts, then, 
stand as they occurred, and as proposed in the 


motion. of the gentleman from Mame—namely, . 


that the gentleman from New York offered a pa- 
per to the House, which was neither received nor 
read. Not asingle member ofthe House would say 
that this protest made part of the proceedings of 
Monday, and yet the gentleman wished to have it 
spread upon the journal. What did he care for that 
paper? Jt was an argument, to be sure, against his 
right to his seat; but he could draw up an answer to 
it, and get it inserted on the journal, if this protest 
should be permitted to remain there; but he had no 
wish to cumber the journal by such irrelevant mat- 
ter. His principal objection to the proceeding 
was this: by the act of the last Congress, the 
States were required to do a certain thing, and 
they did not do it; yet it was now proposed to have 
it stated on the journals that these States had perpe- 
trated alegal fraud in sending members here in vio- 
lation of a law of Congress. It was the reflection 
cast upon these States, and not upon himself, that he 
objected: to. He cared nothing for the reflection 
upon himself. He came here in pursuance of the 
laws of his State, and with an acknowledged major- 
ity of all the legal voters of his district. No man 
denied it. Then, if the journal should state that he 
came here and participated in the election of Speak- 
er, without having a right todo so, it would bea 
reflection, not on him, but on the State which sent 
him here. Gentlemen who now so pertinaciously 
persisted in their endeavors to spread this proteston 
the journal, saw the time when they pursued an op- 
posite course. He would remind them that, in the 
case of the President’s protest, they were anxious 
that it should not go on the journal; and, so effectual 
were their objections made, that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] was obliged to withdraw it. 
So, also, inthe case of Mr. Bowne of New York, 
who wanted certain facts to appear on the journal 
before the adjournment, and it was determined that 
they should not go on. As to the Clerk’s making a 
perfect journal of the proceedings of the House, he 
could say, that when he states all the facts that oc- 
curred, and noming else, then his journal is perfect. 

In conclusion, he repeated that now was the 
proper time, when the attention of the House was 
called to it, to establish the rule that no member, by 
indirection, should be permitted to cumber the jour- 
nals with matter that the House decided should not 


go_on it. 3: 

Mr. HOLMES considered it wholly immaterial 
whether that protest went on the journal or not; but 
it was material to the majority and minority whether 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine was 
adopted. He had never known a proposition which, 
if adopted, would involve more serious conse- 
quences; and he warned gentlemen in the majority, 
however anxious they might be to keep this mat- 
tér from the journals, not to se precedent that 
might be used with serious effect against them when 
another party might have the majority in that 
House. What was the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maine? Why, it was to instruct the 
Clerk to keep a certain paper off the journal, when 
the rule prescribed that it should go there, and 
another rule prescribed that it should not be al- 
tered but by a vote of two-thirds. Suppose the ta- 
bles changed, and another party should have the 
majority on that floor—for there was no danger 
from the present majority, the enlarged views and 
liberal principles of the Democracy being a sufti- 
cient guaranty that they would not abuse the power 
they. were in possession of; but suppose the 
Whig party should get the upper hand, and it 
might be that the people mistaking their interests 
should retum a majority of them to the House: 
what would be the consequence? Why, while 
the W higs were driving the car of Juggernaut under 
a high steam pressure, some gentleman might have 
independence enough to offer a resolution, showing 
to the world the tyranny of their conduct; and upon 
this, a resolution might be offered by a Whig mem- 
ber that nothing censuring the majority should go 
upon. the journal. By this means (said Mr. H.) 
we may be deprived of the power of showing to 
the country that their conduct is subversive of the 
interests of the nation. Now it was to guard in 
advance against this danger, that he raised his voice 
against the motion of the gentleman from Maine. . 

Mr, WELLER observed that it appeared to him 


ee a 
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that this debate had gone far enough, and. that it 
was time it should cease. For the purpose, there- 
fore, of ascertaining the wish of the House in this 


| particular, he moved the previous question. ` Mr. 


W., at the request of Mr. C. J. IncersoLL, withdrew 
the motion. l 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table. He believed this was a 
very important constitutional question, and did not 
think it ought to be decided in this way. The whole 


| subject should be thrown open to debate, and de- 


cided once for all. 

Mr. COBB asked what would be the effect of lay- 
ing the whole subject on the table; would the protest 
remain on the journal? : 

The SPEAKER replied that it would. 

The question was then put by yeas and nays on 
Mr. IncersoLL’s motion, and decided in the negy 
tive: yeas 83, nays 95, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Beardsley, 


Benton, Jas. A. Black, Brodhead, A. V. Brown, Buffington, 
Burt,Caldwell, Campbell, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, Cullom, 


| Dana, Daniel, Garret Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deber- 
: ry, Dickey, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, Frick, Giddings, Gilmer, 


Willis Green, B. Green, Grider, Hayes, Holmes, Hubard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, 


| Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Jones, Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, McCauslen, McDowell, Mcll- 
+ vaine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Owen, Parmenter, 


Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Emery D. Potter, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Robinson, Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Thomas Smith, 

tephens, Stetson, J. Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Thom- 


| asson, Thompson, Tilden, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Wil- 


kins, Wise, and Yost—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Barnard, Belser, Bidlack, James 
Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, J. Brinker- 
hoff, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Carroll, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapmrn, Chappell, 
Chilton, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Dellet, Wick 
inson, Duglass, Dròmgoole, Dunlap, Ficklin, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, French, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, 


| Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, 


Hudson, Hughes, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McClellan, McClernand, McKay, Métthews, 
Moore, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Norris, Patterson, 
Payne, Purdy, Rayner, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, St. 
John, Schenck, T.H. Seymour, Simmons, Simpson, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stiles, Taylor, Tibbatts Tyler, Vance, Weller, Wentworth, 
Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, William Wright, and Jos. 
A. Wright—95. 


After a few words from Mr. HOPKINS and Mr. 
DROMGOOLE— 

Mr. WISE said the resolution contemplated “a 
House;” but there was no House, nor the beginning 
ofa House, when the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Barwarp] presented the protest which had 
given rise to this debate; and he therefore hoped 
the mover of the resolution would so modify it as to 
make it conformable with the fact. The resolution 
stated that by implication, which was not true in 
fact; the “House” was not asked to receive the pro- 
test as affirmed in the resolution, nor was the Clerk 
asked to put any question thereon to ‘the House.” 
He therefore again asked the mover to modify his 
resolution. 

Mr. BARNARD made some remark which was 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. WISE obtained the withdrawal of the motion 
for the previous question, that he might explain him- 
self; and he said he could assure the gentleman from 
New York that he understood himself, and he un- 
derstood that gentleman too. The gentleman from 
New York had moved to amend the journal of the 
proceedings of the House of Representatives by in- 
serting matter which he moved before there was a 
House. There was the peculiar error on this whole 
subject. The gentleman asked no leave of the 
House; he offered to read no paper to this House; 
but, befofe the body was a House, before it was 
organized, before the members were sworn, before 
they were in a condition to judge of the election of 
members—for they dared not judge until they. were 
sworn to support the Constitution of the United 
States as members of that House—he offered to an 
unorganized, and consequently unauthorized, body, 
a resolution. 

Mr. BARNARD asked the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to allow him to read a clause from the Consti- 
tution. He did not wish now to argue the matter, 
but to call the attention of the gentleman to the fol- 
lowing passage: 

“The House of Representatives shall choose their 
Speaker.” 

Mr. WISE said the House was “a House” as 
soon as it was a sworn body. 

Mr. BARNARD replied that the House was 
never sworn until it elected its Speaker. 

Mr. WISE said the House existed for all the pur- 


poser of organization, and appointment of a $ ¢ 
ut for no other purpose; and yet would the gei 
man from New Fork [Mr Bannann]. contend 
it was a House to judge of the qualifications 
the returns of members before it was 8 


from New Hampshire were elected. © 0003 

[Here a message was received from the Senate: 
by the hands of Asbury Dickins, esq., its Secre- 
tary, informing the House of Representafives that 


` the Senate had concurred with a resolution ‘for the 


appointment of a chaplain, and that that body. had 

appointed a chaplain in pursuance thereof. “Also, 

that the Senate had appointed its members. on the. 

joint Committee on the Library, and on Enrolled 
ills. 

Ma WISE repeated that the gentleman from 
South Carolina inquired how the gentlemen from 
New Hampshire were elected, and the gentlemen: 
from New Hampshire very properly sat still and 
left the gentleman from South Carolina to find: it 
out from the Clerk, to whom the Governor of New 
Hampshire had made a “communication. He (Mr. 
Wist.) held that communication in his hand, and 
he would ask the gentleman from New York to look 
at its “broad seal.” And what did it certify? “To 
all to whom it may concern: be it known, Jouw P. 
Hare, Esq. has been duly elected a representative 
of the State of New Hampshire, in the Congress of 
the United States, for the term of two years from thé- 
4th day of March last. In testimony whereof, I have 
caused the seal of said State to be hereunto, affixed. 
Henry Hubbard, Governor ef the State of New 
Hampshire, dated the 20th day of May, 1843, and . 
of the independence of the United States, the 67th.” 

-The certificate was also countersigned by the 
Secretary of State of New Hampshire.. That doct- 
ment certified to him that John P. Hale had ‘been 
“duly elected ;” and what more did his own certifi- 
cate certify? The broad seal of New Hampshire, 
then, was as much the credential of John. P. Hale as 
the broad seal of Virginia was a. credential that: he 
(Mr. Wiser) had been duly elected; and the gentle« 
men from Hampshire who came here with such cer- 
tificates, were prima facia as much members of that 
House as he was; and would remain so until the 
contrary was proved. The gentleman from South 
Carolina, failing to get proof contradicting the broad 
seal of New Hampshire, took his seat, and waits for 
the proper moment. After this, the gentlemen from 
New Hampshire were called and sworn, under the 
sanction of their certificates; they were sworn before 
either he (Mr. Wise) cr the gentleman from New 
York was sworn: -and yet the gentleman from New 
York asked him (Mr. Wise) to allow him to protest 
against the proceedings which occurred before either 
of them was a member, further than to elect a 
Speaker and a Clerk, and to organize. Now, his 
answer was, Wait until I have ascertained how 
those gentlemen have been elected; wait until’ I can 
compare the law with the Constitution under which 
they have been elected. The broad seal of New 
Hampshire admitted those gentlemen to their seats, 
and not he. The precept, and the example too, of 
the gentleman from New York, in the New Jersey 
casc, would admit those gentlemen, without any 

roceediug on his (Mr. Wisz’s) part whatever. The 

Jouse had never yet been called upon: to say 
whether John P. Hale had been duly elected. If the 
Election Committee lad made their report, and the 
House was ready to vote upon that report, the prop- 
er time would have arrived for the gentleman front 
New York to have presented his protest, and 
to ask to have jt entered upon the journal; but 
it was not the proper time, when the House 
was in its initiatory proceeding; nor should the gen- 
tleman. from New York then ask him, or any other 
gentleman, to decide that question. Why, if this 
protest were admissible, a protest might be entered 
against his colleague [Mr. Gu.mer] being allowed 
to take his seat; for that seat was contested... He 
(Mr. W.) then again said that, until he had investi- 
gated: the matter judicially—until it. came. before 
them from a Comittee of Elections—he should 
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ach ‘other’ certificates of election; but they were re- 
‘ceived from the Governors of the several States, and 
they were not then to decide whether there had been 
any nullification or not; but, great as was the dispari- 
ty between him and the gentleman from New York, 
as men ant as lawyers, he there ‘declared that he 
“was eager to enter the lists with that gentleman, to 
show that there had been no nullification either on 
the part of the House or of the States. If, however, 
that gentleman could satisfy him that Congress had 
‘passed a law; that it was an operative law; that it 
was a perfect user of power, he (Mr. W.) would 


admit to that gentleman that it was a permanent . 


power; he would admit that Congress might 
make laws to alter the time and place and manner of 
‘holding elections; and if the gentleman would show 
him that such anact had been done as would amount 
to nullification, he pledged himself to go with the 
gentleman from New York; but he would not do it 
in this ipitiatory proceeding, for they had taken no 
proceeding, and not even the law and the testimony 
were before tlem. - He knew no difference between 
the broad seal of New Hampshire and the broad seal 
of New York; and he should treat them as the same 
until such'matter of fact and of law had been report- 
“ed to him,as a judge of the qualifications and returns 
of members, as would call for another decision. He 
‘would, however, intimate that the gentleman from 
New York had brought all this trouble ‘upon him- 
‘self, possibly to prejudice the case. Why else had 
` he thus:proceeded until the Committee of Elections 
had reported, and this House was shown that the 
members from New Hampshire were elected con- 
trary to the statute? As yet the House had taken 
no. step except to recognise the sacred principle— 
one which he knew would be held sacred there-—that 
of the authority of the broad seal of a sovereign 
State of this Union. He (Mr. W.) was fully pre- 
„pared togointo the debate onthe questions which 
this case involved; but this was not the fitting time. 
But with respect to the admission of the protest on 
the journal, he had no manner of care about it. The 
true question, he would state, was one which the 
Speaker had overruled; but probably the gentle- 
man from New York desired to make a noise before 
the world, and to agitate a little for party purposes, 
and hence the move to journalize his protest; and if 
it would. be any gratification to him, he (Mr. W.) 
was not anxious to deprive him of that gratification. 
Mr. G. DAVIS said, in his judgment, the present 
question involved one of the most important princi- 
ples which had arisen in the course of the whole 
discussion. The gentleman from New York had 
presented to the House a resolution, in which he had 
Incorporated the protest, which became, by that in- 
corporation, a part of the resolution itself} as much 
so as the words which preceded the introduction of 
the protest. The motion of the gentleman trom 
Maine, then, was, in effect, to expunge a part of the 
resolution offered by the gentlemani from New 
York. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he thought the gentleman 
was somewhat mistaken. That question had already 
been disposed of. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that did not alter the case, 
because the record was still to be made up, presenting 
the resolution of the gentleman froh New York; 
and to present it entire, it must embody the protest. 
What was the proposition -of the gentleman from 
Maine? It was to expunge the protest, wherever, 
in making up the journal, it might be presented. 
This was very important; for, in his opinion, it was 
as proper for the gentleman to make the protest a 
part of the resolution, as to make his own words a 
part of it. What would be the effect then? The effect 
would be to place upon the journal the ver paper 
which was embodied in the resolution, and which 
gentlemen seemed so anxious to get rid of. A mem- 
ber had a right, unquestionably, to present to the 
House a resolution in any shape he pleased; and if 
one-fifth of the members of the House sustain the 
proposition, it must go upon the journal in the shape 
in which it was presented. And the House could 
hot, without a-violation of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, order otherwise. Suppose it were in the 
power of the House to expunge a part of a resolu- 
tion: they might, by that means, change a resolution ; 
which was intended to be in negative terms, into af- 
firmative. Let gentlemen pause a moment, and look 
atthe consequences before they consent to intro- 
duce such a principle as this. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, of North Carolina, said he 
did not intend to trouble the House, except in ref- 
erence toa portion of the remarks of the gentleman 
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not either “question or decide it. They did not give || from Virginie, which; he thought, were calculated 


to doinjustice to the gentleman from New Yorc, as 
well as tothose gentlemen who had signed the pro- 
test. The gentleman from Virginia had insisted that 


` thefposition which they had taken upon this occasion 


was inconsistent with that which they had taken in 
the New Jersey case four years ago. But there was a 
broad distinction between the two cases, which the 
gentleman had-overlooked. In that case, there was 
an existing law authorizing the election of members, 
and authorizing the Governor of the State to give 
certificates. In other words, it was a question of 
fact, to be determined by the examination of evi- 
dence. 

The law of New Hampshire regulating the return 
of members was a public law, and consequently 
presumed to be known, and requiring no proof to be 
adduced regarding it to members of this Hovse, sit- 

g in their judicial capacity; and they were well 
aware that there was no law in New Hampshire re- 
quiring the election to be made by districts. But the 
gentleman from Virginia, wishing to get out of the 
difficulty, contended that there was no House. __ 

Mr. WISE interposed, and said, his first position 
was, that the members were not sworn; and next, 
that the House was not organized by the election of 
a Speaker and other officers. f 

After some further remarks from Messrs. WISE 
and CLINGMAN, 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the previous question 
was demanded, and carried in the affirmative. 

The question having been thus disposed of— 

Mr. CAMPBELL insisted that his motion to 
amend the journal was next in order. 

The CHAIR decided against Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
proposition; : 

And from that decision Mr, CAMPBELL ap- 


` 'pealed to the House. 


Mr. CAMPBELL appealed from the decision of 
the Speaker. 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON observed that there was 
another important question, which must necessa- 
rily lead to further debate. He therefore thought it 
best to postpone the matter altogether, and take up 
the resolution relating to the rules and orders of the 
House. He moved to lay the subject on the table, 
for the purpose of taking up that resolution; but 

Mr. Campzeti’s appeal being yet pending, 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the appeal and the 
whole subject collectively on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. CAVE JOILNSON now submitted his mo- 
tion to postpone the question, for the purpose of 
taking up the resolution in relation to the rules and 
orders of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL inquired if the question under 
debate was not a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER was not distinctly heard by the 
the reporter, but was understood to say that the 
motion pending was not involved in the question of 
privilege. 

Mr. HOPKINS asked if the motion to lay on 
the table prevailed, would it not leave the paper 
which formed the subject of controversy, still on 
the journal? 

The SPEAKER treplied that it would. 

The main question being demanded, it was de- 
cided that it should be put. 

So the proposition to strike out the protest from 
the journal of the House, being the question, and the 
yeas and nays being called for and ordered, it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 82, as fol 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton 
Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlep, Fitklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Wuabard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, Jameson, Cave Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, Mc- 
Connell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Murphy, Norris, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas 
H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, meee Taylor, Thompson, Weiler, Went- 
worth, Williams, and Yost.—s2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, James Black, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffing- 
ton, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Coliamer, 
Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Deliet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper. Henley, Holmes, Hudson, W. Hunt, J. B, Hunt, 
Chas. J. Ingersoll, Jos. R Ingersoll, Jenks, P. B. Johason, 
Andrew Johnson, D. P. King, Kirkpatrick, McClellan, Mejk 
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vaine, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Owen, 
Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Ramsey, Rayner, 
Charles M. Read, David S, Reid, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Ti- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Wilkins, 
‘Winthrop, Wise, Woodward, William Wright, and Joseph 
A. Wright—82. 7 

Mr. CAMPBELL now moved to amend the jour- 
nal, by inserting a resolution which he forwarded 
to the Clerk’s table, where it was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Journal of Monday, the 4th of Decem- 
ber, be amended, by inserting the following resolution, 
which was offered by Mr. Campsety of South Carolina, im- 
mediately after the name of Mr. Burke of New Hampshire, 
had been called, and which, after some discussion, and re. 
peated attempts to get before the House by general consent, 
he withdrew: 

“Resolved, That the Representatives elect of the Con- 
gress of the United States, now assembled, by general con 
sent will proceed, through the acting Clerk, to call the 
names of gentlemen whose right to seats are not disputed 
for want of compliance with the provisions of anact entitled 
‘An act for the apportionment of Representatives among the 
several States according to the 6th census, approved June 
25th, 1842; and after the names of such members elect are 
called, and a quorum is formed, and before they proceed to 
elect a Speaker, or other officer, they shall hear and decide 
upon all the seats of said gentlemen in the House of Repres 
sentatives, under the Constitution and laws ofthe United 
States, and the laws and constitutions of the respective 
States.” 


Mr. THOMPSON objected to this resolution, as 
not being in order, after the decision just made by 
the House. AÈ Ha 

The SPEAKER sustained the objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL contended thatit was a new 
proposition, and in order. 3 . 

The SPEAKER considered it substantially not a 
new proposition. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL made a few more remarks in 
support of his view that it was a new proposi- 
tion. 

The Spraxer’s decision, however, prevailed; 
and the resolution was not entertamed. K 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the House of Representatives all the in- 
formation which may be in his power or possession rela- 
tive to the imposition of tolls, and the annual amounts col- 
lected, on all sorts of vessels, empty, light, or heavily laden, 
on the Louisville and Portland canal, from the opening of 
the same to the present time; and the general expense at- 
tending the canal. Also, the annual amount of. dividends 
belonging to the United States. Also, the number of shares 
held in said canal stock by the United States, and the 
amount paiq upon them. Also, the number of vessels of all 
kinds which have passed through the said canal annually 
since it was opencd. Also, whether the said canal is com 
pletely finished, and put into a condition to pass through 
vessels of all classes navigating the Western waters in the 
shortest time practicable. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to address proper queries to the surveyors of the ports at 
Cincinnati, Louisville, and St. Louis, to be answered by 
themselves; and also to be communicated to the steamboat 
captains generally, in relation to the effect of the tolls on 
the said canal, and the amount thereof, on their respective 
vessels for each time they pass through, and the aggregate 
amount for the season, or a year; aud the amount of the 
tolls paid to the canal, compared with the profits cleared by 
the boat; with an estimate of the amount of tolls which @ 
regular trader of a given tonnage between Cincinnati or 
Louisville, and St. is or New Orleans, would.pay in the 
number of years that such steamer would last, supposing 
her to continue in the same trade as long as fit for service; 
also, a comparative estimate of such aggregate tolls, with 
the original cost of the vessel; and a further comparative 
estimate of such tolls, with the other expenses incident to 
the running ofthe steamboat. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to ascertain whether the rights of private corporators in 
the Louisville and Portland Canal company can be purchased 
by the Government of the United States; and if so, at what 
cost per share. Also, whether the obstructious to the navi- 
gation of the Ohio river at Louisville can be removed by an 
improvement to the falls, without injury to the port of 
Louisville; and if so, at what cost. Also, whether another 
canal is practicable at the Falls of the Ohio on the northern 
tank; and if so, at what cost it could be constructed. 


The SPEAKER observed that the motion to 
take up the resolution in relation to the rules and or- 
ders of the House had now precedence of all other 
business. x 

Mr. TIBBATTS did not then press his resolutions. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON and Mr. DROMGOOLE 
made a few remarks with regard to a motion of the 
former to take up the resolution in relation to the rules 
and orders of the House not being necessary; when 
_ The CLERK read from the journal the proceed 
ings of Monday in yelation to the rules and orders 
of the House. 

Mr. DROMGOLE moved further to amend the 
resolution as follows: 

STE shall not be in order for any member, under cover of 
a proposition to correct the journal, to move to spread on 


the journal any paper or document which the House has 
Previously refused to receive or hear read. 


«When motions are made to correct or amend the journal 
by the insertion of papers or documents therein, if the 
House shall not deside in favor of the proposition, the mat- 
ter proposed tobe inserted shall not be spread on the jour- 
nal, notwithstanding the yeas and nays may be entered on 
the journal.” 

Mr. CARROLL called for the yeas and nays on 
this amendment; which were ordered. 

A brief debate ensued in relation to the right of 
one-fifth of the members present calling for the yeas 
and nays to insert the subject, as wellas the vote, on 
the journal; in which Messrs. HAMLIN, DAVIS 
of Indiana, WINTHROP, DROMGOOLE, and 
BARNARD, participated. 

‘Mr. MURPHY said it was precisely because he 
felt that regard for the constitution which the gen 
tleman from New York expressed, that he felt 
bound to vote for the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia. As he (Mr. M.) understood that 
instrument, it required that each House of Congress 
should keep a journal of its actual proceedings; and 
that the yeas and nays shall be ordered on the de- 
mand of one-fifth of the members. The proceed- 
ings of the House are the acts of the majority, not 
of the minority. The minority has a right to de- 
mand that the yeas and nays on the proceedings of 
the majority shall be inserted on the journal. The ac- 
tions of the majority alone are to be recorded; and 
(except only the demand of the minority or one-fifth 
ofthe House for the yeas and nays) the actions of 
that minority are not to be recorded. The Consti- 
tution does not say that the acts, protesis, or argu- 
ments of the minority are to be placed on the journal 
with the yeas and nays; but it states that the yeas 
and nays may be spread upon the journal. Now, 
he took it, that there was a wide difference between 
the yeas and nays and the question itself. What 
was always the course with regard even to bills 
passed by the House? Did the journal exhibit a 
record of the bills themselves? No; it merely recited 
their tiles. And was not the present case one of 
that nature? >The minority could designate their 
paper by its title, whether as a protest or other doc- 
ument; and all the Constitution would demand 
would be the record of yeas and nays in reference to 
the decision as to that paper. He had as high a re- 
gard for the Constitution as his colleague possibl 
could have; and he considered that it was as muc: 
his duty to see that nothing went on the journal of 
the House but what actually did take place, as it 
was to see that what did take place was duly re- 
corded. He therefore considered it his duty to 
see that the journal was kept free from the actions 
ef the minority, and that nothing but the actions of 
the ie ak should be there recorded. 

Mr. HITE had but a word to suy on both of 
the propositions contained in the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia. He objected to the first, 
because of its language and its uncertainty. In the 
first place, it presumed that there were members on 
that floor that would, by trick or stratagem, en- 
deavor to defeat the will of the House. He consid- 
ered this as an imputation on the honor of members; 
and he was, therefore, not willing to have it inserted 
in the rules. * 

Again: who was to determine, when a gentle- 
man rose and made a proposition to the House, 
that he was doing it under false colors? Was the 
Chair to say that he would entertain a proposition 
or not, according to his judgment of the motives of 
the member presenting it? If this rule should be 
adopted, it would be for the Chair to decide accord- 
ing to his judgment of the motives of the members 
who submitted motions to the House; and he would 
leave it to all to say whether this was in accordance 
with parliamentary law. 

For these reasons, he objected to the first branch of 
the resolution; but he placed his objections to the 
second branch on higher grounds. He objected to it, 
thatit was subversive of the Constitution itself, as 
well as destructive of the rights of the minority. Tell 
me not, said he, to look into any rules of parhament 
ary law or rules of the House, when you come in 
conflict with the Constitution. It was true the 
House had a right to make rules to govern itself, 
and to be guided by the rules of parliamentary law; 
but what was the plain inference? Why, that nei- 
ther under the rules of the House, nor under the 
parliamentary law, can it violate the Constitution. 

hy was it that the yeas and nays were called on 
the demand of one-fifth of the members present, but 
in obedience to the commands of the Constitution? 
The very amendment extorted from the gentleman 
from Virginia, acknowledged the paramount injune- 
tions of the Constitutions. 

The gentleman did not presume to say that, 


when a proposition was offered to the House, and 
the yeas and nays ordered on it, it should’ not go 
on the journal; but that, if the minority offered a 
proposition which was not received, they should. not 
get it on the journal by calling the yeas and nays on 
it; which was, in effect, saying that the majority, 
not satisfied with voting down the proposition, de- 
termined that it was to be obliterated. from the jour- 
nal, and nothing known of it inthe country but by 
parole or newspaper testimony. „Mr. W. then re- 
ferred to the authority of Mr. Jefferson in the Man- 
ual, to the effect that when the yeas and nays are 
called in either House, the proposition, whether de- 
cided in the affirmative or negative, should be stated 
on the journal. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana was somewhat astonished 
that gentlemen did not draw the distinction in the 
parliamentary law referred to, and the clausc of the 
Constitution which the gentleman had quoted. No@} 
if the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromecooxe] 
had, in any part of his resolution, stated, directly 
or indirectly, that questions should not go upon the 
journal, he would vote against it. But the resolu- 
tion stated no such thing. For his part, he under- 
stood the Constitution as it was written, and he was 
determined to support it as itwas; butit did not say 
that all papers, protests, &c., no matter what they 
might be, should go upon the journal, and he did 
not feel bound to include them. The object of the 
resolution of the gentleman from Virginia was in 
strict accordance with the Constitution—to keep a 
correct journal of the proceedings, and not to make 
it a budget of blunders. It did not contemplate 
keeping questions off from the journal, but.to keep 
it free from questions not taken. 

In the case before the House, just decided on the 
resolution of the gentleman from New York, the 
question was, whether that particular paper, which 
had not been read or received by the House, should 
goonthe journal. That question was fairly stated 
on the journal by the decision just made by the 
House, though the paper itself did not go there. 
This, however, was in accordance with the uniform 
practice of the House; for there were numberless 

uestions stated and decided, in which the papers 
they referred to were not copied out. For instance: 
it was not the custom to spread every bill, memo- 
rial, or petition, on the journal, though the yeas and 
nays on questions relating to them might be ordered 
and taken, 

Mr. NEWTON moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was rejected. 

Mr. N. considered this too important a ques- 
tion to be disposed of without deliberation; and 
he had, therefore, hoped that the House would 
have adjourned. The question was not one merely of 
convenience to the business of the House; but it in- 
volved the higher considerations of constitutional 
law, and the rights of the minority in that House. 
It was of little consequence to those then holding 
seats there, how it was decided; but it was to oper- 
ate in all future times, and therefore involved conse- 
quences more important and more lasting. Mr. N. 
then went into a brief argument of the constitutignal 
question, to show ihat it was imperative on the ma- 
jority to put any proposition in the journal that the 
minority offered. He denied that the majority had 
aright to refuse it; and contended that the framers 
of the Constitution inserted this particular clause to 
enable minorities to spread their views before the 
country. As io the absurdity that gentleman 
spoke of, he insisted that it was on the other side; 
and if it was inconsistent for the House, at one mo- 
ment, to refuse to receive a paper, and at the next to 
have It inserted on the journal, that inconsistency 
was commanded by the Constitution itself. But 
there was no absurdity, and no inconsistency in the 
case; for a majority had no right to say that a paper 
should or should not be recorded on the journal, 
because one-fifth of the members present ordering 
the yeas and nays rendered it imperative on the 
House to place it there. : 

Mr. HOLMES said it appeared to him that gen- 
tlemen were all acting under a mistake in opposing 
this resolution. This was as plain a question as 
ever was presented. He granted that they could 
not keep a written proposition from the journal, if 
it should be offered, and the yeas and nays called on 
it at the desire of one-fifth of the members present; 
but he understood that the resolution before them 
referred altogether to amendments of the journal, 
and it was to this effect: that if a gentleman should 
attempt, by a motion, to get any paper on it that 
was not in the proceedings of the day. before, it 
should not be the fact of ordering the yeas and nays 
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‘that reason he should vote for the. re: 


that weuld enable him to do ity “| 
which a written paper was" refused by the F 
and: not being, thereforé, in its:procéedings 
appear-on the joumal;. but the nextanornin 
ber moves the correction of the journ 

ing it; and contends that, by the call 
and nays, he:can get it inserted there. T 
gentleman from. Virginia ‘justly -observed. 
absurdity that should be guarded against: 


Mr. HALE observed, that as genil 
side of the House seemed disposed‘ 
Hampshire a kick, he felt ‘himself call 
his views on the subject. “In the fe 
made the other day, he professed an entire 
of parliamentary rules and: procéedings, but 
served, at the same time, that to his unsophisticated. 
mind it appeared that common: sense’. dietated 
that the House stould have the-powé ing: 
what should and what should notigo'on Ioe 
On this question tre Constitution had been appented: 
to by different gentlemen, who had’ spoken i 
opposition, and he would say to them that he r 
ed that sacred instrument as much as any gentle: 
on the floor; and it was because he thus reverenced 
it, and did not look upon it as a plastic instrument! 
be shaped to suit every mán’s ‘purpose, that he 
should vote for this resolution. The questi 
that this House should ‘keep a journal; not c 
fifth of it, but the whole House. > "The Conistitition 
required that, upon the demand of. one-fifth: of the: 
members present, the yeas and nays should be 
and entered upon the journal. . Then let them’ 
it; but he appealed to the good sense of the Hi 
if the recording of the yeas and nays on qu 
submitted, involved also the obligation of -spi 
on the journal any paper, no matter how: for 
the proceedings of the House, that membe: 
wish to place there. He remembered that sin 
came here, a proposition was made.by.a gentlemat 
from Pennsylvania to have a. certain number:of i 
ies of the message of the President of 
States printed in the Ditch languag 
cording to the doctrines of gentlemen; i 
nays had been called on this proposition; the 
of the House must have gone to work and wri ten 


out the message in Dutch. “So, also, a motion w 
made to print 10,000 copies of the President’s 
sage, and his friend from Alabama, [Mr.: Bris 
who seemed to regard it with peculiar favor,m 
to amend it by printing 20,000.. Then, accordin; 
this construction. of the constitutional oblig 
the whole 20,000 must have been written où 
yeas and nays had been called: He was astonis 
that gentlemen did not see the absurdity of the doe. 
trines they were attempting to carry out. Why,: 
the Clerk could not write out a thousandth part of 
the matter that a minority would thrust in if: this 
principle were sanctioned. He would not say that. 
it was now the intention of the minority ‘to retard, 
the business of the House; buthe put it to the good’ 
sense of members to.consider the obstacles ‘that 
might be thrown in the way of the business:of:the 
county, if this principle, contended for by the gen- 
tleman from New York, was suffered te prevail. 
In conclusion, Mr. H. contended for the ‘adoption of 
the resolution, and said thatit was because- hë-be-: 
lieved that it contained some practical good . sense, 
for practical business men, that he would vote: 
On motion by Mr. WELLER, ` Se 
The House adjourned. it 


IN SENATE. oe 

Tuespay, December 12, 1843. ste 
THE DEATH OF SENATOR LINN: 3: 
The journal having been read, Mr. BENTON- 

rose and said: ; yi BERR ee 
Mr. Present: I rise to make to the Senate the 
formal communication of an event which has oce 
curred during the recess, and has been heard by‘ all 
with the deepest regret.. My colleague and friend, 
the late Senator Linn, departed this life on Tues- 
day, the 3d day of October last, at the early age. of 
forty-eight years, and. without the warnings or the 
sufferings which usually precede our departure from 
this world. He laid him down to sleep, and awoke no 
more. It wasto him the sleep of death! and the only: 
drop of consolation in this sudden and calamitous 
visitation was, that it took place in his'own house, 
and that his unconscious remains were immediately 
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surrounded by his family and friends, ‘and received 
all the care-and aid which. love and skill could give. 

I discharge a mournful duty, Mr. President, in 
bringing this deplorable event to the formal notice of 
the Senate; in. offering the feeble tribute of my ap- 
plause to the many virtues of my deceased colleague, 
and in-asking for his memory the last honors which 
the respect and affection of the Senate bestow upon 
the name of a deceased brother. : 

° Lewis Fero Lann, the subject of this annuncia- 
tion, was born in the State of Kentucky, in the year 
1795, in the immediate vicinity of Louisville. His 
grandfather was Colonel William Linn, one of the 
favorite officers of General George Rodgers Clark, 
and well known for his courage and enterprise in the 
early settlement of the Great West. At the age of 
eleven he had fought in the ranks of men, in the de- 
fence of a station in Western Pennsylvania, and was 
seen to deliver a deliberate and effective fire. He 
was one of the first to navigate the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi from Pittsburg to New Orleans, and back 
again—~a daring achievement, which himself and some 
others accomplished for the public service, and 
amidst every species of danger, in the year 1776.* 
He was killed by the Indiang at an early period; 
leaving a family of young children, of whom the 
worthy Colonel William Pope (father of Governor 
Pope, and head of the numerous and respectable 
family of that name in the West) became the guar- 
dian. The father of Senator LINN was among these 
children; and, at an early age, skating upon the ice 
near Louisville, with three other boys, he was taken 
prisoner by the Shawanee dndians, carried off, and 
detained captive for three years, when all four made 
their escape ‘and returned home, by killing their 
guard, traversing some hundred miles of wilderness, 
and swimming the Ohio river. The mother of Sen. 
ator Luv was a Pennsylvanian by birth; her maid- 
en name Hunter; born at Carlisle; and also had he- 
roic blood in her veins. Tradition, if not history, 
preserves the recollection of her courage and conduct 
at Fort Jefferson, at the Iron Banks, in 1781, when 
the Indians attacked and were repulsed from that 
post. Women and boys were men in those days. 

The father of Senator Liny died young, leaving 
this son but eleven years of age. The cares of an 
elder brother supplied (as far as such a loss could be 
supplied,) the loss of a father; and under his aue 
spices the education of the orphan was conducted. 
He was intended for the medical profession, and re- 
ceived his education, scholastic and professional, in 
the State of his nativity. At an early age he was 
qualified for the practice of medicine, and com- 
menced it in the then Territory, now State, of Mis- 


““The next effort at this perilous navigation was made b 
Colonels Gibson and Linn—ihe latter the grandfather of the 


Jnited States from Missouri. These gentlemen descended 
the Mississippi in 1776, from Pittsburg to New Orleans, by 
the orders o Virginia, it is presumed, to obtain military 
stores for the troops stationed at the former place. So ex- 
traordinary an adventure may well require particular con- 
firmation to the mind of the reader; and it can be furnished 
in the most remarkable manner. John Smith, now or lately 
of Woodford county, in this State, was, in 1776, engaged jn 
reconnoitering this country, in company with James Harrod, 
go eminently distinguished in the history of Kentucky dif- 
ficulties and dangers. On their return, the companions sep- 
arated—Harrod to go to North Carolina, and Smith to Peters 


of gunpowder from New Orleans, which Smith helped to 
carry round the Falls to the mouth of Bear Grass creek, in 
the spriug of 1777, Each man carried three kegs along the 


ly left by this gallant and ener: etic man."—Butler’s Histor 
of Kentucky, pages 166, 159, $ regen ey 


souri; and was immediately. amongst the foremos 
of his profession. Intuitive sagacity supplied in 
hım the place of long experience; and boundless be- 
nievolence conciliated universal esteem. To all his 
patients he was the same; flying with alacrity to 
every call, attending upon the poor and humble as 
zealously as on the rich and powerful, on the 
stranger as readily as on the neighbor, discharging 
to all the duties of nurse and friend as well as of 
physician, and wholly regardless of his own inter- 
est, or even of his own health, in his zeal to serve 
and to save others. f 


The highest professional honors and rewards were 
Igfore him. Though commencing on a provincial 
theatre, there was not a capital in Europe or Ameri- 
ca in which he would not have attained the front 
rank in physic or surgery. But his fellow-citizens 
perceived in his varied abilities capacity and apti- 
tude for service in a different walk. He was called 
into the political field by an election to the Senate of 
his adopted State. Thence he was called to the per- 
formance of judicial duties, by a federal appoint- 
ment to investigate land titles. Thence he was 
called to the high station of Senator in the Congress 
of the United States—first by an executive appoint- 
ment, then by three successive almost unanimous 
elections. The last of those elections he received 
but one year ago, and had not commenced his du- 
ties under it—had not sworn in under the certificate 
which attested it—when a sudden and premature 
death put an end to his earthly career. He entered 
this body in the year 1833: death dissolved his cons 
nexion with it in 1843. For ten years he was a be- 
loved and distinguished member of this body; and 
surely a nobler or a finer character never adomed 
the chamber of the American Senate. 

He was my friend; but I speak not the language 
of friendship when I speak his praise. A debt of 
justice is all that I can attempt to discharge: an im- 
perfect copy of the true man is all that I can attempt 


_ to paint. 


A sagacious head, and a feeling heart, were the 
great characteristics of Dr. Linx. He had a judg- 
ment which penetrated both men and things, and 
gave him near and clear views of far distant events, 
He saw at once the bearing—the remote bearing of 
great measures, either for good or for evil; and 
brought instantly to their Support, or opposition, 
the logic of a prompt and natural eloquence, more 
beautiful in its delivery, and more effective in its ap- 
plication, than any that art can bestow. He had 
great fertility of mind, and was himself the author 
and mover of many great measures,—some for the 
benefit of the whole Union—some for the benefit of 
the Great West~some for the benefit of his own 
State—many for the benefit of private individuals. 
The pages of our legislative history will bear the 
evidences of these meritorious labors to a remote and 
grateful posterity, 

Brilliant as were the qualities of his head, the 
qualities of his heart still eclipse them. It is to- 
the heart we look for the character of the man; and 
what a heart had Lewis Linn! The kindest, the 
gentlest, the most feeling, and the most generous 
that ever beat in the bosom of bearded iman! And 
yet, when the occasion required it, the bravest and 
the most daring also. He never beheld a case of 
human wo without melting before it; he never en- 
countered an apparition of earthly danger without 
giving it defiance. Where is the friend, or even the 
stranger, in danger, or distress, to whose succor he 
did not fly, and whose sorrowful or perilous case 
he did not make his own? When—where—was he 
ever called upon fora service, or a sacrifice, and 


as the occasion required? 

The senatorial service of this rare man fell upon 
trying times—high party times—when the collisiong 
of party too often embittered the ardent feelings of 
generous natures; but who ever knew bitterness, or 
party animosities in him? He was, indeed, a party- 
man—as true to his party as to his friend and hig 
country; but, beyond the line of duty and of princis 
ple—beyond the debate and the vote—he knew ‘no 
party, and saw no opponent. Who among us all, 
even after the fiercest debate, ever met him without 
meeting the benignant smile and the kind salutation? 
Who of us all ever needed a friend without finding 
onein him? Who of us all was ever stretched up~ 
on the bed of sickness without finding him at iis 
side? Who of-us all ever knew of a personal 
difficulty of which he was not, as far as possible, 
the kind composer ? 

Such was Senator Livy, in high party times, here 
among us. And what he was here, among us, he 
was everywhere, and with everybody. At home 
among his friends and neighbors; on the high road 
among casual acquaintances; in foreign lands among 
strangers; in all, and inevery of these situations, he 
was the same thing. He had kindness and sympa- 
thy for every human being; and the whole voyage 
of his life was one continued and benign circumnavi- 
gation ofall the virtues which adorn and exalt the 
character ofman. Piety, charity, benevolence, gen- 
erosity, courage, patriotism, fidelity, all shone con- 
spicuously in him, and might extort*from the be- 
holder the impressive interrogatory, For what place 
was this man made? Was it for the Senate, or the 
camp? For public or for private life? For the bar 
orthe bench? For the art which heals the diseases 
of the body, or that which cures the infirmities of the 
State? For which of all these was he born? And 
the answer is, For all. He was born to fill the 
largest and most varied circle of human excellence; 
and to crown all these advantages, Nature had given 
him what the great Lord Bacon calls a perpetual 
letter of recommendation—a countenance, not only 
good, but sweet and winning—radiant with the vire 
tues of his soul—captivating universal confidence; 
and such as no stranger could behold—no traveller, 
even in the desert, could meet, without stopping to 
reverence, and saying: Here is a man in whose 
hands I could deposite life, liberty, fortune, honor. 
Alas ! that so muclwexcellence should have perished 
80 soon! that sucha man should have been snatched 
away at the early age of forty-eight, and while all 
his faculties were still ripening and developing ! 

In the life and character of such a man, so exu- 
berant in all that is grand and beautifulin human 
nature, itis difficult to particularize excellences or 
to pick out any one quality, or circumstance, which 
could claim pre-eminence over all others. If I 
should attempt it, I should point, among his meas- 
ures for the benefit of the whole Union, to the 
Oregon Bill; among his measures for the benefit of 
his own State, to the acquisition of the Platte 
Country; among his Private virtues, to the love and 
affection which he bore to that brother—the half- 
brother only—who, only thirteen years older than 
himself, had been to him the tenderest of fathers. 
For twenty-nine years I had known the depth of 
that affection, and never saw it burn more brightly 
than in our last interview, only three weeks before 
his death. He had Just travelled a thousand miles 
out of his way: to see that brother; and his name 
was still the dearest theme of his conversation—a 
conversation, strange to tell! which turned, not upon 
the empty and fleeting subjects of the day, but upon 
things solid and eternal—upon friendship, and upon 


rendered not, upon the instant, the one or the other, ` 


“death, and upon the duties of the living to the dead. 
He spoke of two friends whom it was natural to 
believe that he should survive, and to whose memo- 
ries he intended to pay the debtof friendship. Vain 
calculation! Vain impulsion of generosity and 
friendship! One of these two friends now discharges 

: that mournful debt to him: the other* has written 
me a letter, expressing his “deep sorrow for the unm- 
timely death of our friend, Dr. Linn.” 

Mr. BENTON then offered the following resolu- 
tions: 
E Resolved unanimously, That the members of the 
Senate, from sincere desire of showing every mark 
of respect due to the memory of the Hon. Lewis 
F. Linn, deceased, late a member thereof, will go 
into mourning, by wearing crape on the left arm for 
thirty days. AN 

Resolved unanimously, That, as an additional mark: 
of respect for the memory of the Hon. Lewis F. 
Linn, the Senate do now adjourn. 


My. CRITTENDEN said: I rise, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to second the motion of the Hon. Senator from 
Missouri, and to express my cordial concurrence in 
the resolutions he has offered. 

The highest tribute of our respect is justly due to 
the honored name and memory of Senator Liny; and 
there is not a heart here that does not pay it freely 
and plenteously. These resolutions are but respon- 
sive to the general feeling that prevails throughout 
the land, and will afford to his widow and his or- 
phans the consolatory evidence that their country 
‘shares their grief, and mourns for their bereave- 
ment. oe 

I am very sensible, Mr. President, that the very 
appropriate, interesting, and eloquent remarks of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] have made 
it difficult to add anything that will not impair the 
effect of what he has said; but I must beg the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a few moments. Senator 
Linn was by birth a Kentuckian, and my coun- 
tryman. I do not dispute the claims of Missouri, 
his adopted State; but Iwish it to be remembered, 
that I claim for Kentucky the honor of his nativity; 
andt by the great law that regulates such precious in- 
heritances, a portion, at least, of his fame must de- 

scend to his native land. It is the just ambition and 
right of Kentucky to gather together the bright 
names of her children, no matter in what lands their 
bodies may be buried, and to preserve them as her 
. jewels and her crown. The name of Liny is one of 
her jewels; and its pure and unsullied lustre shall 
long remain as one of her richest ornaments. 

The death of such a man is a national calamity. 
Long a distinguished member of this body, he was 
continually rewarded with the increasing confidence 
of the great State he so honorably represented; apu 
his reputation and usefulness increased at every 
step of his progress. 

- In the Senate his death is most sensibly felt. We 

have lost a colleague and friend, whose noble and 
amiable qualities bound us to him as with “hooks 
of steel.” Who of us that knew him can forget 
his open, frank, and manly bearing—that smile, 
that seemed to be the pure, warm sunshine of the 
heart, and the thousand courtesies and kindnesses 
that gave a “daily beauty to his life?” 

He possessed a high order of intellect; was 
resolute, courageous, and ardent in all his pursuits. 
A decided party man, he participated largely and 
conspicuously in the business of the Senate and the 
conflicts of its debates; but there was a kindliness 
and benignity about him, that, ike polished armor, 
turned aside all feelings of ill-will or animosity. He 
had political opponents in the Senate, but not one 
enemy. 


“General Jackson. 
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The good and generous qualities of our nature 
were blended in his character; 
oui a crt mei elements 
o mixed in him, that Nature might stand 
And say to all the world—This pas @ man?” 
The resolutions were then adopted; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 12, 1843. 
The minutes of yesterday were read by the Clerk. 
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE. 

The standing committees were this morning an- 
nounced, as follows: 

Of Ways and Means.—Messrs. McKay, Lewis, J. 
R. Ingersoll, Dromgoole, Barnard, D. L. Seymou 
Weller, Chappell, and Norris. 

Of Claims.—Messrs. Vance, Thos. Smith, Cobb, 
A. Johnson, Bowlin, Strong, Stephens, Clingman, 
and Ramsey. 

On Commerce.—Messrs. Holmes, Dunlap, Win- 
throp, Phenix, P. King, Hale, Labranch, C. M. 
Reed, and McClellan. 

On Public Lands.—Mesars. J. W. Davis, Boyd, 
Collamer, Hubard, Houston, Rayner, Jameson, Me- 
Clernand, and Patterson. 

_ On the Post Office and Post Roads.—Messrs. Hope 
kins, Kennedy, Grinnell, Stiles, Hardin, Dana, D, 
S. Reid, Relfe, and Jenks. 

For the District of, Columbia.—Messrs. Campbell, 
Kirkpatrick, A. Stewart, W. Green, G. W. Jones, 
Chilton, Robinson, McCauslin, and Bower. 

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Wilkins, Saunders, 
French, Dillingham, Burt, Vinton, Pettit, Dickey, 
and Catlin. 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. R. D. Davis, 
Arrington, D. P. King, Lucas, Stone, Stetson, 
Brodhead, R. Smith, and Senter. ; 

_ On Public Expenditures——Messrs. Clinton, Red- 
ing, Cranston, A. H. Read, Mathews, Grider, 
Purdy, Sykes, and P, B. Johnson. 

On Private Land Claims—Messys. Cross, Slidell, 
Dellet, J. A. Black, W. J. Brown, Cary, E. R. Pot 
ter, Severance, and Rodgers. 

On Manufactures.—Messrs.Adams, Collamer, Bel- 
ser, Hudson, Woodward, Irvin, Moseley, Lumpkin, 
and Cranston. 

On Agriculture-—Messrs. Deberry, Anderson, 
Farlee, St. John, J. Brown, B. Green, Hays, Hen- 
ley, and Florence. 

On Indian Affuirs.—Messrs. Cave Johnson, J. 
Thompson, Foot, J. B. Hunt, Bidlack, W. Hunt, 
Benton, Hughes, and Vanmeter. 

On Military Affairs—Messrs. Haralson, Coles, 
Irvin, Boyd, McConnell, Hardin, Bossier, Mc- 
Dowell, and Fish. 

On Militia.—Messrs. Dean, John Stewart, Mose- 
ley, Tibbatis, Moore, Foot, Bower, Hays, and 
Frick. ` 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Wise, Parmenter, 
Barringer, Murphy, Simpson, Peyton, T. H. Sey- 
mour, Atkinson, and Marsh. 

On Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. C. J. Ingersoll, 
Rhett, Beardsley, Gilmer, White, Dawson, Sample, 
Thomasson, and Williams. 

On Revolutionary Pensions.—Messrs. Rathbun, 
Steenrod, Rodney, Simons, Hungerford, Giddings, 
J. A. Wright, Hloge, and McIlvaine. 

On Tervitories—Messrs. A. V. Brown, Duncan, 
E. J. Morris, Daniel, Houston, Tyler, Tibbatts, 
Wentworth, and Milton Brown. 

On Invalid Pensions —Messrs. Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Russell, Ashe, J. Morris, R. Smith, A. Smith, Nes, 
Cullom, and Tilden. 

On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Owen, Steenrod, 
White, Maclay} Reding, Ficklin, Dickinson, Car- 
roll, and Frick. 

On Patents.—Messrs. Harper, J. Black, Russell, 
John Stewart, and Severance. 

On Public Buildings, §c—Messrs. Pratt, Leon- 
ard, Hudson, W. Wright, and Winthrop. 

On Revisal and Unfinished Business.—Messrs. E. 
R. Potter; Hubbell, Foster, Buffington, and E. D. 
Potter. 

On Accounis——Messrs. McDowell, Taylor, Her- 
rick, Wheaton, and Rodney. 

On Mileage-—Messrs. Cobb, Ritter, Perley B. 
Johnson, Henley, and Farlee. ; 

On Expenditures in the State Department.—Messrs. 
Rogers, Blackwell, J. T. Smith, W. Green, and 
W. Wright. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Depertment.—~ 
Meatia: Caldwell, Yost, Tilden, Anderson, and 
Ashe. 
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! have suppressed the whole matter at once. 


On Expenditures in the. War Department m 
Mellvaine, Kennedy, Arrington, Grider,’ ahd 
Johnson. ° Pe EE 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department 
Dana, Kirkpatrick, Vanmeter, Buffington, | 
ter. Sepa e 
On. Expenditures in the Post Office Departme 
Messrs. Harper, D. S.: Reid, T; Smith J . Brown 
and Nes. eRe ees F 
On Expenditures on the Public Buildings.—-Messrs.” 
D. P. King, Dawson, Taylor, W: Hunt, Ramse 
On the Library. —Messrs. Burke, Marsh, and Ma: 
clay. DE 
r. PAYNE, who was appointed chairman of the 
Committee on Privileges aad Elections, asked to be. 
excused from serving in that capacity on that com- 
mittee. In making that request, he begged: leave tó, 
say that. he had no desire to avoid any responsibili- 
ty in relation to that committee, nor did he fear the 
labor which would devolve on its chairman; his prin- 
cipal reason for desiring. to be excused from serving: 
was, that he knew he was physically incapable of. 
performing the duties assigned to him. He trusted,” 
under these circumstances, the House would excuse’ 
him. The committee, during the present session, | 
would have very burdensome duties; and he felt that: . 
he could not discharge them satisfactorily.’ ‘as 
_ The CHAIR (Mr. Lynn Boyn, who o¢eu- 
pied the place of Mr. Jones, who on all occasions’ ’ 
retires from the chair when the. committee: of: 
Elections is before the House) putthe question, and” 
Mr. Payne was excused. ees ee 
i THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BARNARD now rose, and moved to amend ` 
the journal of yesterday, by placing thereon. the fol- 
lowing: mtr ere, 

Resolved, That the journal of yesterday, in that part which: : 
relates to the resolution of amendment ‘offered by Mr. Bar: 
Narp on Tuesday last, the Sth instant, the motion‘of: MP.“ 
Girmer to strike outa part of the resolution, and the. vo 
by yeas and nays taken yesterday on thatgmotion, be ameni 
ed so as to state the question as follows: The part of the.re 
solution of Mr. Barnann proposed to he sticken oùt, was 
in the following words, namely: “And that the journal be 
further amended, by inserting the following paper as that: 
offered to be read, to wit: The roll of Representatives,” &c, 
[Copy the protest.} fie Sg LE DASE 

rtr. DROMGOOLE rose to object to the recep=' 
re oof the proposition of the gentleman from New `., 
neuk. It would be seen that it was an attempt. to: 
fithad on the journal what the House, over and’ 
seesr again, had refused to insert there... It was, per 
ov disrespectful to the House. He did not:charge: .. 

o mover of it with any intention to be disrespect-. : 
1Y; but the paper itself was disrespectful, under the: 
circumstances; and hence he objected to its reception” - 
by the House. ; ae 

Mr. BARNARD said he was fully prepared for. 
such a movement as that which was now made by 
the gentleman from Virginia. It did not at all sura. 
prise him, though he confessed he was pained by it. 

e was only surprised that such a movement had 
not been made when he first offered his resolution 
to amend the journal, so that the majority might 

is 


was a motion to amend the journal of the House; 
and it was an attempt to amend the journal. of yes- 
terday, and not of any preceding day. It wasa 
motion which, he insisted, was perfectly respectfúl 
in its terms, inasmuch as it simply proposed to 
amend the journal, so that it should state a question: 
which was taken yesterday by yeas and nays, in 
such a manner as that it- would. be intelligible; 
whereas, as the journal now stands, that question 
was altogether unintelligible. : If that was not a 
respectful motion, he did not know what was. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE remarked. that he had: not 
accused the gentleman from New York: with being 
desirous to be disrespectful; he had separated the 
individual from the paper itself. : : 

Mr. BARNARD said the gentleman from Vir 
ginia could not have forgotten the debate of yester~ 
day on this subject. He knew there was a differ- 
ence of opinion’ between them, ‘but he (Mr. B.) 
stood upon the Constitution; and he insisted that 
neither himself nor his proposition was disrespect- 
ful to the House, or to any portion of it; for the 
Constitution gave to him, asa member of the mi- 
nority of the House, the right to put that paper on 
the journal of the House. ; 

He had no disposition to trouble the House with 
this matter any longer, by getting up.a further pro~ 
tracted debate; he was willing to submit the matter 
to the House. He had learned that the journal, as © 
it stood, was unintelligible; for the journal of Tues~° 
day did not record truly the proceedings of the 


` House on that day—not the- slightest notice being 
taken of anything in his resolution beyond that part 
which appeared on the journal... It-was not stated 
in thojournal.that he offered any protest whatever, 
and therefore there was nothing to refer to, to make 
the journal intelligible; and what-he_ insisted upon, 
was. simply this:.that when. a member in his seat 
resents a resolution ta the House, when that reso- 
lution. was received by this body, when it was en- 
tértained and discussed, and voted upon, it was the 
right of the minority to call for. its record on the 
journal; and it was the first time in the legislative 
history of the country that it had been refused. 

If he (Mr. Barnard) were to offer a resolution to 
this body, drawn up in his own way, upon any sub- 
ject. whatever—upon the tariff, the currency, inter- 
nal improvement,. or any thing. else—and that 
resolution should be received by the House, discuss- 
ed and voted upon, would it ever enter into the 
head of any man to suppose that the journal of the 
House would bear true testimony of the transaction, 
by stating the substance of the resolution, instead of 
the resolution itself? He would venture to say, that 
an example was not to be found in the records of 
legislation, where a written resolution had be€n 
offered, received, and voted upon by a legislative 
body, and entered upon the journal by a mere 
statement of its contents, instead of being placed there 
at length. Yet this*was what the House now pro- 
posed to do; and this he objected to, as being a most 

angerous precedent, and as being a vivlation of the 
Constitution itself; inasmuch as it was provided by 
the Constitution that one-fifth of the members of the 
House shiould have the power of demanding a rec- 
ord of the yeas and nays upon ary question. 

But he had not the slightest disposition to press 
this matter; if the House was prepared to dis- 
pose of the question upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, he was perfectly content. 
But as to the question of the reception of a paper, 
he would ask what was meant by reception in its 
ordinary application? If a member of the House 
should rise in his place and offer a paper that was 
offensive, it would be very proper that the House 
should refuse to receive if; or if a member of that 
body should rise in his place and presenta resolu- 
tion for the consideration of the House, which, on 
hearing it read, members might think objectionable, 
as being likely to throw the House into confusion, 
it would be very proper to meet such a resolution 
with a question as to its reception. But here was 
a simple proposition to amend the journals of the 
House—a proposition, he contended, in no way dis- 
respectful to the House; and this proposition was 
met by a question of reception. we repeated, if a 
majority of the House were ready to dispose of the 
matter upon.a question of reception, he was perfect- 
ly content. He did not mean to press the matter, 
as he had said before. If the House were now to 
admit the resolution, he did not desire to say one 
word more about it; he wanted merely to give the 
House one more opportunity to accord ` to the mi- 
nority their constitutional rights. That was his ob- 
ject, and his sole object; and in calling for the read- 
ing of the journal as he had done, he desired 
to exhibit to the House its mutilated condition. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, in order that gentle- 
men who seemed so desirous of recording the yeas 
and nays might have an opportunity of doing so, 
he would call for the yeas and nays apon this very 
motion. He had made this question, because he 
did regard it as disrespectful to the House, for any 
member to attempt to put upon the records of the 
House a paper, while it had been decided by the 
House, over and over again, that it was improper 
for it to go there. He repeated, it waa disrespectful to 
the House; but he acquitted the mover of any inten- 
tion to offer a disrespect. The ger tleman now dis- 
claimed all intention to press the mutter, though for 
more than a week past, he had been most perseve- 
ring in his attempts to force the paper upon the jour- 
nals of the House. 

He had voted yesterday, and he would con- 
tinue so to vote “until doomsday, notwithstand- 
ing the clamor which gentlemer. were making; 
and to protest against the doctrine that the 
minority should ‘govern, and that the House 
had no right to instruct their Clerk in the perform- 
ance of his duty. The Clerk was but the agent 
of the House in making up the journal which the 
House was bound to keep. 

But there was another ground upon which he 
rested an objection: he objected not only because it 
was disrespectful to the House, but because it was 
A violation of the Constitution, which the gentle- 
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man professed so much to venerate; It had been 
decided, both in that House and in the Senate, that 
no member or- set of members have the right to 
spread -a paper upon the journals contrary to the 
will of the majority—a decision which had at first 
struck him as being improper, but reflection had 
convinced him that it was salutary and proper. 
They had heard a great deal about the framers 
of the Constitution knowing what they ‘were 
about. He believed they did know very well 
the full effect and meaning of that instrument; but 
from what he had heard from gentlemen in that 
House, he was very much inclined to doubt whether 
those who succeeded the framers of the Constitution 
knew what their meaning and intention was. He 

collected being at the other end of the Capitol 
when a debate was going on upon a motion to ex- 
punge; anda Senator (one who was held in very 
great veneration by the gentleman from New York, 
and to whom the term “godlike” was sometimes ap- 
plied,) stated in his place that he desired to read a 
papér for the information of the Senate, in regard to 
the sentiments of himself and his colleagues upon 
a certain question, inasmuch as he could not 
obtain permission to place it upon the journals; 
and no further attempt was made by “the godlike” to 
forcé the paper upon the journal. This was the 
course which he would recommend to the gentle- 
man from New York, who was so persevering in 
his efforts to accomplish his darling object of placing 
upon the journal of the House a protest, signed by 
himself and forty-nine other members. 

He had no sort of objection that the protest 
should be put upon the journal, in the newspapers, 
or anywhere else. If he had exerted all the little 
powers of ingenuity which he possessed to catch 
uis adversaries in an unfavorable position before the 
public, he could never have devised a better than the 
gentlemen had themselves chalked out. What 
had they done? They had come there and at- 
tempted, under the ‘pretext of amending the 
journal, to spread upon it a protest, contrary 
to the decision of both branches of Congress. And 
they had, moreover, taken upon themselves to de- 
cide, beforehand, upon a case which must come þe- 
fore that body for adjudication. That House would 
be called to decide upon the constitutionality of con- 
flicting enactments. The House must, of necessi- 
ty, decide the question, whether an act, of the last 
Congress, which received the sanction of both 
branches, and was approved in a most extraordina- 
ry manner by the Executive, be constitutional or 
otherwise; presenting the strange position of one 
House being called on to be the judges as to wheth- 
eran act of Congress is constitutional. 

There was, in his opinion, no sort of injustice in 
preventing these gentlemen from spreading their 
protest before the public, through the journals of 
that House. There was no injustice; there was no 
fear of doing these gentlemen injustice. There was 
no necessity to accede to their request, through fear 
of doing them injustice. The report, when made 
by the committee upon this subject, would probably 
be met by a minority report.” When the question 
came before the House, gentlemen might come for 
ward with their arguments, and record their votes 
upon the journal. The very provision of the Con- 
Stitution about which they were making such a 
clamor ‘furnished, in fact, a substitute for the re- 
cording of protests upon the journal. It was fore- 
seen, he had no doubt, by the framers of the Con- 
stitution, that to give the right of inserting a protest 
upon the journal, would be giving to an individual 
member the right to spread his arguments upon the 
journal. To. avoid this difficulty, the power was 
given to one-fifth of the members to demand the 
yeas and nays; and that was the only protest which 
was now known to the Constitution of the United 
States. In view of the constitutional question, and 
of the fact that this House had already decided that 
the paper should not go upon the journal, he hoped 
the House would at once nip the project in the bud. 
He asked for the yeas and hays upon his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he was very reluc 
tant to say a word upon the subject, feeling alto- 
gether indifferent whether the protest were entered 
upon the journal of the House or not. So much had 
been said, however, that he felt disposed to add a 
few very brief remarks. That House, at some time 
or other, would be called upon to adjudicate this 
question, which it was now proposed in some degree 
to prejudicate. The Constitution had given to the 
House power and authority to judge of the election, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members, If 


would be therefore not only the right, but the spe- 
cial duty of that House to consider the matter when 
brought before it in its judicial capacity. The jude 
cial functions of that House consisted not only in 
the application of existing law to particular cases, 
but, overstepping, the bounds assigned to a mere ex- 
pounder of the laws upon the statute-book, they 
supplied all deficiencies by creating rules to suit all 
emergencies. By an act of that House, relief was 
granted to particular individuals. Why? Because 
there was no general law applying to those indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. OWEN said: I confess my surprise at the 
course that has been taken, and the denunciations 
that have been made by the minority during the de- 
bate on the present question. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. IxeERsorL] claims for 
his party that they have said no hard things of us, 
1 must differ from him. They bring against us ac 
eusations of no ordinary character. They declare 
that we, in that wantonness of power (in which I admit 
that successful majorities are too prone to indulge) 
have tyrannized over the minority. They say, that 
not content to with voting down the proposals of the 
minority, we are not even willing the country should 
be informed through the journals what it is they pro- 
pose, what it is we vote down. They go further 
yet. ‘They add that, by our arbitrary acts, we tear 
up the Constitution by the roots; piling, as we pro- 
ceed, one act of nullification on another. 

These are grave charges. “The right of the minor- 
ity is a holy thing; the Constitution is a sacred one. 
If, in very decd, either directly or indirectly, by any 
act or implication, we violate the one, or trample on 
the other, no terms of reprehension are too strong to 
stigmatize our conduct. If, in support of sucha 
charge, substantial proof could be brought against 
the majority, wholly unworthy would that majority 
be of its place and its power on this floor. 

I will not stop here toinquire whether, even then— 
if we did press unscrupulously on the rights of the 
minority—whether, in that case, the denunciation 
would come with a good grace from the minority 
who complain of us. I will not remind these gen- 
tlemen how they—a minority now, a majority 
once—acted towards us. I will not call up the 
memory of the instruments of parliamentary tor- 
ture once employed by them, and, but a few days 
since, on the motion’ of the gentleman before me, 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wisr,] broken up and thrown 
from us, even as men penetrated to the dungeons ot 
that atrocious tribunal, the inquisition, (when civil- 
ization was sveeping itaway,) and broke up and scat- 
tered to the winds of heaven its horrible instruments, 
constructed to torture the body—not, like those we 
destroyed, the mind. From such retort as that, I will 
abstain. I will not even say to that minority—yet 
might I not, sir, mostaptly use the words?—“He that 
is without blame among’ ye, let him cast the first 
stone!” I take other ground than.that. The errors 
of others are no apology for our own. That they, 
when the power was with them, unfairly treated us, 
is no justification of our course, should we, imita- 
ting a bad example, unfairly treat them. We pro- 
pose to ourselves—may I not in this speak in the 
name of the majority?—a higher standard of politi- 
cal morality than theirs. If wedo wrong, (it mat- 
ters not after what example,) as wrong-doers let us 
be judged; as wrong-doers let us be condemned. 

But, sir, I deny that we have done wrong. I 
deny that we have ridden over a single minority 
right; that we have violated one parliamentary law— 
usage even—in pursuit of a sinister object. I utter- 
ly deny that we have refused to the minority any 
right of record to which, either by parliamentary 
practice or by the dictates of natural justice and com- 
mon sense, they are entitled. , ‘ 

In support of this position, permit me to review 
—very briefly it shall be; I know the House is 
wearied out on this subject—briefly allow me to 
place in review before the House the facts connected 
with this much vexed question. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Barnarp,] 
on the first day of the session, offers to read to the 
House, not yet organized, a certain paper. The 
House, on motion, refuses to hear that paper read. 
The journal, on the gentleman’s own motion, amend- 
ed by the gentleman from Virginia on my left, [Mr. 
GILMER,] is made to show these facts, This has 
been done almost by common consent, The jour- 
nal sets forth, that a certain paper was offered by 
the gentleman to be read, and was refused. But 


now, the gentleman from New York complaining, 
moves next morning an amendment, to the effect 
i that he [Mr. Barwarp] asked leave to read the fol, 


-> hearsed in terms following: “The roll of Represent- 


owing paper, to wit: and here the paper itself is re- 


atives elected,” &c., and so on, giving the entire docu- 
ment. To this the i: ajority demurs. I demur to it. I 
say, that, in point of fact, I never did refuse, 
by my vote, to have read that special paper, 
80 proposed to be spread out, knowing its con-- 
tents. I refused, and the majority refused, to 
have read any paper. Had the paper been wholly 
different—had it not contained one single word which 
in fact it does contain—still we should have voted 

against its reading. It was not, then, against the 
reading of these specific words, thus urgently sought 
to be set forth, that we voted. If the journal says 
it was, it says that which is, substantially, not true. 
We voted against the reading of a certain paper. 
That was what we did; and it was all we did. When 
the journal declares this—and it does now declare it 
-it declares the truth and the whole truth. And, 
sir, if it is to contain nothing but the truth, it must 
not declare, as the gentleman from New York would 
have it do, that we refused to read a paper, in terms - 
and language expressly set forth, This would be 
false history. We did not do it; and the journal is 
historically false, if, either directly or by inference, it 
says we did it. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Barnarp] 
charges that there is a disposition in the House to 
suppress this matter. "Where is the evidence—the 
shadow, the least color of evidence—to sustain that 
charge? Did not the gentleman on my left from 
Virginia, [Mr. Giumer,] yesterday propose to 
the gentleman from York, that, if he would with- 
draw his various proposals to amend, and, coming 
in with his protest at the main and regular and 
honest entrance, would ask in a straightforward 
manner to have that protest spread on the journals, 
we would all cheerfully consent to its admission? 
And did not the: gentleman from New York, with 
singular pertinacity, refuse this most reasonable 
proposition? He must have it in his own way, or 
not atal. Heasksthe gentleman from Virginia, 
what impalpable scruples, whal abstractions pre- 
vent him from admitting the protest on a motion to 
amend? What scruples? Why, a most legitimate 
and most proper seruple. Our journal is historical- 
ly true; and we scruple at the request of the gentle- 
man from New York to make it historically 
false. That is the nature of our scruple. We 
cannot, to please the gentleman, say, by our votes, 
what is untrue, and what we know to be so. We | 
will not, by our votes, declare to the country—for 
such is, in effect, what he asks of us—that you, sir, 
in directing how the journal of our first day’s pro- 
ceedings should be made up, falsified the record; 
while we see and know, that it was most fairly, and 
fully, and accurately made up. 

But the gentleman from New York has another 
complaint. “It is the first time,” says he, “in the 
annals of legislation in this country, thata resolu- 
tion was entered on the journals, giving the sub- 
stance of a paper referred to in the resolution, in- 
stead of the paper itself.” In debating with the 
gentleman from New York a question involving 

arliamentary precedents, | speak with diffidence. 
Pam a young member, little experienced in these 
technicalities; and in reply to one older, and more ex- 
perienced in legislation, I feel that modesty is be- 
coming. Yet I will venture to ask the gentleman 
from New York a plain question; I put acase. Sup- 
pose I had asked leave of the House to introduce a 
bill; that on menon of leave, I had obtained the yeas 
and nays, and that leave had been refused: the entry 
on the journal would be, that Mr. Owew had asked 
leaye to introduce a bill entitled so and so—giving its 
title only ; not even the substance, the mere designa- 
tion of the bill—and leave had been refused. Sup- 
pose, then, that next morning I moved to amend the 
journals, so as to show that Mr. Owen asked leave 
to introduce a bill; couched in ihe words following, | 
to wit, and then procecded to recite my bill, from 
the first clause to the last; and suppose that the 
House (as it surely would) should refuse to permit | 
me, by this mancuvre, to spread my rejected bill on 
its journal: then comes the question T desire to ask 
the gentleman from New York. J ask him whether 
I should be justified in bringing up complaint and 
denunciation against the majority for so doing? 
Should I have a gust right to charge against them 
that they trampled on the rights of the minority; that 
they sought to pluck up the Constitution by the 
roots; that they endeavored to falsify the journals 


and deceive the public? “Would he, as one of that 
majority, tamely sit still and suffer such denuncia- 
tions? 


-Jabors whom we were wont to have met. 


| 
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I, at least, am not willing to submit to this, With 
the consciousness in my own breast that I have aid- 
ed in oppressing no minority; that I have scrupu- 
lously respected the constitutional rights of our op- 
ponents, granting to them every the smallest privi- 
lege to which, by law, by usage, by the dictates of 
justice, by the suggestions of common sense, they 
were entitled,—I cannot sit patiently under imputa- 
tions which I know to be unfounded, and feel to be 
unjust. 

; In conclusion, sir, permit me to say to the minor- 
ity in this House a word of which time may prove 
the sincerity. They will ever find me (and, I will 
venture to add, from the spirit I see evinced, a ma- 
jority of this House) disposed scrupulously to re- 


gard their rights—scrupulously to abstain from en-, 
croaching on them. I know by experience what it” 


is to be m a minority. I was in a minority for 


three successive years, in the Legislature of the - 


State from which I come. I cordially sympathize 
with those in that unfortunate predicament. May I 
not ask them, in return, to deal fairly by us; and, 
seeing that we have granted, and are still disposed 
to grant, to them, without stint or equivocation, all 
that the law, usage, and the Constitution secure to 
them, that they will refrain from a reiteration of the 
charge that we, the powerful majority, trample, 
with reckless feet, on the rights of the minority? 

Mr. COLLAMER next got the floor; but gave 
way, when 

A message was received from the Senate by Mr. 
Dicxins, announcing the death of the Hon. Lewis 
F. Liny, a Senator from the State of Missouri, and 
that the Senate had adopted the usual tribute of re- 
spect. for his memory—of going into mourning by 
wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 


Mr. BOWLIN, of Missouri, rose and said: I 
rise with no ordinary emotions—occasioned, par- 
tially, by the novelty of my own position; hut more, 
much more, by the recollection of the painful and 
melancholy event which now demands the tribute 
of our grief. It is, indeed, a painful, a most painful 
event to me; and one calculated, from its associa 
tions, to spread the gloom of melancholy over the 
councils now assembled. We have convened here 
for the discharge of our public duties, and we look 
around us in vain for all those companions in our 
The 
hand of Death, inexorable Death, has been amongst 
us. Inthe other end of the Capitol, a seat is va- 
cated; ah! vacated, and that forever? The heart of 
its occupant, which in life ever beat responsive to 
the calls of charity and humanity, now beats no 
more; and the tongue, whose patriotic eloquence has 
charmed the Senate, is now stilled by the dull, cold 
hand of Death. 


The Hon. Lewis F., Liny, late Senator from 
Missouri, as announced by the resolutions on your 
table, is no more. He died suddenly at his resi- 
dence in St. Genevieve, on the 3d day of October 
last, just as he was preparing to leave for this, the 
field of his distinguished labors. The manner of 
his death was peculiarly afflicting to his friends, 
It was as sudden as it was unexpected. In the 
midst of life and usual health; with no note of 
warning to his friends; without the usual premoni- 
tory symptoms; without, perhaps, an admonition to 
himself; in the midst of his family and friends, and 
in the mid career of his usefulness and honor, he 
is suddenly summoned from us to that land of 
spirits where “the weary are at rest.” 


Having spent a restless and sleepless night, he 
had the curtains of his bed drawn, to secure to him a 
morning’s repose. He fell into a_sleep, a profound 
sleep, from which he never awoke. And though 
his couch was watched with the sleepless eye of 
affectionate devotion, separated only by a curtain, 
yet his spirit passed away so calm, so tranquil, that 
it was difficult to tell the precise moment of its 
flight. But though he died with no eye upon him, 
save that of his God, yet the mildness and the 
serenity of his countenance proclaimed the conso- 
lation io his friends, trumpet-iongued, that he de- 
parted in peace, and with scarce a struggle. 

Of his life: it was one continued scene of uniform- 
ity and beauty. But I will not trespass upon the 
province of his biographer, further than to touch 
some of its prominent points. f 
Siate of Kentucky in the year 1796, and inherited 
from that chivalrous and gallant people many of the 
noble qualities that adorned him in after life. In 
the year 1809—a mere boy—he emigrated to Mis- 
souri, and east his fortune amongst a people eager 
to discern, and proud to reward merit, In 1814, at 


He was born in the ‘4 


the age of seventeen years, ‘he “entéred the 
field, and, side by side with a near and estéé: 
relative, now an honorable member of this Hot 
Goyernor Dopeg,) was engaged gallantly, 
the battles of his country; and though a “yout 
young to have his deeds chronicled: in: history, 
the memory of them is cherished in the hearts 

the people of his adopted State. n5 
After the war, he app 


, lied himself to, the acguisi= 
tion of his profession ; and, by the force and’ ene 
of his mind, and his well-regulated habits of indus- 
try, soon placed himself in the front ranks `of. that 
learned and honorable profession. As a physician,” 
he was prompt and determined, yet mild, courteous, 
and cheerful; by the versatility of his genius throw- 
ing around the couch of sickness and death every” 
thing to inspire hope and dispel gloom. Noman: 
was ever morc highly esteemed or more dearly loved: 
within the circle of his practice. Long, long, will: 
the memory of his virtues be engraven on the saris 
of those people who knew him longest, and knew 
him best. : aa 

He was next called, by the people of his county, 
to the Legislature of his adopted State, where, ina 
short session, he gave early promise of that charac- 
ter as a legislator which has since so_brilliantly 
shown in the councils of the nation. His career 
there was marked by an enlightened policy, a lofty 
patriotism, and a firm and unswerving devotion to 
those fundamental'principles upon which he believed. 
was based the liberty of his country. The generous: 
confidence of his constituents was only equalled by 
the disinterested fidelity of the representative, in 
executing the trusts committed to his charge. : 

In 1832, he was appointed one of the board of 
commissioners to adjust the private land claims of.. 
the ancient inhabitants of Upper Louisiana, (now, 
Missouri.) To the discharge of the complicated du- 
ties of this office he brought a mind well stored. 
with information upon the subject, and an energy 
that never flagged. In this place ‘he accomplished. 
much, in settling the vexed questions of titles to our 
lands; and, by the suavity of his manners, and the, 
uniform urbanity of his demeanor, won from all 
the homage of an exalted respect. Indeed, it would | 
be difficult to portray the veneration in which his. 
memory is held by those early first pioneers of: the 
country who laid in the wilderness the foundation ' 
of a great republic. ae 

If it were allowable, upon an occasion of this 

kind, to speak of one’s self, I might be permitted to - 
say that it was at this period of his life I had the 
good fortune to make his acquaintance, and establish a * 
mutual friendship which existed through life. ` A. 
stranger in a strange land, he extended to me the 
hand of fellowship and welcome, and encouraged 
me by his counsels, and animated me by the buoy- 
ancy of his own generous heart. A few weeks 
changed our then relative positions—he to the Senate, 
I to the editor’s chair;.and it is due to his memory to 
say, that change of position worked no change of 
relations; and I can as proudly bear testimony 
that, whilst acting as a sentinel upon the acts of 
public men, I found in his career everything to ap- 
plaud, nothing to condemn. 

Doctor Linx was appointed to the Senate in No- 
vember, 1833, and continued in that station until the 
period of his death—an uninterrupted period’ of ' 
nearly ten years; during which time he passed 
through three elections before the Legislature of © 
Missouri, each time increasing in strength, as he în- 
creased in the confidence of the people. He enter- ` 
ed that body, of which he was destined to become 
so distinguished a member, laboring under many 
disadvantages, arising alike from education and ‘ 
from habits. The angry ocean of party polities he 
found lashed into a commotion the most #furious; 
the Senate filled with men of gigantic minds, culti- 
vated intellects, and a long experience in legislation; 
and, to crown all, so much possessed of feelings 
which political animosities had engendered as to 
render personal and social intercourse difficult and 
constrained. Yet, by his evenness of temper and ` 
firmness of purpose, combined with his social dis- 
position and urbanity of manners, he soon acquired 
a most enviable respect from those with whom he 
had to act. 

Of his general labors in the Senate, and the enj © 
lightened patriotism that directed them, the ar- 
chives of the country bear abundant testimony. 
On all local subjects, he labored faithfully and effi- 


ciently for his immediate constituents. His unaba- 

ted efforts in obtaining post-roads, forts, and milita~ 

ry roads upon the frontier; the acquisition of the 
- Platte country; the improvement of our rivers ang > 


TE 


harbors; the adjustment.of the land claims of the 
ancient. inhabitants of Upper Louisiana, bear wit- 
ness to the people of Missouri of the zeal and fidel- 
ity of him whose loss they so sadly deplore. 

But the great question which called forth all the 
energies of his mind, was the occupation of the Ore- 
gon Territory. Looking atthe subject avith a pro- 
phetic spirit, and the eye of a statesman, he saw, in 
the distance, the time when that. beautiful land: of 
hill and- dale, of mountain breeze. and. crystal 
stream, should bloom and ‘blossom as the rose, be- 
neath the cheerful hand of industry; and he strug- 
gled hard to plant alike on the beautiful plains 
the American citizen and.the American flag. This 
was the great work to which he had for years de- 
voted all the energies of his soul; and, without re- 
pining at the awards of Providence, we. all must re- 
gret, seriously regret, that he was not spared to wit- 
ness its accomplishment... But he has left it for 
others to perform, with his own great efforts as 
beacon lights to guide them on their way, and asen- 
ciated with the cause of Oregon the glory of a 
name— f 


A light, a land-mark, on the cliffs of fame.” 


But heis gone; and while we deplore his loss, 
Jet us not be unmindful of those who are left to 
mourn—sh ! deeply mourn, a husband’s and a fa- 
thers death. ho can assuage their grief? Who 
pluck the rooted, sorrow frora their hearts? He 
alone who “tempers the winds to the shorn lamb.” 
To His mercy and Divine protection we most hum- 
bly commend them. 

On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, ; 

Resolved unanimously, That, as a testimony of respect for 
the memory of the Hon. L. F. Linx, deceased, the members 
ofthis House will wear the usual badge of mourning tor 
thirty days; and that the House do now adjourn. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wrepwespay, December 13, 1843. 
THE DEATH OF SENATOR McROBERTS. 


The journal having been read, Mr. BREESE rose 
and addressed the Senate as follows: 


Mr. Present: On yesterday the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] performed the 
melancholy duty devolving upon him of announc- 
ingjto the Senate the death of his distinguished and 
lamented colleague, the honorable Lewis F.. Liny. 

The feeling and highly wrought, though well-de- 
served eulogium, so eloquently pronounced by him, 
has done equal honor to his head and heart; and the 
remarks of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Crirrenven,] upon seconding the motion for 
the usual honors to his memory, all conspired to 
awaken emotions in me which cannot be described. 
From my boyin days the lamented Lixx was m 
friend; and {have often, in my intercourse with 
him, had occasion to admire his many noble and 
captivating qualities. Let me add the poor tribute 
of my praise to his excellence and worth, and min- 
gle my grief with that of his other friends, that he 
should have been so suddenly struck down in the 
midst of his usefulness, and in the noon of his 
fame. All who can prize great moral worth, a 
chastened ambition, a sincere devotion to country, 
and all the more amiable, but less imposing attri- 
butes of character, will mourn his loss with unaf- 
fected sincerity. Missouri must keenly deplore such 
an unlooked-for calamity, and may well claim a 
common sympathy for her great bereavement. 

Illinois too, Mr. President, has been afflicted by a 
similar visitation. Her most cherished son, a na- 
tive of her own soil, the honorable SamvueL Mc- 
Rogerts+-who had, unaided by fortune or family 

‘influence, won his way to the high distinction of 
Senator in Congress, passing with credit to himself 
through many subordinate but responsible stations, 
while yet in the prime of his life—is now no more ! 

‘This sad event occurred at Cincinnati, on the 27th 
of March last, but a few weeks after the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, whilst he was journeying home 
by the usual river route. Exposed, at that most 
capricious season of the year, to the cold and damps 
that infest the mountains over which he travelled, 
another disease—that of inflammation of the brain— 
was added to the one which so severely afflicted him 
here; and, in spite of the skill of the most eminent 
physicians of that city, it soon proved fatal. 

is wife and a few friends were with him, to 
soothe his anguish, and to sustain him in that most 
trying hour which must come upon us all; and they 
witnessed the last ebbings of a life so dear to them, 
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. and so valuable to the country. Appropriate honors 


were there paid to his remains; and there they rest, 
in the soil of that magnificent valley which gave him 
birth. 

. Ihave said, Mr. President, that Judge McRozerrs 
was a native of Illinois. .He was so, sir; and. the 
only one, with a single exception, who has ever had 
a seat here from the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio. He was the son of one of the earliest pio- 
neers, who penetrated, before the peace of 1783, to 
that then solitary and untrodden wild. His father 
lived to see his son occupy a seatin this chamber, 
and still lives respected by all who know him. The 
early education of Judge McRoxsurts was obtained 
in the common school-house of the West, in which 
officiated, at intervals only, occasional wandering 
teachers. After completing his majority, he entered 
Transylvania University, and attended a course of 
law lectures; and on his return to his home was ad- 
mitted to practice, and at once advanced to the front 
rank of his honorable profession. He was soon ap- 
pointed a judge of one of the higher courts, until, upon 
reorganizing the judiciary, he was sent to the State 
Senate. He was afterwards appointed by the na- 
tional Executive, attorney of the United States for 
that district, and subsequently receiver of public 
moneys at one of the most important land offices in 
the State, whence he was transferred to the highly 
important station of solicitor in the General Land 
Office, and thence to a seat here. 


Judge McRoserrs was selected by the Legisla- 
ture of his native State, over many competitors, to 
a seat in this body, for his probity, capacity, and 
stern and unyielding devotion to the principles of 
the Constitution; and, although suffering under the 
severest bodily torment from the first moment he 
appeared here, at the special session in 1841, 
he labored with untiring energy and unremitting 
zeal in the business of the Senate, and en- 
gaged, with uncommon ardor, in many of its 
most important debates. Apparently trembling 
onthe very verge of life, such, however, was the 
intenseness of his mental energy, and his devotion 
to the public service, that he daily hazarded that 
life at the call of duty; and such were the manifest- 
ations of talent he exhibited, that hope was in- 
dulged—though his feeble and wasted appearance 
mocked it—that a life so valuable would be long 
spared to his country, and the a ee senatorial 
honors he placed within his grasp. Though young, 
and unaccustomed to this theatre of action, he nev- 
ertheless emitted, whilst here, sparkles of intel- 
lectual splendor, presaging for his maturer years a 
mental radiance of the greatest brilliancy. 


To me personally, Mr. President, his loss isa 
severe one, as I had counted much on being his 
colleague and associate here, upon the aid I should 
receive—wholly unused as I am to the forms and 
business of legislative bodies—-from his more matured 
judgment and enlarged experience. 


In his private intercourse, suffering, as he did, 
under so much bodily pain, Judge McRonerts may 
have been deemed by some unsocial; but it is not 
so: he was eminently social among those with 
whom he was intimate—possessing a proper share 
of human sympathies, and strong attachment 
to his friends. But it is as an intrepid states- 
man, who never swerved from what he deemed 
correct principles, that he is most favorably 
known to his constituents and to the country 
at large. As such, he exhibited at all times the 
high attributes of a great character, and was never 
found wanting when it became necessary to prove 
how much principle is superior to policy. It is as 
such he was greatly endeared to his State, and b 
which he was enabled to stamp his name wit 
honor upon its judicial and legislative history, and 
caused it to occupy no undistinguished place upon 
the records of this body. 

It may be that some whom I now address, and 
shall call upon to vote the usual honors paid to the 
dead, have been irritated, at times, by the zeal and 
earnestness with which he defended his principles 
and pressed his honest convictions, thereby arous- 
ing feelings so characteristic of our nature, and so 
apt to be engendered by party collisions. To all 
such I would entreat that the grave be a barrier 
to their further indulgence; let all feeling of re- 
sentment be extinguished within its hallowed pre- 
cincts! 

Iv is for you, Senators, to determine what honors 
shali be paid to his memory. I present the resolu- 
tions customary on such melancholy occasions. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members of the 


Senate, from a sincere desire of bestowing every 
mark of respect. due to the memory of the Hon. 
Samus McRoszrts, deceased, late a Senator from 
the State of Ilinois, will go into. mourning, by 
wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, unanimously, As a further mark of re- 
spect for the memory of the Hon. SamveL, McRop- 
ERTS, the Senate no now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN said: Mr. President, it is my pur- 
pose to second the motion just made by the Senator 
from Illinois. It may not be deemed inappropriate 


.for me to do so, as the deceased was my gersonal 


friend, and as I was the last of his brother Senators 
whose hand he ever touched. Soon after the 
close of the last session of Congress, I found him, 
on my way tothe West, at the city of Wheeling, 
dangerously, and, as it soon proved, fatally sick. 


` His strong desire to reach his home, and to live or 


die, as his doom might be, upon the bosom of his 
native soil, amid his friends and constituents, had 
prevailed upon him to pass the mountains through 
weather but too well calculated to aggravate his 
malady. The moring after my arrival, he was 
borne from the city toa stéamer in the Ohio, and I 
accompanied him down the river. He was accom- 
panied also by a young gentleman in attend- 
ance upon him; but what was far more import- 
ant to his condition, and grateful to his feelings, 
he was accompanied by his amiable wife, whose at- 
tentions to. him were as assiduous as it was possi- 
ble for the most devoted affection of the living to 
bestow upon the best beloved of the dying. His 
disease was, I believe, one of the forms of consump- 
tion—a disease which, it is known, ever flatters its 
victim with the hope of life, even in the presence of 
death. So was it with him. He scemed_not fully 
conscious of his proximity to the grave. He spoke 
to me—whenever the intermissions of his almost 
continuous coughing would allow him to speak of 
his friends in this body—-of many who are now ke- 
fore me. But especially did he speak of one who 
has since followed him to the tomb. He spoke of 
the ever-to-be lamented Liwy, the noblest, purest, 
and most perfect of human beings I have ever 
known. He spoke of him with the feelings of a 
brother; for, when confined to his bed with sickness 
during the preceding winter, Doctor Lixn, as his 
friend and praia had sat by his side like a min- 
istering angel, employing, for his relief, all the re- 
sources of genius, experience, and benevolence. He 
spoke, too, of his own condition—of his hopes of re- 
covery—of his desire to spend the intervening vaca- 
tion partly in study and partly in travelling for the 
restoration of his health. But it was obvious to all 
others about him that disease had already too 
far wasted away his constitution for ` those 
hopes to be realized. I therefore advised him by 
all means to stop at the city of Cincinnati, where 
the ablest medical aid might be obtained; and 
when his wife united in the expression of the 
same wish, he yielded to our importunites. I 
parted with him at the mouth of the Scioto. A few 
hours more brought him to Cincinnati, where he 
was received by a highly intelligent and devoted 
friend, at whose residence he received all the assist- 
ance which medical science and devoted friendship 
could offer. He died on the seventh day after we 
parted. His eulogy has just been pronounced by 
another, in the beautiful language of sincerity and 
truth. I will not disturb the harmony of that lane 
guage, by an attempt to add anything more than to 
say that his eulogy is more fully pronounced in the 
actions of his life. In the midst of his manhood, 
his utility, and his hopes, he has passed from the 
Senate to the grave. Of this, Mr. President, the 
wise Author of our nature forbids us to complain; 
but our nature itself obliges us to deplore it. 
second the motion. 
The resolutions having been adopted, 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenwespay, December 13, 1843. 

After prayer by the Rev. S. Tusrow, the journal 
of yesterday was read. - 

The SPEAKER announced Mr. A. V. Brown 
as the member appointed on the Committee of Elec- 
tions to supply the place vacated by the resignation 
of Mr. Parner of Alabama. ? 

Mr. ADAMS asked and obtained leave to witk- 
draw his name from the Commtttee on Manufac- 
tures, as ill health would prevent him from serving 
on the committee. 

Messrs. Buacx of Georgia and Reveen CHAP: 
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_ maw of Alabama were announced to the SPEAKER as 
being in attendacce. They were qualified, and took 
their seats. ; 

Mr. ELMER moved that the papers and docu- 
ments relating to the cases of contested. election re- 
turns, which had been referred to the Committee of 
Elections, be referred to the same committee. 

The Speaker left the chair, calling Mr. Cave 
Jounson thereto pro tem. . 

The motion of Mr. Ermer having been agreed 
to, the papers were referred accordingly. 

Mr. GARRETT. DAVIS offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections do inquire and 
report whether or not Messrs. Edmund Burke, John R. 
Reding, Moses Norris, jr., and John P. Hale, members of this 
Honse from the State of New Hampshire; Hugh A. Haral 
son, Absalom Chappell, John H. Lumpkin, Howell Cobb,- 
‘William H. Stiles, Alexander H. Stephens, and Edward J. 
Black, members of this House from the State of Georgia; 
John Jameson, Gustavus M, Bower, James B. Bowlin, James 
H. Relfe, and James M.. Hughes, members of this House 
from the State of Missouri; and Jacob Thompson, a mem- 
ber of this House from the state of Mississippi, have been 
elected in conformity to the Constitution and the law, and 


whether they are entitled to retain their seats as members 
of this House for the 26th Congress. 


Mr. STEENROD said this was an important 
matter, on which he was desirous that the speedy 
action of the House should be had. For the pur- 
pose of testing the sense of the House, he moved to 
amend the resolution by striking out the words 
“Committee of Elections,” and substituting there- 
for the words “select committee.” 

Mr. ELMER. said the committee were unpre- 
pated to enter upon that matter, and he would there- 
fore be under the necessity of moving to lay the res- 


“olution upon the table. 


Upon this motior Mr. DAVIS asked for the yeas 
and nays. 
Mr. ELMER then withdrew his motion. 


Mr. HALE said he hoped the resolution would 
not pass. And in saying this, he only said what he 
had said before, and ‘what he deeply regretted to be 
under the necessity of saying again. All that they 
wanted was, such an investigation as every man 
upon that floor was entitled to. If the resolution 
should be adopted, he would then move a similar 
resolution in referente to every other gentleman in 
the House. 

A great deal had been said about the broad seal. 
He (Mr. Hare) had_ but little veneration for seals, 
broad or otherwise. But he had some veneration for 
the popular will; and he believed that when that 
will should be fully and fairly expressed, it would 
be conceded that they were entitled, to say the 
least of it, to afair investigation. And, (he asked,) 
why had the State of New Hampshire been singled 
out, and Georgia and Missouri passed over? Were 
not the claims of other gentlemen, who came there 
claiming to be members of that House, to be inves- 
tigated as well as those of the members from New 
Hampshire? Why did the gentleman single them 
out? He was willing to be subjected to the same 
rules which governed others; he desired that all 
should be treated alike. If this were done, he had 
not a word to say. But what he objected to, was, 
that the members from New Hampshire should he 
singled out; and, as it were, condemned without a 
hearing. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. INGER- 
soit] had told the House yesterday that this was, 
in no sense, a judicial question; and, as he was 
upon this subject, he would say that, while he en- 
tertained a just consideration for the courtesy with 
which the gentleman had expressed his opinion, he 
was forced to declare that his own opinion regarding 
the duties which devolved upon the House were en- 
tirely different. It was a judicial question, and a 
judicial question of the most solemn character. 

Vas not the House the grand inquest of the na- 
tion? and was not this virtually a judicial proceed- 
ing? Were not those gentlemen, whose seats were 
to be contested, standing in the position of suitors 


at law, who, in the event of the unfavorable issue į 


of their cause, would incur the forfeiture of all their 
privileges upon that floor? It certainly seemed to 


im to be a pa question, of the most serious 
and solemn character; and he. would much prefer, 
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therefore, that it should be referred to.the House 
itself, or to a Committee of the Whole House. ~ 
Mr. JAMESON of Missouri. said, if he 


understood anything about the matter, he thought l 


he also understood the object of the. gentle- 
man who had moved this resolution. As far 
as regarded the seats of the members from the 
four. States concerned, there was no contest at 
present; thére were no persons presenting memori- 
als or petitions upon the subject; there were no oppo- 
sing claimants fdr the seats. And this being the case, 
the members from those States stood precisely upon 
the same footing as other members of the House. 
The object of the gentleman then seemed to be to 
bring the matter before a select committee, and have 
a report made by that committee, in reference to 
the title of the members from these four States to 
their seats, in order to place those members in the 
predicament of not being able to vote in their own 
cases. It would be a dangerous precedent; and 
though it might not touch or effect the title 
of any member of the present House, yet it might 
be made use of hereafter, in case a similar ques- 
tion should hereafter arise; but inasmuch as 
there were no memorialisis or claimants for 
the seat of any member, he could see no propri- 
ety in referring the matter to a select committee, unless 
to give the gentleman an opportunity to attain the 
object which he evidently had in view—of putting it 
out of their power to have any voice in the decision 
of the question. He was willing to meet the gen- 
tleman upon the question; but he wanted to meet 
the House as a body. If they were to go into an 
investigation of the merits of the question, let it 
come before the whole House, or a Committee of 
the Whole House. In his estimation, every man 
who had a certificate of return, and had. been sworn 
in, had the same right to his seat as that which any 
member of the House had about whose seat there 
was no dispute. He hoped, then, that the House 
would not refer the matter to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, nor to a select committee, unless they would 
agree to refer also the question as to the right of 
all the other members of that House. Each and 
every man stood equally interested in the matter; 
all, ‘therefore, should vote upon the question, or 
else none at all. He hoped those who were favora- 
ble to the retention of the seats by those gentlemen 
who were representing the four States, would at 
least refuse to lend their aid to that which here- 
after might be productive of a great deal of mischief 
in that House. ‘These were his views, and he de- 
sired merely to state them to the House, without 
going at all into a discussion of the question, which 
was not, in fact, properly before the House for dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. WELLER could not see what objections 
could be offered to the course proposed by the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Kentucky, which 
seemed to him to be the proper direction to be 
given to the subject. All were anxious to have a 
speedy report and action by the House in regard 
to itjand this desirable result could be the best 
obtained by a reference to the committee whose 

eculiar function it was to consider such subjects. 

Mr. COBB was also in favor of referring the 
matter to the Committee of Elections. A full and 
fair investigation of the subject was what he and, 
he believed, the other gentlemen equally interested, 
were desirous of hayng. 

Mr. ELMER. expressed the hope that the ref- 
erence would be to a select committee, because this 
was one of the most important questions that would 
probably come before the House, and depended: not 
upon the investigation of facts, but upon constitu- 
tional law. There were several cases of contested 
elections that would come before the Committee of 
Elections; and that committee would be more bur- 
dened with business than any other committee of 
the House.’ 

Mr. THOMPSON, as one concerned, was glad 
that the gentleman from New Hampshire had with- 
drawn his motion. He was aware that there were 
many gentlemen, who entertained objections to the 
tenure by which he held his seat; and he was, there- 
fore, anxious that a full report should be made- on 
the subject. He : his 
moment, unless he did so in virtue of right; and for 
this reason he courted the fullest investigation, 


He would scorn to hold his seat for a . 


o Vorums 


Mr. R. D. DAVIS argued .infavor.of the refer- 
ence to the Committee of Elections. ..’Phis.commit- 
tee, it was known, was selected -after much con. 
sultation on. all sides of the House; and: was prok- 
ably one of the most judicious selections that could 
have been made. It was chosen, too; he: had'ho 
-doubt, in reference to a consideration of this; very 
case; and the sending it, therefore; to, another com- 
mittee would seem to imply a want of confidence in 
it. et 

Mr. BLACK intended to voté for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia; and in giving that, 
vote, he begged leave to differ with the gentleman 
from New York. [Mr. Dan last up, who seemed 
to be under the impression that its: adoption would 
imply a distrust of the Committee of Elections: “He . 
had the fullest confidence in that committees but 
doubted, from the nature of their duties, and the num- 
ber of cases that would be before them, whether : 
they would be able to make a report on.this. subject 
at as early a day as it was desirable. they should. 
He wished to go before the committce that ‘would be 
able to make the earliest report; and this, he believed, 
would be a select committee. ` They. all remember- 
ed the case of the New Jersey election, at. the 26th 
Congress, how the question was mooted. atthe very 
commencement of the session; and after a reference 
to that committee, how they in vain waited for a re- 

ort; Indeed, he did not believe that a report had 
beé made to this day. So also in the case of the 
Florida contested election at the last Congress: how 
that case occupied the committe; how report after . 
report was made and contradicted in the House by 
members of the committee, and. producing: the bit- 
terest altercations. For these reasons, he. wished a’ 
reference toa select gommittee.- All that.he asked, 
was a full, fair; and open investigation, but nota de- 
lay till the end of the session. : i 

This question, in the State he had the honor to 
represent, could not, be called a political question. 
On it all parties there were united: both parties 
voted for their Representatives under the. general- 
ticket system; and hence his State, presented’ a 
broken delegation, so far as politics was concerned, 
on this floor. ; 

Mr. T. SMITH said, that, though at first in. fa- 
yor of the proposition of the gentleman from: Ken- 
tucky, he was now not in favor of either that or the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia; and he 
should vote against them both, with. the view of 
submitting a motion to refer the matter to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. This case being one re- 
quiring, not the investigation of facts, but an: argu- 
ment on constitutional law, it seemed to hii, that 
the law committee of this House. would-be the 
most appropriate to refer it to, and that their report 
would carry more weight of authority with it, be- 
fore the country. ; 

Mr. JAMESON said, that if he got an. opportu- 
nity to do so, he should offer an amendment to refer 
the matter to the. Committee of the Whole; and 
gentlemen would, intime, see that this was the mo- 
tion that should be adopted.. The object of making 
references to committees was, that they should ine 
vestigate the facts involved, and report them to the 
House for its action. But in.this case, there were no 
facts to investigate—the question was wholly one of- 
constitutional law; and a Committee of the Whole 
House could cousider it as well, or better, than any 
standing committee. ‘When the subject came before 
ihe Committee: of the Whole House, gentlemen 
learned in constitutional law could give their views 
on it; and these views would go out to enlighten the 
publie with more authority than a report of a stand- 
ing committee. : ; 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Dicxss, their Secretary, stating that that body had 


passed a resolution, testifying their respect. for the 
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memory: of SamueL McRoszrrs, late a Senator 
from thé State of Illinois; which he-was' directed to` 
communicate to the House. i, i 

Mr.. WENTWORTH, of Tilinois, then rose and 
spoke as follows:. . 

Tt is with feelings of extreme: delicacy that I (a 
new. member, and the youngest on this floor)’ arise 
to-address ‘you at this early stage of our session; and 
it is a painful consideration that I must make: my 
first speech—first ‘not only on this floor, but first on 
the floor of any. legislative body whatever—upon 
this a funeral subject. . But I have lost a friend, and 

“80: have- you, sir; and so has the State of Minois; 
and so-has our common country, and so the cause 
of humanity and liberty every. where. The Hon. 
Samvuet McRonerrs, a member of the United States 
Senate from Illinois, has left this world for a better. 
He died very suddenly, on his way home from the 
last Congress, at Cincinnati, ‘from a cold he had ta- 
ken in crossing the mountains. Judge McRorerts 

“was a native of Monroe county, State of Illinois, 
and received his education at ‘Transylvania, Ken- 
tucky. Ata very early period he was appointed 
clerk of the circuit court for Monroe county, which 
office he held until the court was abolished. He 
was then elected to the State Senate; thence he was 
transferred, by General Jackson, to the office of 
United States district attorney for the State of Ii- 
nois; thence transferred to the office of receiver of 
public moneys at Danville; and thence to this city, to 
the office of solicitor of the General Land Office; 

‘ which he resigned to:accept the office of United 
States Senator, tendered him by the Illinois Legisla- 
ture,—the duties of all which stations he discharged 
with the strictest promptitude, the utmost fidelity, 
and universal commendation. š : 

“With a very modest distrust of his own abilities, 
and a determination never to act until he could act 
understandingly, he had not made that parade be- 
fore the world which others have, in the short period 
of time that he held a seat in the other wing of this 
building. But those who were most intimate with 
him, acknowledged him possessed of all the ele- 
ments ofa great man—indomitable energy, quick 
perception, and a sound judgment. His fame might 

lave been slow, but it would have been sure. 
Wherever he moved, he made an impression; and 
often left firm conviction where more than doubt 
remained before. The subjects he grappled with, 
he always mastered; and, thinking not of the pre- 
mature death that impended him, he was laying the 
foundation, by industry the most indefatigable, for 
future eminence and ‘usefulness. Could he have 
lived a few years longer, I should have been spared 
the trouble of telling who he was. His fame would 
have been commensurate, at least, with the bounds of 
our country; and higher and still higher honors 

. would have been the free and glad gifts of an ad- 
miring people. 

Greatness, however, is not always synonymous 
with goodness. But, whilst Judge McRoserts 
was emphatically a great man, (though his great- 
ness had not yet had so ample scope for develop- 
ment and extension as that of others,) he was in- 

“deed a good man. To serve a friend, no sacrifice 
was too great for him; and his heart ever boat quick 
with the impulses of kindness, gratitude, and pa- 

` triotism. From early experience, he knew the pri- 
vations of a frontier life. He knew what it was to 
be without laws, and to be beyond the pale of court 
jurisdiction; and he could paint, in living colors, all 
the horrors of an Indian massacre. Hence his 
sympathies with the Oregon settler, to whom he 
wished extended the protection of the American 
flag and the blessings of American law. After the 
pee research, (as his speeches will show,) 
e came to the conclusion that Oregon was ours— 
ours by original discovery, ours by several treaties, 
and, consequently, ours by right.” He, then, was 
for reclaiming it from British usurpation, and for 
extending over American citizens~-the adventu- 
` rous and deserving pioneers in American enterprise 
and civilization—all the advantages and privileges of 
the American Constitution; and, even though but 
little of Oregon was ours, over that little our flag 
should wave, and it become ours by possession, as 
it is by title. And it was enough for him to know 
that the poor emigrant needed governmental pro- 
tection, for him to advocate it with all those mighty 
energies which were in- his power. Such was 
SamueL McRoserrs, now no more. The perisha- 
ble part of him has vanished forever. But his good 
name-~his fame remains. Ay, sir, the memory 
of his transcendent virtues still lingers like twilight 
hues when the bright summer’s sun is set. 


‘Within the past year, sir, the political firmament 


y pane co anes 
has lost two.of its: most brilliant luminaries; and: 
they were both from the same body—Senators Linn’ 


and McRoserts, friends and associates in early 
life, and almost contemporaries in death. The loss 
of one. was announced. yesterday, and for him we 
wear this badge of mourning. The loss of the 
other I’ now announce; and I announce it as one 
who deeply mourns. And I know that my country 
mourns with me.. True, sir, these luminaries arose 
in the distance—in the Far West, as some call it; but 
in the rightful geographical centre of this great Re- 
public, as Icall it; yet their effulgence was irradiating 
every section. The fame of one, so far as the knowl- 
edge and feelings of the people were concerned, had 
reached the culminating point of American states- 
men, and the other was fast approximating it. 


But these geniuses corruscate no longer. And’. 


whilst we, lesser lights, shine the brighter for their 
extinction, let us not be unmindful of our transition 
state—of our ephemeral duration; that our lights 
will soon be put out; and that we, too, “in a mo- 
ment, in the twinkling of an eye,” may be called to 
give an account for the deeds done in this our pro- 
bationary being. Let us then, Mr. Speaker, so 
conduct, with reference to our God, our country, 
our fellow-men, and especially to each other, that 
if others should be called to ask the usual testimo- 
ny of respect to our memory, and vote of condo- 
lence at our loss, that vote may not be, as I know it 
was not yesterday, and I know it will not be to- 
day, a ceremonious, cold, and heartless one. 


Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the 
memory of the Hon. Samve. McRoserts, deceased, 
the members of this House will wear the usual 
badge of mourning for thirty days; and that the 
House do now adjourn. 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tnurspay, December 14, 1843. 


Mr. EVANS presented the petition of Thomas 
Smith, praying the remission of a fine and costs 
imposed on him for an unintentional violation of the 
revenue laws: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
numerous citizens of Delaware county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying Congress to make an appropriation for 
the establishment of a dry dock at Phila elphia: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition and papers 
of Quackenboss and others, praying that the claim 
of the United ‘States against them, as sureties of 
Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the port of New 
York, may be compromised: referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 


Also presented the petition of William De Pey- 
ster and Henry M. Cruger, of the city of New 
York, praying payment for a slave which was taken 
into the service of the United States in Florida: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was ordered 
that the petition of John Grant, late of New Or- 
leans, Louisiana, praying for permission to sue the 
United States for damages incurred by a breach of 
his contract, be taken from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was ordered 
that the petition of Noah Miller, praying renumera- 
tion for the capture of a vessel during the late war 
with Great Britian, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, : 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition from the heirs 
of David Munn, praying for the payment of arrear- 
ages of pension due him at the time of his death ; 
which, with the papers now on the files, were order- 
ed to be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also presented a memorial from the president and 
directors of the Bank of the Metropolis, represent- 
ing that the charter of that institution will expire on 


the 4th of July next, and praying Congress to grant. 


an extension of the same: referred to. the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from Jo- 
seph H. Waring, a messenger in the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment, praying Congress to grant him compensation 
for performing the duties of a clerk, in addition to 
those he performed as messenger, for which he was 
paid only the sum of $500: referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from Stephen 
Steele and Joseph Daniel, praying Congress to vest 


with them title to certain land: referred to the Com- 


mittee on Private Land. Claims, 


Mr. ATCHISON presented.a memorial from 105 
lawyers—members of the bar ae the city of St, 

ouis—praying.the passage. of a law requiring a 
mae of the aes ae of the United States to be 
held in the month of October, in that city, by the 
district judge, for the transaction of business, as at 
the final term: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. : : 

Mr. ATHERTON presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of New Hampshire, instructing 
the Senators, and requesting the Representatives 
from that State to vote for the. abolishment of the 
Military Academy at West Point: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. . ; 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was ordered 
that the memorial of Gen. Duncan L. Clinch, pray- 
ing to be indemnified for losses sustained by him in 
consequence of his property being occupied as a 
military post by the United States, be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. : ; 

Also, that the memorial of John M. Mcintosh, 

raying to be remunerated for property destroyed 
by the United States’ troops in Florida, be taken 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

“On motion by Mr. KING, it was ordered that the 
petition and papers of Joseph M. Hernandez, con- 
cerning his claim against the United States, be ta- 
ken from the files, and referred to the Committce on 
Claims. ` 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from Jane 
Gordon, of the town of Bedford, New Hampshire, 
the widow of a revolutionary soldier, praying for a. 
pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition from Gideon Batchelder and 
Shadrack Batchelder, of Nottingham, New Hamp- 
shire, praying the settlement of their claim for their 
services in constructing the Sandy bay breakwater: 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a petition from a number of persons of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TALLMADGE. presented a petition from 
Julia L. Weed, widow of Elijah Weed, deceased, 
late of the marine corps, praying for a pension: re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was ordered that 
the resolutions of the Legislature of Arkansas, in-. 
structing the Senators and requesting the Represent- 
atives from that State to vote for the restoration to 
General Jackson of the amount of the fine imposed 
by Judge Hall, be taken from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. F. also presented a petition from citizens of 
Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a naval 
depot and deck at Memphis, Tennessee: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memoria! from the 
members of the bar in Staunton and W: inchester, 
Virginia, in favor of the increase of the salary of 
the judge of the United States court in that district: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also presented a petition from Harriet Sanders, 
of the borough of Norfolk, Virginia, the widow of 
Lieut. James Sanders, praying to be restored to the 
haval pension roll: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

Also, a petition from Elizabeth V. Lomax, widow 
of Major Mam Page Lomax, asking commutation 
of pay for the revolutionary services of her husband: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, it was ordered 
that the papers in the case of Farrow and Harris 
be taken from the files of the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. l 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
Eugene E. T. Smith, praying for a pension in con 
sequence of a wound reccived in the Florida wai: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also presented a petition in behalf of Charles 
Morgan, praying compensation for the services of 
himself and his father during the revolutionary war: 
referred td the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial from 
the president and trustees of the Indiana Univer- 
sity, praying a grant of land equivalent to that to 
which that institution was entitled under alaw of 
Congress of 1816, but failed to receive: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. f 

Also presented a memorial from a number of 


: F of rem ving STEI 
| said river, and appropriating $2,000 for that pur 

Mr. BATES, agreeable to ‘notice, an a 
“niroduced a bill for the relief of Henry Newim 
‘which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
teé on Public Lands. ` 


i setts. for disbursements. during the late war with 

Great ‘Britain; which was’ read twice, and referred 
‘to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

i ~-On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN sit was or- 
Ji dered that so muth of the Presidents message as 
relates to military affairs be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military 2 flairs. : 

Mr. PORTER. gave notice of leave to report bills, 
not distinctly feat 

~: On motion by Mr. PORTER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files-the papers: Felative to the 
claim of John Martin. 

: On motion of Mr. WHITE it was ordered 

; that so much of the President's message as relates 
to the condition of the Indian tribes be referred to 
‘the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, it was ordered 
that 400 copies ‘extra of the report-of the Postmas- 
ter General ke. printed for the use of the Post Office 
‘Department. 
= Mr. BENTON submitted the following’ resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table. 7 

Resolved, That. the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate all the 
information, in the War Department on the subject of the 
“ mountain howitzer,” obtained by: Lieut. Fremont from the 


arsenal at St, Louis, in May. last, and taken by him on the 
expedition to the Oregon. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the resolution 
of the Legislature of New Hampshire’ for restoring 
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sued of the Secretary. of the E 
ss bevreferred to the: Committée on 
thercof as relates toa diminution: of: 


and the appropriation of the ejand so much as re- 
the:\“impositionof a transit duty upon imported mer- 
p chatidise onits passage from one of ourports. ta the. dominions 
ofa foreign State immediately g: the United States; 
dua ‘much thereo! relates toa, warehouse: ‘system, and 
i ntry of the southwestern | 


sented by him on Monday- Jast, was taken from the 
table, and referred to. the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. HENDERSON submitted the following res- 
“olution; 
ülé, viz 

Resolved; "That the: Secretary. of the Treasury be, and i is 
hereby, directed to urish hen Senate a statement showing 
what amount of m snow. due, unpaid, to the State of 
Mississippi, from th ited States, on account, respective- 
Rae of the two per cent. fund, the three per cent, fund, and 

the distribution fund, arising ‘from sales of the public lands 
in the said State, on account of éach of these’several funds, 
since July, 1641—showing the several dates of payment, to 
whom paid, upon what order or authority, and exhibiting 
all the Correspondence which has taken place in respect to 

each of said funds between the Treasury Department and 
any oficer or department of the said State of. Mississippi. 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day, under the 
:rule, viz: 

- Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate-why the act of Congress of 
the 26th of June, 1834, entitled “An act to create additional 
lend districts in the States of Himois and. Missouri, and in 
the territory north ofthe State of ino’ ? has not been car- 
riéd-into effect, and the sales of the lands therein crdered, 
as required by the provisions of said act. 

Mr. TAPPAR gave notice that } vould, on the 
est. day “prac Geable, ask leave to introduce a 
joint resoltion to. amend the Constitution of the 
‘United States, s0 as to Limi th the judges 
of, the United States court 
“My. DAYTON. gave notice that he would, on to- 
ic morrow, ask leave to: bringin a bill to settle the 

Mr HT Opa a tice | “that he élaim to the Pea-Pateh island in the Delaware river. 

7 a also“ gav 2. The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. Bar- 
would, on torona leave to-bring in a bill to ii G d 


A -ROW ‘On da k st, were ‘taken up for cofsidera- 
regulate: Me appointment. of the: A sistant ` Pestmas- | tioti g ten ve Pp fo 


ters General of the United States. i oy 
$ fs < Resowed, That the “Seoretaty of the Navy ‘be directed to 
i Mr MILLER gave notice that he would, “as ear- ley. before the Senate the plan and estimate fora permanent 
-1y as practicable; ask leave to bring in a. bill making ` Wwharfiat Pensacola navy-yard, as designed by James Her- 
E Souy civil engineer, and approved by. the naval eonmiaendant 


appropriation-for the support of an insane~hospiial 


. Supreme: È 
revenue Mea, $0. 

clerks. of" the’ cirenit and district cotrts;-which ’ several | 
subjects are: hereby: referred tothe Committee on the Ju- 
diciary: anl except also. so much-of the said report as re- 
lates to. the consolidation of two or more surveying dis- 
$, and the discontinuance of tae land offices in certain 
s e 3 which ds sora referred to. the Comniitiee.on Public 
‘anes, 


-so muth of the: fe EV Als a as relates to the 
Subject of finance: ‘be tefern ed.to the Gommiitive: on: 


Emange S 
cee Onahotióno ARCHER; twas ordered that 
essage as” ‘relates ‘to Foreig oe 


k 80 much: of: the: 


‘yelatés to! comers. cree navigation v 
the Coramittée on Commerce. 
Mr, HUNTINGTON presented J 
fron Jonathan 7 4 of New York, praying 
s to igdemnify them ter losses sustairied i 
a retur to the: Treasurer of 

i amount of $260,940... 
g esued by thë R : 
: referred to. the Co mmittee OF 


Re 
ne 


WANCes 


in the. Disiet of- Columbia: and a bill making ap-- a Station acting vader the instructions of the Navy- f 
prey prialion for repaving: and repairing Pennsylvania’ anid be it further resolved, Thai ihe | Secretary of the Navy. 
avenue; ithe city. of Washington. instruct 


On motion by Mr Mi, it was ordered, that:so: 
much of the. Présidents message as relates- tó the 
District of Columbia be referred to: the. Committee 
onthe District of Columbia, = 2 

Mr. BARROW gave notice hat he vould, on-to- 
morrow, ask leave to bringin @ bil} making” an ap- 

o propriation for the improveniént: ofthe havigation of 
the “Mississippi and Missouri rivers) : 
Mr. B. also-introduced.a joint vesoluti 1 
Was read twice and referred) <prog 

from the corps of engineers in t 
United States, a competent: ‘officer, for 
making a aivexamination and survey of 


ed. to the Senate,the plán of such a dock, marine rai 
way, or-other suitable. work; $shall.inthe opinion cf some 
- engineer, be -best- adapted to’ the: locality, anè afford: the 
greatest facility-for: ‘the. thorough: repair of: ‘ships.of war. at 
Pensacolas-accompanied - 
“cost of constructing su 
nêr. : 


“tute for the second resoluti 
-And che it Further 


$ 


Also, a billto-refund the balance due Massacha- it 


to Gen. Jackson the fine of $1,000, which was pre- | 


‘which lies on the table one day, under the 


My. Herron to: prepare, for the purpose of being: E 


an estimate of the. probable 2 
the: most permanent man ; 


Mr. BARROW ‘seed the. following as a substi ; 


d ‘hat the Secretary ofthe 
Navy transmitto ibe Senate suc plan of a dock, marine ieai zp 


ther nav} yard at Peiteanolas seconpenied by an estimate of 
he probable cost of constructing stich work in.thé most 
rmament manner. 
The: resolutions submitted by. Mr. Jarnac on 
Monday last, calling upon the Secre of War for 
formation touching the bu : 
board: of commissioners appointed) 
under the Cherokee treaty, came up’ 
on; and, after a few objections by : : 
orm OF the call, were again laid. ‘on the- 


ved fromthe House bf Rep- 
of Mr. MeNuzry, their 
e adoption by ‘that 
timony of respect 
‘ER BURNELL, de- 
$ ite of. Mas- 


A message was 
resentatives b 7 “the 


body of certain resolutions 
for the memory of the’ F 
ceased, lute a Representativ 
sachusetty. ? 
Mr. BATES rose: and said: 
many Senators are now presen 
NELL was not personally known, itis 
state, in few words, who and what 
was. - He represented the district in 
setts which was so long and so éffectiv 
sented by the Hon. Jonn Reep, his immediate 
redecessor. He was an inhabitant, and I be- 
ieve a native, of the island of Nantucket, “He 
was a. gentleman of singular purity. of life and 
character; open, direct, manly, and patriotic in his, 
views and aims—utterly abhorring whatever he 
deemed sinister, or selfish and wrong. He was ar- 
dent in his temperament, yet kind, humane, and gen- 
exous. His mind and his attainments were of a high 
order, No man in Congress better understood. than 
he did the great nav igating and commercial interests 
of the country; or labored more assiduously | than he 
to. promote and advance them. i 
Ar. BurxeiL, very early im, life, was elected a 
member of the House of Representatives i in his ha- 


ed 


the following resolu- 


35. 


tive State, and was for several years a member of the 
Senate. ‘When General Harrison. was inaugurated 
President, he took his seat for the, first time in Con- 
gress. He was one of the four gentleme 
on the first ballot, elected to the present Congress by 
a constituenc , than which Í know of none more 
worthy, and sy a vòte of approval which was the 
crowning honor ofhis life. 

During the long session, Mr. Borne. in injured 
‘hiş health by a t00 anxious and. prolonged: dewo- 
tion lo. business., He was worse the last ses ien; 
and after the close of it, remained in this city: 
though in the almost daily: hope and: expe Hon of 
returning home to the embraces of. Is, he 
was notable. He died in June; by : 
hemorrhage of the lungs. 

|| Argos. Not only remembering his island h 

he died in the Christian’s faith, and in “the 
Christian’s hope. He left a w. idow, (a lady 
with whom Jit is the happiness of some’ of 
us to have been acquainted,) and, 1 under- 
stand, a son of much promise; to whom, ô as. also 
to the numerous friends of the deceased, a just 
tribute of respect for his memory by the: Senate of 
the United States cannot fail to. be . grateful:and 
consolatory. 

Mr. BATES then offer 
tion 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with dee: 
bHity the cox joa from he House ‘of Re 
tives, armoune 
neil, 0 
gress, and, at the" time of Bis deatl 
present Congress, 

Resoleed, Thats in token of sincere: 
ory of the deceased, the Senatean 
erape upon the léft arm tor thirty:days : 

The resolutions were concent inj and 

The Senate oe ; 


; “Ater ai r by the Rev, 
` the Senate, = 
e minutes of ee 


KRON y. Brows imite ben ‘gu tata 
or Mr. Payne -as -chairman: of the Committee of > 
Privileges and. Elections, that. committee : now stands. 


=o Committee Ff Elections. Messi im 
Jersey, Schenck i Ohio, Cispmane f 


ewton of Virginia, Hamlin of Maine, is i 
“York; Douglass of Ilinois; Garrett- Davis“‘of. 
lucky, and A. V. Brown of Tennessee, _. 
“DEATH OF Mr. BURNELL. 


K 


‘ás follows: 


Congress, it became my painful duty, amidst the 
arduous labors and important deliberations. of the 
House, tó announce the decease af one of my then 
colleagues; a member of the House from the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts. 


i Congress—when every heart should bound with 
ope:-that the legislation of the nation has fallen into 
ands busily intent, and abundantly qualified, to ad- 
vance the prosperity and promote ‘the general wel- 
‘are of this great community—the heart is saddened 
vith the reficction that one of our number, among 

e most ardent, zealous, upright, and intelligent co- 
operators with us for the accomplishment of that 
lorious: purpose—the happiness of the people, has 
een taken from us in the midst of his useful and 
onorable career, cut down by the scythe of Death. 

Tam to communicate to this House the demise of 
: Barger Burne, late an active and efficient mem- 
ber of the 27th Congress, and by the suffrages of 
an enlarged constituency destined (had so it pleased 
the omnipotent Disposer of events) to take an ac- 
tive, vigilant, and laborious part in the proceedings 
of the Congress now first assembled in these halls. 
Such has not been the will of Heaven. This hall 
shall hear his voice no more. 

He was a nativeof Nantucket, a small island of 
the ocean appendant to the State of Massachusetts, 
long renowned as the mother of a race of men, for 
unblemished integrity, for perilous enterprise, for 
energy of exertion and hardihood of endurance, un- 
surpassed by any other portion of the dwellers upon 
this terraqueous globe. In saying this, Ido but re- 
peat, in humbler strain and simple language, the 
magnificent tribute of justice to the forefathers of 
the present age, nery seventy years since pro- 
nounced by the most eloquent lips that ever graced 
the British House of Commons. The panegyric of 
Edmund Burke upon the Nantucket whalemen of 
{his age has resounded in every corner of the earth 
‘ywhere the English language is spoken or under- 
; stood. It has stood the test of time, and will be 
‘cherished in the memory of man so longas that 
language shall live to express the thoughts of the 

i wise, the benevolent, and the free. 
a: Sir, the islanders of Nantucket, otr contemporaries, 
have not degenerated from the virtues of their 
fathers; and of that race of men Mr. BURNELL was 
‘the worthy representative on this floor. Born and 
nurtured among them, as one of themselves, and 
chosen by their voluntary, unbought suffrages, he 
eflected upon the deliberative councils of the nation 
he express image of their character. He had rep- 
esented them before in both branches of the Le- 
islature of his native Commonwealth. Those of us 
10w present who held seats in this hall at the last Con- 
ress, have seen and heard him here. Two years from 
ust May, he came, full of life and hope and vigorous 
nergy, to serve his country as a trusty councillor; 
zand faithfully did he fulfil that trust, So thought 
“his constituents, who, with the increased numbers 
_of congenial spirits on the adjoining continent, had, 
with a confidence in him riveted by experience, 
‘re-committed the charge of their interests to 
is hands, already enfeebled by that insidious 
isease which was hurrying him to the tomb! 
using a great part of the last session of Congress, 
e was disabled for attendance in his seat; and, at 
he close of that Congress, he was left in the con- 
hement of asick chamber. There, on the Ist of 
fay last, Dtook leave of him, in the tender and 
ffectionate nursing care of 
himself, and to-whom his life was more precious 
han her own. T left“him with a yet lingering hope 


oa 


ti 
pi 


j 
y 


death~ : 
; “By strangers honored, and by strangers monrn’d.” 


_ Mr. A; conelided by offered the following resolu- 
tions: ee ore EA ee 


Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibility 


and friendly kindness that could smooth the bed of 


Mr. ADAMS rose to announce: the death of Mr. : 
Barker Bornetr of Massachusetts, andhe spoke 


“At. the second session. of. the twenty-seventh 


-i Thè same melancholy service has now devolved 
upon me again; and at the very threshold ofa new | 
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J} the annunciation o e, in this city, on the 15th of 
: June last; of the Hon. Barke: 


r Burnell, a member elect of 


-this House from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 


H - Resolved, Phat-this House tenders to the surviving widow 
and relatives of the deceased the-expression of its sympathy 
on this afflicting bereavement; and, as: a testimony of Tre- 
spect for the memory of the deceased, the members and ofti- 
cers of the House will wear crape on the left arm for thirty 
days. s 2h i : 
: Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the House do now adjourn. : 
. Ordered, That the Clerk do inform the Senate thereof: 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and 
The House adjourned. : 


IN SENATE. 
Frmay, December 15, 1843. 


The CHAIR laid before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States, transmit~ 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 23d of February last, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, accompanied by a catalogue of 
books: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BARROW presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Louisiana, praying the pas- 
sage of a law authorizing the remounting of the 2d 
regiment of dragoons: referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from D. 
Appleton, and other booksellers and publishers in 
the United States, praying the passage of a law on 
the subject of literary property: referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

Also presented a petition from George F. Pear- 
son, a commander in the United States navy, pray- 
‘ing that he may be established in his proper rank in 
the navy. Also, a petition of Mary J. Babbit, 
praying to be restored to the naval pension roll; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also presented a petition from Henry Hatch and 
others, of Boston, on the-subject of French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented several memorials 
adopted by the General Assembly of Missouri, as 
follows, viz: 

A memorial in favor of the re-establishment of 
the second regiment of dragoons: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

A memorial respecting school lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A memorial asking for the establishment of an 
additional military post between forts Scott and 
Leavenworth: referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A memorial on the subject of improving the navi- 
gation of the Western rivers: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. - 

A memorial respecting American water-rotted 
hemp: referred to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 

Also presented an act of the Legislature of Mis- 
souri in relation to the boundary between that State 
and Iowa Territory. 

Mr. A. moved that the paper be referred to a se- 
lect committee of three. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that this subject 
belonged properly to the Committee on the J udi- 
ciary. He saw no objection to its taking the usual 
course. Unless the Senator from Missouri had 
some reason to give why that reference should be 
departed from, he hoped it would be adhered to. 

Mr. ATCHISON said that this was an act pass- 
ed by the General Assembly of Missouri, appoint- 
inga commissioner to joina commissioner on the 
part ofthe Federal Government to settle this dis- 
puted question of boundary. The reason for wish- 
ing the reference he proposed was, because he saw 
no more propriety in referring it to any standing 
committee, than to a select committee who could 
devote their especial and undivided attention to the 
Subject. If the Senator from Connecticut could 
show to him any impropriety in the reference pro- 
posed, he would cheerfully Withdraw his motion, 
and let the paper go to the J udiciary Committee. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON replied, that it had been 
the usual practice of that body to refer questions of 
boundary to the J udiciary Committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, he would suggest to the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Arcuison,] that the 
custom of that body was different from the invaria- 
ble practice of the State Legislatures; and unless 
there were special circumstances to induce such a 
course, a subject was never referred to a select com- 
mittee. , The question of the boundary between 
Michigan and Ohio was referred to the Judiciary 


Committee. Such a question as that.of the bound- 
ary between Missouri and Iowa should, according 
to the practice of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. And he suggested to the 
Senator whether he would not have a better prospect 
of succeeding in the object he had in view, by that 
reference, than by submitting it to a select committee, 
of which the honorable Senator would himself prob- 
ably be chairman. He (Mr. Bucuanaw) had no 
objection that the subject should be submitted to a 
select committee; but he had merely thrown out the 
suggestion to the honorable Senator, on the ground 
that it would be not only more consonant to the 
practice of the Senate, but that it would really ac~ 
complish the Senator’s object better, by referring the 
matter to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. ATCHISON withdrew his motion; and the 
paper was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

On Retna by Mr. MOREHEAD, it was ordered 
that the petition of the citizens of Paducah, Ken- 
tucky, praying that the postmaster at that place may 
be secured from loss by the destruction of the post 
office by fire, be taken from the files, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, thaton the last day of the 
last session of Congress, he presented a bill, the object 
of which was to authorize the translating ofa pamphlet 
in the Russian language, which treated largely on the 
cultivation and manufacture of hemp. It was so 
late in the session that it could not be acted on; but 
since the last session that document had been 
translated, and was communicated to Congress with 
the President’s message. He heed not say that the 
subject of the culture of hemp was of great impor- 
tance to the United States; and especially was it of 
increasing importance to the people of two or three 
of the Western States. The people of those States 
are extremely anxious to procure all the informa- 
tion to be had upon the subject of the manufacture 
of this article. Inasmuch as the report of the Sec- 
retary, which this pamphlet accompanied, was now 
going to press; a proper time had arrived to move 
the printing of an extra quantity of that pamphlet 
alone. He therefore rose for the purpose of mo- 
ving that four or five hundred additional copies of it 
be printed for the use of the members of the Senate. 

Mr. KING said he would be the last man to with- 
hold from the people of this country, engaged 
in any branch of industry, information in the pos- 
session of Congress, that would be of service to 
them in advancing their business; but he suggested 
whether they had not already gone as far as they 
should go. They hadalready ordered 1,500 copies 
extra of the documents accompanying the message, 
of which this was one. He had no doubt, if this 
document was of such general importance, that the 
newspapersin every village would publish such 
pe of it as would give to the cultivators of 
hemp all the information afforded by it. He was 
opposed to incurring an expense for extra printing, 
unless the expenditure would subserve some benefit 
to the country. 

After a few remarks by Mr. MOREHEAD in 
favor of his proposition, the question was put on 
printing 400 copies of the pamphlet alone, and car- 
ried in the affirmative. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of Joseph 
de la Francia, praying remuneration for arms pur- 
chased for the use of certain independent citizens of 
Florida in 1810, under the conventional Govern- 
ment: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. W., in pursuance of notice, and on leave, in- 
troduced a bill to transfer to the State of Mississippi 
certain inundated lands, for the use of a levee, from 
the southern houndary of the Sate to the mouth of 
the Yazoo river; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by CHOATE, it was ordered that the 
petition and papers of Enoch Baldwin be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; and that the petition of Adams & Co., 
praying for the- return of certain duties, be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

On motion by Mr. C., it was ordered that so much 
of the President’s message as relatesto the Smithso- 
nian bequest be referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, it was ordered 
that the petition of David Currier for a pension be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was ordered that 
the memorial adopted by the General Assembly of 


Illinois, on the subject of improving the navigation 


of the Mississippi, be taken from the files of the ` 


Senate, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. PORTER, agreeable to notice, and on leave, 
introduced a bill to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish the northern boundary line of the State of 
Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the State 
of Michigan into the Union, upon the condition 
therein expressed,” approved in 1836; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

‘Also introduced a bill relating to the office of 
surveyor general for the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Michigan; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented additional testimony 
in support of the claim of Joseph Veazy; which, 
with the original documents on the files of the Sen- 
ate, were ordered to be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. KING gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Caroline E. Cuthrell, of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. FULTON, agreeably to notice given, and on 
leave, introduced a bill allowing drawback upon for- 
eign merchandise exported in original packages to 
Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
` merce 

Mr. F. also introduced a bill for the relief of sun- 
dry citizens of Arkansas, who lost their improve- 
ments in consequence of the treaty between the 
United States and the Choctaw Indians; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. . 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, agreeably to notice given 
and on leave, introduced a bill relating to the ap- 
pointment of the assistants to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, (providing that they shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate;) which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MILLER, agreeable to notice heretofore 
given, and on leave, introduced a bill providing for 
the insane asylum in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice, and- referred to the Com- 
mittee on the*District of Columbia. 

On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Exccutive business; 
and after a session of half an hour therein, the Sen- 
ate resumed its legislative business; when 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
yesentatives by the hands of Mr. McNutry, their 
Clerk, informing the Senate of the adoption by that 
body of certain resolutions in testimony of respect 
for the memory of the Hon. Jonn Miren, de- 
ceased, late a Representative from the State of 
Georgia. 

Mr. COLQUITT rose and addressed the Senate 


as follows: 

Mr. Presmenrt: I have in my hand a resolution 
which I intend submitting for the adoption of the 
Senate, that this body may unite with the House of 
Representatives in paying some tribute of respect to 
the memory of Col. Jony Miren, a member elect 
from the State of Georgia to the present Congress. 
It is not my purpose to eulogize his life and 
character. No matter how strong might be my 
inclination to speak of his many virtues, Lam too 
well acquainted with the feelings of the human heart 
not to know that, at this time, before this body, 
my remarks could claim no higher interest than 
would result from your characteristic politeness. 
I have so recently heard, from the eloquent lips of 
surviving friends, the announcement of the lamented 
deaths of associates here—acquaintances rendered 
dear to you by their manly qualities—and have wit- 
nessed the sincere response of deep-toned feeling on 
your part, to the call to mingle your sympathies with 
country and friends, that I could not hope now, (no 
matter how strong my desire,) to touch a single 
chord that would vibrate with interest. in the 
history of a stranger. I shall ask, therefore, 
for the memory of Col. Minzew, but the com- 
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mon and ordinary mark of respect. He was a 
Georgian, a native Georgian; the city of Savannah 
was the place of his birth and his death. Iam told 
his parents died while he was young; that he was 
bred an orphan, without ancestral fame or patrimony 
to sustain him. His own virtuous integrity was an 
an ample substitute for family name; his talents 
and industry more than an equivalent for fortune. 
That he was successful, you need only be told that 
he acquired wealth by the pratice of law in the city 
of his nativity; that he had. friends—numerous 
friends; his repeated election to the Legislature of 
his State, and his more recent election by the people 
of Georgia, to the present Congress, are the best 
testimonials. With the path of glory bright before 
him—in the noon-day of life, and before he had en- 
tered upon the high and responsible duties to which 
he had been called by the confidence and partiality 
of the freemen of his State,—his friends, about the 
middle of October, were summoned to mourn his 
death. As additional evidence of regard, I offer, for 


the Senate’s adoption, the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard the announce- 
ment of the death of Col. Jonn Mitten, member 
elect from the State of Georgia, with feelings of deep 
sensibility. 

Resolved, That, in testimony of respect for his 
memory, the members and officers of the Senate 
wear crape on the left arm for the space of thirty 


bog 

he resolutions were adopted; and, 
On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, December 15, 1843. 
After prayer by the Rev. S. Tuston, Chaplain to 
the Senate— 


The minutes of yesterday were read by the 
Clerk. 


THE RULES. 


The movers of resolutions, and the originators of 
motions which gave rise to the unfinished business 
on the calendar, consented to postponements thereof, 
so that the Ilouse might take up the rules for adop- 
tion, which are so necessary to the despatch of 
business. i 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
DromeooLre; which is as follows: 

“It shall not be in order for any member, under cover ofa 
proposition to correct the journal, to move to spread on the 
journal any paper or document which the House has pre- 
viously refused to receive or hear read. 

“When motions are made to correct or amend the journal 
by the insertion of papers or documents therein, if the 
House shall not decide in favor of the proposition, the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted shall not be spread on the jour 
nal, notwithstanding the yeas and nays may be entered on 
the journal.” 


Mr. COLLAMER said: The proposed rule in- 
volves, in substance, this general principle—that, in a 
particular case, the House may prevent the whole or 
any part of a proposition by them rejected by yeas 
and nays, from going on to the journal. Now, sir, 
if we could free our minds from the recollection and 
influence of the recent discussion of what has been 
called the protest, and consider this matter upon 
general principles, (as itshould be considered on the 
present guestion,) it seems to me we could hardly 
differ. ‘The general parliamentary practice in Eng- 
land, is to enter on the journal only what is agreed 
to by the House; so that it is mdeed the journal of 
the majority. But in this country this is not so, and 
here every vote is to be placed on the journal. This 
matter has grown out of nonew rule in our Houses. 
It is the result and necessary consequence ofthe pro- 
visions of our Constitution, and to that alone is it at- 
tributed in the Manual. ‘The Constitution provides 
that “each House shall keep a journal of its pro- 
ceedings,” &c.; “and the yeas and nays of members 
of either House, on any question, shall, at the de- 
sire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the 
journal 2” Now what was the object of these pro- 
visions, and what its limitations?’ Most clearly, the 
object is, that it may be shown by the record 
how each man voted, and on what proposition that 
vote was taken. This as much includes the pro- 
positions rejected, as those adopted, by a majority of 


the House. Most obviously, the nature, much less 


p 


| the merits of thé proposition, cannot appea 
the whole paperi whic arises is thes 
if the majority may ‘suppress any, parte 
suppress the whole of every proposi 
and so utterly destroy all- the. be 
of that clause in. the Constitution, sh 
‘condition’ to what it “was before the’ Consti 
and make the journal but the journal of w 
Majority adopt, and at the: same’ time dépriv 
the ancient: privilege of protest. ; : 
it is true, ‘the proposed rule‘applies only to the 
case of a proposition ‘to amend the journal; but iti 
cludes from the journal all papers. constituting the’ 
proposition, if the House reject it, even when tone, 
y yeas and nays. Now, sir, this is nothing more nor 
less than to make. an exception of one case of yeas and. 
nays, from the general'and unqualified provision of: 
the Constitution. I insist that, as’ the privilege did. 
not arise from rule, it cannot be limited or. qualified, 
or exceptions be formed to it, by rules of this House. 
If the House can, by rule, make this exception, they: 
may make any other, and so entirely destroy the 
privilege. ` D 
But this is. attempted to be done on: the 
ground of necessity. It is insisted that one-fifth’ of 
this House might, by making ‘the proposition! and’ 
calling for the yeas and nays, place the’ Mormon 
Bible, or Hutton’s Mathematics, or any other mat-. 
ter, on the journal, and require it to be read; which, | 
would occupy our whole time, and entirely .defeat. 
the legitimate purpose of our organization.. Sir, it, 
is not to be presumed that one-fifth of this House is 
to be guilty of such a preposterous abuse of their: 
privilege, and for which they alone must stand re- 
sponsible. ae : 
The provision in the Constitution that the yeas 
and nays can only be required by one-fifth, was in-: 
tended as our security against unreasonable cap- 
tiousnees;and with this security we. shouldbe con- 
tent. Neither would this rule, if adopted, be any. 
security against captiousness and abuse. ‘The fifi 
part, if so disposed, might employ the whole time 
of this House in taking the yeas and nays on reso- 
lutions introduced but to be overruled. oh 


Arguing against the existence of a power, or form- 
ing exceptions to the use of that power. from 


the possibility of its abuse, is wholly” inadmissiblé; 
and I protest against its adoption. It is said:to ‘be 
necessary. Necessity is the’ plea. of tyrants. Every” 
power is susceptible of abuse; and if the power is 
to be derived or curtailed from :such `a; consid- 
eration, we may destroy all power in’ the; dit. 
ferent branches of the Government. The:House 

may expel a member, but only by a majority of 
two-thirds. Now, a member might be so contuma- 

macious and disorderly as entirely to mterrupt the 
proceedings of the Elouse, and persist in so doing, 

and more than one-third might uphold him therein. 

Would that authorize the majority to say, from ne- 
cessity, that the case must or could be made an ex- 
ception, and the member be expelled by a bare. ma- 
jority? The rule, sir, is but an attempt. to qualify 
and limit a constitutional right, which cannot, in such 
a way, be done. : 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he did not. see any 
propriety in the further continuance of this debate. 
at this time. The adoption of the rules would be 
but temporary; and it was important to: the House 
that their adoption shoùld take place immediately; 
that the committees might have business. before 
them, and that the House miglit go to work: and 
therefore he moved the previous question. He did 
this, not because he was unfavorable to the amend- 
ment—for, at a proper time, he would vote for it— 
but the business of the House and the business of 
the country required that they should adopt the 
rules, even though the accomplishment of that ob- 
ject should for a time cut off the amendment. 

“Mr. DROMGOOLE intimated to his friend from 
Tennessee, that they were acting under the partia- 
mentary law, which would not cut off the amend- 
ment. $ E 
The SPEAKER, after a conversation on. this 
point, decided that the previous question would cut 
off the amendment. nA 

Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed from the decision 
of the Chair; but it was sustained by the House. 

The previous question was sustained; and the 
rules of the last Congress were adopted, as amended 
in the 133d rule a few days ago. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved the adoption of 
his amendment. Pane 

Mr. WINTHROP said that motion would. res 
quire a day’s notice, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE then gave the necessary no- 
tice. ~ 

‘Mr. JAMESON gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or as soon thereafter as. practicable, he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill to repeal so much of thè act 
approved the 23d day of August, 1842, as requires 
the second regiment of dragoons to be converted into 
& regiment of riflemen after the 4th day of March, 
1843. : i 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the pay 
of horses lost by the Missouri volunteers in the 
Florida War. i 

‘Mr. HOUSTON gave notice. to the House that 
he would, on to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the public 
lands in favor of settlers and cultivators. 

Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania gave notice 
that he. would, to-morrow, ‘introduce a bill for the 
-conditional surrender of the stock held by the United 
States in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company 
to Maryland and the District cities, so as to secure 
the earl completion of the canal to Cumberland., 

Mr. CIDDIN GS gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
or some subsequent day, he would move an amend- 
ment to the 234 rule. 

Mr. LEVY, on leave given, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be required to 
report to the House what buildings and other ‘structures 
there are at the Pensacola navy-yard, and the cosi thereof; 
what further improvements are required to complete itas a 
yard for construction and repair of vessels of wer, with es. 
timates thereof; what plans for the rovement of said 
yard have heen reported to his department by engineers 
employed for the purpose; whether the said navy-yard 
isin condition to furnish repairs or supplics to v of 
any class requiring the same; what amount of approp n, 
specifying the appropriations under their respective heads, 
have been made in each year for the improvement of said 
yard since its establishment; what number and description 


ji 
of vessels are empioyed as a naval force in the Gulf of 
Mexico and its neighboring waters; and what amount of ap- 
propriation has been made for the naval service in each year 
since the adoption of the Constitution. , 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, on leave given, 
introduced the following resolution, which was 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committec of Ways and.Meaus be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of introdacing a bill 
to levy duties upon the importation of tea and coitce. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, also, on leave given, 
Antroduced the following resolution, which was 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the President he requested to cause to be 
furnished to this House such information as may be on file 
inany of the departments, relative to the formation of a 
junction between the Atlantic aud Pacific ocean. 


My. STILES of Georgia then rose and addressed 
the House as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: At the request of my colleagues on 
this floor, I rise to add another shade to the gloom 
which already pervades this House. Day after day 
have we here been admonished from the tomp; 
warning after warning have we for three days suc- 


cessively received, and yet it has pleased Him “in 
whose hand are the issues of life,” (hata fourth sun 
shall not set until it shall have furnished still another 
memento of the uncertainty of human existence. 

It is, I perceive, a time-honored custom of this 
House, that the announcement of death is ever fol- 
lowed by a cessation from the duties of life. Whether 
the practice “to strike Gur colors” at each repeaied 
triumph of the “fell destroyer” be designed as em- 
blematic of that day when “the wicked shall cease 
from troubling and the weary be at rest,” or wheth- 
er intended as an opportunity to listen to the solemn 
admonition of our own frail and transitory being, 
the object is commendable, and the occasion, if im- 
proved, will instruct us in the value of life, its pur- 
poses, its duties, and its destination; and enable us 
to return again to the world the purer, the better, 
and the wiser, from this silent and uninterrupted 
communion with the dead. Itis not my purpose 
(nor indeed would it be my wish,) to pronounce a 
studied eulogium, or to bestow unmerited applause 
upon the subject of the present resolutions. Eulo- 
gies upon the departed have become but equivocal 
evidences of merit; and indiscriminate panegyric no 
honor to the dead, and no benefit to the living. 

Col, Jons Munen, born in Savannah, elected by 


the citizens of Georgia to the present Congress, 
died in his native city on the 15th of October last, 
aged about forty years. 

Finding himself in early life cast upon the world 
without parents and without patrimony, Colonel 
Munex—with an energy which ever characterized 
him, and which could alone supply the place of the 
former and dispense with the necessity of the latter— 
devoted himself, with no farther preparation than a 
defective early education, to the laborious profes- 
sion of the law. After the shortest term of pre- 
paratory study, he was admitted to the bar, and be- 
came at once an efficient member of the legal pro- 
fession. He was soon distinguished among his as- 
sociates by perseverance, acuteness, and eloquence; 
and by an extensive and lucrative practice, which 
almost immediately accompanied his efforts, “he 
succeeded (ag itis said) in accumulating a proper- 
ty abundantly sufficient to satisfy any reasonable 


man.” ` 
Like the sun of his own native South, he was 


warm and ardent in his feelings, true and unwaver- 
ing in his course. His errors and infirmities, if any 
he had, (and none are spotless,) were but the result 


of his generous nature; his faults were such only as |i 


were found to have grown out of virtues, and his 
heaviest offences to have been grafted by human 
imperfections upon the hest and kindest affections. 
He was never married. The warmest and ten- 
derest ties were not severed in his death. He left 
no parents to deplore, no widow to mourn, no 
orphans to weep over his untimely end; but there 
does survive him one, and one alone, of whom it is 
not too much to say that in her all these dear rela- 
tions were most tenderly and beautifully blended. 
He loeftalone and single sister, who to him were 
these “all in one, and one in all,” and who, as the 
grave closed over the mortal remains of a fond and 
doating brother, must have pronounced an agonizing 
farewell to all her earthly kindred, happiness, and 
hopes. “May that Being that tempers the wind to 
the shorn lamb” comfort her in this the hour of her 
utmost need, and sustain her now, shorn of her pro- 
tection, against the “wintry blasts” of a cold and 
heartless world. Col. Minen served for many 
years in the Legislature of his native State; and by 
his readiness in debate, as well as his effective and 
popular eloquence, he was enabled to accomplish 
measures which, conferring benefit on his constitu- 
ents and honor on himself, will render his legisla- 
tive course long a subject of grateful remembrance. 
At the last general election for members of Con- 
gress M Georgla—not by a district, not by a portion 
only ef the people, but by the voice of the whole 


State—he was chosen one of her Representatives in, 


the first branch of the National Legislature. 

His fellow-citizens had determined for him a 
change in the field of his usefulness, but an all-wise 
and inserutable Providence had ordered for him a still 
greater change—a change from an earthly toa heav- 
enly field of labor; and instead, like his colleagues 
on this floor, of witnessing on this day the untried 
scenes of a congressional life, he is now engaged in 
witnessing the “untried scones of eternity.” Let us 
not, my colleagues, murmur at our loss, but rejoice 
in having reaped the benefit that sad lesson was in- 
tended to impart. Time, although the destroyer of 
life, is still the friend of humanity: although he holds 
in the one hand a scythe wherewith he cuts through 
the thread of cur existence, he holds in the other an 
hour-glass, whereby he warns us to improve the 
portions of duration which remain to run. And to 
the members of this House let the awful memorials 
of the dead which have recently been crowded upon 
us, impress us all more sensibly than ever with sol- 


‘emn and. suitable reflections. 


. tained in the Senate. 


Let-them convince us 
more clearly “what shadows we are, and what shad- 
ows we pursue.” And above all, let them suggest; 
with a force never before felt, the vanity of all human 
attainments, compared with “that wisdom which 
cometh from above,” “whose ways are pleasantness 
and whose paths are peace.” 

It remains to us only to pay the last tribute of re- 
spect to the memory of the decease by the adoption 
of the usual resolutions, which I now transmit to the 
Chair. : 

Resolved, That this House has received with dcep sensi- 
bility the communication of the death of the Hon. Jons 
Mitien,.a represeniative of the State of Georgia, 

Resolved, That the members of this House wili te 
respect for the memory of the deceased by w 
on the left arm for thirty days. 


Resolved, That, as a further testimonial of respect for the 
memory of the deceased, this House will now avjourm. 


The resolutions having been adopted—- 
The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, December 16, 1843. 
After prayer by the Rev. Septimus Teston, 
‘he journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER announced that the order of bu- 
siness would be a call upon members by States for 
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g crape 
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the House this morning proceed to the 
a Chaplain. It was now nearly a for 
the commesicement of the session, and 
him that there would be very great proj 
postponing all other business, and proc 
unanimous consent, to the election of a Cha; 

Mr. HOPKINS said he hoped tie business of 
the House would he proceeded with. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON expressed a desire to 
proceed with the references to the various commit- 
tees of the subjects which were to be referred. 

Mr. BARNARD said he would submit a motion 
to the House that all other business be postponed 
until the election of Chaplain be concluded, 
moved a suspension of the rules for this purpose; 
which was carried, and the House was proceeding 
to the election of a Chaplain, when 

Mr. McKAY asked, and obtained leave, to ofer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry on the state of the finances be referred to the Cor ee 
of Ways and Means, except so much as relates to 3 
from the decisions of circuit courts to the Su 
certain cases; and so much as relates to pro 

ain cases to obtain judicial condemnation 
much as relates to the act regulating the a 
sation to be retained out of fees by cleri 
it courts when the same person offic 
s3~—which shall be referred to the Co 
ry; and except, also, so much as rel 
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sideration of two or more surveying iets and discon- 
tinuance of land offices, which shall be referred to the Corn- 
mittee on Public Lands; and except so muchas rel to 
the establishment ofa new port of entry on the st 
orn frontier; which shall be referred to the Cow on 


Commerce, 


mittee of Ways and Means, in the first inst 


and it seemed 
to him was not divisible, but should be referred en- 
tire to the Committee of Ways and Means. He 
hoped the gentleman would either consent to modify 
his resolution, so as to refer the whole to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or else he would assign 
some reason for the unusual course he proposed to 
take. 

Mr. McK AY observed, that although it may have 
been the practice in this Flouse to refer the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, yet a different practice had ob- 
Lf the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had attended to the proceedings of that body 
for the last three or four days, he would have seen 
that the course there taken was such as he had pro- 
posed; and it seemed to him it was the proper course 
tobe adopted. There were, in the report, several 
subjects which would more properly come under the 
consideration of other committees. That part rc- 


- lating to the warehouse system, belonged, he thought, 
exclusively to. the Committee on Commerce. . ‘The 
recommendation for the establishment of a new port 
of entry, was another subject which belonged, of 
right, to the Committee on Commerce. The recom- 
mendation respecting the court of appeals, and that 
relating to the compensation of the district attorneys, . 
and all other amendments of the existing law on 
these subjects, belonged more properly to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary than of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. - 

But it was not his intention to occupy the time 
of the House with discussion upon this question. 
If they were of opinion that the whole report 
should go to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
he would offer no objection; he had merely offered 
the resolution because it accorded with the opinion 
of many gentlemen about him, and because it was 
in accordance with the practice which prevails in 
the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS said the reasons assigned by the 
gentleman from North Carolina for adopting his re- 
solution, were not satisfactory to his mind. The 
gentleman had referred, in the first place, to the 
practice of the Senate. There had always been too 
much attention paid to the precedents there estab- 
lished. A special document was here communi- 
cated to this House, upon a subject which came al- 
most exclusively under its cognizance. To this 
body it belonged to determine how money should 
be raised, and how it should be expended. And 
though the Senate had the power of proposing 
amendments to any money bills that passed the 
House, yet the Constitution itselfgave to the House 
of Representatives peculiar privileges respecting this 
sub‘ect. 

Mr. McKAY said if the gentleman had attended 
to the reading of the resolution, he would have seen 
that there was no subject which he had proposed to 
refer to the Committee on the Judiciary or to the 
Committee on Commerce, which involved the power 
of taxation. If this were the case, he would readily 
agree that they should all go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. Those portions of the report 
which related to the land offices and to surveying 
did not involve the subject of taxation; nor did any 
other which he proposed to refer to other commit- 
tees involve the power of taxation. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would venture to assert 
that there was not a line in that document which 
did not involve the power of taxation—not directly, 
butindirectly. It was a document differing from all 
other communications which come to this House 
through the President. It was a direct communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury to this 
House, and it was for this House to determine up- 
on the subject of which it treated—namely, the 
manner in which revenue should be raised. 

The whole report had a bearing upon that ultimate 
object—revenue. The gentleman had said that that 
portion relating to land offices, &e., had no refer- 
ence to the raising of revenue. Were not land offi- 
ces established for the purpose of raising revenue? 
So of the warehousing system, which the gentleman 
said had no bearing upon the subject of taxation. 
Every thing, unquestionably, in that report, had 
a reference to the ultimate object of taxation of the 
people, and expenditure of the revenue. 

hat he desired was, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means should be responsible for any proceed- 
ings which might be founded upon that document. 
The report upon that communication ought to. be 
entirely disconnected with all other subjects; but if 
they were to distribute it amongst halfa dozen com- 
mittees, none would be responsible. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested to the chair- 
man of the Committee. of Ways and Means to ex- 
cept from his motion that portion of which relates 
to the warehousing system, as it appeared to him to 
be the appropriate business of the committee of 
which the gentleman from North Carolina was the 
head, à 

My. McKAY said,when he was up before he had 
given the reasons why he had moved the reference 
of the warehousing system to the Committee on 
Commerce; that reason was, that the Committee 
on Commerce had that subject in charge at the last 
session, and he saw no reason now to change the 
reference. He however had:no objection to strike 
out that part of his resolution on the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. : 

‘Mr: BARNARD made some observations, which. | 
were not distinctly heard. ` 
"Mr. McK.AY. said, as there ap eared to be objec. 
tion to. the motion which he had submitted, he 


would. change its form, and “now ‘move’ that the 
whole of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 


at this stage ofthe day’s proceedings, they were 


ble, introduce a bill to repeal so much of the “Act 
apportioning -Representatives amongst. the several 
States,” approved the 25th June, 1842, as requires 
the number to which each State is entitled to be 
elected by districts. 


the tellers to take the vote. 


P 
Mr. HENLEY nominated W. L. Daily, Metho- 
dis Protestant. ' 


man Reformed. 


tist. 


ler, Lutheran. 


„the United States by the hands of Jons Tyrer, jr- 
Esq. his 


the whole number of votes taken. was 


the votes given, there was no election. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 
o: Mr. > DUNCAN: rose" to: give m 
morrow, or at an carly day, he should ` 
introduce a, bill; the title of-which was nòt. 
ed; for oes PE EEEE 
The SPEAKER informed. the. gent 
Ohio that the first business -was the call 
by States... ogee Beg Pe ese 
“My. CAVE JOHNSON: moved. tha 
proceed to the election of its postmaster, 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL inquired if there was 
a rule of the House by, which petitions. coul 
laid on the Clerk's. table, ` and referres 
troubling. the House therewith. 
_ The SPEAKER replied that there was arule, 
virtue of which petitions could be so place 
possession of cofmittees, if the Speaker, toy a 
they must be first submitted, found nothing. therein: 
that conflicted with the rules of the House—more 
particularly the 21st rule, in. relation: to. petitions, dn. 
the subject of slavery.. The pending motion: he. 
then stated to be that made by the gentleman. from 
Tennessee, to suspend ‘the rules that the: House: 
might go into the election of postmaster. °°. Gee 
Mr. LEWIS inquired what vote would -bè re- 
quired to suspend the rules. P $ 
The SPEAKER replied that :th 
require a two-thirds vote, E aye be 
r. LEWIS hoped the House would ‘not agree 
to. suspend the rules for sucha purpose; and be: 
further hoped that the vote to be taken would test: 
sense of the House on the propriety:of removi 
the present. postmaster. ee eee 
The SPEAKER said the motion was not de- 
batable. red 
Mr. LEWIS.. Well, 
shall vote against it. : tc 
The SPEAKER put the question; and, as the re- 
sult was equivocal, tellers were demanded; anq.: 
Messrs. Cave Jonson and Winrirop were. ap- 
pointed. They reported 77 in thé affirmative, and 
80 in the negative. The motion was. consequently 
lost, and the rules were not suspended. 0. ‘ 
Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice of his intention, at 
an early day, to introduce a bill to authorize ‘the’ : 
purchase of the residue of the stock held by indi- 
viduals stockholders. in the Louisville and Portland © 


Canal Company, and to make the navigation: theres. 


be referred to the Committee of ‘Ways and Means; |} 
and the parts could be referred to other committeés -f 
hereafter, as might be found necessary. 

The report was then referred to the Committee 0 
Ways and Means. 

r. J. CAMPBELL rose to present a memorial 
for the purpose of reference; but as objection was 
made, it was not received. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to give several notices; but, 


out of order, and were not received. 
THE DISTRICT SYSTEM. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN gave notice that he would 
on Monday next, or as soon thereafter as practica- 


THE ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

The House returned to this order of its , business, 
and. Messrs. Strone of New York, Doverass of Peint ted 
Illinois, and Henzy of Indiana, were appointed’ è motion would 

The following were the nominations: 
Mr: STRONG nominated F. T. Tiffany, Episco- 
ian, 


Mr. DOUGLASS nominated Henry W. Dodge, 
Baptist. 
Mr. DUNCAN nominated Isaac Ketchum, Ger- 


then, I will only 38y 
Mr. GILMER nominated Isaac S. Tinsley, Bap- ; l 


Mr. KING of Massachusetts nominated S. G. 
Bulfinch, Unitarian. 
Mr. CAVE JOLNSON nominated M. A. Mul- 


_ [A message was received from the President of 
P secretary. ] f 

RONG, one ofthe tellers, reported that 
184 


Mr.S 


Necessary toa choice - - - 93 |} of free from toll. > ' 

ah eid . : PETITIONS. 0 00 ony 

Mr. Tn rECeIy ed 7 T : e The States, beginning with the Eastern States, in 
Daley “ 3 = -34 he usual order, were then called for petitions; and 
Bulfinch ‘ i M - 14 the following were presented: OOE GENRE EN: 
Dodge “u 2 B -11 Mr. PARMENTER presented the petition of 
Ketchum ,“ z f 2g Joseph W. Newcomb for a claim, under a resolu:  '% 
Muller be 3 . . 3 tion of Congress, in favor of the children of Gen. 
Dewey “ a 7 - 92 Warren: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Claims : i bga 

Mr. MACLAY presented the following petitions 
under the rule: The petition of Ramon de Zaldo, of 
the city of New York, to become a citizen of the 
URited States; the petition of Mary and Eliza Peri- 
ams for compensation for property used by the Gov- 
ernment in defence of the country; and the memorial 
of Robert Roberts, of New York, praying for .com- 
pensation for. damages by the loss of. the ‘ship, Exe 
periment and cargo; all of which were appropriately 
referred. E ee 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of John 
Fossett, praying compensation for: transporting: the 
United States mail. : i 

Also, the petition of L. W: McKown, and.21 
others, in aid of the petition of J. Fossett; and also 
for the establishment of a-mail route: in Maine: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. fa es 

Mr. HAMLIN also presented the ‘petition of 
Thomas Drésser; praying for a pension, and the 
evidence relating to the same: referred: to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. PARMENTER. presented the petition of 
Lemuel Williams for an allowance of commission. 
‘Also, the petition of Joseph W. Newcombe, as heir 
of the children of Paul Warren, for arrears of pen= 
sion under a resolution ‘of Congress: referred ‘to the 


No candidate having obtained a majority of all 


Mr. PETTIT rose and offered a resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That-the House will dispense with the services 
of a Chaplain during the present session. 

Loud cries of “No, no.”] 

r. P. said he wished the members of the House 
to pay for their own preaching and praying; and not 
make the people do it for them. 

[Cries of “Order, order.”} 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana moved to postpone the 
election of Chaplain, and that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Pertre] might have leave to introduce 
his resolution, if it was not now in order. 

Mr. BARNARD said it was not now in order to 
make any motion until the pending business was 
disposed of; for the House was then acting under a 
suspension of the rules. ; 

[Cries of “Question, question.””] 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution could 
be received. 

The vote was then taken thereon, and it was neg- 
atived. 

The House proceeded to a second vote for Chap- 
lain; and when the vote was taken, 


My. STRONG, one of the tellers, reported that 


the whole number of votes was - - 183 : i : ó 

qi i 5 mittee on ‘Revolutionary Pensions. 

Bee y foe ohgces i 7 T conn MENTER als presented the resolves 
OF wbi ived as 0T ofthe Legislature’ of Massachusetts, on the subject 
Mne ceed iaiaeley é 3 54 of consiructing-a yard for the building of steam- 

De i : ? 726 ships of war: referred to the Conimittee on Naval 
- 2 8 a 9 Affairs. : 
Dodge i - = ~ - 2 Mr. WINTHROP presented resolves of the 
Ketchum - > -, =. 1 State of Massachusetts in relation to the “injury ‘ap- 
j 1 rehended to the United States naval establishment 


W. Matthews 


Mr. Tinsley was therefor in Boston. harbor, by the destruction” of. certain 


e declared duly elected. 


7 


40: 


islands in said harbor: referred to the omm 


Naval Affairs. o o o re 

Mr.: W. ‘also. “presented the petition of Har- 
riet Carter, praying for a renewal of her pension: 
referred tothe . Committee ‘on Revolutionary Pen- 
SIONS. > Pe RT : 

Mr. HALE presented the resolutions of thë. Le- 
gislature of New Hampshire, relative to General 
Jackson’s fine: referred to the Committee of Ways 
arid: Means. ' ; i 

Mr.. SEYMOUR 
guson and Reid, of 
mittee on Commerce. ; . 

Mr. CLINTON presented the petition of Catha- 
rine Johnson, praying for a pension: referred to. the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensioris. 

Also, the petition. of Susannah Scott for a pen- 
siori: referred to the same committee. Poe 

Mr. WHEATON presented: the petition of the 
inhabitants of the village of Skaneateles, N. Y., 
praying the-abolition of the franking privilegg, and 
the reduction of postage: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and. Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD presented. the petition of 
Joseph Kimball for compensation for services. ren- 
dered the United States at Sacketi’s Harbor: referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Ichael Tut- 
tle, praying fora pension: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY presented the petition of 
Lettis Pond, praying for a pension. Also, the peti- 
tion of Wilmot Marsden, for a pension: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary pensions. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY presented the petitions of 
Gideon A. Perry and John Cook: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. CLINTON presented the petition of Char- 
lotte McCaine for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. WINTHROP presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Neilson, of Baltimore, for reimbursement of 
medical expenses: referred to the Committee of 
Claims.. . : 

Mr. KING presented the resolves of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts against the annexation of 
Texas to the Union, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. WINTHROP presented a memorial from 
the city of Boston, on the subject of the islands in 
Boston harbor, and of the danger of detriment be- 
ing done to.the naval depot of the United States in 
said harbor: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of New Hampshire relating to: West. Point 
Academy: referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of David Mel- 
len: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of: certain 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying for an appropria- 
tion for a dry-dock at the nay yard at Philadelphia: 
referred to the Committee on Maval Affairs. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL presented the petition 
of J. F. Caldwell, paying. for relief in consequence 
of a change by the Post Office Department in a con- 
tract for carrying the mail: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL presented the memo- 
rial of Mary Reeside, praying for an act directing 
the payment to her of the amount certified by a 
jury to be due to her late husband, to whose estate 
she is executrix: referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of Charles 
M. Gibson, for compensation for a wagon and team 
of six horses, lost in the Florida war in the service 
of the United States; referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Robert 
S. Ward, for moneys overpaid to the United States: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of 
Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, asking to be compen- 
sated for scrvices rendered in holding official inter- 
course with the natives of the Sandwich and others 
of the South sea islands: referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. ` 

COPYRIGHT LAW. 

Mr. ADAMS presented petitions from booksellers 
and others, on the subject:of an international copy- 
yight law; which were ordered to be printed. 


resented the memorial of Fer- 
P misianās referred’ to the Com- 


ee On 


` ferred to the Committee on the 


: a-reference to the journal of the House. 


was not heard. 


Library. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL reminded the House 
that he had already given notice of his. intention’ to 
introduce a bill on this subject, as would be seen by 
He- made 


ADAMS. moved the reference to a select 
committee of Nine. one ee, f 
Mr. HOLMES suggested that they. should be re~: 


some suggestion on the subject of reference, which”, 


The SPEAKER then . put the question on the 


` yéference to the House, and the motion to refer to 


the Library Committee was negatived, and the mo- 
tion to refer to a select committee of nine prevailed. 
Mr. DAVIS of Indiana moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of enabling him to offer a 
resolution. 
The motion was decided to be out of order. 


SLAVERY, THE SLAVE TRADE, AND 
ABOLITION. 


Mr. ADAMS presented a petition from the State 
of New York praying Congress to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia, &c. 

The SPEAKER decided that such a petition 
could not be received under the existing rules of 
the House. p 

Mr. ADAMS said the petition also prayed that 
Congress would separate New York from all con- 
nexion with slavery; and therefore he decmed it 
admissible. 

The SPEAKER reiterated his decision. 

Mr. ADAMS said the petition was identical with 
petitions which, at the last session, the Speaker de- 
cided did not come within the rule. The petition 
had not a prayer for the abolition of slavery in any 
of the States or Territories of this Union; it was 
simply a petition that Congress would separate the 
people of New York from all cennexion with 
slavery; and he repeated, that the late Speaker de- 
cided that those petitions did not ¢ome within the 
rule. They were, in consequence, received, entered 
on the journal, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; to which committee he moved the 
reference of this petition. 

The SPEAKER said he was of opinion this pe- 
tition fell within the rule. 

Mr. ADAMS requested that the journal of last 
session might be read. 

The SPEAKER repeated the expression of his 
opinion, that the petition came within the rule. 

Mr. ADAMS requested the Speaker to take-cog- 
nizance of the fact that these petitions were received 
by the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER inquired if there was any appeal 
from his decision. 

Mr. ADAMS said he did not wish to appeal from 
the judgment of the Chair: he had had suthcient ex- 
poe already, in the House, not to do that; but 
ne requested the Speaker to consult the journals for 
the precedents of the last session of Congress, in 
which he would find, that petitions, identically the 
same in purpose as this, were received by the House, 
under the same rule, and referred to the Judiciary 
Commitie. If, therefore, that was done 

The SPEAKER interposed, and informed the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that it was not in order 
to discuss this matter. 

Mr. ADAMS said he felt constrained, then, to ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, be the result 
what it might. 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts could furnish him one of the prece- 
dents referred to. 

Mr. ADAMS said there were many on the jour- 
nals of the last Congress. 

After some further conversation— 

Mr. GILMER. moved an adjournment, to give 
the Speaker time to look into the precedents on the 
subject; and, also, because the usual hour of ad- 
journment had arrived. 

The SPEAKER requested the gentleman from 
Virginia to withdraw that motion, (which was as- 
sented to,) that he might lay before the. House sev- 
eral 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communications: 

A communication from the Treasury Department, 
with a detailed’ statement of the mannerin which 
the contingent funds of the Treasury Department, 
and the bureaus thereof, have been expended: it 


. was referred to the Committee on Public Expendi- 


tures, and ordered to be printed. 
A communication from the Navy Department, in 


. printed. 


answer to a resolution of inquiry respecting the fit 
ness of cotton for sails, &c. 

A communication from the office of the Commis- 
sioner. of Public Buildings, transmitting to the 
House of Representatives copies of all the contracts 
made in. that office from the Ist of December, 1842, 
to the Ist instant; prepared in pursuance of an order 
of the House. 

A communication from the Navy Department, 
with an abstract of expenditures for the contingent 
expenses of the navy, as settled and allowed. in the 
office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, for the 
-year ending September 30, 1843. 

Also, a communication from the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, transmitting certain doc- 
uments, in obedience to a resolution of the House 
of March last,. directing the Clerk to cause to be 
prepared a general statistical statement of the fund- 
ing system of the United States and of Great Brit- 
ain by Jonathan Elliot, to be accompanied by such 
tabular facts of other nations touching the same 
subject as may tend more fully to illustrate the state- 
ment. 

Each communication was appropriately referred, 
and ordered to be printed. 


hee SWORD OF WASHINGTON AND THE 


STAFF OF FRANKLIN. 


A communication was received from the Presi- 
dent, in which he stated that, in consequence of 
gome accidental omission, the resolution of thanks 
to Samuel T. Washington, esq., who presented to 
the nation, through the House of Representatives, 
the sword of Washington and the staff of Frank- 
lin, didnot reach him until after the adjournment of 
Congress; and, therefore, did not receive his appro- 
val and signature, which it would otherwise prompt- 
ly have received. He nevertheless felt himself at 
liberty, and deemed it entirely proper, to communi- 
cate a copy of the resolution to Mr. Washington, 
as was manifested by the accom panying copy of the 
letter which he addressed to him. ‘The joint resolu- 
tion, he stated further, together with a copy of the 
letter, has been deposited in the Department of 
State, and could be withdrawn and communicate 
to the House if it saw fit to require them. à 

The following is a copy of the President’s letter 
to Mr. Washington, referred to: 


“Wasnineron, April 27, 1843. 

“Dear Sm: I send youa copy ofa joint resolution 
of the two Houses of Congress, as expressive of the 
estimate which they place upon the present which 
you recently made to the United States, of the 
sword used by your illustrious relative, George 
Washington, in the military career ofhisearly youth, 
and the seven years’ war, and throughout the war 
for our national independence; and of the staff be- 
queathed by the patriot statesman and sage, Benja- 
min Franklin, to the sameleader of the armies of 
freedom in the revolutionary war-—George Wash- 
ington. 


“These precious relics have been accepted in the 
name of the nation, and have been deposited amongst 
its archives, 

“I avail myself of this opportunity, afforded me in 
the performance of this pleasing task, to tender you 
the assurance of my high respect and esteem. 

“JOHN TYLER. 

“To Samurn T. Wasninaron, esq.” 

The House thien adjourned. 


The following is the Committee on Rules of the 
House of Representatives, which has not heretofore 
been published : 

Messrs. Wise, Adams, Dromgoole, Beardsley, 
White, C. J. Ingersoll, J. W. Davis, Vinton, and 
R. Chapman. j 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, December 18, 1843. 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a commuri- 
cation from the War Department, transmitting a re- 
port of the officer in charge of the Ordnance Bu- 
reau, exhibiting the expenses of the national armo- 
ries, and the manufacture of arms therein, from the 


: 80th September, 1842, at the close of the half year 


ending 30th June, 1843. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was ordered to be 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 


: of the Senate of the 23d February last, a catalogue, 


| i 


repared under the direction of the Secretary of- 
ar, of the books in that department; which, 


“the table until the like reports were received from 


: presented a petition, signed by 
several females, being a board of managers of the 
Orphan Asylum. and Free Female School of Alex- 
andria, praying that Congress will grant them a char- 
‘ter: referred to the Committee on the District. of 
= Columbia. ; 
: Also, presented a memorial from the president 
and directors of the Georgetown College, praying 
for an act of incorporation; and a memorial from 
, the Farmers’ and Mechanics’ Bank of Georgetown, 
praying for a renewal of their charter; which were 
i erered to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
ia. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition frøm Jacob 
Mitchell and a numberof other citizens of Wellfleet, 
“Massachusetts, praying the passage of a law indem- 
nifying them for French spoliations committed prior 
to 1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign Re~ 

io: 


ns. 
r. ATCHISON ‘presented a memorial from a 
umber of citizens of the town of Weston, in the 
county of Platte, Missouri, representing that their 
-stown was laid off on the public lands; that it was 
now becoming a town of growing commercial im- 
portance; and Praying that. commissioners may be 
“appointed, and that Congress. would authorize the 
purchase, at the minimum price, of the land on 
which the town is located: referred to thé*Committee 
zon Public Lands. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from Peyton 
King, praying. that Congress would pass a law to 


` Office to issue a patent for the land therein mention- 
ed: referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Charles E. Sherman be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. . ; 

Mr. FOSTER gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill. to establish a 
navy-yard or depot at or near Memphis, Ten- 
nessee. a 

Mr. HUGER presented a petition from John 
. Fraser & Co., praying that Congress would refund 

to them some money paid into the treasury under a 
forfeiture: referred to the Committee*on Finance. 
Also presented a memorial from the vestry and 
churchwardens of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the parish of St. Philip, in Charleston, South 

Carolina, praying that certain duties on an organ, 

which was burned, may be refunded to them: re- 

ferred to the Committee on Finance. . 

Also presented a petition from the widow and 
children, heirs and devisees of Elihu Hull Bay, 
praying that Congress will pass a law, definitively 

settling their claim to a certain tract of land: refer- 
red to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 

¿` to withdraw from the files of the Senate the peti- 
tion and prayers of Robert Mayo, the representative 
of George Mayo. ; 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was or- 
dered that the ‘petition and papers of Eneas Mun- 
son, praying for commutation pay for revolutionary 
services, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. N 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, it was or- 
dered that the petition of A.” Weeks and others, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained in conse- 
quence of being disabled from completing a con- 
tract by the United States troops, be taken from the 
files, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. W., it was also ordered that 
the petition of Joseph Campau, assignee of An- 
gelique Coutant, praying confirmation of his title to 
a tract of land, be taken from the files, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, it was ordered that 
the petition of Asa Andrews, former collector-of the 
port of Ipswich, Massachusetts, praying payment 
of a certain sum of money due him on a suit with 
the United States; and the petition of Henry Gard- 
ner and others, directors of an association called the 
New. England Land Company be taken from the 
files, and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, it was order- 
ed that the memorial of citizens. of Mississippi, 

raying the establishment of a light-house on Deer. 
Tend. on. the gulf shore between Mobile and New 
Orleans, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by.Mr. ALLEN, was ordered to lie on 


compel the Commissioner of the General Land ` 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the. petition of “William: 
D. Cheever, l : K 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. McDUFFIE gave notice that he would, on. | 


to-morrow, or the earliest day practicable, ask leave 


| to bring in a bill to revive the act of the 2d of 


March, 1833, (usually called the compromise act) 
and to modify existing duties on foreign imports, in 


` conformity with its provisions. 


Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 


` relief of Charles E. Sherman; which was read twice, 


and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KING, on leave, introduced a bill for the. re- 
lief of Caroline E. Clitherell, the widow of Dr. Geo. 
C. Clitherell, late a surgeon in the army of the United 
States; which was read. twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the improvement: of the navigation of the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MILLER, on leave, introduced a bill for re- . 


pairing and repaving a portion of Pennsylvania 
avenue, which was read; and the question being on 
its second reading, with the view of reference to a 
committee— 


Mr. KING said that, when he rose to obtain in- 
formation from the Chair the other day, whether the 
rules did not require that all bills, on their second 
reading, before reference, should be read through, 
instead of being read by their titles only, the Chair 
informed the Senate that such was the requirement 
of the rule, and that it would be enforced. That course 
had since been acquiesced in by the Senate, and. by 
himself in particular. He now rose for the purpose 
of stating to the Senate that he would not, for one, 
insist wpon that rigid application which had been 
given the rule for several days past, because he 
found that it would consume much more time than 
he anticipated. His objection to the practice of the 
last Congress was, that they frequently passed bills 
of importance to a third reading by their titles, with- 
out having read the provisions of the hills atall; and 
that practice, he considered, did not comport with 
sound legislation. He found that if the rule was 
adhered to as construed for several days past, a 
great deal of time would be consumed. He hoped 
it would be the understanding in future, that all bills 
would be read the first and second times before ref- 
erence to a committee, by their titles only, unless 


any Senator should call for the reading entire of | 


particular bills. 

The bill was then read the second time by its ti- 
tle, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ; 

Mr. WOODBURY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies on the table one day under the rule, 
viz: / 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
the Senate the value of the imports of the year preceding 
the Ist of October, 1843, distinguishing those free from the 
others; also, the value of the exports during the same pe- 
riod, distinguishing those of domestic origin from the oth- 
ers; and where the returns are not complete for the last 
quarter, estimating the value as near as may be. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the petition of J. P. 
Hudson, reported a bill to settle the title to the Pea- 
patch island, in the river Delaware; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. i 

The resolùtions submitted by Mr. Jarwacm on 
Monday last, calling upon the Secretary of War for 
certain information touching the business transacted 
by the board of commissioners appointed to settle 
claims under the Cherokee treaty, came up for con- 
sideration; and were, on his motion, again laid on the 
table. 

The Committee on Printing, through Mr. Farr- 
FIELD, their chairman, reported in favor of print- 
ing several documents; which was concurred in by 
Senate, 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Breese on Thursday last, was taken up for con- 
sideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quested to inform the Senate why the act of Congress of 


the 26th of June, 1934, entitled “An act to create additional 


land districts in the States of Illinois and Missouri,and in the. 
| territory north of the State of Illinois,” has not been carried 


into effect, and the sales of the lands theréin ordered, as re- 
quired by the provisions of said act. 


Mr: BREESE remarked, that he understood that 


| the reportot the Commissioner of the General Land 
| Office would have something to say upon this sub- 


n, introduced: 
“up for 


0 


came 


` arsenal at St. Louis, in May last; 


expedition to the Oregon: 


The following resolution, sub 
person, on Thursday last, came up; 
ed, viz: i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of thé ‘Treasury be, : 
hereby, directed to furnish the Senate. a statement showing 
what amount of money is now due, unpaid, to: the: ot ` 
Mississippi, from the United States, on account, xespective- $ 
by, of the two per cent. fund, the three’ per cent. fund, ani 
the distribution fund, arising from sales of the ‘public: lan 

in the said Sate, on account of each of these several funds. 
since July, 1841; showing the séveral dates of paymen 
whom paid, upon what ordér or authority, and ex 

all the correspondence which has. taken place: in respei 

each of said funds between, the Treasury Departnient and 
any officer or department of the said State of Mississippi 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business ; 


and after some time spent thereon— > 
Adjourned. EERTE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 00 ee 
Monpay, December 11, 1843. ` i 
Mr. WELLER gave notice of his intention to'i 
troduce a bill to extend the provisions of an act é 
tled “An act supplementary to the act for the relief: < 
of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the Ré 
olution,” approved Tth June, 1832; so as. to place on 
the pension roll all who served for'certain periods a 
the Indian wars of the West, down to the treaty: 
Greenville, in 1795, ces 
Mr. HUBARD, under the 24th rule, presented the 
memorial'of the heirs of Captain Wm. Evans, de=, ` 
ceased, for an invalid pension: 9 O pce 
Also, the memorial of Mrs. Ann Scott, widow of || 
Major Samuel Scott, deceased, for Revolutionary 
bounty land, or commutation pay; both ‘of. ak 
were referred to the appropriate committees. wae 
Mr. HUBARD presented the petition of Messrs: : - 
James R. Whitehead, Wm. Walker, Jno.’ Daniel < 
Wm. Watson, and sundry other ‘persons inthe. 
county of Prince Edward, Virginia, praying for the: 
establishment of a new post-route ; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post- 
Roads. t 
Mr. HUBARD asked leave to withdraw thepa- 
ers in the cases of Mrs. Mary Crafton, widow of: 
hos. Crafton; and of Mrs. Mary Gafford, widow of 
Joseph Gafford; which are now on file, in the Clerk’s 
office, and were improperly referred last Congress 
to one of the standing committees, instead of being 
forwarded to one of the departments. ` : 
Mr. DANA gave notice that he would, to-mor-: + 
row, ask leave to bring in a bill to abolish the frank- 
ing privilege of Senators and members of the House 
of Representatives, and to: regulate the amount ‘of> 
their compensation. ea 
Mr. ASHE gave notice that he would, to-morrow, © : 
ask leave to bring in a bill to establish a naval depot 
at Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. | ©. t> ii 
Mr. STEENROD gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring to bring iti a:bill making 
compensation to pension agents. i ; 
On motion of Mr. STEENROD, leave was given 
to withdraw the memorial ii relation to the salary of 
Judge Pennybacker. 
Mr. HUGHES gave notice that he' would, on 


. Wednesday next, or at some future day, introduce 


a billfor the organization of a territorial government, 
to be called the Oregon ‘Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; and also a bill to establish: a port of entry at 
Independence, in Jackson county, Missouri; and also 
a bill for surveying and constricting a military road 
from Fort Leavenworth, west of the State of Mis- 
souri, to the mouth of the Columbia river in the 
Oregon Territory, and for establishing military posts 
on the same, to give protection to the emigrants to 
said Territory. ; 
Mr. HUNT submitted the following resolution; 
which was read: 


Resolied by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United: States. of Americain Congress assembled; (two- 


: thirds of both Houses concurring) That the following amend+ 


ment ofthe Constitution. of the United States be. proposed 


‘tothe several States, to be valid to all intents and purposes > 


<< 


Bee 


as part of said Constitution when ratified by the Le 
of three-fourths of the States, viz: .- i È 

‘No person shall be hereafter-cligible to the office of Presi- 
dent. of the United States, who shall have been previously ~ 
elected tothe said office, and who shall have accepted the 
same or exercised the powers thereof. i 

Mr. BARNARD desired to inquire of the Chair 
what was the business firstiin order. 

The SPEAKER ‘said. the first business. ‘in order 
would be the resolution of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky.[Mr: G. Davis] to. refer. the cases of the elec 
tions from certain: States to. the Committee of . Elec- 
tions. * ; 

Mr. BARNARD said he supposed that the mo- 
tion. he offered’ some days: since in relation to the 
amendment of the journal would be taken up. 

The SPEAKER said that that business would 
come up as soon as the resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentuck was disposed of. 

Mr. PRICK called, up the resolution offered by 
him some days since, directing the Clerk to procure 
5,000 copies of the President’s message im the Ger- 

-män language. > 

Mr. G. DAVIS called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. HOPKINS observed that there could be no 
sort of objection to the resolution of the gentleman 
from’ Pennsylvania; and he hoped the gentleman 
feom Kentucky would suffer it to be taken up and 

assed by general consent. 

Mr, ADAMS said; that, on referring to the 22d 
rule, it was provided that, for the first thirty days 
of the session, as soon as the journal was read m 
the morning, the; Speaker should call on the several 
States.in their order for petitions, commencing with 
the State of Maine. On the last session of the 
House the call for petitions was commenced and 
proceeded with until it was arrested by the presenta- 
tion by him of a petition which the Speaker decided 
was excluded by the rules, 

A message was here announced from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Mr. John 
Tyler, jr., his private secretary. 

Mr. BIDLACK: hoped the House would, by 
general consent, take up and dispose of the resolu- 
tion of his colleague (Mr. Frick.] 

, Objections being made— 

Mr. BIDLACK moved for a suspension of the 
rules to allow the resolution to be offered. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved to amend the resolution 
by directing the printing of 2,000 copies in French. 

Mr. WISE was opposed to the resolution as novel 
and extraordinary. ‘The English language, he said, 
was our mother tongue, our legal tongue, and our 
parliamentary tongue; and the proper one only for. 
disseminating the public documents in. 'The great 
mass of our population were English; and for them 
10,000 copies only were ordered to be printed; 
while it was proposed to print 5,000 for the compar- 
atively small number of einans among us. 

Mr. HOLMES observed, that it so. happened 
that there were in his town (Charleston)a great 
number of Low Dutech who did not speak German; 
and he therefore wished to understand whether the 
printing, under this resolution, would be adapted to 
their convenicnee? If not, he should move to amend 
the resolution by directing the printing of a certain 
number of copies in Low Dutch. 

Mr. FRICK offered to modify his resolution, by 
striking out 5,000 copies and inserting 2,000. 
‘There were at least 1,500 voters in his district who 
did not speak English; and he hoped the printing 
would be ordered for their benefit. Te did not 
deem it so necessary to print copies in French as in 
German, as our French fellow-citizeas generally 
read inglish, though the Germans did not. 

Mr, C.J. INGERSOLL observed that this was 
a small matter, and he hoped no object’oa would be 
made io its passage. Everybody who had been in 
Pennsylvania knew that it was the invariable cus- 
tom for that State to print a portion of all its public 
documents, the Governor's message, &c.,in German 
for the accommodation of its German population; 
andif he were disposed to use any ad captandum ar- 
guments, he. might say that there were no better 
nor more deserving citizens in the country. But 
there were vast numbers of our citizens who spoke 
the German language, to be found in other States as 
wellas in Pennsylvania. There were numbers of 
them in New York, Ohio, and down to the extreme, 
South—many of them men of education. He could 
see no objection to incurring a little expense for the 
purpose of disseminating our public documents 
among this class of our’ fellow-citizens. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
‘Wisz,] that the English was our. vernacular tongue; 
but he was one of those who believed that no coun- 
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- 81,000, they had 60,000 who spoke, 
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try suffered by the use of two: languages. There 
was not a country in Europe in which more than 
one language was not used. He-was clearly of 
opinion that, if a large and respectable portion of our 
population . wished to see the public documents 


printed in a particular. language, ‘they ought to be” 


Mr: HOPKINS remarked, that they should spend 
more money in debating this question than by its 
adoption? he therefore asked for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SLIDELL inquired if the previous question 
would cut off his amendment. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not; but, on 
the contrary, would bring the House toa direct vote 
on the amendment. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table, which appeared to be lost on 
the vote being taken. 

A division was called. for. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and on being taken, 
resulted as follows—yeas 53, nays 134: 


VEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, Boyd, Milton Brown,:Burke, Caldwell, Camptell, R. 
Chapman, Coles, Collamer, Dana, R. D. Davis, Deberry ,Del- 
let, Dickinson, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, French, Willis Green, 
Hale, Hamlin, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, James B. 
Hunt, Cave Johnson, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, 
McKay, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Peyton, Phoenix, 
Elisha R, Potter, Pratt, Rathbun, Reding, Rhett, Severance, 
John T, Smith, Stone, Taylor, Vance, Vinton, Williams, and 
Wise—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, 
Belser, Bidlack, James Black, James A, Black, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Bufington, 
Burt, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dil- 
Nngham, Douglass, Duncan, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Frick, Giddings, Gilmer, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hopkins, 
Tfubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. Jobnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Labranche, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslin, Maclay, MeClelan, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McIlvaine, Mathews, 
Moore, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Owen, 
Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Ramsey, Almon H. Read, 
Charles M, Read, David S, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, 
Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Albert 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Arrone, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbats, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Wel- 
ler, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wilkins, Winthrop, 
‘Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost 
— 184, 

Mr. RAMSEY rose to move an amendment. 
The SPEAKER said the previous question had 
been moved, and therefore amendments were out of 
order. 

„Mr. HOPKINS consented to withdraw the pre- 
vious question for the purpose of admitting the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

_ Mr. RAMSEY then moved to amend the resolu- 
tion so as to include not only the President’s mes- 
sage, but the reports of the Secretaries of the Trea- 
sury, of War, and of the Navy, and also of the 
Postmaster General. He thought the House would 
consent to do this, if it properly appreciated our 
German population, who, it was pretty well known, 
amounted to three millions. In his own district of 
and read, and 
wrote, the German language; they had seven Ger- 
man presses; and they had upwards of 60 churches, 
in which the worship of God was conducted in the 
German language, And if there were so many in 
Pennsylvania, to whom it was due that this resolu- 
tion should be adopted, the case was stronger when 
they looked at the great number of Germans in 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. ‘There were very large 
bodies of Germans in the cities of Pittsburgh, Cin- 

: a + 
cinnati, St. Louis, and New Orleans. 

A document which he held in hig hand showed 
that, from the smgle kingdom of Bavaria, the emi- 
gration to this country had been 20,000 persons, 
who brought with them money and other valuables 
worth $4,000,000 or $5,000,000. He deemed this 
matter of printing the President’s message and its 
accompanying documents a very small matter; and 


gratified. 


-Jf the House valued the German population, it would 


do all that it could to stimulate such emigration. If 
these documents were printed in the German lan- 
guage, as now. proposed, they would soon, certainly 
within 60 days, be known in the Germanic: States 
of Europe; and further emigration would be stimu- 
lated, and our national wealth would be proportion- 
ately increased. With these views, he thought it 
was the right of so valuable a part of our popula. 


` passage of the original resolution. 


tion to have these documents printed in a language 
in which they thought. and spoke; and he hoped the 
resolution would be adopted. 

Mr. MURPHY inquired if an amendment would 
be in order. ` 3 

The SPEAKER replied that it would. 

Mr. MURPHY said it struck him that, in justice 
to his constituents, he ought to move so to amend 
the resolution as to cause these documents to be - 
printed also in the Low Dutch language, as had been 
recommended by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Homes] He (Mr. M.) came from the 
land of the Kinckerbocker; and in his district alone, 
there were probably 2,000 or 3,000 who read the 
Low Dutch, and not the German language. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if they did not 
speak the Low Dutch, but write and read the Ger~ 
man language. 

Mr. MURPHY replied that the languages, both 
written and spoken, were distinct languages. He 
then proceeded to say that if, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Inerrsott] had said, it would 
be advantageous to this country that severa 
languages should be spoken here, it would certain] 
be advantageous to the country that these docu- 
ments should be published in those different lan- 
guages; and if printed in foreign languages, the 
country would not derive all the advantage unless 
they were printed in the mellifluous Low Dutch, 
{laughter.] He was, he confessed, at a loss himself 
to discover,in what way advantage was to be de- 
rived to this country by printing these documents 
in these different languages, unless it was by com- 
bining the copiousness and richness ofall into one, 
and making from the whole an American language, 
If this was the object of the gentleman, injustice 
would be done unless copies were printed in the Low 
Dutch; and he therefore moved to amend the reso- 
lution by adding a provision that 2,000 copies should 
be printed in the Low Dutch language. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFE inquired if there 
was a Low Dutch printing office in the district of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MURPHY replied that the type used was 
the English type; and there were many constituents 
of his, who, if sent for, would come here to render 
the necessary service, [laughter.] 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF said he had a 
right to oppose „the amendment offered by the gen- 
teman from New York. That gentleman claimed 
to come from the land of the Knickerbocker; he 
(Mr. B.) had the right to oppose the motion bec- 
cause he was a Knickerbocker himself. ‘The gen- 
tleman from New York said there was as much 
ground for the adoption of his amendment as for the 
: He (Mr. B.) 
thought there was a plain distinction between the 
two cases. In regard to the Knickerbockers, those 
that could read at all couid read the English; but, in 
regard to our German population, there were a great 
many—some of whom he had the honor to repre- 
sent, and of whom he could say, that they were as 
worthy men as any that he did represent—who 
could read only in their native language. They had 
been in the habit of printing documents and spread- 
ing them among their constituents to enlighten them 
on public affairs, and to enable them to exercise the 
elective franchise intelligently. He knew no other 
reason. Well, then, here were the naturalization 
laws, by availing themselves of which, the German 
emigrant becomes a citizen; and, to their honor be it 
said, he had never known a German who entertain- 
ed any conscientious scruples of swearing allegiance 
to our Constitution. These documents could be 
printed without much expense, for they had Ger- 
man printing-presses at their doors; and he hoped, 
therefore, that the motion made. by his Knicker- 
bocker friend, for the purpose of burlesquing their 
proceedings, would not prevail. . 

Mr. ADAMS said he felt very much disposed to 
favor the proposition requiring the Clerk to procure 
a certain number of copies of the President's mes- 
sage in the German language, for the expense would 
not be very great; but the question assumed a very 
different aspect, when it was proposed to print the 
documents which accompanied the message. These 
were sufficient of themselves to constitute a volume. 
And it was not merely a question as to printing 
them in this instance. Whenever a question of 
printing should arise, the same argument would ap- 
ply for printing a corresponding number in the 
German, in the French, and in the Low Dutch lan- 
guages, and the Spanish also. In fact, it was im- 
possible to say in what number of languages they 
might be called upon to print, and that not only 


fe message, but: -the accompanying documents. 
‘hey would find propositions to print of frequent 
surrence, and in as many languages as the liberal- 
ty-of the House would allow. What was the ex- 
nse. of the printing of this House already? It 
Ounted, he believed, to two or three hundred 
thousand dollars a year. Wel, if they were to piint 

German, French, Low Dutch, Spanish, and 
@knew not how many different languages, the ex- 
mse would amount to four or five times that 
um. Instead of two or three hundred thou- 
and, a million a year would not pay the expense of 


' printed in the German language contained the mes- 
sage in that language; and all who were in the habit 
of reading the newspapers, therefore, would have 
ah opportunity of reading it. He thought, therefore, 
there was something of a doubt whether publishing 
so: profusely would be really a public benefit equal 
46 the expense which it must necessarily occasion. 

A question cccurred to him, if they were to pass 
is resolution, who would have the printing? They 
had formed a contract with certain persons to do 
€ printing of the House: would not those printers 


print these documents? : 

In addition to this, there would be a very consid- 
erable expense incurred for translation. Who was 
to do the translating of these documents into the 
German, French, Low Dutch, and Spanish lan- 
guages? They would soon have as many candi- 
dates for the office of translator as they had now for 
clerkships to committees; and they would have to 

ecide between the numerous applicants, and then 
to decide what compensation they should have. 
He could foresce the time (and it not remote) when 
“they would have to establish a great system, a great 
establishment for printing in foreign languages all 
- the documents of the House. ' 
© There was a project before the House now, for 
eparating the public printing from the politics of 
the country or the political press. They would now 
have the question doubled and trebled; they would 
have to separate the German printing from the polit- 
ieal press; for if ‘they should break the contract 
which they had made with Elair & Rives, they 
would still have the political press coraing and claim- 
ing to print in German. 
<u Ín contemplation of all this, he was afraid he 

would be called on to vote against the whole propo- 
sition; and he would move to lay the whole subject 
on the table, if it could be got ridin that way. Still, 
he was willing, for this single time, to agree to the 
printing of three thousand copies of the message in 
German, for he had been lately amongst the German 
population, and had formed a very favorable estima- 
tion of them, and was willing to afford them every 
reasonable privilege; but he really did not feel wil- 
“Jing to vote a quarter of a million dollars to give 
“them that which they would all have the opportuni- 
ty of reading without imposing upon the Govern- 
ment this cnormous expense, : 
we Mr. RAMSEY said he thought the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was under a slight misapprehen- 
“gion in regard to the extent of the proposition. He 
was confident it would not involve an expense of 
niore than one hundred and fifty dollars. 
{A member standing at the extreme right.of the 
“hall here made some observations, which were al- 
together inaudible to the reporter. ] 

Mr. A. V: BROWN said, as amendments were 
being heaped one upon another, he felt compelled 
to move to lay the whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois said, 1 am sorry to see a 
disposition on the part of the members of the House, 
to refuse to print the President’s message in the 
German and French languages, as proposed by the 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Farcx.] I, sir, represent on this floor more than 
two thousand German voters; men who feel as deep 
an interest in the welfare of our common country, 
and who are as warmiy attached to the principles of 
our Government, as any other of our citizens, and 
“who are anxious to become acquainted with our 
Jaws and institutions; men who ‘left the homes of 
“their youth, their country, and. all that they held 
thost dear, and planted themselves ; among us, that 
they might enjoy the blessings of liberty and all the 
Benefits of our free institutions. They are, sir, in- 
telligent, industrious, and valuable citizens; and-can 
well appreciate and understand all the subjects 
brought to th 
ed in their own language, 


I conceive it, Mr. Speak- 


say that they had a right, under that contract, to` 


eir notice in that document, if pul ish- j} antipathies and prejudices, 


er, to be our duty to furnish them, in this manner, 


with the fullest means of information; and a few dol- - 


lars from the public. treasury applied to. that pur- 
pose. willbe money well spent. They are citizens 
ofthis great Republic, and alive to all its important 
interests; and J believe it is. our trae policy to treat 
those who come among us to settle, and to take 
upon themselves the duties and burdens. of-citizen- 
ship, most kindly and liberally; and it can 
be “no reproach to us. if we manifest such a 
disposition. Some: gentlemen oppose the print- 
ing on. account. of the expense, To such J 
would reply, that, if the proposition is just—which 
I sincerely believe it is—-that consideration should 
not deter us, as the expense, at most, can be but tri- 
fling. Why, sir, should it not be incurred for them? 
They pay taxes, buy our lands, improve the coun- 
try, and aid in every other way. in supporting the 
Government: why, then, should they not have the 
satisfaction of seeing the message of the Chief Ma- 
gistrate of the nation—usually considered the most 
important public document—come to them in their 
own native language? I hope gentlemen will recon- 
sider this objection, and, if they find it not well- 
founded, will unite with us in the passage of the 
resolution. 

J regret, sir, that the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia [Mr. Frick] has consented to modify his resolu- 
tion, by substituting three thousand for five thou- 
sand copies. I shall, at the proper time, move the 
printing of five thousand copies. Thanking the gen- 
teman from Tennessee [Mr, A. V. Brown] for yield- 
ing me the floor after he had submitted his motion 
to lay the resolution on the table, I comply with my 
promise to him by renewing his motion, at the same 
time avowing my determination to vote against it; 
for I am well satisfied that it ought to pass for 
even a larger number than is specified in the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired that the motion’might 
be withdrawn, to give him an opportunity to make 
a few remarks. Was there ever (said Mr. B.) a 
proposition such as this made to this House? Would 
the House, at this day, break in upon its established 
practice, and fall back and adopt the language ofa 
foreign country in which to disseminate all the pro- 
ceedings of this House? It was a retrograde move- 
ment. If they permitted a precedent.of this kind to 
be introduced, it would be the entering wedge to any 
and all propositions of the same character. Look- 
ing at the reason of the thing, would not the same 
reason exist for printing all public documents which 
eame to that House, in the German, French, Span- 
ish, and Italian languages? If there was reason for 
printing in Germnn, there was equal reason for 
printing in French, Spanish, and italien. He re- 
newed the motion to lay upon the table; but it 
was again withdrawn at the request of 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who acknowledged he 
felt some anxiety to sec the proposition before the 
Tlouse adopted; and he would make a feeble effort 
to meet one or two of the propositions of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetis, (Mr. Apams,] and the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Bearnsiey.] In the 
first place, it was objected that this proposition 
should not be adopted, because it was now proposed 
for the first time. This argument would have very 
little weight indeed. ‘To say that a thing could not 
be none because it had never been done before, was 
far from being an American system of reasoning. 
There would be something plausible in saying there 
were precedents against it; but to say merely that it 
had never been done, was no sort of argument. in 
the next place, as to the expense, as intimated by 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, he 
would acknowledge that the expense of printing had 
increased largely, and great effort ought to be made 
to reduce instead of enlarging it. He did not sup- 
pose, however, that this would have the effect of m- 
creasing the expense very materially. The gentle- 
man from New York had said, if the first step were 
taken it would have to be followed up by others. Sir, 
(said Mr. INGERSOLL, ) “sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.” 

But he would mect this argument in another 
view. One of the greatest advantages of the an- 
nual assembling of the Congress of the United 
States, was the dissemination of those documents, 
which were printed here at considerable’ expense. 

Every one must recollect, that a few years. ago the 
Presidential question was a question, of little: impor- 
tance. Members knew little of each other, cared 
litde, and, more than that, they came. together with 
‘But he would call the 
that at the 


attention of the House to the fact, 


YEAS,—Messrs, :. Adams; “An my 
Beardsley, Belser,. Benton, Blackwell, 
Brown, Mitton Brown, Burke, Burt; Caldwel 
Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, ‘Cobb, 
Cranston, Cross, Dana, Garrett’ Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dunlap; E yekish, 
Florence, French, Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, By: m 
Green, Grinnell, Hamlin, Herrick, Holes, Houston, “Hw 
ard, Jubbell, Hudson, James B; Hunt, Cave Johnson,” Pre 
ton King, Daniel P. King. Leonard, Maclay, McKay, Mur 
phy, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Paterson, Peyton, Phoenix, 
‘isha R. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Rhet 
Russell, Saunders, Senter, Severance, Thomas H., Seyri 
David L. Seymour, John | Stewart, Thompson, -i 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop. 
Wise, and W. Wright.—S4. ; r 
NAYS--Messrs, Atkinson, 


Berringer, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, James A. Black, Bossier, Bowér, Bow- | 
lin, J. Brinkerhof, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buflington, Carroll, Clingman, Clinton, Cullom,.. 
' John W, Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, . Douglass, Dun." 
can, Farlee, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Frick, Grider,’ Haralson; 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, ‘Hughes, ' 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph Ri: Inge 
soll, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranch, Lew: 
Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, McClellan, MeClernand, M 
Connell, MeDowell,, Mollvaine, | Mathews, Moore, E r 
J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley; Nes, Owen, Pettit; Emë+ 
ry D. Potter, Ramsey, Almon H. Read, Charles M, Rea 
David S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, St. John, Samp 
Schenck, Simons, Slidell, ‘Thomas. Smith, Robert ‘Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, ‘Stiles; Stone, Ta: 
Thomasson, Tibbatts, ‘tilden, Weller, Wentworth, White, 
Wilkins, Woodward, and Yost—99., ` oer ae ae 


moved i 
previous question. a 
Some conversation ensued between Mr. SLI- 
DELL and Mr. RAMSEY—the former gentleman 
wishing the latter so to: modify his motion. to: 
make the number to be printed. in French 2,000 
My. R. was understood to object, on the ground that: 
the French population were not entitled to så man 
Mr. SLIDELL; said the State which he represent- 
ed was composed of a population’ of nearly” equa 
proportions of Frenchiand English: |AN the judicia 
proceedings of that State were. translated. both in. 
Wrench and English; there laws were promulgated’ 
in both languages; and if the German popula- 
tion were to have these documents in their native. 
tongue, certainly they, should be printed in the 
French, which was the constitutional language of 
Louisiana. He hoped the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky would make no objection to such a modifica- 
tion of his motion as would give them 2,000 ‘copies . 
in the French language. or, 
Mr. RAMSAY suggested 1,000. 
Mr. SLIDELL said; he would state. further, 
that there was a large French population in Mis- 
souri; and he would, therefore, appeal to the cour- 
i; tesy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. i f 
Mr. RAMSAY again suggested 1,000. 
Mr. SLIDELL said he preferred 2,000. : 
Mr. THOMPSON said, if 3,000 copies were | 
printed in the German language, 2,000 in the French 
language, and 2,000 in Low Dutch, there would be 
a total of 7,000 copies; the Howse had already or- 
dered 10,000 to be printed, and thus the number 
would be 17,000; and he would venture to: say, 
that such a number of the message, with the aecom- 
panying documents, had never yet been printed by 
the House. He thought the gentleman had lost the 
proper time to make their motion; if they had been 
made when. the House ordered the printing of 10,- 
000 copies, he ought to have voted for the printing 
ofthat numberin the different languages; but now he 
could not assent to it. Take, for example, his own 
ease. If the House published these documents, he 
should get his share. of them, and, for himself, he 
did net want a single copy of them; and such would 
be the‘case of two-thirds of the members on that 
floor, He had:some German friends, but, as a 
general thing, they could read and speak the Eng- 
lish languege. Such as he should send such docu-. 
ments to, and.such:as would feel complimented by 
receiving such a’ document, he knew could speak’ 
the English language. He should therefore, oppose 
the motion; for, to print 17,000, was to- be more ex 
travagait, and giving a larger bonus to the ‘prints, 
ers'to the House, than was ever known, : ; 


x 


_ Mr. BIDLACK begged to correct an error into. 
which the gentleman from Mississippi, and some 
other genilemen, had fallen... The motion before the 
House did not: propose to print the message of the 
Président and the accompanying documents in the 
German language; but merely the message and the 
reports of the three Secretaries and the Postmaster 
General, comprising but a small portion of the ac- 
companying documents. ‘The message. of the Pres- 
ident,and all the accompanying documents,as the vèni- 
erabie gentleman from. Massachusetts .[Mr. Apams] 
had said, would make 600 or 700 pages; but the mes- 
sage, and the documents which the resolution em- 
braced, would not. made more than 50 pages. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, when. the resolution re- 
ferred to the report of the Secretary of War, it re- 
ferred to all his report; which embraced all the mat- 
ter which had been received from him as his report. 

Mr. BIDLACK said his colleague [Mr. Ramsey} 
had declared expressly that ‘he meant the bare re-- 
ports of the. heads of the departments, and not the 
documents appended to those reports. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he did not believe the 
resolution, as it stood before the House, would bear 
that construction; nor would the printers so under- 
stand it. 

Mr. BIDLACK was sorry there was so much 
time lost on this subject, and he would not consume 
any more than to make a few observations; for he 
believed there would be as much lost to. the Govern- 
ment by a protracted debate as would suffice to print 
all the documents that were asked for. 

But he would remark that his colleague had re- 
ferred to the fact that there were coming among us 
alarge class of the population of the Germanic 
States, who are emigrating to this country and set- 
tling amongst us; they were, as was remarked by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. J. Brinkernorr] who 
represented himself. as a Knickerbocker, a class of 
which he had not known asolitary individual, who 
was unwilling to swear allegiance to this Govern- 
ment, and renounce allegiance to all others; 
they, in fact, were ready to do this in advance, 
and the Government should give them such informa- 
tion, in the tongue which they alone understood, as 
would enable them rightly to discharge the duties of 
citizenship. If, however, the House should refuse to 
pass this resolution, he thought that refusal would 

e calculated to prejudice that class of the popula- 
tion against the Government in which they had 
shown a disposition to repose such entire confi- 
dence. With respect to the objection of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Taompson,] that the 
motion was made too late, he begged to remark, that 
his colleague had again and again attempted to get 
the floor, for the purpose of pressing this motion; 
but on every occasion he had been either unsuccess- 
ful, or anticipated by other business. He would 
remark, in conclusion, that he had received a 
letter from a German emigrant in his State, in 
forming him that there had been formed a mili- 
tary company of Germans, and tendering their ser- 
vices to the Government of the United States in any 
just war in which it might be engaged. Now, he 
asked whether, when they had such a class of men 
amongst them, they should not send them these 
documents in a language which they could under- 
stand; that, if a war should arise, they might know 
whether it was a just or an unjust war? (Laughter.) 

Mr, BARNARD expressed a hope that the resc- 
lution would not be adopted. We are an Anglo- 
Saxon race, and Anglo-Americans; and he did not 
desire a separate and distinct organization, or sepa- 
rate and distinct feelings, views, or opinions. He 
hoped all our citizens that were capable of voting 
would be such as were capable of reading the Eng- 
ligh language; and he held it to be the duty of every 
American citizen who may have had the misfor- 
tune to be born in any country but this, and edu- 
cated in any other Jand, when he comes here and 
takes upon himself American citizenship, to devote 
himself’ to learning the English language. He de- 
sired to see the people of this country a homoge- 
neous people from one end of the land to the other; 
and he could not agree with the learned and able 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C.J. Incersouz,] 
that wg were to become a homogeneous people by 
preserving distinctions of race. 

He next objected to the printing of 7,000 copies 
forthose of other tongues; when, for those who 
spoke the English language, but 10,000 were print- 
ed. He denied that the classes stood in these rela- 
tive proportions to each other, and that the former 
were as two-thirds of the latter. - But, ifit was right 
and proper to print for them any -part of the accom- 
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| panying documents, it was 


; equally right and proper 
to print for them the whole. The President’s mes- 


f sage wasan important document, but by no means 


the most important. He trusted, however, this ex- 
ample would not be set: let them keep tothe Eng- 
lish language in all their proceedings. Gentlemen 
sajd they had many constituents that were German: 
rat be it so; and those Germans might hereafter 
dlect a German to bea member of this House who 
might be unable to read the English language; and 
should the House now set an example, to be follow- 
ed hereafter, which would lead to the transaction of 
the business-of this House in the German language? 
There was no reason why the business of this 
House should be transacted in more than one lan- 
guage; and it was their duty to do all that lay in 
their power to make this people homogenous— 
speaking one language—the noble English language, 
and no other. . . 

Mr. WISE moved to lay the entire subject on the 
table. 

Mr. RAMSEY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted thus: 
ayes 86, noes 86. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Barnard, Beards 
ley, Belser, Benton, Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, 
French, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Her- 
rick, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Cave 
Johnson, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Maclay, 
McKay, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Patterson, 
Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Reding, Rhett, Russell, Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Séy- 
mour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, John T. Smith, John 
Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Thompson, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Woodward, 
and William Wright--86, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barringer, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, 
James Black, James A. Black, Bossier, Bowlin, Jacob Brink- 
erhoff, Bodhead, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buf- 
fington, Carroll, Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cullom, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, Dun- 
can, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Frick, Hardin, Harper, Hays, 
Henley, Hopkins, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Labranch, Lew- 
is, Lucas, McCauslen, McClellan, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, Mcilvaine, Mathews, Moore, Edward J. Morris, 
Joseph Morris, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Pettit, Emery D., Pot- 
ter, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, David S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, St. John, Sample, Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stew- 
art, Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Weller, Went- 
worth, White, Wilkins, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—s6. 

The SPEAKER gave his casting vote in the af- 
firmative; and the motion to lay on the table pre- 
vailed. 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana gave notice of his in- 
tention to ask leave hereafter to introduce a bill, the 
object of which was not distinctly heard. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. RHETT rose to offer a resolution. 

‘The SPEAKER informed him there was other 
business that was entitled to precedence; and, there- 
fore, resolutions were not then in order. 

Mr. RHETT moved a suspension of the rules, 
that he might get in his resolution, which was as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means do in- 
quire, as soon as practicable, into the expediency of report- 
ing a bill repealing the tariff act passed in the year 1842, 
and in lieu thereof imposing a maximum rate of duty of 
20 per cont. ad valorem on imports, discriminating below 
this maximum in the duties imposed.on the principle of 
producing revenue only. 

He remarked, that he offered this resolution at 
this time in consequence of the action of the House 
on the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. J. R. Incersotr,] which he supposed was in 
response to the recommendation of the Executive 
to tax tea and coffee. 

[The resolution of Mr. J. R. Ivezrsot.,to which 
the gentleman from South Carolina referred, was 
offered and acted on on Friday last, and was in the 
following terms: 

Resolved; That the Committce of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of intreducing a 
bill to levy duties upon the importation of tea and coffee. | 

_ Mr. ADAMS presented a mass of papers in rela- 
tion to one ofthe cases of contested elections. 

Mr. RHETT called for the yeas and nays on his 
motion to suspend the rules, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 77, nays 
108, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Belser, Edward J. Black 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoft, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Dickinson, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, 


Ficklin, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hous. 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Lewis, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClellan, McClernand, MeDow- 
ell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris,Owen, Pettit, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, St. John, Saunders, Thomas ` 
H. Seymour, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen. 
rod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wise, and Woodward—i7. ; } 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Barringer, Barnard, 
Beardsley, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bossier, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fos- 
ter, French, Frick, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell 
Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hopkins, Hubbel 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Inger. 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranch, 
McCauslen, Mciflvaine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phe. 
nix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, 
Russell, Sample, Senter, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, John Stewart, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
liams, Wilkins, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A, 
Wright, and Yost—108. e) 

Mr. BELSER gave notice, that on to-morrow, or 
some future day, he would ask leave of the House 
to introduce a bill to refund to the State of Ala. 
bama a certain sum of money therein named, due by 
the General Government to the said State, on account 
of expenditures for her troops, called into service in 
the late Creek and Seminole wars. 

Mr, LEVY gave notice that he would, on Mon- 
day, ask leave to introduce bills of the following 
titles : 

A bill authorizing, in certain cases, the relinquish- 
ment of the sixteenth sections granted for the use of 
schools; and the substitution of other lands. _ 

A bill to amend the existing laws in relation to 
pre-emption. $ 

A bill to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
armed occupation of the peninsule of Florida.” 

„A bill for the relief of the sufferers by Indian hos- 
tilities in Florida. 

_ A bill to authorize the present location, by the Ter- 
ritories, of the lands they will be entitled to upon 
their admission as States of the Federal Union, un- 
der the provisions of the section of theact_ 
of ——. 

A bill to extend further the political franchise of 
the people of the Territories. . , 

A bill to provide for the completion of the public 
buildings in Florida. 

A bill for the establishment of post-routes and 
mail facilities in the peninsula of Florida. 

A bill for the survey and examination of a route 
for a railroad across the peninsula of Florida. 

A bill for the construction of fortifications on the 


_island of Key West. 


A bill for the erection of marine hospitals at the 
ports of Key West and Apalachicola. 

A bill for the relief of certain inhabitants of West 
Florida. 

A bill for the improvement of the navigation of 
certain rivers in Florida. 

A bill amendatory of the several acts organizing a 
Territorial Government in Florida. 

After some conversation on the order of business, 
the House proceeded to the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, heretofore offered by Mr. G. 
Davis: 

“Resolved, That the Committee of Elections do inquire 
and report whether or not Messrs. Edmund Burke, John R. 
Reding, Moses Norris, jr., and John P. Hale, members of 
this House from the State of New Hampshire; Hugh A. 
Haralson, Absalom Chappell, John H. Lumpkin, Howell 
Cobb, William H. Stiles, Alex. H. Stephens, and Edward J. 
Black, members of this House from the State of Georgia; 
John Jameson, Gustavus M. Bower, James B, Bowlin, James 
H. Relfe, and James M. Hughes, members of this House 
from the State of Missouri; and Jacob Thompson, a member 
of this House from the State of Mississippi, have been elect 
ed in conformity to the Constitution and the law, and 
whether they are entitled to retain their seats as members 
of this House for the 28th Congress.” 

Which resolution Mr. Srexxnop had moved to 
amend, by striking out the words “Committee of 
Elections,” and substituting therefor the words “se- 
lect committee.” 

Which amendment Mr. Jameson had moved to 
amend, by substituting for the words “select com- 
mittee” the words “Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union.” 

And the pending question was on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. TIBBATTS sent to the Chair a proposition, 
which (not being now in order) was read for informa- 
tion, and which he desired might be accepted asa mod- 


ification. It instructed the Committee on the Judi 
ciary to inquire and report whether the second sec- 
tion of the apportionment law (i. e. the section re- 
“quiring elections by single districts) be of any bind- 
ing force on the several States of this Union.. 
r. JAMESON said he would determine whether 
- he would accept the proposition of the gentlemen in 
lieu of that which he had made. When he had 
given way the other day, (he said,) he was attempt- 
“Ing to show to the House that there was no necessi- 
«ty whatever of referring this matter to the Commit- 
tee of Elections; and he would now state that the 
original proposition had come from the wrong side 
of this Howes It was from the gentleman from 
© Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] who, with forty-nine 
others, had prejudged this case, and put their names 
to that solemn protest (as it was styled) by which 
they had determined that we (said Mr. J.) are not 
entitled to our seats. The object of a committee was 
that it might investigate and report back all the facts 
that would entitle the House to judge on the sub- 
ject. The gentleman, then, and forty-nine others, 
ad already assumed and decided upon the facts; and 
» as fifty members of this House had already deter- 
ined this question, truly they could need no more 
ht upon it from the report of a committee. Mr. 
called, then, upon the other members of this 
House who had not, as yet, acted upon this matter, 
to know whether they were not as well prepared to 
decidé this question in this House as they would be 
if a report were made by a committee. 

This was a motion (as Mr. J. apprehended) with- 
out a precedent in the annals of the legislation of 
this country. They had, for the first time, a propo- 
sition made in this hall by members from one sov- 
ereign State, contesting the rights to their seats of 
members from another sovereign State. ` All the 
; propositions of this kind heretofore had been from 
i citizens of the same State from which the member 
`u elect came. They established, then, a precedent 

` here, that in this hall the members from one State 
¿o were to rise up and contest the rights to seats of 

members from another State. Carry out this pre- 

. cedent, and the time might come when it might be 
: necessary for a small majority of this House to rid 
themselves of the minority, and they would put 
themselves to contest the rights to their seats of the 
minority, and thus disfranchise the States from 
which they they came. Was there any precedent, 
any right, any law for such a proposition? 

n this matter, Mr. J. took the high ground that 
this was nota referable subject; that it was not to 
. be referred to a committee. It did not stand upon 
the grounds of a contested election; it stood on the 
: ground of sovereign States contending for their 
rights to seats upon this floor under the Constitu- 
‘tion of the country. They stood here with their 
» Seats uncontested, with the same evidence of rights 
to seats as any gentleman on this floor had; and, so 
long as they kept the matter before the House, their 
right could be maintained, so far at least as that the 


© v States from which they came should not be disfran- . 


' chised on this floor. Mr. J. begged leave to differ 
from some of his friends who were situated as he 
; was on this floor; for, when they conceded the prin- 
“í eiple—representing, as they did, sovercign States— 
>i that a member from any other State had a right to 
* pelect them out from the other members of this body 
3o and refer their case to a committee for adjudication, 
: that very moment they placed themselves in a pre- 
dicament where, from delicacy and from the rules of 
this House, they were compelled to disfranchise 
their own States, as they were precluded from vo- 
ting upon their own case. i 
i This matter should not go to a committee. It 
z was admitting that there was some doubt as to their 
right to their seats. Having once admitted that— 
having referred the matter to a committee, and that 
committee having reported, they were instantane- 
ously. placed ina predicament where they would 
have no right to act upon the case. Delicacy itself, 
» ifnot the very rules of the House, would prevent, 
if these States were fully represented, twenty-four 
members of this House from voting upon the re- 
port. Mr. J. was not willing, by any act of his, 
: either now or hereafter, to establish a precedent 
s which would hereafter disfranchise the State which 
< he had the honor in part to represent. It was very 
clear that the gentleman who had. introduced this 
roposition, and those who acted with him, as he 
k before observed, wanted no light from the re- 
port of a committee, because they had already de- 
cided upon the case; they could not complan if 
+ there was no report made, Let him suppose a- Case- 


that these four States should come precisely in the. 
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law was anullity:. ey would then be setting 
precedent, by which—having admitted that there 
was some doubt upon the subject; not having taken 
the high ground that they had the same right to 
their seats as the other members on this floor—they 
would be precluded,when the report was made, from 
a voice upon. it, and by which they would all be sent 
home in. the 29th Congress. Did their States ex- 
pect this? Had they not sent them here for the di- 
rect purpose of maintaining their rights on this 
floor? It was not the mere object of holding a seat 
here; it was not Mr. J.’s own, or his State's inte- 
rest in a seat here, that was most to be weighed in 
this matter: it was the question, whether four States, 
by this operation, either now or hereafter, were to 
be turned home from this floor. 3 

Mr. J. knew it had been said, that when the re- 
port of the committee was made, they might call a 
division of the question. But did that satisfy gentle- 
men’s delicacy, when once they had given up the 
high ground which they -should occupy here, pro- 
testing against one member, or any set of members, 
selecting them out and sending them before the 
Committee of Elections? Having taken that high 
ground, they then stood here contending for equal 
rights and equal privileges on this floor; but, yield- 
ing the first ground, they yielded everything. They 
might call a division of the question; but when they 
had once agreed to an adjudication of this matter— 
when, by their own consent, they had’ yielded that 
there was doubt, although the rules of the House 
might permit them, yet the rules of delicacy would 
prevent them from voting. Gentlemen, then, see- 
ing the predicament in which they would necessa- 
rily be placed by it, should protest against this mat~ 
ter going before any committee for adjudication. 

Ithad been said, and might be said again, that 
they were aiming to back out from an investigation 
of this matter. It was not so. Ifthis matter was 
before the House from now to the Ist of June, Mr. 
J. trusted that no gentleman would make any move 
to stop a full investigation. He wanted a full inveg- 
tigation, but he wanted it by the House; and he 
wanted the members of the House, in a body, to be 
their judges, instead of having the subject investi- 

ated by a committee, and having a report from 
them. That was the ground he took here; and it 
seemed to him that when members of this House 
looked at the subject, they would see the position in 
which they placed themselves, by their own consent, 
by a different course, and would concur with 
hm. If it should tum out that the House, by an 
overbearing majority, should refer this matter to the 
Committee of Elections, notwithstanding his vote 
and the vote of the other gentlemen interested 
against it, Mr. J. held that they would then have the 
right to act on this matter on this floor. It was bet- 
ter at once to take that course than that they should 
be placed ina situation by which these four States 
should be disfranchised. 

Did not gentlemen see objections to this course of 
proceeding? Let him suppose that those fifty mem- 
bers had got fifty-three members more to act with 
them—thus making one hundred and three members 
of this House—who, before they were sworn in, and 
before they had a right to judge, before the case was 
fairly placed before them, had prematurely judged 
of this matter, and then that- it was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. One hundred and three 
members had already decided, and there was no ne- 
cessity for a report for them; yet, on that report, 
when they cut out those members interested from 
acting on it, they would leave this matter to be de- 
cided by this minority of one hundred and three; 
the majority would be ousted, and the minority would 
take possession of this hall. Let them deny them 
their right to their seats: they would thereby dis- 
franchise four States, would convert the minority 
into the majority of this House, and turn the chan- 
nels of legislation differently from what the people 
of the sovereign States of this Union_had intended. 
That might be the operation in the 29th Congress, 
and he warned gentlemen how they acted in this 
manner. Mr. J. would not admit that there was any 
right or power in any member of this House to con- 


test his seat upon this floor. That was the ground- 


e stood. If any gentleman came 
and said by his memorial- that 
J) and 


upon which 
from Missouri, s J 
he had been elected instead of him (Mr. 


contested his seat, and it became. zecea ie 


inquire into the matter, which they woul 


bound. to do, then it was a. proper. subject for 


same position in the 29th as. they ‘were in the 28th- 
Congress, and that the majority should not be so: | 
large as it was.at the > present who believed that: this 

this 


reference to th mimi 
proper sphere it was: to- de 
claims tò seats: on. this. floor. 
propose to refer here? It was: th 
eign States -to -that < committee 
Why would it not.be just ‘as ‘proper for 
troduce a resolution here that the right-of th 
man :from- Kentucky and ‘of gentlemen fr: 
States, if they pleased, should ‘be refe: 
Committee.of Elections? He liad: -the |: 
Mr. J. stood here onthe same testimon 
gentleman did, and he had. the same fight 


make: 


that proposition. The very fact of entertäining: a ~ < 


proposition of that kind, or adopting it, would <f 
a precedent which would: Have the ‘te 
after to produce anarchy and confusion in: 
There was no one of them that knew to w. 
tice it might lead.. They ‘would by-it b 
State against State; the States’ that “should a 
majority here agreeing to oust’ the Represe: reS 
from the other States, and they themselvës. to` have 
no voice in the action of this : 


ouse. It was pūt- ` 


ting the States at war with each other, and the most. ` 


direful consequences would ensue. ns 
A great deal had been said about laws and consti- 
tutions; about conscience, too, and all that....Con- 
science! when the effect of the reference advocated 
by gentlemen must be to confer on. a. majority:.to 
ass a law (so far, at least, as the action: of. this 
ouse was concerned) of the very. worst'and most 


injurious ‘character that. could possibly be wmagined. `; 


is districting law had been intended, from the 
very first, to bring the Representatives. fro: À 
non-districted States: before a Committee of. Elections’ 


of this House; and gentlemen. had full and time ly; 


warning that such must be its effect. It was passe 
with this direct purpose. | The majority who passed 
it were distinctly apprized that there would: ‘not. be 


time for the legislation it contemplated—for distict- `- 


ing the States before the approaching’ el 
members to the present Congress. i 


law been constitutional in its character, 


necessity have been practically inoperative. 'Theidea: 


reat by the gentleman from Indiana (understood 
to be Mr. Kennepy) was perfectly correct, that no 
such proposition as that now offered. could constity- 
tionally be entertained. in this House. `> An-act ike 
this, passed just upon the eve of a congressional 
election in two or three of the States, against the. 


solemn warning that there. could not be time for come 


plying with its provisions ‘before the. election, an 
against the earnest remonstrance of gentlemen 
the majority would at least make: such 


an exception 


in the wording of the act as should. make provision: ` 


for members elected to this‘Congress to take their 
seats here this session! Why, they knew well 
enough that notice could not reach the Governor of 
Missouri until a very few days before the election. 
A law passed under such circumstances, looked very 
like a settled determination beforehand to . deprive 
sovereign States of the Union of their rights on this 
floor. They were shown that such would be its piac- 
tical operation, and still they passed the law, 

Mr. J. said this on the assumption taken by the 
gentleman that the apportionment law was constitu- 
tional. And even on that assumption, unless gentle- 


men were prepared to admit that a triumphant party’ - 


majority may keep sovereign States out of -all their 
rights in this House—in fact, might. keep: them out 
of the House altogether—there could be ‘no 'founda- 
tion fora reference of their case to ihe Committee of 
Elections, as now proposed by. the gendeman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Davis.] One of the greatest ques- 


S £ è aa 
tions was presented by such an attempt which could 


be mooted in this. body, viz: Whether the Honsé 
could pass such a law that in: the approaching 29¢h: 
Congress entire States might be kept out òf this 
House? That, alone, was quite enough, to make 
any law void. ‘The mere fact that, by its operation, 
entire States must be ousted from this House, and, 
in effect, ousted from the Union, was enough. to in- 
duce every man who loved the Constitution to held 
it void and of none effect.. Such was the posture of 
things under which this famous apportionment law 
had been passed. Three or four States of the Union 
were by its operation to be disfranchised—driven 
out of the Union! If gentleman wanted to see a 
specimen of real, nullification—not in word, but in 
deed-and in facthere was a law which did no less 
than nullify. this. Union. ; 

Bat, Mr. J. said, it. was not his purpose, at this 
time, to go into the merits of the apportionment law; 
nor should:he attempt it till the present question 
should be.decided.. When the question of the yae 


` Mity ofthe law came legitimately and in proper 


L 


ngit r 
as that 
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form before the House, so that its merits; could-be ` 
fairly. and- deliberately argued, it. would be time: 
enough to touch the general question. 


The. question ‘now before the House was, whether 


the titles of gentlemen to their seats coming. from 
those States which had not complied with the ap- 
portionment law, should be referred to the standing 
Committee of Elections, to a select committee, or to 
a Committee of the Whole House on .the state of 
‘the Union. He was in favor. of neither. 
on reflection, against all- reference whatever of the: 
Matter; and he should, : therefore, : withdraw ‘his 
amendment to the amendment of. the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Srrenrop,] proposing a refer- 
ence to a Committee of the*Whole. For his part, 
he could see no essential difference between the re- 
port of a standing committee, a select committee, or 
a Committee of the Whole; but he could see very 
panty that there was a great difference between 

aving the subject considered by any committee 
and by the House in a body. 


Mr. KENNEDY submitted an amendment, stri- 
king out all after the enacting clause in the original 
resolution, and inserting a resolution that the mem- 
bers from the States of New Hampshire, Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Georgia, are properly and constitu- 
tionally elected by general ticket, and areas much 
entitled to their seats as the members from any of 
the other States of the Union. 

Mr. ELMER rose to say that he could not vote, 
as at present advised, for any one of the propositions 
before the House; buthe would suggest to gentlemen 
whether the one he held in his hand would not be 
more likely to meet with favor from all quarters than 
any other. He would add, that the course proposed 
in this proposition was the one always pursued in 
former times; though the practice had been, of late 
years, from some cause or other, disused. He un- 
derstood, indeed, that it was formerly the custom of 
the Committee of Elections to require the members 
to present their credentials for their inspection and 
examination, Mr. E. then submitted the following, 

~ which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be directed to 
examine and report upon the certificates of election, or 
„other credentials, of the members returned to serve in this 
House; and that they inquire and report whether the sev- 
eral members of this House have been elected in com- 
formily with the Constitution and law. 


` Mr. G. DAVIS said that he accepted the resolu- 
tion of Mr. Ermer as a modification of the one 
offered by him. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the follow- 
ing letter from the President of the United States; 


To the House of Representatives: 


I received, within a few hours of the adjournment 
of the last Congress, a joint resolution ‘directing 
payment of the certificates or awards issued by the 
commissioners under the treaty with the Cherokee 
Indians.” Its provisions involved principles of great 
importance; in reference to which, it required more 
time to obtain the necessary information than was 
allowed. 


The balance of the fund provided by Congress for 
satisfying claims under the 17th article of the 
Cherokee treaty referred to in the resolution, is 
wholly insufficient to meet the claims stil} pending. 
To direct the payment, therefore, of the whole amount 
of those claims which happened to be first adjudi- 
cated, would prevent a rateable distribution of the 
fund among those equally entided to its benefits, 
Such a violation of the individual rights of the claim- 
ants would impose upon the Government the 
obligation of making further appropriations to in- 
demunify them; and thus Congress would be obliged 
to enlarge a provision, liberal and equitable, which 
it had made for the satisfaction of all the demands of 
the Cherokees. I was unwilling to sanction a meas- 
ure which would thus indirectly overturn the adjust- 
‘ment of our differences with the Cherokees, accom- 
plished with so much difficulty, and to which time 
is reconciling those Indians. 

If no such indemnity should be provided, then a 
palpable and very gross wrong would be inflicted 
upon the claimants who had not been so fortunate 
as to have their claims taken up in preference to 
others; besides, the fund having been appropriated 
by law to a specific purpose in fulfilment of the 
treaty, it belongs to the Cherokees; and the authori- 
ty of this Government to direct its application to 
particular claims is more than questionable. 

The direction in the joint resolution, therefore, 
to pay the awards of the commissioners to the 
amount of one-hundred thousand dollars, seemed. 


He was, ` 


“to me quite objectionable, and could not be ap- 


proved. PS ee TE” eine y - 
The further direction, that the certificates required 
to be issued by the treaty, and in. conformity with 
the practice of the board-heretofore, shall be proper 
and sufficient vouchers: upon which payment shall 
be made at the treasury, is a departure from the sys- 
tem established soon after-the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, and- maintained ever since. That system 
requires that payments under the authority of any 
department shall be made upon ‘its requisition, 
countersigned by the proper Auditor and Comptrol- 
ler. The greatest irregularity would ensue from 
the mode of payment prescribed by the resolution. 
I have deemed it respectful and proper to lay be- 
fore the House of Representatives these reasons for 
having withheld my approval of the abovemention- 


ed joint resolution. 
JOHN TYLER. 
Wasuineron, Dec. 18, 1843. - 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 


nication from the Treasury Department, transmit- 


- 


ting, in compliance with the resolution of the 7th 
January last, the names of the persons who appear 
to have balances due them on the books of the 
treasury under the old funded debt of the United 
States. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay it on the 
table without printing. 

Mr. WISE desired to know why the gentleman 
objected to the printing. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, that the effect of 
printing it would be, to place the document in the 
hands of speculators, who would hunt up the claim- 
ants, and buy up their claims; and, at all events, 
they would find names to suit those on the books of 
the Treasury 

Mr. WISE moved to amend the motion by adding, 
“and printed.” He wanted the document printed, 
for the purpose of keeping those claims out of the 
hands of speculators. If printed, the information 
would be circulated through the country,and the heirs 
of claimants would be informed of what was due 
them, and thus be enabled to claim the amount; but 
lct the document be packed away without printing, 
and thus speculators and agents, of wham there were 
always a sufficient number at Washington, would be 
able to get hold of it, and by this means make their 
own terms with the rightful claimants. If anything 
was due to his constituents, he wanted it made public. 
He had some experience in these matters, and knew 
that it was by withholding the publication that 
speculators and agents were enabled to practise the 
most infamous frauds on claimants, as was the case 
in relation to old military claims some years ago. 

Mr. HOLMES, in corroboration of what had 
been said by the gentleman from Virginia, said that 
one of his constituents had received a letter from a 
person at Washington, stating that there was a sum 
of money standing to the credit of his father on the 
books of the Treasury, and exacting thirty per cent. 
for the information. He knew, also, of a number 
of others similarly situated. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the danger was not of 
their hunting up the rightful claimants only, but of 
those whe have no claims whatever, but bear the 
names of the clsimants. In this way, there was 
danger that the grossest frauds would be perpetrated. 
The same thing had happened in the case of the 
Virginia bounty land claims some years ago, when, 
in consequence of the frauds perpetrated, claims 
were passed through to double the amount of all 
the just claims that could possibly have been out- 
standing. : 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS moved that the House ad- 
journ; but withdrew this motion for a moment, at 
the request of 

Mr. C. JOE 


ON, who offered the following 


resolution, which was read for information: 


vs be in 
iding by lew 
for the appoin eau of Provi- 
sions and Clothing out of the number of pursers in the 
navy. 


The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions were presented to-day, 
under the rule: 

By Mr. HOLMES: The petition of John Frayer 
& Co., to be refunded a sum of money paid under a 
forfeiture; of heirs of E. H. Boy, for a grant of land 
in lieu of lands appropriated by the Government 
of the United States, belonging to his father; of 
Mary R. Hatch, to be restored to the navy Perion 


und; of the Vestry of St, Philip’s Church, Charles- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


ton, South Carolina, to be refunded a sum of money 
paid in duties upon an organ. : 

On motion-of Mr. HOLMES, ‘the papers in the 
following cases were taken from the files of the 
House, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

The papers of Francis Ingraham for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary: Peh- 
sions. - : ee 

The papers relating to the claims. of Gen. Her- 
nandez, for property destroyed in the late Florida 
war with the Indians: referred to the Committec of 
Claims. 

The papers of J. De Motte: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid. Pensions. ; : 

On motion of Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, all 
the petitions praying for appropriations for the con- 
struction of harbors at the towns of Racine and 
Southport were taken from the files, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. __ am 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition 
and vouchers in the case of the claim of Col. Fran- 
cis Vigo, late of Indiana: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. The petition and vouch- 
ers of Cornelius Bogard, praying ;compensation for 
two horses lost during the last war: referred to 
Committee of Claims. The petition of Jobn 


Beck, of Missouri, praying compensation for a horse - 


lost in the battle of Tippecanoe: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. Petition of the citizens of Sulli- 
van county, Indiana, asking the erection of a bridge 
over the Ohio river at Wheeling: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. A similar petition 
from citizens of Owen county, Indiana, praying the 
same object: referred to the same committee. The 
petition of Gideon Walker, of Indiana, praying com- 
pensation for services rendered as a soldier from the 
year 1792'to the year 1795: referred to the Commit- 
tec of Claims. ‘The petition of numerous citizens 
of Knox county, Indiana, asking a donation of land 
in the Vincennes land district, for the purpose of 
improving the Wabash river at the Grand Rapids: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. A ves- 
olution referring the papers and affidavits in the case 
of Alexander Reid, of Lawrence county, Indiana, 
asking a pension on account of wounds received 
daring the revolutionary war: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: Petition of the branch pilots 
of the portof New Orleans, praying to be permitted to 
center, with the privilege of pre-emptors, a certain 
tract of land situated near the balize, at the mouth 
of the river Mississippi. “Petition of L. Millander 
and others, for the confirmation of certain entries 
of land in the New Orleans land district. Petition 
of Lewis Irvin for the confirmation of the sale of a 
tract of public land in the New Orleans land dis- 
trict. Petition of Bernard Hawkin for the con- 
firmation of the sale of a tract of land in the district 
north of Red river, Louisiana. Petition of F. Da- 
na and others.for the confirmation of certain land 
entries in the New Orleans land district. Petition 
of Peter Philibert and others, praying for a directory 
law for the issuing of patents for confirmed land 
claims. Petition of B. Marigny and others, pray- 
ing for legislation on the subject of contested land 
claims in Louisiana: all referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. Petition of L. Deletre 
and others for the allowance of additional compen- 
sation to the deputies and clerks of naval officers at 
New Orleans. Petition of the New Orleans and 
Carrolton Railroad Company for relief against a 
judgment obtained against them in the district court 
of Louisiana: referred to the Committee ou Com- 
merece. Petition of Henrietta Benes, daughter of 
Captain Lathrop Allen, for the commutation and 
bounty land of her father: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Eliza Trenchard 
and others, widows of navy officers, for a’ restora- 
tion of the navy pension fund. Petition ef Daniel 
Ingalls, a revolutionary claimant, for a pension. 
Petition of John Sweeney, for the remission of du- 
ties on a pipe of gin accidentally destroyed. Feti- 
tion of Sarah Hunter, widow, for relief. 

By Mr. MACLAY: Petition of Obadiah New- 
comb, of the city of New York, praying for a pen- 
sion. ~ 
By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of Garret 
Norton, of Du Page county, Tlinois, for the refund- 
ing the purchase money on certain lands. . Petition 
of Alva Keneda, of Kane county, for the same. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition of Reuben 
Taylor, a soldier of the Revolution: referred to the 


- Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


By Mr, WHITE: Petition of Robert O, Kelly; of 


Richmond,.Kentucky, praying an increase of his 
-pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Browning: and J. S. Skinner, praying the confirma- 
tiffh of the location of certain lands made to satisfy 
the claim of Alabatcha, by virtue of the 14th article 
of Dancing Rabbit creek: referred to. the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ; 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented additional- evi- 
dencein support of the claim of John Morgan for a 
pension; which, with his other papers on file, were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Al- 
so, the papers of Samuel D.. Enochs, relating to a 
claim for a horse lost in the Black Hawk war; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 


sundry citizens of Michigan, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Mount Clemens to 
Romeo, in that State: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

_. Mr. W. also, on leave, introduced a bill to apply 

#certain alternate sections of the public domain to the 
completion of works of internal improvement in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice, and referred to the-Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER. presented a memorial from the 

resident and directors of the Patriotic Bank of 

Jashington, asking for an extension of their char- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

© Mr. FOSTER, on leave, introduced a bill to es- 
tablish a navy-yard and depot at or adjacent to the 
city of Memphis, on the Mississippi river, in the 
State of Tennessee; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred:to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
~. Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from Geo. 
Wilson and others, workmen lately employed in the 
navy-yard in-the city of Washington, representing 
the cxhaustion of the appropriation for the con- 
struction and-equipment of vessels, and their conse- 
quent sudden discharge from employment; and pray- 
ing an early special appropriation for the resum 
tion of the work upon the vessels begun in the said 
yad that they may be restored to employment, 

y the unexpected loss of which they are suffering 

great hardships during the inclement season of the 
winter. 

Mr. M. made an appeal in behalf of those work- 
men, (some of whom have large families,) who had 
-been induced to come to this city under a promise, 
by the Government, of regular employment; and 
maintained that it was the duty of Congress to 
make an early appropriation to relieve them from 
their calamitous situation. He moved to refer the 
memorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which 
committee, he hoped, would give the subject early 
consideration. 

Mr. EVANS suggested, as the bill called for an 
appropriation, that the Committee on Finance would 
be the proper committee to which the memorial 
should be referred. ` 

Mr. MERRICK acquiesced in the suggestion; 
and that reference was accordingly made. 

THE COMPROMISE ACT—THE TARIFF. 

Mr. MeDUFFIE, agreeably to the notice given 
on yesterday, and on leave, introduced a bill to re- 
vive the act of the 2d of March, 1833, (usually 
called the compromise act,) and to modify the exist- 

-ing duties upon foreign imports, in conformity with 
ils provisions. R 
_ The bill having been read the first time by its 
title-— 

Mr. KING moved that the bill then receive a 
second reading. 

Mr. EVANS inquired if it was with a view to its 
reference to a committee. : 

Mr. McDUFFIE replied in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read the second time, as fol- 
ows: 


Sec. 1. Beit enacted by the Senate and: House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, ‘That so much of the existing law 
imposing duties upon foreign imports as provides 
| that duties ad valorem on certain commodities shall 

be assessed upon an assumed minimum value, be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed; and that said du- 
ties be hereafter assessed on the true value of such 
commodities. a ae : 

Sec 2. And beit further enacted, That, in all cases 


By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of W. W. 


modity exceeds thirty 
thereof, such duty shall hereafter be reduced to thir- 
ty a centum ad valorem. TG : 
ec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
After the 31st day of December next, all duties upon 


foreign imports shall be reduced. to twenty-five per ~ 
centum; and, from and after the 31st: of December, | 


1844, to twenty per centum ad valorem. 
Mr. McDUFFIE moved that the bill be referred 


. to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. KING remarked that he had no disposition 
to raise objection to 4 bill of this description; for he 
was strongly impressed with the belief that, for the 
purpose of raising an amount of revenue adequate for 
the support of Government, a great modification 
would have to take place in the tariff law of the last 
Congress. That bill, he was convinced, would not 
bring in an-adequate amount for the support of Gov- 
ernment, even with the most economical administra- 
tion of it. So believing, he. hoped that, in one 
House or the other, the subject would be taken up, 
and receive a calm and thorough investigation.. He 
rose now for the purpose of expressing his doubts, 
founded on the practice of Congress, in regard to 
originating bills of this kind in the Senate. When 
the famous compromise act (which this bill pro- 
posed to revive) passed the Senate, and was sent to 
the House, that House was so strongly im- 
pressed with. the belief that it was wrong to 
originate such a bill here, that our bill was 
not considered a proper one for their action. They 
passed a new bill embracing its identical provisions, 
and sent it back for our action again—taking the 
ground that subjects of that kind must originate in 
the House of Representatives alone. He threw out 
this suggestion that honorable gentlemen, in con- 
sidering the subject, may be aware of the stand then 
taken by, the House. Gentlemen may think 
the House was wrong. Butif they should come to 
a determination that the bill ought not to’ originate 
herc, or to some other conclusion, then the Senate 
would understand what course to pursue hereafter. 
He kad not the least objection to the reference pro- 
posed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE, (who was very indistinctly 
heard,) was understood to say that he was aware of 
the case to which the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama referred. Whatever was then the decision of 
the House, most assuredly the decision of the Senate 
on this question was a more just rule for the gov- 
ernment of the country than any decision of the 
House. He wasthen inthe House, and did not rec- 
ollect that such a question was distinctly made at 
that time; but asa matter of convenience merely, 
another bill was introduced, passed, and sent to the 
Senate. Though it might not be constitutional to 
originate a bill in the Senate to raise revenue, yét he 
conceived it would be strictly so to originate one 
reducing an existing tariff. 

Mr. EVANS said he certainly had no objection 
to the reference of this bill. He did not make any 
objection to its introduction; but, at the same time, 
there were existing strong doubts whether a bill of 
this character could originate in the Senate. He was 
aware of the practice; but as to the compromise bill, 
the Senator from Alabama was a little mistaken. 
The compromise bill did-not pass the Senate, and 
was not sent to the House at all. Before it was pass- 
ed, the House originated a bill, and sentit to this 
body; and the bill introduced here was laid on the 
table, and the other passed. This was a matter, 
however, which the dommittce on Finance, in con- 
sidering the subject, would be likely to investigate. 
He did not desire to go into a discussion of this mat- 
ter of adequacy of duties under the existing tariff; 
but at the proper time, he would take the liberty to 
differ with the Senator from Alabama as to the ex- 
perience of its effects. His experience was, that the 
present tariff would furnish cnough revenue to car- 
ry on the Government. . 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ; 

Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the adjustment of land claims in ‘the State 
of Mississippi, Louisiana, Alabama, and Arkansas, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. i 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from Com- 
mander James McIntosh, of the United States navy, 
asking that compensation may be made him for 


services performed extra above his rank in the navy,- 


under petia appointment referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, =- ie Bie Oe : 


in which the existing duty upon any imported com- ` 
per centum on. the value 


pension to her; which was-referred.to th 
tee on Pensions. RIPE SA 
The following resolution,’ introducet 
Woopsury yesterday, came up; and was ai 
viz: : En : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the: Treasury trepdrt:to 
the Senate the value of the imports of-the year preceding 
the Ist of October, 1843, distinguishing those free from. the 
others; also, the value of the exports during ‘the same pe!” 
riod, distinguishing those of domestic origin from the others; 
and, where the returns are not complete for thë last quarter, 
estimating the value as near as may be. ee ip 
On. motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
petition of George Biber, administrator. of the- ès- 
tate of William H. Hunter. 9 00. Sve 
The joint resolution to provide ‘for the examina- 
tion and survey of the mouth of Red: River, ‘came’ 
up on its second reading, ‘as in’ committée. of, the’ < 
whole. É ren cei 
Mr. BARROW moved to amend the first:resolu~ 
tion, by inserting the word: “topographical”? before: 
the word ‘“engineers,”. which: was agreed to; and, 
on his further motion, the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. py ae Bk ge i 
On motion of Mr, EVANS, the Senate proceeded 
to he consideration of Executive. bueiness; and, | 


after some time spent therein, ki P 
Adjourned. Py 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |: 
Turspay, December 19, 1843. - er 

The journal having been read+—~ = ` | 
AFRICAN. COLONIZATION.: ‘ 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL rose and obser 


ed that he was desirous of asking leave of the: House 
to have a very interesting document of the last s 
sion printed. It was the report-of the Committee” : 
on Commerce on the subject of African’ colonizat- 
tion, and contained a mass of matter relative to com- 
merce, which. was well worth publishing. : 

The SPEAKER informed. the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that his motion was not in order; the 
first business before the House being the resolution 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, on- the subject of: 
the elections in certain States. oe 

Mr. WISE said he would inform the Speakerand 
the House that, as yet, no business. whatever -had 
been referred to the standing committees of “the 
House; the President’s. message, and the various 
subjects embraced in it, were not yet referred; and it: 
seemed to him that the most profitable way of com- 
mencing the business of the morning would beto 
take up that message, and refer the subjects èm- 
braced in it to the appropriate standing committees. 
With this object in view, he would ask the general~ 
consent of the House to refer the message to. the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
after which, he would move that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole for the pu 
pose of disposing of the various parts of it. ; 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Virginia that the ordér of the. day was on the:reso- 
lution of the gentleman, from Kentucky, (Mr. G. 
Davis.) ke a 

Mr. G. DAVIS insisted on taking up the order of 
the day, and moved the previous question on il. 

Mr. WISE moved the suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer his motion. f 

Mr. G. DAVIS insisted that his motion. for the 
previous question was entitled to the precedence. 

Mr. WISE contended that he had not yielded the 
floor when the gentleman from Kentucky moved the 
previous question, -and therefore his motion was 
first in order. : : 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion -for the 
suspension of. the rules was first in order, and put 
the question on it—which resulted in ayes 98, noes 83.: 


The rules being thus suspended— ; 
Mr WISE moved to refer the message of the 


ve 
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President of the United States dt the opening of the | 


present session tothe: Committee: of the Whole on 
the state ofthe Union.: Se See Ee ; 
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 

On motion by Mr. WISE, the House resolved it- 
self. into. Committee of-the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Hopxins of Virginia in the chair) 
~ayes 98, noes 35. ee : p i 


» Mr. W. here submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That so. much of the. message from the: Pres- 
ident of the United States.to the two Houses of Congress, 
at the commencement of the present session, as relates. to 
our foreign affairs, be referred to the Committee on’ Foreign 
Affairs. eS 3 : $ a 
~ 2. That.so much thereof as relates to the Indian tribes be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. in 

3. That so much as relates ‘to the “receipts into the treas- 
ury” and: the expenditures forthe calendar-year 1843; to the 
accounts and: estimates for the current fiscal year; to the 
balances in the treasury; to. the sda ae of the treasury 
notes ond loans; to. the résourcés and deficiencies of rev- 
enue; to the ways and means of suppling revenue; to the 
public lands and ‘proceeds. thereof, as sources of revenue 
and as foundations of credit to the Federal Government; 
and. to the revision of the tarif witha view to revenue, 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

4. That so much as relates to the policy of securing to 
the -pioneers of the West the right of pre-emption in the 

mune lands, be referred to the Committee on Public 

ands, 

5. That so much as relates to the report of the Secretary 
of War upon the condition of the army, forts, arsenals, and 
the establishment of military. posts, &c., be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 3 

6. That so much as relates to the organization of the 
militia be referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

7. That so much as. relates to the report ofthe Secretary 


ofthe Navy, and to works on the lakes and rivers of the . 


West, necessary in case of war to carry on successful 
naval operations, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 

8. That so much as relates to the report of the Postmaster 
General’ be referred to the Committee onthe Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

9. That so much as relates to economy and “a system 
of accountability” in all the Executive departments be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

10. That so much as relates to the expenditures of the 
several Executive departments be referred to the respect- 
ive Committees on Accounts and Expenditures. 

11, That so much as relates to the policy of attending to 
the lakes and rivers ofthe West, and as relates to the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi river partic- 
ularly, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

12. That so much as relates to the aflairs and interests of 
the District of Columbia, be referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

18. That so much as relates to the Smithsonian bequest 
ne referred toa select committee, to consist of mem- 

ers. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN offered the following amend- 
ment: 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as re- 
lates to the occupation and settlement of the Oregon Terri- 
tory be referred to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN begged leave to remark to 
the committee, that the above proposition was sub- 
mitted by him by direction of the Committee on 
Territories; and the committee would observe that 
it did not embrace the idea of military posts, nor 
any ib correspondence in relation to the terri- 
tory., The proposition contemplated that that 
branch of the subject relating to the number of mili- 
tary posts, and their location, should be left to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; while the other 
branch, relating to disputes about boundaries, for- 
eign negotiations, &c., should be left to the Commit- 
tee on I’oreign Affairs. The simple proposition now 
made, was to refer the subjects of occupation and 
settlement only to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. ADAMS believed that the subject of the 
Oregon Territory was already referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs in the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia. He understood the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee as saying that he did not 
contemplate taking the subject entirely from that 
committee; but it seemed to him that, if the motion 
prevailed, such would inevitably be the result. It 
appeared to him that, if it should be referred to 
another committee, the Committee on Foreign Af 
fairs would have nothing to do with it. 

The CHAIR remarked that the first resolution of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] was the 
immediate subject of consideration before the com- 
mittee. The amendment of the gentleman from 
"Tennessee was therefore not then in order. 

Mr. PHOENEX offered an amendment, to refer 
the subject of the warehousing system to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; but was informed by the 
Chair that his motion would be in order when the 
resolution on that subject came up. : 

The question waa then puton. the first resolution— 
yeferring so much of the President's message. as yee 


_ Affairs—and decided in the affirmative... 


Jantes to foreign -affairs-to the Committee on Foreign 


“The question. being put on referring so much of the 
President’s: message as relates to Indian affairs to the - 
Committee on’ Indian Affairs, was decided. in the- 
affirmative. ~. Se af ga x 

: The-question being put. on referring so much of 
the. President’s message as relates to receipts and 
expenditures. for. the year. 1843, the ways and 
“means -of supplying revenue, and the revision of 
the tariff, &c., &c., to the Committee. of Ways and 
Means, was decided the affirmative. — 

The next clause having beeh-read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

“11. That so much as relates to the policy ofattend- 
ing to the lakes and rivers of the West, and as relates 
to the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river particularly, be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce;” 

Mr. THOMASSON moved to amend this resolu- 
tion, by striking out so much of it as related to the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi ri- 
ver particularly. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, inquired of the Chair if the 
amendment had been accepted. He believed that 
the resolution did not conform to the message, 
which referred, if he was not mistaken, not to the 
navigation ofthe Western waters, as stated by the 
gentleman, but to the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, 

Mr. THOMASSON observed, that if his motion 
did not conform to the terms of the message, he was 
willing that. it should be so altered as to be made to 
conform to it He did not, however, wish the 
House to make any undue distinction; but that they 
should take in the whole subject of the improvement 
of the navigation of the Western waters. The Mis- 
sisippi river was of more importance to himself indi- 
vidually than any other; but he was for making no 
exception; he desired the whole subject to be refer- 
red, that they might havea full report. 

Mr. BARNARD asked for the reading of the 
resolution and of the amendments; which having 
been done, he said he would suggest an alter- 
ation which he thought would meet the views of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and, as he hoped, 
the views of alarge portion of the committee. The 
resolution, according to his view, should read, “so 
much of the President’s message as relates to new 
works for the improvement of harbors or of the nav- 
igation of any rivers.” The resolution as it now 
stood, would refer the whole subject in relation to 
the improvement of harbors anywhere and every- 
where, both such as were already commenced and 
+ such as were to be commenced, to the Committee on 
Commerce. And under that resolution, he did not 
see why they might not take charge òf the general 
bill for appropriations, ordinarily introduced for the 
purpose of carrying on works already commenced. 

hat was the reading of the resolution as it now 


8 few days, (with theaid of the House,)a report 
-which had been. 


stood. The language of the resolution was very 
general; it would embrace everything—not only the 
improvement of harbors, but the navigation of 
rivers, by continuing. old works, and also by com- 
mencing new ones. This had not been the practice 
of the House heretofore; the practice had been to 
refer to the Committee of Ways and Means an ap- 
propriation bill for carrying on all old works of in- 
ternal improvement; and if any new ones were ‘to 
be undertaken, they were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. He desired the same course 
should be taken now. And he desired, also, that 
there should be no invidious distinction made be- 
tween any one river and another. He would pro- 
pose,therefore,that the resolntion sending the matter 
to the Committee on Commerce should be limited, 
so that that committee should take charge of new 
works only. He was aware that the President, in 
his message, had limited his care and concern for the 
improvement of harbors and the navigation of rivers 
to the Western waters, as if there were no streams 
running into the ocean worthy of his regard, except 
those west of the mountains. He desired to inform 
the House and the President that he could name a 
river which bears upon its waters more commerce 
than all the other rivers of the United States put to- 
gether, (except the Mississippi,) the navigation of 


which river was seriously obstructed, and the im- 
provement of the navigation of which had been un- 
dertaken and prosecuted about half-way, and then 
left, to the great detriment of the commerce of the 
country. it was a river on which floats nearly a 
hundred millions in value every year—a river. which 
is navigated by nine hundred vessels. every season. 
He expected te be able to present to this House, in 


repayed under the direction of ‘the 
Topographical Bureau upon this subject. At pres- 
ent, his object was.to make the resolution as broad 
at least as the President’s message, and to referto the 
Committee on Commerce, according to the invaria- 
ble usage of the House, only the subject of new 
works.. The subject of continuing works already 
begun should go to the Committee of Ways and 
‘Means, and ought not to go to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He desired the gentleman from Kentucky to un- 
derstand that there was no gentleman in that House 
who had more at heart the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Western, as well as of the Eastern 
waters, than himself. There was no one who had 
more zeal upon this subject; and he sincerely hoped 
it would be treated, fairly. His object at present 
was to prevent the House from departing from its 
usual custom-in regard to this subject, in referring it 
to the Committee of Ways an Means; and he 
hoped the proposition which he would now make 
would meet the views of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. í A 

Mr. WISE asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. è 

If this were the proposition, he had a remark to 
make, which, he thought— : 

Mr. BARNARD saad, if the modification were not 
accepted by the gentleman from Kentucky, he, 
would move it as a.distinct. amendment. 

The CHAIR intimated that it could not be so 
moved until the first amendment should be disposed 
of. : 

Mr. WISE said the proposition, then, was to refer 
what was notin the message at all. The proper 
matters of reference were what the message con- 
tained, and not mere propositions started by members 
of that House. And what was the message? He 
would like to call the attention of the committee to 
what the message contained on the subject of the 
improvement of the navigation of the lakes and 
rivers of the West. It was divided into three 
points; first, the general subject of giving 
attention to the lakes and rivers of the West, 
giving them all the attention which the Con- 
stitution would enable Congress to bestow. It did 
not say whether that attention should be given to the 
navigation or to the construction of harbors. He 
presumed the gentleman was somewhat hypercritical 
when he attempted to point out a distinction. Lake 
Michigan—ay, even Take George might be con- 
sidered a Western. lake within the meaning of the 
term. Congress should give their attention to al <3: 
lakes and rivers of the country. The navigation of . 4 
the lakes and rivers of the interior had been always, | ' 
heretofore, considered a subject of primary impor- `} 
tance, whether considered with a view to the im- 
provement of the country generally, or to fa- 
cilitate military or naval operations. The mes- 
sage of the President, in one word, asked 
Congress: to give their attention to the lakes and 
rivers—all the attention which the States would 
allow Congress to bestow upon the subject. An ap- 
propriation was made by the last Congress for the 
Improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi; 
and the President had, in addition to directing the 
attention of Congress.to the general subject, alluded 
to that river in particular. "What did the gentleman 
from Kentucky now propose? To-assert that the 
President Saad: something in his message about the 
navigation of all the rivers of the West. It was 
well known to that House, as well as to the nation 
at large, that the Mississippi had always been dis- 
tinguished from all other rivers, on account of its 
magnitude, on account of the vast extent of country 
which was bounded by its waters: from its source to 
its mouth it laved the borders of many States; which 
were consequently all of them deeply interested in 
the free navigation ofits waters. That great extent of 
country was still, to all intents and purposes, with- 
in the territorial jurisdiction of this Government. 
This would be admitted by the strict-constructionist 
of the strictest school. The improvement of the 
Mississippi, as compared with that of any other 
river over which Congress had jurisdiction, was of 
paramount importance.: As to the power of intere 7 
nal improvement, if they allowed the strict sect of @ 
the Pharisees to decide for them, and took only | 
what they granted, they would have more than | 
enough to engage their utmost attention—the gentle- 
man from S. Carolina, with his rules of strict construc- 
tion on the one hand, and the American system on the 
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‘other, to decide to what extent the Constitution 


would allow Congress to go, The message did not 
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attempt to dictate to Congress what amount of at- 
tention they should bestow upon the subject, but 
left it entirely to their own discretion. Ft should be 
left to the discretion of the committee, when the 
uestion of internal improvement should arise, to 
etermine how far they should go. No one had 
denied the power of the Government to construct 
upon the lakes, or anywhere else, works that might 
be necessary in case of war, either for military or 
naval operations. All matters, therefore, connected 
with naval operations, were properly submitted to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. They would find, 
when the subject came to be taken up, that the 
steam navy upon the waters of the Mississippi 
would require a large expenditure in the construc- 
tion of harbors; and that species of internal im- 
provement was incidental to the military operations 
of the country, and the great object of self-defence. 


In conclusion, he repeated that he wished this 
subject to go to the Committee on Commerce before 
they entered into any debate in relation to it. 


Mr. KENNEDY said he was glad that gentlemen 
on this floor had found out that there was a place 
called “the West.” It had been along time since 
the West had received much notice. There was 
another additional remark which he wished to 
make, that gentlemen might understand it from the 
start; it was, that “the West” intended to take care 
of itself, and of its own interests, and in its own 
way. So far as this question was concerned—the 
referring of this message—he thought it was a small 
one; but it would spring a question that might be 
found to be a large one before it was got rid of; and 
he, as one of the Representatives of the West, (and 
he felt just exactly as one of that number now,) 
would say, “Hands off, gentlemen; you have long 
enough acted without regard to the interests of the 
West, and we will help ourselves now. (Laughter.) 


The gentleman from Virginia had given them 
some good advice. That gentleman was anxious 
that the West should come in with its strength, and 
take advice as to the good old straight-jacket con- 
struction of the Constitution. He (Mr. K.) appre- 
ciated the gentleman’s motives. The gentleman was 
as anxious now to help the West as others were; 
and why? Because the West had become an em- 
pire of herself. The gentleman from Virginia had 
got some notions of strict construction about him, 
on which he feared they of the West would stum- 
ble. Now he (Mr. K.) belonged to the straight- 
jacket sect of strict constructionists of the Consti- 
tution in general, (laughter,) and the gentleman 
need not entertain any fears. They of the West 
would, however, take care of themselves, and not 
go farther than they were authorized to do by even 
a strict construction. (Laughter.) He would give 
his word for that. -The gentleman from New 
York took some objections to the West; and he 

. (My. K.) thought that gentleman spoke of the 
‘West with a kind of sneer. That gentleman 
talked about the West, and then referred to’ the 
Hudson river; and what did the gentleman want to 
do? He wanted to add that “spring branch” to the 
great waters of the West. [Laughter.] He (Mr. 

.) admitted that the Hudson river was a great 
river. Jt would do very well to drink out of; (it 
was, however, a little brackish, and was not so 
good as the Mississippi.) But how long had the 
Government been spending money upon it? He 
travelled up that river once; and all the obstructions 
he saw were artificial ones—the poles stuck down to 
fish by. But he would tell the gentleman, who af- 
fected to sneer at the Mississippi, and the waters of 
the West, that the Hudson was nothing more than 
a “spring branch,” as compared with the Missis- 
sippi and its tributaries. The Hudson river, it was 
true, was in the State of New York; and he would 
admit that New York was the Empire State. But 
look at the great valley of the West, through which 
the Mississippi and_her tributaries flowed, whose 
sources were inthe Western mountains, and whose 
streams flowed through thousands and thou- 
sands of miles of rich and fertile land, for whose 
commerce she was the natural channel;—and New 
York, great as she undoubtedly was, was small in 
comparison—so small,. comparatively, that she 
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might be put into his- breeches pocket. Some gen- 
tlemen sneered at the Mississippi valley who never 
saw it. He (Mr. K.) had seen it, and knew how he 
ought to express himself towards it. They of the 
West wereail from the older States, or descended from 
those who were from the older States—at least most 
of those on this side of the mountains were—and 
the older States had been in the habit of looking 
upon them as a parent looks upon absent children. 
The older States had been too much accustomed to 
look upon the West as colonies of those old States. 
They had been treated as children who had left their 
father’s hearth to make the West their home; but 
they forgot that, in the West, they had grown beyond 
their knowledge; and if they still looked upon the 
West as a mother does upon a son; who had 
left the Bathing roof, as always looking, when 
his head was covered with the frosts of many 
winters, and when he had become the head of 
a mighty family anda powerful nation, as when he 
was playing about his mother’s knee in his native 
village, they were much mistaken. The West had 
become- a mighty empire; and he charged gentlemen 
no longer to adhere to a system which had well nigh 
alienated the child from its mother’s heart. No, no; 
for (as one gentleman had correctly remarked) the 
West no longer wanted “milk for babes,” but the 
meat of men; and what was more, they would have 
it. He would add, too, that while what they want- 
ed they would do for themselves, they would never 
trespass on the strict rule of right, or the strict and 
proper construction of the Constitution. They asked 
for that which was right; but they asked for no 
more. The gentleman from Virginia said he (Mr. 
K.) was taking that gentleman’s advice; and he 
would remark that he was always willing to take 
good advice, come from what quarter it might. But, 

esides taking advice, he would give it too. He 
would advise his associates from the Mississippi 
valley not to allow others to hang upon the in- 
terests of the great West the dead weights which, 
for years past, had been fastened upon them, 
and by which they had been borne down. He 
would say to the gentlemen from the West, Keep 
your eyes steadily fixed on your object, and receive 
none of those interests into the connexion, (such as 
the Hudson river and others,) which had hitherto 
struck it down. Bysuch union of interests the good 
was lost. Yes, the Dutch message was killed yesterday 
by its union with other propositions. There were 
two ways to killa thing; the one was by voting it 
down by main force, and the other by its pretended 
friends pressing it down. But he would say to gen- 
tlemen there, they must not suppose, now. that 
the West had got eighty-odd Representatives, 
that she would not be determined to do jus- 
tice to herself; and for the future, that she was 
not going to allow anything else to be thrown on 
her shoulders. Now the West was able, she was 
going to do herself justice. Her waters were of as 
much national importance as the harbors on the sea- 
board; and if they supposed that she was going to 
allow them to hang upon her any exploded system, 
they were mistaken. But if they had not yet strength 
sufficient, rather than see the interests of the West 
hitched on to any other he would be willing to 
wait ten years longer, and then they could get them 
attended to by her own ample constitutional strength. 
He made these remarks because he did not wish to 
be misunderstood on the subject. 

He, however, again said he was glad that gentle- 
men had discovered there was such a place as the 
West; and he would repeat, that the West would 
attend to her own interests. He had no doubt 
many gentlemen now supposed they could hitch on 
to the Western country. He admitted that they 
were treated a little more kindly in the message than 
they had been before; but still, though it might not 
be the court fashion, he had thought it the best 
policy to tell the naked truth, as he had done.” With 
respect to the reference of that portion of the mes- 
sage which was in consideration, he would remark, 
that he cared not to what committee it was sent. He 
cared so little about it, that he had not even looked 
where the proposed committee was located; for he 
was satisfied that, if the committee (be it which it 
might) did not do them justice, there was a- place 
where justice would be done, out of committee. 
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Mr. HOLMES was greatly rejoiced to listen: to 
the speech of the gentleman from the West... With 
that gentleman, he was -greatly rejoiced’ that the 
great West,.like a strong-man after ales ; had: arisen 
and was resolyed to shake her locks. He:was grat- 
ified to hear the sentiments of :the gentleman: who 
came froma territory. ‘which had been - planted: by. 
the descendants of the ‘early ‘colonists of the New 
England States: and that the. West: would. rise. up 
and become a great empire he fondly: believed; and 
as a Southern man, he fondly cherished . the idea. 
It was time for the West, with: her. vast. rivers 
and her mighty resources of soil; to. arise, and 
act, and, like the descendants of that great na- 
tion which sent her colonists. to. the Western 
World to "wake" up against their mother, and -no 
longer suffer that mother to give them milk: for 
babes; but (in the language of a gentlernan who had 
preceded him) to claim the right: to purchase. the 
strong meat of men, and likewise to. control: that 
mother, and no. longer permit her to. poison the.very 
sources from which they drew. the: élement. of life. 
The West was progressing with a rapidity that few 
men, who had not looked carefully at her statistics, 
had any conception of. . The. produce-.of her 
soil . multiplied, until actually. she - produced 
forty-four bushels to- every man, woman, and 
child in the United States; giving of grain. no Jess 
than one hundred million bushels more than could be 
consumed by the eighteen millions of people in:the 
United States. And what was to become of. this 
immense wealth of her soil?) Her abundance, in- 
stead of being a blessing, would become. a burden, 
unless there was improvement, in the navigation of 
her waters, and until she said to the Eastern and to 
the Northern States, We must come in for a partici- 
pation in equal benefits and equal rights, that we 
roay transmit to other markets the vast resources of 
our soil. There were already very great amounts of 
grain floated down the Mississippi, which required 
facilities for its transmission, and might soon 
require protection. ‘They had heard the sound 
of distant thunder, and no man knew when it would . 
burst upon them, nor from what quarter it would 
come; and so greatly had the interests-of: the ` West 
been iisrecar ded by the Representatives: of the:whole 
people, that there was not a single mode’ of :protec- 
tion devised for the commerce, in time of war, 
which floated to the ocean down the Mississippi. 
South of Chesapeake bay there was not a single na- 
val station, nor a solitary navy-yard—for Pensacola: . 
was not one in the strict sense of the term; and what 
was the result to the West, and to her produce, 
which floated down her mighty waters? hy, a 
small fleet of British cruisers in the Gulf of Mexico, 
after a storm had dismantled our vessels, would be 
in possession of the produce of the West. The 
Mississippi ought, therefore, not only to have her 
navigation improved, but the gentleman from. Ten- 
nessee and the Representatives. from the other 
States ought to insist on having a navy-yard at 
Memphis, or some other point, that, vessels injured 
in a storm might be repaired in the shortest possible 
time. For if, in time of war, our vessels: are dis- 
masted, and must be sent to the North for opens; 
the many millions of produce which. floats. down 
the valley of the Mississippi would be blocked up 
by the ships of Great Britain, who had now Barba- 
does, and Jamaica, and other. neighboring points; 
and, if that power get possession of our produce, 
there would be no means of restoring it until peace 
was restored. 

He did not want this question to go tothe Com- 
mittee on Commerce; and amongst the reasons 
which would influence him to voteagainst that refer- 
ence, there was one which he entertained honestly 
and in all sincerity; it was, that’ on that committee 
there was no Western. man. He was afraid to 
allow the interests of the Westto go there; for 
he apprehended further, that that committee would 
adhere to the tariff system, which crushed all the 
business of the West. He feared that committee 
would not be favorable to the peculiar interests of 
the West; and hence he called upon Western gen- 
tlemen to go with them of the South in breaking 
down the tariff and in bringing it to a. revenue 
standard. - Let the system adopted be such as would 
make the North, the East, the South, and the West, 


50 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


; s : yi armenan eenei 


‘one nation and. one people, and he would go with 
them. ; : e 

-> Mr. WILKINS spoke of the importance of the 

. Ohio and Mississippi, and their vast superiority 
over the Hudson. ‘There was no such highway for 
commerce on the face of the earth as the Ohio and 
the Mississippi; and yet, was there any highway of 
commerce that was so much neglected as the Ohio 
and the Mississippi rivers had been by the General 
Government? ompare, for one moment, the annual 
appropriations made for the waters on the seaboard 
and for the Western waters. Look at what was 
done for the seaboard in the neighborhood of the 
Hudson river, if not for that river itself. 

Look at your fortifications, light houses, break- 
‘waters, sea-walls, and the immense expenditures in 
the equipment of the navy, all expended on the sea 
board. Look at your annual expenditures at your 
great Atlantic cities—New York, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore—and compare them with your expendi- 
tures at New Orleans. It was impossible to reflect 
on the vast importance of the latter city, without 
being mortified. at the little that had been done for 
it; and looking back upon its past history, it would 
be difficult to see what favors had been extended 
to it by the Government, unless, indeed, in the 
sending Gen. Jackson there to defend it in 1815. On 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, there were at least 
6,000 miles of uninterrupted navigation—equal to two 
trips across the Atlantic; and what, he would ask, 
had been done forit? Last year there were expend- 
ed probably some forty or fifty thousand dollars in 
the commencement of improvements, which must 
be all lost without a continuance of the works thus 
begun. Now this was an additional reason for the 
President's recommending the attention of Congress 
to the Western waters; for, unless the work which 
has been commenced -is continued, the moncy al- 
ready expended will be lost. There was another 
reason why the Ohio and Mississippi rivers stood in 
a peculiar light before them; and that was, there 
were no rivers in the United States, or anywhere 
else, in which the trade and commerce carried on 
its bosom were exposed to so many currents. There 
was an immense volume of water, to be sure; but the 
whole of these rivers, from one end to the other, 

resented continued peril to the enterprising travel- 
ler and trader. Let gentlemen reflect on the losses 
to commerce; annually incurred on these waters, and 
they would see an additional reason for the introduc- 
tion of this subject in the President's message. 

The Government was now engaged, at Pittsburg, 
(which stood at the head of the navigation of the 
Ohio,) in the construction of iron steamships, in- 
tended for the navigation of the Gulf of Mexico; 
and he hoped the period was not distant when they 
should see a naval depot at some point either in 
Kentucky, Indiana, or Hlinois, where all these ves- 
sels could be equipped without going round to the 
Atlantic seaboard. This was an additional reason 
why the President had wisely pointed out the great 
national importance of the improvement of the 
Western waters. Mr. W., in conclusion, adverted to 
the fact that more than half the States of the Union 
had territory bordering immediately on these rivers, 
and that there was hardly a State which was not 
deeply interested in the commerce and navigation 
carried on through them. We of the West (said 
he) ask but little—we ask but the removal of the 
obstructions in the way of the most important com- 
merce in the world; and to secure this end, we hope 
the introduction of other general subjects will be 
avoided, and that a resolution will be adopted point- 
ing directly to the object in view. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY fully appreciated the merits 
and importanse of the great West, and had no doubt 
that every one here was willing to accord to that re- 
gion all the praise that it deserved. He was willing 
to admit, too, that Pittsburg, standing at the head of 
Western navigation, was a great and flourishing 
town; but, he would ask, what had all this to do 
with the question before the House? What was it 
to the question under consideration, that Mississip- 
pl Was a great stream, and deserved the attention 
and favors of the Government? What was it to the 
question before them, that the tariff was oppressive 
to the South, and that it was the interest of the 
South and West to unite and put it down? That 
was not the point before the committec. Why were 
all these matters brought up now? Why this bill- 
ing and cooing between the South and West on the 
mere matter of referring the Presidents message? 
He had no particular objections to these love-mat- 
ters; but he disliked to sce them introduced on so 
trivial a matter as referring a particular portion of 


` the message, to the delay of the business of the 


House. If the gentleman from Virginia fairly and 
correctly stated the purport of the President’s mes- 
sage, it was plain that the reference should include 
all the rivers and lakes of the country. We might, 
said he, wish the message to contain other matter; 
but, in referring it, all we have to do is to refer what. 
is pertinent and relevant to it. 

According to the gentleman’s explanation when 
the President spoke of the lakes and rivers 
of the West, he meant Lake Champlain, Connecti- 
cut river, &c., as well as the Mississippi and Ohio. 
The honorable gentleman said that the President 
meant all the lakes and rivers of the Union, so far as 
Congress had anything to do with them. This 
being the case, they could have little difficulty in re- 
ferring the subject of all the lakes and rivers of the 
country, without confining the reference to any one 
of them. : 

Mississippi, to be sure, was a most magnificent 
stream, and there were no rivers in ‘the East to be 
compared with it. But the Eastern rivers might want 
something; though, as this was not the proper time 
for it, he would not say that they would. Lake 
Champlain, too, was an important sheet of water; 
it touched on Canada; we had many important posts 
on it, and a_great battle was fought there during the 
last war. But all this had nothing to do with the 
question, and he would not now discuss the subject 
of what should be appropriated for it. Buthe would 
ask, did the gentleman from Indiana mean that, be- 
cause Mississippi was more important than Lake 
Champlain, nothing should be done for the latter, 
nor for Lake Ontario, Lake Erie, &c.? There could 
be no reason for it; and the President, he believed, 
did not intend to select out one or two objects and 
recommend them to the notice of Congress as the 
only ones on which the power of the Govern- 
ment should be exercised. 

Mr. WISE (with the permission of the gentle- 
man from New York) explained that his only ob- 
ject was to refer the subjects embraced in the Presi- 
dent’s message. If there was anything which gen- 
tlemen deemed of importance, not included in the 
message, they could offer a separate resolution in re- 
lation to it. 

Mr. THOMASSON asked leave to offer a single 
suggestion. He did not believe that the committee 
understood his proposition. It was merely to leave 
out the river Mississippi. 

Mr. WISE. Do I understand that the gentleman 
would be content if the navigation of the Mississip- 
pi is stricken out? 

Mr. THOMASSON replied that that was his ob- 
ject. It was due to the importance of the subject 
that the lakes and rivers of the West should be re- 
ferred to some committee more suitable than the 
Committee on Commerce, to take them into conside- 
ration. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY continued: He wanted to 
know if gentlemen meant to exclude the great 
Northern lakes; and if so, on what principle were 
they to be excluded? He could not believe that the 
President had any such ideas in framing his mes- 
sage; but that he intended that all our lakes and 
rivers which come fairly within the scope of the 
power of the Government shall be considered by 
Congress with the same favor. Tt seemed to him, 
therefore, that everything relating to the improve- 
ment ofour navigable waters, whether in the North, 
the West, or the South, shouid be referred to the 
same committee. In this way they would avoid 
any sectional views which, it seemed, had sprung 
up, without cause, in the course of the debate. 

Mr. BELSER observed that they had been enter- 
tained for an hour or two in this discussion, which 
did net seem to promise any useful result. The 
gentleman from New York intimated that there was 
some cowrtship going on between the South and 
West, but, at the same time, showed himself a for- 
midabie rival to the former; for he played as deeply 
for the favor of the West as any of them. We have 
been told on all hands, said he, of the great and 
growing commerce of the West, and its magnificent 
streams, and that they really deserve the fostering 
care of the Government; but gentlemen had omitted 
to tell them where the money was to come from that 
they wanted to expend on them. He wanted to re- 
mind gentlemen that they (or at least a majority of 
them) came here as a reformed and reforming Con- 
ress—that they came here to reduce and limit the 
expenditures of the Government, not to increase 
them. If gentlemen would tell him where the money 
was to come from for these splendid schemes, he 
should he better satisfied to see it voted away. He 


was ag willing to protect the commerce of the Missis- 
sippi as anybody; but-what he did should be within 
the means at the disposal of Congress, and un- 
der the limitations of the Constitution.’ It appeared 
to him, however, that millions would not be suffi- 
cient for the expenditures of the year, if half the 
magnificent schemes he had heard of should be car. 
ried out. One gentleman talked of making the Ore. 
gon blossom as the rose, while another talked of 
splendid improvements for the Hudson and Missis- 
sippi. One had forts and arsenals in contemplation, 
while another had dockyards and naval stations in 
view. But he would, at the outset, ask all these 
gentlemen where the money was to come from; and 
he warned the majority on ‘this floor that they did 
not come here to increase the expenditures of the 
Government, but to reduce and limit them. 

Mr. HARDIN said the proposition, as he un- 
derstood it, was to refer the subject of the improve- 
ment of the Western waters to the Committee on 
Commerce, with an amendment to refer the subject 
to aselect committee. He was opposed to the refer- 
ence of the question to the Committee on Commerce; 
and if he wanted an argument to confirm him in this 
opinion he was furnished with one by the gentleman 
from South Carolina. He did not wish that the ques. 
tion should be referred to that commitice, because 
there was nota single Western man upon the commit- 
tee. To the members of the committee personally, he 
had no objection; they were men of liberal views, he 
had no doubt, but they could not be sufficiently ac- 
quainted with the subject. He desired that the 
matter should be referred to a committee which 
should be identified with them in feeling and in 
interests. . 

[Here a conversation arose as to the precise ques- 
tion beforethe committee, which was stated by the 
Chair to be upon the amendment of Mr. Dovexass 
to refer the subject to a select committee, the propo- 
sition of Mr. THomasson_ having been withdrawn.] 

Mr. H. continucd: What an amount of suf 
fering and loss of property there had been in 
consequence of the neglect of improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi! The naviga- 
tion of all the other rivers of the Union was in- 
significant in comparison with the Mississippi; 
and the interestof the whole Union required that 
these Western waters should have the attention of 
men who were acquainted with the interests of the 
West. The radical defect of all the attempts to 
improve the navigation of the Western waters was, 
that those who had*been the promoters of those im- 
provements had not possessed sufficient knowledge 
onthe subject. The works were invariably aban- 
doned in an incomplete state, for want of the proper 
information, and for want of a regular system of 
procedure. It was now time for Western men to 
take hold of the subject. They ought to have a par- 
ticular bureau for the West, which should have the - 
care of the interests of that portion of the country. 
He wished that a committee should be appointed; 
and he now gaye notice that, at the proper time, he 
would ask the House to strike out the whole reso- 
lution, and adopt a proposition for the appointment 
of a standing committee, whose duties should not 
cease with the close of the present session, but 
which should, in all time to come, have the care and 
supervision of the interests of the country west of 
the Alleganies. It was for the interest of the pre- 
ducer of exports that the means of transportation 
should be made easy; because the cost of transpor- 
tation comes out of the producer. ‘The object could 
only be attained by the appointment of a special 
committee. 

There was an additional reason why this proposi- 
tion should be acceded to, and it was this: because 
gentlemen would come in and offer propositions in 
amendment of the appropriation bill, to appropriate 
money for the improvement of the Ohio and the 
Mississippi rivers—amendments which would vide 
the bill to death—and so their object would be defeat- 
ed; but if there was a Committee on Navigation,com- 
posed of members who understood thoroughly the 
interests of the West, there would be system and 
uniformity observed, instead of being lost amid a 
mass of indigestible matter. 

We of the West (said Mr. Elarpixe) ask this, not 
merely as a matter of favor, but as a matter of sheer 
Justice and right, It had been said truly, that Con- 
gress does not come together to make appropriations 
without referring the subjects to committees, and ob- 
tainmg reports upon them, in order that the House 
might not be taken by surprise: this was the reason 
why there should be a regular system adopted and 
acted upon judiciously. He hoped, therefore, that 


. Committee on Manufactures. 


the present proposition would. be voted down, and 
that the House would consent to the appointment 
-of a standing committee, to whom the whole subject 
might be referred. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he believed the proposition 
now before the committee, was to take so much of 
the President’s message as related to the navigation 
of the Mississippi river, and refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. And in reference to this propo- 

-Sition, as one interested in the navigation of that 
great stream he would take this occasion to express 

is views as to the propriety of referring the matter 
to that committee. e was entirely opposed to 
such a reference, upon principles which he would 
explain before taking his seat. It must be kept in view 
that the Mississippi and its tributary streams were 
the most important navigable waters in the Union; 
conveying upon their waters more commerce than 
all the others conjoined; conveying more wealth than 
the whole amount of commerce which was carried 
on between this country and foreign countries. He 
had papers before him showing that the transporta- 
tion upon those rivers amounted to two hundred 
million dollars annually; and others, showing the 
melancholy fact that upwards of three hundred 
thousand dollars worth of property was lost annu- 
ally, besides an enormous sacrifice of human life, in 
consequence of the dangerous condition of the navi- 
gation. These were stubborn facts. 

Sir, (said Mr. Bowu1,) the country washed by 
the Mississippi and its tributaries has ` no person to 
represent her interests upon the Committee of Com- 
merce. I mean the fresh-water interests. [A 
laugh.] No, sir, there is no person on that commit- 
tee whose feelings will not be entirely in opposition 
to the interests of the great West. 

Mr. B. went into a statistical statement, to 
show the importance of these great thoroughfares 
or outlets for the products of the West, and the im- 
mense losses which occur annually for want of prop- 
er improvement. They required no very extraor- 
dinary expenditure for making these improvements; 
Nature had done much—Nature had furnished them 
with broad and deep rivers, and all that was wanting 
was the removal of certain obstructions. But what 
had they to promise themselves, if they went before 
a committee who were entirely hostile to the inter- 
ests of the West? He meant nothing invidious or 
disrespectful towards the gentlemen who composed 
the committee; but they were chiefly Northern and 


- Eastern men, and it was natural that they should be 


hostile to the interests of the West. What, then, 
had they to expect? He could not understand why 
the gentleman had fixed upon that committee; it was 
not the committee to which the matter should be re- 
ferred. 

Mr. WISE said he would explain to the gentle- 
man why he had selected that committee. The 
question of reference had always been a test ques- 
tion. For instance: if a question respecting the tariff 
came up, it would be contended on the one hand, 
that it should go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and.on the other, that it should go to the 
By the American 
system, it would go the Committee on Manufactures; 
but, if the revenue party prevailed, it would go to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. When a ques- 
tion respecting the improvement of rivers comes up, 
those who go for internal improvement are in favor 
of referring it to the Committee on Roads and Canals; 
while the strict constructionists are in favor of 
referring iť to the Committee on Commerce. There- 
fore it was that, being a strict constructionist him- 
self, he had selected the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BOW LIN said the reason assigned by the 
gentleman was certainly very satisfactory, so far as 
“he was concerned; but they of the West were not 
prepared to consent that the best interests of the West 
should be consigned to the tomb of the Capulets 
without an effort for their preservation. He 
was totally averse to committing the interests 
of the great West to the Committee on Commerce. 
Had not the gentleman from South Carolina told 
them that the members of that committee were op- 

osed to the interests of the West? 

Mr. HOLMES said he had not asserted that the 
committee were opposed to the interests of the West, 
nor did he doubt the perfect impartiality of the gen- 
tlemen who composed the committee. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he was glad to hear 
the gentleman express his confidence in the 
committee ; nevertheless, he reiterated his as- 
sertion that the interests of the West were 
not felt by the committee, and therefore it was 
highly improper that the subject. should be re- 
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ferred to them; and he would appeal to the House, 
as an act of common justice, not to send them to the 
Committee on Commerce—to a committee whose 
interests were to prevent the progress of improve- 
ment of the West. He appealed to the magna- 
himity of gentlemen who had the committee in their 
hands, to interdict the reference to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WISE said he would modify his proposi- 
tion, by striking out that part which applied to the 
‘Mississippi river particularly. 

Mr. JAMESON suggested that so much of the 
resolution as referred to the Mississippi river be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads nid Canals. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he did not see that the reso- 
lution would be at all improved by leaving out that 
portion, (because the phrase Western waters would 
apply to the Mississippi of course,) unless the gen- 
tleman followed up his suggestion by a motion to 
refer so much as relates to the Mississippi and its 
tributaries to some other committee. 

Mr. THOMASSON said he had not said the ref- 
erence should not be to a select committee; but he 
would ask that it might be referred to a select com- 
mittee, that this discussion might cease. He begged 
to move that so much of the President’s message as 
referred to the Western waters, rivers, and lakes, be 
referred to a special committee of nine. 

Mr. WISE had no objection to this course; but 
he would leave it to the House to determine. He 
had no power over the resolution; nor did he care 
to what committee it was sent: so that he was not 
committed on the question of reference. 

Mr. BOWLIN was desirous that the reference 
should be a committee that was, at least, fairly dis- 
posed to make a legitimate report of the wants and 
necessities of the Mississippi valley. That was all 
he asked; and he concurred fully and entirely with 
the motion which the gentleman from Kentucky 
had now made. There was sufficient to justify a 
standing committee being added to the present list, 
to take charge of the subject of internal navigation 
—an interest which was of vast importance; but at 
present he asked that a select committee be appoint- 
ed to report upon this subject, and then the House 
would be able to act upon it. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF was in favor of 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky to 
refer this subject to a select committee. There 
were, he remarked, two great channels of commu- 
nication leading to the South, from the East and the 
West, and those were the Lakes, and the Mississippi 
river, with its tributaries; and these were connected 
together by the improvements of the Western 
States. Ohio had already completed one canal be- 
tween two of these channels of communication; 
she had another nearly completed; and, in conjunc- 
tion with Indiana, a third; while Ilinois had a 
fourth in progress. They could not, therefore, in 
justice to either of those States, separate those two 
interests, which were naturally joined. He was in 
favor of the proposition for a select committee, and 
he hoped it would be constituted of gentlemen fa- 
vorable to those two interests. 

The gentleman from Alabama had told them the 
had come there as a reform Congress. Granted: 
but there were more ways than one of prosecuting 
reform. One was, by locking up money, and not 
spending it at all. Another was, to see that it was 
properly expended. It had been correctly remarked 

y some gentleman who had preceded him, that 
works had been commenced, and then neglected, 
and left in a state that rendered them useless; 
and, to his own knowledge, some improve- 
ments had been so commenced in the harbors 
of Lake Erie. Amongst others, he mentioned 
the harbor of Huron, where money had been 
expended in constructing it, and in the purchase of 
machinery, and the creation of facilities for dredging 
it; and he was now told the implements purchased 
for that purpose had been put up to sale, and sold to 
the highest bidder; and, in consequence, sand had 
been allowed to accumulate in that harbor, which 
was one of the most important on Lake Erie. This 
economy was extravagance; and that harbor had, in 
consequence, become inadmissible to a_certain class 
of vessels. The gentleman from, New York, it 
seemed, had recommenced this manifestation of op- 
position to the Western waters, and he had got up 
this fight on this floor. Å 

Mr. BARNARD asked the gentleman from Ohio 
to point to any language—even to a word, or a syl- 
lable—which would justify such an accusation. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said, if he had misunder- 
stood the gentleman from New York, he was pleased 


to learn that he was laboring under a misapprehension 
He was disposed to give-a fair construction’ to thé 
language of the gentleman from New York; but he- 
had imbibed the idea that that gentleman was hostile - 
to the improvement of the Western waters: How- 
ever, as the. gentleman disclaimed such opposition, 
he would ask the House where the: property which 
floated on the Hudson river, of which ‘they had 
heard so much, came from?. ‘Why, it came from 
the Western country: to. that State, thus making it 
an “empire” State. “And whence was the merehan- 
dise sent, that went up. that State? It was to the 
West; and from that region so much profit- was an- 
nually drawn. Every part. of .the shores of Lake 
Erie, and its kindred waters, had been strewn 
with wrecks; there lives had been lost, and an im- 
mense amount of property sunk, for the want of 
good harbors in which the vessels navigating those 
waters could take refuge. And who gained ‘by 
the loss of that property? Why, those of the State 
from which the gentleman came, from whence.that 
merchandise was purchased. And if the produce 
shipped to the East was lost, who suffered by the 
loss? Why, perhaps the gentleman’s own constitu. 
enis, with whom it was insured; and, therefore, 
there was no. reason for the hostility of the gentle. 
man; and he was glad to accept the gentleman’s dis. - 
claimer. He hoped the proposition for a select com- 
mittee would be adopted. ie 
Mr. WINTHROP said, it was of little importance 
to what committee this subject: was referred; and he 
thought it might be disposed of without consuming 
three or four hours with a debate thereon. They all 
knew the course was, for the departments to make 
the estimates for internal. improvements, and: that 
they were sent to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and this debate might have been spared to 
another occasion. But an importance had been 
given to this subject by the remarks which. some 
gentlemen had made, which he, as a member of the 
Committee on Commerce, could not allow to pass 
without observation. Asa member of that commit- 
tee he had said, at the outset, that he preferred that 
this subject should go to some other committee, for 
the committee of which he was a member had busi- 
ness enough on its hands; but he preferred it on 


; other grounds than those stated‘ by the gentleman 


from Virginia—that this. was a` test question, 
whether the House was in favor of the internal im- 
provement policy. ae E 

But the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Horugs,] whose socicty and. assistance he: had 
hoped to have on the Committee on Commerce, had 
appealed to the House to divert it from that com- 
mittee, for reasons which he, as a Northern man, 
true to the Constitution, could not pass over. What 
were the grounds on which the gentleman from 
South Carolina had called upon the West to wake 
up against its mother. If the West did rise up 
against the older States, it would rise up against 
that part of the country which had treated it with 
true motherly regard. But where did the gentle- 
man from South Carolina get his idea from? Was 
it from the history of the past? He (Mr. W.) ap- 
pealed to the record of the past. Let the catalogue of 
their proceedings be examined; and would. the gen- 
tleman find a Western appropriation which failed 
for want of Northern votes? Would he. find the 
“neglected West,” as the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Kennepy] had seen fit to call her, (though, 
by way of parenthesis, he might say she 
had received more than she. was ‘willing to 
allow, by way of public lands or. otherwise,) 
neglected by the North? To whom did she owe 
what she had received? Was it to Sonthern votes 
that she was indebted? Let the gentleman exam- 
ine the yeas and nays, and the history of the coun- 
try to the present day, and he. would learn to the 
contrary. 

He had heard a gentleman, once a member of the 
United States Senate, but now no longer so, [Mr. 
Smith of Indiana, as was understood,] declare dis 
tinctly that there was never a measure asked for by 
the West, and passed for the immediate benefit of 
the West, which was ‘not passed by Northern 
votes—and many which could not have been, passed: 
without Northern votes; and yet the gentleman, 
from South Carolina called upon the West to. 
wake up against the North, which, he said, had been, 
poisoning the sources whence their aliment. was. 
supplied. He (Mr W.) knew to what that gentle» 
man referred, for hé afterwards expressed it. e re. 
ferred to the tariff; and he told them that the tariff 

oisoned the sources whence their gliment. was supa 
plied. He (Mr. W.) hoped they should have ample 


opportunity hereafter to discuss that point; but he 
would then say, he should be able to show that, so 
far from the tariff being injurious to the Western or 

= agricultural interests, or to the productions of 
the West, if any class of the “country had re- 
ceived its. full measure of benefit from the tar- 
iff—a protective tariff—it was the farmers of the 
country, and the agricultural interests. He had, 
however, detained the House longer now than he 
had intended; and he would only add, in reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri, that the Committee 
on Commerce had no local interests or prejudices 
against the improvements of the Western lakes and 
rivers. He claimed, also, for himself and his con- 
stituents, an interest in the lakes and rivers of the 
West. The Mississippi was the river of the in- 
habitants of the Kast, as much as of the West or 
the South; and so, too, the Lakes; and they of the 
North and of the East were willing to contribute 
whenever they were called upon, to aid measures 
for the benefit of other parts of the country. Cer- 
tainly they are far more willing than the gentleman 
from South Carolina, to aid in the improvement of 
‘Western navigation. He knew of no subject more 
interesting to his constituents—the Boston citizens 
and Boston merchants—than the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi. He could show 
the gentleman from Missouri that his constituents 
had urged the making of appropriations by which 
the impediments and obstacles to the navigation of 
that river might be removed. 

Why the cargoes which float down that river, the 
produce of the ‘Western fields, were exchanged for 
cargoes from the Northern and the Eastern States; 
and so he might speak of the commerce between 
Boston and the cities of St. Louis and New Orleans. 
The commerce was not all on one side, but consisted 
of an exchange of commodities; and there could 
not be any prejudice on the part of the population 
of the North—certainly not on the part of one Rep- 
resentative from the Hast—against the improve- 
ment of the Western waters. 

In respect to the question of reference now before 
the House, he should vote for the select committee; 
and he cheerfully acquiesced in the suggestion which 
had been made, that there should be added a stand- 
ing committee to take charge of the subject of the 
internal policy of the country. He believed our in- 
ternal commerce had become of such importance 
that we might advantageously have a secretary of 
the home department. 

Mr. DOUGLASS was pleased that this debate had 
produced one good _effect-—that of showing that, if 
there had been doubts existing of the feeling of the 
North towards the interests of the West, those 
doubts could now no longer remain. When he heard 
his friend from Indiana call upon the Western val- 
ley en masse to array itself against other portions of 
this Union, in solid phalanx, he confessed_that he 
heard it with regret. He denied that the Western 
interests were antagonistic to the interests of other 
States; the interests of all were identified, and any 
gentleman there was promoting the interest of all 
when he was improving those great internal means 
of communication. 

He favored the proposition for a select committee 
of nine, not because he had any objection to the 
Committee on Commerce, or to any other standing 
committee, but because the interests involved were 
very important, and to some extent local in their 
character; and that those interests might come fairly 
and fully the House, he deemed it right and prop- 
er that they should be referred to a committee that 
had some knowledge of details and local information 
in reference to those interests. 

He would have a committee consisting of men 
whose very local interests should prompt them to 
be diligent in searching out for information, collect- 
ing facts, and bringing them before the House. For 
these reasons, he wished a select committee; and he 
wished it to consist of men whose business avoca~ 
tions were such as would insure a full report. 
‘When he got that report, he would be then willing 
to submit the question to the House, to determine 
on its merits. All that he now wanted was, to 
have a committee to present facts; and these being 
collected and received, all gentlemen would be ready 
to advocate such a system of improvement for the 
West as might seem to them to be most desirable. 

Mr. WISE observed that, when this proposition 
for a select committee was first presented, he had no 
objection to it but the remarks of the gentleman 
frora Massachusetts [Mr. Wrrrnror] had forced 
him to take up the issue they presented. He stood 


en sectional grounds no more than that gentleman; 
ne n i 
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but he stood on constitutional grounds; and he hoped 
there were friends to a strict construction of the 
Constitution as well in the North as in the South. 
He had one reply to make to the gentleman from 
Indiana in relation to the tenders thathad been made 
of assistance to the great West. If the gentleman 
supposed there was anything more in the motives 
of the Administration, in recommending the West- 
ern waters to the attention of Congress, than 
kindly and just feelings, he was mistaken; and 
if he supposed that the President now, at the 
latter end of his term, intended to enter into the 
scramble for the favor of the West, he was equally 
mistaken. Let him say to gentlemen from the 
North, the South, and the West, that the Adminis- 
tration, at least, was not disposed to enter into com- 
petition as to who should pour the most into the lap 
of the West. The language of the message was in 
the style of the old straight-jacket school of Jefferson, 
and did not propose to go farther for the West than 
the Constitution allowed. If either the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hozmes] or Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Wixrurop] was disposed to pour into 
the lap of the West more than the Constitution al- 
lowed, he, for alonc, would stand alone, and endeavor 
to snatch back what his limited construction of the 
Constitution showed him it was not entitled to. 
When the boast was made of what section had 
done the most for the West, he would point 
to Virginia, the mother of States, who gave the 
West her largest plantation. Virginia alone gave 
to the West that mighty domain which constitutes 
all her greatness; gave it without money and with- 
out price; and if you of the North put up a little rail- 
ing for her, or dug her a little ditch, you, in return, 
taxed the axe that felled the forest, and the plough 
thatturned up the furrow. You taxed everything 
consumed by the poor man, while you let the luxu- 
ries of therich go free. The North, it was true, 
gave the West manufactures; but what a gift, and 
at what a price! He would not unite in the cry to 
West to turn on its mother, for the great mother of the 
West was Virginia, who had impoverished herself 
for its benefit, while she asked nothing in return bu 
that she would preserve the Constitution. 

He was a little surprised to hear one gentleman 
from the West boasting that the West had now the 
power, and could come in and help herself. He was 
aware of it; and he was afraid that the land of poli- 
ticlans would now come in and take all they wanted. 
What chance, then, was there for the Constitution, 
while this squabble for Western favor was going on. 
The power of the old States was gone long ago; and 
the new ones must now take the lead. After a few 
more remarks from Mr. W.— 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. VANCE offered a resolution to refer all the 
memorials, bills, &c., of the last session, that were 
before the Committee of Claims, and favorably re- 
ported on, to the same committee. 

The CHAIR said that the resolution of the gen- 
tleman was not in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN gave notice that he should, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to provide for 
holding the election for President and Vice President 
ofthe United States on thesame day in all the States; 
also, to provide for the election of members of Con- 
gress on the same day in all the States. í 

Mr. VANCE moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer his resolution above referred to; 
which motion was rejected. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions were presented under a 
rue of the House, and appropriately referred: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A petition of citizens 
of the county of West Chester, New York, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor of Port Chester, in said county; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CROSS: A petition of citizens of Se- 
vier county, Arkansas, praying for the establishment 
of a post route from Fulton to Fort Towson. A pe- 
tition of the citizens of Hot Spring and Sevier coun- 
ties, for the establishment of a post route from 
Mount Ida to Ultimathule, in the same State. And 
a memorial of the Legislature of Arkansas, praying 
the passage of a law authorizing a relinquishment of 
the 16th sections of the public lands in the said 
State, and the location of other land in lieu thereof, 
for the use of schools; and praying, also, a donation 
of four sections of land, including the hot springs of 
said State. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of Sam- 


uel Fuller, for remuneration. for losses sustained 
during the last war, &c.; which petition, with the 
papers on file relating thereto, was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. oy 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The petition of Mrs. Sa- 
lome Meyers, of Pennsylvania, for compensation on 
account of the revolutionary services of her late hus- 
band, Peter Meyers: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. Mas i 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition and documents 
of Ann M. Dombach, a widow of a soldier of the 
Revolution, asking for relief: referred to the appro- 

riate committee. The documents of Reuben Tay- 
or, a soldier of the Revolution: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. a 
By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Susannah Car- 
enter: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. : a . 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: A petition of Philip R. 
Rice, of Kentucky, praying to be paid the value of 
a vessel impressed into the service of the United 
States in the revolutionary war, and lost. A peti- 
tion of Alexander Connelly, late postmaster of Cov- 
ington, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a law 
to refund to him certain moneys collected of him by 
the Post Office Department. oy . 

By Mr. STEENROD: The petition of 106 citi- 
zens of Belmont county, Ohio, requesting an appro- 
priation to erect a bridge over the Ohio river at 
the city of Wheeling. Also, the petition of 257 
citizens of Wheeling, Virginia, on the same sub- 
ject: referred to the Committee on Roada and Ca- 
nals. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennesvay, December 20, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea re- 
port from the Secretary of State, made agreeably to 
the act of August 16, 1842, accompanied by an ac- 
count of such changes and modificationsi n the com- 
mercial systems of other nations, by treaties, duties 
on imports, and other regulations, as have come to 
the knowledge of the department since the last annu- 
al report. A 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and a motion to print was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented to the Senate a 
memorial from Henry W. Edwards and others, of 
the State of Connecticut, praying to be indemnified 
for spoliations committed by the French prior to 


- 1800; refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented alike memorial from 
Thomas W. Cutts and twenty-nine others, of Saco, 
Maine; which received the same reference. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, it was ordered 
that the memorial of Captain W. A. Weaver, pray~ 
ing compensation for his services in superintending 
and compiling the statistical returns of the Sixth 
Census, be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. N 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, it was 
ordered that the petition of James Rundlet, pray- 
ing for remuneration for losses by the depreciation 
of the funds paid to him by the Government for sup- 

lies furnished during the late war with Great 
ritain, be taken from the files of the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was or- 
dered that the petition of the citizens of Racine, 
Wisconsin Territory, on the subject of a post route 
from Chicago, via Independence Grove and Burton, 
Lake county, Illinois, to Burlington, Racine county, 
Illinois, and the papers accompanying the same, be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 
president and directors of the Bank of Washington, 
praying for an extension of their charter: referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
John Washington, of Fayette county, Pennsylva- 
nia, a descendant of the family of General George 
Washington, asking for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Pierre Menard and others; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
George Harrison and others, praying the settlement 
of a claim against the Government: referred to the 
Committee on Claims. , 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 


Commerce, to which was referred the memorial of 


Enoch Baldwin, praying the refunding of certain 
«duties, made an adverse report thereon; which was 

ordered to lic on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, they had laid on their 
tables the other day a valuable report, printed by 
order of the other House, at the last session. The 
report was drawn up by Mr. Wm. Cost Jounson. 
It contained a vast amount of statistical matter of 
great importance, in connexion with the subject of 
an issue of $200,000,000 stock by the Federal 
Government. The number printed of that report 
was not adequate to the wants of those who had re- 
cently become members of the Senate. He there- 
fore moved that an extra number—say 500 copies— 
of that document be printed. 

_ Mr. KING expressed some surprise that a propo- 
sition of this kind was made. He asked the Chair 
whether that report was a document of the Senate; 
and if not, whether a motion to print it would be in 
order. a. 

The CHAIR replied that it was not; and that the 
motion was not in order. It would, however, be 
in order for the Senator to move a resolution to pro- 
cure the printing of it. . 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he would, at a con- 
venient time, prepare and submit a resolution for 
the purpose. ‘The type is still standing; and the 
printing of the.report would cost but little. 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to in- 
form the Senate how many leases have been executed by 
the United States agent for the lead mines in Illinois and 
Wisconsin, from the 4th of March, 1837, to the 4th of March, 
1841; ‘and how many, since that time to the present time, of 
the mineral lands therein; of the number, names, duties, 
and salaries or other compensation of the agents employed 

sby him in leasing said lands, and collecting the rents there- 

of; the amount of rent collected from the 4th of March, 1941, 
up to the time of the last returns; what quantity of land 
has been leased, and how many persons, as near as can be 
ascertained, are engaged in mining, in farming, or in mining 
and farming, on the same tract of land, in the so-called min- 
eral district of Illinois and. Wisconsin: and, further, to re- 
port to the Senate if any difficulty has occurred, and what, 
in leasing said lands, or any part thereof, and in collecting 
the rent stipulated therefor. 

_ Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of establishing a man- 
ufactory on the Mississippi river, for the purchase and 
manufacture of domestic hemp for the use of the United 
States navy. 


Mr. JARNAGIN moved that the Senate take up 
for consideration the resolution submitted by him 
on the 11th December, calling upon the Secretary 
of War to report to the Senate the transactions of 
the Board of Commissioners appointed to adjust 
claims arising under the Cherokce treaty. 

It was taken up and read. 

Mr. J. remarked that, inasmuch as there was 
some objection by Senators to the matter, as well as 
the phraseology, of the resolution, he had prepared 
a substitute, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate answers to the following inquiries: 

1. Was the Board of Commissioners, authorized and pro- 
vided for by the 17th article of the Cherokee treaty of 1835- 
236, dissolved in the spring of 1839, by order of the War De- 
partmeni, or adjourn, having completed the business 
of the commission? Was it reorganized in September, 1842, 
and at whose instance? Where has it held its sessions, and 
how loag at each place? How many persons have com- 
posed and been attached to said Board, and what has been 
the expense of said Board, including salaries, and other inci- 
dental charges? What was the cost to the Government of 
the former Board, and how long was itin session? What 
were the instructions given by the War Department to the 
new Board, at and after its organization, as to its business 
and jurisdiction? 

3. When the Board was first organized in the year 1836, 
were not the funds appropriated to pay the claims a judicated 
placed in the hands of a disbursing officer, with instructions 
to pay upon the certificates issued by the Board; and were 
not payments so made in every instance? 

3. What amount of certificates were issued by the old 
Board, and paid by the disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment? Were any of its awards, or decrees, revised or modi- 
fied by the Secretary of War or other officer? . . 

4, Since the re-organization of the Cherokee Board, in 


cates issued by the 
exist in the War Department, 


power is conferred upon his department, 


the former; 


September, 1642, have the certificates issued by the com- 
missioners, or their decrees, been paid as were the certifi- 
former Board; and does an order now 
that the certificates issued by 
the commissioners must be submitted to the Secretary of 
War for allowance oraejection; and if any portion be allow- 
ed, itmust be paid upona separate requisition issued by 
him in each case? If this be so, the Secretary will commu- 
nicate to the Senate the law or authority by which this 


5. What-amount of claims was adjudicated and paid by 
and whatamount has been adjudicated by the 
Board now in existence? What number and amount of 
wards made by the latter have been allowed and paid by 


the department; and what number have been disallowed or 
suspended? 


adopted. 

Mr. BARROW said he had received from the 
Governor of Louisiana resolutions adopted by the 
Legintture of that State; which he presented, as fol- 
OWS: 

1. Resolution asking Congress to reorganize the 
second regiment of dragoons, by remounting them: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2. Resolution instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representatives from Louisiana to use 
their best exertions to have a law passed refunding 
to General Jackson the fine imposed on him by 
Judge Hall at New Orleans: referred to the Judicia- 
ry Committee. 

3. Resolution asking Congress to make an ap» 
propriation for the purpose of removing the bar at 
the mouth of Red river, in the State of Louisiana: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

4. Resolution instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representatives to introduce and ad- 
vocate some measure by which the expenses at- 
tending the United States court sitting in Louisiana 
may be reduced: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The following resolution, submitted December 11, 
by Mr. Jannacin, was taken up, and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, directed to furnish a statement to the Senate of 
the amount of money paid out of the treasury on certificates 
issued by the Board of Commissioners appointed in Septem- 
ber, 1842, under the 17th article of the Cherokee treaty of 
1835-6; the date when such payments were made, and 
whether said certificates were paid in whole or in part; 
and if paid only in part, that he state by what authority, or 
under what law, any portion of the money which appears 


to be due to the several claimants upon the face of said certi- 
ficates has been withheld. 


The CHAIR remarked that there was no further 
business on the table; whereupon, 

On motion by Mr HUNTINGTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 20, 1843. 


Prayer by the Rev. J. S. Tistey, Chaplain to 
the House. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HOUSTON, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, introduced a bill, entitled “A bill to reduce 
and graduate the price of the public lands in favor 
of the settlers and cultivators;” which was read 
twice, and ordered to be committed to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and to be printed. 

WESTERN ARMORY. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the President’s mes- 
sage transmitting the report of the Board of Com- 
missioners appointed to select a site for a Western 
armory, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 

Mr. A. STEWART, pursuant to notice, intro- 
duced a bill, entitled “A bill directing the condi- 
tional transfer of the stock held by the United States 
in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to the 
State of Maryland, and the cities of Washington, 


early completion of the canal to Cumberland ;” 


mittee on Roads and Canals. 
FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


red to the Committee on Elections. 


of the petition. 


might be read. 


The question was taken, and the substitute was | 


Georgetown, and Alexandria, so as to secure the 


which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL presented a memorial of 
some of the inhabitants of Florida, contesting the right 
of the Delegate [Mr. Levy] toa seat in the House; 
and as he perceived the gentleman from Florida 
was in his seat, he wished the question to be dis- 
posed of; and therefore, he moved that it be refer- 


Mr. LEVY inquired what was the precise prayer 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he believed it was, 
that the question should be taken up, and finally 
disposed of; but the memorial was a brief one, and 


The Clerk read the memorial, and it appeatd to 
set forth the history of this contest during the 27th 
Congress, when Mr. Levy's seat was contested, on 
the ground that he was an alien, and therefore not 
eligible toa seat in the House of Representatives of 
the United States; and praying, as the last Con- 
gress did not finally dispose of the question, that 
the present House would take it up, and setile the 


point. in controversy... ‘Tothe 
appended twerity-one signatures. 
ry LEVY. said: he couldnot--all í i 

to pass to a reference without remark. He: had sup-. 
posed that, the recent. decisive. arbitrament: of: th 
question by -the people:would have been treated: 
nal. After a unanimous judgment of the hig! : 


judicial tribunal of- Florida directly: upon. the points. 
after a direct decision. of the Executive department 
of the Government. ‘of this - Union, acting: upon the: : 
written advice of the. Attorney’ General; afier a de-.. 
liberate decree, twice pronounced. by a mass jury of 
the country, (the people of Florida,) it was reason~. 
able to have been expected that the:agitators of this: 
matter would have rested: from their malign labors... 
It seemed, however, that a few. restless individuals *. - 
were still disposed to harp upon: the ‘matter. He © 
quite well understood the movement, .and he:hoped. . 
he would be excused by the House for-saying, that 
he could not use language strong. enough to express: 
the deep and utter scorn, the unmitigated contempt, . 
which he felt towards the movers and their mo- 
tives. : Pas 
Before dismissing the subject, he would take oc- 
casion to. say that the issue is falsely stated in that 
memorial. His rights as a citizen had never been 
rested upon the narrow and unimportant issue : 
therein presented, but. upon much higher: and 
broader grounds. They rest upon the invidlable. 
obligations of a treaty, and the sanctity of a judi- 
cial decree. They rest, and rest. securely, as: he « 
confidently felt, upon the firm foundations of natu». 
ral and constitutional right and of NATIONAL HONOR: : 
And when the day comes upon which the solemn 
and recognised. acts of public officers’of this Gov- 
ernment, touching the delicate and. inappreciable 
relation of citizen and country, "are :-brought.up, 
after a lapse of twenty-odd. years, for wanton répu- 
diation, by the national Representatives, he should 
cease—sorrowfully cease—to covet.the distinction 
of American citizenship. When coop rairx shall 
depart this Government, with it will . have :passed ` 
away all that forms the basis of pariotism; all that 
in verity constitutes the citizen—love and veneration 
for the institutions, and sympathy with the people 
of one’s country. : i 
Mr. L. said he had been doubting what direction 
to ask the House to give to this subject. . In: his 
opinion, the Judiciary Committee was the most ap- 
propriate. There is no person contesting his right 
to his seat-—no one disputing the fullness and suffi- 
ciency of his election. If the proceeding be. gone 
into at all, it must be by the House,. for ‘its -own 
satisfaction, to preserve the integrity of its, own . 
body. The first question upon which, for this. pur- 
pose, the House would require to be decided, is one 
of a purely judicial nature—to wit, the legality of 
the. proceedings of cilizenship. And if the udi- 
ciary Committee were of opinion that he wag not a 
citizen, then it would be for the Committee of Privi- 
leges and Elections to report whether, under the 
circumstances, he was entitled to a seat here. He 
would leave it, however, to the House, to adopt. its 
pleasure in the matter, and would decline, therefore, 
any distinct motion at present. : 
Mr. L. said he could not refrain from adding. ano- 
ther observation; and, in what he was about to say, 
he would by no means design to include the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, whose uniform 
kindness and liberality were so conspicuons, and. 
who was only, on this occasion, performing what 
he deemed a duty. But he could not refrain from 
saying, that he felt well assured, from his knowl- 
edge of the principal movers in this matter, that the 
motive was simply and singly . to embarrass him, if 
they could, in his humble efforts to be useful to-the 
generous constituency whose confidence he was 
proved to possess. There was not a spark ‘of sin- 
cerity in the motives by which they profess to. be 
animated. If they were sincere, he would deem 
their application more entitled to respectful treatment 
at his own hands, and by the House.. ~ 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was: of opinion that the 
reference to the Election Committee was a proper 
reference. He also defended his presentation of the 
memorial, as it was the right of the inhabitants of: 
Florida to petition this House, and to have their pe- 
titions respectfully treated. 

Mr. LEVY said the case rested on documentary 
evidence; and he reiterated his opinion that it was 
solely a case for the consideration of the Committee . 
on the Judiciary. : i 

Mr, A: V. BROWN rose to submit a motion, 
which he thought would be a proper one i. refer- 
ence to this memorial. So far as the right of polls 
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tion was concerned, that right was consummated; 
and the motion he was about to make would not in- 
terfere with that right in the slightest degree. He 
moved to lay the memiorial on the table, leaving it 
in the power of the House, at some future period, 
to take it up if it were thought necessary. He re- 
capitulated the various decisions of ‘this case, and 


the more especially referred to the re-election of the- 


Delegate from Florida by the people of that Terri- 
tory, as an affirmation of the Delegate’s right to his 
seat there. No new facts were set forth that were 
not before the last Congress; nor was any irregulari- 
ty in the last election complained of. It was the 
same old question of citizenship, on which testimony 
was furnished to the late Congress of the United 
States; and he thought another reference of this ques- 
tion to the Committee of Elections was unnecessa- 
ry. He desired now, by his motion, to lay the whole 
subject on the table of the House; and if any new 
facts should be discovered, the House could act 
upon them hereafter. 

Mr. G. DAVIS requested the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion fora moment, in order to allow 
him to make a few observations. 

The notion that the Committee of Elections had 
nothing to de with judicial questions connected with 
election contests seemed to him a novel doctrine. 
There never was acase of contested election that 
ùid not involve a judicial question; and there had 
never been one decided in that House in which the 
committee had not exercised judicial functions. He 
denied the position altogether that the business of 
committee consisted only in collecting facts: it be- 
longed to them, as a part of their duty, to decide 
upon the law of the case; and the committee, in all 
cases, should be selected with a view to the per- 
formance of this duty. In the present case, he be- 
lieved they had been so selected; for he believed 
every member of that committée was by profession 
a lawyer. He believed they were gentlemen of 
great legal ability, and fully qualified to determine 
upon all cases which might be brought before them. 

During the last Congress, the seat of his excellent 
friend from Florida had been contested, and the 
question had been left undetermined. And the peti- 
tion now before the House prayed that the case 
might be again taken up, and a judgment rendered. 
He afmeld that it was not competent for the House 
now to take up the question and decide upon it. 
Time had decided it. The gentleman now came 
here under a new authority. He had occupied the 
seat which was then contested, for the full term al- 
lotted to him; and he now came to this House under 
a different and distinct authority. The petition, as 
he understood it, referred to the former election, and 
not the present one. Jt seemed to him, therefore, 
that, if the petition should be now referred to the 
Committee of Elections, that commitiee would have 
to report upon a matter which was coram non judice. 
In his opinion, the question could not again come 


up. 

Pty. HOUSTON desired to say a single word 
upon the subject, inasmuch as he had been a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Elections in the last Con- 
gress. A memorial similar to the one now present- 
ed was referred to the Committee of Elections at 
the called session,he believed—at which time he was 
not a member of the committee—and after some in- 
vestigation of the question submitted to their con- 
sideration, further time was asked by the gentleman 
from Florida, and at the next session additional tes- 
timony was brought in and laid before the commit- 
tee. That committee, if he recollected aright, was 
composed of nine members, six of whom were op- 
pesed, politically, to the gentleman from Florida, 
and three were his political friends. 

He desired to say a word, also, with regard to one 
or two allegations set forth inthe memorial. In the 
first place, it stated that a large mass of testimony 
had been taken, and laid before the House in the 
report of the committee, for the purpose of mystify- 
ing the case, which would otherwise have been per- 
fectly clear. He would not undertake to say what 
the object of the Delegate was in producing that tes- 
timony; but he would say, as far as the committee 
were concerned, the allegation of the memorial was 
altogether incorrect and untrue. He would not pre- 
tend to say whether it was the object of the memo- 
rialists to impeach the action of the committee: he 
only knew the fact that the committee consisted of 
six members opposed to the gentleman from Florida, 
and three who were of the same politics. 

And now, @ word upon the subject of the report 
ihat was made by that committee. The memorial 
went on to say that there were contrary reports. It 


“was quite certain that the majority reported in fa- 


vor of the Delegate retaining his seat; and the very 
fact that that report laid over without any action of 
the House being had upon it, certainly went a 
great length towards confirming it, and confirming 
the title of the member to his seat. There was one 
other allegation in the memorial to which he desired 
to call the attention of the House; it was one which 
was not couched, he thought, in such language as 
should be addressed to that House. It had been 


properly remarked by the gentleman from Kentuc- ` 


ky, that it was the duty of the committee to decide 
all questions of law arising out of the facts disclosed 
in the testimony before them, in the same manner 
as the Committee on the Judiciary, or any 
other committee, would do. The committee, as 
he conceived, had proceeded according to law; 
but here he found charged against them that 
they received ex parte testimany, and that, without 
notice to the opposing parties of the fact; and that 
they adjudicated and determined upon such ex parte 
testimony, and submitted to the House their report 
founded thereon. He did not recollect precisely 
what the facts werein reference to thatallegation, but 
he recollected distinctly this much, as far as regarded 
himself and the majority of the committee—and in 
fact he believed almost every member of the com- 
mittee: their object was to carry out the principles 
of law and justice, not only in the report they made, 
but in all parts of the investigation. So far, then, as 
the allegation to which he had referred was con- 
cerned, it was totally without foundation. But what 
was proposed by the memorial which was now pre- 
sented? Was it that the matter should be taken up 
and readjudicated? The memorialists state that 
“they cannot doubt that the testimony taken in the 
case, if divested of irrelevant matter, will sustain the 
prayer of the petition.” ‘They of course have a 
perfect right to differ with him, and with the 
committee of last Congress, in opinion; but what 
was to be attained by a reinvestigation of 
the matter? What was to be the course of proceed- 
ing? Would they have to travel over the same road 
travelled by the committee before? Would they 
have to go over all the evidence? And he would 
ask, to what other conclusion could they come than the 
former committee had come to, upon the same testi- 
mony? And if they decided to reject a portion of 
the testimony, would they decide upon the remain- 
der, without giving the Delegate an opportunity of 
justifying himself? If the case were taken up at 
all, it must be taken up as if it had never been be- 
fore a committee at all. There were other objec- 
tions to the memorial; but he did not think that it 
required any refutation on the part of the commit- 
tee: on the contrary, he thought the course pursued 
by the gentleman from Tennessee was the proper 
one, in moving to lay the subject on the table. No 
good could possibly result from the investigation of 
a case which had been already disposed of. If the 
gentleman from Tennessee desired it, he would re- 
new the motion to lay the subject upon the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said the gentleman from 
Alabama seemed to consider the memorial disre- 
spectful to the House. He would be good enough 
to recollect that it referred to a former House. He 
would be responsible for the language of the memo- 
rial, that it should be perfectly decorous and respect- 
ful to the House. It seemed to him, then, that the 
memorial should be disposed of in no other than the 
ordinary way. All that he desired was, that the 
House should treat the case in the ordinary way, 
and not forestall the action of the committee, or form 
ahasty judgment upon the bare suggestion of an 
individual member. 

Mr. HOUSTON simply desired to say that, as to 
forestalling the action of the House, he did not think 
it could be called forestalling the action of the 
House to dispose of the application of the memo- 
rialists by laying it upon the table. As the report 
of the committee of the last Congress was in favor 
of the Delegate,and as it had been passed over with- 
out any additional action on the part of the House, 
it was in some degree confirming the report that 
the Delegate was entitled to his seat. This fact, 
together with the fact that the present petition prays 
nothing new or different, (only that the Delegate 
shoul@ be ousted,) served to convincé him that the 
proper course would be to lay the memorial upon 
the table. He then renewed the motion; and the 
question being put, and carried in the affirmative, 

Mr. LEVY then asked the House to receive and 
adopt the following resolution; but the House re- 
fused to consider it: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be direct- 


ed inquire and report {to this House upon the validity 
of the proceedings under which the claim of Davip Levy to 
citizenship of the United States accrued. 


Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to _ estab- 
lish a port of entry at Chicago, State of Illinois. _ 

Mr. WENTWORTH introduced the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if, in his opinion, 
consistent with the public interest, all the correspondence 
between this Government or any other power in relation to - 
the discovery, possession, title, and boundary of the Oregon 
Territory. 

Mr. G. DAVIS inquired what was the business 
now before the House. f f 

The CHAIR replied that the business next in 
order would be the consideration of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. G. 
Davis.] The resolution was read by the Clerk as 
follows: ` 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee of Elections do inquire and 
report whether or not Messrs. Edmund Burke, John R. 
Reding, Moses Norris, jr ,and John P. Hale, members of this 
House from the State of New Hampshire; Hugh <A. Haral- 
son, Absalom Chappell, John H. Lumpkin, Howell Cobb, 
William H. Stiles, Alexander H. Stephens, and Edward J. 
Black, members of this House from the State of Georgia; 
John Jameson, Gustavus M. Bower, James B. Bowlin, James 
H. Relfe, and James M. Hughes, members of this House 
from the State of Missouri; and Jacob Thompson, a mem- 
ber of this House from the State of: Mississippi, have been 
elected in conformity to the Constitution ond the law, and 
whether they are entitled to retain their seats as members 
of this House for the 26th Congress. 


Mr. G. DAVIS demanded the previous question 
upon the resolution, and he hoped the House would 
act upon it without further debate or delay. 

Some discussion here arose as to the disposition 
which had been made of the amendments which had 
been proposed to that resolution. 

The CHAIR announced that there were no amend 
ments pending. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he could not conceive how 
the original mover could so modify his resolution as 
to cut off the amendment which he had offered. If 
it were so, however; he now gave notice that he 
would move his amendment as a distinct proposition. 

Mr. G. DAVIS replied that that was not a mat- 
ter for him to determine. His opinion was, that 
the resolution did confer. a greater power on the 
Committee of Elections than it already possesed 
under the rules. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved to lay the 
resolution on the table, so as to let the Committee 
of Elections take cognizance of the subject under 
the rules. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked for the yeas and nays on 
the question. : 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi called for the 
reading of the resolution; and it was read accord- 


ingly. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL here submitted 
the following amendment, which he wished to be 
received as, a substitute for the one before the 
House: 

Resolved, That all elections for Representatives in the 
28th Congress, except those which have been held by dis- 
tricts composed of contiguous territory, equal in number to 
the number of Representatives to which each State respec- 


tively is entitled, are hereby declared to be inoperative 
and void. 

Resolved, That the consideration of the above resolution 
be postponed until Tuesday, the second day of January, 
1844; and that it be made the special order for that day. 


Mr. ©. JOHNSON wished to inquire of the 
Chair, before the question was put, whether the 
credentials of all the members were not, under the 
rules, referred to the Committee of Elections, and 
whether it was not the duty of said committee to 
take them all under their consideration? He desired 
the rule on this subject to be read. 

The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: 

“Tt shall be the duty of the Committee of Elections to ex- 
amine and peport upon the certificates of clections, and oth- 
er credentials, of all the members returned to this House; 
and to take into their consideration such petitions and me- 
morials contesting the seats of members as may be referred 
to them by the House.” 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then, at the request of sev- 
eral members, withdrew his motion to lay the reso» 
lution on the table. 

The motion for the previous question coming up, 

Mr. ELMER requested Mr. G. Davis to with- 
draw it, to allow him an opportunity of making an 
explanation. 

Mr. G. DAVIS refusing to withdraw the call— 

The question was taken on seconding the previ- 
ous question, and carried—ayes 61, noes 57. 

There being asecond— 


The question was next taken on ordering the 
main question, and _carried—ayes 80, noes not 
counted. i 

The main question was then put on the adoption 

` of the resolution, and theyeas and nays, at the in- 

stance of Mr. G. Davis, having been ordered, 
the call resulted in—yeas 148, nays 32, as follows: 


YVEAS.—Messrs. Adams,Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Bel- 


ser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
‘Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm. J Brown, Buffington, 
Burke, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Da- 
na, Garrett Davis, R. D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, De- 
berry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Preston King, Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, Mecilvaine, McKay, Mathews, 
Moore, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, 
Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Read, David 8. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stew- 
art, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
TJildch; Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, 
Woodward, William Wright, and Yost—148. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Atkinson, Edward J. Black, James A. 
Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Chap- 
peli, Cobb, Cullom, Haralson, Hughes, Jameson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Lumpkin, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McDowell, Reding, Robinson, Simpson, Slidell, 
Steenrod, Stiles, and Taylor—32. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. JAMESON asked leave to introduce two bills, 
notice of which had been previously given by him; 
but objections being made, they were not offered. 

‘Mr. J. gave notice that, on to-morrow, or as soon 
thereafter as practicable, he would ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill granting pre-emption rights to actual 
setilers on public lands. 


NATIONAL FOUNDRY. 


. “Mr. BIDLACK gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to establish a 
national foundry, for the fabrication of cannon for 
_ the army and nary of the United States. 
Mr. BARNARD inquired what was the business 
| before the House? 


AMENDMENTS OF THE JOURNAL. 


The CHAIR replied that the first business in or- 
der would be the resolution of the gentleman to 
the journal. 

The resolution was then read as follows: 

Resolved, That the journal of yesterday, in that part 
which relates to the resolution and amendment offered by 
Mr. Barnard on Tuesday last, the Sth instant, the motion 
of Mr. Gilmer to strike out a part of the resolution, and the 
vote by yeas and nays taken yesterday on that motion, be 
amended, so as to state the question as follows: 

The part of the resolution of Mr. Barnard proposed to be 
stricken out was in the following words, namely: 

. And that the journal be further amended, by inserting 
the following paper, as that offered to be read, to wit: the 
roli of Representatives be, &c., (copy the protest.) 

The CHAIR stated that the question of reception 
having been raised, the question before the House 
would now be, “Shall the resolution be received?” 

Mr. Č. J. INGERSOLL desired to know if a 
motion to postpone this question, to allow him to 
move that the House resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole, would be in order. 

The CHAIR said that such a motion would not 
be in order; the question, being on the reception of 
the motion. if the motion should be received, it 
would then be in order to move to postpone 1t. 

Mr, STEENROD asked if it would be in order 
to move to lay the question of reception on the ta- 
ble. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. SFEENROD then moved to lay the question 
of reception on the table. 

Mr. BELSER asked whether, after this House 
_ had twice solemnly refused to receive this paper, it 

éould be properly offered now. - 

The CHAIR said that the House would decide 
>that question, on the question of reception. The 
-> question now before the House was, on laying the 

question of reception on the table. 

, "Mr. BELSER. Will the decision of that ques- 
. tion, by yeas and nays, carry the paper on the jour- 
al? 


` nal? 
/ The CHAIR said that it would not; the paper not 
- peing-in the possession of the House. 
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Mr. BARNARD begged to suggest to the Chair 
that there was no motion to receive. 


The SPEAKER replied that such a motion was . 


made a few days ago. 

After a few words between the SPEAKER, Mr. 
BARNARD, and Mr. HOPKINS, the question was 
stated to be this: The question being “shall the paper 
be received,” a motion was made to lay the question 
of reception on the table; and that question now re- 
curred. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays on 
the question of laying on the table, and they were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted as follows: Yeas 
116, nays 59, as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, E. J. Black, J. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, J. Brinkerhott, Brodhead, Aaron. V. 
Brown, W. J. Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Cary, Catlin, R. Chapman, A. A. Chapman, Chappell, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, D unap, Elmer, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell,-Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kennedy, P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, Mce- 
Connell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Jos. Morris, 
Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, 
Rathbun, D. S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, J. T. Smith, T. Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, 
Williams, Wise, Woodward, and Yost—1li6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, W. Green, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
Mellvaine, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Chas. 
M. Read, Rogers, Sample, Schenck. Senter, Severance, Al- 
bert Smith, Stephens, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, White, adn Winthrop—a9. 


So the motion to lay on the table pervailed. 


NATIONAL FOUNDRY. 


Mr. BIDLACK desired to give notice of his in- 
tention hereafter to ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the establishment of a national foundry, for the cast- 
ing of cannon for the use of the army and navy of 
the United States. Objection being made, the notice 
was not received. 


SLAVERY, THE SLAVE-TRADE, AND AB- 
OLITION. 


The SPEAKER stated that the calling of the roll 
of States for petitions was the next business in or- 
der; and he remarked that when this order of busi- 
ness was last before the House, a petition was offer- 
ed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Apams,}]-which the Chair was of opinion came 
within the rule forbdiding the reception of certain 

etitions. The opportunity which was afforded 

im by the adjournment of the House had enabled 
him to examine the subject much more satisfacto- 
rily than he had the power to do at the time the 
petition was offered, and he found, as far as prece- 
dent went, that petitions of this character could be 
entertained by the House. Upon an examination 
of the rule of the House in reference to abolition 
petitions, he found the rule to be this: that no peti- 
tions praying for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, or in any of the States of the 
Union where slavery now exists, or for the sup- 

ression of the slave trade among the States, should 

e received or entertained in any manner what- 
soever. The prayer of this petition was, that Con- 
gress would passsuch laws, or propose such amend- 
ments of the Constitution of the United States, as 
would separate forever the petitioners and the peo- 
ple of New York from domestic slavery; and it 
now appeared to the Chair that the memorial did 
not come within the letter of the rule; and as it was 
a rule that was restrictive in its character, the Chair 
did not feel at liberty to give it an interpretation 
beyond that which the rule itself would indicate. 
Upon consideration, therefore, the Chair «decided 
that the petition did not come within the operation 
of the rule. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the petition be refegred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAVE JOEINSON objected to the reception 
of the petition, for he conceived it, in effect, to 
amount to a petition for a dissolution of the Union, 
which he should object to at any time. 

Mr. ADAMS denied that the gentleman from 
Tennessee had given a true interpretation of the pe~- 
tition. It was a memorial, praying for an amend- 


ment of- the Constitution, and not for a dissolution 
of the Union. : eR hagas eon eats et 
The SPEAKER said, as the question of reception”. 
had been raised, that question must. be first dis- : . 
posed of. ` 2 ee ae PS $ 
Mr. THOMPSON moved ‘to lay the questio: 
reception on the table. _- er oor 
ir. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on’ that. ` 
motion. : eye et 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia asked, for his own infor- 
mation, whether, if the. motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi was carriéd,, it’ would not carry. 
with it to the table the. petition also; and whether 
thus the petition would not be received by the. 
House? Eee ae ena 


[Cries of “No! no!!?] E as 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not carry 
with it a paper which had never been in possession. 
of the House. pee 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired that the petition. 
should be read, that they might know what its con. 
tents were. oe 

The Clerk accordingly read the petition, which 
set forth that the undersigned petitioners, inhabi- 
tants of the State of New Tork, earnestly desiring 
that they should be freed from all connexion with 
domestic slavery, respectfully prayed the House of | 
Representatives to pass such laws, and propose 
such amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, as shall forever separate, the people of New 
York from all connexion with slavery. s 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and being 
taken, resulted as follows: yeas 97, nays 80. . 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack,: Ed- 
ward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bowlin, , 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron V. Browil, , 
Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cling- 
man, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Douglass, Fick- 
lin, Foster, French, Gilmer, Willis Green, Haralson, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hu hes, Chas. J. Inger’ 
soll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, * 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, - 
Norris, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, David S: Reid, Relfe,’ 
Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, 
Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomas- : 
son, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Weller, Wentworth, wib: 
kins, Wise, Woodward, and ost—97. ` : ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Barnard, Beardsley, : 
Benton, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, ; 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D, Davis, Dickey, Dil- ` 
lingham, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, ` 
Frick, Giddings, Byram Green, Grider, Hale; Harlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, W. 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Joseph R Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, PR 
Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, 
McClellan, McIlvaine, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, 
Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Phoenix, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Purdy, Ramscy, Charles M. Read, Robinson, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, John Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, ‘Winthrop, and Joseph 
A. Wright—80. 


Mr. ADAMS presented various ear on the 
subject of slavery; but the Chair ruled. them out of 
order. bd 

Mr. ADAMS said he had plenty more of the 
same description, with hundreds of thousands: of 
signatures. i 

The CHAIR remarked to the. gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that it was not in order to debate the 
subject of these petitions. . 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not debate it, sir. 
with lamb-like patience. —- 2 A 

Mr. ADAMS then presented a petition against the 
admission into this Union of Texas, or of any State 
which tolerates slavery. : os A 

The CHAIR decided that ‘the petition was inad- 
missible. 

Mr. ADAMS contended that it did not come 
within the rule, inasmuch as it did not pray the 
abolition of slavery. He would be under the ne- 
cessity, he said, of taking an appeal from this deci- 
sion of the Chair, for he preferred to have a direct 
vote of the Elouse upon the question of reception, 
rather than to have these petitions rejected in the 
indirect method of getting ‘rid of them which the 
House seemed so anxious to adopt; that is to say, 
by a motion first not to receive, and then by a mo- 
tion to lay the subject upon the table. He would 
rather the petitions should be rejected by a direct 
vote by yeas and nays, than by the arbitrary deci- 
sion. o the Speaker; he would, therefore, take an 
appeal. 

. My. HOPKINS inquired whether, under the 
twenty-fourth rule of the House, the petition mist 


Í submit 
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not, as a matter of necessity, go over to another day, 
because the appeal would eid ts debate. _ 

The SPEAKER stated that it. certainly appeared 
clear to him that, if the original question was not de- 
batable, any collateral matter arising out of the 
main question could not-be debated, but must fol- 
low the rule applicable to the principal question, and 
g0 over. : 

Mr. ADAMS.. I submit, then; that leaves the 
question pending. 

Mr. WISE inquired what became of the petition 
in the mean time, if the debate laid over. He con- 
tended that the decision of the Chair was erroneous. 
A question of order could not be laid over;. it must 
be taken instanter, upon the very day upon which it 
is made. There was nothing to lay over; there was 
no subject-matter in this instance, and therefore the 
rule could not apply. 

Mr. HOPKINS. said it seemed to him that his 
colleague gave to the rule aconstruction of which it 
was not susceptible. 
ae WISE appealed from the decision of the 

air, > 

The CHAIR observed that there was an appeal 
already pending. 

Mr. WISE, after some remarks, repeating the 
objections he had already made ‘to the decision of 
the Chair, withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. said he understood the 
petition to be against the annexation of Texas to 
the Union. He wished to know if the Chair had 
decided that this petition came within the 23d rule. 

The CHAIR said he had so decided. 

_ Mr. ADAMS. Has the Chair also decided that 
it 1s to go over? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ADAMS then presented a petition from a 
number of citizens of Ohio, praying Congress to 
keep Texas out of the Union. He hoped this peti- 
tion was not within the 23d rule. 

The SPEAKER said the petition was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of James 
Walsh and 226 others, residents of Washington 
county, Illinois. ‘There were, he said, a number of 

rayers in this petition; one or more of which, he 
eared, the Speaker would decide to be within the 
23d rule. But, besides these, there were one or two 
prayers of deep and grave import, which he hoped 
the Speaker would not decide as coming within the 
rule. 

Now, according to the precedents of a former 
Congress, it has been decided that, where petitions 
contain matter which comes within the rule, and 
matter which does not, the latter shall be received 
and referred. He would, therefore, state what parts 
of this petition did not, in his opinion, conflict with 
the rule, in order that the Speaker might decide 
whether he was correct or not in that opinion. The 
first prayer was, that Congress would pass some 
law confessing our national sins, (laughter.) Sir, 
said Mr. A., this petition comes from 226 respect- 
able people of Hlinois; it is no idle paper, and de- 
serves to be treated with respect. The second 

rayer was, that Congress would pass a law, ac- 
lenowledeing the dominion of Jesus Christ. The 
third prayer was, that Congress should pass a law 
defining what the law of God is. And the 
fourth prayer was, for such an amendment of 
the. Constitution as would secure to all the peo- 
ple in the United States the self-evident truths 
contained in the Declaration of Independence—the 
right to life, liberty, and. the pursuit of happi- 
ness. He was afraid the Speaker would decide the 
last prayer to be within the rule; but he wished the 
petition read at large, in order that the House might 
Judge for itself. 3 

Mr. WISE objected to the reading of the petition. 

PRAMS said a few words in explanation; 
when 

The SPEAKER desired him to state again the 
prayer which he supposed to come within the rule. 

‘This being done, 

Mr. HARALSON objected to the reception of 
the petition; not because of its coming within the 
rule, but on the grounds that the parts of it which 
did not come within the rule were disrespectful to 
an American legislature, as implying that they did 
not entertain a proper respect for the Christian reli- 
gion. It was high time, he thought, that the House 
should maintain that respect which was due to it, 
and which, it seemed to him, was lost sight of 
while they were receiving petitions implying that 


they did not acknowledge the supremacy of the : 


Saviour of mankind, 


Mr. ADAMS said that, as the gentleman. ob- 
jected to receiving the petition, he desired him to 
state his objection in writing. ` 

The SPEAKER said that, if a debate arose on 
the petition, it must go over, under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. ADAMS made a few remarks not distinctly 
heard} when ` 


Mr. HOPKINS insisted that the petition must go 


over, under the rules. 

Mr. WISE asked if the Speaker had decided that 
the question of reception was open. 

The SPEAKER said he had decided that, as the 
question of reception had given rise to debate, it 
must go over. ; rod 

Mr. WISE said the questioa of reception giving 
rise to debate was not provided for under the rules. 
It was when a petition itself, and not the question 
of reception, gave rise to debate, that it must go 
over. He must appeal, he said, from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. HOPKINS hoped, as he made the objection 
originally. he might be indulged with making a few 
remarks. He would not detain the House, and 
should not gointo the merits of the petition, nor al- 
lude to it at all. 

The CHAIR said that the petition having given 
rise to debate, the question must go over. 

Mr. STRONG moved to lay the question and ap- 
peal on the table. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


The following petitions were presented under a 
rule of the House, and appropriately referred: . 

By Mr. BROWN, of Indiana: Petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Marion and Hamilton counties, In- 
diana, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from Indianapolis, via Broad Ripple, Bethlehem, 
Westfield, Sheffield, to Peru: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOYD: Petition of Wm. Gray, pray- 
ing an increase of pension: referred to the Commit- 
tee on perolunonay Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENROD: Peltitition of 239 citizens 
of Ross and other counties, ‘requesting the erection 
of a bridge over the Ohio river, at Wheeling, Va., 
and for other purposes. Also, a petition of 150 
citizens of Ohio county, Va., requesting a bridge 
over the Ohio river, at Wheeling, Va. 

Ey Mr FOSTER: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage ofa law granting pensions for life to 
the widows of revolutionary soldiers who were en- 
titled to the benefit of the acts of 7th July, 1838, and 
3d March, 1843: referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. Also, petition of Robert Gra- 
ham, praying for compensation for a private land 
clum: referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. GILMER: | Petition of Wm. Saunders, 
of Bedford county, Va., for relief, as a surety of 
Wm. Estes, a postmaster. Of Richard Pollard, late 
Chargé d’Affaires at Chili, asking for remuneration 
for losses sustained by him, while a public officer, 
in the negotiation of certain bills: both referred: to 
Committce on Claims. 


By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: Petition of James 
Blair and of 256 others of Indiana, asking that 
Congress would grant to the State of Indiana the 
vacant land lying in the Vincennes land district, In- 
diana, for the purpose of continuing the Wabash 
and Erie canal from Terre Haute to Evansville, 
Indiana, on the Ohio river. 

By. Mr.OWEN: Memorial of the president and 
trustees of the State University of Indiana, setting 
forth that a certain township of land herctofore con- 
veyed to the University fell short four thousand 
acres—that amount having been sold out of said 
township before its conveyance for the use of the 
University—and praying that Congress grant to the 
University lands equivalent to these lands thus lost, 
contrary to the intention of Congress, to the institu- 
tion. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Mrs. 
Sarah Jackson, of Norfolk, widow of Andrew 
M. Jekson, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. Also, the petition of Cap- 
tain John N. Ivy, of Norfolk, praying for an exten- 
sion of his contract with the United States agents for 


the delivery of live-oak timber: referred to the Com- - 


mittee of Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Petition 
from citizens of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, 
praying fora reduction of postage: referred. to the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. A 
etition of Seth Sweetzer, American Consul at 
Guayaquil, praying compensation for diplomatic ser- 
vices rendered in negotiating the ratification of the 
treaty of 13th June, 1839, between the United States 
and Ecuador: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. Also, memorial of the Farmers’ and 

echanics’ Bank of Georgetown, praying for a re- 
newal of its charter: referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. A 

By Mr. WELLER: Memorial of Mary Ann 
Symmes, praying Congress to authorize the Trea- 
sury Department to audit and settle, upon princi- 
ples of Justice, the accounts of her late husband, 
Captain John Cleves Symmes, an officer during 


„the last war in the United States army: referred to 


the Committee of Claims. p 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Memorial of the presi- 
dent and directors of the West Feliciana Railroad 
Company, praying the remission of duties on iron 
imported for the use of said railroad, and actually 
laid down: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of James 8. Camp- 
bell, praying for. compensation for property of his 
father, Col. Samuel Campbell, used in the service of 
the Government in the revolutionary war; and also, 
for services rendered in that: war: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, Dec. 21, 1843. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
John McDonnel, praying the refunding of certain 
duties improperly exacted from him by the collect- 
or of the customs: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of underwriters, merchants, and others, of 
the city of Philadelphia, representing that the piers 
erected at Port Penn, on the river Delaware, are in 
a very dilapidated and ruinous condition; and that 
the commercial interests of the city of Philadelphia, 
and other ports on that river, have sustained great 
injury from the failure of Congress to make an ie 
propriation to repair them. Mr. B. said that the 
memorial stated a fact of which he was not former- 
ly aware—that at the time when Delaware ceded to 
the General Government those works, this Govern- 
ment bound itself to keep them in repair. It was a 
matter of considerable importance that these piers 
should be properly erected. He hoped that the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce near him, 
[Mr. HuxrwerTon,] to which he proposed to refer it, 
would give the subject his earliest attention: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Young and Bryan & Young be with- 
drawn from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 


THE OREGON. 


Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
facilitate and encourage the settlement of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon; which was read, and ordered to a. 
second reading. The bill was then read the second 
time as follows: 


Sec. 1. Beit enacted, fc. That the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized and required to cause to be 
erected at suitable places and distances a line of stockade 
or block-house forts, not exceeding five, from some point 
on the Missouri river, to the best pass for entering the val- 
ley of the Oregon. 

Sec. 2. That the President is authorized and required to 
cause fortifications to be erected at or near the mouth of the 
Columbia river. 

Sec. 3. Provision hereafter may be made by law to secure 
and grant six hundred and forty acres of land to every white 
male inhabitant of the Territory of Oregon, of the age of 
eighteen years, and upwards, who shall cultivate and use 
the same for five consecutive years; or to his heirs in case 
of his decease. f 

Sec. 4, And to every such inhabitant or cultivator, being. 
amarried man, there shall be granted an addition of 160 
acres of land to the wife’s husband, and the like quantity of 
160 acres of land to the father for each child under the age 
of 18 years he may have, or who may be vorn within the 
five years aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. No sale or contract, of any kind, of such land shall 
be valid before a patent is issued therefor, nor shall the 
same be taken in execution, or be hound by any judgment, 
mortgage, or lien of any kind, before the patent is issued. 

Src. 6. The Territory of Oregon, in the preceding sections 
heforementioned, shail comprise all the country lying west 
ofthe Rocky mountains to the Pacific occan, and between 
the parallels of 42 and 54 degress and 40 minutes of north 
latitude. 

Sec. 7, That the sum of $100,000 be appropriated, out of 
any money in the treasury not otherwise ‘appropriated, 
to carry into effect the provisions of this act. 


Mr. ATCHISON now moved that the bill be ree 


ferred to a select committee of five, The reason for 
that motion, he said, would be obvious, when Sena- 
tors reflected for one moment that the same course 
_ was taken with a similar bill heretofore. The meas- 
` ure isthe same as was presented to the Senate in 


1838—indeed, as far back as 1820; and the usual- 


course was to refer it to a select committee. Another 
reason for the reference he now proposed was, that 
he had examined the debates on this subject, and 
the course Senators had heretofore taken; and he 
found that a majority of the standing committee to 
which it would be properly referable, were opposed 
to the bill; and there is no other principle of parlia- 
mentary law better settled, than the one that a bill of 
this importance should be committed to a committee 
of its friends. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Chair was 
authorized to appoint the committee. 

The following Senators were appointed to con- 
stitute the committee, viz: Messrs. Arcuyson, WAL- 
KER, Sevier, Merrick, and PHELPS. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Benjamin Adams, and others, 
of Boston, praying for a remission of duties under 
the act of 1833; and it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, cover- 
ing a catalogue of the books in the office of the At- 
torney General; which was ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble until similar reports were received from the 
other departments. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Mel- 
vin Pool, asking a pension for injuries received 
while in the military service of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from George 
Taylor, of the District of Columbia, praying in- 

-demnity for losses sustained by him by French 
spoilations prior to 1800: referred to the Committee 
on. Foreign Relations. 

-Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Eneas Munson; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Ben- 
Ton yesterday, came up, and was agreed to: _ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of establishing a man- 
ufactory on the Mississippi river, for the purchase and 
mannfacture of domestic hemp for the use of the United 
States navy. ' 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Breese yesterday, came up, and was agreed to, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to in- 
form the Senate how many leases have been executed by 
the United States agent for the lead mines in Illinois and 
Wisconsin, from the 4th of March, 1837, to the 4th of March, 
1841; and how many, since that time to the present time, of 
the mineral lands therein; of the number, names, duties 
and salaries or other compensation of the agents employed 
by him in leasing said lands, and collecting the rents there- 
of; the amount of rent collected from the 4th of March, 1841, 
up to the time of the last returns; what quantity of land 
has been leased, and how many persons, as near as can he 
ascertained, are engaged in mining, in farming, or in mining 
and farming, on the same tract of land, in the so-called min- 
eral district of Illinois and Wisconsin; and further, to re- 
port to the Senate if any difficulty has occurred, and what, 
in leasing said lands, or any part thereof, and in collecting 
the rent stipulated therefor. 


The PRESIDENT protem. announced that the 
first thing now in order was the bill reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for the settlemeat 
of the title to the Pea Pach island, in the river Del- 
aware. 

The bill was accordingly taken up for considera- 
tien, as in committee of the whole.. 

Mr. DAYTON observed that he did not know of 
any objection to the bill, as it was the same in sub- 
stance as that which had last scssion passed the Sen- 
ate unanimously; but noticing that two Senators 
who took an interest in the bill were not in their 

laces, (one from Delaware, and the other from 

ew Jersey,) lest objections might be raised in 
their absence, he thought it would perhaps be bet- 
ter to let the matter lie over for another day. 

‘Mr. BUCHANAN asked if the two Senators 
now absent had voted for the bill last session? 

Mr. DAYTON replied that they had. 

Mr. BUCHANAN urged that, in that case, there 
could be no objection to going on with the bill. He 
desired earnestly that this pra should be brought 
to a conclusion. The city of Philadelphia has been 
left undefended, simply because Delaware and New 
Jérsey cannot agree about this Pea Patch island. ` 


Mr. DAYTON said, the long delay in the settle- 
ment of this question was not for the want of a dis- 
osition on the part of New Jersey, her courts, or 
er representatives, to have itsettled. This bill was 
agreed upon the last session of Congress by the 
Senators from the States of Delaware and New 
Jersey. It was passed unanimously by the Sen- 
ate, but failed to receive the action of the other 
House. ; 

The bill was then read through, as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN said this subject had been in con- 
troversy for twenty years or more. He noticed 
that the controversy was proposed.to be adjusted 
by referring itto the arbitration of Horace Binney, 
an eminent lawyer. He thought it almost impossi- 
ble that this, a controversy of such importance in 
that quarter, could have existed so long without the 
employment of Mr. Binney, on one side or the other, 
as counsel; and he regarded it as improper and inex- 
pedient for the Government to submita question of 
this sort to the arbitration of an individual who was 
interested in the result. Why should not the sub- 
ject be sent tothe Supreme Court of the United 
States—a tribunal known to be disinterested and in- 
dependent? They would render a decision that 
would be satisfactory to all the parties concerned— 
tothe whole Union. There was no necessity for 
passing a law to submit the case to Mr. Binney, or 
to any other person, when it could so easily and ap- 
propriately be brought before the Supreme Court of 
the United States for decision. He moved that the. 
bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, with instructions so to amend it ‘as to refer the 
controversy for decision to the United States courts. 

Mr. DAYTON obsvrved that it was on the possi- 
bility that some objection might be taken by some 
gentlemen unacquainted with the circumstances of 
the case, that he had proposed laying the bill on the 
table till the absent Senator from Delaware should 
come in. Had the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tar- 
PAN] been acquainted with the facts, he (Mr. Day- 
ron) felt satisfied he would not have raised the ob- 
jection. Mr. Binney had never been retained as 
counsel in the case.. The whole matter was well 
considered last winter by the parties interested, be- 
fore they agreed to select Mr. Binney as the referee. 
There is no question of title now at issue, that hav- 
ing been settled by one of the circuit courts of the 
United States, on an action brought, and judgment 
obtained. Judgment had been pronounced. on the 
finding of a jury in that court, to which the opposing 
counsel took no exception. 

The controversy had heretofore been as to the 
right of jurisdiction between the States of New 
Jersey and Delaware, and with regard to the claim 
of property in the island between the individual 
now claiming and the General Government. The 
State of Delaware had_ceded her interest in the 
island to the Generat Government, and had now 

reed with the individual claimant and the. State of 
New Jersey to the arrangement proposed in this 
bill. All the parties had agreed to refer the matter 
for adjustment to Mr. Binney, and it was hoped 
that no exception would be taken to this arrange- 
ment. But as it had occurred that an objection was 
raiscd, he (Mr. D.) thought it would be better now 
to let the bill be laid on the table, with a view of 
taking it up for consideration another day, unless 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] was satisfied 
with the explanation given, and would withdraw 
his objections. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that as it was his inten- 
tion to leave the city this afternoon for a few days, 
he desired, while the bill was up, to make a few re- 
marks on the subject. This controversy had existed 
fora great many years, to the great detriment and 
prejudice of the State of Pennsylvania. It had been 
a never-ending source of controversy; and now that 
the parties have agreed io settle it, it is certainly 
extremely desirable that the adjustment should be 
made speedily. It is particularly important to, 
Pennsylvania, because Pea Patch island is the only 
point, he believed, in which the Delaware could be 
defended. Now, he admitted that this was an 
awkward mode of settling the question; but it would 
be recollected by the Senate, that the cafffroversy 
existed between two sovereign States of thI¥ Union. 
The State of Delaware did not feel itself bound by 
any act of the State of New Jersey. Each State 
controverted the right of the other to jurisdiction 
over the island until this day; and now, when both 
these States, and theindividual concerned in the title, 
concurred ‘in leaving the matter to be finally deter- 
mined by Mr. Binney, whose determination can 


. fence of the Delaware. 


be made within two weel J would: 
very sorry indeed that the bill. should, be delaye 
he feared it might lead to another postponement 
question for eight or ten years.” He hoped th 
friend, the Senator from Ohio; wòuld not 
this. postponement to take place. He. ho 
the Senate would not.object to the course whi 
parties had agreed upon. At the same time, he was 
perfectly willing, ifthe Senator from: Ohio still dè- 
sired it, that the bill should lie over for the present,“ 
with the understanding that this subject of everlagi- 
ing ditigation should speedily be brought toa close. 
r. BENTON, aftera few. remarks, not d: 
heard by the reporter, was understood as- takin 
view of thé subject different from that.taken. by. 
Senator from Pennsylvania, with. regard to’ the ne-. 
cessity on the part of the United States, of submits 
ting her interests to arbitration. ‘The ‘selection. of. 
Pea Patch island by the General Government 
was made more than a quarter ‘of a- century 
o, because it was an important and suita- 
ble place for the erection of ‘works for the: de- 
x Having been selected as 
a place material to the whole Union, Congress made 
appropriations for the erection of fortifications, and . 
possession of the island was taken by’ the Govern- 
ment, and some of the works were constructed. 
This the Government had a right to do; and now all 
that remained to be done, was. to pay whatever: 
claimant should prove to be entitled to payment. 
The business of the Goverriment was to deena ihe 
Union, and to take such steps as should be necessa- 
ry to allow that object. The Government was not 
to let a great commercial city be ‘without its néces- 
sary defence, pending any controversy about State. 
jurisdiction or individual right of title.. Its business 
was to take possession, and go on withthe necéssa- 
ry works for the public defence, and then. pay the 
person for the property taken on. proof of title. 
Now, he (Mr. fron saw no reason why: the. 
claimants could not show their title to. Congress: 
as wellas to Mr. Binney. Was it not proper. that. 
the representatives of the people of the United 
States, and of the interests of the United States, should 
adjust their own business without any reference to 
r. Binney or any one else? He had no idea of 
permitting the interests of the United. to be submit- 
ted to an arbitration of this kind.. Let not Congress 
for a moment admit that it is not competent itself to 
settle its own affairs, or that it. is necessary: to: 
ploy a referee to adjust a matter in. w ; 
course is clearly pointed out by the Constitution. . 
Mr. BUCHANAN wished to say a word in re- 
ly to the Senator from Missouri.. He thought his 
fcadtable friend was wrong in regard to the con- 
stitutional law upon this subject. Private. prop- 
erty may be taken possession of by the Government 
of the United States; but such property must, first 
be paid for. The United States_had obtained the 
cession of the island from the State of Delaware, 
and now the individual claiming the title, and the 
State of New Jersey, have consented to the man- 
ner of adjusting the only thing left yet to be 
settled. “But the Government of the United 
States has no power, and God forbid she evershould 
have any, to take from individuals their property, 
without damages having been first assessed. and 
aid. As to the Scnator from Missouri, he (Mr. 
UCHANAN) conceived he was wrong in. his consti- 
tutional law on this subject. This Government has 
no right to settle down upon the principle of taking 
property vi et armis. He did not believe that any 
other country had adopted, or acted upon, such a 
rinciple. He believed there was no other conceiva- 
ble mode by which this question could be settled; 
but he confessed that, were it not for the delay, he 
would prefer having the matter adjusted by the Su- 
reme Court of the United States. There seemed, 
koseva, to be so much difficulty in the question of 
jurisdiction between the States of Delaware and 
New Jersey as to render it almost hopeless that the 
matter could there be settled. within any reasona- 
ble period. But for this, he would have. no 
preference for the reference proposed in this bill, 
i provides—and I am very glad that the legal 
owners agree to the arrangement—that the valuc of 
the property shall be’ assessed, as if taken at the 
time when the Government first took possession of 
it, with legal interest on the amount from that time. 
to the present... He was very willing that the hill 
should lie over for the present; but he did hope that 
the Senate would dispose of it as speedily as possi 
ble, and thus get rid of this very protracted question. 
“Mr. TAPPAN thought the. Senator . from Penn- 


sylvania was mistaken as to the law on this point, 


58 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He says the Government may take the land, but 
not till itis paid for. With great deference to the 
opinion of the Senator, he would submit that the 
only part of the Constitution applying. to the case 
was the last clause of the fifth article of the amend- 
ments, viz: “Nor shall private property be taken 
for public use without just compensation.” The 
practice of the States, which have a similar clause 
m their constitutions, has always been to take the 
property of individuals, and afterwards compensate 
the right owners. He thought that the subject 
Ought to lie on the table. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not at all admit that his 
construction of the Constitution had been open to 
correction. > 

- Mr. WOODBURY suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] there was another clause 
in the Constitution which might have some influ- 
ence on this point. In the 8th section of article 1, 
it was provided for jurisdiction to be exercised by 
the General Government over all places purchased by 
the consent of the Legislature of the State in which the 
same shall be, for the erction of forts, &c. Here, though 
the provision related to jurisdiction. yet it evidently 
contemplated, before that begun, a purchase of pri- 
vate property for forts, in places situated within the 
jurisdiction of a State. Purchase implied payment, 
or an agreement to pay, which was satisfactory, in- 
stead of it; and must be made by consent of the 
State before the jurisdiction of the General Gov- 
ernment begins. 

My. BENTON made a short remark, not heard 
in the reporter's gallery. 

Mr. BAYARD did’ not rise to protract the de- 
bate; but conceiving the matter to be somewhat 
new to several Senators, he thought some explana- 
tion necessary. But he wished first to ask if it was 
designed, by the motion just made, to get rid of the 
bill by laying it on the table; or was it only for 
the „present, with a view of taking it up another 


day? 

Me. DAYTON said his object, on first proposing 
to lay it on the table was, to give time for the Sena- 
tors from Delaware and New Jersey, not now in 
their places, to be present, in case any amend- 
ment. should be offered in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BAYARD ‘inquired of the Chair what was 
the present condition of the bill? 

e CHAIR replied that it was in committee of 
the whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that, if that was the 
slate of the bill at present before the Senate, as in 
committee of the whole, it might be well to say a 
few words on the subject. It was some time since 
he had an opportunity of looking at the papers re- 
lating to the matter, and he had come to the Senate 
without any expectation of being called upon to say 
anything on the subject. The history of the whole 
matter was this: 

During the last war, Gen. Dearborn, finding the 
Delaware river entirely unprotected, selected, as a 
favorable site for the establishment of a militar 
post, Pea Patch, an island lying opposite to the month 
of the Delaware canal. Atthat time the island was 
overflowed twice every twenty-four hours; and was 
little more than a mud-patch. The State of Dela- 
ware ceded her right to her share in this island to the 
United States. Phere was no consideration given. 
It was considered simply a disinterested and patriotic 
movement for the benefit ofthe whole country. The 
State of Delaware claimed the island as a part of her 
territory, under the grant made by the Duke of York 
of the twelve-mile section. The State of Delaware, 
conceiving it to be hers under this grant of the Duke 
of York, ceded the island to the United States for 
the purpose of erecting fortifications for the protec- 
tion of the river Delaware. The United States in- 
curred great expense, first in surrounding the island 
with an embankment and an extensive stone wall. 
He believed that the disbursements for its enclosure 
alone amounted to some $30,000 or $40,000. The 
Government then went on to construct Fort Dela- 
ware, which cost Congress something like a million 
of dollars. It so happened that the construction 
was entrusted to a person of irregular habits; 
the consequence of which was that, for want 
ofthe necessary precautions, the foundation sunk, 
and it was found that the works had settled 
so much that they were of no use, and the United 
States had the entire fabric pulled down, with a 
view of having it reconstructed. In doing this, a large 
quantity of materials was accumulated. In the mean 
time, person by the name of Gale claimed the island, 
on warrant of survey granted by the authorities of 
New Jersey. He continued to prosecute this claim 


against the United States; and, during the adminis- 
tration of the War Department by Mr. Secretary 
Eaton, an arrangement was entered into between 
this gentleman and him for the purchase of his in- 


_ terest, without going much into the question of ti- 


tle. With a feeling, perhaps, that property had 
been taken in this instance vi et armis, the 
sum of $30,000 was agreed upon to quiet the 
title. The matter was referred to Congress, and 
Congress refused to ratify the agreement. Mr. 
Gale then commenced a suit against the United 
States, (or rather against the officer in possession on 
the part of the United States,) which was tried in 
the circuit court of New Jersey. The consequence 
was, that judgnient was obtained in this court 

ainst the United States; and, under its execution, 

r. Gale took possession of the island. In this 
state of the case, the district attorney of the State of 
Delaware commenced an action against the tenant 
of Mr. Gale, and recovered judgment by default, 
the claimant not venturing to go into the question of 
title on the trial. Thus, then, there were two judg- 
ments of the courts standing against each other. In 
this state of things, it was agreed by the Secretary 
of War that the Government should take posses- 
sion of the island, on which there were some valua- 
ble materials belonging to the Government; and the 
matter has remained unsettled from that period un- 
til the present time. 

The Senator from Missouri would perceive that 
this was not such a matter as could be adjusted by 
the courts of the United States. In order to give 
such a court jurisdiction, the State of Delaware, on 
its part, passed certain resolutions, asking the United 
States Government to let the matter be reduced to a 
subject of controversy between the two States; but, 
in the mean time, before these resolutions were com- 
municated to him (Mr. Bayarp) or his colleague, it 
was proposed, by the party having the claim to the 
title, to submit the whole matter to arbitration; and 
he (Mr. Bavard) and his colleague assented, as did 
also the Senators from New Jersey. 

Mr. B. further argued, and at considerable length, 
that, all the parties interested being now satisfied 
with the mode of adjustment proposed by the bill, 
it was best, everything considred, not to open up. 
afresh the subjects of controversy, but to finally set- 
tle the question according to the present arrange- 
ment. 


Mr. TAPPAN wished to say a word in explana- 
tion, lest he should be misunderstood. The Govern- 
ment of the United States cannot take private prop- 
erty for public use in any place where they have 
not territorial jurisdiction. ‘The right to take pri- 
vate property belongs to the sovereign power. It 
can be exercised, therefore, in the States only by 
the State governments. Where the United States 
have territorial jurisdiction, they may take what 
property they want, and then pay for it. 

Mr. McDUFFIE desired to know at what time 
Mr. Gale obtained possession of the island—whether 
before or after the Government had taken posses- 
sion. 

Mr. BAYARD replied that this was the very 
question which was involved in the whole contro- 
versy, and it would take a long time to explain the 
matter. But he believed the truth of the matter 
was, that Gale had a sort of previous possession for 
purposes of fishing occasionally. “Yet, notwith- 
standing that, it was not considered in the controver- 
sy as that sort of title obtained from actual posses- 
sion. The controversy itself made it a matter of 
pride, on the part of New Jersey, to maintain her 
rights; and conceiving the island hers beyond dis- 
pute, she wee an act bringing it within the limits 
of one of her counties. 

He would call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] to the bill itself, 
in which he would see that Mr. Gale’s title must be 
satisfactory before he can derive any benefit from it. 
The bill says: 


“Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, directed to submit the question of the legal 
title to the said island, as derived by the United States from 
the State of Delaware, and by the said Henry Gale from the 
State of New Jersey, to the arbitration of Horace Binney, 
of the citygef Philadelphia, whose decision shall be final 
and concl e as between the United States and the per- 
son or persons claiming under the said Henry Gale, who 
shall be bound to establish, to the satisfaction ofthe said 
arbitrator, the fact that the title of the said Henry Gale, 
if any there be, is vested in him or them: Provided, That 
the person or persons claiming under the said Henry Gale 
shall, previous to such submission, as aforesaid, deposite 
in the hands of the Secretary of Ware deed releasing to 
the United States all claim and demand whatsoever to the 
said island.” 


Mr. HUGER asked if the State of New Jersey 
had made any cession of the island to the United 
States? ; : 

Mr. BAYARD replied that it had not. 

Mr. DAYTON called the attention of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hucerr] to the first sec- 
tion of the bill. He would there find a further answer 
to his question. It was not his (Mr. Dayron’s) pur- 
pose, nor was it that of the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp,] to touch the question of controversy 
between their respective States in relation to the 
island. They were content that the question of title 
involved in Mr. Gale’s claim should be referred and 
adjusted as proposed in this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN inquired how many acres of land 
the island contained. 

Mr. DAYTON replied that he was not able to 
say; but his impression was, that it contained thirty 
or forty acres. . ’ 

The motion to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill was then acqueisced in. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 

After some time spent in secret session— : 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 21, 1843. 


Mr. THOMPSON asked the general consent of 
the House to introduce a bill; which, being objected 
to, was not offered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked the House to excuse 
him from serving on the Committee of Claims. His 
reason for making this request was, that his con- 
stituents had several hundred petitions on the sub- 
ject of Indian claims, but none before the Commit- 
tee of Claims. Now, as the meetings of the Com- 
mittee of Claims were in the morning hours, which 
was the only time he had for attending to the busi- 
ness of his constituents, he hoped the House would 
see fit to excuse him. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cuineman’s mo- 
tion, and resulted in ayes 61, noes 24. . 

There not being a quorum voting— 

The question was again put, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 88, noes not counted. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF CON- 
: GRESS. 


Mr. DEAN gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to regulate the pay and mileage of mem- 
bers of Congress. 


DRY-DOCK AT PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. E. J. MORRIS gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill making an appropriation for a dry- 
dock at Philadelphia. 

Mr. BARNARD asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution asking information 
from the public departments: objected to. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON insisted on the regular order 
of business. 

The CHAIR said the regular business was the 
appeal taken yesterday by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Wisr.] 

Mr. BARNARD moved for a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer his resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON observed to the gentleman 
from New York, that, if he would allow the House 
to go on with the regular business, they would get 
through it in less time than in this irregular way. 

Mr. Barwarp’s resolution was then read for in- 
formation, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War transmit to the House 
a copy of the report of Captain Hughes, of the Topographi- 
cal Corps of Engineers, of the survey of the Hudson river, 
with a view to the improvement of its navigation. 

The question being put on the motion to suspend 
the rules, it was lost without a division. 

Mr. WISE then withdrew the appeal made by 
him yesterday. : 

The CHAIR than called for petitions from Mas- 
ceshusetts. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that there was an appeal 
before the House, taken by himself, on the decision 
of the Chair, that one of the petitions presented by 
him was excluded by the osh rule: [i. e. a petition 
praying against the admission of Texas into the 

mon while she tolerated slavery.] 

The CHAIR said that, since yesterday, he had 
examined the precedents bearing on this case, and 
had ascertained that such petitions have been hereto- 
fore received. Not feeling at liberty to set aside the 


established practice of the House, he decided that 
the petition must be received. 

r. WISE observed that there was one question 
left undecided when the House adjourned the day 
before yesterday, to wit: the motion to print the list 
of balances on the books of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER said that that question would 
come up after finishing the call upon the States for 
petitions and resolutions. 


On motion by Mr. WISE, leave was given to 


Thomas Harrison to withdraw his petition for a 
pension. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that there remained the 
petition which he had presented before the House 


adjourned yesterday, upon which the question of 


reception was raised. Mr. A. was proceeding with 
some remarks in relation to this petition, when 

The SPEAKER informed him that the discus- 
sion of it was not now in order, as the question of 
reception was yet undecided. 


Mr. ADAMS said that if he was not allowed to . 


speak on the petition, he would be allowed to speak 
on the question of the reception of it. Even upon 
the supposition that there were parts of it which 
were excluded under the rules, there were still parts 
of it which were not excluded, and were, therefore, 
proper for reference. It was in that point of view 
that he said yesterday that he was afraid that there 
was a prayer in‘ it which the Speaker would decide 
out of order; and that was, to secure to all the peo- 
ple of the United States the benefits of the self-evi- 
dent principles of the Constitution—the right to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. An objection 
was made that the petition contained matter that 
was insulting to the House; and he then desired 
that it might be read, that the House might judge 
for itself. Then an objection was raised to the 
reading of the paper. 

Now, he asked if it was possible to get forward 
with the petitions from the people of the United 
States if objections of this kind are suffered. How 
members from other parts of the Union could tole- 
rate the existence of arule which excluded the ar- 
guments in petitions of this nature, he was ata loss 
to conceive. He protested against any responsibil- 
ity for the consumption of one moment of the time 
of the House, while such a rule was suffered to ex- 
ist; and he must say, that all the difficulties they en- 
countered in this way were owing to the assumption 
of a right, by members of this body, to dictate to 
their constituents how they shall exercise the rights 
secured to them by the letter of the Constitution 
and by the first principles of every human Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. SAUNDERS rose to a question of order. 
He understood the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to have presented a petition, the reception of which 
was objected to, and thata motion had been made 
to lay the question of reception on the table. 

The SPEAKER did not understand that a mo- 
tion was made to lay the question of reception on 
the table. 

Mr. WISE observed that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonsson] made such a motion. 

Mr. ADAMS, (with strong emphasis, which ex- 
cited great laughter.) Mr. Speaker: Mr. Speaker! 
your journal will tell you how that was. The mo- 
lion to lie on the table was made in relation to an- 
other petition, and not to this. The Speaker deci- 
ded yesterday that that question, giving rise to de- 
bate, must lie over, and so your journal shows. 
There was no motion made for laying on the table. 
That expedient was not resorted to. eee: 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked if he was right in sup- 
posing that the question was on the reception of the 
petition. : 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, am Iin order? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Iam calling the gentleman to 


order. i ia 

Mr. ADAMS. IfI amin order, I insist on my 
right to proceed, 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have not yet stated my 


point of order, and I desire to know, first, what is the 
question before the House. I understand it to be, 
&Shall the petition be received?” and if so, I call the 
gentleman to order for irrelevancy in introducing the 
Rubject of the 21st rule of the House, which has 
nothing to do with the question of reception of this 
petition. : 

The SPEAKER said he understood the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to cali the gentleman 
from Massachusctts to order for irrelevancy in de- 
bate. It was with great difficulty, very frequently, 
that the Chair could see the applicability of remarks 


which gentlemen proposed to bring to’bear on ques-. 
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tions before the House. It seemed- to the Chair, 
however, that a discussion of the 21st rule of this 
House was not now relevant to the question which 
the House was called upon to decide. 

. Mr. ADAMS said that he was not, discuss- 
ing that rule. The gentleman from North 
Carolina, however, h shifted his ground. 
That gentleman called him to order because the 
gentleman from North Carolina pretended there was 
a motion yesterday to lay this subject on the table. 
That was the ground just stated. He was now 
called to order on the ground of irrelevancy. Why, 
according to the construction of some human skuils, 
nothing that bears directly on the subject before the 
House is relevant; and it sometimes happened that 
skulls of that kind have sympathy with the skull of 
the Speaker. [Great sensation.] 

The SPEAKER said, order and decorum must be 
required in debate; and the Chair could not, and 
would not, permit reflections of that kind to be 
made on members of this House, or on the Chair. 
[Loud cries of “That’s right.”’] 

_ Mr. ADAMS, (at the top of his voice.) “Thats 
right,” say all the slave Representatives on this 
floor. [Increased sensation. ] 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Apams.) The gentle- 


rnan will take his seat. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL (Mr. Apams still stand- 


ing) said the gentleman from Massachusetts having 
taken his seat—or being supposed to have taken his 
seat as required by the Chair—he (Mr. I.) as 
a peace-maker, to get rid of this unpleasant subject, 
would move that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House; his purpose being 
to move to take up the bill to refund the fine of Gen.. 
Jackson. 


The SPEAKER said the motion could not be en- 


tertained in that shape; for a suspension of the 
rules would be first necessary; and such a motion 
would require a two-thirds vote. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved the suspension of 


the rules. 


The SPEAKER was putting the question, when 
Mr. WHITE rose, and, with deference to the 


Chair, suggested that there was an impropriety in en- 
tertaining the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania while there was a question pending. 


Mr. BIDLACK. I wish to make an inquiry. 
Mr. WHITE. And I wish to propose that the 


gentleman from Massachusetts be permitted to pro- 
ceed in order; which is a courtesy that has never 
been denied in this. House. 
I claim it as a right—that this motion be now enter- 
tained by the Chair, and submitted to the H 


I now ask leave—nay, 


ouse. 


Mr. Č. J. INGERSOLL said, with deference to 


the gentleman from Kentucky, he knew, by his own 
experience, that a contrary practice had been pur- 
sued. 
irrelevancy; he had been turned into his seat for 
irrelevancy; (and of that he did not complain, he 
merely mentioned it as a precedent;) he had moved 


He had himself been called to order for 


for leave to proceed in order, and the majority, by 
the yeas and nays, had decided against him. This 


was a precedent: he then understood that the gen- 


Ueman from Massachusetts had been required to 


take his seat, and consequently that the subject was 


at an end; and he“had anticipated any other pro- 
ceeding, by his motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole—which was a motion that was always in 
order. He admitted that courtesy should ever pre- 
vail in the proceedings of the House; but he ap- 
pealed to the pentiergan from Massachusetts himself, 
ifeven the right of petition would not suffer by the con- 
sumption of three or four hours every day in the 
way in which they were proceeding. They had 

apers presented, which, he must say, appeared to 
him to trench as much upon the prefane and on 
irreverence, as anything in the world could. This 
was a paper which was said to bea petition calling 


upon this House to confess its sins, and to acknowl- | 


edge the divinity of the Head of our holy religion. 

Mr. ADAMS interposed; but 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had the floor, 
and he intended to insist upon his right to it until 
he had done. 

The SPEAKER said the motion before the 
House to suspend the rules was not debatable. 

Mr. WELLER remarked, that all the debate was 
out of order. N 

Mr. DUNCAN rose, and said _ he wished to un- 
derstand the question. é : 

The SPEAKER said debate was not in order. 
- Mr. DUNCAN said he understood, then, the 
Chair’ to decide that it was in order to. move a. sus- 
pension of the rules while a member waw speaking. 
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The SPEAKER said the Chair had not so- de~: 
cided. The gentleman from: Massachusetts: had 
been called to order; and having been required to: 
take his seat, and no other proposition’ being before 
the House, nor any: other member being entitled. to `: 
the floor, the gentleman from “Pennsylvania. had . 
risen and moved a suspension of the rules; which, 
in the opinion of the Chair, was in. order. ; ee 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired if he was to understand 
that, while a member: was on the. floor, he could be 
called to order; and, if pronounced to be out. of order 
by the Chair, and required to take his seat, (and 
under such circumstances. it would be his duty.to `- 
take his seat,) that such member would. be precluded 
from proceeding inorder? (Great confusioh.). He 
certainly considered that a member, who might, be 
called to order for irrelevancy, should be at iberty. ` 
to go on in order, although he had been declared to 
be out of order. i eee 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark that 
it was not in order to debate this question. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Iam not debating a question. 

I have risen to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER said it would have been in order 
for the gentleman from Massachusetts to have gone 
on, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania had not 
submitted this motion; but two-thirds of the House 
could at any time change the order of business. 

Mr. DUNCAN said now he ‘had. the. question 
fairly stated; and it was his desire to. have .1¢ stated 
so that all could understand it. The gentleman from ., 
Massachusetts was discussing a question; he was 
declared to be out of order for irrelevancy, [a voice— | 
indecorum,} or indecorum, if they leased; and 
while he was declared to be out. of order, a:gentle-._ 
man from Pennsylvania rose and moved a: suspen- 
sion of the rules for a certain purpose, and thus the | 
member called’ to order was precluded from making... 
any further remarks in order. If such was the de- 
cision of the Chair, he should appeal from that. de- :. 
cision. Whenever he could do so with safety, he 
was desirous to sustain the Chair; and it was with 
great reluctance that he felt himself compel ed now ` 
to take an appeal. i 

The SPEAKER again explained at some ength, . 
and stated that no gentleman was on the floor at the 
time that the gentleman from Pennsylvania made his : 
motion to suspend the rules. Pe etae Males 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks, in the course 
of which he contended that the course of the House, 
during the ten years that he had occupied a seat in. 
it, was to allow gentleman called to order. for irrel> : 
evany,on their own motion, or on the motion of an- 
other gentleman, to proceed in order; and he desired’ ’ 
the same courtesy to be extended to the gentleman — 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said any appeal to him, 
to extend personal courtesy to any gentleman on * 
that floor would never be disregarded by him.. The‘ 


gentleman from Kentucky would do him the justice. 


to remember, that when he rose, he stated explicitly, 
that he rose as a peace-maker; and at the very time’ © 
that he so interposed, it must also be remembered that. . 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had thrown:out to 

many members on that floor the most offensive of . 
all taunts. If, however, the gentleman from: Massa- , 
chusetts desired to make any explanation, an appeal . 
to his courtesy would not be made in vain.: `=. f 

Mr. WHITE said, a gentleman ‘called to. order 
and compelled to take his seat, might be called-upon 
to sitdown wrongfully, and the judgment of the Chair : 
might not be sustained by the House, if an opportu- . 
nity were afforded the House: to. act upon the ques- 
tion. If, however, a gentleraan was compelled to take ` 
his seat, and there the matter was to end, an impu- 
tation might rest upon such. gentleman improperly. 
He claimed, therefore, for the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the usual courtesy in such cases; and he 
denied, also, that the question on which the gentle- 
man was addressing the House, when he was called 
to order, was disposed of thereby. ; 

Mr. GC. J. INGRSOLL again said, if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts desired to explain, he 
would withdraw his motion. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. WISE, 
The SPEAKER, Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, and 
others. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL withdrew his motion. 
Mr. WHITE then moved that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts have leave to go on in order. f 

Mr. WINTHROP said, this being a question 
which affects the liberty of speech, he mamtaincd 
that the gentleman was entitled to proceed without 
any motion for granting him permission. 

M He de- 


r. HOPKINS rose to a point of order. 


a ne 


sired to know whether ‘there had. been an appeal 
from thë decision of the Chair that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was out of order. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that he appealed from that 
decision, for he thought the gentleman was clearl 
entitled to proceed, unless some member objected; 
and-unti] such objection were made, there was no 
occasion fora vote of the House to permit the gen- 
tleman to proceed, es i 

The SPEAKER remarked, that if ihere was no 
objection, the gentleman would be of course at liberty 

to proceed, í f 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia rose and objected. 

The question whether the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts should be allowed to proceed with his 
remarks was put by the Chair, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. ADAMS then proceeded as. follows:.I am 
much obliged to the House, sir, for their kindness; 
and I shall endeavor to proceed, for a very few mo- 
ments, in order. But, sir, there has been so much 
of- very irrelevant debate in this House since I was 
ordered by the Speaker of this House to take m 
seat, before my speech was concluded, that I shall 
have some di Paley, perhaps, in collecting the scat- 
tered ideas which the eloquence and wisdom which 
I have heard in this House since I was seated have 
tended to drive from my mind; and in renewing 
those arguments in-favor of the liberty of the people 

- of this country, which I was exercising the freedom 
of speech in endeavoring to support or redeem. 

I was saying that the “petition, received or not 
received, suspended (God knows where, I don’t) 
somewhere between heaven and earth, which now 
forms the subject of renewed debate, contained one 
payer which I was afraid the Speaker of this 

ouse would consider as coming within the rule, 
and therefore not admissible. 

‘Mr. DUNCAN said he desired to raise another 
question. He understood the debate was predi- 
cated on a petition which had been offered yester- 
day, and which had been laid over. He desired 
to know whether, when a petition which gives rise 
to debate was laid over until the next or some sub- 
sequent day, it came up as a matter of course; and 
whether the person who offered it was entitled to 
oceupy the time of the House to the exclusion of 
petitions from other States. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was the opinion of 
the Chair that, before the close of the first thirty 
days of the session, where a debate arose upon a 
petition, and was suspended, it came up, as a mat- 
ter of course, on the following day, as the unfin- 
ished business. : 

Mr. DUNCAN. To the exclusion of other pe- 
titions? 

The SPEAKER. ‘To the exclusion of all other 
business. . 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. The question is on the 
reception of the petition by the House; and I was 
endeavoring, to the best of my ability, to show the 
House that it ought to be received, read, and re- 
ferred—at least those parts of it which, in the opin- 
ion of the Speaker, do not come within the exclu- 
ding rule. i admit, sir, that that portion of the pe- 
tition which the Speaker will probably decide to 

come within the rule must be excluded from the 
consideration of the committee to which the other 
parts of the petition may be referred; and, sir, I 
was going, to-day, into an argument or two for the 
reception or admission of those parts of the petition 
which do not come within the rule. 

I do not know but that I shall transgress the or- 
der of the House again, by saying that I hope the 
House, in regard to the rights of their constituents, 
the sovereign people of these United States, will not 
extend the exclusion of petitions of a particular class 
or description to all petitions coming from a particu- 
lar section of the country, against the rights of the 
people of that section, while the same rule does not 
operate upon other parts of the Union. I hope that 
the Flouse will not proceed to extend the exclusion, 
which has been provided for particular cases, to 
other cases to which it is not applicable, notwith- 
standing the vast multitude of pretensions that are 
set up for that purpose, such as that the prayer 
which the petition contains—to acknowledge the 
authority of God—is an insult to this House. 

Why, sir, I have heard of constructive treason; and 
I have no doubt those who framed the Constitution 
of the United States knew what constructive treason 
means, as well as its cruel operation upon those up- 
on whom it was brought to bear; but as for con- 

structive insults to this House, is it possible for the 


human imagination to conceive that a prayer to ac- 
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knowledge the authority of Almighty God can be | 


taken to bé an insult to this House? 

Sir, the petition bears evidence on its very face 
that the persons who signed it were acting under a 
sense of duty to their God—under a deep conscien- 
tiousness; and though members of this House, and 
pornibly I myself, may suppose that it would have 

een perhaps more prudent for the petitioners to be 
silent on the subject, rather than to make it a matter 
to be brought before the House, yet, sir, I cannot 
conceive of anything more absurd than to say that 
such a prayer 1s an insult to the House. If such a 
doctrine as this were sound, nothing could ‘be said 


py petitioners which the House might not consider 


an insult—at least, a constructive insult. A prayer 
for the acknowledgment of God an insult to the 
House! 

Sir, there are large portions of the people of this 
country who are laboring under burdens of con- 
science, and entertaining opinions and feelings in 
consequence of the convictions of their consciences, 
who would, nevertheless, be among the last men in 
this Union to offer an insult to this House, or to the 
laws of the country. They labor, perhaps, under un- 
necessary apprehensions and fears. They perhaps 


- entertain the opinion that the majority of this House 


do not sufficiently recognise the laws and authority 
of God; and though they may be mistaken in their 
views and fears and apprehensions, yet this consci- 
entious feeling on their part deserves, on the part 
of the House, very different treatment from being 
turned away with scorn, and the petitioners told 
that they are insulting the House. 

Sir, I say that this petition, which the House has 
refused to hear read, bears upon its face proof of 
having been signed by persons who were under deep 
conscientious conviction. And though I might my- 
self not be ready to vote for all which they require, 
Ido hope the House will not only receive it, but 
refer it toa committee, and obtain from that com- 
mittee a report; which they may do without granting 
the prayer of the petition. We may at least satis- 
fy the petitionors by receiving their petition, and re- 
ferring it. 

Sir, the House have had heretofore, and will have 
again at this session, numerous petitions, no doubt, 
against the transmission of the mailsupon the Lord’s 
day. There is a very large portion of the people of this 
community who are under the same sort of convic- 
tion, that the practice is contrary to the law of God. 
Sir, I do not entirely coincide in opinion with them. 
I think it exceedingly doubtful, if the question 
should be brgught before the House again, (as I pre- 
sume it will be,) whether I shall bring myself to 
vote against the transmission of mails upon the 
Sabbath. But this petition, praying the acknowl- 
edgment of the authority of God, is an insult to 
the House! Lam confident the next thing will be, 
that if a petition is presented here against the trans- 
mission of the mails on the Sabbath, the same ob- 
jection will be made to it. It will be said to be an 
insult to this House; and yet that is but another 
modification of the prayer of this very petition to 
acknowledge the authority of God. In the under- 
standing of these petitioners, they believe that the 
authority of God 1s against the transmission of the 
mails upon the Sabbath. The Holy Scriptures 
themselves declare that the Sabbath shall be a day 
of rest from labor. i 

Sir, I am limited very much in my course of ar- 
gument upon this petition, by the refusal, hitherto, of 
the House to have this petition read. Ihope it will be 
read, if only upon the ground that the petitioners 
were perhaps mistaken in the views there sct forth, 
and that they require some expostulation on the 
part of the House, or report of a committee at least, 
showing that the acknowledgment of the authority 
of God is no partof the duty of this House. Per- 
haps it is notconstitutional. lam willing to see an ar- 
gument upon the subject, in the report of the com- 
mittee, assuming the ground that the acknowledg- 
ment of the authority of God and the Christian re- 
ligion: would not be constitutional; that the Con- 
stitution of the United States forbids this House to 
acknowledge the authority of God, or of Jesus 
Christ. Isay I am willing to see the report of a 
committee upon this point; but to say that the prayer 
of this petition isan insult to the House—sir, E 
hope the House will not disgrace itself by any such 
determination! Sir, I wish not to occupy the time 
of this House more than is necessary. I wish to 
God I could present all these petitions, and that they 
could be received, and referred to committees 
without a word of comment by anybody; and that 
we might have reports as to what was unconstitu- 


tional and what was.not, in the petitions themselves. 
Sir, these petitions, in my opinion, deserve the most 
attentive consideration of this House. Let it be 
shown, by the answer which the House will make, 
whether the contents of them are proper or Improper 
to be presented to this House. I say it appears 
upon the face of this petition, that the persons from 
whom it comes are not actuated by any factious 
spirit, but that it comes from persons acting under 
strong religious convictions. I hope, therefore, it will 
be i and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. Asan amendment to the Constitution is re- 

uested, it will perhaps be proper to refer it to the 
j udiciary Committee, as to that committee belongs 
the consideration of all questions of this nature. I 
wish the whole of it may be referred, if the Speaker 
thinks that it does not come within the rule; but if 
otherwise, then that those parts which do not come 
within-the rule may be referred. i 

Mr. WISE moved to lay the question of recep- 
tion upon the table. 

Mr. ADAMS demanded the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 
Mr. TIBBATTS desired to hear the petition 


read. . 

The SPEAKER said the petition would be read 
by the Clerk, if therc was no objection. _ 

Mr. WISE inquired if it would be in order to 
read it. 

The SPEAKER replied that it could be decided 
by a vote of the House whether it should be read. 

Mr. WISE contended that it was not properly in 
the possession of the House; that the Clerk had no 
right to have it in his hand. The rule applied to 
papers in the possession of the House, and not to 

apers out of the House—not to papers in nubibus. 
The hand of the House did not hold the papers. 
They might as well call spirits from the vasty deep, 
as to call for the reading of the petition. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he did not profess to 
know much about the rules of the House, but, as 
he understood them, the question was this: a gén- 
tleman rises in his place, and asks for the reading of 
a petition; the mover states what he understands to 
be the substance of the petition; the general rule 
then was, that, presumptively, the petition should be 
received. Objection being made, he would ask if 
any one could say, upon principles of common 
sense and propriety, that the House could decide 
whether to receive or reject it until they heard it 
read. He would not say that the contents 
were altogether proper to be introduced to that 
House; it appeared to him, however, to be perfect- 
ly harmless. He believed there was no treason in 
it, although there might be some absurdity. It all 
proceeded from enthusiasm. How could any gen- 
tleman object to its reception until he knew what it 
contained. If it was disrespectful towards the 
House, he would vote for its rejection; but if other- 
wise, it ought to be received. + 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana said he understood the 
persion had been presented yesterday, and received 

y the House. ` [Cries of “No, no; it was not re- 
cevel 

The SPEAKER said the question of reception 
had been laid over because it involved debate; and 
it came up to-day as the unfinished business of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that, as he made the 
motion yesterday against the reception of this peti- 
tion, it became him, in order that he might not be 
misunderstood, to offer some remarks on the sub- 
ect. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a quesiion of order. 
The motion to lay the question of reception on the 
table not being debatable, he presumed that the in- 
cidental question growing out of it, and then pend- 
ing, was also not debatable. He made this sugges- 
tion, not out of want of respect to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. HaraLson,] but to enforce the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER observed that a question of order 
was raised by the gentleman from New York, 
whether the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Tissarrs,] to have the paper read, was 
debatable, the motion to lay the question of recep- 
tion on the table having been previously made. 
The Chair was of opinion that, the motion to lay 
on the table not being debatable, neither would the 
incidental question before the House be debatable. 

Mr. HARALSON asked if he might be permit- 
ted to give the reasons which induced him to object 
to the reception of the petition, as an offset to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Apams.} 2 eS 
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Mr. TIBBATTS inquired if he had a right to 
have the penton read. 

The SPEAKER stated the rule of. the House, as 
follows: when the reading of a paper is called for 
and objected to, that question shall be submitted to 
the House, who shall decide it. This was a paper 
presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

Mr. Apams;] who gave, as required by the rules, a 
verbal statement of its contents. Strictly speaking, 
the paper was not in the possession of the House; 
but the Chair decides that a majority of the House 
may determine whether it will have it read or not. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY called for the yeas and 
nays on the question. 

r. WISE inquired if that proceeding would 
place.the paper on the journal. 

The CHAIR said that all that would go on 
would be a qereiprion of the paper. 

Mr. WISE. The journal will speak of the pa- 
per as being read by order of the House. il 
not that place the paper in the possession of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. No; it will not. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. WISE. Before voting, I wished to inquire 
what paper itis that the motion is made to read. 

The SPEAKER. The one presented by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, and of which he gave 
a verbal statement of the contents. 

Mr. WISE. Which one? 

The SPEAKER. The journal gives no account 
of what the paper is. 

Mr. WELLER. Let us have the paper read, in 
order that we may decide whether to have it read or 
not. 

Mr. WISE. I ask for the reading of that paper 
which the journal calls for. I submit to the House 
that I have a right to call for the reading of a paper, 
the description of which has been journalized. I ob- 
jected to the reading of a paper which was not in the 
possession of the House; but, if the paper has been 
journalized, it must be in the ‘possession of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to withdraw his objections? 

Mr. WISE. Not at all; but the question is put to 
me, asa member of the House, if I will allow a pa- 
per to be read; and I want to know what it is, and 
must have it read before I can know. This demon- 
states that the decision of the Speaker works in a 
circle so that you never can arrive at any result. 
Bilis paper is it that the gentleman wants to have 
read? 

The SPEAKER. It is the paper presented by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr.Apams,] and 
the reading of which the gentleman from Virginia 
objects to. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY. The yeas and nays being 
ordered, I ask if it is in order to debate the question? 
If not, the question should at once be taken, and we 
will then have the whole matter before us. 

Mr. HOLMES said, it appeared to him that the 
whole ponio was given up after the gentleman 
had called for the reading of the paper; and he 
wanted Southern gentlemen to consider whether any 
paper that might be called for might be read. Now 
suppose the Mormons from Illinois should send here 
a petition—and doubtless the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts would present it for them—to supersede 
the Holy Scriptures, and adopt the Mormon Bible 
in its stead: he asked if gentleman would be wil- 
ling to sit here and listen to the reading of the whole 
Mormon Bible, from Alpha to Omega, because a 
member called for it, in order that he might vote 
with a full knowledge of the question. 

Mr. GILMER said it seemed to him that the dis- 
cussion going on was irregular and out of order. 
The 24th rule prescribed that, when petitions are 
presented, the member presenting them must give a 
brief verbal statement of their contents. This has 
been done in this case, and therefore the House was 
already in possession of all the information in regard 
to it that the rule contemplated it should have, until 
the paper shall be received. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY asked if the gentleman raised 
the point of order that the Chair was wrong in de- 
ciding that the decision of the question must be 
made by the House. 

Mr. GILMER did not understand the Chair as 
having decided the question, but as having submit- 
ted the decision of it to the House. His object 
was not to appeal from the decision of the Chair; 
for he understood the Chair as declining to decide 
the question, and referring it to the House. The 
question he submitted to the Chair was, whether the 
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House could order the reading 
without a suspension of the 24th rule; and was it 
not incumbent on the member, when he called for 
the reading of the paper, to move that suspension? 
Mr. SCHENCK understood the Speaker fo have 
decided that the question upon reading was not de- 
batable. The state of thé question appeared to him 
to be this: the gentleman from Massachusetts 
presented a petition, and at the same ume, in ac- 
cordance with the rules, gave a verbal statement of 
its contents; upon which a gentleman raised the 
question of reception. A motion was then made to 
lay the question of reception on the table; and, 
pending the motion to get rid of the petition in this 
summary way of laying the question of reception 
on the table, some gentleman called for the reading 
of it. Now he himself desired the reading of the 
paper, in order that he might determine for himself 
whether the most proper disposition of the paper 
would be to receive, reject, or lay it on the table. It 
was true, a verbal statement had been given of its 
contents; but he wished to have an opportunity of 
comparing the céntents of the paper with this verbal 
statement, and to give his vote, whatever it might 
be, with a full understanding of the subject. is 
responsibility was to his constituents, and not to any 
member of this House; and therefore, he was not 
willing to predicate his votes on their verbal state- 
ments, when he had an opportunity of judging for 
himself. For these reasons, he desired to have the 
paper received. One gentleman had objected that, 
on this principle, the reading of the Bible might be 
called for, and members might have to sit here till 
July, to hear the whole of the Scriptures read 
through. Well, this might be so, and he did not 
know that the reading of the Scriptures would be 
very unprofitable; but suppose a call was made for 
the reading of the Bible: must not a majority of the 
House desire to hear it read before it could be done? 
Mr. STETSON called the gentleman from Ohio 
to order, for debating a question that the Speaker 
had just declared was not debatable. As other 
members had been indulged, he had no objection to 
a reasonable speech; but he must object to a long one. 
Mr. SCHENCK proceeded with his remarks for 
a few moments, but was interrupted with repeated 
cries for the question. d 
The SPEAKER here read ‘the rule under which 
he submitted the question of reading to the House. ` 
Some conversation ensued between Mr. WISE 
and the SPEAKER, respecting the reading of the 
aper. 
r. TIBBATTS desired to hear the paper read. 
Mr. REID of North Carolina, Mr. BEARDS- 
LEY, Mr. WELLER, and Mr. HARALSON 
likewise took part in the conversation which occur- 
red; and ultimately the question was taken whether 
the House would have the petition read, and it was 
decided in the affirmative—146 voting in the afirma- 
tive and 39 in thenegative, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J, Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Boug- 
lass, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Gri- 
der, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henly, Herrick, 
Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Wi ashington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Maclay, McClelland, McClernend, Mc- 
Dowell, Mcilvaine, McKay, Marsh, Moore, Edward J. 
Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Phoenix, 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Ramsey, Rath- 
pun, Charles M. Read, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, 
St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas 
H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, John T. Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, 
Winthrop, Wm. Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—146. 
NAYS—Messrs. Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Bow- 
Hin, Boyd, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Daniel, Dawson, Dellet, Dickinson, 
Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Haralson, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, George wW. Jones, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeConnell, Mathews, Davia 
S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Saunders, Simpson, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, Wise, and Woodward—39. 


The Clerk then read the memorial as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representa- 

tives of the United States in Congress Assembled: 
We, the subscribers, residing in Randolph and 
Washington counties, and State of -Hlinois, deeply 


= 


of this petition, 


concemed “in the general weal of this 

lainly, but respectfully, to address 

ody in relation to “your duti 
tives, believing that civil government isa Div 
stitution ordained for the glory of God and the good 
of man; and that those who are lawfully called and 
qualified to administer, (it being God's’ ministers,) 
are bound, in all their official transactions, to act ac- 
cording to his law, and to respect the honor of Him 
by whom king’s reign, and princés decree justice; and 
that this nation, highly favored of Heaven’ in being 
delivered from foreign domination and in various oth- 
er ways, has greatly sinned: in disregarding” 
primary and fundamental principles of civil rule, 
that this is the cause of many of the evils. ‘that now 
afflict this land, for which the God of nations has visit- 
ed it for years past with many tokens of Hig “just 
displeasure. We ask you, therefore, io take ‘this 
subject into solemn and prayerful consideration; we 
ask you not to adopt any measuré inconsistent with 
pure republican government, nor to pass any law 
tending to unite church and state, or to impair the 
rights of conscience of any; but.we do ask ‘you: to 
propose, as amendments to the federal Constitution, 
the following provisions: f i 

1. A full and explicit confession of sin against 
the God of the whole earth, in not having acknowl- 
edged His name and authority in the Constitution 
of the United States, and in se , by constitu- 
tional guaranties, the African aM American slave 
trade, and slavery in the States and 'Territoriés, <` 

2. An acknowledgment of Jesus Christ as Prince 
of the rig Soli of the earth; and national‘subju- 
gation to him as Lord of all, to the glory of God the 
Father. ie we 

3. An acknowledgment of the laws of God as 
the supreme law of the land, and the revising of 
every law, local or general, inconsistent with the 
high mandates of Heaven. ; ae eee 

4. Such an alteration of the Federal Constitution 
as shall secure and protect every person in the na- 
tion in the enjoyment and exercise of the \inalien- 
able rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness. 

Be wise, now, therefore, oh! ye kings; be in- 
structed, ye judges of the earth. Serve the Lord in 
fear, and rejoice with trembling. Kiss the Son, lest 
he be angry, and ye perish from the way, when his 
wrath is TEA. 


indled buta little. `. 
Signed by James Wallace and 212 others. > 


The SPEAKER stated the question to'be on lay- 
ing the motion for its reception on the table. : 


Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
yeas 98, nays 80, as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, Edward 
J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell; Bos- 
sier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Daniel, John W. Davis Dawson, Dellet, Dickingon, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, French, Gilmer, Willis Green, Gri- 
der, Haralson, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An: 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, La 
branche, Lucas, bumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernard, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moore, J. Morris, Murphy, 
Newton, Norris, Owen, Peyton, E. D. Potter, Pratt, D.'S. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, Saunders, Sen- 
ter, Simpson, Slidell, Thos. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens,John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wilkins, ‘Wise, Wood- 
ward, and Yost--98. ; 

NAYS-—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Benton, J. Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll; Catlin, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, R. D: Davis, Dean, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Frick, Giddings, Byram Green, Wale, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R: Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpat- 
rick, McClellan, Mclivaine, Marsh, Morse, Edw. J. Morris, 
Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Phanix, E. R. Potter, Pur- 
dy, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, Robinson, Rogers, St. John, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thos. H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Stetson, 
Sykes, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A.Wright—80. 


Mr. Œ. J. INGERSOLL then moved that the 
rules be suspended for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole. i 

Mr. ADAMS said he had some more petitions to 
present, and among the rest— 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could not pro- 
ceed unless the rules were suspended. 

Mr. THOMPSON submitted to the Chair, that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was entitled to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that he considered 


entle from Massachusetia wae entitled to 
the floor. ‘ j 

Mr. ADAMS said this was the most. extraordi- 
nary mode of peacemaking that he ever heard of. 

Mr. A. then presented: certain resolves: of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, and requested that 
they might be read. He then moved that they be 
printed and referred to a select committee of nine 
members. | 

` Mr. JAMESON moved to refer them to the Com- 
. mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped his friend from 
Missouri would withdraw that motion, and allow 
them to go toa select committee. 

Mr. JAMESON, however, declined to accede to 
the request. 

Mr. WISE then rose, and said he had been for 
along time opposing the proceedings of the House 
upon these petitions. He saw, from the-manner 
in which 
ducted, in reference to the section of the coun- 
try, which he represented, that the war 
which had been commenced was likely to be 
carried on unceasingly; and he now declared (and 
he wished the reporters to be particular in taking 
down what he said,) that now, henceforth, and for- 
ever, he ceased to contend in the war which was be- 
ing carried on in that House by certain men against 
the South. vould hereafter oppose nothing; 
but leave the gi man from Massachusetts, and all 
others, to take their own course with the whole sub- 
ject. He would vote, therefore, for the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and let him have 
the committee, and disclose his designs in full, that 
they might know on what-terms they stood in that 
House. 

Mr. HOLMES said that, although gentlemen 
from Virginia might retire from the contest, he (Mr. 
H.) would henceforth renew the battle. He did not 
yet despair of the Republic. [Loud cries of “that’s 
right;” ‘nil desperandum.”] He confessed, with the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Wiss,] that the 
action of that House had been anything but au- 
spicious to Southern rights and interests. He said 
to his constituents, that™day after day the waves 
were rolling from the North, which ‘threatened to 
overwhelm them. If his voice could reach not 
only their ears but their hearts, he would say, so 
far from relinquishing upon that floor, or in that 
House, the idea of giving battle, he would sound 
the tocsin, and give battle at once; for it was not to 
be mistaken that even the old and gallant heroes 
of the revolutionary struggle in the North—even 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts him- 
self, who was associated with them, shoulder to 
shoulder, in the mighty contest which disenthralled 
us from foreign dominion—were now engaged in 
fierce hostility against their own countrymen. They 
come to this House, antl deny us even the right of rep- 
resentation on this floor. The day of battle must 
come; and he would say to Southern men, Gird up 
your loins; put on your armor, and prepare for it. 

ou must meet it; and the sooner you secure the 
rights which your fathers transmitted to you, the 

etter. j 

Mr. WISE said he wished to give the particular 
reason for taking the course he did. [Several mem- 
bers demanded that the question should be laid over, 
as it was likely to give rise to debate.] 

Mr. HOPKINS said he would insist that the pro- 
position go over if debate was persisted in. 

Mr. WISE desired to make an explanation. 

TheCHAIR put the question whether Mr. Wise 
have leave to proceed; which was granted. 

Mr. WISE said he would not again have intruded 
upon the House, but for the remarks which fell 
from the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HOLMES. I hope that the gentleman does 
not suppose. 

Mr. WISE. Not at all, [laughter;] but by pur- 
suing this course, and declaring that he would cease 
from the war, he meant only that he was not satis- 
fied, asa friend to the people whom he represented, 
with the manner in which the war against their 
rights had been carried on. It was too solemn, too 
grave, too vital a question, to be determined upon 
the poor pitiful issue of a point of order. Hein- 
tended to pursuea different mode of warfare. In- 
stead of contesting the motions made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts; instead of calling upon 
the Speaker to decide points of order; instead of 
asking that the rules of the House may be enforced, 
he intended to leave the majority to take their own 
eourse. The only question now was, whether the 
Constitution would protect the minority there from 


these proceedings had been con-. 
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-insult, or whether they were to be protected by the. 

aranties which their forefathers had provided for 
them, at the expense of the blood of heroes and the 
wisdom of sages. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY asked leave to make a few 
remarks; which being granted, Mr. B. observed that 
he was. of opinion thatgwhat the’ gentleman from 
Virginia denominated the war, had not been con- 
ducted in a manner best calculated to protect South- 
ern rights; though he arrived at that conclusion in a 
different way. “He believed that with regard to pe- 
titions touching this delicate question of slavery, the 
true constitutional course would be to receive them, 
and either lay them on the table, or reject them, if the 
minds of members were already made up adverse to 
their prayers. But, if the House was not prepared 
to pronounce such a judgment on them, orif the 
House should think it ‘most politic, for the sake of 
preserving the peace of the country, to refer them, (as 
was the practice of the House for many years, and 
a practice for which he had often given his vote,) he 
would send them toa select committee consisting of 
those members most favorable to the objects em- 
braced in them. 

Though his mind was irresistibly brought to the 
conclusion that Congress could in no degree inter- 
fere with the question of slavery, he was convinced 
that the true policy for Southern gentlemen—the 
best mode to quell this exciting tempest, and to re- 
store peace and harmony to the country—would be 
to refer these petitions to those most in favor of 
them, and thus throw upon them the responsibility 
of making a report recommending such action as 
they thought should be had in regard to them. 
They could propose nothing but a violation of the 
Constitution, or a dissolution of the Union, that 
could accomplish the objects such petitions had in 
view; and should they make a report recommending 
an infringement of the Constitution, they would at 
once be met by an overwhelming majority of the 
House opposed to them. Was there’ a man 
there from the North, abolitionist or not, that 
would listen to a proposition for a dissolution 
ofthe Union? He was sure there was not; and he 
was equally sure that there would be found very few 
willing to trench on the rights of the South, or inter- 
fere with the institutions guarantied to them by the 
Constitution. In saying this, he spoke too the sen- 
timents of a majority of the people of the North; for 
he did not believe there was one in fifty of them not 
as ready to protect the South in its constitutional 
rights as they were to defend theirown. He would 
add further, that in his opinion the reference to a 
committee, of such resolutions as had been presented 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, did not imply 
that the House was in favor of them. He thought 
he might say with confidence, that there was not a 
single member from New York who desired the ac- 
complishment of such objects as were contained in 
those resolutions; and if he might be permitted to 
speak of political divisions, he would say that, of the 
Democracy of New York, there was not a single 
individual ofthem disposed to question the rights of 
the South, or to interfere with that particular species 
of property which is the subject of. these abolition 
petitions. The true mode of proceeding with these 
petitions, would be to receive and refer them to 
those members most favorably disposed towards 
them, and thus throw on them the responsibility 
of embodying their views on this subject in a report. 
If, said he, we vote against receiving them, we get 
entangled in the question of the right of petition—a 
right which he never could vote to abridge. Such 
being his convictions, he never could vote against 
receiving these petitions; for he was persuaded that 
such votes were in violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. WISE suggested to the gentleman, before he 
sat down, to move for a select committee, to which to 
refer not only the resolutions just offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, but all the petitions 
he might offer of a similar nature. He (Mr. W.) 
could not make such a motion himself, nor vote for 
it, for, as he said before, he would no longer con- 
tinue the warfare in this House; but he would be 
obliged to the gentleman if he would do it. 

Mr. WELLER desired leave to offer his views 
on the subject; which being granted, Mr. W. said 
he wished to express his dissent from the doctrines 
advanced by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brarpsuer.}) The gentleman seemed to labor un- 
der the impression that the best way of putting 
down the abolitionists would be to encourage 
them and receive their petitions. Gentlemen 
might remember that there was a time when 
such petitions were received and referred; and 
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that there wasa voluminous report make on the 
subject. What was the consequence? Why, at 
the very next session there were 50,000 abolition 
petitions received more than were ever received be- 
fore. Notwithstanding this experience of the 
House, the gentleman from New York had now 
discovered that, ifthey would receive these abolition 
petitions, and make a report on them—that if they 
would encourage them, it would put them down. 

This was a strange idea to him. hy was it that 
petitions were received and referred to the appro- 
priate committees? It was in order that the com- 
mittees might report the facts to the House, in 
order that the House might act understanding- 
ly on them. 

But if the House had resolved to refuse the prayer 
of the petitioners, why was it necessary to ‘receive 
and refer them? The gentleman from New York 
had insisted broadly, that refusing to receive these 

etitions would be violating the Constitution. He 
kad as much regard for the Constitution as the gen- 
tleman, and he should hesitate before he allowed 
him to decide constitutional questions for him, after 
the expression of such an opinion by him. For his 
part, he should vote against receiving the petitions 
of these men, knowing that their object was to vio- 
violate the Constitution. Encourage these men; 
receive their petitions, and refer them to a commit- 
tee, and the time will arrive when they will become 
more bold, and petition for a dissolution of the 

Union. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, that he only ex- 
pressed his own views of the constitutional obliga- 
tion to receive petitions, without pretending to speak 
for others. . 

Mr. WELLER said that what he objected to was 
the gentleman’s undertaking to speak for the North- 
ern people, when the understanding generally was 
that the West and the North meant the same. He 
was not willing to admit that the people of the West 
viewed this question in the same light as the gen- 
tleman from New York. He met this question 
before his constituents, and he pledged him- 
self to them that he would oppose, with all 
his energies, every attempt to destroy that Consti- 
tution which secures to them the blessings under 
which they live—that those who would apply the 
torch to this grand and beautiful temple of Ameri- 
can liberty, should always find him ready to resist 
them. As the people of the West would never suf 
fer the South to interfere for a moment with their 
constitutional rights, so would they be equally as 
ready not only to refrain from interfering with the 
rights of the South themselves, as to protect them 
from the attacks of others, come from what quarter 
they may. We stand (said he) by the Constitution 
given to us by our fathers, which secures to all the 
members of the American family their just rights; 
and in defending from insult and violation the nights 
of one, we defend the rights of all. 

_ Believing that the rejection of these abolition pe- 
titions was the best way to arrest the designs of the 
abolitionists, he would continue to vote against 
their reception. 

Mr. BELSER, under the belief that the House 
was not in a condition to decide upon so grave a 
question, moved that it do now adjourn; but, at the 
request of Mr. Frencu, withdrew his motion, on 
condition that that gentleman, after making a few 
remarks, would renew it. 

Mr. FRENCH asked leave to make a few re- 
marks on the question. Leave being granted, Mr. 
F. thanked the House for its kindness, and said he 
would detain them but a few minutes, while he sub 
mitted a few reflections which it appeared to him 
ought to be taken into consideration by every gen- 
tleman, before voting on questions such as this. He 
had taken the oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States; and his purpose in rising was to 
show that, if he voted for the reception of abolition 
petitions, he voted to violate it, 

_ The Constitution reads, that Representatives and 
direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 
States which may be included in this nion, âc- 
cording to their respective numbers; which shall be 
de-ermined by adding to the whole number of free 
persons, including those beund to serve fora term 
of years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three-fifths 
of all other persons. ‘That class embraced slaves; 
and, in determining the numbers which in slave 
States shall be represented, three-fifths of the slaves 
must be added to the free population. Now, if the 
abolition petitioners could have their way, this sol- 
emn guaranty to theslave States would be stricken 
out, and that portion of their representation on this 


floor taken away from them. Now, his friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Asus] represented a State contain- 
ing agreat number of slaves. Suppose three-fifths 
of the slave population of that State were equal to 
the whole number of white inhabitants: then, by 
taking away the representation to which she is en- 
titled from her slaves, the State would be de- 
prived of one half of her representatives. 

That was one reason why he supposed the re- 
ception of abolition petitions was a violation of the 
Constitution. One other view of the subject he had 
to offer, which was the principal reason he had for 
rising. He took the proposition admitted by all 
abolitionists, as well as others, that Congress had 
no right to interfere with slavery as it exists in the 
Statese That question was settled, and was per- 
manently and fundamentally the law of the land. 
But he went further, and maintained that Congress 
had no power to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia; and to this question he begged leave to 
call the sober judgments of the members of the 
House. Could Congress, in this District, passa 
law for the establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof? Unquestionably not. 
Could Congress establish, in this District, an order 
of nobility, or take away the trial by jury, or 
abridge the freedom of speech, or establish a reli- 
gious test as a qualification for office? Congress 
could do none of these things; and he asked why? 
Congress could not enact such laws, because the 
were forbidden by the limitations, in the Consti- 
tution. But gentlemen said that the clause delega- 
ting power over this District was very broad. He 
would read it, to show to what extent it went: 
“Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever over such District 
(not exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession 
of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, 
become the seat of Government of the United 
States.” ~ 

Now, gentlemen said, that, as respected the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, they had the same right to legis- 
late as the States had to legislate for the States. He 
admitted that Congress could legislate for the peo- 
ple of the District, except in cases where they were 
restricted by the Constitution: and in determining 
the powers given by the Constitution, they must in- 
terpret it on the principle that the Constitution was 
aunit. Congress was created by the Constitution, 
and there was but one Constitution and but one 
Congress; and when that Congress was willing to act, 
it must always act subject to the restrictions, checks, 
and drawbacks of the Constitution. Why, if these 
principles of construction did notapplyió this District, 
and to the power of Congress over this District—he 
repeated, if these limitations did not thus apply, what 
was it that Congress could not do? She could 
abridge the freedom of speech and of the press; she 
could create a titled nobility if she pleased; she could 
take away trial by jury; she could demand excessive 
bail; she could inflict cruel and unusual punishments; 
in short, he asked, what would not Congress be able 
to do? 

He thought, then, that inasmuch as Congress could 
not abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, be- 
cause it would be equivalent to an exercise of power 
abolishing slavery in the States, to receive petitions 
for the abolition of slavery was to receive petitions 
asking for a violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. This he was not willing to do. After a 
few other observations, he renewed the motion to 
adjourn. f 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS desired the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw that motion; but the request 
was not complied with; and 

The House adjourned, 


The following petitions were presented under a 
rule of the House; and appropriately referred: 


By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: The petition of Jas. 
Reid, a soldier wounded in the late war, praying a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. AJso, the petition of the heirs at law of Wil- 
liam Arnold, deceased, a soldier in the last war with 
Great Britain, praying for the right to locate the 160 
acres of land falling to said Arnold in the State of 
Tllinois: referred to the Committee of Claims. Al- 
so, the petition of Timothy Souther, praying in- 
demnity for certain moneys expended by him for 
the Government: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of citizens of the 
Territory of Iowa, praying Congress to pass a law 
for the occupation of Oregon. Also, the petition of 
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sundry citizens of the State of Missouri, 
the removal of the circuit court for the Missouri 
district from St. Louis to the city of Jefferson,. the 
seat of government of the State of Missouri. 

_By Mr. OWEN: From certain citizens of In- 
diana, praying for the armed oceupation of Oregon: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: A me- 
emorial from the Howard Institution of Wash- 
ing city, praying an appropriation of a portion of 
the public lots in this eity to aid in the erection of 
buildings: referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Seth Adams, 
of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: A petition of 
John M. King, of Troy, New York, in reference to 
his claim for bounty land: referred to the-Committee 
on Private Land Claims. Also, a petition of Jonas 
D. Platt, of Troy, in the State of New York, a sol- 
dier of the war of 1812 with Great Britain, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, December 22, 1843. 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was order- 
ed that the petition of Mary E. Zantzinger, the 
widow of Captain Richard P. Paniinger, asking for 
a pension, be taken from the files of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from citizens 
of the United States, upon the subject of the occu- 
pation of the Oregon Territory, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill giving encouragement and protection to 
the emigrants to that Territory: referred to the se- 
lect committee upon the subject. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial upon the 
same subject, and with a like prayer; which was re- 
ferred to the select committee on the Oregon. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
and with arecommendation that it do pass, the bill 
to refund to the State of Massachusetts the balance 
due her for disbursements during the war. 

Mr. FOSTER presented resolutions from the Le- 
gislature of Tennessee, instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives from that State to 
vote for the passage of a law abolishing the army or- 
der No. 40 of 1842, and restoring General Gaines to 
his rank in the army: ordered to be printed. 

Mr.JARNAGIN gave notice that he would, the 
earliest day practicable, ask leave to introduce a bill 
to carry into effect the purposes of the above resolu- 


tions. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of printing the report of the 
Secretary of State, showing the changes in the com- 
mercial systems of other nations; which was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac Ilsley; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading; 
and the report accompanying the same ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, so far as, in his Judgment, the same may be 
done without prejudice to the publie interests, such infor- 
mation as he may possess relating to claims of citizens of 
the United States upon the Republic of Mexico, and the 
correspondence which may have occurred in reference to 
the same. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the rule, 
vizi 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the court-martial in the case of second lieuten- 
ant D. C. Buell, third infantry, and of all orders and pa- 
pers in relation thereto, fron: the original order for assem- 
bling the court to the final order for the “dispersion” of its 
members. 


Senate bill for the relief of Eneas Munson came 
up for consideration, but was again laid upon the 
table. ` 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered, 
that when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to-meet on 
Tuesday next. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of executive business; and, 
after a short time thereon, adjourned. i 


perne. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENT. 

Fripay, December 22, 1843: 
After prayer by the Rev. J, S. Tinsley, = 
The journal of yesterday was read by the 


when . : 7 
Mr, ADAMS rose, and desired that it might 
amended. It was stated. upon the journal that: he 
(Mr. Apams) had been. called to order. by the 
Speaker for making offensive remarks. His own 
understanding of the matter was; that he had been 
called to order for’ irrelevancy by the ‘gentleman 
from North Carolina, and: he ‘believed it was: upon 
that ground that the Speaker had decided ‘that he 
was out of order. He certainly had not ‘intended 
anything offensive, and -he did not understand that 
it va upon that ground that he. had been ‘called to 
order. - EPRE 
`- The SPEAKER explained to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that he had been first called to order 
for irrelevancy; and being afterwards permitted to 
proceed, he was again called to order for remarks 
that were considered by the Chair offensive to the 
House. : 
Mr. ADAMS said he -wished it stated upon the 
journal that he was called to order for irrelevancy; 
and if the Speaker thought proper, in addition to 
that, to have it stated upon the journal that he had 
been called to order for offensive arks, he would. 
have no objection. 4 pate 
The SPEAKER put the que: upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. Apams to amend the journal; which mo- 
tion was carried in the afirmative. pie 
Mr. SMITH of Indiana rose to request that the 
journal be amended, by inserting a motion which 
e had made (and which he supposed had beèn 
overlooked by the Clerk) to refer the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Massachusetts to a committee; to, 
be composed of a member from each of the States. 
The SPEAKER observed to the gentleman from 
Indiana, that he had regarded it as a mere sugges- 
tion, and not a motion; and that the suggestion itself 
had been afterwards withdrawn. : 
» Mr. SMITH then withdrew his proposition to 


amend. 

Mr. FRENCH rose ‘and said he desired to make 
an explanation in regard to certain remarks which 
were attributed to him in a newspaper ofthis morn- 
ing, in reference to petitions on the subject of the 
abolition of slavery. , i 


The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman. 
could only be allowed to proceed by consent: of the 
House; which having been granted— : 

Mr. FRENCH said he desired the indulgence of 
the House in order that he might correct certain 
misrepresentations which had been made by the 
National Intelligencer of his remarks on yesterday. 

That paper reported him as having said, after re- 
citing that clause of the Constitution which says 
that “Representatives and direct taxes shall be ap- 
portioned among the several. States which are or 
may be included in this Union, according to their 
respective numbers, which shall be determined by 
adding to the whole number of free persons, inclu- 
ding those bound to serve for a term of years, and 
excluding Indians not taxed, three-fifths of all other 
persons,”—that that was the clause in virtue .of 
which three-fifths of the slave population of the 
Southern States were now represented in -this 
House. ay ; 

He certainly did not understand himself as hav- 
ing said anything of this kind. It had never been 
his opinion that the slave population of this country 
was represented in Congress. Slaves’ were proper- 
ty; and three-fifths of their number were added. to 
the white population of the State, for the benefit of 
such State. The addition to the number of the 
white population of the slave States was made for 
the benefit of the white population, and not for the 
benefit of the slaves. , S ia, 

He was also represented as having said, in speak- 
ing upon the subject of abolition petitions, that he 
rose for the purpose of proving itto be unconstitu- 
tional to receive such petitions. He did not pre- 
cisely recollect what his language might have been. 
He remembered distinctly, however, that he had it 
in view to discuss, as a leading proposition, the 
power of Congress over the subject of slavery; and 
what he did say was certainly connected with that 
main proposition. so . 

Inasmuch as, in bis view of the question, Con- 
gress had no. power to abolish slavery, they had no 
right to entertain any petition praying for its aboli 
tion; because, to grant their request, would be to 


violate the Constitution. 


Ba 


One other remark, and. he. had. done. He was 
also represented to have said, that, in the event. of 
striking out this feature of the. Constitution, some 


of the slave States would lose one-half of their pop- — 


ulation. He did not understand himself as having 
made any such remark. . What he did say was, 
that, if the three-fifths were taken away in the case 
of some of the States, they would be deprived ‘of 
one-half of their representation. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


Mr. HOUSTON offered the following resolution; 
but it was decided by the Speaker not to be in or- 
der, and it was accordingly withdrawn: ` 

‘Resolved, That. the President of the United. States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, so far as, in his 
judgment, the same may be done without prejudice to the 
public interest, any information in his possession relating 
to the claims of citizens of the United States upon the Re- 

ublic of Mexico, copies of such correspondence as may 
Rave been had in reference to the same, and his views in 
regard to the adjustment and liquidation of said claims. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. HUDSON inquired what was the question 
now before the House? 
The SPEAKER replied, it was upon the refer- 


ence of the resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 


chusetts to the Judiciary Committee. 
The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolved, That si following amendment to the Constitu 


tion of the Unit es be, and hereby is, recommended to 
the consideratio ongress, to be acted on according to 
the fifth article. The third clause of the second section of 
the first article shall read in the words following: Repre- 
sentatives and direct taxes shall bė apportioned among the 
several States which are or may be included within this 
Union according to their respective number of free persons, 
including Indians not taxed. The actual enumeration shall 
be made within two years from the date of the adoption 
of this amendment, in the manner provided by the Constitu- 
tion, and within every subsequent term of ten years, in such 
manner as the Congress shall by law direct. The num- 
ber of Representatives shall not exceed one for every 
thirty thousand, but each State shall have at least one Rep- 
resentative. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor he requested 
to transmit a copy of the foregoing resolve, and the pro- 
posed amendment, to each of the Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives of this Commonwealth in the 
Congress of the United States. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor be requested 
to transmit a copy of the said resolve and amendment to the 
Executives of the United States and of the several States, 


Mr. R. D. DAVIS claimed the right of address- 
ing the House upon this question—having obtained 
the floor previous to the adjournment yesterday— 
but gave way to 

Mr. ADAMS, who then rose and said, the Speak- 
er would recollect that about two hours of the time 
of the House was yesterday occupied by a debate 
of an extremely interesting nature—which was, 
however, entirely aside from the proposition before 
the House. That debate was first commenced by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,}] who 
wished to make a special communication to the 
House, and requested the reporters particularly to 
take notice of what he said. It required the gen- 
eral consent of the House, and general consent was 
given; and the gentleman took as much time as he 
thought necessary to communicate to the House 
what his ideas and opinions were; and, immediately 
afterwards, another gentleman asked for the same 
indulgence, and it was allowed to him, and to three, 
or four, or five others. 

Mr. KING called the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to order, 

Mr. ADAMS being permitted, by general con- 
sent, to proceed, said that he was going on to state 
what took place yesterday; and he entertained the 
hope that the same indulgence which had been 
granted to others would be extended to him. While 
the debate was still going on before the adjournment 
on yesterday, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Davis] rose and addressed the Chair; but his address 
was cut off by the adjournment. The gentleman 
had again risen forthe purpose of addressing the 
House, and he (Mr. Apams) wished to say that, re- 
serving to himself the right to remind the House of 
the position in which he was placed yesterday, and 
resuming to himself the right to claim the same in- 
duigence which had been extended to other mem- 
bers upon that floor, he was perfectly willing that 
the gentleman from New York should have the same 
indulgence; and indeed, for his own part, he would 
be glad to see it extended to every member of the 
House. The debate itself was extremely interest- 
ing, and involyed— 

r. KING again rose and called the gentlemau 
from Massachusetts to order. : 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said that, if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would allow him, he 


- would offer a resolution that would exactly meet 


his views, by throwing the debate open to all. 

- The CHAIR informed the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that the resolution could not be received 
but by general consent. 

Objections being made, it was not received. 

Mr. ADAMS said he supposed, from the refusal 
to receive the resolution, that it was not the wish of 
the House that the debate should proceed, and that 
he should be precluded from taking any notice 
whatever of thé remarks of gentlemen who had ad- 
dressed the House on the subject, and-from express- 
ing to the House his views in relation to the memo- 
rial of the Massachusetts Legislature. 

Mr. THOMASSON moved that the gentleman 
have leave to express his views on the subject. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked if that motion was open to 
debate. _ 

The SPEAKER said that, strictly speaking, the 
debate was not in order, without leave of the House. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked what was the regular 
business before the House. 

The SPEAKER replied, it was the reception of 
petitions from the States. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, to allow the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to proceed. 

r. ADAMS expressed a wish to make some 
remarks on the. resolutions before the House; and 
especially asa gentleman on the other side charged 
him with arresting the progress of the business of 
the House. 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman that per- 
mission could only be granted by a suspension of 
the rules, and a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. ADAMS would not ask for a suspension of 
the rules. He would rather forego his remarks 
than arrest the progress of petitions. 

The SPEAKER then announced the question to 
be on the motion to refer the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired the subject to go 
over, as he wished to debate it. 

Mr. BELSER asked if it was in order to move to 
lay the subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was. 

Mr. BELSER moved to lay the subject on the 
table, and called for the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS claimed the right to the floor. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON insisted that the subject 
must go over on notice of debate. 

Mr. ADAMS said the subject was up yesterday, 
and had already gone over till to-day; and he knew 
of no rule by which petitions and memorials must 
go over every time a member gives notice of an in- 
tention to debate it. i 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
subject must go over if debate arose on it. 

Mr. BARNARD did not understand the gentle- 
mae frora Tennessee as being himself desirous of de- 
bating the question. 

The SPEAKER said that, if no gentleman was 
desirous of debating it, the question would be taken. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS claimed the floor, and said he 
was desirous of debating the question. 

The SPEAKER said that he had informed the 
House that, if any gentleman was desirougof de- 
bating the question, it must go over. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee insisted that the subject must 
go over; and at this stage the gentleman from Ala- 
bama moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. FIUDSON asked if it was in order to lay the 
subject on the table after several gentlemen had yes- 
terday expressed their views on it, while there were 
others who wished to reply. 

The CHAIR said it would be in order. 

Mr. CARROLL said he understood that a motion 
had been made to allow the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to proceed. 

The SPEAKER said that a motion was made to 
allow the gentleman to proceed; but, that motion re- 
quiring a suspension of the rules, and a vote of two- 
thirds, the gentleman from Massachusetts said that 
he did not desire the rules*to be suspended. 

Mr. CARROLL said he did not understand that 
the motion to allow the gentleman to proceed had 
been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion was 
made while the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
on the floor; and, without his permission, the mo- 
tion was not in order. The gentleman himself 
stating that he did not desire the rules to be sus- 
pended, the motion fell to the ground. 

Mr. CARROLL then moved that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts have leave to proceed. 


-The GHAIR said that the motion was not in or- 


‘der, the motion to lay the subject on the table hav- 
ing precedence. - 


Mr. BELSER withdrew his motion to lay the 
subject’on the table. 

Mr. HUDSON moved that Mr. Apams have leave 
to proceed. 

r. GIDDINGS called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and 
resulted in yeas 123, nays 46, as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Jacob Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Cross, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John wW. 
Davis., Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, Foster, French, 
Frick, Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grider, Hale, Har- 
din, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Leonard, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, Mc- 
Ilvaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Pheenix, Elisha R. Potter, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles 
M. Read, Rilter, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, St. John, 
Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas 
i, Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Albert Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stepens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stone, 
Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wilkins, 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—123, 

NAYS—Messrs. Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Burke, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, 
Duncan, Byram Green, Hamlin, Haralson, Hopkins, 
Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McConnell, Mathews, 
Moore, Norris, Emery D. Potter, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, 
John Stewart, Stiles, and Woodward-—46. 


Mr. ADAMS proceeded to address the House; 
and, afier stating the indifference he felt with re- 
spect to the reference of the paper before the House, 
and his desire to be omitted from any committee to 
which it might be referred, he said that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] yesterday rose and 
called the attention of the House to what he was 
about to say, and the attention of the reporters to 
it also; and then declared that he renounced forever 
this war which he said had been going on here for 
several years on this subject; and that he, for one, 
was sick of this war. But then a gentleman from 
the highest pitch of Southern chivalry, [My Fi oLmEs,] 
rose and declared that, if the gentleman from Vir- 

inia was disposed to cease this war, he was not; 

ut that he would continue the war, rally all his 
forces, and make battle. He (Mr. A.) regretted ex- 
ceedingly that this most martial, most belligerent 
figure should have been adopted by either of those 
gentlemen. The gentleman from Virginia did say 
this was not the place for such battles; and what he 
said was perfectly true. This is not the place for 
battles of any kind; this is the place for delibera- 
tion—for the deliberation of friends and brothers, 
members of one great nation, all having onc great 
and common interest, and all having at heart a pas- 
sionate desire for the good of the whole country. 
Such, he hoped, would be the “battles,” or anything 
in the nature of mutual opposition, between the dif- 
ferent parts of the country represented on this floor. 
He had always so hoped, and he still so hoped, not- 
withstanding the martial attitudes assumed by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, and in part by the 
gentleman from Virginia himself, who, although he 
had announced that he had relinquished the war— 
although he had said that he would no longer hold 
the post in this House—the military post in this 
House which he had occupied for several years— 
said that he would take another position. 

The gentleman from Virginia had never acted with 
more wisdom in his life, than he had done on this 
occasion of the abandoment of his position; for the 
position was not tenable, and the people of the na- 
tion will not support those who hold it, and to 
whom the gentleman from Virginia had given the 
signal for its surrender. That position is not ten- 
able, thank God Almighty—the position of a repre- 
sentative body, undertaking to dictate to their con- 
stituents, the sovereign people, what they shall do, 
and turning out of doors every petitioner who comes 
and asks them to do that which they do not think 
proper to grant. But in saying this, I wish to re- 
mind my friend from South Carclina that I hope he 
will strip off his armor cap-a-pie; that he will 
throw aside his epaulets; that he will take of his 
sword, though it may be as great a sword as 
that of Durandarte, of the age of chivalry—though 
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[Continued from No. 4.] 
it may be a sword capable of performing greater 
miracles than that of Orlando Amoroso or Orlando 
Furioso either—(laughter,) and agree withh is friend 
from Virginia, that this is not the place.for bran- 
dishing that sword. 

He then proceeded to say that the gentleman who 
spoke yesterday, after holding out the terrific and 
the mostalarming threat to the Northern portion of this 
Union, to whichhe had alluded, declared that they 
stood upon the Constitution of the United States, and, 
by implication, if notby direct motion, that the aboli- 
tion petitions—for they referred not, they affirmed, to 
the subject before the House—the resolves of the Leg- 
islature of Massachusetts, but the abolition petitions 
which had formed the subject of their remarks—were 
a violation of the Constitution. Petitions a vio» 
lation of the Constitution! That was what it 
had come to; and the gentlemen, all of them, in the 
midst of a fury, a military fury, [laughter,]—all 


declared that they were most deeply, from the bot- ` 


tom of their souls, attached to the Constitution of 
this Union; and they seemed to intimate that the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, which had passed 
these resolves—though the gentlemen did not 
seem to refer to them, but particularly to 
abolitionists, who send petitions to this House— 
were not attached to the Union. He (Mr. 
A.) was not there to answer for the purposes 
or the views of any abolition society, or of any in- 
dividual abolitionist. He was in one sense an abol- 
itonist himself—that sense in which Thomas Jeffer- 
son was an abolitionist when, in the 77th year of 
his life, he deliberately committed to paper the opin- 
ion, and addressed it to all the ainveholders of this 
Union, that abolition was a thing which they must 
grant, and the sooner the better. Whoever would 
take up the works of Mr. Jefferson would find the 
words he quoted. Mr. Jefferson said fate had des- 
tined that the people should be free. Fate! He 
(Mr. A.) would change the word, and say the God 
of nature has destined that the people shall be free; 
and he will make it free in his own good time. 
He (Mr. A.) did not expect it to be in his day. 

In the same sense, then, in which Thomas Jefferson 

was an abolitionist, and an abolitionist all his life, 
he (Mr. Apams) was an abolitionist; and he hoped 
the day would come when slavery would be a word 
without a meaning—when there would be no such 
thing as a slave on the face of the earth. He con- 
sidered it as the consummation of the Christian re- 
ligion. Then would be the time when the lion 
should lie down with the lamb; then would be the 
‘time when all the glorious prophecies of the Old 
Testament, which were renewed by Jesus Christ 
when on His mission to this world, would be ful- 
filled; and when all the inhabitants of this globe 
would approach nearer and nearer to the nature of 
angels than they are at this time. In that sense he 
was an abolitionist; but as a member of any aboli- 
tion society of this country, at this time, he was 
not, nor ever had been, ah abolitionist. 

He believed, nevertheless, that those societies— 

the abolition societies and the’anti-slavery societies 
of this country, many of whom had passed severe 
condemnation upon him—were composed, the great 
mass of them, of men of as much virtue and as much 
intelligence, and as much rectitude of principle, and 
as much patriotism, warm and ardent patriotism, as 
any members on this floor; but as to the measures 
which they had pursued, and intended to pursue, in 
their object, he (Mr. Apams) believed them to be 
greatly mistaken. He believed their tendency was 
to retard that blessed day which they all were stri- 
ving to hasten. He (Mr. Apams) depended upon none 
of them; he held communication with very few of 
them; he held his opinions from God and his own 
jugdment; he held his opinion from the Declaration 
of Independence which he believed still hung up in 
this Hall, [tarning towards the place where 
it was suspended,] however, any portion of it 
might have been turned out of doors in practice. 

But in saying this, he wished to make no un- 
meaning or significant professions of attachment 
either to the likerties of this country or to the union 
of this country. He wished the union of this 
country to last forever; and, as one of the means of 
the preservation of their liberty and their union for 
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ever, he wished for the abolition of slavery through- 
out this Union. He believed that to be indispensa- 
ble; and he was of opinion it would turn out and be 
proved to be so; but he wished it to be done peacea- 
bly, quietly, by the will of those who held their fel- 
low-men in bondage, convinced (as he believed they 
would be in the lapse of time) that it was for their 
own interest as much as for the happiness of those 
who would be then disenthralled. He wished to make 
no interference with the institutions of the South; he 
wished to have nothing to do with them, and that 
was the prayer of the petition, the reception of which 
had been laid on the table; and that would be the 
prayer of many that would be presented, like those 
which had been referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
The petitions even from the abolitionists of the North 
prayed that they might have nothing to do with the 
institution of slavery in the Southern States. What 
they have demandedis, that the Congress of the United 
States should liberate them from all connexion, what- 
ever with it. They ask to be released from the 
burden of carrying such lawsinto effect, which they 
find to be too onerous upon them. He (Mr. Apams) 
wished it to be understood, therefore, that he dis- 
claimed all purpose, or intention, or desire, to inter- 
fere with the institutions of the South; and that he 
entertained as strong and ardent a desire for the 
continuance of this Union as any member of 
that House, or as any individual in this com- 
munity; he believed such was the feeling of the 
great mass of the people whom he had the honor to 
represent; and he believed it was the desire of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts which passed those 
resolutions. The time had been, when, for present- 
ing a petition asking Congress peaceably to take 
measures for dissolving this Union, he was 
brought before Congress as a criminal, as a culprit, 
and as guilty of constructive treason, and of perjury, 


_or of subornation of perjury. Was that an assault 


upon the institutions of the South? It was a 
simple petition, to. which those individuals who 
signed it had been induced to attach their names by 
the obstinate perseverance of that House in refusing 
to receive thelr previous petitions. He could tell the 
members from the South, if they did not know it, 
that the obstinate refusal to receive constitutional 
petitions was one of the causes which had weaken- 
ed the attachment for the Union in the North and 
Northwest portion of it. 

The abandonment of the rule he considered one 
of the most fortunate things for the Union that had 
ever taken place. It had taken away from a portion 
of the people the right to say to another portion, 
You are enslaved; your petitions are rejected; you 
are turned out of doors when you go to Congress 
to ask for a redress of your grievances; what is this 
Union to you under such circumstances? These 
were the arguments used both in the North and the 
Northwest; and he would take no further proof 
than was presented by the vote given on the second 
day of the session on the question of retaining those 
rules. There was, it was true, aportion of the Repre- 
sentatives from the free people there, who adhered to 
those rules pertinanously. The gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Wetter] yesterday made an exceedingly 
animated speech in favor of them; and that gentle- 
man said he represented the opinions of the people 
of his district; but would he say that he represenied 
the opinions of the people of Ohio? No, he conid not; 
for on thesecond day of thesession when he (Mr. A.,) 
made a motion to strike out the obnoxious rule, 
thirteen members from Ohio out of eighteen, 
fresh from the people, voted with him to re- 
scind that rule. Did the gentleman [Mr. WEL- 
LER] say those thirteeen did not represent the 
opinions of theirs, as faithfully and as truly as 
that gentleman represented the opinions of his 
constituents? And how was it with tlre State of 
New York? Why, twenty-seven out of thirty-two 
voted to rescind that rule. Their votes were on rec- 
ord; they were in black and white; and they were 
the votes of Representatives who were fresh from the 
people. Yes, twenty-seven out of thirty-two. 

A voice. ‘Thirty-four. 

Mr. ADAMS. New York has thirty-four Repre- 
sentatives; but there were only thirty-two that voted 
on that question. Well, how was:it with Pennsylva- 
nia, whose motto in other days was “virtue, liberty 
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and independence? Why, twelve out of twenty 


was imprisoned, bound, 


Lporanveuitrt preston 


Vorume 13....No 


voted with him, though he ‘confessed ‘the “peace- 
maker” [Mr. C; J. Incerso.i] .. Was fot one of 
them. (Laughter:) There’ were: twelve out of. 


twenty from Pennsylvania, thirteen out of eighteen 
from Ohio, and. ‘twenty-seven . out. of thirty-two 
from New York. he gentl -from Ohio 


an 
the Northwest—he spoke for the. people.of New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, whose opinions he 
had a recent opportunity personally to ascertain—— 


were, as might be seen by the proportions in which 
their Representatives had voted, against that rule. 
He (Mr. A.) knew it; he had been told it by theni- 
selves, and ina manner which spoke for the reality 
of their opinions. With one voice, on his recent 
visit amongst them, they treated him as if he were 
a child-returned to his father’s family; and all. unan- 
imously gave, as their reason, that he had been the 
champion of the right of petition. He Mr: A) 
stood upon that ground; he had stood on, that 
ground in this world, and he would ‘stand on that 
ground, after his death, before his God for mercy. 

But the gentleman had intimated that it was. un- 
constitutional. He would ask his friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. Homes] whether be recollected the 
decision of Judge William Johnson in the case ofa 
native of Rhode Island, a citizen of that State, who 
and he knew not but 
scourged also, in the State of South Carolina, for 
having a dark complexion. ae 

Mr. HOLMES said he remembered the case; and 
he remembered that, after the judge had pronounced 
his decision, the case was carried up again, and the 
then Attorney General, Mr. Berrien, who is now in 
the Senate, gave an opinion upon the validity of ‘the 
course taken by the judge, and sustaining the coh- 
stitutionality of that law; and that opinion was ‘con- 
firmed by the sanction ofthe Government; % the 
law for imprisoning persons of color who. com into 
the State of South Carolina was declared to be valid, 
and, by the ee of God, it was still in existence. 
and ready to be enforced against those who entere 
that State to execute their incendiary purposes. 

Mr. ADAMS. And so, sir, it appears that, after 
the decision of the judge of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, himself a native of South Caroli» 
na, this law, within the State of South: Carolina; 
was so unconstitutional that it would not bear. an 
argument; six or seven years afterwards, the Attor- 
ney General gives an opinion that it is constitution~ 
al: Is the opinion of the Attorne General.: of the 
United States the law of the land? I have always 
understood that in other cases, the opinion of -the 
judge of the Supreme Court, and the opinion of the 
judge of the circuit court, if unappealed from, was 
the law of the land: and I believe myself, as con 
scientiously as I believe that. the. sun will rise to- 
morrow morning, that that decision: of William 
Johnson is, to this day, the law of the land; and that 
that law of South Carolina was so° unconstitutional 
that it would not even bear.an argument. 

But, asmy friend from. South Carolina recollects 
this case, I will inquire whether he recollects anoth- 
er, where the judge of athe State of South Caroli- 
na, pronouncing a decision upon a point connected 
with it, declared that, even if the law of South Car 
olina should produce a dissolution of the Union, it 
ought nevertheless ta, be adhered to. 

Mr. HOLMES said he perfectly well remember- 
ed having said—and he had never yet seen any rea- 
son for changing that opinion—that in case the law 
of South Carolina were-to be repealed, and an in- 
flux of that class of persons were to be permitted, 
he thought then, and. still thought, with all the so- 
lemnity expressed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, that the quicker the Union was dissolved 
peaceably, and Southern rights, and Southern inter 
ests, and Southern property were maintained, the 
better. He remembered it well, and had had no 
reason: to repent the declaration. 

rn ADAMS. Iam satisfied, sir. 


The gentle- 


man admits that he did put in issue the existence of 


66 


the Union., Now; I will not ask the gentleman how 
he voted upon‘a certain petition for the dissolution 

- of the Unión.. What, then, is the Union. worth, in 
the event of. the existence of such a law? After the 
issue made by the gentleman between the existence 
of the Union and the law of South Carolina, I do 
hot. see how. thé’ gentleman could vote upon the 
petition for a’ dissolution of the Union upon the 
same ground, at the very time when I am charged 
with treason, perjury, or subornation of perjury. 
But.I do not hold it to be material. 

Sir, another effort has been made, since that time 
—not by the decision of the Judge of the Supreme 
Court, but by negotiations with a foreign power—to 
save from that species of oppression the colored 
mariners in our merchant-service—the cooks and 
stewards of our merchant-vessels. And this enor- 
mous danger, against which is to be put. the exist- 
ence of the Union itself—that. danger which is so 
ternble in the eyes of the military. gentleman of 
South Carolina—what is it? Why, that the State 
of South Carolina cannot maintain her power over 
her slaves, because, now and then, cooks and stew- 
ards of merchant-vessels come and remain within 
her territory a few days together. No; they must 
nab those unfortunate colored seamen, the subjects 
of my State. They must also negotiate with a for- 
eign power upon the subject. 

Sir, the people of the State of South Carolina, as 
well as of the Union, have had to deal with a foreign 
power; and long after the time of which I speak, an- 
other remonstrance was made by the British Consul 
in South Carolina, and an exertion was made to ob- 
tain the repeal of that law; and in the course of the 
correspondence there was something likea threat— 
which we are so unwilling to hear from a foreign 
power—something like a threat that it might pro- 
duce a quarrel, 

Sir, another gentleman of South Carolina—a gen- 
tleman of high distinction—for whose memory I beg 
to express my regard—-the late Attorney General of 
the United States, in a letter which he wrote to the 
British Consul, said: “Sir, we have made every ex- 
ertion to repeal the law; and though I should regret 
if war should be the consequence, I am sorry to 
say that the endeavor is altogether unavail- 
ing. This was the declaration of a gentle- 
man holding a high official station in South Caro- 
lina. Whether the law was constitutional or not, 
the judge pronounced it so unconstitutional that it 
would not bear an argument. The State of South 
Carolina has declared, by the gentleman now before 
me, and the Attorney General of the United States 
tas stated, that, if a dissolution of the Union on one 
hand; and the violation of a treaty, and war with 
Great Britain on the other, should be the conse- 
quence, the State would sooner undergo the dissolu- 
tion or the war, than give up this unconstitutional 
act. I hope, sir, that the circumstances which I 
have now stated to the House will go forth to the 
whole country. I hope that this debate will be re- 
ported, so that every man, woman, and child that 
can read, throughout this whole Union, will read it. 

I have related these facts, which are attempted to 
be explained by the gentleman from South Caroli- 
na as far as related to himself; and anybody who 
will take the trouble to look into the documents 
will find the other parts of the story are fully veri- 
fied; and the gentleman admits that part relating to 
himself to be true. Now, Ido not wish to enter 
into the question with the gentleman as to whether 
the opinion of the judge of the Supreme Court, de- 
livered from the bench, or the opinions of a minis- 
terial officer, six or seven years afterwards, are to 
be tests and standards of constitutional law. I say 
that the people of Massachusetts, and the people of 
all other States in this Union, have a right 
to consider the opinion of the judge as ‘the 
trueand correct view of the constitutional question. 
The gentleman from South Carolina says that he is 
satisfied, because his opinion is supported by the 
Attorney General; that is enough for him. Then 
it comes to this: one man considers a thing consti- 
tutional, and another considers it unconstitutional, 
and it ultimately comes to what General Jackson 
once said—the thing is constitutional as he un- 
derstands it. It is constitutional as it is understood 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Faencn] 
also. He entertained the House with a few con- 
sututional opinions ashe understandsit. [A laugh.] 
sir, I have constitutional opinions too, and so has 
the Leg@lature of Massachusetts; and, sir, the gen- 
neman from Kentucky (if I understood him yes- 
terday) set his face against it as unconstitutional. 

Mr. FRENCH said he would explain. Since 
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this subject has been up, he had stated what he 
concurred in as being the fact, though he had never 
said a word about the relations between the State of 
Massachusetts and slavery. What he had said was 
exclusively based upon what were termed abolition 
petitions. He entertained the view, that, to grant 
the prayer of those petitions on the part of Con- 
gress, would be unconstitutional; and that there- 
fore they ought not to be received. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was happy to hear the gen- 
tleman’s explanation, although he did not allude, in 
anything in which he had said, to the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Massachusetts now before the 
House, but had referred to abolition petitions ask- 
ing the same thing. If a thing was unconstitutional 
in the mouth of petitioners coming to that House, 
he thought the gentleman must certainly conclude 
that it would be equally objectionable as coming 
from a State Legislature; because, if unconstitu- 
tional, no matter who makes the proposition, the 
unconstitutionality is the same. 

Mr. FRENCH said the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was in his seat this morning, when the 
House did him the kindness to per. it him to ex- 
plain; and if the gentleman had listened, he would 

ave known that his principal purpose in rising, was 
not to'discuss the constitutionality of abolition peti- 
tions in themselves, but as to the power of Congress 
to receive those petitions; it being unconstitutional 
for Congress to abolish slavery m the District of 
Columbia: ` 

Mr. ADAMS. The explanation of the gentle- 
man leaves his position still what Judge Chase once 
called a non sequiter. It does not follow that this 
House is at liberty to refuse to receive petitions, be- 
cause Congress has not the power to abolish slavery. 
Suppose, as is the ease with a great many petitions, 
that the prayer is to amend the Constitution of the 
United States; that 18 the object of the resolution of 
Legislature of Massachusetts—an amendment of the 
Constitution. Now in cases of this kind, the Con- 
stitution of the United States itself provides that 
Congress shall always have the power to propose 
amendments to that instrument. It is not, there- 
fore, unconstitutional for any petitioners to apply to 
Congress, and more especially if itis put in the fiat 
of a prayer for an amendment to the Constitution. 
Everybody has the right. It is the privilege 
of the people of this country; and I will say further, 
that if any one class of petitioners, from any por- 
tion of the Union, deserves more respect than an- 
other, it is petitioners for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution. Why, sir, what would become of this 
House, if every member was precluded and exclu- 
ded from offering resolutions for the amendment of 
the Constitution? And I do not see but that the con- 
clusion necessarily follows; for, if the gentleman's 
argument is true, that the House has the right to re- 
fuse to receive petitions which ask an amendment 
to the Constitution, it has also the right to refuse to 
allow members of the House to offer resolutions 
having the same object. 

Mr. FRENCH said he would not undertake to 
determine what Congress might or might not do in 
regard to amendments of the Constitution. 

Mr. ADAMS said he now understood the gentle- 
man fully and firmly to disclaim what he under- 
stood him to say yesterday. And he was glad that 
he had made the avowal, for he hoped he would 
hot vote in future upon the question of receiving 
any petition to amend the Constitution, on the 
ground of violating it. 

Sir, said Mr. A., I have already trespassed upon 
the indulgence of the House, and therefore will sa 
no more than merely to repeat the declaration which 
Twas most especially and particularly anxious to have 
an opportunity of making; and that is, that, though 
Tam not in the habit of making broad and unquali- 
fied professions of devotion to the Constitution, yet 
that F am so far devoted to it, that, inmy opinion, the 
whole purpose of my life has been to support it; and 
that during the remainder of the days which I have 


to pass in life, (which must be few,) I intend, if God _ 


gives me the power and the faculty, to support and 
maintain the Constitution. But, by saying I will 
support the Constitution, I do not mean to piedge 
myself that I will not bring forward resolutions of 
my own, nor dol pledge myself not to bring re- 
solves of the Legislature of Massachusetts for the 
purpose of amending it. I conceive it to be a right 
which we cannot resign; and among the powers of 
this House, I do not recognise the power to refuse 
resolutions for the amendment of the Constitution. 
Mr. HOLMES rose and said that he did not in- 
tend to make a speech, but merely wished to reply 


` Giddings, 


to the allusion made by the gentleman to Orlando’s 


d. i 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that it 


was not in order for him to make any remarks with- 
out leave of the House. . 

Mr. HOLMES said he would not detain the 
House one moment; he had only one word to say. 

Mr. REDING objected to the gentleman saying 
a word without a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. HOLMES did not wish a suspension of the 
rules on his account. He only wished to say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that even Orlan- 
do’s sword was not able— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make 
any remark without leave of the House. 

Mr. HUDSON moved a suspension of the rules 
to allow the gentleman from South Carolina to 


roceed. : p . 
The SPEAKER put the question on this motion 


when ; . 

Mr. HOLMES said he did not desire a suspension 
of the rules; and i 

Mr. HUDSON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would remind the 
House, that his colleague only wished to reply to 
an allusion that was personal, and renewed the 
motion fora suspension of the rules; but, at Mr. 
Hoxmes’s request, withdrew it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS threw himself on the indul- 
gence of the House, and asked permission to make 
a few remarks explanatory of his views on the sub- 
ject. 

i Cries of “No, no.” 

Mr. SAMPLE moved for a suspension of the 
rules to allow the gentleman from Ohio to address 
the House. 

Mr. HAMLIN demanded the yeas and nays on 
that question; which, being ordered, were taken, and 
resulted in—yeas 78, nays 84, as follows: 


YEAS.--Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Bid- 
lack, J. Black, Buflington, Burt, Carroll, Catlin, Clingman, 
Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Garret Davis, R. D, Davis, De- 
berry, Dickey, Ellis, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, Gilmer, 
Willis Green, Hardin, Harper, Hayes, Henley, Holmes, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B, Hunt, Joseph R, 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Kennedy, Daniel P, King, McClelland, McClernand, McDow- 
ell, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Phoenix, Elishe 
R- Potter, Charles M. Read, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sev- 
erance, David L. Seymour, Stephens, Stetson, Thomasson, 
Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, and Jos. A.Wright—78, 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Jas. A. Black, Blackwell, Bos- 
sier, Bower, Bowlin, J. Brinkerhoff, Brodhcad, A. V. Brown, 
W. J. Brown, Caldwell, Campbell, R. Chapman, A. A. Chap- 
man, Chilton, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. 
Davis, Dillingham, jr., Douglass, Duncan, Farlee, Ficklin, 
French, B. Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Her- 
rick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Charles J, 
Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnsoa, George W. Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslen, Maclay, MeConnell, McKay, Matthews, Moore, 
Murphy, Norris, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David 8. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Senter, T. H. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, J. Stewart, Stiles, Strong, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Woodward, and 
William Wright—84, 


So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. BELSER, believing that the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Massachusetts contained a soli- 
citation on the part of that Commonwealth to dis- 
solve the Union, moved to lay them on the table. 
On that question he called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered; 
and, on taking the question, resulted in—yeas 64, 
nays 104, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Belser, Edward J. Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Agustus A. Chapman, Cobb, 
Cullom, Baniel, Garrett Davis, J. W. Davis, Dawson, De- 
berry, Dellet, Dickinson, Ficklin, French, Hale, Haral- 
son, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jameson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, L8- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeClernand, McConnell, McKay, 
Mathews, Moore, Norris, Peyton, D.8, Reid, Reding, Rhett, 
St. John, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
bats, Weller, and Woodward—64. 

NAYS--Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Benton, Bidlack, Bossier, Brodhead, Buffington, Carroll Cat- 
din, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Dana, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Duncan, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Frick, 

Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, Gri- 
der, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Herriek, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Preston King, Daniel É. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, MeCauslen, Maclay McClellan, 
McDowell, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Edward J, Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pe te 
tit, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter,Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Sam- 


ple, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, John Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams 
Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, and William Wright—164. í 

After a few words from several gentlemen, the 
paper was referred to a select committee of nine. 

Mr. ADAMS next presented the petition of Mrs. 
Anne Royal, the widow of a revolutionary officer, for 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. A. then presented many other petitions; 
which were referred to appropriate committees 
without observation; and having expressed his obli- 
putiona to the House for their long attention to him, 

e resumed his seat. 

From Massachusetts, various other petitions were 
presented by Messrs. HUDSON, WINTHROP, 
KING and PARMENTER. 

From Rhode Island: by Mr. CRANSTON. 

From Connecticut: by Messrs. CATLIN, SEY- 
MOUR, STEWART, and SIMONS. 

From Vermont: by Messrs. DILLINGHAM and 
FOOT: 

From New York: by Messrs. KING, LEON- 
ARD, ANDERSON, HUNT, FISH, HUNGER- 
FORD, MOSELEY, and DANA. 

Mr. CARROLL presented a petition praying for 
a reduction of postage; and remarked that it costs 
one cent more to send a letter than it does to senda 
barrel of flour from Geneva, in the State of New 
York, to Albany. 

Petitions were presented by _- 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York; and 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. BIDLACK, of Pennsylvania, asked leave to 
withdraw the petition heretofore presented by him 
for the establishment of a national foundry, for the 
purpose of reference to a different committee. He 
would not, however, move its reference at present, 
because it would probably give rise to debate. 
Leave was granted. 

Mr. WILKINS asked leave to offer a resolution; 
which was objected to. 

Messrs. HOPKINS and CHILTON, of Virginia, 
severally asked leave to withdraw certain papers; 
which was granted. 

Mr. WISE presented a memorial. 

Petitions were presented by— 

Messrs. SAUN DERSand CAMPBELL, of North 
Carolina. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 

Mr. THOMASSON, of Kentucky. 

Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill to abolish imprisonment for debt in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRENCH presented the petition of John 
Ficklin, praying for a pension; and moved its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: refer- 


red. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a reference of 
the memorial of the Mayor and Aldermen of Mem- 
phis, together with an article accompanying the 
same, entitled “Maritime Interests of the South 
and West,” to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
that they be printed; which was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of O. H. 
Dibble: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. “BLACK- 
WELL, JOHNSON, and SENTER, of Tennessee. 

By Mr. HARPER, of Ohio. 

Ar. BARNARD presented the petition of Sarah 
Scoville: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Petitions were also presented by the following 
gentlemen from Ohio: Messrs. MOORE, DUN- 
CAN, McCAUSLEN, VANCE, and MeDOW- 
ELL. 

By Messrs. BOSSIER and LABRANCHE, of 
Louisiana. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, the petition and 
papers of Solomon Sturgis, of Muskingum county, 
Ohio, for relief, were taken from the files of this 
House, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. HARPER presented the petition of J. W. 
Seymour and 124 other citizens of Licking county, 
Ohio, praying for reduction of the present rates of 

ostage: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 

ce and Post Roads. et 

Mr. STEENROD presented two petitions from 
Ohio county, Virginia, raying for an a propriation 
for the erection of a bridge across the Ohio river at 
Wheeling. 
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Joseph Ramsey, of Wythe county, and Mary Ann 
Linton, of Grayson county; which, upon his motion, 
were referred to the appropriate committees. 

From Indiana: by Messrs. OWEN, WM. J. 
BROWN, PETTIT, and SAMPLE. . 

From Libya? i. by Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. THOMP: ÖN asked leave to introduce a bill, 
notice of which had been previously given; but ob- 
jections being made, it was not offered. i 

From Illinois: by Messrs. HOGE, HARDIN, 
WENTWORTH, SMITH, and FICKLIN. 

From Alabama: by Mr. HOUSTON. 

From Missouri: by Messrs. JAMESON and 
BOWLING. 

From Arkansas: by Mr. CROSS, 

Petitions from Florida being called for, 


Mr. LEVY said he would not take up the time of 


the House by presenting the petitions he had on 
hand, but would have them entered under the rules. 
He, however, desired to occupy the time allowed 
him instead, by offering some resolutions. 

Objections being made by several, 

_Mr. LEVY moved to suspend the rules, to allow 
him to offer his resolutions; and handed up the fol- 
lowing, which were read for information: 

Resoled, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House. under what arrangements the 
Indians at present in Florida remain there; whether any and 
what steps dre in progress for theif removal under the 
treaty of Payne’s. Landing ; whether any trading-houses 
have been established, or are contemplated to be established, 
for their use; whether any compensation is paid to any one 
as Indian agent, or commissioner, in Florida; whether any 
annuity or presents have been allowed to any of the Indians 
now in Florida; and what part of the public domain in Flor- 
ida has been surrendered to the exclusive occupation of said 
Indians, the area and boundaries thereof, and whether said 
occupation is unconditional, or for a definite period and upon 
stipulated terms. 

Resolved, That the Scerctary of State cause to be collect- 
ed and furnished to this House all the information which can 
be procured by his department respecting the cultivation 
and diseases of the orange, and such other tropical fruits as 
are adapted to the climate and soil of the peninsnla of Flor- 
ida. 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be required to report to this House what cancella- 
tions of permits, issued under the act for the occupation of 
the Florida peninsula, have been ordered by him; the dates 
and other particulars of said permits, and he grounds upon 
which they were cancelled. 

Resolved further, That the said Commissioner be required 
to report to this House what reservations of public lands in 
Florida have been made, and the dates at which the land 
officers of the appropriate districts were officially informed 
of said reservations, 

Resolved, That the Military Committee be instructed to 
inquire what further legislation is necessary to enable the 
accounting officers to apply the appropriations made on the 
22d day of August, 1842, for arrearages due for supplies 
furnished to militia in the service of the United States. 

The question was then put on Mr. Levys motion 
to suspend therules, upon which the vote was—ayes 
67, noes 35. . 

No quorum voting— . 

Mr. LEVY withdrew his motion. 

The SPEAKER presented several reports from 
the exeentive departments; which were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. i 

The joint resolutión from the Senate, for the ap- 
pointment of a Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
was taken up and concurred in. 

Mr. BARNARD moved that when the House 
adjourn, it adjourn over to Tuesday next. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
onthe question; but the call was not sustained by 
the House. 

The question was then put on Mr. Barnarp’s 
motion, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 76, 
noes 27. 

The House then adjourned over to Tuesday 
next. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: : ne 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: A petition from 
inhabitants of St. Lawrence county, New York, 
praying a regulation and reduction of the rates of 
postage. Mr. K. moved to refer the petition to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, with 
instructions to inquire into the expediency of abol- 
ishing the franking privilege; of regulating the rates 
of postage in accordance with the coins of the Uni- 
ted States, and the committee investigate and esti- 
mate the lowest rates of postage that will leave the 
Post Office Department able to be sustained from 
its own revenue; and report thereon to this House. 

The resclation giving rise to debate, goes over till 
to-morrow. 0o i 


Mr. HOPKINS asked and obtained leave to with- | 
draw from the files of the House, the memorials of 


By. Mr. BROWN. of Indiana: ‘The. petition of: 
Solomon. J. Scott, praying ‘a Yemuneration foran 
invention which he has made in thë made of travel- 
ling on turnpike.and other roads. Also, an improye- 
ment in the mode of navigating canals, by which 
the conveyance of the. United States mails may ‘be 
greatly facilitated. 0 3. og Desde ees 
By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of citizens of 
Delaware county, Pa., praying fora reduction inthe’. 
rates of postage. = Also, the -petition cof. citizens. of. 
Delaware county, Pa- praying anappropriation for 
a dry dock at Philadelphia... BRIER LCE SS 
By Mr. PARMENTER: The: petition of, Marey 
Colburn, for military services of her husband during 
the last war with Great Britain... Also, the petition 
of Elbridge G. Woodman, for the purchase, by the 
Government, of his invention of a new mode of :con- 
structing forts principally of iron... Algo, the petition 
of Israel D. Goodridge and others, for ‘a fishing 
ounty. i ; p 
By Mr. A. V. BROWN: The petition of Samuel 
Waison, of Giles county, Tenn., a soldier of the 
Revolution, praying a pension for his services. 
Also, the. petition of John Everley, of Giles county, 
Tenn., praying a pension for his «revolutionary 
services. Also, the petition of Alethea Allen, of 
Lawrence county, Tenn., widow of Daniel Allen, 
raying a pension for the revolutionary services of 
fier husband. All of which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. i 
By Mr. JAMESON: A memorial of “the Legis- 
lature of Missouri against disbanding the 2d regi- 
ment of dragoons: referred to the Committee,on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Also, a memorial of same, respecting 
school lands: referred to the Committee on Public 
lands. Also, an act of same, respecting the boundary 
line between the State of Missouri and Iowa Terri- 
tory: referred to the Committee on Territories. 
Also, a petition of A. B. Sheppard, and others, for 
the extension of a mail route from Howard’s to 
Warrensburg, in Johnston county, by the way of 
Georgetown, Fairview, and Mulky’s Old Mills: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post ` 
Roads. Also, a memorial signed by Robert O. 
Blakey and others, praying. that the circuit. court of - 
the United States, held at St. Louis for the State of ` 


Missouri, be hereafter held at Jefferson City, the seat . oe 


of the government of that State: 
Committee on the Judiciary. . pee 

On motion of Mr. JAMESON, the-several memo- 
rials on the files of the last session on the subject 
of the northern boundary: of Missouri, were: re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 0: 

By Mr. FICKLIN: the petition. of Enoch 
Perkins, of Edgar county, Hlinois, praying for a 
pension? Also, the petition W. Barrick, and others, 
praying for the esta tishment ofa mail route. from 
Charleston, in Clark county, by Salsbury, to Mar- 
tinsville, in Clark county, Illinois: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. FICKLIN, leave was given to 
withdraw the petition of Adam Mitchell, of Coles” 
county, Minois, from the files of the last Congress, 
and refer it to the Commtttee on Revolutionary 
Claims. : tg! 

By Mr. HOUSTON: the petition of Farley D. 
Thompson and others, of Franklin. county, Ala- 
bama, praying that the said Fhomypaon be xelcased 
from the payment to the Federal Government, of a 
sum of money therein named. Also, asked leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House- thè paper in 
the same case submitted at the last Congress; all 
of which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. is a 

ce Mr. CLINTON: the petition of Sarah Hil- 
dreth, heretofore presented December 20, 1838: re- 
ferred to the, Committee. on Invalid. Pensions. 
The petition of Elizabeth Gardener, Emma Hart- 
ford, Elizabeth Elmon, Elizabeth Peck, Mary 
McCleanning, Sally C. Sparks, Ehza Root, and 
Ruth Black, widows of revolutionary soldiers, pray- 
ing for the continuance of their pensions. 
The petition of Catharine Johnson, widow of 
William Johnson, for a pension in consideration of 
the services of her sai husband: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay. December 26, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate resolutions adopted by the Common Council of 
Alexandria, in favor of the recharter of the banks in 
that town: referred to the Committee on the. District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


referred tothe .Ț 


ite, ox ofc ae” he 
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Mr. TALLMADGE. presented a. memorial from 
sundry citizens‘of Wisconsin Territory, praying for 
a grant of land for the purpose. of improving the nav- 
igation of Fox river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by. Mr. TALLMADGE, it was or- 
dered that. all the papers on the files of the Senate, 
on thé. same subject, be taken therefrom, and refer- 
red to the Committee on the Public Lands. ; 

Also presented a memorial from the same Terri- 
tory, praying the aid of Congress in opening and. 
making a public road from Saychorrdah to the south- 
ern extreme of Winnebago Lake. 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, it was order- 
ed that the memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, praying for the creation ofa light-house 
on St. Josept.’s or Half Moon island , be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. l 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Indiana, praying for the passage 
of anʻact granting to the State of Indiana certain 
unsold lands in the Seneca land district, for the com- 
pletion of the great works of internal improvement 
connecting the lakes with the Ohio river: referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also presented a petition from Sarah Coit of 
Connecticut, the widow of Benjemin Coit, praying 
for.a pension: referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. l 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of New Buffalo, on lake 
Michigan; praying for an appropriation for theim- 
provement of the harbor of that place: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRFELD presented a memorial from 
Edward Kennard, in which he alleges that, in June, 
1842, a fine of $100 was imposed on him by the 
collector of the port of New Orleans, for omitting 
to have his name endorsed on the ship’s register; 
that the omission was without design, and entirely 
accidental; and prays for a restitution of the same: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also presented a petition from Edward C. Bourne 
and others, asking indemnity for French spoliations 
prior to 1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition from Joel M. 
Smith, agent for paying pensions for the middle 
district of Tenessee, praying the passage of a law 
allowing compensation to him for that service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition from John 
Dawson, a pension agent for the State of Ili- 
_ nois, containing a like prayer; which received the 
same reference. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from sun- 
dry citizens of Brookfield, Madison county, New 
York, in support of the application of John Keith, 
a revolutionary soldier, for a pension; which, together 
with the papers on file on the same subject, was order- 
ed to be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also presented a memorial from sundry masters 
and owners of vessels of Albany county, New York, 
pve Congress to pass some law in reference to 

ospital moneys paid by seamen of this country, so 
as to give greater security to that fund, and prevent 
its diversion from the humane object contemplated 
by the law authorizing its collection: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Savannah, rep- 
resenting that, in consequence of certain wrecks of 
vessels which were sunk during the revolutionary 
warin that harbor, sand-bars have formed, and 
greatly obstruct the navigation thereof; and praying 
Congress to make an appropriation for the removal 
of the obstruction: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. l 

Also presented a memorial from the Port Society 
of Savannah and Board of Aldermen, praying that the 
remainder of the lands once forming the site of Old 
Fort Wayne be given for the erection of a sailors’ 
home at. that place, after the streets are laid off 
under a grant already made to that city: referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, praying for an 
appropriation for the building of a chain-bridge 
across the Ohio at Wheeling, where the national 
road passes: referred’ to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from the 
City Council of the city of St. Louis, representing 
imminent danger of the destruction ofthe harbor at 
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that place, and asking Congress to make an appro- 
priation for the security and improvëment of said 
harbor: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would ask 
leave to introduce several bills, the subject-matter of 
which was not heard in the reporters’ gallery, ex- 
cept one for the improvement of the navigation of 
the upper Mississippi. : 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was ordered 
that the petition and other papers of Nathaniel 
Pryor, praying for indemnity for certain Indian 
depredations, be taken from the files of the Senate, 
sand referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. _ 

Also, on his motion, it was ordered that the peti- 
tion of Bon & Coleman, in relation to a private land 
claim, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


OREGON. 

Mr. ATCHISON gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to establish 
a government in the Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented a memorial from Phil- 
ip Allen and others, praying indemnity for property 
seized and condemned by the French Government 
between 1793 and 1800: referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

On motion of Mr. STURGEON, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the papers in the case 
of Henry Newingham. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, it was ordered that 
the petition of the president and vestry of the Vir- 
ginia Institution for the Education of the Deaf and 
Dumb and Blind, praying a grant of land in aid of 
the object of the institution, be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to cede a portion 
of the public lands to the State of Illinois for the pur- 
pone of aiding in the construction of the Hlinois and 

ichigan canal. ; 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be reqnested to send 
to the Senate any estimate which may be in the possession 
of the department, of the cost of connecting Lakes Huron 
and Superior by means of a canal around the Falls of St. Ma- 
ry’s, adapted to navigation by steam vessels. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Bar” 
row on Friday last, came up, and was agreed toy 
viz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, so far as, in his judgment, the same may 
be done without prejudice to the public interests, such in- 
formation as he may possess relating to claims of citizens of 
the United States upon the Republic of Mexico; and the 
correspondence which may have occurred in reference to 
the same, : 

The following, resolution submitted by Mr. Bex- 
TON, on Friday last, came up for consideration, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the court-martial in the case of second lieuten- 
ant D. C. Buell, third infantry, and of all orders and papers 
in relation thereto, from the original order for assemblng 
tho court to the final order for the “dispersion” of its mem- 

ers. 

Mr. KING made some remarks (not distinctly 
heard} deprecating the practice of calling from the 
departments the proceedings of courts-martial, after 
final decision upon them by the department of the 
Government having charge of the subject. He did 
not think such a course subserved any good purpose 
to the country. The Constitution and laws had 
given another branch of the Government a control of 
the matter; and he thought, as a general rule, it 
would be improper for the Senate to interfere with 
the decisions of those courts, which were composed 
of officers of the army and navy for the trial of of- 
fences against the regulations of those services. 

Mr. BENTON was understood to say that unless 
there were strong reasons for an interference, (which 
had regulated the practice of the Senate heretofore,) 
it might be improper to interfere. He merely wished 
the proceedings to be reported to the Senate, when 
he should ask that they might ke laid on the table 
for examination before making any other disposi- 
tion of them. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate at as ear- 
Ty a period as practicable, a statement of the expenditures 
of the Government, each year, from its organization up to 


the present period, and where and for what purpose these 
expenditures were made. 


<=, 


d 


-tled. He (Mr. W.) was not read 


“The bill:to refund to Massachusetts the balances 
due her for disbursements during the last war, came 
up in order; but was, on motion of Mr. BATES, 
laid on the table until the Senate was more full. 

The CHAIR announced that the next. thing in 
order was the bill for the relief of Isaac Isley; which 
was accordingly taken up on its second reading, as in 
committee of the whole. a 

The report of the Committee on the Judiciary ac- 
companying the bill, together with the bill itself, and 
the petition and papers on which it was founded, 
was then read. 

Mr. KING called for the reading of the letters of 
the Treasury Department, referred to in the report. 

The letters were accordingly read. 

The nature of the claim will be understood from 
the following facts, gleaned by the reporter from the 
reading of these documents: AN 

Mr. Isaac Ilsley was collector of the district of 
Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Mane, for 
some years prior to 1829, at the close of the first 
quarter of which year he was removed. On the 
ist of September, 1830, his account was adjusted 
at the treasury, and a balance struck against him of 

773, which ‘he was called upon to deposite in the 
fa States Bank, to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. This he did, obtaining a certificate from 
the bank of the payment of his balance. On 
the 20th of November, 1835, notice from the 
Treasury Department was given to him that 
his account had been reopened, and a further 
balance found against him of $394 78, which he 
was called upon also to pay in, This was stated to 
be a balance composed of the surplus of compensa- 
tion received by him during the first quarter of the 
year 1829, ‘The petitioner remonstrated, relying on 
the act of Congress of 1799, which grants to col- 
lectors, as compensation for their services, the full 
amount of their emoluments, consisting chiefly of 
fees. He referred also to the act of 1822, restrict- 
ing the whole amount of the year’s compensation, 
to show that, inasmuch as the fees of the office be- 
tween himself and his successor fell short of the 
restricted sum, ($3,000,) no call could be made on 
him to refund any part of what he had received in 
the first quarter. This remonstrance proving una- 
vailing, he paid in the sum of 394 78 to 
the treasury; and subsequently finding prece- 
dents in his favor, in decisions of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, in anal- 
ogous cases, he petitioned Congress to refund 
him the money. The Judiciary Committee, upon 
investigating the case and looking into the prece- 
dents of decision in the courts, had reported a bill 
in favor of the claimant, and now recommended its 
passage. . 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he had listened at- 
tentively to the reading of the report, and learned 
from it that the United States courts, or some court, 
had established the principle upon which the bill 
was founded, to wit: that where an officer has re- 
ceived for fees and salary, or in fees alone, the max- 
imum of compensation, as fixed by law, if that offi- 
cer shall receive the whole of that compensation 
during the first quarter and is then dismissed, he is 
entitled to keep it, as if he had continued in office 
the whole year. 

He understood that the same principle had been es- 
tablished with regard to receivers in the land offices. 
He believed the principle was the same. But as a 
member of Congress, he was not disposed to estab- 
lish, by any act or vote of his, that principle. He 
did not say that it might not be the law as it now 
stands, seeing that the courts had so decided; but 
what he wished to show was, that, according to his 
judgment, it ought not to be so—that issin legisla- 
ting, he would not establish the principle. His 
maxim was, that an officer taking an appointment, 
the emoluments of which were restricted to a spe- 
cific compensation, should receive only that fixed 
sum, or his proportion of it, according to his term 
of service. He should have no right to claim 
more, for to more he could not justly be enti 
to give his 
vote in favor of the principle fixed by this bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN, at considerable length, explain- 
ed. He did not consider that, in passing this bill, 
the Senate was legislating to establish a principle 
no: already fully recognised by an existing law of 
Congress. By that law, the collector of the cus- 
toms was enabled to receive compensation for his 
services up to a specific amount. If he performed 
the whole services of the year within a portion of it, 
and received the whole compensation, the laborer 
was worthy of his hire, and got nothing but his 


stipulated rewards. But, to satisfy the Senator from 
New. York that the Government had no right to a 
ii elaim of surplùs in this case, he would inform that 
= Senator that, although in the first quarter of the 
` year.1829, Mr. Ilsley received $1,108 72 (less 
-- the “incidental expenses of his office,) his successor 
in the remaining three quarters received only $1,863 
` Ithe whole being less than the maxium sum of 
$3,000, to which the collectorship for the year was 
entitled, 

The act of Congress of 7th May, 1822, provides 
that, when the fees and emoluments of the collectors 
of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Charleston, and New Orleans, shall exceed $4,000 
in any one year, and those of other collectors 

3,000 each, deducting the incidental expenses of of- 

ce, the surplus over those sums respectively shall 

be paid into the United States treasury. But until 
a collector received the maximum sum individually, 
the act of 1822 did not reach him. And this was 
the view taken by the circuit and district courts 
of the United States. He referred to an analo- 
ous case; exactly in point. It was that of the 
nited States in the first circuit vs. Pearce et al. 

: ~ Mr. PHELPS also referred to analogous cases, as 
to. receivers of public moneys in the Jand offices, 
where the compensation grew out of the allowance 
of one per cent. on the receipts, till it reached a fixed 
sum. The decisions of the courts in such cases 
had always been in conformity with the principle of 
this bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he would be very glad to 
know, from the honorable chairman of the uiciaee 
Committee, [Mr. Berruen,] and from his friend 
from Vermont, [Mr. Puexrs,] what they under- 
stood to be the practical operation of this judicial 
rule, or whether his own understanding of it was 
correct. His understanding was, that the courts 
which they referred to had settled permanently that, 
in computing the emoluments of the offices and the 
rights of the officers, the year shall commence on 
the day on which the incumbent takes office, and 
shall be calculated year by year during his official 
life, until he resigns;. but, if there. be a fraction of 
a. year, and during that fraction he receives the 
whole compensation allowed him by law, it is his own 
good luck, and he is entitled to it. The compensa- 
tion or emolument which the officer derives from his 
office at this port is $3,000. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed, No, sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Shall not exceed— 

Mr. BERRIEN again: No, sir. The words of 
the act are, that after deducting the expenses inci- 
dental to the office, the emoluments of the officer 
shall not in any one year exceed $3,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT replied that the statement of the 
honorable chairman was correct. -He would now 
apply this judicial rule, and would beg the gentle- 
man to let him know if he was correct. He (Mr. 
B.) is collector for a certain port on the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1843, and for the first three months of that year 
he receives $3,000, which he has a right, under this 
rule, to retain. The office is then conferred upon 
himself, (Mr. W.,) who holds it for the next three 
months, and receives emoluments amounting to 
$3,000, then resigns; and the office is conferred uron 

is friend from Vermont, [Mr. Puetrs,] who re- 
ceives a like sum; and upon a fourth person, who 
holds it for the remaining three months. Now, at 
the end of the calendar year, each has received 
and retained 3,000—consequently. the Govern- 
ment is at an expense of $12,000, when the 
law is that the annual emoluments shall not 
exceed $3,000. He (Mr. W.) did not advance 
this argument for. the mere purpose of oppo- 
sing: the claim, but to show the abuses to which such 
arule would be subject, if suffered to prevail. The 

` port of New York furnished a parallel rule, which 
might be taken as an example. ‘The emoluments of 
the collector of this port are $4,000 a year, which 
is all he can retain; but the whole emoluments of 
the ofice are more than $4,000 in any one quarter 

' ofthe year. All he could then say was, that the 

amount should be settled ona different principle. 
The subject, he had no doubt, would receive due 
consideration. The purpose for which he had ris- 
sen was answered. If he had correctly applied the 
operation of the rule, it was a matter of very great 
surprise to him that Congress should have so much 
mistaken its purpose as to have passed such a law. 

Mr. BERRIEN, after a few remarks as to what 
he considered an extreme case put by the Senator 
from New York, contended that the interpretation 
put upon the existing law by the United States 

>. courts, was the only one on the point of which that 
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law was susceptible. This was. a principle-which 
had hitherto governed the courts of the United 
States in the decisions on such cases; and it would be 
peculiarly hard to deny it to this individual, who was 
as well. entitled to its favorable interpretation as 
others who had already received its benefits. ‘The 
question now before the Senate was, not whether 
the judicial law mayor may ‘not, in its practical 
operations, lead to such results as the Senator from 

ew York supposes; but whether the principle of 
the bill is a correct interpretation of the law of the 
land. Now, he (Mr. B.) contended that no one who 
looked into the law itself, and the decisions of the 
courts in respect to it, could doubt the propriety of 
the interpretation which had been given to it by 
those courts. He desired the attention of the Sena- 
tor from New York to the point, that the law had 
not fixed the compensation at $3,000, nor could such 
an interpretation be given to it. What the law did 
fix was, that if the collector’s fees did not exceed 
$3,000, he should have the whole as. compenastion 
for his services; but if the fees exceeded that sum, 
after deducting the incidental expenses of his office, 
he should pay the surplus over $3,000 into the 
treasury. As. the fees were received for services 
rendered, whatever the individual in office received 
within the sum of $3,000; belonged to him, and the 
Government could have no claim for surplus out ofit: 

No further observations being made, and no amend- 
ment proposed, the bill was reported back to the 
Senate; and the question was then stated by the 
Chair to be on ordering it to be engrossed for a 
third reading. On this yuestion— 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that the yeas and 
nays being called, he would inquire of the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, whether the correspond- 
ence between the Treasury Department; and the 
claimant was among the papers attached to the com- 
mittee’s report? 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that he would like 
to hear it read. > 

Mr. BERRIEN, in reply, observed that as the bill 
had unexpectedly come up while there was only a 
thin attendance of Senators, and there was no press- 
ing necessity for proceeding with it to-day, in 
order to give time to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to read the correspondence and report, and to 
afford the Senator from New York an opportunity 
of further investigating the matter, it would, per- 
haps, be as well to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill to some day at the beginning of next 
week. 

Mr. WOODBURY assented, and called the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
in the mean time, to another act of Congress [the 
title not distinctly heard] of a restrictive nature. 

Mr BERRIEN suggested that the bill might be 
postponed till this day week. 

It was accordingly postponed, and made the order 
of the day for Tuesday next. 


Mr. KING presented a memorial, signed by cer- 
tain individuals as the president and directors of the 
Bank of Potomac, and the Farmers’ Bank of Alex- 
andria, representing that the charters of those insti- 
tutions will soon expire; and that, if they are per- 
mitted to do so, it would have a ruinous effect upon 
the citizens of that place, who had invested all their 
means to aid in the construction of the canal; and 
praying that those charters may be extended to such 
time as may be pleasing to Congress: referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

On motion by Mr. KING, it was 

Resclved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making appro- 
priation for the construction of a building in the city of Mo- 


` bile for the accommodation of the district court, or for the 


repair of the room connected with the custom house, here- 
tofore used for that purpose. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 
ed to inform the Senate how many suits have been instituted 
by the United States against citizens of Hlinois and Wiscon- 
sin since the 4th day of March 1841, for alleged trespasses 
upon the public lands; the final decision in each case; the 
amount ‘of recovery and damages, ifany, against the defend- 
ants, with the costs taxed against them severally, and the 
kind of trespasses for which they were prosecuted; and, if 
any such cases have been determined against the United 
States, the amount of costs in each case so determined, and 
how many such suits are now pending in said court. 


. Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table, under the:rule: 


“Resolved, That the fortieth -rule for conducting business 
in the Senate, and which requires:the Senate to close its 


doors: when. transacting executivi j 
and the Senate shall hereafter. sit: with- 0; 


under the fortieth rule. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTIN 

then proeeadet 

business; and after some time spent therein, 
Adjourned. - Le aes 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ` 
Turspay, December 26, 1843. ..- 

The journal of Friday was read: and approved: 

Mr. WILKINS offered a resolution; Bat bein, 
put of order at that time, its reception was objected. 
b: pare ge P ETE S hod 

Mr. W. then moved a` suspension’ of the 
rules, in order that his resolution might be received: 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to know whether ' 
the business before the House, at the time of the ad- ` 
journment on Friday, was not the reception of peti” 
tions; and whether that would not, consequently, be : 
the first businéss in order. 

The SPEAKER replied, that at the time of the 
adjournment on Friday, the House was engaged in ` 
the reception of petitions; arid had arrived, in the” - 
course of the call upon States and Territories, at: 
the Territory of Florida. The Chair understood, 
however, the practice ‘of the House to have been, 
whenever a question had been offered upon which - 
debate arose, the subject was passed over until the 
next day, when it was taken up as the first business 
in order.. Consequently, in the opinion of the 
Chair, the petition offered by the gentleman front 
New York, on the subject,of postages, upon which“ 
a debate had arisen, was now the first business be- 
fore the House. i 

The Speaker being about to put the question on 
the motion to suspend the rules—= . >: 


“Mr. WILKINS modified his proposition for:sus- 


pending the rules, so that the States might bei called: : ` < >; 


upon for resolutions. s 
Mr. HAMLIN observed that, in a very few mo- : 
ments, they would arrive at what the gentleman dè- 
sired, in the regular order of business. os 
Mr. ADAMS said he desired to ask a question: . 
before voting on the proposition to suspend the rules.. > ` 
Some days ago, the House went into Committee of ` ` 
the Whole, for the purpose of distributing the Pres-. ` 
ident’s message in several parcels to differedt stand- ` 
ing committees. The Committee of the Whole had- 
not made a final report, but had left the business in-" 
complete. He desired to know whether, that -por-. 
tion of the business being incomplete, the whole pro- 
ceedings of the committee were not entirely sus- 

panded: 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired whether it was in order 
for the gentleman from Massachusetts to pursue a 
course which was not permitted to others—that of 
discussing questions not debatable. 


The SPEAKER observed that the gentleman 
was not discussing the question. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly not. I was merely. ask~ 
ing a question, which was, when the business I 
had referred to was to be taken ‘up; because if the — 
present motion was to interfere with that, I would, ` 

e opposed to it. Se ee a 

The SPEAKER remarked that the references to’ 
which the gentleman had alluded had: not: been. 
made, inasmuch as the Committee of the Whole had 
not reported to the House at all. =); S 

Mr. ADAMS said, he should then vote against 
suspending the rules. ; ba Poa 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, before the question 
was put, he desired to.read the twenty-third rule of 
the House, which is as follows: 

“All the States and Territories shall be called for 
resolutions on each alternate Monday during each 
session of Congress; and if necessary to secure this 
object on said days, all resolutions whieh shall give 
rise to debate, shall lie over for discussion, under the 
rules of the House already established; and the 
whole of said days shall-be appropriated to resolu- 
ions, until all the States and Territories are called’ 
through.” : 

The States not having yet been called for resolu- 
tions at all, it appeared to him that would now be.. 
the business first in-order. ; 

The question was then put upon the motion for a 
suspension of the rules, and negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if it was in order now to. 
move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Se i T 

The SPEAKER yeplied that it would not be ir 
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order, because it would supersede a_ standing order 
of the d i l 
Mr: 
not received, being out of order. 
REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


The House: then proceeded tò the consideration 
of the deferred subject of debate. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order. 
The rules, as he understood them, required that 
there should be a call of the several States for the 
presentation of petitions during the first thirty days 
of the session. 
gentleman. an opportunity of -presenting su 
petitions’ as. he might have in his possession. 
And hence the discussion which had arisen upon 
the rule. If he understood the rule, it was, that pe- 
titions upon which debate arose should lie over, and 
be place upon the calendar of debatable business, 
and not be taken up at a time when petitions were 
presentable. He was quite certain in his recollec- 
tion, that, as long as he had been a member of that 
House, it had been the universal practice, that, 
when a debate arose upon a petition, 1t went over— 
not to the next day, for that would equally block up 
the business of that day—but it was placed upon 
the calendar of the business of the House, to be 
taken up in the order of debatable business. It 
must be manifest to the House that the object and 
intent of the rule would be annulled, if the debate 
‘were permitted to interfere with the presentation of 
petitions on the following day. 

The SPEAKER remarked that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, the gentleman was right, in reference to 
the disposition to be made of petitions after the first 
thirty days of the session; and this had always 
been the practice of the House. 


Mr. KING (who, standing in a remote position, 
was very imperfectly heard by the reporter) was 
understood to say that he was very desirous that 
this petition which had been presented by him 
should be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, in order that it should be speedily 
acted upon; that postages should be regulated and 
reduced; and that an estimate might be made, and 
reported to the House. His object was, that the 
House, by the adoption of the resolution he had 
offered, should give an indication that it was their 
design to act upon the subject during the present ses- 
sion. 


Mr. CARROLL said it appeared to him, from the 

resent indications of the representation in that 
Pouse, that if there was any one subject upon 
which they would haye more petitions than upon 
another, it was the subject of a reduction of postage; 
and taking, as indications of public feeling, what 
they found in the public journals throughout the 
entire land, he would say, that if there was any 
one subject upon which they would be called upon 
to act by hundreds of thousands of their con- 
stituency, it was that subject. He did not rise at 
this stage of the proceeding because he was op- 
posed to the reduction of postage; but he rose 
merely because there was a motion made to instruct 
a standing committee of the House upon a subject 
on which the petitions were merely at their com- 
mencement—upon a subject on which they did not 
yet know what were the wishes of the people of 
this Union. He had petitions now in his charge on 
this subject, and he had no doubt that a very large 
lene of the members of the House had also simi- 
ar petitions. Fle merely rose, therefore, to express 
his doubt as to the propriety, at this time, upon the 
partial information they possessed as to what they 
would be called on to do, of requiring a standing 
committee to make a report, If he understood the 
object of the resolution, it went to instruct the com- 
mittee to investigate and report to the House to 
what degree the rates of postage might be reduced, 
and still the department be enabled to support itself. 
If they were to adopt these instructions, it might 
possibly be considered as an indication of the sense 
of the House that they did not mean to reduce the 
rates of postage unless it were found that the de- 
partment would support itself after a reduction. He 
presumed that, at this time, and at this stage of the 
proceedings, the House was not prepared to assume 
that ground. If the people of this Union call for a 
reduction of the rates of postage, whether the de- 
partment could sustain itself by its receipts for 
postage or not, should the House forestall its action 
upon the subject by instructions to the committee? 
Why, it was the principal. subject on which the 
committee would be called upon to deliberate. And 
why should they instruct them in this way, without 


ay. : 
WRIGHT offered a resolution; which was _ 


This was intended to give he 


knowing what calis were to be made upon them for 
action? To judge from the evidences which they 
daily received in the public journals, it would appear 
that, if there was any one subject on which the 
people of this community were at this time agitated 
more, perhaps; than upon any other, it was respect- 
ing the oppression under which they labor in-con- 
sequence of the present exorbitant rates of postage. 
He himself had the honor of presenting, the last day 
the House met, a petition asking for a. reduction of 
the rates of postage, and which petition presented 
the fact that it cost one cent and three-quarters more 
to carry a letter in the mails from Geneva to New 
York—a distance of 200 miles—than to transport a 
barrel of flour from one place to the other. The 
people were clamorous on this subject of the reduc- 
tion of postage; and he thought they were called 
upon too early to instruct the committee in the man- 
ner proposed. It would be better to wait till the 
majority of the petitions on this subject came in, 
when they would have all the necessary information 
in regard to it; and from that information they could 
the better judge what instructions it would be prop- 
er to give to the committee taking it in charge. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS thought that the point object- 
ed to by his colleague was the one that ought to be 
inquired into. There was a general sentiment 
throughout the country in favor of the reduction of 
postage to the lowest rate at which the department 
would be able to sustain itself; but he was not pre- 

ared to admit that public sentiment went farther. 

or his own part, he had no objection to the reduc- 
tion to that point, and he therefore wished the com- 
mittee to make the inquiries proposed in the instruc- 
tions. 

Mr. BARNARD requested the instructions might 
be read; and they were accordingly read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the petition be referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing 
the franking privilege, and of regulating the rates of postage 
according to the coin of the United States; and inquire into 
and report the lowest rates of postage at which the depart- 
ment can support itself. 


Mr. B. then called for the reading of the petition; 
which was read. 

The question was put on referring the petition with 
instructions, and lost without a division. 

Mr. HOPKINS supposed there would be no ob- 
jection to the reference of the petition, and that the 
House had only voted down the instructions, which 
he himself did not deem necessary. 

The petition was then referred to the Commnittee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, by general con- 
sent. 

Petitions from Florida being called for— 

Mr. LEVY asked leave to offer the resolutions 
which were presented by bim on Friday last, and 
which appeared in the Globe’s report of that day’s 
proceedings. 

The SPEAKER informing the gentleman that 
the resolutions were out of order, and could not be 
received— 

Mr. LEVY said he would not trouble the House 
with any petitions at this time. 

e CHARLES J. INGERSOLL asked what 
was the next business before the House. 

The SPEAKER replied that the next business 
was the calling upon the States for petitions. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to postpone that 
business, in order that the House might resolve it- 
self into a Committee of the Whole. 

The question being put, this motion was lost 
without a division. 

The SPEAKER then called for petitions from the 
States, commencing with Michigan; and they were 
presented as follows: 

From Missouri, by Messrs. JAMESON and 
HUGHES. 

From Illinois, by Messrs. DOUGLASS and 
FICKLIN. 

Mr. McCLERNARD asked leave to offer areso- 
lution; but not being in order, it was not received. 

Petitions from Mississippi being called for— 

Mr. THOMPSON asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion on the subject of a petition which he had pre- 
sented; but was ruled to_be out of order by the 
Speaker. 

From Indiana, by Messrs DAVIS and HENRY. 

From Ohio, by Messrs. VANCE, GIDDINGS, 
HARPER, and MATHEWS. 

From Tennessee, by Mr. MILTON BROWN. 

From Kentucky, by Messrs. G. DAVIS, TIB- 
BATS, STONE, and THOMASSON, 

From South Carolina. Mr. CAMPBELL pre 


sented the ‘petition of the Farmezg’-Bank, and the 
Bank of Alexandria, D. C., praying fora re- 
newal of their charters; which was referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

From North Carolina, by Mr. CLINGMAN. 

From Virginia, by Mr. STEENROD. 

From New Jersey, by Mr. SYKES. 

On the motion of Mr. BIDLACK, the petitions 
and. papers heretofore presented by him on the sub- 
ject of a national foundry were referred to the ses 
tet committee now ordered. i 
" Other petitions were then presented— 

From Pennsylvania, by Messrs. BRODHEAD, 
WILKINS, DICKEY, and READ. 

From New York, by Meesrs. SEYMOUR, PUR- 
DY, GREEN, ELLIS, DANA, RATHBUN, 
MOSELY, and STETSON. 

From Connecticut, by Mr. CATLIN. 

From Rhode Island, by Mr. CRANSTON. 

From Massachusetts, by Messrs. GRINNELL, 
HUDSON, and ADAMS, who presented a great 
number of the class usually presented by this hon- 
orable gentleman. , , 

One of these petitions was from Woodstock, in 
the State of Connecticut, which asked Congress 
to abolish slavely in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, and the slave trade between the sev- 
eral States of the Union: secondly, that neither Flor- 
ida nor any other slave Territory be admitted into 
the Union: thirdly, that measures be taken for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
so that slavery may be abolished, or the people of 
the States exonerated doing anything to sustain it: 
and, fourthly, that commercial and diplomatic.rela- 
tions may be instituted between this country and 
the Republic of Hayti. 

The SPEAKER said this petition came within 
the rule. . 

Mr. ADAMS admitted that three of the four 
prayers of the petition came within the rule, and 
would be excluded by it; but the practice of the 
House had been, when a petition was offered con- 
taining several prayers, some of which were exclu- 
ded by the rule, and some were admissible under it, 
to refer such portions only as were admissible; he, 
therefore, moved that that portion of the petition in 
relation to the republic of Hayti he referred to the 
Committee on Foreign relations. 

The SPEAKER decided that the petition contain- 
ed matter which was inadmissible under the rule; 
and that the parts which were admissible must, 
therefore, be rejected with those that were inadmis- 
sable, as the petition must be received asa whole. 
The Chair, he -said, could not receive portions of 
the petition, which did not violate the rules, without 
receiving those parts which did violate the rules; 
and, therefore, the whole petition was decided to be 
inadmissible. 


Mr. ADAMS appealed from this decision, and 
called for the yeas and nays thereon; but this mo- 
tion did not appear to be seconded. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered, and Messrs. 
Winrurop and C. Jounson were appointed; and, 
they having taken the vote, reported 28 in the affirm- 
ative, and 80 in the negative; which was less than 
a quorum. : 

r. ADAMS. — If this resistance is persisted in, 
I shall move a call of the House. 

A motion was made for an adjournment; bul the 
yeas and nays being called upon it, the motion was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS asked that the question be again 
put upon the demand for the yeas and neys upon 
his appeal. 

Tellers were again appointed, and the votes were 
28 in favor of taking the question by yeas and nays, 
and 87 against it. 

Upwards of one-fifth voting in the affirmative, 
the yeas and nays were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows—yeas 105, nays 40: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Barringer, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Biack, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker 
hoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Cling: 
man, Clinten, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Douglass, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnsen, Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labrauche. Lumpkin, McCaus 
len, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph 
Morris, Norris, Parmenter, Feyton, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone 


eee 


Sykes, Taylor, Thpmasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, and Joseph A. 
Wright—105. 

“NAYS~—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Beardsley, Buffington, 
Catlin, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, 
Ellis, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grin- 
Kell, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 
d. Tägërsõll, Josep R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jeuks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leoward, McClelland, Moseley, 
Elisha R. Potter, Charles M. Read, Rogers, Sample, Sever- 
ance, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, aud Win- 
throp—4o. . os 

` Gg tlie decision of the Chair was sustaitied. 

Mi: ADAMS presented various othef petitions; 
which were referred. Ga A ESA 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. BURKE; 
HALE, REDING, HAMLIN, FOSTER, an 
CLINGMAN, 

Reports of committees were called for; when, the 

Speaker having called through the list as far as the 
Committee on Naval Affairs— 
TRANSFER OF NAVAL APROPRIATIONS. 
_ Me; PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill tö atithorite the Presi- 
dent of the United Stated to direct transfers of ap- 
propriations for the naval service under certaut 
circumstances. This bill having been read twice, 

Mr. PARMENTER explained the objects of the 
bill, and expressed the hope that it would then be 
pit on its passage. The object was to enable the 

ecretary to irandfer the balances of appropriations 
from objects where they were iiot wented to works 
which had been commenced and which had been 
suspended in consequence of the exhaustion of the 
appropriations. By this means, the Secretary would 
be enabled to carry on some works of importance, 
and to give employment to a number of mechanics 
who were necessarily discharged during the recess. 

_ Mr. BARNARD observed that, from the informa- 

tion he had received, he feared that the gentleman 
would not be able to effect the object he had in 
view by the passage ‘of the bill before them. He 
understood that, even if there should be a transfer 
of appropriations allowed, there were outstanding 
accounts against the department sufficient in 
amount to absorb àll these balances; so that the 

- object of the Secretary, to set these men to work, 
could not be accomplished without new appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. PARMENTER replied, that the gentleman 
was under a mistake; that the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy would show that the aggregate of 
the appropriations was sufficient for the service; and 
that all that was wanted to carry on the works of 
the fiscal year, was to enable hi transfer appro- 

_ priations from objects where noi A not wanted, 
to others where there was’ a pressing necessity for 
them, and to meet such emergencies of the service 
as could not have been foreseen. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if it would not be 
better to pass this bill over to to-morrow. He con- 
sidered the subject too important to be passed 
through without more mature reflection. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he was about to submit 
a motion that would put a stop to this proceeding. 
He was not willing that a matter of this importance 
should be passed through without full discussion in 
Committee of the Whole House; and he ‘therefore 
moved to refer it to that committee. He made this 
motion for the reason that the House had no con- 
trol over the expenditures of the navy, without ad- 
hering to the practice of specific appropriations; for 
there was no limit of a peace establishment for the 
navy; and the Secretary could make the expendi- 
tures for particular objects what he pleased, if al- 
lowed to transfer the appropriatfons in this way. 
For example: at the last session, they appropriated 
one million of dollars for certain objects, on which 
the Secretary had gone on to employ hands enough 
to exhaust two millions—thus setting his discretion 
above that of the Congress of the United States. It 
was in thig way that he furnished an argument for 
additional expenditures to keep these men in em- 
ploy, and threw the odium of refusing to continue 
them on Congress. He hoped, therefore, that this 
subject would be taken up and fully discussed in 
Committee of the Whole. It was a matter that 
ought not to be left to the discretion of any Secre- 
tary, but ought to be controlled by specific appro- 
priations. He moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARMENTER here read an extract from 
the report of the Secretary of the Navy, more fully 
to show the objects of the bill, and the necessity of 
the transfers. He objected to the reference to the 
“Committee of the Whole, because two months at 
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least would elapse before it could be aed on; and 
the Service were immediate and ` 


the necessities. of 
urgent. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that; by making” 


these transfers, the House would lose all control of 


the expenditures of the navy, and enable the Secie `} 


tary of the Navy to put the country to an expense 
for, certain objects that the House never contem- 
plated. ; : 

_ Mei LEVY observed that it was not his habit to 
intrude any remarks of his on the House, except 
whien the business of the Territory-he represented 
was under consideration; but he could not refrain at 
the present moment from stating a fact which would 
clearly show the propriety of referring this subject 
to the Commiitee of the Whole, as proposed by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cave Jounson.] 
Out of $800,000 or $900,000 which had been appro- 


priated for the repairs of the navy yard at Pensacola, - 


(the only naval station south of Virginia,) there 
were at least $350,000 unaccounted for by the Navy 
Department; and why was it not accounted for? 
Because the Secretary, instead of applying this sum 
to the Pensacola yard, (for whieh it was appro- 
priated,) had taken it upon himself to expend it on 
other yards. The siiiplé mention of this fact was 
enough, he thought, to show the House the necessi- 
ty ofadopting the motion of the gentleman from 
ennessee. 

„Mr, HALE hoped that this bill would take the 
direction proposed for it by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jounson.] If there was one 
departmént of the Government that required a most 
searching investigatioii, it was that of the navy; and 
he hoped that no appropriation would be made for 
it, nor any transfer appropriations be fade, as 
proposed by this bill, until that investigation was 

ad. The ‘appropriations for the naval service had 
swelled out from four millions (what they were in 
General Jackson’s time) up to eight or nine millions. 
Nine millions, he believed, was what was asked for 
by the present Secretary; and this, too, in time of 
profound peace. It wastime to putan end to these 
enormous appropriations, which amounted to more 
than were made in any year of the last war, when 
the navy was winning laurels from the most power- 
ful nation on the earth. It would be well for 
gentlemen, who had other important interests 
in their care, to look at the vast amount .of 
appropriations for the navy, and see if they 
could not cut them down so as to leave more 
for those objects. For his part, he would vote libe- 
rally for many important objects, and, on which 
there would be something to show for the money 
expended, rather than sce it squandered on the na- 
vy, and leaving no more of a trace behind than our 
ships leave behind them on the ocean. He trusted 
that this bill would not be touched for the present; 
and that the naval appropriations would be delayed 
until an investigation could be had. He had no 
doubt that a proper investigation would result in 
showing that the naval appřoprinnoni could advan- 
tageously be cut down at least four or five millions. 

Mr. PARMENTER agreed with the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, that, to a considerable extent, 
the appropriations called for by the Secretary of 
the Navy were too high; but that had nothing to do 
with the question before the House. This bill was 
to provide for pressing emergencies; and unless it 
passed speedily, the public service would suffer. If 
necessary, he would be willing to modify it in any 
way to suit gentlemen, though the billwas presented 
in the usual form of bills of the kind, and it was 
necessary in this branch of the public service to 
vest some discretion in the Executive; but he must 
object to the reference to the Committee of the Whole, 
as that proceeding would cause a delay of at least 
two months. As to the investigations recommended 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire, he had no 
objection to them, and he would be willing to go for 
any reduction inthe naval service that might be 
shown to be necessary and expedient; but in the 
mean time these necessary expenditures must be 
provided for. . . 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if the Committee 
on Naval Affairs had inquired into the expenditures 
of the last summer? He understood that in the lat- 
ter part of it the department had expended nearly 
two millions of dollars, and, by this means, brought 
about the very state of things they were now seek- 
ing to remedy. . 

Mr. BEARDSLEY was not sufficiently familiar 
with the acte of Congress on this subject, and the 
bill before the House, to enable him to speak of that 


part of the bill which was the subject of discussion, 


` with precision; but he uni eiatso the main scope of 


it was to appropriate: certain portions. of. the. public 


l nroney to meet certain unforeseen contingencies of 


the servicé that. were now pressing and: ut 
in other words, to take money that was not wanted 
for the objects for which it had been appropriated,. 
atidapply itto other objects where it-was wanted. 
Now, if seemed to him, that the remarks of gen-' 
tlemen with fegard to the enormous expenditures of 
the Navy Department did not bear on the case be- 
fore the House. There tight have been two mil- 
lions instead of one expended in two months; the 
naval appropriations “might eférmously ‘have in- 
creased for the last ten years, and the Secretary 
might have estimated for more money than ought to 
be expended on this branch of the ‘services put was 
that a good reason for resisting this bill, which was 
to provide for objects of immediate and ‘pressing ue- 
cessity? When they were about appropriating mo~ 


“ney for the naval service, it would be time to inquire 


into thé propriety of giving the nine millions the 
Secre asked for. Ít might be that the Secretary, 
in his expenditures; had gone farther than he was 
allowed by law to gos bat all this had nothin; 
to do with the question before the House, ‘an 
they had the means of reaching hinvat the pròp- ` 
er time, if such should be found to be the fact. He 
hoped, therefore, that the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee would not prevail, and that this bill 
would not be referred to the Committee. of the 
Whole, to be thereby delayed some. two. months. 
He hoped that it would be laid on the table, and 

rinted, so that the members might examine it; and 
if it should be found that there were necessary and 
proper expenditures which ought to be provided, 
for, that they would take the bill up and pass it.. 

Mr. BLACK observed, that he should vote for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee; 
but, at the same time, he must. remark that he re- 
gretted to witness a tone of feeling in regard to the 
navy which he could not but consider, as hostile.. . 
He was led to this conclusion from hearing: the re«. 
marks of the gentleman from New: Hampshire; and 
though he would heartily agree with that gentleman. 
on reducing the expenditures of the navy, he: mast, 
express the high regard he felt for that arm. of our, 
national defence. It was thatarm of our defence. 
which was most important to the South, and ‘te the 
whole Atlantic seaboard, and it was the one that , 
would be first called to meet the enemy-in the event 
of a war. While he was willing to vote, to cut 
down the appropriations, he -was:still: ready to.vote: . 
enough to keep the navy up to its present rate. ~ 

The SPEAKER then put the question on. the 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS moved that the House adjourn; 
which was not agreed to. f 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL renewed his motion that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, with the view of calling up the bill to re~ 
fund General Jackson’s fine. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that all the committees had, not been 
called ` for reports, and therefore his. motion was not 
in order. Bos 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made an adverse report on a petition 


for relief. : 
RESOLUTIONS. | 


The SPEAKER announced that resolutions were 
now in order, which would be called for by States, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved the postpone- 
ment of that order of business, that: the House might 
go into Committee of the Whole; which motion 
was negatived. ; 2 ; 

The SPEAKER called for resolutions from the 
State of Maine. . 

Mr. HAMLIN offered the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com. 
municate to this House the names of persons who were en- 
titled to bounty lands in the last war, who have not obtained 
their warrants. Also the names of steh persons as have 
obtained their warrants, but have neglected to take out 
their patents; together with the place of abode and place of 


enlistment of such persons. 

The SPEAKER decided that this resolution. must 
lie over for one day, under the rule. 

Mr. HALE, when New Hampshire was called, 
offered the following: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy beinstructed to ; 
report to this. House when the home squadron was first es- 
tablished by law; what have been the annual expenditures 
for it;and how much of the estimated expense of the next 
year is intended for that purpose. z> 


” "This resolution was understood to lie over, 
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Mr. REDING offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That three thousand copies extra of the esti- 
mates of.appropriations bé.printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House. $ 

This resolution was also. laid over. 

Mr. BURKE offered a resolution—and on this he 
moved. the ‘previous question—fixing Thursday 
next to go into an election of postmaster for this 
House.” 7 

On seconding the motion for the previous ques- 
tion, no quorum voted—there being 53 in the affirm- 
ative, and 58 in the negative. ` 

Mr. WELLER moved an adjournment. 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 67, 
nays 89. 4 

The motion therefore was negatived. 

Mr. BURKE then modified his motion, fixing the 
4th of January for the election, instead of Thursday 
next; but on the question of seconding the motion 
for the previous question, there was no quorum 
voting. ‘ 

The House then adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


_By Mr. HOUSTON: A petition from sundry 

citizens of Alabama, praying the establishment of a 
mail-route from Somerville, Morgan County, via 
Jasper, Walker county, to Tuscaloosa, Alabama: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: A petition of James 
Erricson and 350 other citizens of Haos county, In- 
diana, asking a donation of refuse lands, to improve 
the Grand Rapids of the Wabash river: referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Samuel 
Drew, of Muskingum county, Ohio, praying for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PRATT: The petition of James Dixon, 
for settlement of his account for extra work done 
on Alexandria court-house: referred to the Commit- 
tse for the District of Columbia. Petition of John 
P, Ingle and others, for Government to buy an ad- 
dition to Congressional buryin ground: referred to 
the Committee on the “Public Buildings and 
Grounds. The petition of William W. Seaton 
and others for a public clock: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHARLES M. READ: The petition 
of George Selden and 200 other citizens of Erie, 
Pennsylvania, praying an appropriation for the 
harbor at Erie: referred to the Camauttes on Com- 
merce. The petition of Joseph Brown, a pensioner, 
asking for back pension: referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


By Mr. JENKS: The petition of Joseph R. Wil- 
let, son and legal representative of General Augus- 
tin Willet, for advances and supplies for the revo- 
lutionary army: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionaty Claims. 

By Mr. PARMENTER: The petition of Benja- 
min Thompson and 70 others, of Charlestown, 
Massachusetts, for the discontinuance of the spirit 
ration in the navy. The petition of Moses Noyes 
for seven years’ half-pay on account of the services 
of his father during the revolutionary war. The 
petition of Maria Babbit for a pension, on account 
of services of her husband in the naval service. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The penson and papers 
in the case of Matthews, Wood, & Hall, for dam- 
ages arising on a contract for supplying marble for 
the New York custom-house: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. BOSSIER: A petition of William Cook, 
praying Congress to pass a bill granting him titles 
to a tract of land: referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. The petition of the citizens of 
Natchitoches, Sabine, Caddo, De Soto, Bossier, 
Ouachita, Avoyelles, Rapides, and Catahoula, pray- 
ing Congress to pass a bill for remounting the 2d 
regiment as a dragoon corps: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, The petition of citizens 
of Caddo, Louisiana, praying to change the route 
from Natchitoches to Shreveport via Loganport 
to Orleans: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, “A supplement 
to the petition of the practical Steam engineers and 
others of the city of Cincinnati to the Congress of 
the United States,” was withdrawn from the files of 


| the cases of Mrs. O. F. Ladd and Mr. 
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the House, and referred to the Comniittee on-Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. REDING asked leave to withdraw from 


the files of the House the memorials and pepers in 
eodore 


Gould, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 


By. Mr. STILES: The joint petition of the City 


` Council and Port Society of the city of Savannah, 


in relation to a disposition of the military site of 


Fort Wayne, in said city: referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR: The petitions 
of Mary Green and Gertrude Thomas, of the State 
of New York; the widows of deceased revolution- 
ary soldiers, praying severally for pensions by the 
extension of the provisions of the act of Congress of 
July 7, 1838, to the widows of such revolutionary 
‘soldiers as were married after the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1794. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of F. Ducoing 
for arrears of pension. for disability, caused by a 
wound received in battle of 8th January, 1815: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Peti- 
tion of heirs of Carlos De Villemont, praying for 
confirmation of title to a tract of land in Arkansas: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Petition of J. Riley Knight for compensation for 
losses by him sustained when keeper of the light- 
house at the mouth of the Mississippi, by hurri- 
canes: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Petition of J. H. Caldwell and others to be released 
from payment of certain duty bonds for iron im- 

orted for the use of the New Orleans and Nashville 
Railroad Company: referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of John A. 
Dougherty and about 500 others, citizens of Mis- 
souri, asking to have an appropriation for a survey, 
and the making out and establishing the boundary 
of the Oregon Territory, and extending the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States over the same: referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. Petition of Hen- 
ry 8. Geyer and 105 members of the St. Louis bar, 
praying for an additional term of the circuit court of 
the United States, to be held in October of each 
year at St. Louis, Missouri: referred to the Judici- 
ary Committee. The memorial of the Mayor and 
Common Council of the city of St. Louis, asking 
an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
of St. Louis, and to protect it from ultimate de- 
struction: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
A memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, asking 
appropriations for the improvement of the Missis 
sippi and its tributaries, by removing snags, saw- 
yers, &c.: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: Petition of the 
inhabitants of the town of Lisbon, county of Mil- 
waukie, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress 
for the establishment of a mail route from the town 
of Milwaukie, via Lisbon, and Warren township, 
to intersect the northern route at Summit, in 
said county of Milwaukie. Petition of the inhab- 
itants of Wauwauloosa, in the county of Milwaukie, 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of 
a mail route from the town of Milwaukie, and run- 
ning a northwestwardly direction through the towns 
of Brookfield, Lisbon, and Warren, intersecting the 
northwestern mail route at Summit that runs through 
Pipersville, Watertown, and to Fox Lake. Peti- 
tion of the inhabitants of the town of Lisbon, county 
of Milwaukie, Territory of Wisconsin, asking for 
the establishment of a mail route from the town of 
Milwuakie, ranning from thence a northwestwardly 
direction through the towns of Wauwauloosa, 
Brookfield, Lisbon, and Warren, intersecting a mail 
route at Summit in said county, that was established 
by Congress in 1842, and running from Summit, via 
Pipersville and Watertown, to Washara, in Dodge 
county. Petition of the inhabitants of the town of 
Warren, in the county of Milwaukie, in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a 
mail route, commencing at the town of Milwaukie, 
and running through the towns of Wauwauloosa, 
Brookfield, Lisbon, and Warren, to Summit, inter- 
scecting a mail route at Summit that runs from Sum- 
mit to Pipersville, Watertown, and to Washara, in 
Dodge county. Petition for the establishment of a 
mail route from Makaonago, in Milwaukie county, 
Territory of Wisconsin, via Eagle Prairie, White- 
water, and Port Atkinson, to Madison, the seat of 
government in said Territory. i 


- IN SENATE. 
Wenvespay, December 27, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the. War Department, 
covering a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 2d of March last;. relating to the first or old 
Cherokee settlers west of Arkansas. 

On motion by Mr. KING, it was referred to the 
Committee on dion Affairs. AEE 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying for a: grant of land 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Neenah 
or Wisconsin rivers: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 5 . 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Nicholas 
Thomas, praying to be allowed the pension which 
was due to his father, Nicholas Thomas, a soldier 
of the Revolution: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. . 

On motion by Mr. BATES, it was ordered that 
the petition of Catharine Hayward, praying for a 
pension, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. À 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from D. B. 
Holbrook, in behalf of the Great Western Rail- 
road Company of Ilinois, praying for a pre-emp- 
tion right to some of the public lands: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and -the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
President and Directors of the Tonawanda Railroad 
Company of the State of New York, praying Con- 
gress to extend fora limited period the law exempt- 
ing from duty railroad iron actually laiddown. Mr. 

. Said this memorial was on a subject of some inter- 
est; and as it was very short, and discussed the 
question in all its bearings, he moved that it be 

rinted, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

he latter part of the motion was agreed to; and the 
former referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
izing persons to whom reservations of lands have 
been and shall be made under Indian treaties, to 
alienate the same in fee; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, it was ordered 
that the petition of Malachi Hogan, praying for in- 
demnity for losses sustained in Florida, be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. W. presented a petition from Jacob M. Folans- 
bee, praying forgrrears of pension; which was re~ 
ferred to the Co itce on Pensions. 

Mr. BAGBY gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
George S. Gaines. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition from William 
S. Brown, and Edward S. Brown and others, pray- 
ing for a confirmation of certain land titles: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. KING, it was ordered that the 
memorial of the heirs of Samuel H. Thompson be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The resolution introduced by Mr. ALLEN, on 
yesterday, to amend the 40th rule of the Senate, so 
as to have certain executive business transancted in 
open Senate, instead of with closed doors, came up 
for consideration; but was, on the motion of Mr. 
Tappan, passed over informally, the mover not 
then being in his seat. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Warrer on yesteylay, came up for consideration, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate at as 
early a period as practicable, a statement of the expendi- 
tures of the Government, each year, from its organization 
up to the present period, and where and for what purpose 
these expenditures were made. 

Mr. EVANS inquired of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Waker] if he could not get all the 
information he desired by the resolution from the 
public documents. He believed thata report show- 
ing the expenditures of the Government to the end 
of the year 1840 had been made; and he thought 
the public documents, annually thereafter, would 
show all he desired. 

Mr. WALKER did not find in those reports the 
information he desired. They did not specify where 
and for what purposes the expenditures were made. 

Mr. EVANS believed that, in the report of the 
department, made in answer to a resolution of 1840, 


= information could be obtained at less expense. 


* recollect. 


. reported it to Congress, in connection with a docu- 
“ment which, ur 1834-5, was published. He after- 


‘known. But the origin of the miscellaneous receipts 


-internal improvements, pensions, navy yards, &c.— 


toms, and from lands also, had, from time to time, 


- Most. precious. 
-othe department. Ifall the Senator wanted was in- 


‘information without involving the department in 
h 


» his expectations are in regard to it. 


"resisted, he should. be constrained to call for the 
. yeas and nays upon its adoption. This year, and 


» gress, and before the country, and efforts made to 


`o Much favored by 
‘> said,) he desire 


“gle session; and if this was a critérion of the whole, 


. confederacy. 


the expenditures of the Government, from its organ- 
ization to that time, were specifically published. 
"Mr. WALKER thought the expenditures were 
set down’ under general heads, but not with that 
&pecification which his resolution called for. 

Mr. EVANS did not exactly know the necessity 
for such specification. He believed it would be a 
“matter of very great difficulty. It would cause a 
“great deal of unnecessary labor and waste of time to 
„the department at a period in which that time was 
It may impose a great expense on 


formation as to where and for what purposes certain 
expenditures were made, he could surely gain that 


such an unnecessary expense. He (Mr. E.) did 
not wish to throw any obstacles in the way, when 
gentlemen offered resolutions of inquiry; but it real- ‘+ 
ly appeared to him that, in this instance, sufficient 


Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that, with regard 
to the words “where, and for what purpose,” he 
would be glad to have some further explanation 
from the Senator from Mississippi. He (Mr. C.) 
imagined the document called for by the resolution 
would be very voluminous, indeed, for general use. 
He would.like to know from the gentleman what 


Mr. WALKER said, if this resolution was to be 


for: many years, the grants of small portions of the 
public domain, made to the new States for ample 
equivalents, were paraded in each House of Con- 


produce the impression that the West had been too 
the Government. Now, (Mr. W. 
to know, and the answer to this re- 
solution would for the first time inform the people of 
the Union, where and in what States the moneys of 
the Union were expended. Mr. W. said he had 
examined the places of these expenditures for a sin- 


seven-eighths of the public expenditures had 
been made, not in the West, but upon the seaboard 
Siates; and he wished that all should know the fact, 
that it might be shown that the new States of the 
West, so far from being greatly favored, had been 
more neglected than any other portion of this great 


‘Mr. WOODBURY said, that perhaps he ought to 
state a fact of two in connexion with this subject, 
which other gentlemen might not at this moment 
Soon after his connexion with the Treas- 
uty Department, it struck him thatfijtabular state- 
ment of the receipts, as well as the expenditures, in 
each State, annually, would be interesting, if not 
useful. He therefore attempted it for one year, and 


wards extended it to'one or two years more; but 
‘was not certain that the last had been printed. There 
was not much difficulty in giving the actual receipts 
from customs and lands in each State, as the loca- 
tion-of the custom-houses and land offices was well 


it was troublesome to affix; and it was impossible to 
say how much of the money for lands and duties 
came from the inhabitants of the States where it 
was paid. f . 

In respect to the expenditures, those in each 
State for local objects—such as forts, light-houses, 


would be easily apportioned; butothers were complex 
and uncertain, and often by no means went to the 
benefit of the State or its inhabitants where they 
happened to be paid out. It was practicable, how- 
ever, to divide most of them with accuracy enough 
for general purposes. 

Mr. W. said he was not aware that any other 
attempt to show the locality of both the receipts and 
expenditures in the General Government had heen 
made than that just referred to, though a report to 
Congress had in former years been presented, show- 
ing the expenditures in each State for a length of 
time under certain specific heads—such as forts, 
roads, &c. ; 

So the revenue collected in each State from cus- 


been given to the public and to Congress. -He was 
satisfied, therefore, that though the expenses each 
year, under general heads, in the whole Union, were 
published, down to 1640—as intimated by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Evans]—yet the particular 
States or Territories where the expenses had been 


. upon the public lands; the final decision in each 
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made in each year had not been 
expenses, and for each year. Hence, as the reso- 
tion could in that respect be answered—though with 
considerable labor and some uncertainty—he was 
in favor of its passage, since a document. of the 
kind would, for some purposes, be valuable and in- 
teresting. : i : 
, Mr, EVANS did not intend to oppose the resolu- 
tion. He thought, however, thatit would be very 
unnecessary information when obtained, and would 
give very fallacious views of the expenditures of the 
Government, on the very points the Senator aimed 
at. Suppose a. considerable. quantity of hemp, 
grown in Kentucky or Missouri, were brought to 
the navy-yard at Charlestown, and there paid for: the 
expenditure would appear tobe madeatC larlestown, 
although the money and benefit went to the States 
where the article was produced. So it was with 
‘provisions and materials for the use of the Govern- 
ment. Live oak, used in our ship building, was not 
paid for at the place of its growth, but appeared on 
the bills of expenditures at the places of its consump- 
tion. It might appear as if these expenditures were 
madein New York or Massachusetts, though quite 


. a different quarter reaped all the benefit: The pay- 


ments are made at the places of delivery, 
the places of growth or manufacture. The expend- 
itures_ for arsenals, fortifications; &c. would, in like 
manner, if duly inquired into, be found not to be for 
the sole benefit of the places of expenditure. This is the 
case with regard toa great variety of the expenditures 
which would be specified under this call. The in- 
formation was not, therefore, to be relied upon when 
obtained; and really he could not see what object 
was to be attained by it, unless to give occasion for 
disputations about sectional favoritism. And as the 
Senator had alluded to the grants of public lands to 
the new States being continually held up to them, 
he (Mr. E.) would say that there was considerable 
difference between such donations and the local ex- 
penditures of the Government. An expenditure in 
a State was not a grant to the State. Expenditures 
and grants were very different things. He had 
shown that expenditures might be for the benefit of 
quite another State from that in which they were 
made. But, as he had said before, he did not mean 
to oppose the resolution, if the Senator still thought 
it necessary to press it. All that he should say was, 
that the information will be derived at great trouble 
and expense to the department; and when obtained, 
would be of very little use, being indefinite and in- 
conclusive on the points it is expected to establish. 

The question was tlon taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN here submitted an inquiry concern- 
ing his resolution to amend the rule regulating ex- 
ecutive proceedings. i 

The CHAIR said it had been passed over infor- 

mally. 
Ar. ALLEN remarked that he merely desired, at 
that time, to move that the resolution be printed, 
and laid on the table. He would call it up at a con- 
venient season, and desire an expression of the Sen- 
ate upon it. The motion to print was agreed to. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. Por- 
TER yesterday, was adoped: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to send 
to the Senate any estimate which may be in the possession 
of the department, of the cost of connecting Laks Huron 
and Superior by means of a canal around the Falls of St. Ma- 
ry’s, adapted to navigation by steam vessels. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Breese yesterday, was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 
ed to inform the Senate how many suits have been instituted 
by the United States against citizens of Hlinois and Wiscon- 
sin since the 4th day of March, 1841, for alleged trespasses 
case; the 
amount oi recovery and damages, ifany, against the defend- 
ants, with the costs taxed against them severally, and the 
kind of trespasses for which they were. prosecuted; and, if 
any such cases have been determined against the United 
States, the amount of costs in each case so determined; and 
how many such suits are now pending in said court. 


The CHAIR here remarked that there was no 
further business on his desk. Whereupon, 

On motion of Mr. BATES, . 

The Senate adjourned. 


and not at 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenyespay, December 27, 1843. 
The minutes. of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 
SELECT COMMITTEES, 


The following were announced as the select com- 
mittee to whom were referred the resolutions of the 


given for all of the 


Legislature of Massachusetts, 
ed a few days ago, on the subject of an 
of the-Constitution of the United Sta 
Apdms, Raett, J. R. Ingersoun, ER, 
vis, Burge, Samp, Morse, and Ginpine 
The following were also’ announced: as.the sele 
committee of:nine, to, whom were referred the p 
. tions on the subject of a. national foundry: Messrs, 
Bropuean, Brace of. Ga.;. Barwanp, Payne, Hu- 
BARD, Peyron Winiiams, Moors, and Crumemany.; 
Mr. ALBERT SMITH, on his:motion; Was’ ex- 
cused from serving on the Committee-on Enrolled 
alls. - AE gd Da ASE eet ee 
Mr. CARROLL asked permission to change .a > 
vote which he gave yesterday on Mr. Apams’s ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair—his vote hav- 
ing been given undera misapprehension of the ques- 
tion before the House. He Tind voted to:sustain, 
the Chair; but he desired to change his vote to the. 
negative. ; nir 
r. HOPKINS inquired if the journal was in- 
correct. a 
Mr. CARROLL said his vote had been correctly 
recorded; but he was desirous to change his vote, 
Mr. HOPKINS said, that to accede to the zën- 
tleman’s request, would be to ‘establish a very daa- 
gerous precedent. i : 


Mr. CARROLL said, if there was any opposi: 
tion to the request he had made, he should’ be satis« 
fied with this opportunity to make an explanation. 
He conceived it to be right in the House to. receive: 
and refer so much of a paper as was admissible ùn“ 
der the rule, though there might be other parts that 
were inadmissible; and he desired that his vote: 
should be recorded in favor of the right of petition 
to this House on all. subjects whatever. D 

The conversation then ceased. 

PETITIONS. .- 

The SPEAKER announced ‘that. petitions were 
next in order, and several were pene : 

From Maine: by Mr. HAMLIN. 

From Massachusetts: by Mr. ADAMS. 

From Vermont: by Mr. COLLAMER. | 

From New York: by Messrs. BEARDSLEY, 
STETSON, CARROLL, and SEYMOUR. _ 

From Pennsylvania: by Messrs. A. H. READ |: 
and C. M. READ. aa 

From Georgia: by Mr. E. J, BLACK... 

From Kentucky: by Messrs. THOMASSON ‘and. 
FRENCH. ee eae 

From Ohio: by Messrs. GIDDINGS, St. JOHN, » 
and HARPER. 

From Indiana: by Mr. KENNEDY. 

From Illinois: by Messrs. WENTWORTH and 

FICKLIN. i 

From Alabama: by Mr. CHAPMAN. 

Petitions wére presented by Messrs. BOWEN 
and BOWLIN of Missouri. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired if it would be in order to 
give a notice at this time, or whether there was any 
rule prescribing the time when. notices should be 


iven. , 
s The SPEAKER said that the notice would not: 
now be in order; but it might he given when the 
States were called for resolutions. : 

Mr. PAYNE said his only object was to save . 
time and expedite the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair did not feel at lih- 
erty to authorize its reception now, asthe same in- 
dulgence would be demanded by other gentlemen. 

Mr. CROSS of Arkansas presented certain peti- 
tions. , 

Mr. GRINNELL of Massachusetts. presented'a 
petition. i 

Mr. McKAY moved that the Committee of Ways 
and Means be permitted to. appoint a clerk; which - 
motion was adopted. 

Memorials were presented by Mr: VANCE of 
Ohio. : 

Mr. CLINTON moved that the Committee on 
Public Expenditures have power to send for per- 
sons and papers. ob a! : 

Mr. ADAMS said it seemed to him that the reso- 
lution was a very extraordinary one. He could 
not understand why that committee should have the 
power of sending for persons and papers; it was a 
very extensive power that was asked for, and the 
exercise of which. would involve considerable ex- 
pense. He desired to be informed by the gentle- 
man from New York what special reason there was 
why. this power should be conferred upon the com- 
mittee. of: which he was chairman; and whether the 
committee had considered of the propriety.of corn-. 
pensating those persons who might be. sent for ‘tq 


Q 
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attend the committee. He wished to hear some 
reason stated for conferring the power. ` 

Mr. CLINTON said the resolution wag precise- 
ly inthe same terms with a resolution which pass- 
ed the House at the long session of the last Con- 
gress. By having the power to send for certain 
clerks of the public departments, the committee 
would be enabled to save the expense of long co- 
pies: of papers. and the expense of a permanent 
clerk. os 

The resolution was adopted. 

"Phe resolution offered by Mr. Burre yesterday, 
that the House proceed, on Thursday, the 4th day 
of January next, to the election of postmaster to the 


House of Representatives, was taken up. 

Mr, HOLMES moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. BURKE demanded the yeas and nays upon 
this motion; which were ordered, and, being taken, 
resulted as follows—yeas 72, nays 84: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Belser, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Milton Brown, 
Campbell, Carroll, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Clingman, 
Clinton, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Flor- 
ence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B, Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, McClel- 
land," McIlvaine, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Patterson, Pey- 
ton, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Charles M. Read, David 5. 
Reid, Khett, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Ste- 
phens, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vin- 
ton, White, and Winthrop—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Bufhngton, Burke, Cald- 
well, Cary, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Donglass, Duncen, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Frick, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Henly, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Hughes, Charlee J. Ingersoll, Cave Johuson, Andrew 
Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, McClernand, McComuell, Me- 
Dowell, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Norris, Parmenter, 
Payne, Purdy, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, Reding, Russell, 
Et. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Sykes, Taylor, ‘Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, and Joseph A. Wright—84. 

So the motion to lay on the table being negatived, 
` the question recurred on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

_ The question was then put in seconding the pre- 
vious question, and carried—ayes 64, noes 57. 

The main question having then been ordered with- 
out a division— 

Mr. BURKE called for the yeas and nays on that 
question, being on the adoption of the resolution, 
which were accordingly ordered, and being taken, 
resulted In—yeas 83, nays 68, as follows: 


YEAS-~Messrs: Anderson, Benton, Bidlack, Jas. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hof, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Buftington, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Duncan, Ellis, Far- 
lee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hughes, Hungerford, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Me- 
Clernand, MeConnell, McDowell, MeKay, Mathews, Jo- 
seph Morris, Norris, Parmenter, Payno, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Almon H. Read, Reding, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stecnrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor. Tib- 
batts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, 
and Joseph A. Wright-—83. 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Belser, Edward J, Black, Milton Brown, Campbeil, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, Collamer, 
Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Del- 
let, Dickey, Dickinson, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, 
Gilmer, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Holmes, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, J. B. Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Dan- 
jel P. King, McClelland, Meilvaine, Marsh, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Patterson, Feyton, Elisha R. Totter, Charles M. Read, 
David 5. Reid, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Sever- 
ance, David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, Stephens, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, and Winthrop—68. 


So the House determined to go into the election of 
a postmaster on the 4th day of January next. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


The resolution offered by Mr. Hanuin—calling on 
the Secretary of War to communicate to the House 
the names of the persons who are entitled to bounty 
lands for services during the last war, and who have 
not obtained warrants for the same; also the names of 
the persons who have obtained their land warrants, 
but who have not received patents for them, to- 
gether with the places of residence and places of en- 
Letment of the soldiers so entitled, coming up for 
consideration—— 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON was opposed to the reso- 


lution, on the ground that the publication of these 
names would not be for the benefit of the widows and 
children of the soldiers entitled to these bounty 
lands, but for the beviefit of a třibë of speculators 
and agents who Were seelting tô eirich ihéinielves at 
their expensas : f `“ 

Mr. HAMLIN regretted that the gentleman from 
Tennessee had thou; at fit to oppose this resolution, 
because he believed that it was calculateil to per- 
form good service, and operate ih a mannek very 
contrary to the genilemah’s suggestions, There 
were many perSons in the Eastern States who were 
eniitled to bounty lands, but were unable to make 
good their claims for the want of proper information, 
which was only in the hands of the Government. 
The object of this resolution was to enable the 
heirs of persons who had such claims to know 
directly what they were entitled to, and how to 
make good their claims. i 
` This resolution embraced two classes of persons 
only—those who hid noi obtåined their warrants, 
and those who, having obtained their warrants, had 
hot taken out their patents. This information the 
Secretary of War could furnish the House in a few 
hours’ labor} and it would be sò valuable anil useful 
that_he was surprised at any gentleman opposing it: 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; but the motion was rejected. 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the previous question; 
but the call was not sustained by the House. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; but, a sufficient number not rising, they were 
not ordered. 

Mr. THOMASSON observed that it was buta 
few days ago, when a motion was made to printfa 
report from the War Department, containing the 
names of persons having claims against the Govern- 
ment, that he voted in favor of that motion. His 
impression then was, that the document contained 
information which would be useful to him, as he 
received many officers’ and soldiers’ claims from his 
constituents which he was requested to prosecute at 
the department. For this reason he was anxious 
that the document should be printed; but he had 
since received information which had induced him 
to change his opinions. On a late occasion, he called 
at one of the public departments to obtain informa- 
tion in relation to a claim that he was requested to 
prosecute; and, though he gave the name of the per- 
son, the clerk refused him the information, in ac- 
cordance, as he said, with the invariable practice of 
the department. On conversing with his friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cave Jounson] on this subject, 
that gentleman gave him the reason why the de- 
partment refused to give information of this kind; 
and that was, that the making these claims public 
would benefit, not the widows and children of claim- 
ants, but the speculators and agents who are always 
watching for opportunities to prey upon such per- 
sons. nder these circumstances, Jie was unwillin 
to depart from the long-settled practice of the Gov- 
ernment, which he had no doubt was the result of 
experience, though he was not prepared to vouch 
for the correctness of it. 

Mr. HALE hoped the resolution would pass. 
He held it to be both the duty and the policy of the 
Government to be just; and he believed there was 
nothing to be gained by interposing objections to 
the publication of all the information in the posses- 
sion of the Government, to enable those who have 
just claims to enforce them. It was not the policy 
of the Government to interpose any objection : to 
the fullest and freest communication ‘of all the in- 
formation which will enable 
righteous claims to show their merits. The claims 
of officers and soldiers of the last and the revolu- 
tionary wars should be heard with great indulgence 
and favor by this House; the poor pittance which 
the Government pays to the widows and orphans 
of those soldiers, for the blood shed in the country’s 
behalf, should not be grudgingly paid; nor should 
the information be locked up in the archives of the 
Government, that would enable the claimants to es- 
tablish their just claim. If a little more care and 
scrutiny could be employed to protect the treasury 
against claims of a more questionable character, he 
thought it might be judiciously exerted; and if this 
House would call upon the departments to show 
how much had been paid out on claims presented 


and over and over again rejected, it would be ` 


seen that there had been enough thus paid out to 
gladden the hearts of the widows and orphans of 
those who had fought the battles of the country, 
He did, however, trust that all the jealousy of this 
House and of the departments would nat be a9 


those who have | 


excited as todefeat these méritorious claims of the 
widows and orphans who came herein their weak- 
hess and théir poverty, asking the Government to 
give thém that Which belonged to them. Believing 
that by the adoption of this resolution, flothing but 
the truth would be published, and that no. claims 
but those of justice and humanity could be added tö 
those miade against ‘the Government, by sucli publi- 
cation, ahd that io facilities would. be afforded fot 
fraudulent claimants, hé. sincerely hoped the Houst 
Would pass the resolution introduced by the zens 
tleman from Maine. 

After a brief conversation between Messrs, 
BEARDSLEY and CAVE JOHNSON, 

Mr. HAMLIN wished simply to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the resolution as it now read. 
It asked for information on two specific points: first, 
itasked for the names of those persons who were en- 
titled to bounty lands, and who had not obtained 
their Warrants: it also askéd for the names of those 
who had obtained their warrants, but have not ta 
ken out their patents; and, in offering this resolu- 
tion, he wished to Say that he did it atthe instance 
of persons whom he knew to be personally interest- 
ed through their ancestors. Now, he asked, what 
proper objection had been offered by either the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee or the gentleman from Kens 
tucky. If he had gathered the force of their views, 
they did not convey to hima single suggestion tend- 
ing in the least to create embarrassment in the pass- 
age of this resolution. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Tuomasson] had, on the contrary, given 
him one of the best reasons why the resolution 
should be passed; that was, that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had called upon the departments, and 
from their books he could not learn the namesTof 
those who were interested in these very land claims 

ainst the Government. If the gentleman from 
Kentucky was right, he had afforded the best reason 
for the adoption of the resolution, and he (Mr. H.) 
hoped the House would adopt it. 

Mr. THOMASSON explained. The head ofone 
of the bureaus informed him that, in one in- 
stance, there were seven different claimants for the 
same bounty land, and the pay who obtained it 
turned out to be. one who had no right to it. 

Mr. HAMLIN would ask what that had to do 
with this resolution? If the Government held out by 
its laws that it was willing to reward those who had 
periled their lives, was it proper that the evi- 
dence should be withheld which woùld show to 
whom it was due? and would the gentleman fiom 
Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] stand there, as a miser 
over his treas, and refuse that very relief which 
was offered? There were but two classes‘ of claim- 
ants whose cases this resolution would meet, and 
those classes vere not at all numerous; and if the 
additional information, which would show the place 
of residence and of enlistment of the claimant, was 
published, there could not be any frauds practised, 
and all objections would be obviated. He agreed 
with the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Haxe,] that it was the duty of Government to fur- 
nish to the community whatever evidence was in its 
possession, that those really interested might be able 
to derive the benefits which the Government held 
out to them. But was it to be the policy of this 
Government to say toa certain class of meritorious 
citizens, We will give you this bounty land; and 
the same moment, and in the same breath, turn 
round and say, We will withhold from you the very 
information which will enable you to enjoy the ben- 
efits we offer? Heasked if this was not “to keep the 
word of ated to the ear, and break it to the 
hope” He hoped the resolution would be passed. 
Ifhe correctly understood the law, he believed all 
these claims ae expire in two years from the 
last session of Congress; and should they, there- 
fore, be justified in keeping from those that were in- 
terested, the evidence that would enable them to sus- 
tain their claims within the allotted time? 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON explained the course 
pursued by the department in withholding the in- 
formation alluded to from persons who were not di- 
rectly interested as claimants, and stated that claim- 
ants, or their properly-authorized representatives, 
could procure all the information they required. This 
policy was pursued for the purpose of frustrating 
the designs of speculators, whose frauds in relation 
to the Virginia land claims were the means of great 
loss to the Government, and to the people who 
were rightfully entitled to that bounty. 


X Mr. HOPKINS was of opinion that the passage 


of this resolution, by giving publicity to the infor- 
mation in the possession of the Government, would 


defeat the object of speculators.. Concealment alone 
would aid hem in their designs; for, by the pur- 
chase of a clerk in the departments, or other Gov- 
- grmment officer, they could procure such informa- 
- gon as would enable them to prosecute. successfully 


- their frauds; whereas a compliance with the resolu- - 


tion now before the House would make known to 
those rightfully entitled the evidence by which 
they might obiain the bounty of the Government. 
He stated that one of the officers of this House, 
within a period of two or three years, had obtained 
fifty-odd thousand dollars on private claims, many 
of which had passed by a vote of that House; and 
such a practice might find its way into the depart- 
ments, if not prevented by the publication now 
asked for. He hoped the resolution would be 
adopted. 


Mr. THOMASSON said, either the resolution ought 


to be amended, or it ought not to pass. If this reso- 
lution should be made to apply to officers and sol- 
diers of the last war, it should be marde also applica- 
ble to the officers and soldiers of the war of the 
Revolution; and he therefore moved so to amend it. 

Mr. HAMLIN deprecated the affixing to his reso- 
Tution a rider which would bear it down and destroy 
it; but he intimated that if the gentleman from-Ken- 
tucky would introduce his amendment as a separate 
and independent proposition, it should have his 
(Mr. H.’s) support. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved the reference of the 
whole subject to the Committee on Public Lands, 
with instructions to report by bill to restrict the as- 

 sig¢nment of these claims. This, he was of opinion, 
would defeat the designs of the speculators. 


Mr. DANA suggested that some difficulties might 
follow the publication now asked, inasmuch as the 
department might not, in all cases, possess accurate 
evidence of the right of the claimants; and the pub- 
Jic record thus made might, therefore, exclude the 
_ gightful owner. He was opposed to the resolution. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM said he was but little ac- 
quainted with matters and things in this House, but 
he had been one of the people for a good while, 
and knew something abou what was going on 
among them. He thought he knew sufficiently well 
the feelings of those he represented to induce him 
to be in favorof the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. One of the reasons which in- 
fluenced him was, that he knew there was a class of 
men who had most of them been in some of the 
pape departments of this Government, and had 
had access to all the records, and were weil informed 
of the existing claims of SY U and to 
these persons they applied to be their solicit- 
ors, in prosecuting those claims, representing that, 
unless they were employed to nurse and to prose- 
cute them, they would never be recovered. By 
and by, these agents or solicitors come out with 
their conditions, (which were exceedingly hard con- 
ditions, in most cases,) demanding a quarter, a 
third; and sometimes even a half of the whole 
claim; and these terms have, in most cases, 
to be submitted to, whilst all that the agent 
has to do isto transfer the papers relating to the 
case from one bureau to another. Having access 
themselves to these papers, they took care to ex- 
clude the claimants themselves from all knowledge re- 
specting them, other than they chose to afford them. 
And, as long as the Government refused to make 
them public, they were putting it in the power of 
those agents to practise a sort of extortion upon the 
claimants. For this reason, if for no other, he 
would vote for the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine, as he would be in favor of opening all 
sources of information to the public. 

Mr. BOWER said. he hoped and trusted the 
resolution of the gentieman from Maine would be 
adopted. He could speak feelingly on this subject; 
for he had had claims, and had had a variety of 
communications upon the subject of these clams, 
from these solicitors. He had no. sort of doubt 
that the gentleman from Tennessee was acting from 
the best and purest motives. Nevertheless, it ap- 
peared to him that the proposition of the gen- 
tleman was calculated to defeat the very. thing he 
was aimiig at. He knew that claims had been 
speculated in, and would be’ speculated in again. 
He knew many individuals who had given one- 
half ‘of their claims. because they were notin pos- 
sesion of the requisite information to enable them 
to procure them. He hoped the resolution would 
be adopted. 

The question being upon the amendment of Mr. 
C; Jounson, f ee 


The demand not being seconded, however, was 
withdrawn. i 


Mr. WELLER rose and said, as thé House 
seemed. disposed to continue the debate, he desired 


to offer a few remarks upon the subject before the | 


House. The design of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, in moving to refer the matter to the Committee 
on Public Lands, was, he believed, to defeat the in- 


| tention of the gentleman from Maine. The gentle- 


man from Tennessee was generally right; but when 
he once got wrong, he was apt to be very wrong. 
He wasa very strenuous economist, and, to carry 
out his principles, he seemed to think it necessary 
to keep from the public eye that knowledge which 
would enable certain men to put their hands into 
the pockets of those persons who have claims upon 
this Government. The whole amount of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee was, that it 
Was the duty of the Government to conceal informa- 
tion which would enable the public to know who 
have claims.- The question then resolved itself into 
this, whether to enable the public in general to 
speculate upon these claims, ‘or whether to. re- 


serve a monopoly to the clerks and others be-- 


longing to the public departments. As for him- 
self, he was opposed to all monopolies; and he 
held,- therefore, that it was the duty of the 
Government to proclaim to the world the statement 
of.these claims, that every man in the country 
might be enabled to know whether he had any claim 
on account of services performed by his forefathers. 
He could see no fraud that could be perpetrated 
upon the Government by the publication, and as he 
was aware of the fact stated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that the department will not give per- 
sons information regarding the claims to bounty 
land, he hoped the resolution would be adopted. 

He did not know that anything would be gained 
by prolonging the discussion. He was always sorry 
to differ from the gentleman from Tennessee; but as 
the House had determined to continue the debate, 
he had thought it right to make this brief explanation. 

Upon the question of reference to the Committee 
on Public Lands, a division was called for. ‘Tellers 
were appointed, who reported the vote as follows: 
2l in the affirmative, and 91 in the negative. 

The next amendment was that offered by Mr. 
Tuomasson, to print also the names of revolu- 
tionary claimants. 

Mr. READ said he hoped the gentleman from 
Maine would accept this amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN said he would be glad to oblige 
his friends on the other side, but he must be per- 
mitted to say that he feared the Greeks and the gifts 
they bring—timeo Danaos et dona ferentes. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to say to the gentle- 
man from Maine, that, if his resolution were 
adopted, it would be very proper that the amendment 
should be added. Though he thought they were 
both wrong, yet, if one were adopted, he would be 
in favor of the other also, to make the matter as 
palatable as possible. 

Mr. READ said he would vote for the amend- 
ment; for he would much prefer including both 
classes of cases. He believed the whole House 
would be willing to vote for the resolution, if amend- 
ed; and he hoped, therefore, the gentleman would 
accept it. 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
and the votes counted by tellers, there were ayes 75, 
noes 45. Sothe amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REDING moved a further amendment— 
that the names of the officers and soldiers of the 
last war, who have claims for services, be also 
printed. : 

This amendment was adopted. And the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was then adopted without a di- 


vision. 
THE HOME SQUADRON. 
Mr. HALE offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed 
to report to this House when the home squadron was first 
established by law, what have been the annual expenditures 
therefor, and how much of the estimated expense of the 
next year is intended for that purpose. i 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the resolution, 
by adding: 


And what duty has been performed by the home squad 


ron. 


Mr. HALE said he would state the object of the 
resolution. It appeared, from the report. of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that there would be a 
deficiency of revenue to meet the expenses of the 
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ihe Mr. STEENROD demanded the previous ques- 
ion. l 


Government, of over four millions: andá half ofdol-: 
lars. And to cover that deficency, he proposed the 
profligate expedient of borrowing money. His own 
idea was, that they ought to reduce their‘expendi- 
tures, so as to bring themi within their income.. That 
was the only honest policy. And looking to: find 
where curtailment could best be made, he perceived 
that the Secretary of the Navy asks for the Navy 


` Department nearly nine millions of dollare—nearly'a 


third of the whole revenue ‘of’ the country to be ex- 
pended upon the navy. ` : ihe, ETRE 

_ He believed they were indebted to this administra- 
tion for. the home squadron.. ‘The whole ‘sixteen 
vessels which composed that squadron were said to 
be necessary to protect the coasting trade; and though 
the portion of the country from which he came was 
deeply concerned in the coasting trade, yet “he him- 
self was convinced that many of those vessels might 
be dispensed with. If this information ‘were’ laid 
before the House, they would have something tan- 
giole on which to lay their hands, in the way of irè- 
trenchment and reform. He wanted this informa- 
tion for the purpose of pointing out to the House 
where an enormous expense might be cut down, 
without endangering any of the interests of the 
country. Gentlemen had talked about being pre~ 
pared with a sufficient navy to meet and contend 
with the naval power of Great Britain; but had 
they any idea of the outlay which was required 
to support such a navy? ‘The expense of the navy 
of Great Britain amounted to between eighty and 
a hundred millions of dollars annually... We were 
not in want of sucha great naval establishment tò 
make ourselves respected at home or abroad. Gen- 
eral Jackson alone had produced an impression upon 
one of the oldest nations of Europe, which it would 
be impossible for this administration to do with the 
assistance of all the navies in the world. 

Let this information be laid before the House, and 
they would see how they might avoid the profligate 
expedient of continuing to borrow money without 
being able to pay. It was not the policy which this 
Government ought to pursue—for the pay-day must 
come—in a time of profound peace, when. every 
branch of industry was in successful operation; 
when tho hand of industry was reaping an abundant 
reward, still to go on borrowing and incurring Jape 
expenses for a useless navy, which had already 
swallowed up an enormous. sum. It was. time to 
stop; it was time to show the country that they were 
in earnest in the matter of retrenchment; that they 
meant what they said; that their professions were not 
all idle and vague, but that they were determined to 
carry them into execution. He asked for this in- 
formation, that they might see where the remedy was 
to be applied. It certainly could do no harm, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the reading of 
the resolution and amendment; which being read— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL spoke fora few moments 
in opposttion to the resolution, in too low a tone of 
voice to be heard. When heard, he was understood ~ 
to say that he always had thought and said that the 
expenditures for the navy were more than they 
ought to be. He had no doubt at all but that, by a 
judicious system of administrative economy—not by 
cutting down and tearing up by the roots, but by a 
simple and proper system—at least one million of 
dollars might be saved in a year in that branch of 
the public service. He did not say this much with- 
out knowing what he spoke of; but he said it by the 
authority of a highly respectable officer of the navy, 
who, twelve months ago, was one of: the commis- 
sioners of the navy board. He desired, however, to 
say to the gentleman. from. New Hampshire, and to 
all the new economists of the House, that they must 
begin at home; and before they commenced with 
other departments of the Government they must 
economize the expenditures of Congress. He held 
in his hand a memorandum, which he had procured 
this morning, showing the amount of. the expendi- 
tures, not of the Navy Department, biit of the Con- 
gressional departments, and he would tell gentlemen 
what they amounted to. He spoke of the last Con- 
gress, and, in doing so, spoke without reference to 
that Congress more than any other. Sir, (said Mr. 
I.,) [have it from the proper department that these 
expenditures fell little short of two millions of dol- 
lars.. Then he had had a statement made out in the 
office of the Clerk here, by which it appear- 
ed that the amount exceeded two. millions—~ 
say about two millions of dollars for the expendi- 
tures of the last Congress. And while (said he) we 
are cutting down the navy, or any other branch. of 
the Government, let us do something, if we ĉan, to 
correct our Own extravagances, Letug begit heret- 


76 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


let. us. set the example tothe other departments of 
the Government; and then wemay expect to accom- 
pish sométhing valuable. in the way of economy. 
e would inform gentlemen of one thing he meant 
to do on'his part; and that was, to offer a resolu- 
tion that this House (the Senate concurring) would 
adjourn, sine die, on some day in the month of May 
next... lt isin vain (said he) for us to sit here and 
rail at. the extravagances of other departmants of | 
the Government, while we set them so bad an ex- 
ample as we did in the expenditures of the last 
Congress. He was confident that the greatest ex- 
travagance in the country was in this Capitol; and 
he would therefore reduce the expenses of this, the 
most important of the departments of the Govern- 
ment, before he attempted to reduce others. He 
would effect a considerable reduction by shortening 
the sessions of Congress; and he was not sure but 
that a session of Congress might, by some accident, 
be pretermitted, and the country not be ruined by 
it. We came here (said he) at an expense of a 
couple of millions to our constituents, and expended 
a considerable portion of it in dismounting a regi- 
ment of dragoons; and he believed that, at the last 
session, they dismissed some of the pages and some 
of. the subordinate officers of the House, while an 
endeavor was made to check some of the extrava- 
pias of the army and navy. He himself en- 
eavored to check ‘some of the extravagances of 
the judiciary—the only department with which he 
was acquainted—but ‘without success. He had 
shown to the House that the expenditures of this 
department had mounted up from $40,000 a year to 
to $437,000; and, though some reduction was 
made, it was put back again at the end of 
the year. Everybody knew that, at one period 
of time, the finances of France were farmed out. 
Now he had no doubt that, if they could get six 
or eight clever and intelligent men to administer the 
resources of this Government, and limit their ex- 
penditures to twenty-two millions, they could keep 
up the army and navy on the most respectable foot- 
ing, and make fortunes for themselves besides. 
True economy did not consist in cutting down the 
establishments of the country, but by a judicious 
administration of their affairs; and if it was not ob- 
tained in this way, it was in vain to hope for it in 
any other. You may put down the home squadron 
this year, and you may dismount a regiment of 
dragoons the next; but this will amount to next to 
nothing. As long as in this Capitol the public ex- 
penditures are more than they ought to be, so long 
will the other departments of the Government follow 
the example thus set them. As long as the expendi- 
tures for your foreign missions, though they do not 
amount to a great deal of themselves, are doubled; 
as long as officers of the army, as was done bya 
distinguished officer at the last session of Congress, 
can excuse themselves for drawing too much, by 
alleging that other officers do the same thing; .as 
long as, by some arrangement of the departments, 
each bureau is considered a separate command, and 
paid for accordingly; as long as it is the practice, in 
thearmy and navy, for officers to certify that such 
things are done when they are not done, and ro- 
ceive pay for them;—so long could he assure the 
gentleman from New Hampshire that the mere put- 
ting down of the home squadron would leave the 
work but half accomplished. He believed gentle- 
men were beginning at the wrong end, and in the 
wrong way. He believed that if the expenditures 
of the Government were to be reduced at all, it 
would only be done by an administrative economy, 
and by looking into every department with an eye 
to what could be saved. He was told that the pres- 
eat Secretary of the Navy was of opinion that 
$600,000 could be saved by this process at once. 
He had no knowledge of his own on this subject; 
but he had learned from a distinguished officer of 
the navy, that in the navy-yards, in the equipment 
of ships, by the waste and extravagance caused b 
allowing officers to rebuild ships when they pleased, 
and the loss on the provisions of ships just returned 
from sea, which have been taken or thrown away, 
the greatest abuses have been practised, which have 
assisted in swelling up the naval expenditures to 
their present enormous amount. When he was 
told that there were long standing abuses, both in 
the navy and army, which the gentlemen who prac- 
tised them were not aware of, he answered that, by 
beginning at home, and setting the country a good 
example, and showing that they were resolved to 
apply the rule to themselves, they might then lay 
their hands on the army and navy, and accomplish a 
great deal, He would not také his seat without | 


| 


uttering a sentiment which he had very much at heart. 
The gentleman from New Hampshire and him- 
self, fhe was not mistaken, belonged to the same 
political party. He did not often speak of parties: 
but, said he, the responsibility rests with us; we are 
answerable, and we ought to be answerable; _and if, 
by the extravagance of our contingent expenses— 
if, by not introducing a system- of administrative 
economy into every branch of the Government—if, by 
simply talking about economy, and dismounting a 
regiment of dragoons, orZreducing the home squad- 
ron, we do not reduce the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment to an amount within our resources, the re- 
sponsibility that will rest on us will be a heavy one. 
I do not, said he, often allude to parties—still less to 
the presidential question; but I now declare that we 
shall have no right to say a word to the people on 
any party question, or presidential question, unless 
we show that we are in earnest in carrying out re- 
trenthment and reform. Hig friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. CamrBeLL] added “a reduction of the 
tariff also.” Ifthe House would recollect, he, last 
session, spoke of the Pennsylvania platform; and his 
friends from the South would recollect that he offered 
them a position on it which they would not take. 
He then told them that he offered them a drink of 
wine and water, which they refused to taste; and 
asked them how they relished the pure whiskey they 
were obliged to swallow. As for his friend from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Haue,] strong and sonorous 
as his voice was, he might depend uponit that he never 
would be able to effect any valuable retrenchment 
and reform, unless he began in the Capitol; and that 
confining his retrenchment to the navy and the home 
squadron would not do. The navy must not be 
the scape-goat. Let us (said Mr. I.) take the beam 
out of our own eyes; itis very large, and cost about 
a million of dollars more last Congress than it ever 
did before. We must show to the navy and army, 
and the judiciary, that we are in earnest, by begin- 
ning with ourselves; and we shall then be respected, 
and able to elect our President. 

Mr. STEENROD moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman to withdraw 
his motion to enable him to make some remarks. 

Mr. STEENROD said he would withdraw his 
motion, on condition that the gentleman would re- 
new it. : 

Mr. ADAMS could not do that. The gentleman 
must withdraw his motion unconditionally, or not 
atall. 

The question was then taken on Mr, Sreznrop’s 
motion, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that he had been very 
much amused at the course the debate had taken, 
and particularly by the remarks of his friend, the 
pencemmaker, [Mr. C. J. IxcersoLL,] and the aid he 
nad given to the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
in his proposition of economy and reform. The 
gentleman gave the House, undoubtedly, a great 
deal of instruction ay to the manner in which it 
should carry out retrenchment and reform, and 
finally elect a President; but his remarks did not 
happen to apply to the motion of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire; for he led them away from 
that motion, and told them, in substance, that it was 
not the nine million of dollars asked for by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy—and he did not know how much 
asked for the army—that was to be retrenched. Oh, 
no! The army and the navy were not the 
great expenses of this nation; it was not b 
curtailing the military and naval expendi- 
tures that economy was to be obtained; but 
by beginning with the two Houses of Congress. 
And what was the comparison, to come to dollars 
and cents, between the expenses of that House and 
the Navy Department? hy, the gentleman, with 
all his exaggerating eloquence, had made the execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial powers of the country, 
to cost at least two millions of dollars; while the es- 
timates for the navy were nine millions, to enable 
our ships to go abroad and display the stripes and 
stars. And for what purpose was it necessary to 
have this home squadron? Was the great maritime 
power of the earth in such a position towards us as 
to authorize us to expect a hostile British squadron 
on our coasts? No; he believed not. Then what 
was this nine millions of dollars wanted for? There 
was a statement, two years ago, in the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, in which they were told 
that our present navy, in comparison with that of 
Great Britain, was only as one to eight—that is, that 
the British navy was eight times as large as ours. 
Now, in that year eight millions of dollars was 


asked’ for for the navy;.the report of the present 
year asks for nine millions. ‘This report contained 
the principle that we must go on to increase our 
navy ank it is at least one-half as large as that of 
Great Britain; and what, then, was the proportion 
of additional expense we must incur to arrive at 
that result? Why, four times eight are thirty-two; 
so that it will take an annual expenditure of thirty- 
two millions to give -us a navy half as large as that 
of Great Britain. . A 

If, however, gentlemen, were to go on in this way, 
$32,000,000—nay, $50,000,000 would not be enough 
to pay the expense of their navy. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was willing, at the last session, 
to goon and increase the navy until it could go up 
the Thames and burn London. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he recollected that 
his burning of London was only in retaliation for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts taking a British 
fleet up the Mississippi, and burning Natchez. 
(Laughter.) ; 

Mr. ADAMS (after some other observa- 
tions, which were not heard at the reporter's 
desk,) expressed his approval of the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
and his gratification that it had come from 
such a quarter—a quarter which was so deeply inter- 
ested in having a due protection for their mercantile 
navy and their coasting trade, by the establishment 
of a home squadron. At the time the home squad- 
ron was first proposed, he was, himself, in favor of 
it, and it was adopted with but very little opposition; 
and the reason was, because the House did not under- 
stand it at that time. It looked to a war with Great 
Britain. It looked more particularly to a war with 
Great Britain, (the honorable gentleman was un- 
derstood to say,) provided she took the island of 

uba. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL made some remark, 
which was not distinctly heard.. 

Mr. ADAMS replied: What, would you go to war 
for Cuba? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Yes, without a moment's 
hesitation, rather than let England have it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I would not go to war with 
England, at present, for any thing at all. i 

Some other conversation ensued between Mr. 
ADAMS and Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, which was 
in so low a tone of voice that it was wholly unintel- 
ligible at the reporter’s desk, 

Mr. ADAMS resumed his remarks, and was un- 
derstood to refer to the Texan and many other ques- 
tions, on which awar with England had been looked 
to when the hi squadron was established; and 
then he return the questions of economy sug- 
gested by Mr. IncersorL; and denied, as he pro- 
ceeded, that economy should be limited to the home 
departments, and not embrace the army and the 
navy. He saw no necessity for a large navy, un- 
less it was to insult other nations, by taking posses- 
sion of their territory in time of peace. What was 
the good, he asked, of a navy which cost the coun- 
try $9,000,000 a year, compared with what was 
done there in the legislative department of the nation? 
He expressed his ardent hope that the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Cave J ca and the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. McKay]— 
now the chairman of the Committee of ‘Ways and 
Means—would persevere in the same spirit that 
marked their conduct during the last Congress, and 
still advocate reductions in the army and the navy. 
If they compared the appropriations of the last 
Congress with the recommendations of the Secre- 
tary, it would be found that the reductions then 
made were not less than $4,000,000 in the one de- 
partment of war alone. ‘hy, the propositions of 
the ey then contemplated an army of 20,000 
men; and what did Congress do? Why, instead of 
making that increase, the army was reduced from 
12,000 to about. 8,000 men—a reduction of one- 
third. And there wasa similar reduction in the 
navy. And he ventured to say that the 27th Con- 
gress was the most retrenching Congress the coun- 
try had had for a long period. 

In relation to the administrative economy recom- 
mended by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 

ads Incersoxt,] he said that this was the place of 


| legislation, and not of administration; but if a commit- 


tee should be appointed, as was done by the last Con- 
gress, with the gentleman from Pennsylvania at its 
head, what would he be able to accomplish? The 
gentleman could save nothing but cand e-ends, and 
he doubted if he could effect even that saving. The 
result in the last session was—what? The cutting off 


One or two of their pages or small attendants; the 


‘fimiting of the number of quills which the mem- 
bers of that House should use; and also the wafers, 
and bits of sealing-wax. By the Constitution, the 

Executive was responsible for the administrative de- 

“partments; and he (Mr. Apams) made no reproach 
“against President Tyler for not reducing the expen- 
“ges of his administration, for it was for the House 
“to:draw the purse strings together when making the 
“appropriations. He did not charge any administration 
` 4yith extravagance; he had never charged Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration with extravagance; it was 
for Cohgress to cut short the appropriations, as was 
done last Congress; and he believed reductions could 
be carried even further than they were carried by the 
Congress which preceded the present. 

“He alluded, in the course of his subsequent re- 
marks, to the reduction of $100,000, made on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
C. J. Ineersout,] in the appropriations for the 
circuit and district courts, &c., and the introduction 
of that item afterwards into an Indian treaty bill, 
passed at the close of a session of the last Congress; 
and concluded with an expression of his desire that 
the resolution of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire should be adopted. 

: Mr. HALE next desired to addregs the House; 
but, as the day was far advanced, there was a dis- 
‘position manifested to adjourn; he, therefore, sub- 
‘mitted a motion to that effect. 

And the House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Boone county, Uhnois, and the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, praying for a mail-route ffom 
Belvidere, Illinois, to Darien, Missouri: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Illinois, 
for the extension of the United States maritime law 
over the upper lakes, from Ontario to Michigan, in- 
clusive: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Wm. Arbuth- 
not, and three hundred and twenty-two others, pray- 
ing a grant of unsold lands in the Shawneetown, 
Palestine, and Vincennes land districts, for the im- 
| provement of the navigation of the great Wabash 


i -yivér, from the termination of the Wabash and Erie 


Canal, at Terre Haute, to the junction of the 
‘Wabash with the Ohio river. Also, the resolutions 
of a convention at Carmi, in the State of Illinois, 
asking a donation of lands for the same object. 

‘By Mr. ALMON H. READ: Æ petition, sign- 
ed by sundry citizens of Montrose, Pa., praying for 
a reduction of postage on letters; and, also, a modifi- 

- cation of the post office laws relative to newspapers, 
periodicals, and magazines: referred to the Commit- 

` tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES M. READ: The petition of 

oP. L. Parsons & Co., and one hundred and sixty 
citizens of the city of Buffalo, New York, praying 
an appropriation for continuing the work on the 

< harbor at Michigan city, on Lake Michigan: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

.» By Mr. FARLEE: The petition of a number of 

persons of the county of Hunterdon, for a post road 

from Flemington to Milford, in said county. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Adam Peters, 
and eighty-nine other citizens of Muskingum coun- 
ty, Ohio.” The petition of George W. Manypenny, 
and thirty-four other citizens of the same county. 
The petition of two hundred and twenty citizens of 
the same county and State, praying for the erection 
ofa bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Geo. Lynch, 
for back pension: referred to. the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. Also, the petition of John Bough, 
for a pension asa revolutionary ‘soldier: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. B. moved that George W. Dents have leave 
to withdraw his petition for compensation for prop- 


erty lost in the burning of the sub-treasury building 


at St. Louis, Mo.; and that the same be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 28, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Treasury Department, 
covering the annual report of the Commissioner. of 
the General Land Office. 

- On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON , ordered to 
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rint; which was referred to the Committee on 
rinting. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented to the Senate a me- 
morial and resolutions of the islature of Ken- 
tucky, respecting the services of Chistopher Miller, 
who acted as an Indian spy in Wayne’s campaign; 
and urging upon Congress the passage of a law giv- 
ing some relief to his heirs as a consideration for 
said services: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also presented a memorial from James McIntosh, 
a commander in the United States navy, praying 
some remuneration for services performed while act- 
ing in a grade higher than that he then held in the 
navy: referred. to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also presented a memorial from Elizabeth B. 
Scott, the widow of Alexander Scott, praying for the 
reimbursement of certain moneys expended by her 
husband whilst acting as diplomatic agent at the 
Republic of Venezuela: referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. KING presented joint resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Alabama, setting forth the great 
inconvenience to the people of the United States b 
the present rates of postage, and urging the modifi- 
cation of the post office law, so as to conform those 
rates to the Federal coin. 

On. motion by Mr. K.. it was ordered that the 
above memorial, and all the papers on the files of 
the Senate relating to this subject, be taken there- 
from, and referred to the Post Office Committee. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the War 
Department, containing all the information and cor- 
respondence in that department on the subject of 
the mountain howitzer taken by Lieutenant Fre- 
mont upon the expedition to the Oregon: ordered to 
lie on the table, and the motion to print to be refer- 
red to the Committee on Printing. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of the heirs and representa- 
tives of Philip 8. Barbour, who held a military 


commission under the colonial government of Vir-” 


ginia, praying Congress to pass a law confirming 
certain lands granted him, be taken from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers relating to the claim of Gen. 
Eaton be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRFIED, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported favorably to printing certain docu- 
ments; which was concurred in by the Senate. 

THE OREGON. 

Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill es- 
tablishing a government in the Territory of Oregon; 
which was read twiee, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Oregon. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Geo. S. Gaines; which was read twice, and 
referred, with all the documents upon the subject, 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the table, 

yiz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before 
the Senate, ifin his judgment that may be done without 
prejudice to the public interests, a copy of any instructions 
which may have been given by the Executive to the Amer- 
ican Minister in England on the subject of the title to, and 
occupation of, Oregon, since the 4th day of March, 1841; 
also, a copy of any correspondence which may have passed 
between this Government and that of Great Britain in rela- 
tion to that subject, since that time. 

The CHAIR said there was no further business 
on his table. Thereupon, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of executive business; and, 
after some time spent thereon, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 28, 1843. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. PAYNE gave notice of a motion for leave to 
introduce a bill to repeal the law distributing the- 
proceeds of the public lands among the States. 
Mr. WELLER gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill to amend and continue- in::force 


the act to incorporate the inhabitants of ‘the city of | 


Washington. 
Mr.S 


lie on the table. Mr. H. then made a motion to 


‘diana, IHinois, and Virginia: 


en from the files of the Senate, and _ 


EENROD gave notice of a motion for: j 


leave'to introduce a bill wiaking-an 
the Cumberland road-in the States’ 6: 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, gaven 
motion for leave to introduce ‘a bill’ egte: : 
provisions of the.act-of Congress. of July T; 11883, 
entitled “An act for granting half-pay and pensions 
to certain widows,” so as “to. include the widows of 
such officers and soldiers of the Revolution’ as-weére 
married after the Ist day of January, 1794; and-also 
to extend, for a further period, the pensions already . 
granted by said acte 0) ep pono Conan 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS gave notice of a motion -for 
leave to introduce a bill to provide for the” construc- 
tion of a dry-dock at the navy-yard ‘at: Philadelphia. 

Mr. SAMPLE gave notice‘of a motion: for: leave 
to introduce a bill for the relief of Geo. W, Adlen, 
of Laporte county, Indiana. SoReal 

Mr. JENKS asked leave to withdraw- from: the 
files the petition and papers of Adam Sterret,.an old 
soldier, asking some remuneration for the loss of 
his mihtary land, sold for taxes, whilst. he was” in 
the service of the United States service: referred: to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion of PRESTON KING, the petition and 
papers of Daniel Church were taken from the files 
of the House and referred to the Committee on` In. 
valid Pensions. f 

Mr. SLIDELL gave notice of his intention to ask 
eave to introduce the following bills: ce 

A bill to provide for the adjustment of land claims 
in Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, and 
Missouri, and in the Territory of Iowa; © `- ° 

A bill to. confirm the entry of public lands in: cer- 
tain cases; and i tS 

A bill to exempt from duty cotton imported ‘into 
the United States from Texas. 


Mr. LEVY rose and said, that, towards the close of 
the last Congress, he received certain charges against 
a United States judge of Florida, (Judge Douglass, 
of the middle district,) emanating from Col. William 
Wyatt, a citizen of that Territory, with a request that 
he would present them to the House, and ask an 
impeachment of that officer. He had not presented 
the charges at the last session, because, from the late- 
ness of the period at which they reached him, it would 
have been impossible to expect any action: by the 
House; and thus injustice might have resulted to the 
accused, by the pending of charges for so long a period 
without opportunity of answer or refutation. Itismy 
duty now, however, to present them, and to.ask for the 
complainant a due investigation of his complaints.» 
The charges are, upon their face, of a grave nature.. 
It did not become him to express his opinion respect- 
ing them; but he would ask that a full examination 
be ordered, with a view of enabling both parties.to 
present for themselves such facts as they may deem 
appropriate. Mr. L. said he had consulted the pre- 
cedents in such cases; and as he found that the usual 
course was to refer such matters, in the first instance, 
to the Committee of the Judiciary, he would, with 
the leave of the House, make a motion that the. pa- 
pers be referred to that committee. Should it here- 
after appear that a special committee would be ne- 
cessary, the Judiciary Committee would so report, 
and the House would no doubt allow it. 

Mr. L. said it might be proper for him to add, that 
the original papers were destroyed, with others of 
his papers, in the conflagration of Tallahassee last 
spring; but that the papers presented were precise 
copies. He would also state that ‘the judge had 
been notified by him of his intention to present those 
charges, and requested to prepare for his defence. 

The SPEAKER said that it could only be enter- 
tained at this time by general consent, as the.order 
of business was the call of the States for petitions. 
No objection being made, the papers were referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, , 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired to give a no- 
tice, but it was objected to; and thecall for petitions 
was proceeded with. : 

Petitions were presented by Mr. BELSER. 

Mr. McCONNELL presented joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Alabama, upon the subject of 
postages. > . . g 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired if these reso- 
lutions could now be received. i 

Mr. GRINNELL desired to know what objec- 
tion the gentleman had to their reception; and 

Mr. CAVE. JOHNSON was about to explain, 
when he was cälled to order by f + 

Mr. McCONNELL, who remarked that the gen-.- 
tleman from Tennessee was altogether too solicitoug © 
upon points of order. A Sat 
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Mr. .McCONNELL: then: presented.:a petition, 
. which was received and referred. : 

Petititions were. presented by. Messrs. FICK- 
LIN, BLACK, SLIDELL, and VANMETER. 

Mr. GRIDER offeredto give a notice; but being 
objected to, it was withdrawn. . 

“Mr. GIDDINGS - presented a. memorial, and 
moved its reference. to a select committee of five 
members, with instructions to inquire into and re- 
port the facts ofthe case; and that, for this purpose, 
they have the power to send for persons and pa- 
pers. 


petition; and it was read by the Clerk as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The humble pee of William Jones, now a 
prisoner in the United States jail in. Washington 
sity, respectfully represents: . 

‘hat your memorialist is a free citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, born free in the State of Virginia, and 
has always been. an industrious and honest citizen, 
chargseble with no crime; that, while enjoying his 
liberty in this city, he was seized, and, without any 
charge of crime, was thrown into jail, where he 
has been confined for several weeks, and is now ad- 
vertised to be sold as a slave by the marshal of the 

- United States to pay the expenses of his imprison- 
ment, unless his owner shall appear; that your peti- 
tioner has no owner but his God, and owes no ser- 
vice but to his country; that it is hard for him to be 
imprisoned without fault, and then sold to pay the 
expense. He therefore prays that Congress will 
exert their powers for the protection of the weak, 
and procure for him that liberty and justice which 
are his right, and which he has a special claim for in 
the District, which is under the exclusive legislation 
of your honorable body. ii 

is 


WILLIAM JONES. 


mark, 
Witness: D. A. Haus. 
Washington Juil, Dec 28, 1843. 


Mr. PAYNE inquired whether the gentleman 
who presented the memorial was aware, of his own 
knowledge, there is such a personas William Jones. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said the paper eame to him 
witneased by one of the most ressectable attorneys 
of the city, Mr. D. A. Hall; and he had no doubt it 
was perfectly correct and true. 

Mr. DELLET remarked, that if the paper was 
witnessed by a respectable attorney, the nid which 
the petitioner asked he could have obtained by apply- 
ing to that attorney and securing his assistance, 
much more readily than by applying to this House. 
There was not a single fact set forth in that paper, 
to which the attention of the House was called, that 
was not properly a matter for judicial investiga- 
tion; and he would ask if the Congress of the United 
States were to be called upon by petitions in this 
way to legislate upon the jndicial business of the coun- 
try. They were called upon to do what it would 
be disgraceful and discreditable to suppose was 
neglected to be done by the proper authorities. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the petition must 
go over, if the gentleman intended to debate it. 

Mr. DELLET moved, that it be laid upon the 
table. Upon this question the yeas and nays were 
demanded, 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired to put a question to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. MecCONNELL called the gentleman from 
Ohio to order. 

The SPEAKER observed that it would be irreg- 
ular to continue the debate after a motion to lay 
the subject upon the table. The yeas and nays 
being taken, resuited—yeas 55, nays 100. f 

So the House refused to lay the memorial on the 
table. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


its reference to the 


Mr. SAUNDERS, in the course of his remarks, | 


(which were not distinctly heard,) was understood to 
he opposed to the reference to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia; and he intimated to the gen- 
tlemen from Ohio (Mr. Cimprvas] that a plain course 
was open to him, ifthe fact were as represented, by 
which the petitioner could be discharged without 
any difficulty. 

Mr. McCONNELL desired to raise the question 
whether the petitioner was a citizen of the United 
States; and, as a consequence, whether he had the 
right to petition the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. SAUNDERS was proceeding to make some 
further remarks, when 


Mr. McCONNELL called for the reading of the- 


‘The SPEAKER informed him that the-question 
was not debatable.. dearer . 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he was not going to de- 
bate it; he merely wished to say a word or two re- 
specting the facts, which he thought would relieve 
the House ofany further difficulty. 

“Mr. McCONNELL moved a suspension of the 
rules, that the gentleman from North Carolina might 
have leave to proceed. 

Here were cries of “Order, order.” 

The SPEAKER said, if debate arose upon this 


-memorial, it must go over till to-morrow. 


Mr. SAUNDE again stated that it was not 
his intention to debate the question. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK was understood to sug- 
gestan instruction to the committee to which the 
memorial might be sent, to report a bill to repeal the 
law under which the petitioner was confined. 

The SPEAKER replied that such a motion would 
be in order when the subject came up to-morrow. 

The subject then went over. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then rose to give notice that, 
atan early day, he should ask leave to introduce a 
bill to prohibit the officers of the United States 
from interfering in the capture of persons suspected 
of being fugitives from slavery. 

The SPEAKER said the motion could only be 
received by common consent. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked if it was not always in 
order, on petition days, to give notice of a bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that it could only be re- 
ceived by common consent. 

The notice was not received, as objections were 
made. 
eee HARPER presented some petitions from 

lio. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to give notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to introduce certain bills. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected to all such notices; and 
they were not received. 


LADIES’ FAIR. 


Mr. CALDWELL presented a memorial, with a 
few remarks, in the course of which, he stated that 
it came from the gentle sex, and asked for no ap- 
propriations. 

The Clerk read the memorial, at the request 
of the gentleman who presented it; and it appeared 
that it came from the ladies now holding a fair in 
this city, for the benefit of St. Matthew’s Church, 
and that it stated that for four months they 
had heen engaged in the preparation of articles for 
the comfort and convenience of the mgmbers of the 
two Houses of Congress, whose attendance they re- 
quested at the exhibition. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the memorial be 
referred to a committee of one—the gentleman who 
introduced it. And he took occasion to remark, that 
the ladies holding this fair could get enough to re- 
lieve all the suffering humanity which he had seen 
in this city yet, by diminishing the fees of the 
priests. [Laughter.] He afterwards remarked that 
he withdrew his motion to refer, as he believed the 
memorial was not referable. 

Mr. CALDWELL said the memorial asked for 
no appropriation. 

Mr. McCONNELL ‘said, well, 1 withdraw it; 
but as to the priest’s fees, I stick to that. {Laughter.] 

The question was then understood to be withe 
drawn. 

The SPEAKER then continued the call for peti- 
tions; and many were presented— 

From Georgia: By Mr. COBB. 

From South Carolina: By Mr. HOLMES. 

From Virginia: By Messrs.. GILMER, LUCAS, 
and STEENROD. 

From Pennsylvania: By Messrs. JENKS, WIL- 
KINS, A. STEWART, BIDLACK, and IRVIN. 

From New York: By Messrs. LEONA RD, 
TIUNGERFORD, DANA, PATTERSON, and 
MOSELEY. 

From Connecticut: Mr.CA TLIN presented addi- 
tional documents in support of the petition of Ebene- 
zer Gray for a pension, presented by him some days 
ago; which were releet to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WELLER called the attention of the House 
to the vote just taken on ordering the printing of the 
memorial presented by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Dawa,] from certain persons interest- 
ed in the navigation of the New York canals, under 
the impression that the paper presented was a me- 
morial from the State. He did not object to the 
printing; but as it was not usual to print memorials, 
and there waa no reason why this one should be an 


exception to the general rule, he moved the recon- 
sideration of the vote on ordering the printing. 

Mr. STETSON observed that the gentleman did 
not say that he voted in the affirmative; and unless 
he did so, he could not move the reconsideration. 

Mr. WELLER was not certain that he voted at 
all; though if he had voted, he would have voted un- 
der the impressions he held at the time,with the ma- 
jority. . But the practice of the House had heen to 
consider all as voting in the affirmative when no di- 
visions were taken. 

Mr. HOPKINS observed that when questions 
were carried sub silentio, the practice of the House 
had been to consider every member as voting in the 
affirmative. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman from 
Ohio had a right to make the motion. 

Some further conversation took place between the 
SPEAKER and Mr. STETSON; when 

Mr. DANA called for the yeas and nays on the 
question; but a sufficient number not rising to sus- 
tain the call, they were not ordered. 

The memorial was then read; after which 

Mr. DANA called for tellers on the question; but 
the call was not sustained, 

The question was then put on the motion for re- 
consideratioh, and carried without a division. 

The question recurring on the motion to print, it 
was put to the House, and decided in the negative. 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi for build- 
ing a light-house on St. Joseph’s island, was taken 
from the files of the last session, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Petitions were further presented— 

From Massachusetts: By Mr. ADAMS. 

From Indiana: By Mr. SAMPLE. 

From Maine: By Mr. HERRICK. 

From Alabama: By Mr. CHAPMAN, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The several standing committees were called ón 
for reports; and the following were presented: 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Joel Beamer; and the committee 
was discharged from the further consideration 
thereof. i 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, presented a resolution that 
the said committee be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of bringing in a bill to abolish imprison- 
ment for debt within the boundaries of said District; 


‘which resolution was adopted. 


HOME SQUADRON. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Hare, was taken up, as the first business in 
order: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed 
to report to this House when the home squadron was first 
established by law, what have been the annual expenditures 
therefor, and how much of the estimated expense of the 
next year is intended for that purpose, 

Mr. HALE observed that, at the time of the in- 
troduction of the resolution which was now the sub- 
ject of debate, he did not suppose that it would have 
elicited so wide a discussion as had taken place. 
To prevent any further misconstrnetion, he wished 
more fully to state the objects he had in view, and 
to disclaim others which had been imputed to him. 
In the. first place, he would repeat what he had 
stated before, that in view of the facts stated in the 
annual message of the Chief Magistrate, that the 
country was prosperous in all the various depart- 
ments of industry; that the products of agriculture 
had been bountiful in the extreme, and that we were 
at peace with all the earth,—it was also stated that in 
this time of generaland unprecedented prosperity the 
expenditures of the Government exceeded our rev- 
enues some four or five millions. Notwithsténd- 
ing all this, gentlemen, instead of seeking how to pro- 
vide resources for the Government, and to bring down 


its expenditures within the annual revenue of the 


country, were studiously devising new objects of ex- 
penditure, and looking out for occasions for addi- 
tional appropriations. It would seem, from this 
state of things, that the maxim that a national debt 
was a national blessing found peculiar favor with 
some gentlemen on that floor. Not holding to such 
opinions, he had, on coming here asa Representa- 
tive of the people, cast his eyes round to find out 
the point at which this much. talked of but little 
practised retrenchment and reform should com- 
irenee; and on doing so,-it struck him that the Navy 


Department was the one most proper to begin with. 
It struck him that, as the expenditures of this 
department had swelled up in a very short time 
from three millions annually to nearly nine, it was 
time that an inquiry should be made into the causes 
of this increase of expenditure, with a view of ap- 
lying the proper remedy.. On looking to the me 
ic documents, it would be seen that the expendi- 
tures for the navy during the last year of Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration*—that very period about the 
extravagance of which so much had been said— 
amounted to somewhcre about five millions; and 
taking the two last years of that administration to- 
gether, they amounted to about nine millions—the 
sum now asked for for one year. It seemed to him, 
therefore, that this department required looking into, 
and particularly that the inquiries made by the reso- 
lution, in relation to the home squadron—this thing 
of but yesterday, which in one year had increased 
to sixteen vessels—-should be answered. One word 
in regard to the resolution itself. -He made the in- 
quiry in it, in regard to the time when this home 
squadron was established, not because he wanted 
the information for members of Congress, but be- 
cause he wanted to get the information in this form 
before the people. He wanted them to know when 
it was established; how long it had been in opera- 
tion, and at what cost to the public treasury; and the 
services it had rendered. He wished the people to 
judge for themselves whether it was proper to carry 
retrenchment and reform into this branch of the 
public service. But these natural and proper in- 
quiries had been met by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. C. J. Iveersouz.] And how? The 
gentleman admitted that the expenditures for the 
navy were too high, and ought to be reduced. He 
admitted that the greatest abuses existed in it, but 
he did not want this department touched. He 
wanted the attention of the House first to be 
turned to the expenditures of Congress. Mr. H. 
was glad that the gentleman had pointed to the ex- 
travagances of the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment, and hoped that his experience would enable 
them to search them out, and apply the proper 
remedy; but he could not agree with ‘him in resist- 
ing reform in all the other departments till the 
abuses in this were corrected. He listened yester- 
day to the remarks of the gentleman with much at- 
tention, and with the hope of hearing some practi- 
cal plan of economy pointed out; but he listened in 
vain, for all the ‘gentleman’s eloquence evapo- 
rated in the useless profession that he would, at 
some early day, offer a resolution for an early 
adjournment of tne two Houses of Congress. 
He confessed he wes sick at heart, and almost de- 
spaired of being able to accomplish any useful 
measures of reform, after finding that all the gentle- 
man’s professions of economy evaporated in a 
romise to move for an early adjournment. Why, 
if this was all that was to he done, they had better 
go home at once. He would say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and to all others, that they 
could move for no day of adjournment so early 
that he would not. vote for, consistently-with passing 
the necessary appropriation bills; but he came here 
‘to retrench the expenditures of the Government 
within its means; and if that was not done, the 
blame should not be laid at his door. He could 
not but be struck at the manner in which the gen- 
tleman brought out the two millions of expendi- 
tures for the last Congress. It seemed to him that 
this fact was presented as an offset to the nine mil- 
lions of expenditures for the navy. But why? 
If there. were abuses in the expenditures of the 
two Houses of Congress, let them be ferreted out 
and corrected; but the House should not be driven 
from its purpose of reforming any branch of the 
Government, on the plea that its own expenditures 
ought to be reduced. He believed that the greatest 
abuses existed in every department of the Govern- 
ment, and that the cxtravagances of all required 
correction. Look at the army of 8,000 men only, 
kept up at an expense to the nation of $1,000 for 
each man. Was not this crying abuse that ought 
to corrected? Why if the proposition had succeeded 
to increase the army to 20,000 men, the expenditure 
at this rate would have been twenty millions annu- 
ally. If any gentleman knew of the existence of 
abuses, let bim bring them to the notice of the 
House, and he would vote not only for the proper 
Anquiry into them, but to apply the remedy. 
in regard to this home squadron, he begged leave 
‘to disclaim any of the suspicions entertained by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. In offering his 
#esolution, he had no reference to Cuba, or anything 


t 
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House and the country to look at. it asthe Secre- 
tary of the Navy presented it to their view. As to 
the pretence that it was intended for the protection 
of the coasting trade, it was a most idle one. He 
wished the gentlemen from Maine (the State most 
largely interested in that trade) to say whether they 
needed any such protection. He would answer for 
them, and say that they did not. He himself lived 
among those who were extensive] engaged in. the 
coasting trade, and- the most of his property was 
invested in it. He could, therefore, speak with 
some knowledge on the subject; and he hesitated not 


to say, that the idea of keeping up this squadron ` 


for its protection was a most preposterous and. idle 
one. 

In reply to the gentleman’ from Pennsylvania, he 
would disclaim any desire of cutting down or de- 
stroying the navy; on the contrary, he was most 
friendly to it, and he therefore wished to reform its 
abuses. Sir, said he, the navy has been the pet 
child of the nation, and, like all other pet children, 
has run away with the whole patrimonial estate. 
The expenditures of this department were annually 
increasing in geometrical progression; and to meet 
them, the country is called upon to borrow money. 
This was a system of policy that met his decided 
disapprobation. It was a dishonest policy; and the 
House would be branded with hypocrisy if it at- 
tempted to pursue it. Here they were going on to 
tax the people to the utmost point of human en- 
durance, instead of inquiring where the expendi- 
tures of the Government can be reduced. They 
were taxing a hard working people, the average of 
whose daily compensation did not amount to one 
dollar a day, while waste and extravagance existed 
in every department of the Government. 

What benefit, what advantage had the people de- 
rived from this lavish expenditure? Were the con- 
stituency of this House persuaded of the propriety 
and the justice of taxing every thing whioh they 
have occasion to use, while, at the same time, this 
Government was squandering large sums uselessl y? 
There was a large party in that House who were 
calling fora reduction of the tariff; there was a large 
party in favor of givingaway the public lands, while, 
at the same time, they were increasing the expenses 
of the Government at the rate of fifty per cent. per 
annum. How could such a course be justified by 
that House to the country? If it were found thatthe 
best interest of the country required the maintenance 
of the home sgnadron, then he would go for it; but if 
it were founto he utterly useless, as he believed, 
then he was decidedly against it. But he would 
give this further notice; that he did not mean to stop 
here; that when the appropriations should come up, 
he intended to propose to limit those appropriations 
to a sum sufficient only to support the squadron sta- 
tioned in the Mediterranean. It was entirely useless 
for this country to endeavor to contend with mon- 
archies in keeping up the pageantry of a naval estab- 
lishment. 

He desired to correct an error which he had made 
yesterday in the statement of the expense of the 
naval establishment of Great Britain. He spoke 
from recollection merely, when he said that it 
amounted to eighty or one hundred millions of dol- 
lars annually. Thai was, in fact, their expenditure 
during the years 1813-14; nay, they even exceeded 
that sum. Since that time, the expenditure for the 
naval establishment of Great Britain had been grad- 
ually reduced, and now did not exceed thirty or forty 
millions. 

But_unless the Representatives of the people in 
that House were willing to see the people of 
this country taxed and ground to death, as the peo- 
ple of Great Britian are; unless they were willing to 
see nine-tenths of the wages of their industry drained 
from them to support a pampered aristocracy;—un- 
less they were willing to see this, he said,they must 
give up contending for gorgeous displays. The 
idea that with our economical notions, they were 
going to cope with Great Britain, and keep up an 
idle display of fleets in foreign seas, was the most 
preposterous thing that was ever proposed. He 
agreed with those gentlemen who were in favor of 
a reduction of the tariff—with those who were in fa- 
vor of the ascendency of the Democratic principle, 
which looks to the greatest good of the greatest 
number; and he asked them to consider whether the 
hand of economy might not be oppned with very 


great advantage to the subject to which he had di- ~ 


rected their attention. 


it wasswith no feeling of hostility to the navy - 
‘H that he made. this proposition. Some of his most 


else suggested by the gentleman. He wanted the 


valued. friends held commissio d 
believing it to:be the.đuty of that Hou 
all inviak expenditures; he had called 
to: this point, and he. did not mean to p 
from his’ purpose. “He had not introduced th 
ject. for any idle pe se, nor for the sake of hay 
a hobby upon w. ‘eh 0 tide to- popular favor; 
he had done sò, froma’ sense of the. obligati 


NGERSOLL (who, from: his position - 
in the hall, was but imperfectly heard in that:p f 
the House where the reporter sat, and; consequent-: 
ly, an outline only of his:remarks: can here ‘be. 
given) next addressed the House. He had no fault. 
to find with the resolution of the gentleman. from’ 
New Hampshire, as every inquiry of this-kind con- 
tributed to the information of members, atid: of the . 
country at large. But if the resolution were intend. 
ed as a preliminary step to cutting down, reducing, ` 
or diminishing the necessary expenditures “of the | 
naval establishment of this country, he, for one, 
notwithstanding: the ruthless rage which had mani~ 
fested itself among all parties of late in favor. of re~ 
trenchment, would stand up against it. He was op- 
posed to that sort of retrenchment. which strikes at 
the existence of so imiportant a branch of the na- 
tional service. The country required a navy, and it 
must have one. In relation to the home squadron, 
the inquiry made by: the gentlemian:was unobjece | 
tionable in itself. In fact, it was highly necessary, 
in the way of information. The. gentleman. had, 
however, misconstrued the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy; which report, he must be permitted to 
say, had been drawn up with great ability and canr ` 
dor. It was nowhere. stated in. that report that: the : 
use of the home squadron was confined to, the de- 
fence of the coasting trade of the country. : On 
the contrary, it was designed, when occasion 
required, to course over the world of waters— 
to pass beyond the Pillars of Hercules, which 
bounded the view of the ancient mariner, and 
to carry the protection of our fleets. to the most dis- 
tant quarters of the globe. Its. operations begin at 
the banks of Newfoundland, extending thence to 
the Gulf of Mexico, sweeping the coast of that im» 
mense inland sea, proceeding onwards to the Gar- 
ribean ocean, and protecting our commerce through 
out the West Indies. -lt was not confined to the 
home trade. o : ei ye 
When his honorable friend: from Massachusetts 
[Mr. apane] raised his voice. against an: object ` 
upon which he, as a eitizen—and he might say - 
as a patriot—felt a peculiar interest, he con- 
fessed his heart sunk within him, for he dread- 
ed the influence which the gentleman had it in | 
his power to exercise, from his just appreciation of ` 
every subject, from his experience and his judg- 
ment, He remembered well when, during the. last 
Congress, the subject of retrenchment in the arm 
and navy was brought forward, and which succeed- 
ed but too well, when there seemed to be doubts 
hovering over the minds of gentlemen on that floor; 
and when that gentleman rose. and expressed ‘his 
sentiments, with a weight and a force of manner. and 
of language which he knew (he had almost. said 
better than anybody else) how to exercise, he car- ` 
ried everybody with him. He, (Mr. Ingenrsorr;) 
however, had then resisted, and it would yet be de- 
monstrated that he was right. pat R 
‘What was it that could induce that; House to en- 
deavor to carry out this course. of retrenchment in 
regard to that branch of the public service which 
had tended so greatly to build up and to increase the 
prosperity of this country?’ In 1816, a law. was 
assed to increase the navy; and in 1822, another 
aw was passed, by. which half a million was appro- 
priated annually, for-six years, for the increase of 
the navy.. Why did they increase the navy? Was 
it that hey might again cut it. down? The pros- 
perity of the country, at this moment, was mainly 
owing to the instrumentality of the navy; and, un- 
less that navy was kept. ina proper condition—un- 
less the seamen were properly. encouraged, and the 
officers properly qualified . for the discharge of their 
duties, which could only be done by a liberal ex- 
penditure—this Government wouid not, be doing 
“justice to itself. In fact, they would soon. be in a 
state of retrogression.. He asked the gentleman, 
the mover of the resolution, to point out what there 
was in the report of the Secretary of the: Navy 
which was liable to objection, or which-could be 
made’ the subject of complaint. What was it? Was 
it that part: which recommended for. the officers of 
the navy a course of honorable and useful employ- 


the people upon the-floor-of that House. 
Mr. F R. y 


which rested upon him, as of the Representatives of) 


mëng “Was it! that part. which recommended en- 


couragements to be extended to seamen? Do we 
owe nothing to-ournavy? Hedid not stand there 
to. pronounce a‘ eulogy upon it, but -he would 
ask, ought they not to cherish that navy which had 
rendered the country such. signal ‘service during the 
last. war—that navy which equalled, nay, surpassed, 
he might say, the achievements of the middle ages? 
‘Time could never cancel the obligations which they 
owed to their navy. ` The sentiments and opinions 
of ‘the people were decidedly in favor of it; and (to 
adopt the language of one who was well skilled in 
human nature) in their opinions the people are sel- 
dom ‘wrong; in their sentiments they are never mis- 
taken. f 

The ‘position that a navy is indispensable could 
not be controverted. God forbid that a country, with 
seventeen millions of people. should not have 
an extensive navy for its protection! Let the affairs 
of the navy be looked into, and when abuses exist, 
let them be remedied; but let not that which con- 
tributes so materially to the prosperity of the coun- 
try be destroyed or abandoned. He trusted that, 
though the resolution might be adopted, the 
House would take no premature or unnecessary ac- 
tion upon it. If economy be the order of the day, 
let that economy be directed by discretion, without 
arresting the onward course of this country to pros- 
perity. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS said'he had the honor to repre- 
sent a district which had an immediate interest in the 
navy, and a district which had contributed to the 
navy such characters as a Bainbridge, a Decatur, 
and others who were identified with American 
naval glory. He knew very well, when the cry of 
“economy” and of “retrenchment” was raised, that 
it was very difficult to stand up against it; it was 
very difficult to resist that which bore on its face 
practical reform; but he asked gentlemen to look at 
the navy at the present time, and what was i? Was 
it too large? as our commerce reduced, that our 
navy should fall back? Had the expense of main- 
taining the navy become so great that immediate 
retrenchment was necessary? No. Of the 68 ves- 
sels which constitute the American navy—a number 
that was made up of brigs, schooners, ships, and 
steamers—there were but 53 that were fit for actual 
service, and but 39 that were fit for service as a 
coasting squadron. We have squadrons in the 
Mediterranean, on the coast of Brazil, on the coast 
of Africa, in the Pacific, and elsewhere—in all, some- 
thing like six squadrons floating on the different 
seas of the globe; and the vessels available for that 
service would not allow six vessels for each squad- 
ron. It was also well known that these vessels 
were dispersed; and while one was in: the port of 
Mahon, another was at Gibraltar, a third near the 
dominions of the Pacha of Egypt, another on the 
Dardanelles; and yet gentlemen rose here in their 

laces and contended that it was necessary to re- 

uce the expenditures for that branch of the public 
service. The tonnage of this country, he believed, 
was about one million of tons, or about one-third 
as much as that of Great Britain. Undoubtedly 
Great Britain required a great navy, with her colo- 
nies scattered in all the seas of the world; but that 
navy was built up, not to guard her foreign posses- 
sions—not to guard her colonies; it was built up as 
the American navy was built up, to guard her 
coast—to guard the rivers and the harbors of Eng- 
land. And the American navy was built up in the 
same way; and during the last war the victories of 
our navy were the theme of universal gratulation. 

He repeated, that we had a million of tonnage of 
commercial marine; and what was the character of 
the American commerce? Was it confined to our 
own coast? Was it simply a coasting trade, con- 
fined to our own harbors and rivers? No. Our 
commercial and trading. ships were found in the 
Indian ocean, and in the China seas, as well as in 
the other quarters of the globe. Such was the 
character of the American trade. The Nantucket 
whalemen, too, were found in the most distant 
seas; and our hardy mariners were met with every- 
where. If, then, we have such a mercantile marine, 
and if it has so grown up, it must be sustained. He 
hadno doubt there had been great abuses in 
the management of the navy; he had no 
doubt there had been great abuses in the dis- 
bursement of the appropriations made for the 
navy by the Legislature; and it was to be hoped 
that those who had charge of these branches of the 
public service would observe greater economy than 
Keretofore. But he had but just returned from the 
‘gity of Philadelphia, and. he had found there a por- 
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tion of his constituents, while the ‘gentleman from 
New Hampshire was urging that the department 
paid too liberally, complaining that they were 
forced to work for the Government. of the United 
States at such prices as would scarcely supply their 
families with daily bread, for their wages had been 
reduced by the present Secretary full 25 per cent.; 


‘arid men who had entered that navy-yard under a 


tacit pledge that they should have support by liberal 
wages, were now striving with the Government for 
an existence. 

He had, however, proceeded farther than he in- 
tended when he rose: he merely rose to make a few 
remarks in reply to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire; and therefore he would not detain the House 
any longer than to say that, if gentlemen were deter- 
mined on reducing the navy, he would call upon 
them first to look whether it was adequate, even 
now, to the purposes of a navy of a country like 
this. While, however, he contended that our navy 
did not admit of reduction, he did admit that there 
might be a more economical expenditure of the mo- 
ney appropriated forthatdepartment than heretofore. 

r. GIDDINGS regretted that a discussion on a 
subject of so much interest to the country, should be 
brought up for discussion in this irregular manner. 

Mr. BARNARD inquired if the gentleman from 
Ohio rose to continue the discussion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he did. 

Mr. BARNARD then raised a point of order He 
said the morning hour had expired, and therefore 
this subject*could not be continued but in violation 
of the rules; and as there were no orders of the day, 
he moved that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking up the 
undisposed of resolution for the reference of the 
President's message to the several appropraite com- 
mittees, The message was not in the hands of the 
committees, and its consideration was in consequence 
delayed. 

A gentleman on the right of the Speaker called 
the gentleman from New York to order. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I have never seen him in 
order yet, and I have been here three weeks. 
(Laughter. š 

Mr. JAMESON (who occupied the chair pro tem.) 
thought the gentleman from Ohio was in order. 

Mr. BARNARD dissented; and said the more 
regular motion would be, that the House proceed to 
the business on the Speaker's table, and to the orders 
of the day. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggeste 
be better for the House to dispose o 
under debate this day. 

Mr. BARNARD said he saw not the slightest 
prospect of disposing of it to-day. : 

Mr. BELSER moved that the gentleman from 
Ohio have leave to proceed. 

Mr. JAMESON (Speaker pro tem.) then put the 
question on the first question, “Will the House pro- 
ceed to the orders of the day??? The noes appeared 
to be in the majority. 

Mr. BARNARD called for tellors; and they were 
ordered. 

Messrs. Tuomasson and Burke were appointed 
to take the vote; and they reported 59 in the afirma- 
tive, and 60 in the negative. 

The House, therefore, refused to proceed to the 
orders of the day. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then rose*to continue his re- 
marks. 

Mr. BARNARD also rose, and said the House 
had a positive rule, forbidding its proceeding with 
morning business after the expiration of the al- 
lotted hour, unless by the express leave of the 
House; and hence he should object to the continu- 
ance of this business, unless with the special leave 
of the House. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House grant 
such permission. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tem. decided it was not ne- 
cessary to obtain such leave. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then proceeded to say that the 
resolution before the House called for such informa- 
tion as would enable the House to act understand- 
ingly; but it was thrust upon them before they were 
prepared to enter upon it, and they had been pre- 
cipitated into this discussion. He had thus far ab- 
stained from participating in the debate—though he 
represented one of the most commercial interests of 
the West—because he considered it irregular and 
untimely, and not a very profitable discussion at this 
time. As, however, they were precipitated into 
this debate on this resolution, it became him to ex- 
press the views which he entertained upon it. And 


that it ‘vould 
he resolution 


-Spection and care—askir.g for nothin 


here he labored under much embarrassment; for 
he found gentlemen belonging to the party to 
which he had been attached, and with which he 
was proud to act, taking a course which was en- 
tirely opposed to the sentiments which he (Mr. G.) 
entertained; and gentlemen of the opposite party 
taking a course in which he was bound to say that 
he would go with them to any extent to which 
they might proceed. He cared not to what party 
the gentleman from New Hampshire belonged; ‘but 
he had expressed sentiments which met his (Mr. 
G.’s) hearty concurrence. 

If they confined themselves to the resolution be- 
fore the House, their course was simple. The reso- 
lution called upon the department to inform this 
House at what time the home squadron had its com- 
mencement, or at what time the law constituting 
the home squadron was passed;and on that point 
it was not his purpose to make any comment. The 
second inquiry was, what was the annual expendi- 
ture used in the support of the home squadron? and 
he could not conceive that there was a single man on 
that floor that would record his name in favor of a 
refusal to answer that question, and the withholding 
from the House and the nation that information. 
But in connexion with this subject, he desired to call 
the attention’ of the House to the fact, that, since 
1837, during a period of five years, the navy of the 
United States had cost the people of the United 
States more than $30,000,000, of which the propor- 
tion of the people of Ohio was nearly $3,000,000. 

This, he repeated, was during the last five years; 
in which time their mariners on the Western waters 
had suffered and dicd, and the shores of the Western 
lakes had been strewn with wrecks and the lifeless 
bodies of their seamen, for whose protection not one 
dollar had been appropriated. It was vain, then, to 
talk of the admiration of New Zealand savages for 
our stars and stripes, to our mariners who were 
taxed for their support, while-on those Western 
waters they were left to perish, with no effort to 
save and protect them. If gentlemen supposed that 
he was influenced by peculiar local prejudices, he 
begged to disabuse their minds. He went for the 
whole country, and for every part of it; and not- 
withstanding what he had seen there since the ses- 
sion began, he protested that he would stand 
by the legitimate constitutional interests of the 
South, as long as any Southern man on that 
floor. He cared not what portion of the Union 
was in danger, he would stand by and sup- 
port it; but never, from this day forward, 
would he enter into the support of the navy by vo- 
ting for an appropriation of $9,000,000 annually, 
until the gentlemen of the Atlantic coast would 
come forward to do something to protect the lives 
of their mariners and sailors on the Western lakes. 
And while saying this, he begged again to disclaim 
all local feelings; and he would here confess that he 
was not satisfied with the remarks made some days 
ago by a gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kenwepy,] 
who undertook, as he (Mr. G.) thought, torbe a 
little too local in his feelings and views. He con- 
fessed that they of the West had now the power to 
maintain their rights which had been so long tram- 
pled upon; for, as he had remarked, they had not 
had a dollar of appropriation since 1837 for the pro- 
tection of their lake commerce; but, having the pow- 
er, he desired that they should use it with circum- 
¢ but that which 
was right, and submitting to nothing that was wrong. 
We go, said he, for the protection of the .com- 
merce on the Atlantic—for the protection of South- 
ern and Southwestern commerce, as well as for the 
Eastern rivers, which he was sorry to find were at- 
tacked the other day. The people of the West 
looked upon the interests of all the other parts of 
the Union as they did upon their own; and, while 
they claimed justice for themselves, they were wil- 
ling to grant it to others. There was another branch 
of the inquiry proposed in the resolution which he 
wished to sce answered; and that was, For what 
Fe hed was this home squadron established? 

e had never been able to answer ‘that inquiry 
satisfactorily to his constituents; and when he 
told them that the Secretary of the Navy said 
it was for the protection of the coasting trade, 
they again asked where were the enemies 
that menaced it. On this branch of the subject, 
the answer of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
was all important. That gentleman told them that 
his constituents were deeply interested in the coast- 
ing trade, and that a considerable portion of his 
property was embarked in it; but that neither he nor 
they wanted this squadron to protect it, He 
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thanked the gentleman for that answer; it would 
go to the people of the West, and they would then 
be better able to understand the purposes for 
which their money was thus expended. In regard 
to, the navy, Mr. G. avowed the intention to go 
with any gentlemen, no matter what party they be- 
longed to, in reducing its expenditures within a 
reasonable compass. He believed the commerce of 
the country did not require so large a naval force 
as was kept up at so enormous an expense, and he 
would go for reducing it. A gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Benser] inquired the other day where the 
money was to come from that was required for the 
improvement of the Western waters. He would 
take this occasion to answer the gentleman, and tell 
him that he would get the money by taking it from 
the extravagances of the army and navy—by taking 
the money which was wasted on fortifications, which, 
in future times, would be considered as useless ag 
the baronial castles of Europe. They had esti- 
mates before them now, proposing an expenditure of 
fourteen hundred thousand dollars for fortifications, 
which, if applied to that object, would be money 
thrown away. He would save the money necessa- 
ry for the Western waters by pruning down and cut- 
ting off useless expenditures; and he said to gentle- 
men who were in favor of such a policy, 
that he would go with them, no matter to 
what party they belonged. He cared not 
for party when he had such objects in view, and 
would not be driven from his purpose by the argu- 
ment that the abuses of this House required correc- 
tion. He had some experience on this subject; and 
he would inform the new members that any measure 
of reform that they might seek to introduce would 
always be met in the same way. Let them attempt 
to reform any department of the Government, no 
matter what, and some gentleman would always rise 
and tell them that that was not the place to begin at; 
that there were other and more crying abuses that 
required correction first. Let them not listen to such 
arguments; let them apply the reform to the particu- 


lar department they have in hand, and in that way,’ 


and that way only, they may do good. 

But to return to the home squadron. It had been 
intimated by the venerable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that this squadron was ¢s- 
tablished for the protection of the slave interests of 
the South. They had seen, in some of the Southern 
papers, the aid of the Executive invoked to do some- 
thing to stop the absconding of slaves from the 
Southern States, and this had roused up the suspi- 
cions of the Western people, and they were anxious 
to know the facts of the case; and when they knew 
that this squadron was not wanted for the protection 
of the coasting trade as declared by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,] their suspi- 
cions would be roused to a higher pitch. . Why, it 
was stated in the Southern papers, the other day, 
that-a lieutenant in command of one of our national 
vessels went on to the coast of Florida in search of 
fugitive slaves. An officer of the United States aban- 
doned the commerce he was to protect; and prosti- 
tuted his flag for the base purpose of catching fugi- 
tive slaves. 


Mr. LEVY begged leave to inform the gentle- 
man that it was not only fugitive slaves the officer 
went in search of, but fugitive murderers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS disclaimed any sectional feel- 
ngs in the remarks it was his painful duty to make, 
but he must speak on this subject as it deserved; 
and in doing so, would treat Southern gentlemen 
with all kindness. He would tell them, then, that 
the people of Ohio would never consent to have 
their money expended to protect the slave trade, 
while their vessels were submerged in the storm 
for want of harbors. They would not consent, 
while necessary appropriations were denied them, 
that their money should be poured into the Atlantic 
States to protect the Atlantic slave trade. “He did 
not mean to say that this was the true object of the 
home squadron. He trusted that such a degradation 
would not be put upon our flag, and that it would 
not’ be: prostituted for such a vile purpose. - But he 
insisted that the inquiries in the resolution ought to: 
be answered... Let the people of the West know the 


facts: Do not keep them in the dark. If this: 
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squadron is kept up for such a purpose, let them 
know it, and they. will say that it is done in viola- 
tion of their most sacre rights; for they denied 
the power of this Government to tax them to pro- 
tect this trade on our coasts and put it down in 
Africa. He protested that. he was not sectional in 
his views. He would say to the South that he 
would protect their commerce; but in doing so, he 
denied that this domestic slave trade was commerce. 
The Supreme Court had decided that it was not; 
and he would say that every attempt to involve the 
people of the free States in it, was an act of moral 
turpitude, and an encroachment on their constitu- 
tional rights. 

Mr. WELLER. observed that, as the discussion 
promised to be a protracted one, he would move an 
adjournment; but if he was mistaken, and no other 
gentleman wished to address the House on the ques- 
tion, he would move the previous question. 

Objections to an adjournment being made by 
several, Mr. W. moved the previous question. 

Upon this motion tellers were called for and 
ordered. 

Mr. CARROLL moved an adjournment; rejecta 
ed—ayes 53, noes 67. s 

The question being put on seconding the call for 
the previous question, the vote was—ayes 67, 
noes 42. 

There being no quorum— 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS moved an adjournment; but 
withdrew the motion at the suggestion of the Speak- 
er, to allow the presentation of several documents. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 
following letter, which was read: : 


To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

Str: I beg leave to decline acting on the special 
committee appointed by the House to take into 
consideration certain resolutions of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, proposing to Congress soto alter the 
Constitution as to abolish the representation of the 
Southern States for their slaves. This was one of 
the compromises of the Constitution, without which 
it would. never have existed; and without which it 
cannot now exist. My constituents, I am assured, 
will agree with me, that neither in a committee, nor 
any where else, should I take this subject voluntari- 
ly into consideration, or assist in consultations upon 
it. They will be satisfied that others shall consider 
it, and they should only act. I ask to be excused 
from serving on the committee, and subscribe my- 
self, your obedient servant, 

R. BARNWELL RHETT. 

DECEMBER 27, 1843. 


The question being put. on excusing Mr. RHETT, 
it was decided in the affirmative, 

Mr. BARNARD moved that the House adjourn: 
rejected. 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF THE 
LAND OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, transmit- 
ting the annual report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the document be laid on 
the table, and printed. Men! 

Some conversation ensued in relation to the printing 
of extra copies of this report, and the former practice 
of the House in regard to the number of copies 
printed, in which Messrs. McKAY, HOPKINS, 
‘THOMPSON, DAVIS of Indiana, and HARDIN 
took part; when . ; 

Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the motion to print 
on the table: carried without a division. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House two 
communications from the Treasury Department in 
relation to a private claim. ; 

NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

Mr. DUNCAN gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, ask leave to introduce 
a bill to amend the existing naturalization laws. 

The House then adjourned. 


The . following notices of petitions presented: to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 


: presenting them: E : 
By Mr. HARPER: The petition of J-M. Pum- 


phrey and 46 other citizens of Guernsey county, 


N, IN ‘ADVANCE, - 


Ohio, prayin, 


Ohio river at 


Troy, and Albany, be not required to, take 
censes as coasting vessels, or tocontribute | 
hospital fund: referred to the Committee ‘on’ 
merce. \ al ea ER 
_ By Mr. DODGE: Two petitions from the inhab- 
ltants of the county of Milwaukie, Territory of © 
Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a mail-route: 
from Maquonago, via Eagle Prairie, White “Water, 
and Fort Atkinson, to Madison, the seat of governs: ` 
ment of said Territory: referred-to the Committee.: 
on the Post Office and’ Post Roads. EEE 
By Mr. STEENROD: Three petitions from Ohio’ 
county, Virginia, praying for the ‘erection: of ‘a. 
bridge over the Ohio river at Wheeling, 0o et" 
By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Jacob Shy; 
for compensation in land for his services as A sold: 
in the late war. 2% RERS 
By Mr. TIBBATTS: A preamble and: resolu 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Kent = 
relative to the purchase and manufacture Mp: 
in Kentucky for the use of the navy of the Unite 
States: referred to the. Committee on Naval Afairs 
and ordered to be printed. OP BI PERCE ot 
By Mr. COBB: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Georgia, for-a maistage i 
Clarkville, Georgia, to Ashville; North Carolina,’ 
way of Clayton and Franklin: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office-and Post Roads. Also) | 
the petition and papers in the case of James C. 
Watson’s legal representatives: referred to the | 
mittee of Claims. Paena 


House or REPRESENTATIVES; ° 
Wasuineron, Dec. 
Gentiemen: I will thank you, shouid. 
lish in the Congressional Globe. thé ‘remarks é 
by me in the House of Representatives yesterday, 
and published in the Globe of last evening, to make 
the following corrections before Hey are transferred, 
to the Congressional Globe; and obliga yours, with.: 
respect, bi bg EN 
JOHN P. HALE. 
Messrs. Bram & Rives. ` : Behe A 
I am made to say, “and the most of his property, 
was invested in it.” “It should read, instead of that, 
“ta portion of the very little he had on earth was invested 
init.” ‘Again, I am represented as saying, {he i 
tended to propose to limit those appropriations: to a sum.” 
sufficient only to support the squadron stationed in t 
Mediterranean.” Instead of that, it should read, 
“when the appropriation bill came up, he intended to 
limit the Secretary of the Navy in appropriations for the 
squadron in the Mediterranean, and so with the Pacific 
and Brazil squadrons.” ee pi 


IN SENATE- `: 
Frrpar, December 29, 1843. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from James 
Wilson, the keeper of the gate at the Capitol, (com- 
monly calied -the. posey-watcher,) asking such an 
increase of compensation as will place:him on the 
footing of other deputy watchmen employed at the 
Capitol: referredto the Committee‘on the District of 
Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was ordered that 
the petition of Daniel G. Skinner, of Alabama, be taken 


: from the files of the Senate, and referred ‘to the 


Committee on Claims. ai 
On motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
ation of the petition of Elizabeth Scott; and it was 
committed to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ` 
Mr. EVANS presented a petition from John Mil- 
likan, of Montville, Maine, praying indemnity. -for 


French spoliations prior- to- 1800: referred : 


Committee on Foreign Relations 0" 
On motion by Mr, CLAYTON, leave was grant 
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ed to withdraw from the files of the Senate the peti- 
tion and papers of the heirs of Francis Calhoun. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a preamble and 
resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Kentucky, 

‘in relation to the purchase and manufacture of 
American hemp for the use of the navy of the United 
States: ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee ‘on Naval Affairs. ; 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from seventy- 
six steamboat captains, navigators on the Ohio river, 
praying the construction ofa canal around the falls 
on dhe Todsana side of the Ohio. Mr. B. remarked 
that these captains set forth in the mémorial their 
yeasons in favor of the project. He would therefore 
move that the memorial be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The reference was ordered. 

On the suggestion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate, 
by unanimous consent, made the order for the print- 
ing, without a reference of the motion to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from inhabit- 
ants òf the counties of Marion, Fulton, and Izard,in 
the State of Arkansas, praying the establishment of 
a mail-route from Izard court-house, Arkansas, to 
Springfield, Missouri: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FULTON presented certificates in support of 
the application of Benjamin Crawford, for indem- 
nity for losses sustained in consequence of having 
his trading establishment broken up by an officer of 
the army; which, with the petition and papers on 
he files of the Senate on the same subject, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial, addressed to 
the two Houses of Congress by the Chamber of 


Commerce of the city of Cincinnati, setting forth ` 


their reasons why the rates of postage should be 
reduced, and made to conform to the decimal parts 
of the federal coin: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


THE OREGON. 


Also presented a memorial, signed by numerous 
citizens of the county of Licking, Ohio, strongly 
urging the Government of the United States to take 
immediate possession of the Territory of Oregon: 
referred to the select committee on that subject. 

Also, several memorials on: the same subject from 
citizens of the State of Ohio, some of them very nu- 
merously signed; one of them by nearly an entire 
brigade of Ohio militia. The letter enclosing the 
memorial is from the gentleman who is the general 
in command of the brigade, who states that the me- 
morial was read before the respective regiments in 
the brigade, and approved by the entire body pres- 
ent: referred to the select committee on the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked, in reference to these me- 
morials on this subject, that he had some means of 
knowing the sentiments and feelings of the people 
of Ohio on the Oregon question; and there never 
was any subject on which there was more unbroken 
unanimity of sentiment. He knew of no difference 
ofopinion as to the propriety and expediency of 
taking possession of that terrritory. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from a 
number of citizens of Brie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for an appropriation for continuing the 
works in the harbor of Erie: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, cov- 
ering a report, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 2ist inst., upon the subject of 
leases of the United States lead mines. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, laid on the table. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of printing the annual report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office: 
which was concurred in by the Senate. i 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIGE, it was order- 
ed that 1,000 copies extra of the above report be 
printed---500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 
500 for the use of the department. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution, 
which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the ade- 
quate compensation of pension agents, 

Mr. ATCHISON gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to extend 
the time for taking up pre-emption rights, un 
der the laws of 1836 and 1840. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN, on yes- 
terday, calling upon the President ‘of the United 
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States for information as to what instructions have 
been given to the American minister. at_ the court of 
Great Britain, on -the subject of the Oregon, since 
the treaty of Washington, came up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. ARCHER asked the Senator from Ohio to 
permit the resolution to lie on the table for another 
day. He was not aware that he should have any 
objection to it; but it was submitted yesterday with- 
out his knowledge, and he would like to examine it 
before being passed upon. 

Mr. ALLEN had no objection, and the resolu- 
tion was again laid upon the table. 

On motion, it was agreed that, when the Senate ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, December 29, 1843. 


Mr. R. SMITH gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce the following bills: 

A bill making further provision for’the payment 
of horses and other property lost or destroyed in 
the Black Hawk war; and 

A bill to provide for the speedy completion of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Illinois, Indiana, 
and Ohio. 

The CHAIR remarked that the first business in 
order was the call on the States for petitions. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked the indulgence of the 
House while he brought to its notice a matter some- 
what personal to himself, and one in which he 
thought the House was equally interested. He had 
just been referred to an account of the proceedings 
of the House, some days since, in the New York 
Herald, in which he was reported as having pre- 
sented a petition on the subject of the reduction of 
postage, and some one else was represented as hav- 
Ing proposed to throw it in the fire. As attempts 
had been made, in various parts of the country, to 
create an excitement on the subject of the reception 
of petitions, and the action of the House in re- 
gard to them; and as this matter might be seized on 

y designing persons to increase that excitement, — 
he desired leave to make an explanation of the 
facts of the case, in order to prevent the creation of 
improper impressions. The fact was, he offered no 
petition, on the day referred to, for the reduction of 
postage; and neither he nor any other member, he 
ventured to assert, heard any proposition from any 
quarter to throw any p er in the fire. He did, it 
was true, say that he held in his hand a communi- 
cation from a postmaster on the subject of the re- 
duction of postage; but, as it was not addressed to 
the House, he did not introduce it. As he did not 
know how the error occurred, or who was the let- 
ter-writer who committed it, he had no other way 
of correcting any erroneous impressions that might 
have been created than that of making this expla- 
nation in the House. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked the indulgence 
of the House, while he made an explanation in re- 
gard to the report of yesterday’s proceedings of the 
House in two of the morning papers. In one of the 
papers (the Globe) the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Hate] was represented as having charac- 
terized what he said as “useless; while in the 
other paper (the Intelligencer) the gentleman was 
represented as characterizing what he said as “‘sense- 
less.” Now he desired to. ask of the gentieman 
which of the two reports was correct? 

Mr. HALE had not the papers before him, and 
could not say whether either of them had reported 
him correctly. The substance of his remarks was 
to this effect. He said that, after all the professions 
the gentleman had made of economy and reform, he 
hoped that they were not all to evaporate in use- 
less (or senseless) professions for an early adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Which word did the 
gentleman use—“senseless,” or “useless?” 

Mr. HALE did not recollect. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, that was all he 
wanted to ask of the gentleman. He now begged 
leave to ask a question of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Gippinas.] In one of the papers (the Intelli- 
gencer) the gentleman was represented as saying 
that. he “could not but admire the tact and dexterity 
of the gentleman from Philadelphia yesterday, [Mr. 
C. J. INeERsoLL,} mm his opposition to the resolution 


of the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Hatz.} Did that gentleman assail the principles of 
the resolution? Notatall. All he said was, that 
there were other things which needed reform.” 


Now he wished the gentleman from Oho to say” 


whether that report was correct. , 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he was not conscious, at 
the time, of any intention to assail the sincerity of 


- the gentleman; and, as well as he recollected the 


purport of his remarks, he could say that it certain- 
ly was not his intention to do so. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he was perfectly 
satisfied with the gentleman’s explanation. s 

Mr. WELLER asked leave to introduce a bill, 
the title of which was not heard. 

The SPEAKER said the motion of the gentleman- 
was out of order, the first business of the House be- 
ing the call for petitions; and the immediate question 
before the House was the motion to refer the petition 
presented yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Giwpines.] 

PETITION OF A RUNAWAY NEGRO. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration of 
the motion to refer to a select commitiee the petition 
presented yesterday by Mr. Gippines, from an indi- 
vidual confined in Washington jail as a runaway 
slave, and who represeois himself as a free man. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, who was entitled to the floor, 
observed that he did not desire to say any thing on 
this question that would add to the excitement al- 
ready existing. He would now make the answer to 
the gentleman from Ohio which he would have 
made yesterday had he been permitted. He under- 
stood from the petition presented by the gentleman 
that the petitioner set forth that he was a free man; 
that he had been arrested in this district without be- 
ing charged with any crime; that he was advertised 
to be sold as a slave; and that he was born free. He 
thought, at the time, from this statement of facts, 
that Congress was not called upon to legislate up- 
on the subject; because the individual, if free, as he 
alleged, had ample means of redress in his own 
hands under the existing laws. Mr. S. here recited 
the acts of assembly of 1719 and 1787, on the subject 
of runaway slaves, in virtue of which he supposed 
this person was imprisoned. The substahce of 
them being, that when a negro is arrested on the 
suspicion of being a runaway slave, it shall be the 
duty of the sheriff, as soon as he is committed, to 
inquire for his owner; and if he lives in any county 
of the State he must give him one month’s notice; 
but if he lives in a neighboring province, he must 
give him two months’ notice. If the owner does 
not then come forward and prove his property, the 
negro, if he cannot prove his freedom, is sold for 
his jail fees. Then came the act of Congress of 
1801, in which it was made the duty of the sheriff 
to give ninety days’ notice in the newspapers; after 
which, if the negro cannot prove his freedom, he is 
sold, &c. 
that the negro is a slave if he cannot prove his 
freedom. Judge Cranch, the presiding judge 
in this district, had so far .relaxed the law 
on this subject as to allow, as sufficient proof, the 
affidavit of a white man that he has seen the per- 
son go abroad as a free man. On the production of 
this affidavit, the negro thus detained is set at lib- 
erty. Thus, any person arrested asa fugitive slave 
can, under the existing laws, obtain his freedom by 
bringing forward this slight proof that he has been 
known by a white man to go at large as free. Un- 
der these circumstances, it occurred to him that the 
existing laws required no relaxation, and that the 
House ought not to legislate on this subject. He 
had strong suspicions, however, that the man wasa 
slave; and for this reason: if the man was free, and 
was born in Virginia, as he alleged, he had nothing 
to do but to give that information to his counsel, 
who could easily obtain the proof, if the fact 
alleged was true. Then suppose a free man 
should be sold as a slave: he could, even 
after that, apply to the judge for a habeas corpus, 
who had never refused to grant it under such cir- 
cumstances, and always allowed a reasonable time 
for the collection of evidence; and upon the produc- 
tion of sufficient proof that he was a free man, he 
would be immediately discharged. The objection 
had been urged that a free man, notwithstand- 
ing his proving his title to freedom, might be held in 
confinement until be paid the costs.. This was one 
of the hardships of the common law, and applied to 
whites as well as blacks; for under the common law, 
where any man is accused of a crime, he must pay 
the costs, even though he may be acquitted. If the 
gentleman desired to relax that part of the law, he 


All these acts went on the presumption’ 


wet 


had no objection to it, and would go with him for 
effecting that reform. - ; 

The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio was, to 
refer this petition to a select committee, with the 
power to send for persons and papers. For what pur- 
pose was it designed that the committee should have 
that extraordinary power? We took it for granted that 
the facts stated in that petition were true; so that, if the 
petitioner was free, as he alleged, he had nothing 
to do but to establish the fact, by the affidavit of 


any white man, in order to recover his liberty. There | 


could be no reason for sending this petition to a sex 
lect committee, when they were all pepared to act, 
as he was, on the simple facts presented. Why send 
it to a committee with such extraordinary powers, 
unless it was to give notoriety to the subject, and 
get up an excitement. Another proposition was 
made to send the petition to the Committe on the 
Judiciary; and a third to send it to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. This last was the propo- 
sition which he had made himself. 

In reference to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
he would say that there were only two members on 
it—himself and the gentleman from Kentucky—who 
represented States in which slavery existed. In 
conclusion, he would state one fact, which he wished 
to mention yesterday, to show conclusively, that ifthe 
man was free, as he alleged, he would have no diffi- 
culty in obtaining his discharge. Sometime ago a 
free negro—a native of his district in North Caro- 
lina—was arrested in this city, and committed to 
jail, as a fugitive slave. He was advertised as such; 
and his parents, seeing the advertisement in the pa- 

ers, sent to him (Mr. 5) proof of his freedom. 

pon receiving this proof, he (Mr. S.) sent it to the 
marshal of the District; and upon his paying the 
fees—amounting to only three or four dollars—the 
man was discharged. Now, if the gentleman from 
Ohio, in his benevolence, would only imitate the 
example he then set him, this man, if free, could be 
asereled immediately. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said it made very little differ- 
ence with him what committee it;was referred to. In 
moving the reference to a select committee, he had 
merely followed a precedent which had heen estab- 
lished in this House. In former years, when there 
was no excitement upon the subject of slavery in 
this House or in this country, in cases like the pres- 
ent, references were made similar to that which he 
had moved. He had the example of Mr. Ran- 
dolph, whose authority upon all subjects he sup- 
posed the House would consider a good one, and 

e had the example of Mr. Minor. He believed the 
precedent was a safe one; it came, at all events, from 
men who were entitled to the respect of the House and 
of the nation; but if the House thought it better 
that it should go to one of the standing committees, 
he had no objection to such reference. He had 
moved the reference to a select committee, with no 
intention of taking from the standing ¢ommittees 
their legitimate business. 

In regard to the law, he had but one word to say; 
for he did not mean to discuss the question. He de- 

sired to act; he desired to see the House take prompt 


action on the subject, and dispose of it without dis-- 


cussion; or, at least, without discussion of an angry 
character, which was but too apt to grow out of sub- 
jects of this nature, where slavery was concerned. 

And here he would remark that the law to which 
the gentleman referred, was passed a hundred and 
thirty years ago, (he had almost said in the barba. 
rous ages,) at a time when penalties imposed by law 
were made payable in tobacco or money, at the op- 
tion of the persons adjudged to pay them. The re- 
mote day at which the law was passed, if there was 
no other argument, would be sufficient to satisfy 
them of its inapplicability at the present day. Were 
the people of ibis District to be oppressed and borne 
down by laws passed a hundred and thirty years 
ago? The subject ought to be looked into; it ought 
to be scrutinized thoroughly. 

But. there was another proposition made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, to which he could 
not assert. It was, that the people of this District do 
not desire the repeal of that law. He believed that, 
if the opinions of the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia could be taken to-day, every man, woman, 
and child, would be found in favor of its repeal; al- 
though, when a proposition was made for its repeal 
in that House last year, the slaveholders—and he 
meant no disrespect by the use of the term slave- 
holders; he had no more intention to offend than 


gentleman had who used the term abolitionist; 
the slaveholders. themselves. expressed their deier-. 
mination to repeal the law; in fact, there was an 
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almost universal sentiment in favor of its re eal; and, 
if he mistook not the feeling that was exhibited in 
the. House yesterday, the same. sentiment was as 
prevalent now as it was then. 

In regard to the law, as it now exists, if he un- 
derstood the matter, it was “this: every person of a 
certain complexion in the District was presumed by 
law to bea slave, without any reference to the fact 
of his having been born free or otherwise, or 
whether his ancestors had been free. Putting this 
in connection with the law to which the gentleman 
had referred, and it would, at once, appear that every 
man who comes into the District, if his complexion 
happens to be unfortunately of a darker hue than 
that of others, is at once liable to be taken up and 
treated as a slave, until he shall prove himself to be 
free; and that may be a very difficult matter in many 
cases. Were the gentleman from North Carolina 
himself arrested to-day as a slave, he (Mr. G.) 
doubted the ability of the gentleman to prove his 
freedom—to go back and prove that he was born 
free. He (Mr. G.) could not himself do it. There 
was no man upon that floor who would not find ita 
difficult matter. Such was the effect of the law. 

And here was another point to which he desired 
to call the attention of the House—that, after a man 
had proved his freedom, and shown that he was 
bom free, he must then pay the costs of his arrest, 
detention, &c.; and if he cannot pay them, he is sold 
into slavery for the amount. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said the gentleman was wron 
as to the fact he had stated. The person was soll 
under the presumption that he was a slave, but an 
opportunity was always afforded him to prove that 

e was a free man; and if he prove his freedom, he 
was not sold at all. He was liable to the costs, as 
any man would be, at common law. Though the 
gentleman reprobated so severely the operation of 
this law in reference to persons of color, yet he was 
informed that even in he State of Ohio, they had a 
law forbidding those very persans of color from en- 
tering that State. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said the gentleman had avoided 
the point upon which he desired to be informed; 
which was, whether, under the operation of this law, 
a man was not still liable to be sold into slavery for 
the costs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I answer, no. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is he then entitled to the bene- 
fit of the insolvent law? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Just as a debtor would be. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was glad to find that it 
was so; but he desired still to call the attention of 
the House and the country to the fact, that when the 
person had demonstrated to a court and jury that 
he was born free, and had incurred accumula- 
ted costs in doing so, though he prove himself entitled 
to his freedom, yet he is liable for payment of those 
costs. A man charged with the crime of being born 
with a dark complexion, having to send, at great 
expense, to a distant State to procure proofs of his 
freedom, was to be made to pay the expense of pro- 
curing that testimony. He rejoiced that there was 
no such principle in existence within the State 
which he fad the honor in part to represent. In 
that State a man was not liable to arrest and im- 
prisonment, merely because he had a dark com- 
plexion. > 

'There was another point which he wished the 
House to understand: it was the enactment of Con- 

ress; it was the work of the House itself; and the 
Fouse was therefore responsible for its conse- 
quences. The man who would refuse to aid in re- 

ealing the Taw, was himself a supporter of the law. 
Pre merely wished to throw out this suggestion, that 
gentlemen in that House might understand that they 
have uncontrolled power over this disgraceful law 
—being a law which had come from that House 


- originally, and had been continued in force by an- 


other act of that House at a subsequent period, and 
was now to be kept in force by the refusal of gen- 
tlemen to repeal it He would say to gentlemen 
who advocated the law, Hands off! The laws 
of their States he had no right to interfere with; the 
people of those States had uncontrolled power over 
them: but he denied that the gentlemen could ask or 
expect the freemen of Ohio to bathe their hands in 
the guilt of such laws. Though his designs might 
be impugned as the. designs of the abolitionists, 


about which they had heard so much, he would. 


say to those gentlemen, Hands off; let us 
alone; maintain your slavery, if you. please; but 
we deny, before the country, -and:-before high 


: Heaven, that you have the power: to involve us. in 
` the guilt of supporting su 


atrocious, such dis- 


gece laws. And he declared, inhi 
Fouse, that he would eyer stand b: 
he professed, which had been so ofte 
to be “hellish,” because their desire- was 
themselves from what they regarded as. 
turpitude of the law. ` And now, as to: the ¢ 
of reference.’ The gentleman, from ‘North é 
had said it was unnecessary. to refer a subject of th 
kind to a committee with such high powers as O8 
of sending for persons and papers. He referred the 
gentleman to the two iastances he had-already.amen= 
tioned—the one a motion made by. Mr. Randolph, ~ 
then a member, and the other a proposition of Mr. 
Minor, also a member of the House. He had added 
to his motion that the committee: have “power to 
send for persons and papers, because e- -pe 
lieved it was necessary to. the investigation, 
He. believed, moreover, that the . House was 
prepared to repeal the law, without oing into 
this particular case. Indeed, he would himself 
be averse to legislation upon individual . cages. 
He felt perfectly indifferent. as. to what committee 
the petition should be referred to, and he would.add 
but one other remark. The gentleman had advised 
him to go ahd pay his money for the costs. of the 
prosecution.. He thanked him for the advice. If 
the gentleman had been generous enough to advance 
his money in the cause of humanity and. of liberty, 
he honored him for it; but he must be permitted to 
say that, when he came to apply the rule to the rep- 
resentatives of the freemen of the North—the lovers 
of liberty—he must learn that. they did not possess 
that property in bone, sinew, and muscle of their 
fellow man, which would enable them to respond: to 
such calls upon their liberality. DORTE 
Mr. CAMPBELL said he was, upon. reflection, 
the more confirmed in the opinions he entertained: re- 
garding the disposition which should be madè: of 
this. subject; and he was the more confirmed.in the 
same opinion by what had been so well: expressed 
by the gentleman from Alabama yesterday, and by 
the gentleman from North Carolina to-day, that it 
was entirely a question for judicial investigation, 
with which the House had nothing to: do.: With 
the hope of correcting the error which might revail 
among some gentlemen—and, he believed, the, gen- 
tleman from Ohio himself—in- relation ‘to the:prac- 
tice upon this subject, he would state that/he: had, 
this morning, communicated. with.a distinguished 
lawyer of this city in relation ‘to. this subjeet;. and 
the result of that communication. had. produced’ the 
conviction upon his mind, that whére a person was 
judged to be a runaway slave, if he possessed any 
evidence of his freedom, he had not the slightest dif 
ficulty in protecting himself.. It was the everyday 
practice, when a person was judged to be a runaway 
slave, to bring him, by writ of habeas corpus, before 
a humane judge—a judge who had.never been, sus- 
pected of a disposition to oppress; and upon produc- 
tion of his proofs, if they were found to be satisfac- 
tory, he was at once set at liberty. The law, asien- 
forced within this District, had received. a construc- 
tion, if not more politic, it must at least be ad- 
mitted much more favorable to persons of color, than 
that which had been given to it in the S 
Maryland, whence it was derived. There, color was 
prima facie evidence of slavery, as’ it must: be 
everywhere where slavery exists; and. the onus 
probandi, or burden of proof, was .then fixed. upon 
the person of color to show his freedom, ` On the 
contrary, in the District, according to the.construc- 
tion ah hed ‘been given to the law, it was the 
duty of the magistrate before whom the suspected 
slave should be brought, first to inquire: into and 
affirmatively adjudge the . question of slavery. before 
he was permitted to. put the person upoh. his de- 
fence. And the judge, before whom the person was 
afterwards brought. by habeas corpus, always exer- 
cised a discretion; and, upon the. slightest evidence 
of freedom, he. was entitled to his discharge. In 
relation to that part of the law which authorized 


ponon to be sold in default of the payment of fees, 


e would remark that it was supposed that the 
true construction of the law could only apply to 
cases where. the question of slavery had been ‘first 
affirmatively adjudged; and when a.. notice: had 
been given to the master of the slave, and, hat ùg- 
tice’ was unattended to, he was then.advertised for 
vie would: also remark, that the legal gentleman 
whom he had consulted, and for the correctriess of 
whose statement he would vouch, (being one whohad 


“been engaged in the practice. of the law in this District 
“for the last eight or. ten. years) had informed him 


that a case had never occurred where it had been car- 
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ried further than the advertisement. He hoped the 
petition would not be referred; it was interferring 
with the judicial tribunals of the District. It in- 
volved, in his opinion, not only a legal, but a con- 
stitutional question, how far the House had a right 
‘to interfere in reversing judicial decisions. 

Mr. R; D. DAVIS was understood to say, 
(though very imperfectly heard at the commence- 
ment, owing’to the distance at which he stood, and 
the confusion which prevailed at the moment,) that 
he was in favor of the reference to a select committee; 
but he would strike out the power to send for per- 
sons and papers; and he hoped the gentleman 
would modify his motion to that effect. The mat- 
ter was certainly deserving of investigation, if only 
out of respect to the feelings of the North. He was 
himself a Northern man, representing in part the 
State of New York; and he took this occasion to 
express his satisfaction at the magnanimity which 
had characterized this Congress hitherto upon this 
embarrassing question. He believed if the matter 
were rightly presented and rightly understood, it 
would be easy to set at rest every difficulty. Noth- 
ing more was necessary, in his opinion, to allay the 
excitement which prevailed in the country upon this 
subject, than simply a right understanding of the 
question, As tothe assumption that all Northern 
men were abolitionists, it was an error; he would 
undertake to say for the entire body of the free 
States of the North, that abolitionists were not 
known among them. There were more abolition- 
ists within the slave States themselves than there 
were in the free States. He knew this to be so; 
end he would risk his existence on the fact. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said it was not so; and he was 
induced to believe, from what the gentleman had 
said, that he was himself an abolitionist. 

Mr. SAUNDERS was called to order. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS said the position which he 
took was, that the North and the free States never 
could be abolitionists, and never could be the advo- 
cates of immediate abolition. It was an impossi- 
bility that it could be so. Whatever else the North- 
ern States might be, they never could be that; and he 
would state a simple fact for the consideration of 
the House and of the country, which, unless he 
was deficient in judgment and in common sense, 
would satisfy every impartial mind that the people 
of the free States could not be abolitionists. Pre- 
sent that question in a common sense light; let it 
not be looked to asa political matter—not as the 
humbug of the hour—but let reason come to the 
consideration of the question, and what was it? 
The abolition of slavery in the Southern States 
would be followed by what consequences? A del- 
uge of the black population on the North. Nothing 
could prevent it but a dissolution of the Union; and 
he would there declare, that if he was satisfied that 
the people of the North were in favor of abolition, 
he should be for the dissolution of the Union. The 
dissolution of slavery in the States would be a disso- 
lution of the Union. They of the North suffered 

_ enough from slavery now, and they never would 
permit the South to make an immediate Abolition of 
slavery. When the South did it, it must be done 
slowly, deliberately, and in reference to the interests 
of the Union; the North would hold them to that. 
He (Mr. D.) had not a doubt, if the proposition 
were before the American people at this hour to abol- 
ish slavery, that nine hundred and ninety-nine out of 
every thousand persons of the free States would 
rise up, and say, Give us a dissolution of the Union, 
rather than the abolition of slavery; convinced that 
if slavery were immediately abolished, the result 
would be, that the slaves would be turned loose, and 
that the population would flow on the North, and 
that it could not be prevented but by a dissolution 
of the Union; and that it would carry desolation on 
the North, and destruction among the laboring pop- 
ulation of the North, until the evil had exhausted 
and spent itself. This would prevent the people of 
the North becoming abolitionists; and he reiterated 
the opinion, that if the South were disposed to abol- 
ish s sver immediately, he should prefer a disso- 
lution of the Union, much as he loved and valued 
the Union, rather than his part of the country should 
be visited by the calamity which must inevitably 
follow an immediate abolition of slavery. One of 
the many mischiefs which now afflicted the North 
was brought upon them by runaway negroes from 
the South; and it was felt through that entire sec- 
tion of the country, from one end to the other; and 
if he were able to collect public sentiment on this. 
subject in the North, he had no hesitation in saying 
that almost the entire sentiment of the North was 


in concurrence with that which he had here ex- 
pressed. He did not intend, however, to trouble the 
ouse long at this time; all he wished to say was, let 
the gentlemen of the South divest themselves of the 
belief that the people of the North could be aboli- 
tionists, as the term was understood here. He 
[Mr. Davis] disclaimed such sentiments; he 
disclaimed them for himself; he disclaimed them for 
his constituents; he disclaimed them for his State; he 
disclaimed them for the entire people of this Union. 
The North did not wish to interfere with this ques- 
tion of slavery; they had no object to prompt them to 
any interference; they had no interest to induce them 
to do so, and they were not a people to be supposed 
to be indifferent or insensible to personal interest. 
Their interest, as well as their feelings, would lead 
them to utter abstinence from an interference with 
the slavery of the South. From the difference ob- 
servable between the two sections of the country, 
they saw enough to satisfy them that they had 
nothing to regret that slavery did not exist amongst 
them, and they had only to regret that it existed 
any where. He repeated, that they had no wish to 
interfere with the institutions of the South, and they 
should be the last to do anything that would mili- 
tate against them; but while doing this, and feeling 
thus, and standing up for the Constitution of the 
country, the people of the North claimed an exemp- 
tion, not only from all interference, but from all obli- 
gation to interfere with slavery. The North was 
esirous that the South should manage their own 
business in their own way, and at their own time. 

But to return to the subject immediately before the 
House. He hoped that this matier would be refer- 
red, but he had no desire to be a member of the com- 
mittee to which it should be referred. He hoped, 
too, that the committee to whom it shall be referred 
would report a bill to repeal the law under which the 
petitioner was imprisoned. The simple inquiry for 
such comynittee would be, whether a man of color 
can be taken and sold on the presumption that he is 
a slave. He had nothing more to say, than that 
the South must yield that to the North. This Dis- 
trict was common ground; and the Northern members 
could never stand before their contituents unless the 
South yielded that to the North. The North would 
not consent that, in this District, a man who had 
proved his freedom must pay the costs or be sold 
into slavery; and if such were the existing law, it 
must be repealed. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL made some explanation, 
which was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. DAVIS replied, that he was only supposing 
it to he the law; but if it were not, the committee 
would have nothing to do. Butif there was a law 
by which, on the presumption of slavery, an indi- 
vidual could, on account of color, be committed 
and sold into slavery ona failure to pay the costs 
of his imprisonment, in the present state of public 
sentiment that law coud not long be maintained; 
and whether it were now, or in the course of the 
next year, or within ten years, he would not under- 
take to say; but repealed it must be. There was a 
sentiment in the county that was against such a 
law; and its repeal must be conceded to that public 
sentiment by one section of the Union to the other. 
Our institutions rest on the basis of mutual conces- 
sion and compromise; and though he was not now 
intending to trouble the House at this time with many 
remarks, he would take occasion to say that he was 
as willing to make concessions to other portions of 
the Union as any gentleman on that floor; but he 
expected something in return for that which he gave. 
He came from a State which had given more to the 
Union than all.the other States together; and he 
was willing to act in the same spirit of magna- 
nimitywhich had marked the course of the State 
from which he came, from the earliest period of her 
history. He said then, in view of this whole mat- 
ter—that of the repeal of this law—it would become 
Southern gentlemen to yield; and he should vote for 
the reference to a select committee. On the ground 
he had stated, he should vote for it, though his own 
individual opinion was that slavery could net exist 
in this District. This opinion was, (and he had 
given the subject some consideration,) that the mo- 
ment this District became the property of the 
General Government, slavery was atanend. The 
practice of the country had been otherwise, showing 
that slavery had been deemed to be legally in exist- 
ence here. Such, however, was not his opinion; for 
there were limitations to the power of this Govern- 


‘ment; and he believed that, as it could not make a 


king, neither could it make a slave. Slavery, in a 
district under the immediate government of the 


_ United States, was inconsistent with the principles 


on which the Government of the country was based; 
and he therefore held it as hié opinion that slavery 
could not exist in any of the Territories under this 
Government; and that, no matter whence acquired, 
or how derived, the instant it became a territory of 
the United States, that instant slavery ceased. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired if it was in order to discuss 
the question of slavery in the Territories, on a pro- 
position to refer the memorial before the House. 

Mr. DAVIS said he had done. He was simply 
expressing his own opinion on that subject, without 

retending that they were the opinions of the 
ouse; for such was not the general sentiment. 

Mr. PAYNE remarked that he merely wished 
to know whether it was in order; for if one gentle- 
man were permitted to go into that discussion, 
others would expect to be allowed to do so too. 

Mr. LEWIS observed that it was a fling at the 
Texas question in disguise. : 

Mr. DAVIS said he would confine himself to 
the subject before the House. He said, a report 
from the committee, which had been suggested, 
showing something tangible, authorizing the sale of 
aman on the presumption of his being a slave, 
and some resons why that practice should be re~ 
tained, might be of service to the House. He 
hoped they should have a report on which the 
House could base its action; which he trust- 
ed would be that of wisdom and sound policy, 
and result in the peaceand harmony of the whole 
country. 

Mr. HARALSON said that Southern gentlemen 
had heard the reiterated denunciations of Abolition- 
ists, until silence was no longer a virtue. Our si- 
lence is now boastingly construed into concessions 
upon our part, and hailed as cheering evidence of 
the magnanimous forbearance of the South. He 
said that gentlemen had deceived themselves, and 
he desired that they should now understand his posi- 
tion upon this subject, and what he believed to be 
the position of the whole South. None are more 
attached to this Union; none more disposed to 
cultivate friendly relations towards every section of 
the Repoblic; yet none who can or will, with more ` 
firmness, maintain their rights. We are the advo- 
cates (said Mr. Haratson) of the Government as it 
has been formed—as it was transmitted to us by 
our fathers; and we are prepared to peril, as they 
did, our “lives, fortunes, and sacred honors,” in its 
defence; and we will here, or elsewhere, defy every 

ower on earth in a contest for the rights which 
have been guarantied to us by the Constitution. 
Scarce a subject has been presented for the consid- 
eration of this House, that has not been made the 
pretext for some anti-slavery speech. Ifa proposi- 
tion to adopt or amend the rules, or a question 
touching the interests of the army is agitated, it is 
made a subject intimately connected with slavery. 
Ifthe navy, with any of its diversified relations, be 
presented, again the fruitful theme of abolition is in- 
terwoven into the debate; and we are told it is only 
necessary for the protection of slavery. Petitions 
and resolutions from individuals, and from States, 
touching directly or indirectly upon the subject, 
have consumed the largest share of that attention 
which was due to legislation of national interest. 
And now, sir, a petition is presented to the House, 
purporting to be from a free negro, who com- 
plains of illegal confinement; and at once our 
ears are saluted with the whining notes of abo- 
lition sympathy. Slaveholders are abused, and 
this hall, constituted for the purpose of legisla- 
tion, must be converted into a judicial tribunal; 
and we act upon the case, pass judgment, ordering 
the petitioner to be liberated, without proof, with- 
out regard to any claim upon him, and regardless 
of law. It afforded the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Gippiqs] an opportunity of making another “liberty 
speech.” Surely the whole course of proceeding is 
trifling with the good sense of the House; is con-` 
suming improperly that time which should be spent 
in maturing questions that belong to legislation. If 
the negro, whose petition has been presented, be 
free, surely the courts in the District will do him 
justice. Has the habeas corpus act been suspended? 
Is there no judge to try? Does there exist no law 
by which any man, white or black, can be freed 
from illegal confinement? Sir, there is no difficulty. 
The habeas corpus act has not been suspended. 
There are competent and liberal judges (among them 
Judge Cranch) who are ready to act. "There exists 
a law under which many have been liberated. The 
court has been in session three-fourths of the time 
since the meeting of Congress, And in the absence 


of proof, I take it for granted the petitioner is not a 
free man, or he would have been discharged before 
this hour. Why refer this memorial? Ts it con- 
templated that we can examine witnesses and decide 
upon the legality of his confinement? Such powers 
do not belong to this House; and the reference is 
asked only to open a discussion which is so much 
desired by some members on this floor. I am 
(said Mr. HaraLson) utterly opposed to the con- 
tinued agitation of this 
feelings, excites sectional jealousies, and disqualifies 
this body from acting in the liberal spirit of legis- 
lators of the whole country. I assure gentlemen 
(said Mr, Harazson) that the South demands 
neither army nor navy to defend her constitutional 
rights: retrench in these departments of the Govern- 
ment as much as you may think the general interest 
of the whole Union requires; the South will have 
citizen soldiers enough to protect their property 
from abolition aggression, come in what form 
it may. I trust, sir, (said Mr. Harazsow,) 
that no necessity may ever occur for the exer- 
tion of her own means of defence. They 
know the difference between sound and reality, 
between the shadow and the substance. Strip 
them of their constitutional rights, and Union, 
as sacred as they hold it, and ag devoted as the 
are to it, would be to them an empty sound. 
They will defend their rights at every hazard. I 
regret many remarks (said Mr. H.) which the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Davis] has felt it his 
duty to make. T shall only express my dissent to 
the doctrine which he advances as to the operation 
of law, as applied to the existence of slavery in this 
District, and the Territories under the government 
of this country. He has been pleased to tell us 
that he, and he thinks the whole North, would ob- 
ject to immediate abolition at the South. No un- 
easiness need be felt upon the subject of abolishing 
slavery at the South—it will not be done; but should 
she choose to doso, neither the gentleman from New 
York, nor the abolitionists, will be consulted. The 
very authority by which we act here in this House 
is derived from the Constitution, and that instru- 
ment throws ample shields around our rights. 
‘Those distinguished statesmen from the slavehold- 
ing States, who talents were called into requisition 
to form the Constitution, were never asked whether 
they would abolish slavery! It is subversive of the 
dignity of this House, and injurious to the public 
interests, to have this subject introduced into every 
discussion, no matter what shall be the question. ‘I 
have made these remarks, (said Mr. H.,) that our po- 
sition may be understood. We extend the hand of 
friendship to every part of the Union, but make no 
concessions of a solitary right. We anxiously avoid 
diseussion upon a subject over which we have no 
power to legislate, for the preservation of harmony: 
ut shrink from no responsibility, here or at home, 
which may be necessary to the defence of our prop- 
erty. I have (said Mr. H.) spoken perhaps in 
too much feeling in the few remarks which I have 
offered; but let my apology be, that Iam a South- 
em man—a Georgian—interfering in no way with 
the rights of the North, and unwilling to hear these 
repeated assaults upon the peculiar institutions of 
the South, and the rights of my constituents, with- 
out a reply. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY. observed that the question 
before the House was merely whether they should 
refer the petition, and to what committee; and wheth- 
er it should be referred with instructions or not. 
Now, if so slight a question as this was to work up 
such a tempest as it had done, what might they not 
expect when they came to the important business of 
the session? Upon this memorial, as he understood 
it, only three questions could arise. First, whether 
the law of the District on this subject had been prop- 
erly administered in this case. Now, as this ques- 
tion was purely a judicial one, he did not think the 
House had anything to do with it. ‘They were not 
called to sit here as a court of appeals, to revise 
the proceedings of the courts of this District. 
This House had no such power. Then the next 
question was, whether the law under which the 
local courts act is a just and proper one, and such 
as ought to remain on the statute-book, Now 
as to that question, whether they should abol- 

“ish thelaw or amend it, or in fact whether it was 
such a law as ought to remain on the statute-book, he 
; houghi that it was a proper subject of reference. He 
voted for the reception of the petition; and he should 
vote for its réference, in order that the committee might 


‘Inquire.and: report upon the case to the House, so .| 
that they might be enabled to correct the evil, if such ` 


uestion; it engenders bad ` 
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was found to exist. This would not be l islating 
for a particular case, as had been pases: to do 
which, he admitted Congress had no power. There 
was another view of this question which might de- 
serve a passing notice; and that was, whether the 
judge who had these matters under his particular 
cognizance had acted correctly in the premises. 
If the committee should find. such to be the fact, 
they might impeach him; but, as he had heard no 
allegation of that kind, he would dismiss that part 
of the question. He was of opinion, however, that 
the petition should be referred to some appropriate 
committee. Why were petitions referred at all? 
It was because a committee could inquire and report 
the information they obtain to the Pouse; and, if 
they have a bad law, they may, by this means, be 
able to apply the correction. The last question was, 
what committee the petition should go to. Should 
it be sențjo a select committee? When the question 
was one of amending or repealing a law, could they 
doubt that the Committee on the Judiciary—the 
law committee of the House—was the proper one 
to refer it to? Why send this toa select committee 
more than any other question involving the wisdom 
and propriety of a law? He saw no propriety in 
sending this question to a select committee, but he 
did see great propriety in sending it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and he would, therefore, 
vote for that reference. He was opposed, however, 
to giving the committee power to send for persons 
and papers; because, as the House was not to sit in 
judgment to reverse the decisions of the court of 
this District, such a power would be useless and un- 
necessary. It seemed to him that, on this simple 

roposition, the general question of slavery, either 
in the States or this District, was not involved; and 
he therefore deprecated the discussion of it. 

Mr. STEPHENS was in favor of the reference of 
the petition to the Committee on the Judiciary,‘and 
for the reasons given by the gentleman from New 
York, who had just sat down. He thought ita 
proper subject of inquiry, whether the laws of the 

istrict, in relation to the question before the House, 
were such as required revision, so that the House 
might be able to apply the remedy if necessary. 
He regretted much to see the excitement indulged 
in by some gentlemen on that floor, when anything 
connected with the interests of the South was al- 
luded to. He saw no necessity for any excitement 
on this question, and did not believe that the in- 
terests of the South depended on so trivial a matter 
as the reference of a petition. For his part, he 
wished to know what the laws of the District 
on this subject were, for gentlemen on differ- 
ent sides did not agree as to the effect of them; 
and he wished the committee also to report to the 
House whether they required amendment or repeal. 
As to what the gentleman from Ohio stated in regard 
to the selling of free men for their costs, he, for one, 
desired to see such a law repealed; and he undertook 
to say to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Savunpers] that such a law did not exist in the State 
he represented. There, when an individual is arraign- 
ed, he is, upon being acquitted, dismissed without 
the payment of costs. . 

Mr. KING of Massachusetts agreed with the 
gentleman who had just taken his seat, that there 
was no occasion for excitement, though he consider- 
ed the question before them as one deserving 
the most serious consideration. It was time 
that the House should take it up and 
make it the leading question of the session. 
It was for this reason that he was opposed to refer- 
ring the petition to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
for that committee was so much burdened with 
business that it could not give to the subject that 


consideration which its Say pln deserved. This ; 


was no new question; ithadlong since been agitated, 
and formed the subject of one of the presentments of 
the grand jury of this city. Mr. K. here read an 
extract from a presentment of the grand jury for 
Washington county, D. C., recommending a modifi- 
cation of the laws of the District on the subject of 
slaves and free negroes, soas to prevent the influx 
of such persons into the-city. Mr. K. said he read 
this, because the gentleman from North Carolma 
[Mr. Saunpers] had stated that it wasnot the wish 
of the people of the District that Congress. should 
legislate on the subject. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked leave to makean explana- 
tion. What he said was, there was no petition 
showing the desire of the people of the District for 
legislation on the subject. He, however, took the. 
occasion to thank the gentleman for the document he 


| -had-just read; for from it- he learned that the grand 


. which authorize the arrest and confinement of 


“posed to thé reference of this case to a committed 
hë had no objection to sanering 18 laws on the 
“subject, if they were defective. 


jury, so far from’ ‘wishing the’ laws ih relai 

negroes to be relaxed—had ‘asked. for a 

restraints to prevent the influx of such 

into the District. ` aE ASS 
Mr. KING then referred to and qiicted the 

ions of Judge Cranch, in favor of the ‘abolitic 

slavery in the District, and the repeal’ of the 
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{= 
tive slaves. He also read a letter from (as he ‘sally 
a distinguished individual, which spoke of the cruel+ 
ty and injustice of the laws which authorized ‘the 
taking up of ‘persons of color on suspicion of being 
slaves. He read these extracts. (Mr. K. said) in order 
to impress uponthe House the importance'of speedy 
legislation on this subject. Congress had the pow: 
er, and it was its duty to exercise it. He'was in 
favor of referring the matter to a select committe 
because the exigencies of the case required prompt 
action, and the quantity of business in the han sof 
the Judiciary Commitiee would prevent’ them from 
bestowing a proper and early consideration upo 

Mr. COBB could not agree with his colleague, 
[Mr. Srepuens,} nor with the gentleman from New 
York, in the opinion that this subject should be réfer- 
red either to a select committee, or that on the Judi- 
ciary; but in expressing his dissentfrom their views, 
he would confine himself to the simple’ question ‘in= 
volved, and not permit himself to be atall excited by 
it, though some degree of feeling on such questions 
might be palliateds 1f not excused, in members from 
the Southern States. "When this petition’ was pre- 
sented, the objection was raised by a gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Deter] and a gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Campse.t,] that the House could not 
entertain jurisdiction over it; ‘that it was purely.a 
judicial question; and, that if the petitioner told ‘the 
truth in his statement, there was. no difficulty in his 
obtaining the amplest redress under the existing 
laws. He then saw, or thought he saw, a disposition 
on the part of the House to abandon the ‘proceéding 
and lay it on the table; and this feeling, he’ thought, 
continued until the very available argument of ‘the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brarpsiey] was 

resented, and which was immediately caught up 
by his colleague [Mr. Seerne] What was it 
It was not that the House should interpose 
its authority to release the petitioner f oin 
confinement; not that it should resolve: itself’ 
into a superior court. to, revise ; the : proceed- 
ings of the courts of. this. District.” “For what 
purpose, then, was the reference to'be made? Why, 
to inquire into the constitutionality of the lawunder, 
which this petitioner was arrested and confined.. 
Now he wished to inquire of these gentlemen, (and 
he expected them to answer him, ifthey could,) did 
they propose to introduce anew principle into the: 
legislation of Congress? Was Congress, instead of 
passing laws intended to have a general application, 
to take up particular cases and make laws to suit then? 
Did the Legislarares of the States shape their legis- 
lation on such principles? If gentlemen began ini this 
way, where were they to end? To-day, they had a 
petition from a'negro, who professed to bea free yan 
unjustly confined on suspicion of being a slave; and 
they legislate to suit his case. The nextday,a pat- 
ticular individual, confined under‘a ca sa., may petition 
Congress on the hardships of his  ¢ase;: and le sis 
lation is invoked to relieve him. : Now; to all “this 
kind of legiglation he was opposed. If ‘the laws 
were defective and required a remedy, let them be 
taken up and amended, or repealed, without being 
connected with the case ‘of any particular individual. 
For what purpose should this mémorial be referred? 
He would ask the gentleman from Ohio, who pre- 
sented the petition, if he expected Congress'to ap- 
ply a remedy to this particular case. If the gentle- 
man answered in the affirmative, the ouse 
would then discover that it was called’on to` ex- 
ercise judicial, not legislative powers. He trust- 
ed that the House would frown down this new 
principle, by which an attempt was made to 
legislate on the hardships of particular cases. 
He would make one remark more. As his col- 
league had observed, there was no law in his 
State, by which a person arrested as a fugitive 
slave was, after proving himself free, held in con- 
finement for his costs. . There, when a negro proved 
his title to freedom, he was not subjected to the 

ayment of costs, but they were paid by the State. 

t was for the purpose of stating this fact that he 
had endeavored to obtain the floor’ before his col- 
league: rose to address the House. . ‘Though op- 

to a cominittes,” 


ut, to. abeertain | 


that fact, let a resolution, unconnected with any 
particular case, but referring only to the laws them- 
selves, be introduced, and he would vote for it. 

“Mr. STETSON ‘said he thought his colleague, 
[Mr Davis,] in speaking for the North generally, 
(which of course included the district which he rep- 
resented,) had gone a little too far, when he assert- 
ed that the South had a perfect assurance of the con- 
tinvance. of the Union. It was important that the 

eople of the. North and of the South should un- 
derstand each other upon this point. He would say 
to the South, that the securities. for the continuance 
of the Union, in the estimation of the people of his 
district, depend upon the broad line which separates 
the powers of this Congress from the Legislatures 
of the several States. The protection of that House 
upon this question, was the bulwark of State rights. 
Ifthey would, they could not go against them. 
Look at the North: she had abolished slavery al- 
most universally; and, patriotic as she is, she de- 
sired to see liberty, in its broaded sense, diffused 
throughout the entire Union; yet, though she might 
thus ardently desire— 

Mr. PAYNE said he must be permitted to call 
the gentleman to order, as had been done with every 
one who had. been disposed to enter into the gen- 
eral discussion, upon this petition, of the question of 
emancipation, and he appealed to the Speaker, to 
maintain order, and prevent gentlemen from intro- 
ducing matters irrelevant to the question immediate- 
ly before the House. 

The SPEAKER remarked that a great deal of 
irrelevant debate had been indulged in by gentle- 
men, and had been tolerated by courtesy. 

Mr. STETSON said he had no desire to go be- 
yond the prescribed bounds, and he would be hap- 
py to confine himself to whatever gentlemen might 

esire. [Cries of “go on,” “go on”] He merely 
wished to do his colleague the justice of presenting 
more distinctly to the House the point of security 
which binds the North and the South together. 

Mr DAVIS explained. He said he had merely 
assigned, as one reason why he voted for the refer- 
ence, that he was not actuated by the views of the 
abolitionists; that he was not one, and that he had 
no communion of feeling with them. He wanted to 
show the House that he voted for the resolution 
not as an abolitionist; and he would add, that 
even if Congress had the power to adolish slavery 
in the States, and the South desired immediate abo- 
lition, they of the North could not, and would not 
consent. 

Mr. STETSON said, in his humble judgment, the 
continuance of the Union did not depend upon any- 
thing which could be said by any member in that 
House. He believed it would endure beyond the 
days of these false prophets. 

n- relation to the question before the House, he 
should give his vote in favor of the reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The question was a 
proper one for judicia! investigation. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN inquired whether it would be 
in order to move another amendment; and being 
answered in the affirmative by the Speaker, 
he. moved that the committee be instructed to in- 

uire into the expediency of repealing so much of 

e law as authorizes the sale of a person arrested as 
arunaway slave, for costs;and upon this he demand- 
ed the previous question; but withdrew the demand 
in order to allow Mr. Apams an opportunity to ad- 
dress the House. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was very glad the gentle- 
‘man had withdrawn the call for the previous ques- 
tion, which he had made so precipitately after a total 
change of the question before the House. It appear- 
-ed.to him that the question, in any of its forms, was 
of so much importance to the peace and harmony of 
the country; it was so important in relation to that 
law, or rather portion of the law, by which a colored 
man could be thrown into jail upon the mere pre- 
sumption that he is a slave; that he could be com- 
pelled to prove himself a freeman; and when he did 
that, that he was still liable to be sold as a slave to 
discharge the expense of his arrest, detention, and 
trial—it was of so much importance that it should at 
least be permitted to be discussed. He could not 
‘help comparing the incident now before the House 
with one which occurred in the second session of the 
twenty-seventh Congress, which every gentleman 
-who was then in the House must remember. He had 
ghe journal now before him. Mr. White of Loui- 
siana obtained leave to introduce a bill to regulate 
arrests upon mesne proces in the county of 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia. What 
difference was there between that case and the case 
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now before the House? 'Fhe bill was read a first 
and second time; and, by amotion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, the rules were suspended by a 
vote of two-thirds, for the purpose of considering, 
and finally acting upon the said call at that time. 

A motion was made by Mr. Powell to lay the 


bill upon the table; which was disagreed to. 


Mr. White then moved the previous question; 
which passed in the affirmative. 

The main question being put, shall the bill pass? 
the vote was 135 yeas, and 35 nays. 

Half an hour after the introduction of the bill, it 
was sent to the Senate for their concurrence. 

Those who were in the House at that time must 
remember the excitement which prevailed when Mr. 
White came into the House and announced that a 
citizen of Louisiana was imprisoned in the jail of 
this District.. A burst of indignation communicated 
itself to all parts of the House. Witnessing the 
proceedings of yesterday and of this m@ming, his 
mind had reverted to the proceedings of that day. 
When it was told yesterday that a freeman—a citi- 
zen of the State of Virginia—a State whose motto 
(accompanied by the personification of the State 
trampling upon the neck of a tyrant) is, Sie semper 
tyrannis—that a citizen of that State was now con- 
fined in jail, and advertised to be sold,—he looked in 
vain for that outburst of feeling which prevailed in the 
House at the time when the incident occurred to which 
he had already adverted. There was no talk at that 
time of the question being a judicial question. It was 
not then said to be a matter which the House could 
not act upon. There was no such argument then; 
or, ifany such were used, it was cast aside instantly 
by the House. How was it now? This citizen of 

irginia had been confined in the jail for two 
months, and was advertised to be sold by the sher- 
iff for jail fees. When this announcement was made 
to the House, was there any of that ardent Zeal for 
freedom which was exhibited on the occasion he had 
alluded to? No; all was cool and calm; no manifesta- 
tion of feeling was made on the part ofany member of 
the House. Instead of taking action upon the case 
at once, it gives rise to a protracted and prolonged 
debate, and is continued from day to day, while the 
man remains in jail. And now they were told they 
must not inquire into any of the facts; that it was a 
matter for judicial decision, and that the House had 
nothing to do with the question, even if the 
man should lie in prison until the end of time, 
or whether he wasto be sold for jail fees. They were 
told that they must not legislate for special cases; 
that they had no power to set the man at lib- 
erty; that it was a matter for the judiciary alone 
to decide. Were they told this at the time when 
that act was passed? No. There was no inquiry 
thought to be necessary for the purpose of liberating 
the man who was in prison: rightfully or wrong- 
fully, he was imprisoned according to the laws of 
the land, as they existed at that time. What was 
the consequence? ‘The House, in half an hour, re- 
pealed the law. He thought that, after the mem- 

ers of this House had taken so much time to 
sleep upon this question, while the man is lying in 
jail, the House at least should take into considera- 
tion the propriety of passing an act by which this 
mode of imprisonment should be abolished. He 
hoped, therefore, the House would refer the matter 
to a select committee. 

He should, however, rely confidently on the Ju- 
diciary Committee; for he confided in their love of 
freedom, and he believed they would suffer nothing 
to interfere between that love and their duty to the 
House. 

Mr. PAYNE did not rise to make a speech on 
this question; and certainly he did not rise with the 
view of creating excitement; for, like other gentle- 
men who had preceded him, he mustavail himself of 
the opportunity now afforded him, to deprecate ex- 
citement on questions of this character; and he did 
deprecate, as strong as any gentleman could, the 
course pursued by some who had connected the 
question of slavery and of abolition with every 

uestion which had been submitted to that House. 

e would not repeat what had been said of the 
course the South was determined to pursue, for that 
would be unnecessary; his object was to direct his 
inquiry to the proposition before the House. And 
what was that proposition? Itwas torefer a memo- 
rial sent there by a negro, who alleges that he is a 
freeman. Some gentlemen doubted the truth of 
that statement, and he (Mr. P.) could not affirm its 
truth; but he put it to the gentlemen who assumed 
that ground, if every slave from Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, or any other State, who should escape 


to this District, would not pursue the same 
course, and allege that he was free? But if he 
were, as he alleged, a free man in truth, what was 
his remedy? It had been pointed out again and 
again. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Saunpers] assured the House that it was-only ne- 
cessary to procure an affidavit of some person who- 
had known him to be free, and on the exhibition of 
such proof, he would be set free; and he (Mr. PAYNE) 
asked if the failure to produce such proof was 
not prima facie evidence that he was not a free man. 
The question, however, into which this whole mat- 
ter resolved itself, was, Shall we turn our slaves 
loose? He had as much right to infer that this man 
was a slave, as the gentleman opposite had to infer 
that he was a free man. But suppose he should be 
free: was there any hardship in holding hin in ar- 
rest until he demonstrated the fact, and procured the 
necessary evidence? Let him get a writ of habeas 
corpus—apply to the judicial tribunals of the country 
—exhibit his testimonals—and he would be dis- 
charged. There was no very great hardship in this. 

The honorable gentleman was here understood to 
allude to some laws once existing in some of the 
States, under which white men were sold as well as ne- 
groes, under certain circumstances; but he was heard 
too imperfectly to be reported with accuracy. He ar- 
gued that if that was deemed no great hardship when 
white men were concerned, neither could this be 
deemed a hardship in the case of anegro. But he had 
an objection to the repeal of this law. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts assumed that there was no 
man on that floor that was willing te permit that law 
to remain as it was; but he (Mr. P.) should dislike 
exceedingly to see it repealed. This District was 
surrounded by States holding slaves; and if they 
should repeal this law, what would be the effect on 
the District, and on the adjoining States? Why, 
there was not a slavein any of the States of the 
Union that would not endeavor to get here immedi- 
ately. And would he be arrested? No; the authori- 
ties would not arrest him; for if they did, they would 
not receive their jail fees, and the other costs inci- 
dent thereto; consequently they would cause the 
District of Columbia to become the great receptacle 
for fugitive slaves. Now who wished to see that 
state of things? Who was there who wished this 
District to become the rendezvous of slaves, or to 
disgrace their country in the eyes of foreign powers 
by collecting here, and thence conveying to Canada, 
the property of their fellow-citizens of the United 
States? He did not charge it on any one, but 
it might be intended to make this District the 
rendezvous at which the slaves might assem- 
ble; and in view of all these facts, he thought 
it would be improper to subject this District to such 
an evil, and the States of Virginia and of Maryland 
to so much danger; and he therefore opposed the 
proposition before the House. He was opposed to 
the reference, because he was opposed to any modi- 
fication of the law as it now existed. He trusted, 
however, that the House would act on the question 
now, and decide it at once, and no longer place in 
jeopardy, or leave in doubt, the course to be pursued 
in relation to the interests of the States, more partic- 
ularly of Maryland and Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. WELLER said this discussion was a very 
unprofitable one; and, therefore, to get rid of this 
matter, that the House might proceed to the trans- 
action of other important business, he would move 
the previous question. 

Mr. McCONNELL (having first obtained the 
withdrawal of the motion for the previous question) 
made a few observations. If there was to be a 
compromise of the interests of the Southern States, 
he wished the members from the South to know it, 
that they might regulate their action accordingly. 
He deemed the South competent to take care 
of itself: he did not say this by way of brava- 
do; but, as the Representative of a portion 
of the people of Alabama, he felt it to be 
incumbent upon him to say that they knew 
their rights, and would maintain them; for certain 
gentlemen on that floor seemed disposed to drive 
this confederacy into a bunch of fragments. He 
was disposed to let this subject go to a committee, 
that the House might have a report upon it; and 
that the South might know what they were to ex- 
pect, and how they were to act. With these. and 
some other remarks, he resumed his seat, first re- 
newing the motion for the previous question. 

Some conversation ensued between several gen- 
tlemen, more particularly in relation to the effect of 
the previous question. 


The SPEAKER then took the vote on the pre- 
vious question; which was determined in the affirm- 
ative by.a majority of 75 to 40. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and the memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEYTON moved an adjournment; which 
was negatived—ayes 65, noes 67. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. SLIDELL presented the following resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Louisiana; which were 
read, and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 


` Bett resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Louisiana, in General Assembly convened, That 
our Senators in Congress, and members of the House of 
Representatives; be requested to use their best endeavors to 
procure the passage of a law to restore to General Andrew 
Jackson one thousand dollars, with 6 per cent. per annum 
interest, being the amount of the fine imposed on him by 
Judge D. A, Hall, on Friday, the 31st March, 1815. 

Be it further resolved, &c., That, in case sucha law shall 
not be passed by the next session of Congress, that the Le- 
gislature of this State will direct the sum of one thousand 
dollars to be paid, with interest, being the amount of the 
fine imposed on General Jackson by Judge D. A. Hall. 

Be it further resolved, &c., That the Governor be request- 
ed to transmit copies of the above resolutions to our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress, and to General An- 
drew Jackson. 

C. DERBIGNY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
FELIX GARCIA, 
President of the Senate. 


A. MOUTON, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 
_ Mr. SLIDELL moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up the bill to 
refund the fine of General Jackson. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the motion was 
not in order. 

Mr. SLIDELL then moved a suspension of the 
rules, to give him the opportunity to make that mo- 
tion; and on this motion he demanded the yeas and 
and nays. In making this motion, he begged per- 
mission to state that this measure was called for by 
seventeen sovereign States of the Union; and he 
` wished to know who the gentlemen were that were 
opposed to it. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNT moved an adjournment. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. (Cries of “oh no; vote it 
down.”) | , 

The motion to adjourn was negatived. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the motion 
to suspend the rules; and resulted—yeas 116, nays 
40, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
Jom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dickinson, Dillingham, Douglass, Duncan, 
Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Gilmer, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hardin, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 

erford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Save Johnson, Andrew. Johnson, George W. Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lu- 
cas, Lumpkin, McVauslen, McClernand, McConnell, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, 
Pettit, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, 
David L. Seymour, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Wilkins, and Joseph A. Wright—Ii6. 

NAYS—Messrs.. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Frick, Willis Green, Grider, Harper, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Mce- 
Tvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Pat- 
terson, Rogers, Senter, Severance, Stephens, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, and Winthrop—40. 

So the rules were suspended. 

On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Davis of Indiana in the chair.) 

Mr. SLIDELL moved that the Committee pio 
ceed to the consideration of the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Inerr- 
soLL,] torefund the fine imposed. on General Andrew 
Jackson. 

Mr. BARNARD suggested. that the motion was 
not in order, there being previous business before 
the Committee of the Whole, not yet disposed of. 

The CHAIR said that there was previous. busi- 
ness: undisposed of; but it was competent for the 
. committee io lay it aside, and take up other-busi- 
ness ° ey at j 7 iz 
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Mr. WELLER moved to postpone the business: 
before the committee; and the motion being adoted—. 

Mr. SLIDELL renewed his motion to. take up 
the bill to refund the fine imposed on General Jack-. 
son; which motion was decided: in the affirmative, 
without a division. 

The bill having been-read— 

Mr. STEPHENS submitted the following sub-- 
stitute, in the form of an amendment: 


That the sum of one thousand dollars, together with in- 
terest thereon, at the rate of six per cent. per annum, since 
the 3ist day of March, 1815, be, and the. same is hereby, 
given, granted, and appropriated, to and for the use and’ 
benefit of General Andrew Jackson; and the same be paid 
to him out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, it being the amount of a fine paid by him for 
a contempt of the district court of the United States at New 
Orleans, at „the time aforesaid: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be intended to be so construed as to 
imply any censure upon the judge who imposed said fine, 
or inany way to question the propriety of his decision in 
said case. 

Mr. C*J. INGERSOLL rose for the purpose 
suerely of saying it was not his intention to debate 
this question—indeed, the state of his health would 
not permit him to do so—but to say that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. Stme..} would more cor- 
rectly represent this matter than he could, as it was 
more interesting to his constituents. He had no 
doubt but the subject would be much better taken 
care of by that gentleman than by him. In regard 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia, he could only say that the bill was drawn 
in such a way as to apply no sort of censure on the 
Judge or any body else. If it was thought proper to 
introduce that subject, he would only observe, that 
he had taken great care to inform himself of all the 
particulars in regard to it, and that it would be better 
for the memory of the judge to let the matter sleep. 
Other gentlernen, it was true, might think differently; 
but as the bill contained no sort of censure on the 
judge, there was no cause for the introduction of the 
amendment. 


Mr. STEPHENS would, with great deference for 
the gentleman who had just taken his seat, inform 
him that he, too, had taken some pains to inform 
himself on this subject; and he could say that, so 
far from there being injustice in his remark that the 
less said on the subject would be better for the mem- 
ory of the Judge, it would be better for the memory 
of General Jackson himself that it should be per- 
mitted to sleep. For the truth of this, he would re- 
fer the gentleman to the majority and minority re- 
ports on this subject at the last session, where he 
would find that not one fact alleged in the report of 
the majority had been refuted in that of the minori- 
ty. In his opm, the Judge deserved as much 
praise for his firmness in defending the laws, as the 
General did for defending the city. He detracted 
nothing from General Jackson, or his meritorious 
defence of New Orleans. The General stood high 
in his estimation; but, high as he stood in his favor, 
and in that of the whole country, he would say that 
the Judge, on that occasion, showed more moral 
firmness than did the General who defended the 
city; and he was convinced that, in future ages, the 
Judge would stand higher in the public estimation 
for his defence of the laws than the General would 
for defending the city. He had offered this amend- 
ment in Committee of the Whole, and should offer 
it again when the bill came into the House, and 
call for the yeas and nays on it, that the vote might 
go forth to the country. 


Mr. SLIDELL then rose, and addressed the com- 
mittee as follows: I had expected that the honorable 
member from Pennsylvanta—who, by his position 
ag one of the minority of the Judiciary Committee 
in the last Congress, as the author of the report of 
the minority on the subject of the remission of the 
fine imposed on General. Jackson, and the intro- 
ducer of the bill now under discussion, has justly 
acquired the title of its champion—would have re- 
lieved me froma duty which he is so much more 
competent to discharge. I am, consequently, not 
prepared to treat the subject so methodically as I 
could have wished; and I therefore hope that the 
House will excuse me for not being as fully. pre- 
pared as I could have desired to be. I: 
pretend to enter into any minute investigation of the 
facts of the case, or offer any elaborate argument in 
its support. The able and conclusive pamphlet 
which he has published on this subject, and which, 
on the introduction of the bill, he caused to be placed 
on our tables, has rendered any elaborate. argument 
in its support superfluous. But the, peculiar posi- 
tiofis which I- and my colleagues from Louisiana 


: occupy: in: relation, to. i f 
for at least a passing rem 


“to the arrest of Louallier and Hall im: 


I shall not. 


It has been one of the chief “grounds. 
urged against the reimbursement.of the 
upon General Jackson; that his con 


and disaffection to. a large- portion:of t 
Louisiana; ‘thatthe original proclamatio: 
law was a gratuitous act of unnecessar 
dicative of the despotic temper ‘of the commanding 
general; and that, even if it could. be palliated. or: 
justified by any supposed necessity at the time ofits: 
adoption, that necessity had ‘ceased to.exist before 
the occurrence of the circumstances which. Jed: to: 
the imposition of the fine by Judge Hall- -Tt was: - 
urged that, by the passage of an act reimbursing 
the fine, the unjust imputation. cast wp 
zens by General Jackson would. be endors ý 
legislature of the Union; and that. the: delegation 
from Louisiana were especially called upon to refute 
the slander, by rejecting the bill, =: © ola i9 
Such was the ground occupied in. the last Con» 
gress by’ our Senators; and such, I presume, ‘was 
the reason why a majority of our Representatives 
on this floor failed to give the bill that ‘hearty and 
cordial support which would certainly: have secured 
its passage. I wish not to be understood as: calling 
in question, even by indirection, the motives. of 
those who then represented the'State of Louisiana. 
The Legislature of Louisiana, at ite last’ session; 
with a decided. Whig ascendency in both Houses, 
passed—unanimously in the Senate, and by an: over- 
whelming majority in the popular branch—instruc- 
tions, directing their Senators and Representatives 
to use their best endeavors to procure the passage ofa 
law to return to Gen. Andrew Jackson. one. thousand: 
dollars, with six percent. per annum interest—being 
the amount of the fine imposed. by Judge D.A. 
Hall. The report of the committee of the ] a~. 
ture which accompanied these resolutions, affords the 
most triumphant refutation of all the charges of injus- 
tice, tyrauny,and oppression, which have been so 
ly brought against Gen. Jackson; and the documents 
which are attached to it, embodying the testimony of 
some of our most intelligent arid estimable citizens, 
would, even in the absence of all other evidence, fully. 
sustain the committee in the conclusions to which they 
arrived. The important: duty of elec Senator’ 
of the United States ‘for six years devolved me 
this same Whig Legislature at its last session. “Che 
Senator whose term was about to expire.‘ 
geutleman of acknowledged ability: and 
able character—a politician ‘distinguished for his un- 
compromising party fidelity. He waa.a candidate 
for re-election; and yet, in derogation of what may 
almost be eonaidsral an established usage, he was 
set aside, and another member of his party, equally 
uncompromising in his political principles, was: cho- 
sen in hisstead. And why? ` Because, a considera- 
ble portion of his own party strongly disapproved of 
his course in relation to this bill. I make this státe- 
ment in no unkind feeling. With both the gentle- 
men? who then represented Louisiana in the Senate, 
I have been for many years on terms of friendship—. 
I might say, of intimacy. I entertain. for ` them the 
most unqualified: respect; and my. only: object; in 
these remarks, is to show that they were not sut- 
tained inthis matter by their own’ partyin the 
Legislature of Louisiana. The people of Louisigna 
have expressed their feelings in a tone- equally une- 
quivocal. ‘The presence here of an undivided Deri- 
ocratic delegation is the most significant response 
that could by them be given’ to:the question, Shall 
ihe fine imposed by D. A. Hall on ‘Andrew. Jackson 
be refunded? : i SA 
It is true, iedeed, that this was not one; òfthe , is- 
sues presented in our elections, for ‘no cahdidate 
could have been found to venture upon a canvass in 
any district of Louisiana, and avow his opposition 
to the principle of this bill; but the people thoughtit 
safer to confide its advocacy and support to those 
who would discharge that trust with zeal as well as 
fidelity. Were the details of this question as famil- 
jar to the people of the United States generally as they 
are in Louisiana; or were the House not. composed 
in so great a proportion of new members, who may 
not be acquainted ‘with the. reports and. discussions 
of previous sessions, I should abstain altogether 
from any examination of the case; but I trust, ex 
the subject may be comparatively new to some of 


` the members, L may be permitted to trespass on the 


indulgence of the House in making a concise: sumi- 
mary of its more salient points. ees 
I shall:endeavor to be brief and, consequently, 


ik shall not enter into any examination of the princi 
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“ples of martiallaw,; or of thelaw of contempts. “In 
the autumn of 1814. general Andrew J ackson, from 
a fortunate concurrence of circumstances, ` which 
‘would ‘almost seem to be providential, was appoint- 
ed to the command of the 7th military district, in 
which Louisiana was comprised. He had first be- 
come known beyond the limits of Tennessee by his 
services at the head of the volunteer militia of that 
State, in the campaign of 1813-14, against the 
Creek Indians. “Although much enfeebled by dis- 
ease, he, by his unceasing activity and indomitable 
energy, under circumstances the most unfavorable, 
by a succession of bold and rapid movements, had, 
ina few months, completely broken the spirit of that 
powerful and martial tribe, and reduced them to 
subjection. He had manifested, on a more obscure 
theatre, and against a barbarous foe, those great 
qualities which were soon to distinguish him in a 
conflict on which the eyes ofall nations were turned. 
He was about to measure his strength with the 
most accomplished veteran generals of the age, at 
the head of the most numerous and best appointed 
regular army that ever wag ranged for battle on this 
continent. He had no military experience. He 
had probably never perused a military treatise. He 
knew nothing of strategy, as an art, “nor the di- 
vision of a battle knew, more than a spinster.” But 
he had that within him, by God's gift, which 
more than supplied the place of all that less favored 
mortals could only have acquired by years of study 
and practice, . He was-born a soldier, in the most 
comprehensive sense of the word. And here let me 
be permitted to say, that I, for one, do not sympa- 

` thize with what I consider a sickly affectation ‘of the 
day—the clamor against (to use the popular par- 
lance) military chieftains. I consider that, to be a 
great soldier, requires a combination of all the high- 
est qualities which go to constitute greatness in any 

' department of active life. There may be no particu- 

` Jar talent necessary to mancuvre a well-appointed 

` force in the field; and some of the most important 

` battles which history has recorded, have probably 
been gained by very inferior men. But the faculty 
of commanding masses of men; to produce order 
from chaos; to reduce to discipline the most stub- 
born and discordant materials; to infuse into an army 
the confidence which is always the precursor of vic- 

` tory; to communicate the electric spark of enthusi- 
asm, which is the vital pminciple of all high 
and noble daring, without which an army is buta 
caput mortuum—an inert and lifeless mass: This is, 
indeed, to be great; take my word forit. The man 
who can do this will be distinguished in the cabinet 
as in the field. The great soldiers of all countries 
and ages have been great statesmen; and Jackson 
was no exception to this rule. He has had many 
distinguished men about him; but instead (as man 
had supposed would be: the case when he was el- 
evated to the Presidency) of being a mere nominal 
President, an instrument in the hands of other and 
abler men, he was the master spirit of his party, 
and stamped his own impress on everything that 
surrounded him. The reputation of such aman 
belongs to his country, and it should be our care 
that no undeserved stain should rest upon it; that 
the judgment which thé sentence of an unjust and 
prejudiced tribunal pronounced upon him should be 
reversed by the Representatives of the American 
people. 

At the time of General Jackson’s appointment, 
he established his headquarters at Mobile. A 
British force had been landed at Pensacola, in the 
“adjoining | as Page neutral, but really hostile, Ter- 
ritory of Florida. The British commander there 
had, by his emissaries, endeavored to foment discord 
and treason among the people of Louisiana. He 
had issued a proclamation to them, in which he 
announced the approaching arrival of a large 
British force to take possession of the country; and 
invited the Spaniards, Frenchmen, Italians, and 
Englishmen, residing in Louisiana, to make com- 
mon cause with the invaders; promising relief from 
taxation, guaranties for their laws, religion and 
property.” Copies of this proclamation were dis- 
tributed over the whole country, between the Mo- 
bile river and the Mississippi. The British were 
permitted to garrison the forts of Pensacola. 

Jackson, with his accustomed energy, determined 
upon the occupatioy of Pensacola; and to deprive 
the enemy of a place of shelter and refuge, which 
they possessed, if not through the bad faith, at least 
rouen the Weakness, of our professedly neutral 
neighbors. He accordingly marched to ensacola; 
and having driven out the enemy, and destroyed the 
fortifications, he returned to Mobile. 


He soon after ` 


proceeded to New Orleans, where he arrived on the 
2d of December. Let, us now take a brief retro- 
spect of the position of affairs at that time. 

The British army of invasion was. on the coast—~ 
an army composed of fifteen thousand veterans, 
flushed” with a succession of victories, re- 
cently achieved over the most warlike peo- 
ple of Europe, commanded by experienced gen- 
erals, sustained by a numerous fleet having com- 
mand of all the shores of the Gulf of Mexico, and 
the choice of all the numerous approaches which 
the peculiar formation of the delta of the Missis- 
sippi offers to an invading force. 

To repel the attacks of the enemy, Jackson had 
but a force of little more than 2,000 men, the greater 
part of whom were militia, (of course uhdisciplined,) 
imperfectly armed, and composed of men of all na- 
tions, and of every hue of color. The Legislature— 
the second elected under the State constitution—was 
then in session. General Jackson was compara- 
tively in aland of strangers. He df not under- 
stand the language of the majority of the inhabitants; 
he of course could not commune freely with them, 
and was necessarily obliged to judge of their feel- 
ings and disposition from the’ representations of 
others. On whom should he more naturally rely 
for such information than on the man who had, in 
the first instance, been selected by Jefferson as 
Governor of the ceded territory of Louisiana; and 
who had since, by the people of Louisiana admitted 
into the great Confederacy of States, been elected 
as their first Chief Magistrate? It appears from all 
the testimony, that Jackson did rely much upon the 
information of the Governor. Indeed, this reliance 
is made a matter of grave and frequent animadver- 
sion by Judge Martin, upon whom the opponents 
of the bill, and especially the majority of the Judi- 
ciary Committee of last session, in their adverse re- 
port, mainly rely, and cite as the most accredited 
authority. Governor Claiborne had repeatedly, in 
his correspondence, expressed his distrust of the 
fidelity of a portion of the population of Louisiana; 
and declared that the militia had heen encouraged in 
their disobedience of a requisition of Jackson's pre- 
decessor, Flournoy, by the Legislatiure of the State. 
The Legislature had been in session since the 10th 
November, Governor Claiborne represented their 
fidelity as very doubtful; seemed suspicious of 
some bad design at their prolonged session; and 
appeared extremely desirous that they should ad- 
journ. On the 14th December, the Governor pro- 
posed to the Legislature the suspension of the writ 
of habeas corpus, which was refused. On the 15th 
December, news reached the city of the destruction 
of the small flotilla of gun boats on Lake Borgne, 
under the command of Lieutenant. Jones, by which 
allthe avenues of the city were left open to the 
enemy. Martial law was then proclaimed in the 
city of New Orleans and its environs. The neces- 
sity of this measure appears to have beenadmitted 
by every one. It is distinctly proved that it was so 
by Judge Hall. 

On the 16th, Governor Claiborne advised the ad- 
ournment of the Legislature for twenty-five days. 
Te said that the time was certainly inauspicious for 
that cool and mature legislation necessary to the 
formation of good laws; that the enemy menaced 
the capital, and how soon he would effect his land- 
ing was uncertain. Every hand should be raised to 
repel him, and every moment occupied in arrang- 
ing and completing means of defence. The House 
of Representatives concurred with the report of 
their committee, who considered an adjournment as 
inexpedient. Should the Houses adjourn for the 
proposed period, fow members would” have time to 
leave the city; and if they did, their mileages would 
exceed their expenses if they continued their sitting. 

The reasons urged in the report, as stated by Mar- 
tin, are not calculated to give a very exalted opinion 
of the patriotism of those who opposed the adjourn- 
ment. It is evident that, however much they may 
have been disposed to demonstrate their patriotism 
by speeches and resolutions, they had no intention 
of giving the only possible practical evidence of it, 
ae the ranks of their countrymen in the 

eld. 

On the 23d, the British army effected its landing 
without opposition; and the first intelligence of it 
was the appearance of a division of 5,000 men on 
the banks of the Mississippi, within five miles of 
New Orleans, on the afternoon of that day. Jack- 
son, by one of those happy inspirations which 
only occur to men of genius, determined to attack 
the invaders, although he could not master half their 
force. Accordingly, on the night of the 23d, he 


marched from the city with his motley, but gallant 
band; and made so vigorous an onslaught as to 
force them to retreat in confusion. This sally, 
which, if it had proved unsuccessful, would have 
been denounced as apiece of Quixotic temerity, 
showed the consummate prudence, skill, and saga- 
city of our improvised. warrior. He had in- 
deed stepped forth as the fabled Minerva, 
completely clothed in all the panoply of war. With 
him, as a soldier, there was no interval between in- 
fancy and the vigor of manhood. That night was 
decisive of the campaign. The enemy, believ- 
ing that only superiority of numbers could have in- 
spired the courage necessary for such an attack, de- 
termined to await the arrival of the remainder of 
their force. They did not attempt to advance, but 
threw up intrenchments to protect themselves from 
further attack. This delay afforded time for the 
arriva] of considerable detachments of the brave 
militia of Louisiana, Mississippi, and the West. 
Thegrand assault was made on the 8th of January, 
and the result of it is too well known to require 
mention now. It was the crowning event of the 
war. Its anniversary is generally celebrated as a 
national festival; its glory has completely eclipsed 
that of the 23d December; and yet military men 
generally concede that more credit should ‘be ac- 
corded to him for this bold and masterly movement, 
than for all his subsequent services in this giorious 
and memorable campaign. From this time until 
the 19th of January, the British army remained inac- 
tive. They then broke up their camp on the banks 
of the Mississippi, and the greater part of the sur- 
vivors re-embarked on board of the British fleet; 
leaving, however, a sufficient force to secure the 
passes with lake Borens, and to command the eri- 
trance of the bayou which they had penetrated 
to the Mississippi. The fleet remained on the coast, 
and “besieged Fort Bowyer at Mobile Point, which 
capitulated on the 12th February. On the 18th 
February, Mr. Edward Livingston, Col. Mansel 
White, and others, who had proceeded to the British 
fleet with a flag of truce, returned with informal in- 
telligence that a treaty of peace had been concluded 
at Ghent; but no communication to this effect was 
made by the British commanders. The force of the 
British (though greatly diminished by their short but 
fata] campaign) was still sufficiently formidable to 
require unabated vigilance on. the part of Jackson. 
To have disbanded his forces, would have been to 
invite an attack from an enemy smarting under the 
disgrace of a recent and ignominious defeat. To 
have relaxed the discipline of his camp, would 
have exposed him to the just censure of those 
Whore safety such imprudence would have jeop- 
arded. 

Louaillier, a member of the Legislature, a French- 
man by birth, one of those who, either from disaffec- 
tion to his adopted country, or from a feeling of blind 
hostility towards the Governor and General J: ackson, 
had been conspicuous for his opposion to all the 
measures proposed by them, had published in one of 
the newspapers a seditious appeal to his country- 
men, in which he stimulated them to disobedience of 
the orders of the commanding general. Jackson 
caused him to be arrested on the 5th March. On the 
same day, application was made to Judge Hall, of 
the United States district court, for a writ of habeas 
corpus, on the ground of his illegal imprisonment. 
A writ was accordingly issued by order of J udge Hall; 
but, before it was served upon him, Jackson caused 
Hall to be arrested for interfering with his anthorit 
in the limits of his camp. I do not think it worth 
while to examine particularly into the discrepancies 
and changes of date on this writ of habeas corpus. 
They are of no consequence ag regards the substan- 
tial merits of the question, although they afford to 
my mind pregnant indications of the disposition of 
the Judge to mix himself up in this matter more as a 
volunteer—an officious intermeddler—than asa high 
functionary, called upon to discharge a delicate but 
responsible duty. 

_On the 6th “March, unofficial intelligence of the 
signature of the treaty of Ghent was reccived by 
General Jackson; although, by some unaccountable 
error of the War Department, at the same time, and 
by the Same conveyance, he received an order to levy 
additional troops. ` This intelligence was immediate- 
ly communicated to the British General, Lambert, 
with a proposition to suspend hostilities; which was 
refused. Under these circumstances, Jackson con- 
sidered it imprudent to suspend martiallaw; but, on 
the 13th March, official news of peace was received; of 
which proclamation was immediately made, the mil- 
itary disbanded, and martial law abolished. On the 


12th March, . Hall had been conducted beyond the . 
. limits of ‘the.camp and released, with orders not to 
return until peace should have been proclaimed.. On 
the 27th March, Jackson appeared in the United 
States court, to answer to a rule to show cause why 
an attachment should not issue against him for a 
contempt of court. He offered a written defence, 
verified by his oath; but the court would not even 
pamu it to be read, and peremptorily refused to al- 

ow it to be spread upon the record. On the 3ist, 
he again appeared in court, when written interroga- 
tories were propounded to him, to which he de- 
clined answering; when the fine of $1,000 was im- 
posed upon him, and immediately paid. 

Time will not permit me to enter into a critical 
examination of these proceedings. Irregularities 
and anomalies of every kind might be found in 
them; but let us recur to a few prominent points as 
landmarks in the discussion of the question whether 
this fine was properly imposed, and whether it ought 
notto be refunded. I will take it for granted (what 
no one, at any time, has ventured seriously to con- 
test) that Jackson was justified by the circum- 
stances in ihe declaration of martial law on the 15th 
December; and I shall also admit, for the purpose 
of simplifying the question, (an admission pro hac 
vice only; for Í utterly reject and repudiate it, as a 
principle,) that a judge has a right to punish sum- 
marily, and without the intervention of a jury, an of- 
fence committed against him out of court. The 
essence of every crime, offence, or misdemeanor, or 
whatever form a violation of penal or criminal law 
may assume, is the animus—the intention. ‘This is 
recognised in the law of contempt: anomalous as that 
law may be, a denial of the intention to commit a 
contempt would purge the offence. Now, General 
Jackson, on his first appearance, in his sworn an- 

_swer, had negatived all the facts which were neces- 
sary to show a criminal intention, in a most able 
and eloquent exposition of all the circumstances 
which had determined his action. 

[Here Mr. Suet was about to read a portion 
of this document—the only one he had with him, 

hot expecting this debate; but, as the hour was 
now advanced, and it was difficult to do so without 
lights, he proceeded in his speech.] 

What should have been the effect of such an ap- 
eal, made to a dispassionate and unprejudiced tri- 
unal? Ought it not to have been received as a full 

atonement for any supposed offence? Would not 
the dignity of the law, and the sanctity of the tribu- 
nal, have been sufficiently vindicated, 1f Judge D. A. 
Hall had declared his object attained by the appear- 
ance of the victorious General at the bar of his court? 
Would it not have been much more magnanimous 
to have offered the right-hand of fellowship and 
conciliation to the man, without whom, all ac- 
knowledge, Louisiana must have fallen a pP to 
the invader? Such was not the course of Judge 
Hall; and, to account for his proceeding, it will be 
necessary to enter into an analysis of his character 
and history. In doing this, it will become necessa- 
ry to disregard the somewhat trite and stale precept 
of de mortuis nil nisi bonum: and I do not acknowl- 

. edge its general truth; for I see no good reason why, 
in an appreciation of character, the dead should en- 
joy greater immunities than the living. But it is 
especially unjust in its application, when living 
merit is to be ungenerously affected by its opera- 
tion. Nil de mortuis nisi verum, say I; and to do 
justice to General Jacxson, it is necessarý to tell 
the truth of Judge Hall.. He has been cited as a 
model of judicial firmness, dignity, and integrity. 
As to the last quality, I most cheerfully accord it 
truth. So far as the mere absence of pecuniary 
bias or corruption goes, I believe him to have been 
honest in the discharge of his official duties; and 
impartial, so. far as his character, habits, and pre- 
judices would permit him to be; and it is important 
to know these, to forn a just appreciation of his 
course. Judge Hall was an Englishman by birth.* 
I do not know whether he had accidentally become 
acitizen of the United States by his residence in’ 
Louisiana at the time of the cession, or had taken 
the oath of allegiance, and gone through the other 
forms of naturalization. Be this as it may—whether 
his citizenship was a matter of choice or accident— 
he was still an Englishman. The natives ofall 
other countries, in seeking an asylum on our fa- 

. vored shores, at once assimilate themselves with 

our people, attach themselves to our institutions, 


and become Americans, in every sense ofthe word. | 


Not so with the Englishman. Ido not say. this in 
_disparagement of his national character; because:the 
very peculiarity of which I speak hes its source in 
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some of the mogt brilliant qualities of our nature. 


Transplant. him where you will, he is still an. Eng- 


lishman, with an abiding sense of the superiority - 


of English arms, English valor, English literature; 
in short, of everything that is English, and a cor- 
responding disposition to underrate and depreciate 
everything that does not conform to his own pecu- 
liar standard. We have an exemplification of this 
in the motto of the Albion—a journal published at 
New York, and chiefly patronized by Englishmen: 
“Celum non animum mutant qui trans mare currunt ” 
Place him where you will, he only changes his 
sky, and not his skin. The leopard never loses his 
spots. Hall could never forgive the raw and un- 
educated Tennesscean for having beaten the best 
troops of Europe, led by generals who had taken 
their diplomas in the school of Wellington. Hall 
was nota brave man: he envied Jackson for his 
brilliant display of a quality which he did not pos- 
sess. [say he was nota brave man; for every one 
residing in New Orleans, who, in the invasion of 
1814—15, possessed sufficient strength to carry a 
musket, and was not found under arms to repel the 
enemy, stands self-condemned as a poltroon and a 
coward. His associatious were those of a clique 
who were opposed to Claiborne, and consequently 
to Jackson, because Jackson had manifested great 
confidence in Claiborne. He was a man of intem 

perate habits, and of violent temper. I will here re- 
peat an anecdote, which will enable the House to 
judge of the fitness of Dominick A. Hall for the 
place which he filled. He had been district judge 
of the court of the United States for the Territory 
of Louisiana, with a salary, I believe, of 2,500, or 
3,000. On the adoption of the State constitution 
in 1812, the supreme court of the State was organ- 
ized, and he was appointed one of the judges of 
that court, with a salary fixed by the constitution 
at ¢5,000. He accepted the appointment, and sat 
for a short period in that cowt. His seat as dis- 
trict judge was of course vacated. He, however, 
before a new appointment was made of district 
judge, signified his wish to leave the State court, 
and resume his old station, and he was reappointed 
by Mr. Madison. The motives of so singular a 
course were, until very recently, unknown to me, 
when I was informed of them by a person whose 
authority will not be contested by those who have op- 
posed the parage of this bill. {referto Judge Martin, 
chief justice of Louisiana. The constitution of Loui- 
siana contains a clause providing that all judicial offi- 
cers may be removed on the address of three-fourths 
of the members of both branches of the Legislature, 
the address stating the causes why the officer should 
be removed. With the consciousness that his hab- 
its would expose him to the operation of this clause 
of the constitution, and knowing how completely 
inert is the remedy of impeachment under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, he determined to re- 
establish himself in the safe asylum of judicial mis- 
conduct, which he had temporarily abandoned. He 
was not willing to be wied by judges who could 
judge from personal observations of his delinquen- 
cies. In the words of Judge Martin, he resigned 
his situation on the supreme bench because he did 
not choose to expose himself to a removal, for cause, 
on address of three-fourths of the members of the 
Legislature. 

One more argument on this point: the magnitude 
of the fine is, in itself, evidence that Judge Hall was 
engaged more in gratifying the malignity of his own 
feelings, than sustaining the violated dignity of his 
court. A fine of one thousand dollars, imposed on 
a man who had left his log-cabin in the wilds of 
Tennessee to fly to the defence of a distant section 
of the Union! And by whom imposed? By a may 
who (to use the strong but expressive term of Jack- 
son, applied to other persons) had ‘“skulked from 
service in the hour of danger.” It is a fact that 
cannot be disputed by any one. conversant with the 
population of Louisiana, and the history of the cam- 
paign of 1814,~15, that, while there are many brave 
men who served faithfully in that campaign, and 
who have been since opposed to him in politics; 
the “skulkers”—the men who retired to the country, 
or who evaded service in the field on various and 
frivolous pretexts, are, without exception, hostile 


to him, and most clamorous against the remission ` 
of his fine. Sixteen or seventeen of the sovereign 


States of this great Confederacy have demanded this 
at your hands. Their voice is but the reflected ex- 
pression—the faint echo—of the wishes of millions 
of freemen. Let those who deride the sovereignt 
of the pèople, record their votes. against thig bil 
But your action, to be efficacious, must be prompt. 


‘If delayed formonthe, foi 


‘ure of his country’s glory.” 


days—it may arrive too late to gladden the la 
ments of the. patriot hero “who has filled the n 


Mr. BARNARD moved that the commt 
Cries of “No!” no!” ‘Pass the bill to-n: 
The motion wag negatived. ©. 6 000 8. i 
Mr. BARNARD said, of course’ he” understood 
very well that. this bill was to be passed. by this 
House, and that it was to be passed. to-night.’ He- 


then made some observations :to a- portion: of the 


House, which were entirely lost tothe reporter; but 
he was understood to say’ that.this -bill.-was.to be 
passed for effect on the approaching Pr tial 
election, and not because it was just. E hy 
thissenscof justice, which it was alleged prompted 
this bill, should have been waked up now? Ehe 
present majority had had the legislative ‘power of 
this country for years, and why had they not done 
this “great act of justice” before? It was only with- 
in the last few years that they had made the attempt 
to pass it. Ifmotives of delicacy operated to` pre- 
vent their making the attempt when General Jack- 
son himself was in the Presidential chair, what was 
there to prevent it during the term of his successor 
And how wasit that:the State of Louisiana had waked ` 
up to this “great act of justice,” now at this day? How 
was it that she now showed the most extraordinar 
zeal for the character of General Jackson? TA 
voice: Because. she is now a Democratic State,] 
He begged to remind. gentlemen that ‘there was 
another branch of this national Legislature. that 
would have a word to say on this subject. They 
might pass this bill here; but, his word for it,” they 
could not lick it into any shape that would suit the 
other branch of Congress. ne 
But why did he, or anybody else in this 
country, oppose the passage of this bill, “and 
the refunding of this fine? Was. it because 
there was any want of gratitude for the ser- 
vices of General Jackson? o: it was because we 
have a Constitution and laws; and because, when 
our Constitution and laws are suspended, there as 
no security for us; and it was because . General 
Jackson, in his opinion, and the opinion of those 
who acted with him, ruthlessly suspended the laws. 
He (Mr. B.) regretted that this matter had been in- 
troduced at all; He. regretted that they were under 
the necessity to oppose it; but, looking at the ground | 
on which this demand was made, they were bound 
to oppose it. Entertaining the opinions they. did, 
they should be recreant to the country, and to its 
best interests, if they did not oppose the 
this bill. DAR 
They had now before them the only instance in 
the history of this country, since the adoption of the 
Constitution, of the proclamation of martial law; and 
they were there called upon to try the question, 
whether any man has a right to proclaim marlial 
law in this country: they, as the representatives of a 
free people, were called upon to say whether, in their 
opinion, General Jackson had the right to doit, 
For one, he (Mr. B.) could not do it. e was not 
prepared now to enter into an argument on this sub- 
ject; but he had a few things to say before ‘this bill 
should pass. They should not pass. it ignorantly. 
They had much to be told, for he doubted if all the 


sage of | 


members of that House precisely understood what ; ` 


were the merits of the act which, in obedience to party 
—in obedience to the high behests of party—and for 
the purpose of effect on party—thcy were now called 
upon to pass. Martial law was to be. justified by... 
the necessities of the case. And what: were the ne- 
cessities of the case? New Orleans was not the 
only city that was attacked during. the last war. 
The city of Washington was attacked; Baltimore was 
attacked; and yet martial: law was not proclaimed 
there: and ifnot there; why wasit proclaimed at New 
Orleans? Why, because General Jackson took upon 
himself to suspect that there was disaffection. . „And 
was there disaffection in the city of New Orléans? 
Was the gentleman from Louisiana prepared to.admit 
that the people of his State, or any considerable por- 
tion of the people of his State, were disaffected? 
Because it would not do to charge the disaffection of 
‘a few as a justification of martial. law. Was that 
gentleman prepared to admit-that the people of Lou- 


‘isiana were, at the time alluded to, wanting in fidel- 


ity. to the Constitution and Government of ‘the 
nited States? Would he dare say so? It would 
not do for him to Hay / 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL here interposed, and 


-was understood to intimate that, if the, gentleman 


from New York would give way, he would. move 
that the committee rise. ge os 


- BARNARD assented; and thë committee’ 
rose and reported progress, and asked leave to sit 


NEW YEARS HOLYDAY. 

_. Mr. WELLER moved. that when this House ad- 
journ, it adjourn to meet again on Tuesday next; 
which was agreed to. ; 

The House then adjourned at 44 o’clock. 


The following notices‘ of petitions presented. to~ 
day- were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. BELSER: Petition, signed by sundry 


citizens of the counties of Macon. and Pike, in the . 


State'of Alabama, asking for the establishment of a 
mail-route from Tuskegee to Troy, in. the said State. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: Petition of Maj. 
James Smith, of Indiana, for a pension and lands, 
for military services rendered as a spy in the West, 
up to the treaty of Greenville; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, together 
with all the papers on file on the-same subject. 

Mr. LEVY of Florida, presented the following: 

The petition of Robert Butler of Tallahasse, Flor- 
ida, setting forth that twenty-five acres of land, of 
which he was the owner, embracing a number of 
improvements, were set apart by the act of the 
Legislative Council of Florida, for the health and 
convenience of the inhabitants of Tallahassee, by 
authority of an act of Congress; and praying indem- 
nity therefor: referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. j 

The petition of the citizens of the island of Key 
West, Florida, praying for the establishment of a 
marine hospital at the town of Key West, on said 
island. E 

The petition of P. J. Fontaine of Key West, 
Florida, praying payment of a balance due him for 
certain work done by him under contract with the 
collector at Key West. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of an appro riation for the erection 
of a marine hospital on the Bay of Apalachicola. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of an appropriation for the removal of 
obstructions to the navigation of the Suwannee river. 

A. resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of an appropriation for widening and 
deepening the straight channel in the Bay of Apala- 

icola, 

Ordered, That the said petitions and resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The petition of Robert Gamble, of Jefferson 
county, Territory of Florida, praying indemnity 
for the loss of a slave while in the service of the 
United States. 

"Fhe petition of the heirs of William Travers, of 
the Territory of Florida, praying indemnity for losses 
sustained by depredations of the Indians of that 
Territory. 

The petition of Joseph E. Caro, keeper of the pub- 
lic archives of West Florida, praying compensation 
for extra services performed in s stematizing the 
arrangement of the judicial records and documents 
in said archives. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

A memorial of the Mayor and Common Council 
of St. Augustine, Florida, praying a cession to that 
city of certain vacant land within its corporate 
limits. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of the salaries of officers of said 
Council. . 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of the boundary line between Florida 
and Georgia. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of an increase of the number of 
representatives in said Council. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of a modification of the act of Con- 
gress respecting the sitting of the said Legislature, 
and the increase of the compensation of its offi- 
cers. $ 

Ordered, That the said memorial and resolutions 
be referred to the Committee on the Territories. f 

The memorial of citizens of Pensacola, praying 
for an appropriation for the erection of a feck 
and hospital at Fort Barrancas: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of the relocation of valueless six- 
teenth sections, or school lands, in said Territory. 
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A resolution of the Tiegislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of the location ‘of unreserved lands 


- for school purposes. 


‘A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of a law giving. pre-emption rights 


` to settlers who have been. compelled to abandon 


their lands and improvements by decrees of the 
courts of the United States in favor of summary 
claimants of large tracts. ` 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. - s 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of a post office at Fort King. . 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of a post office at Blountstown. j 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of a post office in Mosquito county. . 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A resolution of the Legislative Council of Florida, 
on the subject of an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a road from Tallahassee to Iola: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

On motion of Mr. LEVY, the following petitions 
were taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims: 

The petition of the heirs of Anto. Pachico. 

The petition of the heirs of Bennet M. Dell. 

The petition of the heirs of Augustus Steele. 

The petition of the heirs of Richard Fitzpatrick. 
The petition of the heirs of Spencer Price. 

r. E presented additional papers in relation to 
the claim of Spencer Price; which were referred. 


Wasuineron, Dec. 30th, 1843. 


Gewtiemen: Your report in the Globe of last 
evening, of the debate yesterday, in the House of 
Representatives, upon the petition of a runaway 
negro, presented by Mr. Gippines, does me great 
injustice, though I have no doubt without intention. 
It represents me as hening said that my colleague, 
(Mr. Davis} “had gone a little too far, when he as- 
serted that the South had a perfect assurance of the 
continuance of the Union.” Now, what I said was 
the reverse of this; but your whole report of my re~ 
marks, or rather of remarks not mine, is so unintel- 
ligible, that I am now compelled to do myself jus- 
tice by writing out, at length, what I did say, ask- 
ing you to publish it. This I will do in time for 
your paper next after to-day. 

Allow me to call your attention, in the mean time, 
to a correct, (with few exceptions,) though not fall, 


sketch of my remarks on that question, in the Intel- | 


ligencer of this morning. That was written and 
published without any correction or aid from me— 
indeed without my eee 


C. 
Very respectfully yours 
L. STETSON. 


Messrs. Brar & Rives. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 2, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the credentials of the Hon. James ALBERT 
Pearce, who was elected by the Legislature of 
Maryland a Senator from that State until March 4, 
1849. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, ordered to be 
placed on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Joseph Stone and ten others, who were taken pris- 
oners by the British during the late war, and con- 
fined in the prisons of Dartmoor and other places. 
The memorialists represent that their long and rig- 
orous confinement impaired their health, and, with 


-advancing age, has deprived them of the power of 


earning their livelihood by labor; and they ask Con- 
gress to pass an act affording relief to all such Amer- 
lean citizens as were confined in British prisons du- 
ring the late war: referred to the Committee of Na- 
val Affairs. 

Also, a memorial from a number of claimants for 
indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to the 
treaty of September, 1800, respectfully and earnest- 
ly entreating that the consideration of the subject 
may be no longer refused or postponed; but that, at 
an early day of the present session, it may receive 
that attention which its importance demands, and ar- 
rangements may be made for its satisfaction: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the city and 
county of Philadelphia, praying that the provisions 
by the act of 1837, for the widows and infant chil- 
dren of all officers, seamen, and marines, who died 


. pension 


‘in the naval service, may be restored; and that relief 
may be afforded them out. of 


val Affairs. 


Also, a memorial from a number of citizens of: 


Delaware county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
reduce the rates of postage on letters, periodicals, 


and newspapers: referred to the Committee on the. 


Post Office, and Post Roads. ` 

Also presented a memorial from Jonas Gleason, 
representing that he is a manufacturer of oval bake- 
pans, and frying-pans, and that there are several 
articles under the tariff of 1842, of which he is the 
manufacturer, on which the duty on the imported 
manufactured articles is less than on the raw mate~ 
nial of which it is composed; thus, in fact, creating a 
discrimination against, and not in favor of our own 
mechanics and manufacturers. Mr. B. said, that 
as the prayer of the memorialist was to increase the 
duty, a bill for this purpose. could not originate in 
the Senate. However, on his motion, the petition 
was referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition froma num- 
ber of citizens of Baltimore city, Maryland, anda 
petition from citizens of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess 
county, New York, praying a reduction in the rates 
of postage. 

Mr. M. remarked that there seemed to be but one 
voice in the country upon the subject of a reduction. 
The only effectual mode, he believed, which could 
be adopted to break down those private expresses, 
was by reducing the rates of postage. Persons would 
then be induced to send their letters, &c., by ‘the 
United States mail, instead of private persons. He 
hoped very soon to bring the subject to the consid- 
eration of the Senate in the form of a bill. He 
moved to refer the memorials to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads: agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a petition from John P. 
Skinner, as the legal representative of Isaac Green, 
deceased, late of Win sor, Vermont, praying that a 
certainsum of money, which he paid as security 
for a former pension agent, may be reimbursed: re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial froma num- 
ber of citizens of Hampshire county, Virginia, rep- 
resenting the evils arising from the existing rates of 
postage, asking Congress to take the “subject. into 
consideration and provide a proper remedy: referred 
3 the Committee on the Post Office’ and Post 

oads. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
Jacob Olinger, praying to be placed on the pension 
roll for services performed during the revolutionary 
war. Also, a petition in behalf” of Simon Kenton, 
setting forth his services in the late war, and pray- 
ing to be allowed 160 acres of land therefor: whicit 
petitions were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, 
praying thata ship'canal may be constructed around 
the falls of the river St. Mary, so as to connect the 
waters of Lakes Superior and Huron: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from sun- 
dry citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
praying that the naval pension fund ‘may be re- 
stored, or some other fund created, by which the 

ledges guarantied in the acis of 1799 and 1800 may 
e fulfilled: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a petition from a number of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking an appropriation for continu- 
ing the works ın the harbor of E rie, on Lake Erie: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING presented a petition from George S. 
Gaines, of the State of Alabama, setting forth that 
he has discharged the duties of pension agent in the 
Mobile district for more than five years without re- 
cavmg any compensation therefor;and praying Con- 
gress to make some provisions for compensating 
agents who discharge their duties faith- 
fully: referred to the Committee on Fensions. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill declaring the 
assent of Congress to the State of Illinois to impose 
a tax on all lands hereafter sold by the United 
Sintes in that State, from and after the time of such 
sale. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was ordered 
that the petition of Ira Day, praying compensation 
for carrying the mail, be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads; and that the petition of Dr, 


the navy -pénsion or < 
“some other fund: referred to the Committee on Na~ 
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sippi appeared in his place, was qualified, and took. 
hfs seat. eto: ae 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the 
rules, in ordér to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether this was not the 
last day on which petitions were receivable. 

_ Being answered by the Speaker in the affirma- 
tive— 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped, then, the regular or- 
der of business would not be departed from. 

Mr. ELMER asked permission to move for the 
appointment of a clerk to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. INGEBSOLL, however, pressed his mo- 
tion for going into Committee of the Whole; and, 
upon that motion, 

Mr. KING called for the yeas and nays; which, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 105, nays 47, as fol- 
ows: 


Samuel White, praying for a pension, be taken from 
‘the files and referred -to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Edward 
Kennard; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading; and the report accompanying the same to be 
- printed. 
R Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, on to- 
: morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to extend the 
Cumberland road to the city of Alton, on the Mis- 
_osissippi river. 

r. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies on the table one day, under the 
rule, viz: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
© municate tothe Senate*the present condition of the harbor 
at Michigan city; the amount heretofore expended on, and 


the sum necessary to complete, the works atthat point; with 
such other information as he may have in relation thereto. 


Mr. WOODBURY said he would submit two 
resolutions, with a view to promote economy in the 
public expenditures. He would not say. anything 

_ upon the subject of them, unless, when they came 
up for consideration, some gentleman wished for 
an explanation of them. They were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of prohibiting, by law, the al 
Jowance of any claim, except under a special act of Con- 
gress, by any of the departments or bureaus, which has 
once been rejected by the heads thereof; and also the al- 
Jowance of any claim, without such special act, which ori- 
ginated more than four years previous to the application for 
such allowance. : 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, that the 
annual estimates from the different departments, which are 
Jaid before Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall be accompanied by the written approval or disapproval 
of the President and all the heads of the departments, as to 
their necessity and amount; and that no estimates for ap- 
propriations be at any time submitted to Congress, by any 
of the departments or bureaus, except such as (like the an- 
nual estimates) have first been laid before the Secretary of 


ri a 


the Treasury, and are accompanied by a plan from him for 
means adequate to meet them. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Auten, a few 
days ago, calling upon the President of the United 
States for information of the nature of the instruc- 
tions, if any, given to our minister at the Court of 
Great Britain, upon the subject of the Oregon, came 
up for consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked, that he had received this 
morning a note from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, advising him of his indis- 
position, and requesting that the resolution might be 
permitted to lie on the table until he returned to his 
seat. He was desirous only that the resolution 
might be disposed of in time to enable the informa- 
tion to be furnished before any action of the Senate 
was had on the bills for the occupation and settle- 
ment of the Oregon, and the establishment of a gov- 
ernment there. He presumed that the chairman of 
the committee would be in his seat ina few days. 
Aa he could accomplish his object, notwithstand- 
ing the delay, he would cheerfully acquiesce in let- 
tig the resolution lie onthe table for a day or two. 

he resolution accordingly lies on the table. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, it was 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate a copy of the account he caused to be 
kept during the month of October last of the number of let- 
ters under each rate of postage, and the number of free let- 
ters, and by what officers franked; the number of newspa- 
pers, pamphlets, &e., passing through the mail during the 
said month of October; and any other accurate information 
he may have collected, and not heretofore communicated to 
Congress, on this subject. 


Mr. JARNAGIN gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask ‘leave to introduce a bill to divide 
the United States into two military districts. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD; from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of printing certain documents: 
concurred in by the Senate. 

The CHAIR remarked that there was no other 
business on his table, unless the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the special orders. . 

Mr. BERRIEN said, if there was no member of 
the Senate who desired to have the special orders 
taken up, he would move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was ed to; and the Senate, after 
spending some time thereon, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tunspay, January 2, 1844. 


The journal of Friday was read and approved. -> 
Mr. WILLIAM H. HAMMETT of Missis- 


this subject, he should not st 
‘but would refer the House | : 
the Supreme Court of. ‘the United $ 
ture det 


ibexation and. solemn: argam: 
principle he laid down was established. 
to the case of -Anderson-and Dunn ih- i 
It was also perfectly known to. every lawyer 1 
country that this power inthe courts was, co! 
rent with and regulated by statute. . In the judi 
act, passed the first year the Government we 
operation, the power to punish contempt 
to the courts.. In a subsequent law, 
the famous case of Judge Peck, thatp 
ulated and defined by statute. Now,. hect 
that the power exercised by. Judge “Hall © 
only within the authority inherent in th 
but within the authority of theact of 1789, á 
of the law regulating the power tó punish co’ 
which he had last referred to. Peron tine 
In order fully to understand the case, it was ne 
cessary to know that the United States court was 
holding its regular sessions in the city of New Or- 
leans when, on the 5th of March, a citizen of Loni- 
siana and of the United States, (not a soldier,) was 
arrested by the military order of General Jackson, 
and placed under military confinement. An appli- 
cation was made to Judge Hall, (the arrest. having 
-been made on Sunday,) and on the next day he 
caused the issue of the great writ of habeas corptis, 
without which great writ- no citizen on the: face .of 
the earth ever has been, or willbe, free. The Judge, 
however, directed, as an act of courtesy to’ General 
Jackson, that notice should be given to him; Notice * 
was given, and immediately another military. order 
was issued by the General, and that was for the ar- 
rest of Judge Hall. This order was accordingly 
executed. A troop of sixty men, commanded by a 
field officer, entered on this duty of arresting the 
Judge of one of the courts of the United States; and 
he was arrested and confined. On the same Sunday 
night, General Jackson seized and forcibly detained 
the order of the Judge endorsed on the back, of the 
writ, supposing that, by this summary an bold 
transaction, he would be able to prevent further pro- . 
ceedings. The clerk who had this in his possession 
remonstrated, and told the.General that 1t was the ` 
order of the court that no peper should go out of his ` 
n the next the y 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, 
Reben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobh, 
Cullom,Daniel, R. D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dil- | 
lingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, 
French, Gilmer, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslin, McClernand, 
McConnell, Moore, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Peyton, Elisha R. 
Potter, Pratt? Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
Thomas Smith, Steenrod; Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Sykes. Taylor, Thompson, Tibbats, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Woodward, and Jo- 
seph A. Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Barringer, Beardsley, Clingman, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis 
Green, Grider, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jo» 
seph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Charlies M. Read, Rogers, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, Albert Smith, Stephens, Thomasson, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—47. 


So the rules were suspended. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Rules 
of the Hoùse, desired leave to make a report, in 
order that it might be printed. It was objected to. 

And on motion by Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
House then went into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, Mr. Davis of Indiana in 
the chair; and the committee procecded to the con- 
sideration of the bill introduced by Mr. INGERSOLL 
for refunding 
GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. BARNARD being entitled to the floor, rose 
and said: As his time was somewhat limited, he 
would endeavor to make the best possible use of 
what he had. And he would go, therefore, directly 
into the discussion of the merits of the bill. The 
pill was demanded by the person for whose relief ‘it 
was intended, and by his friends, as nearly as he 
could understand it, upon two grounds. ‘The first 
was, that, without reference or regard to the fact 
„whether martial law was in existence or not, the 
fine was imposed illegally—the judge having no ae 
thority to enforce it; and also that it was enforced, vin- 
dictively—the judge having acted in his his own cause. 
The other ground was, that Genera? Jackson had 
committed no offence whatever against the Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the country, or against the pub- 
lic authorities; because he himself had suspended all 
other authority by the declaration of martial law, 
which he regarded as being required by the necessi- 
ty of the case, of which necessity he was the sole, 
exclusive, and irresponsible judge. 

These were the true grounds on which. it was 
demanded that the fine imposed upon General 
Jackson should be—not remitted—that was not the 
word—but paid back. Now, in regard to the first 
ground. Supposing that the civil law still reigned 
Sa New Orleans, the authority of the judge to im- 
pose the fine was. unquestionable. z 

“The law of contemptis was well settled. It was 
not a part of the common law, and, as such, of no 
force in the United States courts. That he held to 
be the great error committed by the able and intelli- 
gent gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. C. J: Ix- 
GERSOLL,| in the ponderous book he had favored > 
them with on the subject. It was in no part of the 
common law that the power to punish contempts 
was given; but that power was inherent in the con- 
stitution of every court of justice, as 1t was inherent: 

inthe constitution of every legislative- body- On. 


the Judge, and would serve in the. same 
man who invaded his camp. 


prisoner till the following 


guard of a file of soldiers, 
miles up the country above New Orleans, and 
then set at liberty, with directions not to appear at 
New Orleans again until the end of the war, or until 
official intelligence was received of peace. On. the 
29d of March, peace having been restored, Judge, 
Fall returned to the city, and immediately opened 
his court, when application was made, by: proper 
depositions, for a rule against General Jackson to 
show cause why he should not be punished for con- 
tempt of the court. On the 27th, General Jackson 
appeared in court, and presented that somewhat 
famous defence which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania referred to. It was his summary mod 
conducting a defence in a court of law; he ha 
taken the time and mode of making his defence, and 
Judge Hall refused to receive and record the paper. 
He was right in so doing. But let us (ssid Mr. B.) 
' See for a moment whether the Judgeconducted himself 
in an arbitrary and illiberal manner. m. refusing to.re- 
ceive the paper, He laid down certain rules for the 
government of this case. «ist. Ifthe party objected 
to the jurisdiction, the court was ready to hear. 2d. 
If the party offered to submit an argument to: show 
that no contempt was. offered, the court, was, read 
to hear. 3d. And if the party would offer an. apol- 
ogy for his conduct, the, court was ready to hear. 
The attachment having issued, and General Jackson 
appearing, certain interrogatories were. propounded 
to him, which he. refused to answer; and he was 
fined $1,000. There was another great mistake 
committed in the pamphlet of the gentleman. from 
Pennsylvania.. {Here. the honorable. gentleman 
having turned his back onthe reporter, addressed 
himself to the gentleman: from Pennsylvania; ren- 
dering it impossible for the reporter to hear. him. 


This part. of his remarks is consequently, omitted.] 
But he would pass of to a more important subject. 


: The other. branch. of the gentleman’s pamphlet made 
out that: General Jackson was guilty of.no offence 
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‘against the Constitution. and the. laws, because. he 
had suspended the laws by proclaiming martial law 
from the necessity of the case; and of that necessi- 
‘ty he was the ‘sole judge, his responsibility being 
only to the people. “This was what General Jack- 
‘son himself said in his defence which he offered to 
the court. \ [Mr. B. read some’ extracts, supposed 
‘to be fromthe defence of General Jackson, the pur- 
ort of which the reporter could not hear.}. The 
‘Constitution gave Congress authority to pass laws 
‘for the regulation of the armies of the United States; 
and under that, Congress had passed laws for the 
overnment of the army and navy, and the militia. 
het code was applicable to the officers and 
soldiers, and to the militia when in service, 
but it was not applicable to any other human being. 
‘Congress itself could not proclaim martial law. It 
might suspend the -habeas corpus act, but it could 
not suspend the Constitution. A proclamation of 
martial law by the Congress of the United States 
would, of itself, be a violation of the Constitution. 
Congress could not authorize the citizens of the 
United States to be tried by martial law; least of all 
‘could it authorize a citizen to be tried asaspy. This 
“was what General Jackson undertook todo. He 
not only suspended the habeas corpus act, but 
` he claimed the right of suspending all civil au- 
thority. In England, under the reign of the Stuarts, 
this sort of martial law did exist, to a limited extent. 
The Kings of England, prior to that reign, were 
in the habit of raising armies and prescribing rules 
for their government, and authorizing courts mar- 
tial. They went one step further; and in case of 
treason or rebellion, authorized the trial of citizens 
by martial law. But, in 1688, it was, by the dec- 
laration in the bill of rights, in express terms, put an 
end to. After that, the King was no more to raise 
armies but by the consent of Parliament; no more 
to prescribe rnles und regulations for the govern- 
ment of the army; and no more, from that time 
forever, to subject citizens, no matter for what treason 
or rebellion, to trial by courts martial. It was un- 
der the Constitution of the United States that the 
first example of such a trial was set by General 
Jackson. 

He contended that the United States Constitution 
contemplated the subjection of the military to the 
civil power; and he denied that the act of General 
Jackson was justified by any necessities of the case. 
He admitted ‘that, under certain circumstancés—as 
in case of an insurrection—the habeas corpus might 
be suspended; but he denied that General Jackson 
had the power io proclaim martial law. It was not 

‘competent for a general, in the defence of American 
soil, to force citizens into the service. He was 
bound to defend the soil with soldiers and with 
militia; and if he could not do so with that force, he 
must yield; for he could not force any free citizen 
into the service of the country. 

But New Orleans was never invaded; and the bat- 
tle of New Orleans was fought some distance below 
the city: thus there was not only no invasion, but 
no insurrection. He proceeded to recapitulate other 
facts and circumstances to show that General Jack- 
son was not authorized to take the course he had 
pursued, until the expiration of his hour; when he 

ave way, with an intimation that he should avail 
himself of another opportunity to finish his re- 
marks. 

Mr. DAWSON then’ addressed the committee as 
follows: 

Mr. Chairman: It was my ardent wish to have seen 
this bill passed without discussion. But as I have 
been disappointed in my desire, I cannot resist the 
impulse to join in this debate. It is natural, and I 
believe fortunate for the public welfare, that our 
statesmen should entertain honest differences of opin- 
ion. Every freeman in the land has a right to think 
and act for himself. He has a right to choose which 
side he we will take on every public or national sub- 

` ject of debate; but he has no right to insult, or abuse, 

“or to vituperate those who stand opposed to 
him in opinion. -I am disposed to respect and toler- 

` ate every man’s opinions so long as he is decorous 
and sincere; and I claim the same indulgence in 
my own behalf. : 

Tama party man, in the strictest and most com- 
prehensive sense of the term. I am opposed to all 
neutral ground. I wish to see party lines distinctly 
drawn, and well understood. With this candid con- 
fession, I now ask, if there is an honorable member in 
thisHouse who will risein his place and conscientious- 
‘ly say that he considers this a party question? No; 
insensible, cold, and icy would be the heart that 
would make such a response. The heart that would 
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. tomb. 


make such a response would view every noble, 
daring, and patriotic act, as insanity; would treat all 


the warm and generous affections of the soul as illu- 


sions; and would view with pity, if not with con- 
tempt, the warm imagination and tender sensibilities 
of genius. No; we are about to call up around us 
the pleasing recollections of by-gone days. We 
are about to discharge a debt to the patriot, hero, 
and sage. We are not called upon to bind the 
wreath of military glory and renown around his 
aged brow; but to do an act of justice to a wounded 
spirit, now almost spent, and fast sinking into the 
In mercy he continues to burn like a lamp 
on the altar of freedom; and I trust that he will live 
to hear a nation’s voice of gratitude, before its light 
expires forever. Let mae entreat you, humbly, but 
sincerely, not to hesitate. Surely there is no virtue 
that bears a lovelier aspect, or breathes a purer fra- 
grance, than gratitude—a nation’s gratitude. It 
chastens vice, it guides virtue, and gives at once a 
grace and government to genius. No; this is no 
party question. In the heat and acrimony of party 
strife and political struggle, Truth may be drifted 
from the splendid circle in which she is wont to 
shine, into the comet maze of error. But we are 
called upon to commemorate recollections that are 
written upon the tablets of the human heart as with 
the finger of God! And we should never prove tired 
of listening to the truths that gave triumph to our 
arms in the darkest hour of our gloom. They will 
always be as the garment of good repute; bright as 
the sacred vestment of the holy prophet, glittering 
with heavenly light. 

By way of preface to my intended remarks, I ad- 
mit that Í have my full portion of State pride. I 
am enamored of my State, and of her noble institu- 
tions, and of the brave and generous character of its 
inhabitants. In none other of this splendid galaxy 
of Commonwealths are the labors of industry bet- 
ter rewarded, or the spirit of enterprise more suc- 
cessful. With a climate equally favorable to health, 
and to the growth of products regarded of prime 
necessity throughout the globe, and reared, too, on a 
soil of inexhaustible fertility, what splendid visions 
of future wealth and prosperity have we not a right 
to indulge from a wise and judicious application of 
the means and resources within our reach? Pene- 
trated by a stream which has already become the 
great thoroughfare of nations, and intersected by 
others tributary only in use and convenience to this 
great parent of waters, it is filling up with a popula- 
tion distinguished for its industry, intelligence, free- 
dom of opinion, liberality of sentiment, and capable, 
from these moral and local advantages, of taking and 
maintaining an imposing stand in the Union at no 
distant day. Iam proud of the sacred plains that 
have immortalized my native land. Iam proud of 
our crescent city. I am grateful toa kind Provi- 
dence that my home is on the banks of that mighty 
and majestic river that pours her broad and deep and 
rapid current onward to the gulf. 

hese blessings, Mr. Chairman, have been pre- 
served and maintained to us and our children by the 
spirit of a wonderful man—Andrew Jackson. Gal- 
lant spirit! He stands before the world a spectacle 
of moral greatness—vast in his intellectual endow- 
ments, stupendous in his calm and invincible courage: 
In peace, as gentle as the morning breeze; in war, as 
fearless and irresistible as the spirit of the mountain 
storm. 

No; this is no party question. The honor of every 
citizen of the United States is at stake. Every 
lover of freedom should come forward, and prompt- 
Mere the axiom that republics are ungrateful. 

e are about to commemorate a nation’s glory—to 
offer up thanksgiving upon the common altar of our 
country. The victory of one State is a nation’s 

lory. The heroes, patriots, and sages of the 

Vorth, are as dear to me as those of the South. In 
my heart, there is no distinction. May fame, honor, 
renown, and happiness, be the portion of the twenty- 
six constellations that sparkle like diamonds in the 
American horizon. I would throw a girdle of love 
around the whole; and would say, palsied be the 
arm, and motionless the tongue, that would aim to 
dissever one of the smallest of the ligaments that bind 
us together. We have exhibited to an admiring 
world, for more than half a century, the moral 
grandeur of our civil and religious institutions. 
May we continue onward our glorious march, 
ae its genial influence shall pervade the habitable 
globe. 

The question now to be considered is, was not 
General Jackson justifiable in proclaiming martial 
Jaw, and making New Orleans is camp? Weare 


not called upon to inquire whether Judge Hall 
acted towards him in error of judgment, or witha 
malignant or vindictive temper? No; the true ‘an 
only question is, was not General Jackson com 

elled, by the force of circumstances that surrounded 

im, to proclaim martial law, and to make the city 
of New Orleans his camp? I admit that martial law 
should be proclaimed with great prudence, and only 
in cases of imperative necessity; and always at the 
peril of the commanding officer. And now, I con- 
fidently ask if a case has ever occurred, since the 
sun first threw his beams athwart the gloom pro- 
found, which made martial law more imperative, 


more absolutely unavoidable? Is there around me a i 
mind so contracted—a heart so dead to all deeds of ° 


daring and valor, of honor and patriotism, as to 
pause and hesitate whether Judge Hall should have 
been permitted to have lost us the advantages and 
renown of the glorious victories of Chalmette? 1 ask 
every candid man here, if Judge Hall’s support of 
Louallier, “under all the cireumstances, was not un- 
patriotic and uncalled for? Intention to err consti- 
tutes crime; an error of judgment constitutes no 
guilt. Now I appeal to every well-regulated mind 
and generous heart, and ask if General Jackson was 
not actuated by patriotic feelings in the defence of 
New Orleans, and in guarding against attack after 
his victory? An error of Judgment, then, should 
have received the mildest rebuke. The supremacy 
of the civil law would have been as nobly sustained 
by a nominal fine, as it was by a fine of $1,000. The 
law needed no victim; the punishment was cruel 
and oppressive. It aimed its blow at the individual, 
and not at the victorious General who was ac- 
cused of having merited its censure. In the lan- 
guage of the honorable member from Alabama, 
[Mr. Payneg,] he had closed a disastrous war in a 
blaze of glory. He had saved a noble city from ruin, 
and her grateful citizens were calling down bless- 
ings on his devoted head. The fine of $1,000 was 
cruel and vindictive; and the nation should long 
since have repaired this act_ of injustice on the part 
of her misguided officer. There is nothing in the 
history of this case which can tempt future officers 
toa similar hazard. Justice has been so tardy, that 
all must feel that the long and useful and ‘distin- 
guished life of General Jackson has alone awakened 
the nation to a sense of its ingratitude. Little minds 
are incapable of such noble daring in their country’s 
cause; and the exercise of such a power can only 
be sustained in a just cause. But Ihear the cry of 
a violated Constitution. Whence comes’ this 
cry? Surely, such devoted patriots, such lovers 
of the Constitution, are not the advocates of a na- 
tional bank; of a high protective tariff} of national 
internal improvements; ofa distribution of the pro. 
ceeds of the public lands, and of the abolition of 
slavery in the South? Ifso, I bidthem remember 
the fate of “the fellow who swallowed the broad- 
axe, but gotchoked with the handle.” Their death 
may be like his! They remind me of the self-right- 
eous Pharisee, who “strained ata gnat and swal- 
lowed a camel.” It does not addto the merits of 


the claim of General Jackson by attaching blame or , 


censure to any one. I do not desire to do so. 
For the sake of the argument, I will admit that Judge 
Hall and Louallier may both have acted very con- 
scientiously. It is curtain, however—certain with- 
out a loop to hang a doubt upon—that General Jack- 
son acted like a master spirit, a great captain, and 
the unflinching and devoted lover of his country. 
If ever an emanation from the all-good Being anima- 
ted a human form, it was his during the defence of 
New Orleans. Gallant spirit! He has proved 
himself his country’s benefactor and the patriot’s 
model: may his example be as lasting as the base 
of our mountains and the flowing of our rivers; that 
virtue, honor, valor, and honesty, are the only sure 
guides to honor and renown in our fair republic. 

I would that I could impart to you my feelings as 
I stood_on the ruins of the Fort Barrancas, on the 
bay of Pensacola, and at the fort above the town of 
Pensacola, a few years since, and reflected upon the 
military genius and character of this truly wonder- 
ful and extraordinary man: In the midst of this 
sandy waste, during a most inclement winter—such 
as had never before been witnessed.in that country-— 
he commenced his march late in N ovember, with 
his troops worn down by fatigue, hunger, and pri- 
vation, for the defence of New Orleans. He had 
fought his way through the Indians to the Gulf of 
Mexico, and had forced the Indians to sue for peace. 
He had taken Pensacola, and driven the British out 
tosea. And it was here, for the first time, that he 
became convinced that New Orleans was the in- 


tended point of attack, An ordinary mind would 
_ have shrunk appalled, and have yielded up. the 
task in despair. Seven hundred. miles of. an ex- 
posed coast were to be defended. No means were: 
before him, except of his own creating. His indom- 
itable spirit felt equal to the task. His energies 
seemed to rise as the storm thickened around him. 
He left Mobile on the 21st of November, and reach- 
= ed Covington, on Lake Pontchartrain, on the night of 
. the Ist of December, accompanied alone by his aid, 
< Major Reid, after several days of forced marching. 
Late at night he was about to snatch a hasty sleep, 
when he was aroused by hearing Commodore Shields 
fighting on the lake. Shields was as brave a sol- 
dier as ever walked the stormy deck, or mocked the 
battle’s din. This was an accident worthy of all 
consideration. No doubt now remained that the 
enemy were at had. He seemed gifted with pow- 
ers of ubiquity; and, even with a shattered constitu- 
tion, his body seemed insensible to fatigue. He 
reached New Orleans on the 2d; and in five days 
and nights, without sleep, or rest, or repose, he had 
surveyed our coast, repaired and manned our forts, 
organized our militia, established armories, and was 
prepared for defence—evincing an energy and mili- 
tary forecast unequalled in the history of the world. 
Gallant spirit! may the evening of his days be as 
calm and composed aş his former life has been bril- 
iant and glorious. 


General Jackson’s arrival in New Orleans was 
hailed with that delight with which the tempest-toss- 
ed mariner views the sight of land, after all hope 

; was lost. All eyes were turned on him, as the only 
hope. All before was confusion and despair. But 
now, brave and gallant men rallied to his banner. 
` His very presence elicited every latent spark of 
courage in the land. He was entreated and urged 
| to make the city his camp. The most noble and 
patriotic feelings pervaded and actuated those noble 
and heroic men who rallied under their country’s 
banner in this hour of darkness and of gloom. 
Every one of those brave men felt the importance of 
his station, and gloried in being considered the de- 
fender of his fellow-citizens, and the avenger of his 
country’s wrongs. But one feeling prevailed amon 
those heroic men—confidence in their General, an 
devotion to their country’s weal. All united in ma- 
king the city a military camp. Humanity, as well 
“as. necessity, demanded it. The citizen soldiers 
were thereby permitted to enjoy, in a great degree, 
their ordinary comforts of home, until the trumpet 
summoned them to the battle-field. The property 
of the citizens was preserved; and no act of oppres- 
sion or violence was felt or complained of. The 
Governor, the Legislature, the judges, the city au- 
thorities, and the magistrates, were permitted to 
continue undisturbed their ordinary functions. Even 
the amusements of the city were undisturbed. Gen- 
eral Jackson, in making the city his camp, estab- 
lished martial law ea necessitati; and it was what 
the citizens all desired.. It was just what the Legis- 
_lature and proper authorities should have done, if he 
had been absent. The people of Louisiana approved 
of General Jackson’s conduct then; and they do so 
still. He received their votes three times for the 
Presidency, although it is well known that the poli- 
; tics of the State were against him. But the honora- 
ble member from New York [Mr. Barnarp] has 
. roundly asserted, “We have now before us the only 
instance in the history of this country, since the 
adoption of the Constitution, of the proclamation of 
martial law.” Is there a member in this House 


who does not know that General Wilkinson de-' 


- elared martial law at New Orleans in 1806 and 1807, 
during Burr’s conspiracy? He gagged our presses, 
and imprisoned our citizens, and shipped them to 

Richmond, Virginia, at. his will and pleasure. He 

defied Judge Hall, and refused to notice his writ of 

habeas corpus, precisely as General Jackson did. 

Judge Hall never dared to bring him to trial for this 

offence. Judge Martin then approved of the Gen- 
` ceras conduct, as resulting from the law of neces- 
sity. Ido not desire to censure any one in all this, 
= but simply state. the facts, for public consideration 
and reflection. I could mention other instances; but 
this is more than sufficient to prove that the honora- 
“ble member from New York spoke without reflec- 

tion. Hall, Louallier, and Martin, were all Euro- 
» -peans.. General Jackson was a native of South 
Carolina, and will carry on his honorable body, to 
" the tomb, the scars received in the American Revo- 
~ lution. 

“Look hére upon this picture, and on this.” 
“Oh! shame, whereis thy blush?” 
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The honorable member from New. York also re- 
marked that ees City was also attacked.” 
As for my single self, I would freely forget and con- 
ceal the fact and the results. General Jackson, 
without martial law, would have defended this city 
with the boys and women, if he had been here. 

I repeat, Louisiana approved. of General Jack- 
son’s conduct then; and she does so still; the evidence. 
of which is before you, and cannot be denied.. But 
toreturn. When martial law was declared, a sense 
of necessity compelled our citizens to submit to their 
sufferings in that dark and portentous hour. which 
tried men’s souls. A proud and haughty enemy were 
before them, Their Fomes. their wives and chil- 
dren, their nearest and dearest relatives—in short, 
everything near and dear to them was at hazard. 
They were brave men, and the enemy was to be 
met. A noble city anda rich territory were at stake. 
Their aged parents, their wives, their daughters, 
their sisters, and their helpless children, were all 
holding up to them their supplicating hands for pro- 
tection from a licentious soldiery; and, undismayed, 
they resolved to fight until the flesh was hacked 
from their bones, and the sword was preying upon 
their very vitals, in their defence. 


The army at New Orleans was mostly composed 
of militia, one thousand of whom were Louisianians. 
Those who were not so fortunate as share the glory 
of the battles, were in service at some post of danger 
and exposure; and it should be ‘proudly remem- 
bered that, in all their trials and privations, they 
evinced the patience and perseverance of veteran 
soldiers. It might have been expected that they 
would have borne with impatience the severe disci- 
pline of a camp, and that frequent punishments 
would have taken place; but no such thing oc- 
curred. Nota single military punishment was in- 
flicted. In the midst of the horrors of war, hu- 
manity dwells with delightful complacency on the 
recital of such noble traits. It soothes the heart 
under the pressure of adversity, and diverts the 
mind from the contemplation of those ills which we 
can neither avoid nor entirely remedy. It would be 
idle in me to attempt a further justification of the 
establishment of martial law at New Orleans. It 
was justified by imperative necessity. Humanity 
demanded it. Can any candid man avow that New 
Orleans could have been saved without martial law, 
or if any one single step taken by General Jackson 
had been omitted. Ño: he was an instrument 
in the hands of Heaven, and his success seemed the 
chance of destiny. In the words of the immortal 
Grundy, “it was upon the proud banks of the 
mighty Mississippi that American freemen met, and 
fought, and conquered the conquerors of the con- 
queror of the world. It was upon the glorious 

lains of Chalmette that the American eagle took its 
oftiest flight; and, uttering notes of highest exul- 
tation, thence winged its course abroad to proclaim 
to foreign powers what deeds of daring and of valor 
freemen can perform when in defence of the beauty 
and booty of their country.” 


General Jackson imparted a high and lofty sense 
of hononr and noble and gallant chivalry throughout 
his whole army. Previousto the 8th of January, 
whenever our artillery had silenced that of the ene- 
my, or forced his troops to retire, loud and repeated 
huzzas rent the whole line. The most lively dem- 
onstrations of joy were everywhere exhibited. It 
was a sure presage of the fate of the ene- 
my in the general conflict. How different was the 
conduct of those brave, and generous, and gallant 
men, after the ever-memorable battle of the 8th of 
January was won! The roar of artillery and mus- 
ketry gave place to the most profound silence. 
Flushed with victory—having just repulsed an ene- 
my who had come to scatter death in our ranks— 
our soldiers saw, in the numerous corpses that strew- 
ed the plain, only the unfortunate victims of war; 
in the wounded and prisoners whom they hastened 
to attend, unfortunate and suffering men; in their 
vanquished enemies, brave men, worthy of a better 
fate. Elated with success, but overwhelmed by a 
generous sympathy for the unfortunate victims of 
their master’s ambition, they disdained to insult 
them by an untimely exultation; and carefully ab- 
stained from any demonstrations of joy, lest they 
should wound the feelings of those whom the chance 
ofbattle had placed in their hands. Such were Gen- 
Jackson and his army! Gallant spirit! «Instead. of 
being fined one thousand dollars, his applause should 
have been written, as it were, across the blue arch of. 
heaven, in the brightest rays of the most beauteous: 


rainbow. He stands the living wonder of the ‘age. 


- hound: to. make:the bill’such as the ‘other branch 
“Congress would be willing to-receive. If-he did riol 
mistake, the other branch had heretofore passed the 


Permit me here to read a short-paragraph : 
Darby's letter to: the Hon. H. A. Wise, T 
him well in early boyhood; and his relation: 
of in that communication as having faced 
nan’s mouth at New Orleans, are my neighbo: 
friends. Pa 

I read now from the Democratic Review. < 

The noble speech of Col. Butler should be-wr 
ten in letters of gold, and placed in every man’s 
parlor throughout the land. It was a proud and: 
ennobling spectacle to see that gallant officer raising’: 
his manly and eloquent voice in defence of his iE 
lustrious comman 


occasion, “Sir, if my life, reputation, or-property: 
were at stake, I would rather be defended by Col. 
Butler than by any man living: he is put up right 
about the heart.” *Twas a merited compliment: he: 
treads a hero, and stands upon his feet every incha’ 
soldier. ts 

Mr. Speaker, the almost. united voice of a ‘fre 
and generous people demands of us a speedy return: ' 
of the fine imposed on Gen. Jackson ‘by Judge ` 
Hall. It must be obeyed. It is idle to resist’ 
King Canute, the Dane, seated ‘on the sea. sho 
and ordering the rising waves to retire from his x6 
al feet, was not guilty of more arrogance ‘and: fo 
than we should evince, if we were to attempt to d 
feat the public will. The people are ‘mighty;: 
will prevail. ear 

Mr. KENNEDY said he had hoped, when th 
bill was first introduced,’ from: the ‘circumstance: 
with which the case was’ surrounded, that it wou 
have passedjthe House without debate. -It had be 
debated for a long while; and he supposed, from’ 
expression of opinion which they: had alread 
from every portion of the Untted States; that they 
would have nothing more to do than merely: t 
and, by that action, to carry out the will ofa 
ful people. However, ‘there were some per 
upon that floor who were willing not only to arre: 
the passage of the bill, but to taunt its advocates, ag: 
had been done by a gentleman there, that they could - 
not lick it into such a shape as to enable it to pass 
through‘another branch of this Capitol. He did not’ 
know whatthe gentleman meant by licking a meas~’ . 
ure into a palatable shape; but he would tell him” 
that, if he meant by it that. they could not passa" 
censure upon the conduct of the Judge, he ‘had'ho: 
disposition to lick the measure through the House. 
For his own part, he was willing here, in his action’ 
upon this floor, or any where else, to say, inthe >: 
face of the people of this country, that’ it was? 
only an illegal, but a traitorous act. If this might 
called licking, then he would be one to actin the w 
which the gentleman called licking. He admitt 
his feelings had been considerably exasperated 
lation to this matter. The gentleman said ‘they 
about to violate the Constitution, and to trari 
upon and treat with indignity the laws of the coun- 
try. He despised the everlasting attempt to shield 
themselves by judicial and constitutional objections 
which gentlemen resorted: to, with so much perti- 
nacity. . The judicial department of ‘this Govern= 
ment was entitled. to respect, so long as. thcir cor=" 
duct was respectable; but he could tell gentlemen 
who were in the habit of worshipping the judiciary; 
that it was as corrupt a branch as any. belonging to 
the Government of this country. He supposed that’ 
gentlemen would attribute-his want of reverence for 
the judiciary to the fact of his being a blacksmith; but 
he could assure them, that it was not as a -black-: 
smith, but as a practitioner :in the courts, that he 
had fornied his opinions; and he would then assert’ 
that he-had seen the judiciary frequently attempting- 
to-usurp an authority which did not belong to them: 
So far from attempting to throw a judicial cloak 
over all cases, he would treat it just as he conceived 
it deserved to be treated. But.it appeared they. were. 
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bill im the -exact:terms in: which ‘it: was now 
offered, and which: induced the gentleman to: de- 
-nominate ita licked bill. - Why. had this bill been 
passed through a body, the members: of which, 
e supposed; were as patrotie as the mem- 
bers -of this. House, though, in the main, differ- 
ing from the friends . of General Jackson in 
their political views? It was because they had felt 
the necessity of obeying the all-powerful voice of 
the people of this country; because they had felt the 
force of public opinion, which, -he thanked God, 
was, in this country at least, the great lever which 
moves all our political actions. and he warned the 
gentleman that, if he attempted to dam up or pre- 
vent the free expression of the opinion of the Amer- 
ican people in regard to the conduct of Judge Hall, 
a fearful voice of indignation would be heard 
from all parts of the country. Too long had this 
nation been disgraeed by holding within its power 
an unjust and illegal fine; and it was his firm belief, 
that so long as that fine remained to rust and canker 
in the treasury, so long would it be a foul blot on 
the nation’s honor. So far as an effort had been 
made to draw a parallel between the services which 
General Jackson. had rendered the country and 
those which had been rendered by Judge Dominick 
A. Hall, he had not a word to say. It was enough 
for him that he had never known any service to be 
rendered tothe country by Judge Dominick A. 
Hall; and would not even have known his name, 
except from the fact of its having been coupled with 
that of General Jackson in regard to this transac- 
tion. - He believed there were many men, both in 
and out of the House, who were seriously of opin- 
jon that they would do violence to justice and right 
by returning the fine. He would go farther, and 
say that he believed there were men in the country 
hay, even in that House—who could never forgive 
General Jackson for having licked the English army; 
and he believed that, from that time, the great sin of 
General Jackson, in the estimation of many men in 
the United States, was his having beaten a British 
army with an inferior force. These remarks might 
seem rather harsh, but he firmly believed what he 
said; and ifany man thought the shoe fit him, he 
was at liberty to put it on and wear it. He would 
not, in this brief address, attempt to recapitulate the 
services of General Jackson in the trying and diffi- 
cult circumstances in which he was placed; but he 
was convinced, from all that he had been able to learn 
of the history of the times, that no man short of Gen- 
eral Jackson, then breathing, could have success- 
fully defended the city; and why? Because he was 
the only man that was willing to incur sufficient 
responsibilty to meet the dangers he had to en- 
counter; the only man willing to risk the sacri- 
fice of self for the sake of saving his country. 
He took the responsibility on himself then, as he 
has done on other occasions; and what was remark- 
able, he never did so but the hearts of the American 
people warmed to him for it, knowing that that 
responsibility was incurred to protect them from ex- 
ternal and internal enemies. Well, he took the 
responsibility, and declared martial law; when he 
found a judge—an English judge—instead of aiding 
in the defence of the city, aiding and abetting mu 
tiny in his camp. When he found this man assist- 
ing the treasonable and disaffected in their endeavors 
to entice away his men and leave the city open to 
an exasperated and cruel enemy, he took the re- 
sponsibility of “shopping him; and when he had 
shopped him, he very politely put him out of his 
lines, and told him to keep out. But the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Barnarp] said that 
the Judge had two maiden sisters in the city. 
Then, if he had sisters, or a father, or a mother, 
in the city, what was his duty? Was it to attempt 
to break up the camp of the defending army? or to 


assist in defending it against a brutal soliiery, whose ` 


motto was “beauty and booty?” To tell this, was 
to make the man’s character worse than he had sup- 
posed it to be. He had hoped that the man stood 
solitary and alone, without any of those endearing 
ties which bind the patriot to his home, and induce 
him to shed his blood in its defence; but he learned 
to-day, for the first time, that the Judge had those 
sacred obligations of defenceless kindred claiming 
his support, and that he basely deserted them—thus 
rendering his character blacker than it was before. 
Gen. Jackson, however, did not string him up, as 
he ought to have done, in justice to the country, 
and as an ir to all traitors; but he simply 
sent him out of his lines to prevent him from doing 
further harm. After the Judge had returned to the 
city, what a contrast did his reception present to 
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that of GeneralJackson. The gentleman from New 
York says that General Jackson was hailed by all 
classes as the saviour of the city; but in what light 
was this Dominick A. Hall viewed? The ladies, 
whom he had deserted in the hour of danger, would 
not dance with him; and while General Jackson 
was the lion of the day, he was sneaking about un- 
noticed, and scorned by every lover of his country. 
There was the secret of "Tis vindictive feelings 
against the victorious General. To talk about pre- 
serving the dignity of the laws! Look at him 
when fe had got the Generàl into his court, and was 
about to inflict his judgment, and say if he showed 
dignity there. While the General was surrounded 
by a crowd of friends and grateful admirers, with the 
brave volunteers who had served under him, the 
cowardly creature was so alarmed at the indignation 
his arbitrary and tyrannical proceedings had ex- 
cited, that he was about to make his escape from 
the back door, when he was reassured by the Gen- 
eral, and told that the same arm that had defended 
the city would defend him; and that he might, with- 
out fear, proceed to do his duty. To cap the cli- 
max, the. creature was so frightened that, in fact, 
he never did pronounce the sentence of the court, 
but merely had it entered on the records. This was 
preserving the dignity: of the judiciary with a ven- 
po He would not, however, argue that question. 

t was enough for him to know that this money, thus 
unjustly taken from Gen. Jackson, had laid canker- 
ing and rusting in the treasury, and that the Ameri- 
can people had demanded that it should be re- 
stored. As to this amendment to give it to General 
Jackson as a gratuity, declaring atthe same time that 
no censure was cast on the Judge, he would appeal 
to every man in America to know what that was 
done for. They all knew that General Jackson 
would never touch the money on such terms, and 
that his friends would never consent to pass a bill 
with such an unjust and untrue proviso to it. 
Did they not all know that the Senate had already 
passed Just such a bill as was then before the House? 

“or what purpose, then, was this amendment to be 
tacked to it, if it was not for the purpose of defeat- 
ing the measure by indirect means? After passing a 
handsome culogium on the merits and services of 
General Jackson, Mr. K. said that he would vote 
for the bill as it was introduced to the House; but 
if any member would offer an amendment, saying 
that the fine was unjustly imposed, he would be 
better pleased with it. If he did not believe that 
the fine was imposed unjustly, he would not vote 
for the bill at all: and he believed that every one 
who voted for it, would vote under such a belief. 
He was willing to meet the responsibility to the 
American peers for he believed that there was‘not 
one man in a hundred who was not convinced that 
the Judge acted in a tyrannical and arbitrary man- 
ner, and that the fine was unjustly and illegally im- 
posed. 

Mr. GRIDER said he was pleased to hear one 
gentleman make the remark that this was nota 
party question, though he feared that party was the 
great moving consideration which had introduced 
this bill to the House. For one, he professed, with 
the gentleman on his right, not to be governed by 
party considerations, but by a sense of duty to him- 
self and to his constituents, and should give his vote 
accordingly. Gentlemen had professed that this 
proposition was intended to operate on no indi- 
vidual, but simply to refund to the hero of the 
Hermitage the amount of the fine imposed on him. 
If that was the solitary proposition, if the arguments 
of gentlemen did not go further, he felt confident that 
there was no one in the hall that would say a word 
against it; but if there were other propositions, he 
asked if it was to be expected that the bill should 
poes with the unanimous consent of the House. 

Je-had heard the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. C. J. INGERsoLL,} who introduced this bill, 
give his views on retrenchment and reform, an 
early adjournment, and administrative economy in 
the departments of the Government. N ow, how 
was he to understand the gentleman who talked in 
this way, and then introduced matter for the delibe- 
rations of Congress, that had passed away in the 
history of the country? Ifthey came here to legis- 
late for the country, for the advancement, suste- 
nance, and continuance of this Government, must 
they go back a quarter of a century to find subject- 
matter for legislation? This was not according to 
his notions of the principles of economy, retrench® 
ment, and reform. . The past history of the nation 
could not be changed by the judgment of this 
House; and the effects tọ be produced by the pas- 


; gentleman was in error, 


sage of this bill would prove a. disappointment to 
the gentleman who introduced it. The people.o 
this country were not to be taken by storm, ñor 
governed by impulses. They were a calculating 
people, and formed their judgments from propriety 
or impropriety, and in reference to the good of the 
country. . He did not believe, that if Congress or: 
dered. the restoration of this money, Genera 


Jackson would receive it. Then why legislate on` 


the subject? 


Did General Jackson want the money; 
or had he asked for it? 


Not at all. 


glory he had acquired. For the greatest glory of 
General Jackson was, that when surrounded by a 
victorious soldiery, he submitted to the supremacy 
of the civil authority, and without a murmur paid 
the fine that was imposed on him. 

They who had won glory for the country—those 
who had done service for the country, and had done 


| it from the high impulse of patriotism, feeling that 


when they had done it they had but done their 
duty, also felt that they had thereby earned the re- 
ward which was due to. elevated and distinguished 
patriotism. But that glory, whatever it was, was a 
common glory, belonging to no one party, as had 
been observed by one gentleman, and could not be 
divided. It was true that General Jackson’s fame 
and his influence had been felt in this country; but 
why, at this hour almost of his retirement from this 
world, wake up this question? Was it that the 
mantle of his glory might cover the shoulders of 
some third person? Was it that an influence might 
be created in support of a candidate for the popular 
favor, for the highest office known in the world? 
But all this had dothing to do with the true ques- 
tion before the House. And what was that ques- 
tion? It was, whether they would adhere to the ex- 
ercise of the writ of habeas corpus, or whether that 


- constitutional and individual privilege should be 


surrendered. For the surrender of that invaluable 
right, he never could give his vote. It was a ques- 
tion of the supremay of the law, and it was not 
simply a compliment to a distinguished individual. 
One gentleman had asked, in his argument, that this 
bill should be passed not only for the purpose of re- 
funding the fine to General Jackson—not only as a 
compliment, and a just compliment (as that gentle- 
man contended) to General Jackson for his great 
battle of New Orleans, but for his political tri- 
umphs; yes, for his political triumphs. And yet 
gentlemen told them this was no party question, as 
In factit ought not to be. Some gentlemen found 
some difficulty in giving their votes on this question. 
One gentleman said that his own experience had 
confirmed him in the conviction of the corruption 
of the judicial department of this Government; but 
for himself, his (Mr. Grwer’s) experience was ex- 


| actly the reverse. 


Mr. KENNEDY said, if the gentleman intended 
to allude to any position which he had taken, the 
He (Mr. K.) had said 
this, and he now repeated it; that amongst the sins 
imputed to General Jackson, for which some men 
would never forgive him, was his indomitable reso- 
lution in putting down a moneyed aristocracy; but 
he did not put the passage of this bill on that ground; 
he putit on the ground that the fine imposed on 
General Jackson was unjustly and illegally imposed, 
and, therefore, that it ought to be refunded. 

Mr. GRIDER said he understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to say, that he awarded to the judi- 
ciary an amount of corruption which was sufficient 
toinduce him to withdraw his respect for that de- 
partment. ' 

Mr. KENNEDY remarked that he had said there 
was as much corruption in the judicial branch of 
this Government asin any other branch; and would 
now repeat the observation. 

Mr. GRIDER said he was happy to say that his 
own personal experience had not manifested to him 
even a symptom of judicial corruption; and this 
country, he was satisfied, relied for the protection of 
individual and personal rights on the writ of habeas 
corpus, and on the morality of the judiciary. These 
secured to every man, of every color, his rights under 
the Constitation; and they were then called upon to 
decide whether those rights could be suspended ex- 
cept by the legislative department. The rights of 
every man, under the habeas corpus, were sacred 
rights; and it must be admitted that they could not 
be suspended, according to the forms and require~ 
ments of the Constitution, except by the Legisla- 
ture; nor would he give a vote which would imply 
that any person possessed such power in this land. 


But if this fine © 
was refunded, it would take from General Jackson” q 
the brightest part of his fame, and the greatest : 


ee ee Ts 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He believed his constituents would rebuke him if he 
ave such a vote; for he represented a constituency 
jat loved good order, that loved the Constitution, 
nd that loved the country, as well as the Constitu- 
‘on. of the country, more than the fame and the glory 
fany one or all distinguished men, whose deeds 
found recorded in th 


under whatever banners they 
hose; but he should adhere to the Constitution, and 
to the injunctions of the Constitution. And whether 
he were in a minority or a majqrity, he would place 
no gentleman in a position to violate the Constitu- 

` tion, to favor a prevailing party majority. 
_ He had submitted a few reflections, merely to 
state the reasons by which he should be governed, 
in casting his vote on this question. He had not 
attempted to go into the history of the case before 
the House, but had simply given a few reasons which 
would influence his actions; and he doubted not 
many of his political friends would differ from him 
on that point, as many from whom he differed po- 
litically would agree with him on this particular 
nee He, however, had judged for himself, and 

he left others to do so too. 

Mr. DEAN did not propose to go into a histori- 
» cal account of this transaction, nor to discuss the 
‘principles which had met with the attention of the 
gentleman -from New York, [Mr. Barnarp;] for 
‘the law and the facts were well known in this coun- 
“Stry, having been long before the American people. 
But when he heard the gentleman from New York 
the other day ask the question whether martial law 
had been declared, or whether it had been found 
“necessary to declare martial law for the defence of 
` Washington and Baltimore, and whether it was ne- 
: cessary to the salvation of the people of New Or- 
ò Jeans, he was impressed with the necessity of ma- 
king some observations. There was another remark 
~of the gentleman from New York which struck him 
-> with some little force. The gentleman from New York 
` asked why this justice had been allowed so long. to 
slumber? Why this great party now in power, and 
“seeking to do justice to the old hero on this occa- 
`- sion, had permitted that justice to slumber for one- 
fourth of a century? He (Mr. D.) confessed that 
“this remark struck him with great force; it had 
» brought his mind back to a reflection on the fact that 
‘this mighty nation was governed, or professed to be 


“governed, by principles of justice; and therefore he 


; concluded that it was, without a question, important 
; and binding on them to do justice to the reputation 

of Andrew Jackson. He had been struck with pe- 

culiar force by the question, why this subject had 
“not been disposed of before. e would, however, 
remark to the gentleman from New York—who ask- 
ed if justice had been allowed to slumber so long, 
why waa the question brought up now—that it had 
been commanded by the American people, who had 
‘been speaking in ‘tones of thunder, that justice 
should be done in this matter. They had heard the 


- - voiceof the people from the North and from the South, 


from the East and from the West. If he mistook 
not, there was scarcely a State in this Union which 
had not spoken, from Maine to Louisiana; and 
resolutions would be found on. the table of the 
‘House, instructing United States Senators, and 
requesting the Representatives of the people to 
take up this matter and see that justice was done to 
General Jackson. Here, then, was an answer to the 
‘inquiry of the gentleman from New York. 

. He ‘had heard it remarked that this was nota 
_- party question; and some gentlemen had deprecated, 
in a’ beautiful strain, the mtermixture of party feel- 
ing in this matter. He believed some State Legis- 
latures, in the passage of resolutions on this sub- 
ject, had done so, irrespective of party; but the 
“gentleman from New York [Mr. aay. had 
“made it a party question, He (Mr. D.) } 
confess that he was inclined to believe that it was 
a party question. He could have wished that it 
was not so; but, from his soul, he believed that it 
was a party question; and that it distinctly marked 
= the lines between the’Democrats and the Whigs, 
as, in 1812,-’14,~15, the lines were drawn between 
the Democrats and the Federalists. : 
back to the period of the transaction then in review, 
they would find the Hartford Federalisis coming to 
“this city to enforce a change of system and a 
submission: to’ British power. It was indis- 
putably a party question, however 
i ht i regretted; and ‘they would scarcely find an 
o 


stamp, that was not raising his voice against this 


ad to - 


If they went. 


much it- 


Federalist, ora Northern. Whig of the Federal- 


measure, and calling out for the protection of: the 


Constitution, and the preservation of the writ of 
habeas corpus, as if no man of the opposite party had 
any regard for the Constitution of the country. ` He. 


might hereafter give his views on the constitutional: 


question here said to be involved, but he would first 
ask how the right of the habeas corpus was affected 
by anything in this bill. If, when they saw that a 
tyrannical and oppressive judge had trampled on 
the rights of the citizen, and harassed him with a 
written judgment, they did that, citizen justice, 
thereby obeying the voice of a mighty nation, how 
did they affect the habeas corpus act? That was to 
him a new-fangled doctrine. : 

But it was the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York which induced him to express his views 
at all upon the subject. He had intended to let it 
pass by, conscious that the thing would be done, 
and done correctly. But when the gentleman de- 
manded why martial law had not been declared at 
this place and at Baltimore, for the purpose of pro- 
tecting those cities during the war, he could not 
but reply that the cases’ were entirely different. 
Here there was no internal foe—no secret traitors 
lurking in the camp. Each man came forth for the 
defence of the country, ready and willing to offer 
his life for the country’s preservation. There was, 
among those men who stood forth on that occasion, 
a patriotism which warmed, he trusted, the bosoms 
of many within this nation. On that occasion, he 
could say justly, that every man wasa soldier, and 
every soldier a hero. There was no necessity for 
martial law; but, when they came to survey 
the diastrous field of Bladensburg, their Capitol 
wrapped in flames, and their army defeated, 
was it necessary to inquire whether martial law was 
declared? He believed there were hundreds of Fed- 
cralists who would have rejoiced to see New Or- 
leans in the situation of the City of Washington. 
But he would have rejoiced, had there been some 
man of noble daring—had the hero of New Orleans 
himself been at Bladensburg; they would have seen 
him rallying to the contest every man who was able 
to bear arms; they would have seen him, rather than 
yield an inch, opposing himself to the enemy’s 
ranks as long as life remained. If the enemy pre- 
vailed over him, they would force their way only 
over his lifeless body. It was to be regretted that 
no man like General Jackson was here at that time, 
to defend the capital. of the country from the ruth- 
less hand of a mercenary soldiery. He had had 
some little experience in matters of that kind—he 
had seen the tented field, and been in the array of 
battle; and he knew, therefore, how to appreciate 
the situation of a soldier when attacked by the ene- 
my; and he was prepared at all times, and on all oc- 
casiong, to honor those who were ready to stand 
forward in the defence of their country. He 
was gratified at the remark of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. SLDELL,] on a former day, 
that all those who had skulked ingloriously from the 
field of battle at New Orleans were foung to be op- 
posed to the restoration of the fine to General Jack- 
son, and justified the conduct of Judge Hall. He 
was gratified to hear this fact stated by the gentle- 
man in language which he believed carried convic- 
tion to the mind of every man. Let it be kept in 
view that the British army—that army which had 
sacked the capital—that army which had disgraced 
our arms, so far as defeat is disgrace;—that army, 
swelled by a large accession of strength, and flushed 
with victory, was drawn up on the plains of New 
Orleans, before the city. He cared nothing about 
dates or particulars. He would not go into the his- 
tory of that transaction minutely, nor would it be 
desirable. It was known already to every man, 
woman, and child in the Union. He would not 
pam that any one was a stranger to it; nor, as he 
had seen stated in the newspapers, that even the 
greatand magnanimous State of Virginia had sent 
legislators here to represent her, who probably did 
not understand the history of that transaction. If 
so, she certainly would never have instructed 
her Senators and requested her. Representa- 
tives “to vote for the’ restoration. of the fine. 
He believed that even one tolerably well un- 
derstood the history of the case. Let us then, 
(said Mr. Dean,) for a moment, contemplate the sit- 


uation of affairs when that army was drawn up be-- 


fore the city of New. Orleans. See Gen. Jackson 


- drawing up and marshalling his troops, to meet the: 


: à imp of his f he Buh. : 
enemy. See how he stamped the impress: ot. ms Tapon his fist. Yet Gen. Jackson, who displayed more 


‘mighty genius upon the whole transaction. He 


: pee as has been-well said, tact, genius, skill, : 
an 


a daring boldness, unequalled in the annals of 


‘how he substituted. inanimate ‘substances 


| tous fine was imposed on the unoffending h 


| a moment called it in question. “But: th 


any country.” Look at the manner of 


diers: What; ‘sir, can ‘be saidin comin 
the distinguished hero; which he ddes not 
will leave his‘ fame where it is—for Lean 
ing to-it by:anything which I can say ‘her 

proceed to the law by which the unjust and in 


The gentleman from New York had argued that: 
any court in this country possesses’ the power to 
punish for contempt. No one’ denied it; no ‘one for 
entleman ° 
had drawn a distinction between the common: 
and the power inherent in a court—a: distiriction too” 
fine and subtle for him to understand-—a disti 
he thought, without a difference. FEE aai 

The law, as set forth in the statute-book, was sim- 
ply declaratory of the common law of. the lands’ It: 
was only declaratory of the power to punish’ for 
contempt. What was that power? iere “were 
two distinct provisions by which they ‘were enabled 
to punish for contempt: first, to punish for an‘insult’ 
offered to the court, by which judicial proceedings 
were disturbed; and in the next place, to punish a 
person who had arrested the process‘ or'deéree from’ 
the court; and unless they could bring the case‘ of 
General Jackson within one or other of these’ pro- 
visions, how could they punish him for contempt? 
(Mr. Dean here went into a statement of the ‘cir- 
cumstances attending the arrest. of Judge Hall and: 
his expulsion from the camp—the issuing of process. 
by the Judge, the imposition of the fine upon Gèn- 
eral Jackson &c.] : a eg 
The gentleman from New York had ‘said’ that’ 
Judge Hall was, at the time, holding a- court.:. 
Was this the fact? Was there ever before a’ pre~’ 
tence that he was holding a court? ‘There “was 
no lawyer within the- hearing of ‘his ° voice: 
who would hazard his reputation upòn the as-' 
sertion that General Jackson was. liable to pun-' 
ishment for contempt of court, upon the first ground‘ 
that he had stated. There was only one other way 
remaining, by which he could be liable for contempt 
of court; and that was, upon the supposition that he 
had obstructed the order or prosess of the court.’ 
There was one fact, which he had omitted to, state. 
The process was made returnable at 11 o’clock;'and 
the sheriff swore that he did not execute it‘until the’ 
afternoon. The execution of the process, therefore, 


was a nullity. Who ever heard, except in the ‘fa-. 
mous court of Dominick A. Hall, that a writ, after’ - 
its return, was binding? It was a new doctrine~a' 
doctrine that was recognised in-no court that’ he 
had any knowledge of. But it was contended that, 
on the night of the 5th, at 12 o’clock, General Jack- 
son took the petition, and the order founded thereon, 
out of the hands of Claiborne; and because: he did 
that, he was liable to be punished for obstructing 
the process ofthe court. How was the fact? Gen- 
eral Jackson gave Claiborne a certified . transcript; 
and he went on and issued the writ. If so, how did 
General Jackson. obstruct the process of the court? 
He did not wonder that Judge Dominick: A.~: Fall, 
when that wicked and corrupt judge brought: before 
him the venerable hero, and. when he saw the crowd: - 
gathering about, to see what would bethe issue;—he: 
did not wonder that he trembled. © 0 02 3080 
He had passed rapidly over the subject; butin: 
passing, he must be permitted to say.a single word: 
in regard to martial law. The gentleman from New: 
York had read to them General Jackson’sfathous’ - 
denunciation of the Hartford convention, and. 
thought it might possibly be brought within:the law 
regulating military affairs. Whatever: might: be 
the gentleman’s notion in regard: to that law, he be- 
lieved there was no man, in all: this wide country,: 
whose heart glowed witha single spark of patriot- 
ism, who aid pot respond- to. the. sentiments €X- 
pressed in that-document. - According to:the gentle- 
man’s doctrine, all:persons should be. at. liberty. 
freely. to ‘enter and leave the camp, cartying. suc 
intelligence to the enemy as they might think prop- 
er. Was there a“man of common sense prepared. 
to back an opinion of this kind? He held. that, 
without any proclamation: whatever, the command-; 
ant ofthe army had the inherent power which the.gen- 
tleman attributed to the couris—an inherent power 
to bring all under his control, and make all obedient 
to his command.: That was his notion: with regard 


‘to martial law, and ‘with regard to the powers and 


duties. of a general commanding an army inthe face.’ 
of the enemy, when life and death were depending” 


gallantry and heroism on that. eccasion: than any, 
other nian who lived at that era, must be traduced 


and: disgraced by. slander, while the decison of a 
wicked, corrupt judge, must be permitted to stand as 
unalterable as the laws of the Medes and Persians. 
He rejoiced that he had the opportunity of express- 
ing to the world his opinios and hie ree on 
this question. _He had hopes, from some of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Kentucky, that he had 
participated in some of the battles of the last war; 
and if te had, he would have certainly supported this 
bill, for he did not believe there was one of the sur- 
vivors of that contest who would not be in favor of 
the old hero, and opposed to the iniquitous and 
tyrannical Judge who oppressed him. After speak- 
ing.of the moral grandeur of the scene presented, 
when the victorious General, surrounded by 
an attached and ardent soldiery, submitted to 
the unjust judgment of the court, and told 
him that he would protect him in. the execu- 
tion of his duty, Mr. D. referred to the general 
and enthusiastic feeling now pervading the whole 
country in. favor of refunding the fine, and the 
repeated expressions of the will of the people on 
the subject. He hoped the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Barnard] had mistaken the sentiments 
of the Senate in relation to this bill, when he said 
that it could not be licked into any shape that would 
enable it to pass there; and that there was not 
enough of the Hartford-convention feeling in that 
body to induce them to reject so just and so patri- 
otic a measure. 

Mr. PEYTON would not have said one word on 
this subject, but for the high-wrought eulogies 
heaped on General Jackson at the expense of the 
memory of the Judge who had imposed the fine on 
him. He would ask if it was necessary, in order 
to do justice to General Jackson, hyena-like, to dig 
up from the grave the bones which had been 
long. since laid to rest? He professed himself 
as much the friend of General Jackson’s fame as 
any of his pretended admirers on that floor; but he 
did not think he would be doing him any service by 
advocating a bill of this nature. He believed, how- 
ever, that this measure was ‘brought forward, not 
for the sake of General Jackson, but for party pur- 
poses. If not for that purpose, why this late move- 
ment? It was said that motives of delicacy pre- 
vented this measure from being brought forward 
while Gen. Jackson was President. But why was 
it not brought forward in Mr. Van Buren’s time? 
‘Was it because Mr. Van Buren was Gen. Jackson’s 
only begotten political son, and that, therefore, the 
same motives of delicacy prevailed? He believed 
not; but from other and different motives. It was 
because the party was then strong, and did not re- 

uire such aid; but now, being politically bankrupt, 
they wanted the aid of General Jackson’s name 
again. If those who assumed to be General Jack- 
son’s friends, and to have the exclusive care of his 
reputation, wanted this money, why, in the name of 
God, let them have it; though he, for his part, 
thought that it would be detracting from his fame. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, the committee 
then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the committee appointed to 
revise the rules, made a report; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, moved that the annual report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office be print- 
ed, and that 10,000 extra copies be also printed; 
which motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ELMER moved that the Committee of 
Elections have leave to employ a clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON opposed the motion, deeming 
the labors of the committee such as not to require 
the service of a clerk. 

Mr. CARROLL expressed his astonishment that 
the committee had not already reported on the great 

uestion which arose at the organization of the 

ouse respecting the right of the members from 
four States in the Union to seats in this House; 
and, after proceeding some time, he was called to 
order for irrelevancy. 

Some irregular discussion ensued; but ultimately 
the motion was withdrawn, and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions were presented under a 
rule of the House, and appropriately referred: 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of Edward J. 
Forstell, in behalf of Messrs. Hope & Co., of Am- 
sterdam, and others, bondholders of the Bank of 
Pensacola, praying for relief: referred, with the doc- 
uments, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Al- 


so, the petition of Manuel Crugat, formerly naval " 
officer at New Orleans, for the refunding to-him of 
certain moneys paid into the treasury under an erro- 
neous judgment: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. aa 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of the heirs of | 
Wilfred Knott for the amount of a pension to which 
he was entitled: referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: A joint reso- 
lution of the Council and House of Representatives 
of the Territory of Wisconsin, in relation to the 
establishment of a mail-route from Milwaukie, via 
Maquonago, White Water, outlet of Lake Rush, 
Ronong, and MeFaddins, on Shingle river, and 
thence by the most direct route to Mineral Point: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Also, a petition for the establishment 
of a mail route from Maquonago, via Eagle Prairie, 
White Water, Fort Atkinson, and College Green, 
to Madison, the seat of government of the Territory 
of Wisconsin: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Also, a memorial to 
Congress from the Legislative Assembly, asking an 
appropriation for the opening of a road from She- 
boyagan, by the way of Winnebago lake, to the 
Fox river; and also asking an appropriation for 
completing that part of the United States military 
road between Green Bay and Fond du Lac: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of Larkin Cason, 
and others of Calaway county, Missouri, praying 
for the removal of the circuit court of the United 
States, for the Missouri district, from St. Louis to 
the city of Jefferson: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: Proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting, held in the city of Lafayette, Louisiana, 
and memorial of the citizens thereof, praying for a 
port of entry: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Memorial of the South Caro- 
lina railroad companies, for the re-enactment of the 
law remitting duties on railroad iron. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, January 3, 1844. 


The President pro tem. laid before the Senate the 
report of the Secretary of the Senate, showing the 
number of clerks employed in his office; which, on 
motion by Mr. KING, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented two memorials from 
citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, praying for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Neenah 
and Wisconsin rivers. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of that Teryitory, 
praying the passage of a law authorizing a survey 
to be made of a road from Cheboygan to Fayehu- 
dah; and that a portion of the lands bordering on 
the road thus to be surveyed may be appropriated 
as a fund to defray for its construction; which me- 
morials were severally referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from John 
Thomas and others, inhabitants of Kingston, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for indemnity for French spoli- 
ations prior to 1800: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Julius 
Culbertson, of the State of Louisiana, asking that a 
law may be passed confirming his title to a certain 
tract. of land in that State: referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Philadelphia city and the State 
of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to reduce the rate 
of postage on letters, periodicals, and newspapers; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
the widow and administrator of Andrew Lewis, late 
an officer in the United States army, praying to be 
reimbursed the costs and charges of a suit instituted 
against him for responsibility incurred by him in his 
official capacity. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Hi- 
ram March, praying the reimbursement ofa fine 
imposed on him for an unintentional violation of the 
revenue laws: referred to the Commiitee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citizens 
of Missouri, praying for the establishment of a post- 


_ which was read twice, and re 


route from the city of Warrow, in the county of... 


Benton, to the town of Waynesville, in the county, -5 


of Pulaski, Missouri: referred to the Committee on ; 
the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from a: 
number of citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, asking 
for an appropriation for the completion of the works.: 
in the harbor of Erie: referred to the Committee on- 
Commerce. SES 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from John .) 


Pettibone, of Washington City, praying that com- “= 


pensation may be made him for the use of his 
patent by the General Government: referred to the 
Committee on Patents’ 

Mr. BAGBY gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Walker. 

Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill to 
extend the time of proving pre-emption rights; 

erred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


Mr. HANNEGAN gave notice that he would, 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill making an 
appropriation for the continuation of the Cumber- 
lond road through the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 

Ninois. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, agreeably to notice given, 
and on leave, introduced a bill concerning the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; [the bill proposes 
to change the time of the commencement of its ses- 
sions from the 2d Monday in January to the lst 
Monday in December;] which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Woopsury on yesterday, came up for consideration, 
and were agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of prohibiting, by law, the al- 
lowance of any claim, except under a special act of Con- 
gress, by any of the departments or bureaus, which has 
once been rejected by the heads thereof; and also the al- 
lowance of any claim, without such special act, which ori- 
ginated more than four years previous to the application for 
such allowance. 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, that the 
annual estimates from the different departments, which are 
laid before Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall be accompanied te the written approval or disapproval 
of the President and all the heads of the departments, as to 
their necessity and amount; and that no estimates for ap- 
propriations be at any time submitted to Congress, by any 
of the departments or bureans, except such as (like the an- 
nual estimates) have first been laid before the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and are accompanied by a plan from him for 
means adequate to meet them. 


The CHAIR remarked there was no other business 
before the Senate except the special order, which 
was the bill for the relief of Isaac Isley. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that this bill had been 
postponed till to-day on his motion, for the purpose 
of obtaining some information from the department 
before it was acted on. He had not yet obtained 
the information desired, and hoped the bill would 
be laid on the table till Wednesday next: agreed to. 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, on the 
earliest day practicable, introduce a bill to remodel 
the consular establishment of the United States. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, (there being no fur- 
ther business before the Senate, ) 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, January 3, 1844. 


HEATING THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
; TIVES. 


Mr. PAYNE submitted a resolution; directing the 
doorkeeper of the House, under the directions of 
the Clerk, to contract with some suitable person ‘to 
heat the furnaces constructed for warming the build- 
ing, and for keeping the same in repair. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the States would 
be called for resolutions in order, or such as would 
not be debated; and with that view, he moved a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

„Mr. PAYNE stated the necessity of adopting 
his resolution; but after a few words from him and 
Mr. WINTHROP, Mr. HUDSON, and others, the 
motion of Mr. C. Jounson was agreed to; amd the 
States were called, beginning with Maine. 

NEW COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. HAMLIN, on leave given, introduced a bill 
entitled— 

“A bill to constitute the counties of Penobscot 
and Piscataquis, in the State of Maine, into a new 


ist SESS. 


collection district; and to establish Bangor, 
_ county of Penobscot, a port of entry.” 


-The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on-Commerce. : 


NEWSPAPERS FOR THE-MEMBERS. 


Mr. REDING offered a resolution, directing the 
Clerk of the House to furnish to the members of 
‘the House such newspapers as they might direct, 
not to exceed three daily papers. 

Mr. WELLER. objected; and the resolution was 
laid over, under the th 


SMITHSONIAN BEQUEST. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 

report to this House the preseat state and condition of the funds 
bequeathed by James Smitheon to the United States, for. the 
‘establishment at the city of Washington of an institution for 
the increase and diffusion of knowledge among men; witha 
statement, showing what payments of interest have been re- 
ceived, and what (if any) have been refused or withheld on the 
States stocks in which the said funds were invested; the 
amount of in:erest so withheld or refused to be paid; and what 
measures have been ‘taken by the Secretary to recover the 
same; also, by whose ageucy the said investments were made; 
„with copies of any correspondence of the Treasury Department 
with such agents, relating thereto. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO TA AFRICAN SQUAD- 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
„quested to communicate to the House copies of all the in- 
structions given to the commanding officers of the squad- 
ron stipulated by the treaty with Great Britain of 9th August, 
-1842, to be kept on the coast of Africa for the suppression 
of the slave trade.” Also, copies of the instructions given 
by the British Government to their squadron, stipulated by 
the same treaty, if such instructions: have been communi- 
cated to this Government. 


MASSACHUSETTS MILITIA. 


Mr. HUDSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making provision 
for the repayment of the sum which has been audited and 
found due to Massachusetts and Maine for militia services, 
as set forth in a letter from the Secretary of War, dated 
December 23, 1837, and found in House Doc. No. 45, 2d 
sess, 24th Congress. 


Mr. WINTHROP offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Conimittee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of modifying the act concerning consuls, &c., 
s0 as to exempt from any contribution to the fund for the relief 
of foreign seamen the owners or masters of vessels which may 
have been sold in foreign ports, in consequence of injuries re- 
sulting from the perils of the sea; and also so as to provide 
greater securities for the execution of the wills of Anerican 
citizens dying abroad. 


Mr. CATLIN offered the following; which was 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to Ingoldsby W. 
Crawlord, late collector of the customs at New London, and to 
Samuel Phillips, late collector of the customs at Newburyport, 
he amount of interest claimed by them respectively, on the 
presentation of their accounts at the Treasury Department for 
settlement, under the act of Congress of July 27th, 1842. 


The following joint resolution, offered by Mr. 
HUNT, lies over one day, under the rule: 


Resolued by the Senate und House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, (two-t hirds 
of both Houses concurring): That the following amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States be proposed to the 
several States, to be valid to all intents and purposes as part 
of said Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the said States, viz: No person shall be 
hereafter eligible to the oftice of President of the United 
States who shall have been previously elected to the said 
office, and who shall have accepted the same, or exercised 
the powers thereof, 


Mr. LEONARD offered the following; which 
also lies over: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be authorized to 

_ procure the printing of the illustrations accompanying the 
report of Professor Espy upon his meteorological observa- 
tions; and that the cost of such maps shall not exceed 2 1-2 


cents per copy. 
Mr. BENTON offered the following resolution; 
which was adopted: ; 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instructed to : 


inquire into.the expediency of modifying the militia laws of the 


_Pnited States so as to require the enrolment of every white 
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male citizen of the respective States of the age of twenty- 


one years anà under. the age of thirty-five years, with the eX- : 


ceptions made by existing laws; and to report to.this House 
whether or not, in their opinion, tke burdens ofthe present 
militia organization may not be in other respects greatly al- 
lievated without impairing its efficiency. i 


Mr. CLINTON offered the following; which was ' 


adopted: 


`. Resolved, That the Clerk be, and is hereby, authorized to. | 


distribute among the members- of this House the extra cop- 
ies of the Compendium of the Census of 1840, iow in his 
office. r 

Mr. CARY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to make the'report of the 
Committee on the Rules the special order of the day. 


Mr. CAMPBELL observed that the yeas and- 


nays had been taken upon that question. 

Mr. ADAMS said the yeas and nays were not 
taken; and furthermore, he believed there was a 
mistake made in counting, and that, in point of fact, 
the vote of the House was—— 

Mr. Apams was called to order by Mr. PAYNE; 
who remarked that, if the subject was going to be 
debated, it must lie over. 

Mr. CAMPBELL inquired if this motion could 
beentertained at this time, when the States were be- 
ing called for resolutions. 

he SPEAKER remarked that this was offered 
as a resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS said, a motion for reconsideration 
was always inorder: it was a privileged question, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested that the motion 
was interfering with the business for which the 
rules had been suspended. He thought it would 
come up more properly when that suspension 
ceased. 

The SPEAKER said he considered it a privi- 
leged question, which could be made at any time. 
Mr. BOYD moved that the subject be laid upon 
the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded; and being taken, resulted as follows— 
yeas 80, nays 87: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Barringer, Belser, E. J. Black, 
J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, J. Brinkerhofl, Aaron. V. Brown, W. J. Brown; 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, A, A. Chapman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hoge, Houston, Hughes, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, P. King, Labranche, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, Mc-Connell, McKay, Ma- 
thews, Moore, Newton, Norris, Payne, Pratt, D. S. Reid, 
Reding, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, Sli- 
dell, T. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, 
Stone, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wentworth, and Woodward—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barnard, Beardsley, Ben- 
ton, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Cling- 
man, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, 
Giddings, W. Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hant, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Chas. M. Read, Relfe, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, Tilden, Ty- 
ler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vintòn, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—87. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then gave notice of a desire to 
debate it; and observed that it must, therefore, lie 
over under the rules. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
HARDING, CAVE JOHNSON, BEARDSLEY, 
ADAMS, and the SPEAKER, took part; when 

The SPEAKER decided that the question to lay 
the resolution on the table having been decided in 
the negative, and the question being then on recon- 
sideration, (which was a privileged question,) the 
party moving it had a right to demand a decision 
on it. 


ance of his colleague, Mr. Cares B. Smara; who. 
was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. JAMESON asked if he understood the 
Speaker to decide that the resolution of the gentle- 
man from New York did not lie over, as suggested, 
on notice of debate by. the gentleman. from Ten- 


essees 0 L10 


Mr. PETTIT of Indiana announced the attend- 


` “The CHAIR. said.that-the-queg 
consideration, it must, -according: to: 
_ practice of the: House, now come ui 
Mr. JAMESON said that, int 
of the resolution of the .gentleman : 
to ‘call on the States for resolutions would 
ed, as: this question. would proba! 
‘and occupy the whole day. -He hoped’ 
would review his decision with“ refere 
state of the case, and revise it. Unli 
did so, he would be compelled to appe 
Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested ‘ that 
the resolution should agree to let it Heo të 
‘the call on the States for resolutions was finished: , 
Some conversation followed, when the:resolution 
was; by general consent, laid over till the call on the 
States should be finished. © 7 poh E 
- REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. . 
Mr. PRESTON KING. gave notice -that ‘he 
would, on some future day, ask leave to introduce a 
bill providing to abolish the franking privilege, to 
regulate the rates of postage in accordance with the 
coins of the United, States, and to reduce postage to 
the lowest rates deemed sufficient to. sustain ‘the 
Post Office Department by its own revenue. =°" 
Mr. DANA, in pursuance of notice given, on, 
leave, introduced a bill to amend the act: entitled” 
“An act to reduce into one the ‘several. acts. éstab- 
lishing the Post Office Department; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Pos 
Office and Post Roads. LN sega geht 
PENSIONS TO WIDOWS: . 


Mr. SEYMOUR, on leave, and in pursuance, of 
notice given, introduced a bill to amend: the act 
granting half pay and pensions to certain” widows, 
and the several acts and regulations on the subject, 
and extending the provisions thereof. ne 

The bill having been read twice, ` nid 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of, the Union; but, 
at the suggestion of Mr. STEENROD, withdrew 
that motion, and moved to refer it to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions; which motion was 

reed to. | Soham a NUE ee a 

Mr. PRATT submitted the following: resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury furnish this. 
House, yearly, witha uniform return of all ‘the banks ‘of 
the Union—stating the number of banks in each State; the 
amount of capital, bills in circulation, specie deposites, 
loans and discounts; with the States’ and the Unite: States? 
indebtedness; with the import and export of specie and: bul- 
lion; with the amount of imports paying duty, the amount 
of revenue collected thereon, and the amount free of duty; 
also, the amount exported of foreign goods, and the amount 
exported of the produce and manufactures of this country, 
and also the tonnage of the same, m the tabular form ‘called 
for in the resolution. 


Mr, ADAMS observed that there was a standing 
rule of the House which required the Secretary an~ 
nually to report on the subject; and the” gentleman 
would find the information he wanted in the docu- 
ments of the last session. ae 

Mr. PRATT replied that he wanted theanforma- 
tion in a tabular form, and he had not been able to. 
find it in that form. , weg S 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution, being a 
call on one of the public departments; must, under 
the rules, lie over for one day. -:. : F 

Mr. HUNGERFORD submitted. the following 
resolution; which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed on re- 
trenchment, whose duty it shall be to examine, as ‘far as 
practicable, the amount paid by the Government to each 
and every person. for :sèrvicestas officers oragents, and, in- 
cluding members of Congress, the nature and amount of 
such services; and to recommend such inerease or decrease 
as they shall deem equitable; and further to recommend the 
discharge of all such persons in the pay of the Government 
| Whose services can, in their opinion, be dispensed with. ° 

Mr. BARNARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion: ; : ` 
Resolved, That the Secrétary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to this Honse a copy- of the report of Captain Hughes, 
of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, of the examination 
and survey, made during the last season, of the Hudson 
river, above and below, with reference to the navigation and 
of the publie works connected with the improvement 
thereof. ag. , z 
Mr. McKAY objected to the considération:of the 
resolution; and observed that he wished ihe rule tọ 


be enforced in all cases, 


à The SPEAKER said that it m 
aye i ae uP Pate ae ` 
UNITED. STATES SCHOONER GRAMPUS. 
Mr. BARNARD asked leave to offer a.resolution, 
that the Committee “on Naval Affairs be instructed 
to inquire into'the expediency of providing, by law, 
for a gratuity of one year’s pay’ to the widows and 
orphans: of the officers and seamen- who were lost 


ed to by several; and not received. ` 
BREAKWATER IN THE DELAWARE. 
- Mr. ELMER offered the following. resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee.on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the construc- 
tion of a breakwater near the New. Jersey shore of the 
Delaware bay. 


Mr. FRICK submitted the following joint resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: . 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be directed, in the future disbursements of the 
public moneys for the use of their respective bodies, to 
confine their purchases exclusively to articles the growth 
and manufacture of the Uuited States, provided the same 
can be.procured.of such growth and manufacture; and the 

` said officers be, and they are hereby, directed to make their 
disbursements aforesaid with regard to the strictest econ- 


omy. o; S 
PENNSLYVANIA COAL. 


_ Mr. BIDLACK submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which lies over one day: 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 

ay before this House any communication he may have re- 
eeived on the subject of the use of anthracite coal in the 
navy, for the purpose of. generating steam for propelling 
packet-ships or vessels of war; that he state the results of 
experiments made by the Navy Department upon different 
varieties of coal, and his opinion of the respective value of 
each for naval purposes, having reference to safety, cleanli 
ness, compactness, of storage, and power of generating 
steam; and that he further state whether the department, for 
the purpose of analysis and experiment, has purchased the 
coal made use of, what quantity has been purchased, if any, 
and the amount paid therefor. 


PHILADELPHIA NAVY-YARD. 


. Mr. MORRIS on leave, and in pursuance of no 
tice given, introduced a bill to provide for the con- 
struction of a dry dock and navy-yard at Philadel- 
phia; which was read twiee, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


TRADE WITH GERMANY. 


Mr. A. STEWART offered the following reso- 
lution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if uot, in his opinion, 
incompatible with the public interest, the instructions given 
to our Minister at Berlin, by which he has been authorized 
to propose, in his letter of the 9th of October, 1843, the ne- 
gotiation ofa syed between this Government and the Ger- 
manic States, or “Customs Union,” for mutual reduction to 
be made in their respective tarifis, together with the cor- 
respondence and despatches upon that subject not already 
communicated to this House. 


_ Mr. WILKINS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire in the expediency of authorizing, by law, 
the construction of additional iron steam vessels upon the 
Ohio river, under the superintendence of the Navy Depart- 
ment, to be used for the purposes of harbor defence, as ves- 
sels of war at sea, or to be employed in the revenue service. 


_ Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of bringing ina 
bill similar to an act of 10th February, 1839, authorizing the 
Secretary. of the Navy to effect an equitable settlement 
with persons who have supplied timber and other mate- 
rials to the navy, agreeably to the suggestions in his annual 
report of the 25th November, 1843. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, by general consent, in- 
troduced a resolution directing the Committee on 
the Judiciary to inquire into the expediency of con- 
ferring on the Uunited States Consuls at Constanti- 
nople and other Turkish ports, jurisdiction in civil 
controversies between citizens of the United States: 
considered, and agreed to. 


COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. C. J. INGESROLL, pursuant to notice, in- 
troduced a bill relating to copyright; which was 
read twice, referred to the select committee alread 
appointed on that subject, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS TO TAKE TESTIMONY. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL offered the following res- 

olution, which was agreed. to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into ‘the expedienc 


the judges of the United States to appoint commissioners 


in the late United States schooner Grampus: object- 


Jeo r forone : 


y of empowering | 


z FE 


© to take testimony and grant certificates in cases of fugitives 
‘from labor: > ae Pee 


‘RETRENCHMENT. 


Mr. GILMER, with a few words of explanation,” 


moved the ‘printing of 2,000 copies of the report 
made bythe select committee of the last Congress, 
on the subject of retrenchment in the Executive. De- 
partments. He made. this motion, that the new 
members of the House might be informed on. the 
subject.. It was agreed to. 


_ “CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
Mr. STEENROD, pursuant to notice, introduced 


| a bill making appropriation for continuing the Cum- 


berland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hli- 
nois; and for the erection of a brige at Wheeling. 
It was read twice, and referred. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. STEENROD, pursuant to notice, introduced 
a bill making compensation to pension agents; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 


NEW POST ROUTES. 


Mr. CHILTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be directed to inquire inlo the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-road from Walnut Branch, in the county of 
Faquier, Va, by Weaversville, to Auburn, in the said 
county; and of the establishment ofa post office at Wea 
versville, 


CLAIMS UNDER CHEROKEE TREATIES. 


Mr. CLINGMAN submitted the following joint 
resolution; which, after a few words from “Mr. 
C. JOHNSON, was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to pay such sum or sums of money as may be award- 
ed to claimants by the commissioners now adjudicating claims 
arising under the Cherokee treaty of one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-six, and in fulfilment of the several articles of 
said treaty; and that the certificates required to be issued to 
claimants by the seventeenth article, and in conformity to the 
uniform practice herctofore, shalt be proper and sufficient 
vouchers upon which payment shall be made as aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That no money shall be paid out of the treasury upon 
such certificates after the appropriation heretofore made by 
Congress, in fulfilment of the treaty aforesaid, is exhausted, 
unless hereafter authorized by law. 


PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. McKAY submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over one day, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform this House of the amount of expenditure which has 
been settled on the certificates only of the President of the Uni. 
ted States, since tte 4th March, 1829, and the year in which 
said expenditure was made, 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. RHETT submitted a resolution in the fol- 
lowing terms; on which he moved the previous 
question: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to report a bill reducing all the duties on imports 
over 30 per cent. ad valorem to that amount, and providing 
fora final reduction, within two years, to 20 per cent. ad 
valorem, with such discrimination below this maximum as 
the purposes of revenue shall require. 


After a few words from Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RHETT called for tellers on arenas the 
yeas and nays, and Messrs. Winrurop and Hous- 
TON were appointed; and they reported 81 in the af- 
firmative, and 40 in the négative. 

The previous question was sustained by the 
House; and, on the adoption of the resolution, the 
yeas and nays were taken and resulted as follows— 
yeas 57, nays 112: 


YVEAS—Messrs, Belser, E. J. Black, Jas. A. Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, A.V. Brown, W. J. Brown, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, R. Chapman, A. A. Chapman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Douglass, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Gilmer, Hale, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Herrick, Holmes, Houston, Hughes, James B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Matthews, Owen, 
Payne, Pettit, Relfe, Rhett, Saunders, Thomas Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Stiles, ‘Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, 
and Woodward—a7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bossier, J. Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Cary, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garret Davis, R. D. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Flerence, Foot, French, Frick, Gid- 
dings, We Green, B. Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, 
Henley, Hubbell, Hudson, Hun; erford, Washington Hunt, C. 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave John- 
son, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Daniel. P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, McClel- 
land, Mcllyaine, McKay, Marsh, Moore, Edward J. Morris, 


Morse, Mosely, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Pey- 
‘ton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Read, 


David S: Reid; Ritter, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, 


Schenck, Senter; Severance, T; H. Seymour, David L, Sey- 


mour, Simons; Slidell; Albert Smith, Caleb B.: Smith, Steen. 
rod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew. Stewart, J. Stewart, Stone, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, 
and Jos. A.Wright—l112. EEE 

he resolution was not agreed to. 
* CAMPBELL moved that it be resolved that” 
William J. McCormick be appointed the postmaster 
of this House during the present ‘Congress. And 
upon this resolution he moved the previous ques- - 
tion. S 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the resolution 
upon the table. eet . 

Mr. HAMLIN asked if this were the day as- 
signed for the appointment of a postmaster; if not, 
he thought the resolution was not in order. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL said the effect of the adoption 
of this resolution would be the repeal of the pre- 
vious one. 

Mr. HAMLIN observed, that if this were per- 
missible, they would be able to do that indirectly 
which could not be done directly. . 

Mr. PAYNE said if the gentleman was going to 
debate the resolution, it must lie over. x 

Mr. HAMLIN said he merely raised a question 
of order—the House having appointed a day forthe 
election of postmaster—-whether this resolution 
could be entertained i 

Mr. WINTHROP observed that this appeared to 
him to be one of those questions of consistency 
which it was not within the competency of the 
Chair to decide. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he believed he could re- 
move all difficulty by modifying his resolution as 
follows: “‘that the resolution appointing a day for 
the election of a postmaster be rescinded, and that 
William J. McCormick be appointed postmaster. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether a motion to re- 
scind a regular order of the House was not precise- 
ly the same thing asa motion to rescind a rule of 
the House; and whether a day’s notice would not, 
in such case, be necessary. : 

The SPEAKER remarked that, under the modi- 
fied form, the Chair considered the resolution to be 
in order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that the postmas- 
ter must be elected by vote of the House. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he believed the uniform 
practice had been to appoint that. officer by resolu~ 
tion. ; ; 

Mr. HAMLIN rose again to a question of order. 
He desired to know if the resolution, in its present 
shape, did not involve the same absurdity as at 
first. : 

The CHAIR decided that a resolution to rescind 
a previous one was in order. Dek? 

The question being put upon the motion to lay 
the resolution upon the tabl— 

Mr. WELLER asked the yeas and nays upon 
it; which were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 94, nays 76, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
Bossier, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, {Brodbead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. ‘own, Caldwell, Cary, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, 
Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, El- 
mer, Ficklin, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, Chas, J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 
Moore, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peftit, David S. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. 
Seymour, Simons, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—94. 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, Belser, Edward J. Black, Jas. A. B ack, Milton Brown, 
Burt, Camphell, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Garrett Davis,Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, W. Hunt, J. B. 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, P. B. Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, McClellan, Meilvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. 
Read, Rhett, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and 
Winthrop—76. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day. > 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on Naval 


Afiairs.to report upon the condition of the privateer fund, 


` and to reinstate the 
fit of said fund. 


Mr. HOLMES submitted another resolution, call- 
ng ‘on the Secretary of the Treasury for information 
in relation to the amount of indemnity received from 
Mexico; but it was objected to, and laid over. 


REVENUE TARIFF. 


_ Mr. EJ. BLACK submitted the following r- 
tion; and called for the previous question on it: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means beine - 
etructedto report a bill, as soon as practicable, revising the 
present tariff, and imposing duties on imports on the principle 
of revenue only. 


The second to the previous question having been 
carried—ayes 92, noes not counted, and the main ` 
question ordered without a division— 

Mr. REED of North Carolina called for the yeas 
and nays on the main question, which was, the 
adoption of the resolution; and which being or- 
dered— 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the reading of the 
72d rule; which was read as follows: 


“It shall be the duty of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to take’ into consideration all such re- 
ports of the Treasury Department,and all such prop- 
ositions relative to the revenue, as may be referred 
to them by the House; to inquire into the state of 
the public debt, or the revenue, and of the expendi- 
-ture; and to report from time to time their opinion 
thereon. To examine into the state of the public 
departments, and particularly into the laws making 
appropriations of moneys, and to report whether the 
moneys have been disbursed conformably with such 
laws; and also to report, from time to time, such pro- 
visions and arrangements as may be necessary to 
add to the economy of the departments and the ac- 
countability of their officers.” 


The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution; and resulted—~yeas 83, nays 84, as 
‘ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Belser, Benton, Edward J. Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 
Cullom, Daniel, J. W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dellet, Doug- 
lass, Duncan, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, Gilmer,Hale, Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, 
Hughes, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, Jameson, C. Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, McCauslen, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, - 
McKay, Moore, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Pratt, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, St. John, Saunders, Thomas _ 
H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Weller, Wentworth, and Woodward—s3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, 
Barnard, Beardsley, Bidlack, James Black, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Cary, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, 
Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, R. D. Davis, Deberry, 
Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
French, Frick, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hardin, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Harper, Joseph R. Ingersoll; Irvin, Perley B. Johnson, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, McClelland, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J, Morris, Moseley, Newton, 
Parmenter, Peyton, Elisha R, Potter, Rathbun, Charles 
M. Read, Ritter, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, 
Scheuck, Senter, Severance, David L, Seymour, Simons, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Stone, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, 
and Joseph A. Wright—é&4. 


Mr. STEPHENS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: 

Resvived, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to furnish this House with a statement of the value of the 
imports into the United States during the Jast calendar year, 
ending the 31st day of October last; designating such arti- 
cles as were, by existing laws, subject to duty, from such 
as were admitted duty free; with the various kinds of arti- 
cles and commodities so imported in general elasses, and 
the amount of revenue derived from each, 


Mr. BOYD submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over one day: > 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of constructinga naval depot 
upon the Missiasippi or Ohio river, in accordance with a rec- 


ommendation contained in the report of the Secretary of War, 
bearing date the 5th December, 1340, 


WESTERN RIVERS. 


My. WILLIS GREEN submitted the following; 
resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
sirucied.to inquire into the expediency of appropriating the 
sum oftwo hundred thousand dollars annually, for ten years, 
to be applied to the removal of the obstructions in the Western 
rivers, or sò much thereof as may be necessary to complete 
the same. 2 

Mr. STONE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 


“Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post $ 


pensioners who are entitled to the bene- J] 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the e 
ing in a bill for the benefit of Daniel S.:Lane. 
; DEFALCATIONS. 


XI 


‘Mr. GARRETT DAVIS submitted the following | 


resolution; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House whether or not Jesse Ho t, 
late collector of the port of New York, has or has not viola 
ted the second'section of the act of Congress, entitled “Anact 
to repeal an act to provide for the collection, safe keeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue; and to 
provide for the punishment of cwberien of the public 
money, and for other purposes,” 


MARINE HOSPITALS. 
Mr. FRENCH offered a resolution directing the 


‘Secretary of the Navy to communicate to this 


House -what progress had been made in the pur- 
chase of a site for, and in the erection of, a marine 
hospital on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; which 
lies over one day, under the rule. 


LOUISVILLE CANAL TOLLS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS submitted a series of resolu- 
tions calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for 
information relative to the imposition of tolls on the 
Louisville and Portland canals, &c. These resolu- 
tions were published in the House proceedings of 
the Globe at an earlier period of the session. They 
lie over for one day, under the rule. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. THOMASSON offered a resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into 
the expediency of providing, by law, in all cases of 
removal from office, that it shall be the duty of the 
head of the department in which the removal shall 
be made, or the officer making such removal, to 
assign the reasons for such removal, or furnish 
the charges which had caused it. He said he 
wished to be heard on this resolution; and therefore 
it was laid over under the rule. 


NAVAL DEPOT ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BOYD offered the following resolution; 
which lies over, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a naval de- 
pot upon the Mississippi or Ohio river, in accordance witha 
recommendation contained in the report of the Secreiary of 
War, bearing date December 5th, 1840. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a resolution in- 
structing the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a post route from Somerset, in Pulaski county, 
by way of John Bobbitt’s, to London, in Laurel 
county, Kentucky; which was adopted. 


Mr. GRIDER introduced a bill, of which he had . 


given notice, for the benefit of the devisees or their 
heirs, of a person deceased, whose name was not 
distinctly heard. It was read twice, and referred to 
the Committce of Claims. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON gave notice of a bill to reduce 
the duty on salt, &c. 


TOBACCO. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON introduced the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before the House any communications that 
he may have received, if, in his opinion, it be not incom- 
patible with the public interests, from our ministers or 
agents in other countries, in relafion to the growth, pro- 
duction, and trade, in the article of tobacco, which has not 
beentheretofore communicated to the House. 


It lies over, under the rule. 
CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING. 


Mr. BLACKWELL introduced the following 
resolution; and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to re- 
port to this House the amount of money expended for the 
printing of the House of Representatives during the 27th 
Congress, and to whom paid; and that he also show what 
would have been the amount under the resolution of the 
House ofthe llth day of June, 1841, reducing the price of 
printing 20 per cent. below the price under the joint reso- 
lution of the House of the 3d of March, 1843; and that he 
also inform the House whether any and what portion of 
the printing of the House for that Congress remains yet to 
be executed; and also what is the probable cost of that 
which remains yet to be done, 


DISTRICT SYSTEM. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN, pursuant to previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill to repeal the second section of 
the apportionment law; which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ASHE introduced a bill to authorize the es- 
tablishment of a navy-yard and naval depot. at 
or adjacent to Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; 
which was read- twice, and committed tothe: Com- 


“mittee on Naval Affairs, 


<pediency of bring: 


Résolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury bi 
to rëport to this House: the Hebilities that existé 
the ‘treasury en the ist of March, 1841; ‘and: | 


_ Mr. G. W. JONES offered t 
tion; which was agreed to: x 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post OMce and Post. 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the: expediency of éstab-: 
lishing a post-route from Tinciburg, Lyncoln county, Ten- 
nessee, to Newmarket, Madison county Alabama, and report 
by bill or otherwise. ; ; 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. = 

Mr. DUNCAN offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, _ 
and they are hereby, instructed to report to this Houss, at 
as early aday as possible, a bill to provide for. thé collec- 
tion, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the public 
revenue, containing ‘such provisions, guards, and securi- 
ties as will best effect the objects herein specified; and ‘to 
disconnect the Government revenue from all: banking insti- 
tutions. | : ae i 

On this he moved the previous question. | 

On seconding the demand for that ‘question, tel- 
lers were demanded, and Messrs. Hardusow and 
Deer were appointed. They reported. 81 in the 
affirmative; which was deemed sufficient. =. i : 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, as follows—ycas 110, nays 58: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Beardsley,. Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James, A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker» 
hoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus “A. 
Chapman, Chilton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, 
Daniel, Richard D, Davis, Jshn. W. Davis, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, -Far- 
lee, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, ‘Houston, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCauslen, 
McClelland, McClernard, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, - 
Moore, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Pratt, Rath- 
bun, D. S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. 
John, Saunders, Thomas H.: Seymour, David E. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, ‘Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth heaton, Wil. 
liams, Wilkins, Woodward, and Wright—H0. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, arnard, Mil- 
ton Brown, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Delet, Dickey, Dickinson,” Fish, 
Florence, Foot; Frick, Giddings, Wilis: Green, .Gridér, 
Hardin, Harper, Hudson, ‘Washington Hunt, Joseph R- 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel. P. ‘King, 
McIlvaine, Marsh, Edw. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nés, 
Patterson, Peyton, E. R. Potter, Ramsey, Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert Smit » Andrew 
Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vin- 
ton, White, and Winthrop—ss. 


Mr. WELLER asked and ‘obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary. Pensions. 

Mr. McDOWELL offered the following resolu- 
tion, moved its adoption, and upon that, motion de- 
manded the previous question: er 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways aud Means.be. in- 
structed to report a bill so modifying the present, tariff as to 
provide a revenue sufficient for the wants of the Govern- 
ment, economically administered, and with such discrimina- 
tion as looks to this object, and no other.” Penner 

Mr. HALE moved that the House adjourn; but 
the yeas and nays being demanded, Mr. H. with- 

w the motion. i ridek ddd 

ae WHITE observed that-the call ‘of the States 
for resolutions. not having been gone through, that 
would, of course, be the business for it inorder to~ 
The SPEAKER said he considered that the call 
for resolutions from those States. which had not 
been called to-day, would be: the regular order of 
business. : 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 2 f 

By Mr: RATHBUN:. The petition of David 
Bartlett, of the State of New “York, for an invalid 
pension. The petition of William Glover, of the 
State of New York, praying for an invalid pension. 
The petition of William Slocum, of New-York, for 
an.invalid pension; which petitions were referred. 10.2 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. -o os: 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of sundry citizens 


100 


a bridge across thé Ohio river, at the city of Wheel- 


ing. oe . 

by Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of John 
Davison, a revolutionary soldier, for a pension. 
The. petition of inhabitants of St. Lawrence county, 
New York, for a revision of the rates-of postage. 
‘The petition and papers of John McCrea and Har- 
vey Wakefield: taken from the files of the House, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of 100 citi- 


zens of the town of Cicero, New York, asking for a 
reduction of postage, and the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege. The petition of 100 citizens of the 
town of Lysander, New York, asking that a mail- 
route may be established from Baldwinsville, county 
of Onondaga, to Wolcott, in the county of Wayne, 
New York. 

By Mr. CLINTON: The. petition of Catharine 
S. Chielder and others for a law granting pensions 
to widows of revolutionary soldiers. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
James Carlin and 224 other citizens of Indiana, 
asking a donation of refuse lands, to assist in com- 
pleting the Wabash and Erie canal: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The petition of Ben- 
jamin McCamon and 48 other citizens of Sullivan 
county, Indiana, praying a grant of land in the Vin- 
cennes district, to improve the navigation of the 
Wabash river at the Grand Rapids: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The petition of Dan- 
iel Risinger and 332 other citizens of Knox county, 
Indiana, asking a grant of land in the Vincennes 
district, to improve the Grand Rapids of thé Wabash 
river: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The petition of sundry citizens of Daviess county, 
Indiana, asking a grant of land in the Vincennes 
district to assist in completing the Wabash and 
Erie Canal. i 

By Mr. FRICK: The petition of a number of 
citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, Piss - 
ing for a reduction o potees on letters, periodicals, 
and newspapers. The petition of a number ofin- 
habitants of Lycoming and Northumberland coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania, praying for the extension of a 
post-route from Watsonstown to Mangerville, a dis- 
tance of six miles. The petition of John P. Schuy- 
ler, of Muncy, Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for reliet, for wounds received in the late 
war: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut: The 
petition of Othureil Gillett, of Litchfield, Connecticut, 
for arrearages of pension: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary: Claims, : 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Livingston county, Illinois, for 
change on mail-route between Lexington, McLean, 
Poutiac, and Livingston county, so as to pass Indi- 
ana Grove: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of 514 cit- 
zens of the county of Onondaga, New York, ask- 
ing Congress to re-enact the law of the last Congress 
granting a pension to the widows of officers and sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: A petition of sundry cit- 
izens of North Yarmouth, Maine, praying for the 
adjustment of losses by French cruisers prior to 
1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. Also, a petitiow of William Allen, praying 
fora pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Also, a petition of Simeon Caswell, pray- 
ing for a pension: referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Adams county, Pennsylvania, asking a 
reduction of the present rates of postage. is 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition of citizens 
of Cattawissa, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
for the reduction of postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 4, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the report of the Secretary of the Senate, show- 
ing the manner of the disbursement of ‘the contin- 
gent fund; which, on motion of Mr. TAPPAN, 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from George 
Whitten, of the State of Maine, praying for a pen- 
sion for injuries received in the service of the United 
States in the last war with Great Britain: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


of Paducah, Kentucky, praying the construction of || 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


Mr. MILLER -presented a memorial signed by 


members of the bar of Alexandria, asking that the 
next judge to be appointed for the circuit court of 
the District of Columbia may be be required, by 
law, to reside in that city: referred to the Commit- 
tee on. the District of Columbia. ` 

Mr. BATES. presented a petition from James 
Low, of Charlestown, Massachusetts, for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. t 
Mr. BARROW presented a petition from G. H. 
McFadden, Hale, and others, of Louisiana, citizens 
of the parish of. Point Coupee, asking for the pas- 


. sage of a law granting them pre-emption to certain 


tracts of land in that State: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, asking a further appropria- 
tion for the completion of the works commenced in 
the harbor of Erie, in that State: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from William 
Grant, guardian of Thomas Westcalt, praying for a 
restoration of pensions which he formerly received, 
under the law of 1887 for the more equitable ad- 
ministration of the navy pension fund: referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, a few days ago, a 
petition from James Wilson, the keeper of the gate 
at the Capitol, praying for an increase of compensa- 
tion, had been referred to the Committee on the Con- 
tingent Fund of the Senate. This reference was 
improperly made. He is not paid from the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate. That committee have, 
therefore, nothing to do with it. It should have 
been referred to the Comimittee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. He moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee on the Contingent Expenses from its further con- 
sideration, and to refer it to that committee. 

Mr. DAYTON, chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings, inquired what the nature of the 
petition was, if it was not properly referable to the 
Committee on the Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. TAPPAN replied, that it was a petition from 
one of those belonging to that army called the police 
of the Capitol. His application had nothing to do 
with the contingent fund. 

The committee was accordingly discharged; and 
the petition was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from citizens 
of Philadelphia, in reference to the naval pension 
law, praying that some provision may be made for 
those widows whose pensions were discontinued in 
consequence of the repcal of the law of 1837 for the 
more equitable distribution of the naval pension 
fund: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said there were several 
memorials on the files of the Senate, signed by mer- 
chants of New York, asking Congress to make such 
alterations in the existing law in relation to draw- 
backs, as to allow a drawback upon goods re-export- 
ed in original packages to the British North Amer- 
ican provinces. He moved that those memorials be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking a further appropri- 
ation of money to continue and complete the works 
begun in the harbor of Erie, in that State. Mr. B. 
said, if this was the proper time to go into the dis- 
cussion ofthe subject, he could show that, whether as 
connected with the commercial interests of the great 
West, or the commercial interests of the whole 
country, it was of equal importance that the works 
in this harbor should go on: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. CHOATE, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Edward Earle, the inventor and 
patentee of a process of preserving vegetable matter 
from decay, and praying its adoption at the various 
armories, arsenals, and navy-yards of the United 
States, be taken from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, moved that that com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Ira Day, praying compensation 
for carrying the mail; and that the subject be indefi- 
nitely postponed. ` 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the question was 
laid on the table for the present. 

On motion by Mr. FULTON, it was ordered that 
the documents on the files relating to the claim of 
Henry Funkhouser, for a balance due him under a 
contract for supporting certain emigrating Indians, 


“pe taken therefrom, and referred to the Committee 


on Indian: Affairs. : 

On motion by Mr. COLQUITT, it was ordered 
that the petition of Samuel Walker and Francis G. 
Beatty, praying a consideration for injuries received 
by the falling of the scaffoldon which they were at 
week on the Treasury building, be taken from tlte 
fileS, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the petition of George Harrison, 
praying to be reimbursed for liability for amount of 
overpayment made by him while a paymaster : in 
the army, made an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill granting a certain 

uantity of land to aid in the improvement of the 

ox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
bya canal, in the Territory of Wisconsin; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. SEMPLE, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Uriah Brown, of Illinois, praying 
an investigation of his invention on the subject of 
coast defences by means of fire-ships, be taken from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


. Affairs. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
John Becraft, a soldier in the last war with Great 
Britain, praying a pension for wounds received: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. $ 

. On motion of Mr. WALKER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a mail route from Mississippi City to Jackson, in Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced à bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of William Walker; 
which was read twice, and with adocument, (being an 
argument ofthe attorney of the legal representative,) 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, on leave, introduced a bill 
making an appropriation for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois; which. was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. i 


THE OREGON. 


Mr. ARCHER said that the resolution submit- 
ted by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Arren,] touching 
the Oregon question, had been laid on the table to ac- 
commodate him. He now rose to make his ac- 
knowledgements to that honorable Senator, for his 
forbearance to press the resolution in consequence 
of his (Mr. Arcwur’s) indisposition. He had no 
objection to taking up the resolution now, with a 
view to its passage. 

The resolution was then taken up, and read as 
follows, viz: 

_ Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before the 
Serate,if in his judgment that may be done without preju- 
dice to the public interests, a copy of any instructions which 
may have been given by the Executive to the American Minis- 
ter in England on the subject of the title to, and occupation of, 
Oregon, since the 4th day of March, 1841; also, a copy of any 
correspondence which may have passed between this Govern- 


ment and that of Great Britain in relation ‘to that subject, since 
that time. 


Mr. MOREHEAD had no objection at all to the 
information which the resolution proposes to ob- 
tain from the executive department; but ever since the 
Senator from Ohio had submitted the resolution, he 
(Mr. M.) had entertained. considerable doubt in his 
own mind whether, during the pending of a 
negotiation between the executive of this Govern- 
ment and the Government of Great Britain, the 
Senate should ask for the communication of the 
correspondence on the subject from the executive, 
until the conclusion of that negotiation. It seemed 
to him that this was a subject which deserved very 
serious consideration; and, although the resolution 
was worded in the guarded manner in which such 
resolutions are usually worded—although it was 
left to the President of the United Slates, whether 
he should conceive it consistent with the public in- 
terest to give the information called for; yet he (Mr. 
M.) was very much disposed to doubt the policy of 
the course proposed. It was a resolution that should 
be seriously considered by the Senate. While 
he said this, he could not be suspected by the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio of throwing any obstacle 
in the way of the passage of the resolution. His 
solicitude arose only from a desire on his part to adopt 
no rule of proceeding in the Senate which should 
hereafter create difficulty. It seemed to him that to 
establish a rule calling upon the President of the 
United States for correspondence in reference to any 


eign Governments, would be to establish a rule 
which, in all’ probability, would be attended with 
much difficulty. He therefore rose to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the subject, that the resolution 
might not pass entirely unobserved, rather than for 
the purpose of throwing any obstacles in the way of 
the passage of the resolution. If the Senator from 
Ohio had no objection, he would move that the $o- 
ject be laid on the table for the present, and that itbe 
called up at some future time. : 

Mr. ALLEN was well aware that the Senator 
from Kentucky could have none but a proper mo- 
tive for the motion which it was his intention to 
make; but he was also equally well aware that the 
mass of the people west of the Alleghanies felt a 
deep interest in the question of the immediate occu- 

ation of the Oregon Territory by this Government 

Te thought that the apprehensions of the Senator 
from Kentucky were entertained without sufficient 
foundation. He held that to refuse this inquiry 
on the grounds taken by the Senator from Kentuc- 
ky, would be to establish, for the first time, a prece- 
dent which might be worked to the detriment of the 
best interests of the country. It was not proposed 
by this resolution to establish any new precedent. 
The precedent on which it rested was as old as the 
Senate itself; and, on reference to its journals, it 
would be: found that this mode of calling on 
the Executive for information in relation to a 
subject of this nature has been pursued almost as 
much as on any other subject of information. He 
knew very well, that, by the Constitution of the 
United States, the President of the United States 
had the initiation of all negotiations with foreign 
governments; but that is all he has. He has not 
the sole and. absolute power to bind this Govern- 
ment, independent of any act of the other branch of 
the Government, designated by the Constitution to 
ratify his acts. The Senator asked, why call for 
this information pending the negotiation now going 
on? His (Mr. Atren’s) answer was, why call for 
it after the negotiation is concluded—when all is 
done for good or for evil that the Executive can do? 
It was but a poor remedy for the evil done, to call 
on him to furnish the grounds of his decision in the 
matter. The example of the manner in which the 
British treaty had been negotiated should admonish 
the Senate on this point. 

The Senate of the United States has a duty to 
perform; but it is impossible for it to effect anything 
in arresting public calamity, if it does not interfere 
till the work of calamity is so far advanced that it 
cannot be arrested. The Senate need not be remind- 
ed of the discussions which the British treaty had 
given rise to in this chamber. All that took place 
on that subject had been made known to the public. 
But he would appeal to the Senators in the majority, 
and ask them, was it not within their recollection 
that, against the strongest arguments, the treaty was 
agreed to by two-thirds of the body, on the ground 
that the Executive had acted in the matter, and that 
the honor of the country would be compromitted b 
any departure from the negotiation concluded. {t 
was maintained, in defence of this course, by two- 
thirds of this body, that the calamity of the country 
would be greater in refusing the concurrence of 
the Senate, than in accepting the treaty as it was. 
Yet the treaty was made before the Senate could act: 
it was consummated within the reach of a strong 
man’s voice from the Seriate, though it contained 
provisions repugnant to the sense of a large majority 
of this body: still it went through with a majority of 
two-thirds, because, each Senator acting on the state 
of the case saw that it was too late to do otherwise 
than confirm the act of the Executive. Could it be 
imagined that so. many Senators, standing here as 
the Representatives of sovereign States themselves, 
would have agreed to a treaty by which one of the 
States of this Union was to be dismembered, and 
nearly a fourth of its territory taken from it and cast 
as an additional fragment into the territory of the 
British Empire,—could it be imagined that two-thirds 
of this Senate would have had any occasion to give 
‘their vote for the confirmation of such a treaty in the 
shape in which it was presented for confirmation, had 
the rights of this body been exercised before the nego- 
tiation of it had. been brought to a conclusion? 
True, the Senate had had the correspondence of the 
two Governments along with the treaty; but it was 
too late; it was ata time when it could effect no 
good, and was therefore of no use. Here, now, was 
an. opportunity of profiting by the example. A 
treaty is negotiating between this Government and 
the: Goverment of Great Britain, in relation to the 


subject of negotiations between this country.and for- 


| their representatives. - 


Territory of Oregon. 
the. newspapers, since the last. session of Congress, 
the fact stated, that a call had been made on Mr. 
Peel, the British minister, in Parliamentyas to what 
was doing about this very negotiation. His “an- 
swer, couched in all the ambiguity familiar to 
ministers in his situation, was such’ as, with- 
out being very definite, conveyed’ the idea that 
such a` negotiation was going on as would 
eventually secure the rights “and welfare of 
the British empire. This negotiation was going on 
after the Senate of the United States-had passeđda 
bil for the occupation of the territory, and made 
the question a legislative question; ‘and now it is 
going on, while a bill lately introduced is actually 
the subject of present legislation, in conformity with 
the expressed wishes of the American people. 
Having reason to believe that a negotiation was 
going on upoh a subject of legislative action, it was 
proper that the nature of the negotiation should be 
known to the legislative body pending the act of 
legislation, lest a conflict of action might take place 
between the executive and legislative departments 
of the Government. Now, he held that it was the 
right of the Senate of the United States, pending a 
negotiation anywhere, or for any object, to demand 
of the President of the United States, that he shall 
place before this body, information as to all the steps 
and stages of that negotiation previous to its conclu- 
sion. The Senate, by the Constitution, is made a 
part ofthe negotiating power; and if it is to exercise 
its power only after another power has been exer- 
cised, which renders its power impotent, it is in 
effect left without the power conferred upon it by 
the Constitution. 

He undertook to say that the language of this 
resolution is the precautionary language always 
employed in like resolutions calling for information 
in relation to the correspondence of this Government 
with foreign Governments. The President has 
the authority to make the first move. He acts in 
advance of the Senate—with it, or with it not. The 
condition of any question being known to him, he 
is better able to judge the propriety and policy of 
entering upon the negotiation. 

It is a matter addressed to his own judgment. 
Either it is right, or it is wrong, to lay the corres- 
pondence relative to the pending negotiation before 
the Senate. Ifit be right, he can send it here. If 
wrong, he will keep it to himself, and inform the 
Senate that it is not expedient for the public service 
yet to disclose the correspondence. 

But this resolution was not only right on general 
principles, but it was particularly important that it 
should be adopted, when the question to which it 
refers was a subject of legislative action. When the 
Senate is acting on the Oregon bill, is it not to know 
what may be the consequences of passing that bill? 
And how is it to know it, if the state of 
the case is concealed from the Senate? It 
will, if not informed on this subject by the 
Executive, be legislating in the dark. The Presi- 
dent may be bound to one state of things, while 
Congress, by its solemn law, binds the country to 
another; and then the spectacle is presented to the 
world of the question standing on two totally dif- 
ferent grounds in consequence of the simultaneous 
action of two branches of the Government, the one 
acting without the requisite knowledge of the action 
of the other. Whatsoever may be the consequence 
of communicating the information called for, the 
country is ready and willing to meetit. He (Mr. 
ALLEN) remembered to have read a report of Mr. 
Peel’s speech after the Senate had passed the Oregon 
bill of last session, in which he said that bill, had it 
become a law, would have been a cause of war. 
This was the declaration made by the prime minis- 
ter of England in his place in Parliament, and there- 
fore it cannot be supposed that it was a declaration 
made without authority, or without a motive. 
It was a declaration made for the purpose of 
admonishing the Congress of the United States, 
that, under the threat of war, itshould keep still on 
the subject of the Oregon Territory, and leave the 
matter to negotiation. Cause of war! A declara- 
tion made by the British minister with regard to 
the action of one branch of this Government in re- 
lation to its own territory—a territory as large as 
that of England, three times multiplied! If that 
British minister thought that such a delaration was 
calculated to make any. impression on the represent- 
atives of the people of this country, he was great- 
ly mistaken. It could have no operation on: the 
American people, and certainly should have none on 


He. remembered seeing in 


-know the fact. 


- -He (Mr. Arren) now 
state of ‘this negotiation A 
American people to. see it. Te it 
prepare: for the alternative of ‘war or 
of their territory, the American. people 
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millions to maintain their righ 


Should this 


able to say that. he should vote knowing, 
and with that action necessary for delibe: 
lation. That he could vote on. the bill while n 
tiation on the subject of it was going o 3 
two Governments, and vote understan ing: 
out the information called for -by this resolutioi 
seemed to himimpossible. It could not be done. The 
Senate, in the absence of that information; would, 
have to legislate in the dark, and that by its own: 
volition; because it commanded it to the dark, where’ 
the power. existed of. commanding the light.. "The: 
Senate puts this resolution on the table, and ‘then 
and then votes to put the bill also on the table,.on 
the plea that it knows not what. has been done with 
regard to. the negotiation. "Would ‘this -be a: satis- 
factory excuse to the country for not.acting on the 
bill, after the Senate had refused to obtain the infor- 
mation necessary for its action? For his part, he 
should not return to his constituents: with any 
such excuse. He would not: go. home. ‘and 
tell his constituents that certain’ negotiations. 
were going on, concerning which he had re~ 
fused to make any inquiry, and therefore he had 
not heen ready to act upon the bill; and especially,, - 
after the intimation of the British minister that the. 
action of the Senate, had it become ‘a law, would: 
have been considered a cause of war. He. aur 
ALLEN] did not know that it would actually have 
been a cause of war; but if it had: been, “he could 
say that the country was prepared to meet the’con- 
sequence. peg 


If the resolution now under consideration, should 
fail before the Senate’ in its present capacit ry he: 


tion, 


should try it again when’ the Senate. should: as-, 
sume another capacity, when it: would be unques- 
informa: 


tionably within its province to call for the ‘inform: 
tion. if the Senator from Kentucky thought proper: 
to renew his motion to lay the resolution ‘on the: 
table, he (Mr. Arten) should feel constrained ‘to: 
demand the yeas and nays on that question : 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose to renew his-motion.’ He 
had not intended, in making the motion, to give rise 
to a discussion on the merits of the resolution. He 
had expressed to the Senate the doubt swhich he en- 
tertained as to the propriety ofadopting:a resolution 
like this, at the present stage of the negotiation. He 
was not satisfied with regard to the propriety of the 
action of the Senate on the resolution then. He had 
not risen to make any opposition to it. His. sole 
object was to delay action on the subject, until the 
Senate should have an opportunity’ of. reflecting 
more deliberatety on the resolution. | This, was the. 
only object he had in view. It was his desire ‘that 
the members of that body should have time to make 
up their minds on the subject. Tt was one of much : 
importance, and should be calmly and deliberately 
considered. a Td oe 

He was not very clear that it was the duty of the 
Senate, at any time pending. a very important and 
delicate negotiation, the interruption of which might 
lead to war, to interfere with: the negotiation in 
progress and carrying on by that'departinent of the 
Government to whom the Constitution has entrusted. 
the power of carrying on such negotiations. -That 
they should interfere with the movements of that 
department, he was, not-sure was proper: forthe 
Senate to dot He- did not know ‘whether ‘there 
were any precedents on the subject or not; : but that 
was of very: little importance, as he considered this 
the exercise of a right, if jt existed, which was ad- 
dressed to their judgment and sense of propriety. 
The question was whether, in the pending of nego- 
tiations, it should be their. duty to interfere with the 
progress of such negotiations. He desired to have 


: some time for reflection; and it was with that view 


he renewed the motion to ‘lay the matter on the ta- 
ble. He hoped the considerations of the resolu- 
tion would ‘be postponed till next Tuesday. + 
Mr. ALLEN said thatit might then be too late; 
butif the Senator from Kentucky wished the -post- 
onement for information, and did not consider that 
the object of the resolution would be defeated by the 


102 


till to-morrow or next day. = : 

Mr. MOREHEAD -observed'that the honorable 
chairman of the Committee ón Foreign Relations 
[Mr. Arcusr] -had not been, of. late, as was well 


known by the Senate, in a condition of health - 


which would enable him to look into. the subject, or 
to examine precedents; and it was witha view of af- 
fording that gentleman, as well as ethers, an oppor- 
tunity of inquiry, thathe (Mr. M.) had renewed the 
motion—not ‘for the purpose of interfering with the 
object of the Senator from Ohio. j 
rt. ALLEN said he was willing, under those 

circumstances, that the resolution should -be post- 
poned to Monday. 

Mr. MOREH@AD inquired if there was not a 
special order for that day? ; 

The CHAIR answered in the negative; and, 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the resolution was 
laid over till Monday next. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that, some days ago, 
a resolution was adopted, on his suggestion, calling 
upon the Postmaster General: to furnish copies of 
certain accounts, kept in all the post-offices in the 
United States, of the letters, papers, and pamphlets, 
passing through the mails during the month of Oc- 
tober. He found, on inquiry, that those accounts 
comprise two or three large volumes. To make 
copies of them would incur a heavy and unnecessa- 
ry expense. He therefore proposed to supersede 
the call by a resolution in a modified form—calling 
for a synopsis of those accounts. The resolution 
was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Posmaster General be directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with a synopsisof the account he caused to be 
keptof the number of letters, newspapers, pamphlets, &c., 
which passed through the mails of the United States during 
the month of October last; and that the copies of said accounts 
called for by the resolution of the Senate of the 2d day of Janu- 
ary be dispensed with. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE LORD'S DAY. 


Mr. MERRICK said he had received a copy of a 
cireular letter from some gentlemen in Baltimore city, 
who styled themselves the friends of the Lords 
day, accompanied with a request that he would have 
it read to the Senate. Those gentlemen, he believed, 
proposed to hold a convention in that city for the 
purpose of taking measures to induce or promote a 
more strict observance of that day as a day of rest 
from worldly employments. He desired to be par- 
ticularly respectful to those gentlemen. He would 
treat their request with all due respect, but he did 
not think the circular was one proper to be present- 
ed to the Senate. He had no doubt it originated 
from the most pure and elevated motives; and, ag it 
was perfectly respectful in language, he hoped it 
would be read as was desired. le presented it for 
that purpose. 


The CHAIR remarked that, as the circular was 
not addressed to the Senate, and was not connected 
with any business pending before that body, he did 
not think that it was in order to have it read, except 
by permission of the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON then objected to the reading of the 
circular. 

Mr. MERRICK said the circular was not ad- 
dressed to the Senate, but to him, with a request that 
it should be read to the Senate. Its object was to 
promote the general observance of the Lord’s day; 
and as this body have all proper respect for that day, 
he did not think they would be committing any 
great impropriety in acceding to the wish of those 
addressing the circular, though it not propose any 
legislative action. He submitted to the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that he had been 
placed upon two committees of the Senate—the 
Committee on Claims and the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. From his little experience since he 
had been engaged in the business of the latter com- 
mittee, he was convinced that he could not attend to 
the duties of both committees. He therefore wished 
to be excused from serving on the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. ` 

„The question was taken, and he was excused. 

On motion of Mr. HAY WOOD, the President pro 
tem. was empowered to.appoint another member to 
fill the vacancy. 

Mr. FULTON gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint resolution to 
extend the franking privilege. to the ex-Vice Pres- 
idents. of the United States, 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following. resolution; 
whieh was agreed to, vizi 


delay, he would have no objection ‘to postponing it 


eS aeai | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Resolved, That the Committee.on the Post. Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
inga post route from Carlysle, by Hanover and Marcoutch, to 
Belleville, in St. Clair county, in the State of Illinois. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in committee of the whole, 
the bill for the relief of Edward. Kinnard. 
~ ‘The bill directs the Treasurer of the United States 
to: pay to- said Kinnard the sum of $50; being the 


, the amount of a penalty inflicted.on and paid by him 


in New Orleans, for not having, as by law, directed 
his name endorsed on the register of the ship Pac- 
tolus,-of which he was commander. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, though averse to taking up the 
time of the Senate, felt himself bound to oppose the 
further consideration of this bill. It was not, he 
contended, a case for the Senate to act on; it being 
expressly provided by the laws of the United States, 


~- that where a forfeiture or fine ig incurred under said 


laws, the individual incurring such, if he finds or 
considers himself aggrieved, has his remedy in ap- 
plying to the district judge, giving sufficient notice 
to the district attorney, and producing in court such 
proofs as he may be possessed of, to substantiate his 
claim to relief, In the present case, these steps have 
not been taken; and he must, therefore, oppose any 
action on the bill by the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON agreed with Mr. Hay- 
woop in his view of the law, but supposed that he 
had not taken into consideration the fact, that money 
once paid into the treasury for fines or otherwise, 
could not be refunded without a special act. In the 
present case, the money was so paid; and so satisfied 
were the officers in whose hands the power lay, that, 
if the application had been made to them in time, 
accompanied by the proofs since submitted, that the 
offence was altogether accidental, they would have 
at once remitted the penalty. The committee to 
whom the case had been referred, fully satisfied 
themselves that there was nothing wilful to be com- 
plained of in the matter, felt it their duty to report 
the bill. 

Mr. HAYWOOD contended against the principle 
of the Senate entertaining. such claims, when the 
law provided so abundantly for their adjustment 
elsewhere; but if (he said) a claim must come be- 
fore this body, the person so claiming must have 
something stronger to advance than that the omis- 
sion for which he has been fined was caused by 
neglect: he must be able to show that it was the effect 
of accident, or other cause, over which he could 
have no control. Ignorance of the law, especially 
in the present case, could not be received as an ox- 
cuse. Fhe captain or commander of a ship, it must 
be assumed, cannot be ignorant of a law so gener- 
ally known and interesting to those of his profes- 
sion. If so, it only proves him unfit for his situa- 
tion; and the prayer for refunding is, therefore, on 
the ground that he did not know his duty. It was, 
he maintained, an act of wilful negligence, and, as 
such, not meriting the favorable consideration of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON briefly replied that the 
committee was convinced that the omission was 
not wilful; that this captain had no intention to vio- 
late the law; that it was a mere mistake, and a very 
natural one, too, under the circumstances of the 
case. It was by mere accident that the name was 
omitted to be written on the register. 

There being no further debate, the bill was report- 
ed to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business; and, 
after a short time spent therein, the doors were 
opened; and 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was then considered, and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate all the correspondence in 
the War Department in relation to the proceedings and con- 
duct of the Choetaw commission, now sitting in the State of 
Mississippi, on the Dancing Rabbit Creek treaty. 

On motion, it was agreed that, when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. Then, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS. 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 4, 1844. 
The journal was read and approved. 
REVENUE TARIFF. 


Mr. TIBBATTS said he wished to give notice 
that he intended, at the proper time, to move for the 
reconsideration of the vote on the rejection of the 


i 


resolution offered yesterday by : 
from Georgia, [Mr. Biacx,] for the revision of the 


the gentleman 


tariff.. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that it 
would then be in order to-make that motion. 

Mr. TIBBATTS accordingly moved to reconder 
the vote on. the rejection of the said resolution; 
whip was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to report a bill, as soon as practicable, revising the 
present tariff, andimposing duties on imports on the prin- 
ciple of revenue only. 

Mr. BLACK inquired whether it would be in or- 
der to move for a call of the House before taking 
the vote on the question; and being answered by the 
Speaker in the affirmative, he made that motion. 

Mr. PAYNE suggested to the gentleman to let 
his motion lie over for the present. 

Mr. BLACK replied, that if the gentleman would 
give him any Soi reason for letting his motion lie 
over, he would accede to his request. 

Mr. PAYNE said he wished to avoid the con- 
sumption of time, as the same subject would come 
up to-day on the resolution of the gentleman from 

io. 

The question on ordering a call of the House was 
then put, and carried. 

Mr. McCLERNARD inquired if the unfinished 
business of yesterday, being the call on the States 
for resolutions, would not first come up. 

The SPEAKER replied that the call of the House 
and motion fora reconsideration being privileged 
questions, would have the preference over all other 
business. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked if the resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio, on the subject of the tariff, 
would not come up to-day. If so, the object of 
the gentleman could be best attained by taking the 
question on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER said that resolution would be the 
first in order after finishing the business then before 
the House. 

The call of the House was then proceeded with; 
resulting in 173 members having answered to their 
names. 

The absentees were then called, when it was as- 
certained that 184 members were present. 

Mr. WELLER observed that all the members 
who were in the city were no doubt in attendance. 
He would, therefore, move that all further proceed- 
inga under the call be dispensed with. 

his motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TIBBATTS now moved the reconsideration 
of the vote of yesterday on Mr. BrLacr’s resolution, 
with the view of offering the following as a substi- 
tute: 

Resolved, That the Commiitee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to report a bill so modifying the present tariffof du- 
ties on imports asto provide, with the other resources ofthe 
treasury, a revenue sufficient for, and limited to, the wants of 
the Government, eeonomically administered; and with such 


discrimination, as shall not operate oppressively on one part of 
the community for the benefit of another. 


Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. S. then moved the previous question on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McDow- 
ETL,| which now came up in order. 

This resolution was offered at alate hour yester- 
day, and the previous question was demanded on 
it; but the House adjourned before any action was 
had thereon. 

The resolution was in the following terms: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to report a bill so modifying the present tariff as to 
provide a revenue sufficient for the wants of the Government, 


economically administered,"and with such discrimination as 
looks to this object and no other. 


Mr. RHETT called for tellers, and Messrs. 
‘Winxturop and Payne were appointed; and they 
reported 81 in the affirmative, and 21 in the nega- 
tive. The previous question having been seconded, 
and the main question ordered—. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeay 84, nays 
102, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Belser, Benton, Edward J. Black, James 
A. Black, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Da- 
vis, Dellet, Dickinson, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, 
Gilmer, B. Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Her- 
rick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hughes, J. B.. Hunt, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kenne- 
dy, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, . Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McCauslen, McClernand, MeConnell; McDowell, McKay, 
Methews, Moore, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery P. 


Potter, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, St. John, Sann- 
ders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Taylor, 
‘Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, and Woodward—s4. 
.NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Bar- 


nard, Beardsley, Bidlack, James Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah | 


Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Elis, Far- 
lee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, brick, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B, Johnson, Presión King, 
Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmen- 
ter, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, 


Ramsey, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, Charles M. Read, Ritter, . 


Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sever- 
ance, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith; Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
Stone, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, 
Winthrop, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—102, 


So the resolution was not agreed. to. 
The call for resolutions from States was then pro- 
ceeded with, the State of Ohio being next in order. 


CIRCUIT COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. HARPER offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquire into ihe expediency of reporting an act 
to amend the act of the 10th March, 1838, entitled “an act 
to change the time of holding the circuit and district courts 
in the district of Ohio,” approved June Ist, 1842; and that the 
petitions in relation to that subject, now on the files of this 
House, be taken therefrom, and referred to said committee. 


COMMITTEES ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. VINTON offered the following; which lies 
over, under the rule: 


` Resolved, That the present Committee on Commerce shall 
hereafter be called “the Committee on Foreign Commerce,” 
whose duty it shall be to take into consideration all such peti- 
tions, matters, or things, touching the commerce of the United 
States with foreign nations, as shall be referred to them by 
the House; and, from time to time, to report their opinion 
thereon, togéther with such propositions relative thereto as to 
them shall seem expedient. And there shail also be a standing 
committee of nine members, to be called “the Committee on 
Commerce among the States,” whose duty it shal] be to take 
into consideration allsuch petitions, matters,or ti.ings, touching 
the commerce among the several States, as shall be referred to 
them by the House; and, from time ta time, to report their 
opinion thereon, together with such propositions relative there- 
toas to them shall seem expedient. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. MOORE offered the following resolution; 
which lies over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay be- 
fore this House, at his earliest convenience, any plan or recom- 
mendations he may think expedient and proper in relation to 
the reorganization and discipline ofthe militia. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE GRAMPUS. 


Mr. SCHENCK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of placing on 
the pension list the surviving widows aud orphans of the ofi- 
cers and crew who perished in the United Siates schooner 
Grampus; and to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. GIDDINGS gave notice that he should here- 
after ask leave to introduce a bill, the title of which 
was not read. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following; which 
lies over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury cause to be 
laid before the House a statement, showing the value of manu- 
factures of wool, cotton, silk, flax, iron, glass, paper, hemp, 
and the quantity of sugar, moiasses, tea, coffee, hemp, cordage, 
and salt, imported annually, after deducting the re-exportations 
entitled to drawback; the rate of duty and amount of duty, de- 
duction being made for drawback, which acciued annually on 
each respecuvely, from 1800 to 1811, fram 1812 to 1815, from 
1816 :o 3824, from 1825 to 1828, from 1829 to 1832, and irom 
1833 to 1812, inclusive. 2d. A statement showing the value 
of imports, and the amount of duties which accrued thereon, 
after deducting drawbacks, annually from 1800 to 1842, inclu- 
sive. 3d. A statement showing the quantity of refined sugar 
imported, the rate of drawback, and the amountof such draw- 
back, annually, during the same period. 


THE FINE. 
Mr. DAWSON offered the following resolution, 
and moved the previous question: 


Resolved, That on Saturday next, at 3 o'clock, the debate 
upon bill No. 1 [Genera] Jackson’s] shall cease, and the com- 
mittee shail proceed to vote upon any amendments that may 
be pending, or that may be submitted and; then report the bill, 
with such amendments as shall have been agreed to, to the 
House. 

Upon the motion for the previous question, tellers 
were demanded, 

Messrs. Cave Jonuson and Jenxs were ap- 
pointed to act as tellers; and, having counted the 
votes, they reported 85 in the affirmative, and 55 
in the negative. 7 

The SPEAKER then put the. question, “Shall 
the main question be now put which was 


“agreed to, and the yeas and-nays: demanded on 


the passage of the resolution; which being ordered, 
were taken, and resulted—yeas 118, nays 55, as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS-—-Messrs. Anderson, Barringer, Beards Ber- 
ton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, Jas. Black, James ny, pep 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod: 
head, William J, Brown, Bufiington, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
lom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Deberry, Dillingham, Duncan, Dunlap, Elis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Florence, Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, 
Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin; Haralson, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Washing- 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mc- 
Causien, McClelland, McConnell, McKay, Moore, Edward 
J. Morris, Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Phe- 
nix, Pratt, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas 
H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Sykes, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Williams, 
Wilkins, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Belser, Bowlin, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Chilton, Collamer, 
Cranston, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Fish, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hoge, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, McClernard, 
McDowell, Mclivaine, Marsh, Mathews, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Norris, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha 
R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, An- 
drew Stewart, Taylor, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, White, and Winthrop—55. 


There not being two-thirds of the votes in the 
affirmative, the resolution was not agreed to. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS offered the following; 
which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill so 
modifying the present tariff, as to abolish the duty on salt. 


AD VALOREM DUTY. 


Mr. PETTIT offered the following; which also 
lies over: 


Resolved, That all branches of industry ought to be placed, 
or rather left, on the same fooling; and that no legislative ad- 
vantage ought to be given to one class of our citizens following 
any particular occupation, over any other class following any 
other occupation. 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to bring in a bill providing for an exclusively ad valo- 
rem tariff upon all importatious at the lowest rate of ner cent. 
that will, in their opinion, furnish the necessary revenue for 
the United States. 


FLORIDA SQUADRON. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana offered the following 
resolution; which also lies over: 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Navy be required to 
report to this House, at as early a day of the present session ag 
convenient, when the squadron under the command of Lieut. 
John 3. McLaughlin was ordered into the service of the Florida 
war; the number and grade of vessels uuder his command; and 
the whole number of men, officers, sailors, soldiers, and ma- 
rines stated separately; the amount of pay received by the 
commandant; ifanyextra or additionai, for what,and how much, 
stating the amount of pay given to each class of officers acpa- 
rately; how Jong it was from the sailing of the squadron to the 
end of the expeditien; the amount of all kinds of supplies 
properly chargeable to said expedition, stating the kinds of sup- 
plies under their proper heads, and giving the tiospital supply 
in detail; also, to state the loss of lfe in the expedition; those 
who fel: victims to the climate by sickness, and those who were 
killed in battle; their number (not their names) and the number 
of the enemy that was killed or taken in battle; to state the 
average number of sick in the hospital during the time indi- 
cated; also, to state whether canaes were used in the expedition 
against the Indians; what was the cost of the aggregate, and 
what the cost of each separately. 


OREGON, 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, the following resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs: 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Siates of America in Congress assembled, That 
in accordance with the provisions of the second article ofa 
convention between the United States of America, and the 
King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 
the 6th September, 1827, continuing indefinitely the provisions 
of the third article of the convention of 20th October, 1818, 
relative to the joint occupancy by Great Britain, and the United 
States of America, of certain lands on the northwest coast of 
America, westward of the Stony Mountains, commonly called 
the Territory of Oregon, the Presidentof the United States be 
requested to give due notice of twelve months to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, that, afier the expiration of the said term 
of notice, the United States of America will annul and abrogate 
the said convention of the 6th September, 1827, so continuing 
the provisions of the thirdjarticle of the convention of 20:h 
October, 1818, asaforesaid. 


On motion of Mr. HENLY, the following resolu- 
tion was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed 


te’ inquire: inte the expediency of providing by daw: rR 


Cross, Cul ` 


ki 


: the public ‘lands Jying within the States of Alabama, Miasis: 


“regulation of the fees allowed tothe proper offic 
cales anid other papers issued ‘to. foreigners: 
come citizens of the United States, = o 0s: 
: PRE-EMPTION: RIGHTS. 
Mr: BROWN of Indiara, on leave; and 
suance of notice previously given, introduced 
to grant pre-emption rights to. actual, settle: 
lands acquired by treaty from. the Miami Indians: i 
read twice, and referred to. the Committee he 
Public Lands. 00 0 S AE n 7 
REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. tengri 
Mr. J OSEPH A. WRIGHT. submitted: the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered; and agreed 
to: coisas : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post. OF e anid Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency. of reducing 
the postage of letters sọ as to make but two rates of postage— 
all letters under 300 miles, five cents; and all Jetters of 300 miles 
and upwards, 10-cents; and of confining the ffranking privilege ` 
of postmasters to official business connected with their office;. . 
and of reducing and curtailing the franking privilege of .mem- 
bers of Congress to a definite and limited number of letters, re- 
ducing the; weight of the package they are allowed to frank; . 
and of confining the Post. Office Department to the business 
that properly belongs to the same, and not subject the same.to 


the immense business of the uther departments of the Govern- 
ment; and report by bill or otherwise. ` i 


On motion of Mr. SANFORD, the memorial of 
Jacob Bigelow, attorney in fact of all the heirs of 
François Cazot, together with the report. of Virgil 
Maxcy, Solicitor of the Treasury, on. the: subject, 
made to the Senate in December, 1836; was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ee ache. 

Mr. ALMON H. READ moved that the House . 
proceed to the election of postmaster.. Í 

Mr. FICKLIN hoped the gentleman would suf 
a the business of receiving resolutions to pg fin- : 
ished. À ee E 

The SPEAKER mid that the motion, waa-not , 
then in order. ri 


CHOCCHUMA AND COLUMBUS LAND ` 
SALES, a 


Mr. THOMPSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: > 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands ‘be in: ` 
structed toinguire into the expediency of reporting a ‘bil! to 
this House to legalize the sales of certain lands, made at.Choc- 
chumaand Columbus, Mississippi; which, after.the definitive 
establishment of the boundary line between the ‘Choctaw ‘and 
Chickasaw cessions, have been found to lie within the latter 


cession. , ; 
NAVY-YARD AT NATCHEZ. : 
Mr. HAMMET submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and agreed to: Dp 
Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 


ed to inquire into the expediency cf establishing a navy-yard 
and depot near the city of Natchez, in theState of Mississippi. 


DONATIONS TO ACTUAL SETTLERS. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois submitted the following 
resolution; which lies over one day: Da 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public: Lands: beim- 
structed to inquireinto the expediency of the passage ofa jaw 
donating eighty acres of land to every actual settler, being tha 
head of a family, and living with the same, and- not now the 
owner of Jand, and who, through misfortune or otherwise, is un- 
able to purchase: said land to be selected from any lands be- 
fonging to the Government, which have been in market: and 
subject to entry not less than ten years. e 


EASTERN AND WESTERN APP] OPRI- 
ATIONS. : So 


Mr. HARDIN, of Ilinois, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies over one day: =° 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
report tu this House, at as early a period as ‘practicable; what 
amount of appropriations -have been. made by each Congress, 
since the 4th of March, J&21, forthe following purposes: — < =z 

1. For erecting and repairing lighthouses, and for. building. 
and repairing forts east of the Alleghany mountains. ` 

2. For improving barbors and riversedst of the Alleghanies, 
designating the amount appropriated to each harbor and river. 

3. For erecting and repairing Jight-houses and forts in or 
near the Gulf of Mexico. A DEN : 

4, For improving harbors and for building and repairing forts 
and light houses on the lakes, designating the amount appro- 
priated for such purposes to each lake. i 

5. For improving harbors and the navigation of rivers west 
of the Alleghanies,designating the amountappropriated to each 
river and harbor. : Ua 

6. For the purpose of erecting and repairing forts west of 
the Alleghany mountains, _ 3 ; . 

Resolved, That if one-fifth of the amount of any appropria- 
tion heretofore made. for any of the foregoing purposes remains 
unexpended, thé Secretary of the Treasury report the amount 


thus unexpended. ; 
CESSION OF LANDS TO THE NEW 7 
i . STATES. T 
‘Mx, McCLERNAND submitted the following 
resolution; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands.be instruct. 
ed to inquire into and report upon the expediency..of ceding 


pi 


sippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Ilinois, Miehigan, Ohi 


and Indiana, to Said’ States respectively, upon such terms'äs < 


shall be deemed equitable:between said States and the Govern- 
ment of the United States. » ros 


` MINERAL- LANDS. 
Mr. HOGE offered the following . resolution; 
which lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com: 
municato.to this House; at asearly a day as practicable— 
1st The amount: of lead collected and’ received by the Goy- 


‘ernment as rent, from the establishment of its agency at the. 


lead mines of the Upper Mississippi, down to the year 1835; 
and the-humber of salaries or compensation respectively paid 


to each of the officers or other persons employed at the said |] 


agency, and engaged in ‘the collection and safekeeping of said 
rent lead; and: all other. contingent expenses: of said agency 
during the period aforesaid. 

2d. The amount of rent lead received by the Government 
from the year 1835 to the present time, particularly: distinguish: 
ing the amounts received since the appointment. of the pres- 
ent superintendent of the lead mines; also, the number and 
names of the persons at present ia the employment of the 
Government as agents, clerks, surveyors, or otherwise, at the 
said superintendency; and the respective salaries or compen- 
sation paid to each; and other contingent expense growing out 
sah said agency, and the fund out of which the same are dis- 
charged. cas 

3a. The number of leases granted by the present superin- 
tendent since his appointment te office, and the quantity. of 
land contained in each; also, the number, as nearly as may be 
ascertained from information in the possession of the depart- 
ment, of persons engaged in mining and farming upon the re- 
served lands of the Government on the Upper Mississippi; 
also, the instructions of the departmentto the present superin- 
tendent, and expenses of any correspondence between the said 
superintendent; and copies of any correspondence between 
the said superintendent and the department, upon the subject 
of the mineral lands of the Government; and any other infor- 
mation in the possession of the department in relation to the 


same, 
CITY OF CHICAGO. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, on leave, introduced a 
bill to make Chicago, State of Illinois, a port of en- 
try; which passed a second reading, and was refer- 
red to the Eommittee on Commerce, on Mr. W.’s 
motion. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 
Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he should, 


on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill granting a 
donation of. land for the completion of the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal. 


OREGON. 


Mr. WENTWORTH introduced the following 
resolution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if in his opinion not 
inconsistent with the public interest, copies of all correspond- 
ence with any foreign Government relative tothe occupancy, 
title, discovery, and boundaries of Oregon Territory, 


ONE DOLLAR GOLD COINS. 


Mr. DOUGLASS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by law, 
for the erinage of one dollar gold pieces at the United States 
mint, and its branches; and that they report by bill or otherwise, 


ILLINOIS LANDS. 


Mr. FICKLIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be requested, 
at his earliest convenience, to lay before this Uuuse a report of 
the number of acres of unsold land in the Pales:ine, Vincennes, 
and Shawneetown land districts; and also the length of time any 
portion of said lands has been in marketin each district. 
And, also, that he lay before this Honse a report of the number 
of acres of unsold lands lying inthe Kaskaskia and Vandalia 
land districts, on the Kaskaskia river; and that he state the 
length of time that land bas been offered for sale in each of said 
land districts. And also, that he give such information as he 
may have relative to the susceptibility of the improvement of 
the great Wabash river, from Terre Haute (the termination of 
the Wabash and Erie Cana?) toits junction with the Obio river. 


DISTRIBUTION ACT. 


Mr. PAYNE, in pursuance of notice given, and on 
leave granted, introduced a bill to repeal the laws 
distributing the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands among the States: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

_ Mr. BELSER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the furnaces of the House of Representatives 
be placed in charge of the Doorkeeper, and that he be author. 
ized to appoint the necessary superintendents and firemen, with 
the sanction of the Speaker, at not exceeding the pay now al- 
lowed to the messengers of the House for their services, 


CLAIMS ON MEXICO. 


_ Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, so far as in his judgment 
the same may be done without prejudice to the public interest, 
any information-in his possession relative to the> claima of the 
citizens of the United States upon the Republic of Mexico; 
popiey of such correspondence as may have beeg had in refer 


Rochford, Talladega; and Jeffersonvil 


` eneete the same; and his views in régardto the adjustmentand ` 


liquidation ofsaid claims. 20 
- MAIL ROUTES. 
Mr. McCONNELL submitted the following res- 


_olu-tion; which was considered,and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post ` 
Roads inquire isto- the expediency. of raising the line of tri- 
weekly hacks from: Montgomery, Alabama, via. Witumpka,; 
thence to Rome, in 
Georgia, to four-horse post coaches; and changing said route 
soas to go by Jefferson, in the county of Cherokee, Alabama, 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

MISSOURI VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. JAMESON, in pursuance of notice given, 
and on leave granted, introduced.a bill making an 
appropriation for the pay of horses lost by the 
Missouri volunteers in the Florida war. 

Also, a bill to repeal so much of the act, approved 
23d Augusst, 1842, as requires the 2d regiment of 
dragoons to be converted into a regiment of rifle- 
men after the 4th of March, 1843; both of which 
were read twice, and referredto the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


VIRGINIA LAND SCRIP. 


Mr. BOWER submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of reviving the law authori- 
zing the issue of scrip upon Virginia land warrants, and of au- 
thorizing the reception of such scrip, and all other scrip js- 
sued by the United States, in lieu of, or in payment for, lands 
or land claims; to be received in payment for lands subject to 
private entry inal] land offices in the United States, 


Mr. BOWLIN offered the following resolution; 
which lies over, under the rule: 

1. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here- 
by, requested to cause to be laid before the House the late re- 
port of the engineer employed in the survey ofthe St. Louis 
harbor at his earliest convenience, together with his estimates 
of the possible amount necessary for its permanent improve- 
ment. 

2, Resolved, That the Seccetary of War be, and he is here- 
by, requested to cause to be laid before this House the 
amount of the ‘separate estimates for the improvement, first, 
of the Ohio river below the falls; secondly, forthe improve- 
ment of the Mississippi river; thirdly, for the improvement of 
the Arkansas river; fourthly, for the improvement of the 
Missouri river: separating the general estimates for these ob- 
jects so ag to inform the House of the particular estimates of 


each. 
OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. HUGHES, pursuant to notice heretofore 

iven, asked leave to introduce a bill to organize a 

erritorial Government in the Territory of Oregon; 
which was read twice, referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CROSS offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropri- 
ation to complete the survey and demarcation of the boundary 
Jine between the United States and the Government of Mexico 
and Texas, tothe south, in accordance with the provisions of 
the thirdarticle of the treaty of amity, settlement, and limits, 
concluded between the United States and the King of Spain, in 
the year 1817, andsubsequently recognised and admitted by 
said Government of Mexico and Texas; and of authorizing the 
President to employ officers of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers to execute said survey. 


Mr. McCLELLAND submitted the following; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to report 
tothis Honse the present condition of the public works at 
Monroe, Michigan; the sums heretofore expended thereon; 
the amountnecessary to complete the same; and all the in- 
formation he may have in relation thereto. 


HARBORS ON THE EASTERN SHORE OF LAKE 
ed 
MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LYON offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
appropriations, at the present session of Congress, 
for the construction of harbors at the mouth of 
the Kalamazoo river, at the mouth of Grand river, 
and at New Buffalo, at the mouth of the Galien 
river, allin the State of Michigan, and on the east- 
ern shore of Lake Michigan. 


ELECTION OF POSTMASTER. 


Mr. J. B. HUNT submitted a resolution that the 
House now proceed to execute the order of the 
House directing the election this day of a postmas- 
ter of the House; on which he moved the previous 
question. : 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. ADAMS, 
ME BARNARD, Mr. MILTON BROWN, and 
others. 

"Fhe SPEAKER decided that, as resolutions were 
in order from the States, the gentleman from Michi- 


gan had the right to offer this resolution, and that it 


would only require a majority vote. . 
- Mr. ADAMS. contended that: a majority vote 


` could not change the order-of business under a sus- 


pension of the rules, and he appealed from the de- 


cision of the Speaker; ‘and on his appeal. he called 


for the yeas and nays. ` 

After some observations by Mr. D. H. LEWIS, 
Mr. J. W: DAVIS, Mr. BELSER, and Mr. BAR- 
NARD, the vote was taken on the appeal, and the 
decision of the Chair was decided to be the judg- 
ment of the House—yeas 114, nays 58. ; 

On seconding the call for. the previous question, 
tellers were demanded, and Messrs. Cave Jounson 
and Tuomasson were appointed by the Chair. 

The tellers announced that 85 had voted in the 
affirmative; and the main question was then put, 
(being upon the adoption of the resolution,) and 
decided in the affirmative. 

The following nominations were then made. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON nominated D. R. Me- 


Nair. 


Mr. BURKE nominated H. H. Sylvester. 

Mr. DUNLAP nominated J. M. Johnson. 

Mr. CROSS nominated W. J. McCormick. 

Mr. LYON nominated P. H. Brown. 

The CHAIR appointed the following gentlemen 
to take the number of the votes given to each, and 
report the same to the House: Messrs. Cave 
Jonnson, Burke, and Duntar. 

The House then proceeded to the vote viva voce; 
and the roll having been called over, Mr. Cave Jonn- 
son, on the part of the tellers, reported the fol- 
lowing as.the result: 


Whole number of votes given - -= - 189 
Necessary to a choice - 95 
Of which : 


- 84 votes. 
3 -48 “ 


Wm. J. McCormick received 
J. M. Johnson - =- 


D. R. McNair - =- -= -44 “ 
H. H. Sylvester - - - č ~- č -H “ 
Abm. Vantine - =- - -1 “ 
R. H. Brown- - - = - - 1 “ 


The following is the vote: 


For Wm. J. McCormick. $ 

Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, Bel- 
ser, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burt, Campbell, Carroll, Reuben 
Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, 
Deliet, Dickey, Dickinson, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Holmes, Hudson, Washington Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, D. P, King, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, E. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, New- 
ton, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
C. M. Read, David $. Reid, Rhett, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, 
Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Simpson, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, Caleb Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, and Winthrop—64. 

K For J. M. Johnson. 

Messrs. Benton, Bower, Brinkerhof, Cary, Catlin, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Daw- 
son, Dean, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
Byram Green, Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Houston, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClernand, MeCon- 
nell, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Payne, Emery D. 
Potter, Relfe, Russell, T. H. Seymour, Simons, Robert Smith, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Sykes, ‘Taylor, Wheaton, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Mr. Speaker—43, ` i 

For D. R. MeNair, 

Messrs. Bidlack, James Bląck, Bossier, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Buffington, 
Caldwell, John W. Davis, Duncan, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Frick, Hays, Henley, Hoge, James B. Hunt, Charles J. m- 

ersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Kennedy, Labranche, 
McClernand, McDowell, Owen, Parmenter, Pettit, Almon 
H. Read, Ritter, St. John, J. T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Steenrod, 
Stone, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Williams, 
Wilkins, and Yost—44. 

For H. H. Sylvester. 

Messrs. Anderson, Burke, Dillingham, Hale, Hungerford, 
Preston King, Leonard, Norris, Rathburn, Reding, and 
Stetson--11, - 


For R. H. Brown. 
Mr. Lyon—i. 

No person having received a majority of the whole 
number of votes given, there was no election; and 
the Speaker directed a second vote to be taken. 

The roll having again been called over, the tellers 
reported the following as the result: 

‘Whole number of votes given - =- ~ 191° 

Necessary to a choice =~ - - =- 96 


Of which ‘ 
Wm. J. McCormick received - - = 76 votes: 


J. M. Johnson = - - - - 66. “ 
D. R. McNair ~ - nos - AG: . 6 
H. H. Sylvester > -= -. - s BO“ 
RH. Brown - = = a > zs 4% 


r 


` The following is the vote: 
For William J. Me Cormick. 


Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Belser, Ed- 
ward J. Black, JamesA. Black, Milton Brown, J. Brown, 
Burt, Campbell, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Coles, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, Deberry, _Dellet, Dick- 
ey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Gilmer, 
Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Per- 
ley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, Mc- 
Tlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, New- 
ton, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, David S. 
Reid, Rhett, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, 
Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleh_B. Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vaumeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and Undsrwood—76. 


For J. M. Johnson. 


Messrs. Beardsley, Benton, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Join 
W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Houston, Hubbell, Hungerford, 
And. Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Kennedy, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McCauslin, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. 
Potter, Reding, Relfe, Russell, Saunders, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Sykes, Taylor, Tibbats, Wheaton, Williams, Jo- 
seph A. Wright, and Mr. Speaker—66. 

For D. R. McNair. 


Messrs. Anderson, Bidlack, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Buffington, 
Chilton, R. D. Davis, Duncan, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Frick, Hammett, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hughes, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Pres- 
ton King, Labranche, McClelland, Nes, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Ramsey, Almon H. Read, Charles M. Read, Ritter, 
St. John, David L, Seymour, John T, Smith, Steenrod, Stone, 
Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, Wilkins, and Yost—46. 


There still being no election, no person having 
received a majority of all the votes given, a third 
vote was taken; when the tellers reported the follow- 
ing as the result: 


‘Whole number of votes given - - ~- 187 
Necessary to a choice ~- -~ S - 94 


Of which 
J. M. Johnson received - - - - 106 votes. 
Wm. J. McCormick ~ - 5 - 70 ~“ 
D. R. McNair - - - - - lil “ 


The following is the vote: 


For J. M. Johnson. 


Messrs, Anderson, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, James 
Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Jacob. Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Daniei, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dil- 
lingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hammet, Haraison, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. 
W, Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, MeClernand, MeCon- 
nell, McDowell; Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Almon 
H. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Mr. Speaker—106. 

For William J. Me Cormick. 

Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, E. J. Black, 
M. Brown, J. Brown, Burt, Campbell, Carroll, Chilton, 
Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, 
Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Holmes, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B, Johnson, Daniel P. King, Meil- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward: J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Rara- 
sey, Charles M. Read, Rhett, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and Wood- 
ward—70, 


For D. R. McNair. 

Messrs. Bidlack, Brodhead, Buffington, Foster, Hays, 
McClelland, Ritter, David L. Seymour, John T. Smith, and 
Yost-—Li 

So J. M. Johnson was declared to be duly elected 
postmaster of the House of Representatives. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them : 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Fardin county, Kentucky, praying to reduce the 
rates. of postage. O 

By Mr: THOMPSON: The petition of Geo. W. 
Täpp, raying that a certain pre-emption right in 
thet ambue land district, Mississippi, may be 


confirmed to him: referred to the Committee on the. 


Public Lands 


Mr. LEONARD, under the rules, took from. the 


claims for services as first eutenant in: the Tampa 
war: referred to the Committee of Claims. Also, 
the petition of John B. Whiteman, - 
adopt his inventién for frontier defence: referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs: ` 

By Mr.: SMITH of Illinois: The petition of D. 
W.: Hopkins, and one hundred and eighteen others, 
citizens of St. Clair and Randolph counties, praying 
. that the mail-route from Bellville to Fayetteville may 

be extended to Sparta, in Randolph county: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, the memorial of one hundred and thirty-three 
: citizens of Illinois, praying an increase of the pen- 
sion of Isaac Baker, who was wounded in the late 
war: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew the papers filed in the 
Clerk’s office, in relation to the making an appro- 
priation for the purpose of purchasing additional 
grounds at the military post at Newport, Kentucky, 
and for other purposes; and the same were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. T. filed the petition of the widow and ad- 
ministratrix of Andrew Lewis, late an officer of the 
U. S. army, praying to be reimbursed the cost and 
charges of a suit instituted against him for responsi- 
bility incurred by him in his official capacity: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of citizens of 
Bedford county, Pennsylvania, praying for a reduc- 
tion of postage: referred to the Committee on the 
, Post Office and Post Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Friar, January 5, 1843. 


The journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. DICKINSON wished to be allowed . to 
change the vote which he had given yesterday, upon 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Me- 
Dower] on the subject of the tariff; having voted 
in the affirmative under a misapprehension. Objec- 
tion being made, however, the request was with- 
drawn. 

The call of the States and Territories for resolu- 
tions was then proceeded with, 


NEW MAIL ROUTE. 
Mr. BOSSIER offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That. the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be requested to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post route from Shreves- 
port, Louisiana, via Wollow. Shut, to the seat of 
justice, in the parish of Bossoier, thence to Con- 
way, in the State of Arkansas: adopted. 


FLORIDA. x 


Mr. LEVY desired that the rules might be so far 
suspended as to allow him to present several resolu- 
tions at the same time, (some of them being resolu- 
tions of inquiry,) in order that the proceedings to be 
founded thereon might be brought forward at an 
early day of the session. 

No objection being made, the following resolutions 
were then read: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the House under what ar- 
rangements the Indians at present in Florida remain 
there; whether any, and what, steps are in progress 
for their removal under the treaty of Payne’s Land- 
ing; whether any trading-houses have been estab- 
lished, or are contemplated to be established, for 
their use; whether any compensation is paid to any 
one as Indian agent or commissioner in Florida; 
whether any annuity or presents have been allowed 
to any of the Indians now in Florida; and what 
part of the public domain in Florida has been sur- 
rendered to the exclusive occupation of said Indians, 
the area and boundaries thereof; and whether said 
occupation is unconditional, or for a definite period, 
and upon stipulated terms. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State cause to be 
collected and furnished to this House all the infor- 
mation which can. be procured by his department 
respecting the cultivation and diseases of the orange, 
and. such other tropical fruits as are adapted te the 
climate and soil of the peninsula of Florida. - 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be required to report to this House 
what cancellations of permits, issued under the ‘act 
for the occupation‘ of the Florida 


lers of said permits, and the grounds. upon Which 
they werp cancelled, ~ pe sete Be: 


files of the Clerk the papers of Charles ‘B. Childs for. 
for Congress to` 


‘structed to ingu 
‘appropriations made on the 2 


_in the service of the United States.’ 


eninsula, have | 
been ordered by him, the dates and other particu- 


Resolved, That. the. Military: Committee be 
quire what further legislation is nece 

sary to enable the aecouhting o cers to apply thi 
ns e 23-day of August, 1842 

for arrearages due for supplies. furnished ‘to’ militia, 


Resolved, That the Committee on, Military Affairs 
be directed to inquire into “the expediency of-an 
mediate occupation of Key West, and the 
‘Tortugas military and naval stations; and to: Yeport 
by bill or otherwise. rs i R es 

Resolved, That the Committee’ of Claims“! oth 
rected to examine into the propriety-of providing for. 
the indemnity of the owners of private property: 
destroyed at Micanopy, Florida, in 1836, by order. 


` of the officer then in command at that post, “to pre~ 


vent it from falling into the possession of the enemy.’ 
Resolved, That the Committee’ on Naval Affairs 
be directed to inquire into ‘the expediency ofre 
porting a. bill making the necessary. provision for” 
placing the naval station at Pensacola in a condition ` 
to be useful as a navy-yard on the Atlantic coast. = 
Resolved, That the Committee on the’ Post Office: 
and Post Roads be directed to inquire into. the expe-' 
diency of reporting a bill providing such mail facil- 
ities as‘may be necessary and proper for the accom: 
modation of the settlers upon the - peninsula of 
Florida. “aye : im gOS ge ees 
Mr. PHGENIX saidhe was not in his place when.: 
the State of New York was called, and he now de 
sired the privilege of offering ‘a resolution; but it 
was objected to. ; : 
WISCONSIN. ; y 
Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin offered.the following. 
resolution; which was agreed to: PARS 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be- 
directed to inform this House whether the annual 
appropriation which was made at the last session 
of Congress to defray the expenses of the Legisla~ 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Wisconsin has | . 
been transmitted; and, if not, the reason why it was” 
withheld from the said Legislative Assembly.) 05 

2d. That he communicate: to: this: House ‘the 
amount which has been paid, and the names.:of | the; 
persons to whom such payments have been iade, . 


under the act of the 29th of August, 1842, entitle 
“An act to provide for the settlement of certain ac- 
counts for the support of government in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, &c. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin gave notice that he 
would ask leave, on to-morrow, or on some. subse- 
quent day, to introduce bills for the construction of 
harbors at the towns of Racine and Southport, in the 
‘Territory of Wisconsin; and a light-house at South- 
port, in said Territory. 

Mr. DODGE of Iowa offered the. following re- 
solutions: f 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform this House whether.the sum of 
four thousand dollars, due Jeremiah Smith, : jt:; ace 
cording to the stipulations of the late Sac and Fox 
treaty, have been paid to him; and.if not, the rea 
sons why payment has been withheld; and whether 
any further action will be necessary on, the:part of 
Congress (it having already appropriated’ the said 
sum) to enable said Smith to obtain his money. 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into: the expediency of estab- 
lishing an additional judicial district in the Territory 
of Iowa; and that they report by bill or otherwise. ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into theex- 
pediency of establishing the following mail-routes in 


_the Territory of Iowa: From Keosanqua, Van Bu- 


ren county, via the county seat of Davis county, to 
the county seat of Appenoose county.” From Fair- 
field, Jefferson county, via the county seat of Wap- 
pello and Kishkekosh ‘counties, tothe western 
boundary line of the new purchase. From Wash- 
ington, via the county. seats of Keokuk and Mahas- 
ka counties, to the western boundary line of the late 
urchase.. From Fairfield, via the “Colony” and 
owaville, to the county seat of Davis county. 
From Dubuque, via “Garry Owen,” (Irish séttle- 
ment,) Lodgei’s: Ford, on. the Maquokita, ‘and 
Thorn’s mill, on the Wapsepinecon, to Bloomington: 
Mr. D: also gave notice of his intention to intros 


duge a bill directing the President of the United 


106 


States to cause the lands heretofore: reserved -in:the 
the Territories: of ‘Iowa and Wisconsin, and the 
State of Illinois, on account of their supposed min- 
eral character, to be sold. . : "3 
. Also, a bill for the relief of James Anderson, of 
Des Moines county, Iowa, who setiled.on the. six- 
teenth section. `. gys 

. Also, a petition, numerously. signed, praying Con- 
gress to:pass'a law. for the sale of the lands hereto- 
fore reserved az mineral lands. 

"Also, the petition of Thomas R. Brasher and: 
Henry Bequette, citizens of Dubuque county, Iowa, 
praying that they may be allowed to purchase, re- 
spectively, the quarter sections upon which they 
settled in 1835, prior to the survey of the country, 
and. now have in cultivation, on the sixteenth sec- 
tion; beth of which were referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. PHGENIX presented a memorial, and moved 
its reference to. the Committee on Commerce: re- 
ferred. . 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
suspend the rules, for the purpose of resolving itself 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY submitted that. the motion 
was notin order, as the motion of his colleague to 
reconsider the vote on. rejecting the resolution to 
make ‘Tuesday next the order of the day. for the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules ought to have the 
preference, it being a privileged question. . 

. The SPEAKER observed that the. motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Inarr- 
SoLL] was for the suspension of the rules; and there- 
fore, if adopted, would suspend the very rules under 
which the motion of the gentleman from New York 
was a privileged question. 

Mr. ADAMS protested against the decision of 
the Speaker, and appealed from it, on the ground 
that the question of reconsideration was a privileged 

uestion. Besides, it was the understanding of the 

ouse that when the question of reconsideration 
was laid aside to allow the reception of resolutions 
from the States, it should come up when that busi- 
ness was disposed of. 
` The SPEAKER repeated that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was for a suspen- 
sion of the rules; and, as such, a suspension of the 
very rules which made the motion for reconsidera- 
tion a privileged question. 

Mr. ADAMS contended that the rules had al- 
ready been suspended, for the reception of the 
motion of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 


Carr} i 
. The SPEAKER did not understand that the 
rules were suspended for the purpose of receiving a 
rivileged question. No such motion would have 
en necessary. 

Mr. ADAMS contended that the motion was re- 
ceived under a suspension of the rules; and there 
was a distinct understanding that the question 
should be taken immediately after concluding the 
call on the States for resolutions. It would, there- 
fore, be a breach of faith not to take up the motion 
now, (turning to Mr. Incersox. with much excite- 
ment of manner) Mr. A. repeated that the going 
into committee before disposing of the motion, 
would be a breach of faith; and, as the reporter un- 
derstood, charged Mr. Incersous. with a breach of 
faith, in pressing his motion. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. As to these breaches 
of faith, I fling them back with the contempt that 
belongs to them, into that gentleman’s teeth. Iam 
as little given to breaches of faith as he is. I will 
have him to understand that if any man in the 
House is liable to the charge of a breach of faith, he 
is the man. 

The SPEAKER here called to order. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall not call the gentleman to 
order. Icare too little about him to mind anything 
he can say. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. That is avery con- 
venient way of sneaking out of a serape. 

Mr. ADAMS [with much temper.] I defy the 
gentleman—I defy him. 

The reply of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was lost to 
the reporter, amidst the cries of order that followed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the mo- 
tion for reconsideration on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS objected that the motion was not in 
order, as the motion to lay the motion for reconsider- 
ation on the table was made and decided when the 

uestion was last up, and was the last action of the 

onse on the subject. : 

The SPEAKER, on referring back to the jour- 
pals, and ascertaining that the fact stated by Mr, 
i a es ae H 


Apams was-correct, decided that the. motion of the 


gentleman.from ‘Tennessee. was. not in order. 

Mr. CAVE. JOHNSON then. called. for.the yeas 
and-nays.on the ceton of reconsideration, which 
were ordered; and, the question being taken, resulted 
in—yeas- 102, nays 78, as follows:® 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Beards- 
sley, Benton, Edward J.. Black, J, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Milton: Brown, J. Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Chilton, Clingman; Collamer, Cranston, Dana,Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, J. W. Davis, Dickey, Dickinson, Dil- 
lingham, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Hardin,.Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Leonard, McCauslen, McClellan, 
McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J.. Mor- 
ris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Rodney, 
Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L., Seymour, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—1062, 
NAYS—Messrs. Belser, Bidlack, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Agustus A. Chapman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cullom, Daniel, Douglass, Dromgoole, Farlee, Fick- 
lin, Foster, French, Gilmer, Hale,Haralson, Henley, Holmes, 
Houston, Hughes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McClernand, McConnell, McKay, Murphy, Newton, Norris, 
Payne, DÐ. S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Saunders, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomas- 
son, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, 
and Yost—78. 


Mr. ADAMS inquired if the report of the select 
committee was not now before the House, in conse- 
uence of the vote just taken. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetis, [Mr. Apams,] to 
make the report of the committee the special order 
of the day for Tuesday next was now before the 
House. 

Mr. ADAMS then called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired if that motion 
would not require a two-third vote. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ADAMS did not understand that a two-third 
vote would be necessary. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if the motion was 
debatable. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was making an inquiry. 
The SPEAKER said the motion of the gentleman 
rom Massachusetts to make the report of the select 
feommittee a special order for Tuesday next, was 
a motion to take a subject from its regular course; 
and, therefore, would require a two-third vote. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE said he had a motion to 
make in connexion with this subject. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if it was debatable. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he was not debating the 
question; he was merely making a statement. 

Mr. ADAMS said he wished to know if it was 
debatable by the gentleman from Virginia; because, 
if so, he should ask for the same right. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE repeated that he was not 
debating the question; but he was simply stating 
that, if this subject was not made a special order, it 
would lie on the Speaker’s table, and come up in 
its order; but if it were taken out of its regular or- 
der, it would necessarily require a vote of two- 
thirds. Now, he had not had time to examine the 
report of the committee; and he wished to move 
that it be recommitted to the select committee. 


Mr. ADAMS inquired if such a motion would 
not bring the whole subject before the House for its 
present action. 

Mr. WHITE acknowledged that the decision of 
the Speaker was correct in the main, but still, he 
wished to call the attention of the Speaker— 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked if it was debatable. 
Mr. WHITE insisted thatit was a privileged 
question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called the gentleman from 
Kentucky to order. 

Mr. WHITE denied that he was out of order. 
He then went on to contend that the report of the 
Committee on Rules was always treated as a privi- 
leged question. But what privilege was there, he 
asked, in a privileged question, if it were to be 
bound down by the ordinary rules, which were only 
in existence until this committee could report, and 
their report could be acted upon by the House, He 
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expressed his views at some length, and denied-that 
this. motion required.a two-third vote. 

- Mr. DROMGOOLE replied that some gentlemen 
seemed to mistake a privileged question, and thatit 
occasioned compulsory action; but this he denied. 
He, however, proceeded to the point-which he had 
in view when he first rose; and he now said that he 
hoped the report would. be sent back to the commit- 
tee, that it might have a reconsideration by a full at- 
tendance of the. committee. He was not at liberty 
to say what had been the action of the committee, 
but he understood that committee had reported very 
material alterations and omissions, and he wished 
the whole committee to have this matter recommit- 
ted for its reconsideration. . 

Mr. BLACK said he should vote for the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia to recommit; but he 
desired to amend the motion, if he were in order in 
doing so, for the purpose of bringing the House to 
a test on the question, which was all important to 
the southern portion of this country. He proposed 
to amend the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
by the addition of instructions to that committee to 
report the 25th rule of the last Congress as one of 
the rules of this House. 

The Clerk, at the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia, read the rule to which he referred. It wag 
the old 2ist rule on the subject of abolition petis 
tons. 

Mr. BLACK said he understood that rule had 
been omitted from the report which had been made 
to the House; it was useless to mince the matter; and, 
for the purpose of testing the sense of the House, he 
moved the instructions which he had stated; and on 
that motion he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana said he was the imme- 
diate cause of some of the difficulties which now 
presented themselves. On a former occasion he 
voted in favor of this rule, under a misapprehension 
of its language and its purport, and hence, probably, 
he had been named as amember of this committee— 
for the Speaker doubtless appointed committees 
with a reference to their views and opinions; and for 
the purpose of relieving the House and the Chair, 
he wished to intimate that it was his intention to 
ask to be relieved from service on that committee, 
that the Speaker might appoint the committee in 
accordance with the views of the House. 

Mr. GILMER rose to a question of order. He 
contended that the report of the Select Committee 
on Rules was no more a privileged question than 
the report of any other committee.. Ifin this he 
was right, the subject was improperly before the 
House, and the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Dromcooxe,] and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Buacx,] were both 
out of order. He regretted that there was so much 
excitement in relation to this subject at this time. 
He had been two years a member of this House, 
and he never before heard the language of defiance 
so boldly used as it had been this day. He hoped 
this report would take its proper place on the 
Speaker’s table; and when it came up in order, the 
motion and its amendments would be in order. 

Mr. BLACK desired to say a few words in reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia. He had not ex- 
pected reproof from that quarter. 

Mr. GILMER said he had not the gentleman 
from Georgia in his mind when he spoke. He was 
alluding to gentlemen upon the other side. 

Mr. BLACK said he certainly meant, in his re- 
marks upon the motion before the House, to defy 
some persons. He meant to defy the majority of 
the Committee upon the Rules, if they were dis- 
posed to report to the House such a set of rules as 
did not correspond entirely to the rules of the 27th 
Congress. He meant to defy the majority of that 
House, if they were disposed to adopt a set of rules 
which did not comprise all those of the 27th Con- 
gress. He repeated that defiance now; and when it 
was urged upon him to keep cool, he would only re- 
ply that his constituents at home would be il-satis- 
fied with him, and they would be perfectly right, if 
he were to keep cool when their priviliges were in- 
vaded. 

Mr. CARROLL called the gentleman to order: 
He asked whether it wasin order to bid defiance to 
a committee of the House. 

Mr. BLACK said he did not mean to be out of order, 
nor would he embarrass the House or the Chair. If 
he was out of order, the Speaker would set him right, 
and he would endeavor to goon inorder. Hein; 
tended merely to ask for the yeas. and nays upon 


the motion; and in doing so, he desired to say that 
if he were to exhibit that certain degree. of coolneng 


which’ was ‘recommended: by the gentleman from 


Virginia—a coolness prompted, perhaps, by pecu-. 


liar delicacy—however acceptable he might render 
himself to certain gentlemen upon that floor, he was 
very certain that his conduct would not be accepta- 
ble to his constituents. Gentlemen, if they thought 
proper, might treat the matter as a question of pol- 
icy as contradistinguished from principle... They 
might, if they thought proper, give to questions of 
policy the priority; but as for himself, he would 
never succumb to the dictation of any one upon such 
a subject. If he could be so lost to his sense 
of duty to his constituents, he should believe that 
he ought to forfeit, and he knew that he would for- 
feit, all title to their confidence and consideration. 
If, when it is proposed by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules to report to the House a set of 
rules to govern the Federal legislation of the country, 
which would permit abolitionists and incendiaries 
to come to that House, and insult him and his con- 
stituents,—if, in such case, he were toremain cool 
and quiet, he should deem himself unworthy to re- 
present the interests of his constituency. 

Mr. GILMER asked if the gentleman alluded to 
him in the remarks which he had made. 

Mr. BLACK said he was not alluding to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia at all; but was saying, for him- 
self, that he would never be cool while his constitu- 
ents were liable to be assailed by incendiaries and 
Abolitionists. What he meant to say was, that he 
would never permit any mere question of policy to 
deter him from a plain and palpable decision of this 
question. He would appoach it with the same fear- 
Jess determination, and upon the same inflexible prin- 
ciple of right, with which he would approach all 
other great questions upon which the country was 
divided, and express his opinion openly and above 
board. He would come forward in defiance of their 
policy, and demand a just and impartial settlement 
of the question. 

He had voted to reconsider the vote of the House, 
which had emasculated the report of the Committee 
on Rules, because he wanted every man to put his 
handwriting upon the wall. He wanted to affix his 
own handwriting; nor would he bind himself with 
any man or set of men to follow a certain course of 
policy, irrespective of principle. ‘Talk to him about 

higs or Democrats, when the question of aboli- 
tion came up in that House—when that great vital 


mestion came’ up, talk to him about the policy of- 


higs or the policy of Democrats! He had no poli- 
cy on the question. He had a duty to perform; and 
that was, to do what was right, regardless of policy. 
He would not detain the ous longer at present. 
‘When the question should again come up, he would 
take occasion to express his views upon it, provided 
he could get the foor. He hoped now that the 
House would adopt the amendment which he had pro- 
posed, to instruct the Committee on Rules to report to 
the House that rule by which abolitionists would 
be deterred from intruding upon them their incen- 
diary doctrines, the effect and operation of which 
were most damnable. He desired the vote to be 
reorded by yeas and nays; and he relied confidently 
upon a Democratic majority to sustain his motion. 

Mr. GILMER said there appeared to be some 
misapprehension in regard to the question which 
was to be reconsidered. If he understood it, it waa 
the question on laying on the table the motion for 
making the report of the committee the special or- 
der for a future day. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the proposition 
for making it the order of the day was not presented 
at the time when reports were called for. A motion 
was then made to lay the report upon the tabie, 
which was refused; and it was a vote upon that mo- 
tion which it was now moved to reconsider; and a 
motion to recommit with instructions would be 
perfectly in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he thought it was certainly 
very apparent to the House that the question upon 
the merits of the report was not now properly be- 
fore the House to be debated. It was perfectly use- 
less, he conceived, to debate a question which was 
not now to be decided by the House. ‘The propo- 
sition was merely to recommit the report with in- 
structions. Suppose the debate were to take the 
range given to it by the gentleman from georgia: 
what would be the result? -They might dis- 
cuss it for weeks, day after day, and, after all, 
they would merely vote on the proposition to re- 
commit; and the report would come up at some fu- 
ture day, and they would have as much debate up- 
on it as at first. , It was a us¢less consumption of. 
time, He was willing, when the question came up, 


bottled up: for the occasion, should. then pour it 
forth. He was prepared to hear it, from whatever 
side of the House it might come. He wasalso pre- 
pared-to vote upon the question to recommit, and he 


desired to know from the Chair what would be the : 


effect of the previous question upon the proposition 
now pending—whether it would ‘not cut off the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER said that that motion would be 
unquestionably cut off, if the previous question were 
sustained. ‘ 

_ Mr. HOUSTON then moved the previous ques- 
tion. S 

Mr. WHITE observed that the previous question 
would bring the House to a direct vote upon the 
report. 

Mr. CLINGMAN desired to address the House; 
but the motion for the previous question being press- 
ed, after*'some further discussion as to the effect of 
that motion, 

Mr. HENLEY moved to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if the Chair had 
decided this to be a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER replied that he had not. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired to know what 
would be the effect of laying the question on the ta- 
ble, and what it would carry with it. 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion to lay on 
the table included the whole subject... 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired to know if a majority 
could take the subject up again, at any time, pro- 
vided it was laid on the table now. 

The SPEAKER said that a majority could not 
take it up, out of its regular order. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY then desired to know at what 
time the subject would probably be reached in its 
regular order. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to any further 
argumen by the way of interrogatories. 

r. HARALSON begged the indulgence of the 
Chair, to ask one question necessary to his under- 
standing the effect of the vote he was about to give. 
In case the motion to lay on the table prevailed, he 
desired to know whether it would carry the whole 
subject with it; and if so, whether it would require 
a yote of two-thirds to take it up hereafter. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would require a 
vote of two-thirds to take the subject up out of its 
order. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in yeas 
78, nays 106, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bossier, Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cullom, Daniel, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, Dickin- 
son, Douglass, Dromgoole, French, Gilmer, Hammett, 
Haralson, Henly, Houston, Hughes, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
phey, Newton, Norris, Payne, Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relie, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, Saunders, Simpson, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, ‘Thomasson, 


` Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, and Yost—78, 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, 
Benton, Edward J. Black, Jocob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Duncan, Dunlep, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, 
¥icklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Frick, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Kennedy, D. P. King, Kirkpatrick,Leonard, Lyon, 
McCauslen, McClelland, Meilvaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, 
Phonix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb B, Smith, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wil 
liams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Woodward, and Wright—106. 

So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The question recurred on seconding the previous 
question; when — 

Mr. RHETT inquired what would be the effect 
of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the effect would be 
to bring the House to a direct vote on the instruc- 
tions of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Brack] 
and the motion to recommit of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr Dromeooxe:] E ae a 

The questios ‘on.seconding the previous question 


that ‘all those gentlemen who had kept their-wrath - 
| tive—ayes 60; hoes 65.: 


Mr: HAMLIN- observed:that: the ques 
before-the House was on the motion: ot. the 
man from: Virginia [Mr. Dromeoore]. to rec i 
these'rules with instructions, as -moved bý- the gen. 
tleman from: Georgia, [Mr- Brace] : Now; he waa 
opposed both to the recommitment -and instructiong, ° 
for the reason that the: real question involved, which. 
was the retention- or rejection: of what-was called the 
lst rule, must be decided in: the House;.and:there 
was, therefore, no use. In-axrecommitment. “The 
time had gone by, if it ever existed, when the gal- 
vanic starts of any gentleman could produce impres- 
sions in that hall; and he, for ‘one, should vote on. 
every question according to the dictates of. his judg- 
ment. He should vote against the motion t6.recom- 
mit and the instructions, because it would not ad- 
vance or retard the business before the House... The 
true question before them. was, whether: they were. 
to adopt or reject the 21st rule, which excluded 
abolition petitions. Now, that: question could: be 
determined as well in the ordinary way of business 
on the consideration. of the rules, as by a recom- 
mitment. with instructions. Were the rules again 
reported without the 21st rule, it would involve’ .the 
decision of the question of restoring it; and were 
they reported with it, it would involve the decision 
of the question of abolishing it. One word in. xe- 
gard to the position in which many gentlemen:find 
themselves placed, and certainly:in which he-him- 
self was placed. He did not wish to. have his 
views on this. important subject mistaken, nor his 
votes misconstrued, by. giving them on mere collat- 
eral issues. He should, therefore, vote against this 
Qist rule; because he believed the. right of petition 
to be a constitutional one, not dependent onthe 
judgment of any member of the House, or any. oth- 
er body. When this House declared, in advance, 
that it would not receive petitions of à certain elass, ` 
it prejudged the matter, and. came in conflict -with a 
constitutional right. He knew that any action’on 
these petitions must proceed from the votes:of a 
majority; and therefore it was inferred. that a majo- 
rity could decide against them in advance. Butifa 
constitutional right could be taken away in the 
judgment of a majority on this question, the same 
thing might be done on any other question. He Was 
in favor of rejecting this 21st rule, and in favor of 
receiving all the petitions that may be offered; and ` 
he was for referring them toa committee consisting 
of members in favor of the objects embraced in-them. 
Let this committee, said Mr. H. report to, us ¿what 
are the duties we owe—not to the South, but to the 
Union, the whole Union, and nothing but the Union. 
Then, said Mr. H., it will be seen if we do not 
come up to the mark—ay, sir, and will stand by 
the Union and those institutions reared by the wis- 
dom of our fathers, and ceniented by their bload. 
We will stand by it, at the expense of our own 
lives and the desolation of our firesides. All we 
ask, then, is, that our friends of the South will not 
mistake us—that they will not subject us te mis- 
construction on mere collateral issues. Give us:but 
an opportunity to spread upon your journals. the 
obligations we owe to the Constitution—the obliga» 
tions we owe to our fathers and ourselves to per- 
petuate the blessings conferred by the glorious'Con- 
stitution they have bequeathed us, Then it will be 
seen how we shall perform our duty, not tothe 
South, but to the whole Union. : 


Mr. BEARDSLEY observed, that’ the select 
committee appointed to consider and reportn on: set 
of rules and regulations for the government of the . , 
proceedings of the House, had agreed on a report 
which was then before them, hat committee; 
with the exception of one or two gentlemen, who 
were absent— he 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to a question of order. 
Did he understand the gentleman as alluding to.the 
absence of members of the committee? 

Mr. BEARDSLEY replied that he had stated 
that a majority of the committee were present, and 
that though one-or two were absent, they doubtless 
had good reasons for it. Did he understand the 
gentleman as calling him to-order? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that if the gentleman 
insisted upon it, he did call him to order. It was 
out of order for a gentleman to allude to the absence 
of members of a-committee. 

The SPEAKER also intimated that the gentle- 
man from New York was not in order. 

Mr, BEARDSLEY said he did not intend to 
casi ‘any. selection on any gentleman.: He then 


‘went on to‘express® his views: at: gréat length; are: 
port of which will be published ‘hereafter. = eec 
‘Mi. CLINGMAN of- North Carolina, after a 
few preliminary observations, said that he was op- 
posed to:the 2ist.-rule, and in favor of receiving all 
these petitions; and: should, therefore, vote: against 
that ‘rule. ° He believed the right of ‘petition to be a 
constitutional : right, arid. that the. most injurious” 
consequences had resulted from: restraining It- He 
had-forsome time past-been of the opinion that there 
had been much mismanagement on this subject, so 
far as Southern interests ‘were concerned, and that.a 
` change of policy had now. become- necessary: To 
show the unconstitutionality of any restriction on 
the right of petition, he would just refer ‘to the casë 
ofthe District of Columbia. He apprehended no- 
body would deny that the citizens of this District 
had the constitutional right: to petition Congress on 
this subject;: but this rule prevented: them. from 
doing so. Some of his Southern friends had taken 
the ground. that inthis country there was no such 
thing as the right. of petition, because the people, 
being sovereigns, hada right to instruct, instead of 
petitioning their servants. Now he should like to 
know what sovereign rights the people of this Dis- 
trict had. They could not elect a member of Con- 
gress, nor vote for a President, nor exercise any 
other right of sovereignty. All that was left them 
was the right of petition, which this lst rule re- 
stricted. He was, however, told that the people of 
the District did not desire the legislation of Con- 
gress on the subject. But this did not alter the 
question; for whether the people desire to petition 
or not, Congress had no power to take away the 
right from them. f 
In regard to the manner of treating these petitions, 
he agreed with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bearpsiey,] that though Congress was bound to 
receive them, and give them a. respectful hearing, 
they were by no means bound to grant the prayers 
contained in them. They had the right to reject 
the prayer, though bound to receive the petition. 
"here was no country in which the right of petition 
did not exist. In England it was unlimited, and the 
liberal party there always planted themselves on 
that object. But it was objected by some of his 
southern friends, that, to claim the right of petition, 
the petitioners must have redress of grievances to 
etition for, which these abolition petitioners had not. 
Vow, what were their grievances? Were they not 
the judges? If the Government assumed to itself 
the right to judge of what was the grievance and 
what was not, it would destroy the right of petition, 
for the petitioners themselves must have the 
right to judge of and state their grievances. That 
being done, Congress, after hearing the petition, 
might decide that the subject embraced in it 
was nota grievance. They had a right to re- 
ject the prayer, but at all events, they were 
ound to give the petition a respectful hearing. He 
did not believe that the reception and reference of 
abolition petitions would ever do any harm to the 
South. Until there should be a majority of the 
House favorable to the prayers of such etitions, 
he did not care how many came in; and han there 
should be such majority, every man must see that 
their first action on this subject woùld be followed 
up bya dissolution of the Union. He had, how- 
ever, no such apprehensions. He took it for 
granted, that there was too much good sense 
at the North ever to hazard the existence - of 
the Union for the sake of abolishing slavery in this 
ten miles square. He believed that the course taken 
‘by gentlemen of the South on this subject had given 
the abolitionists great advantage over them. Look 
at the votes here in favor of the right of petition. 
Did gentlemen believe that those who voted in this 
way were abolitionists? For his part, he had no 
reason to believe that there was an abolitionist on 
that floor. After expressing his approbation of the 
remarks of the gentlemen from New York and 
Maine, [Messrs BearpsLey and Hamui,] he de- 
clared his wish to have this subject brought toa 
direct vote in the House, in order to see who were 
for preserving the compromises in the Consiti- 
tion, and who were against it. He believed 
that a majority of the North stood on the 
same grounds with the gentlemen from New York 
and Maine; and he therefore had no fears of legis- 
lating on it. The course hitherto pursued by South- 
ern gentlemen was calculated to put their friends in 
the North in a delicate and dangerous position at 
home which they could not sustain; and, as it was 
of no manner of advantage to the South, he hoped 
they would recede from it. Jt wag known that the 


erence to our foreign: relations. England, who had 
abolished slavery. in: her “West. India islands, was 
seeking- to. interfere with thé institution in other 
countries, though she had- several millions of slaves 
in her- East- India possessions.. He had no reliance 
_ on. the sincerity of the British Government. 

‘Mr. HOLMES. asked ifthe gentleman would 
permit him to give hima piece of mformation.. Mr. 
C: assenting, and yielding the floor for that purpose, 
Mr. H. said:he had learned from unquestioned au- 
_thority, that the British Colonial Government of 
Madras had, by an order in council of last May, 
taken steps to liberate their East India slaves. 

Mr. CLINGMAN continued. He. thought the 
South ought to ask of the North no more than what 
was right; and that was, to stand by the Constitu- 
tion. ‘They had no right to object to the reception 
and reference of these petitions. They should not, 
by their course, irritate those who were already too 
much excited on the subject. Mr. C., in conclu- 
sion, deprecated the excitement which designing 
persons, both at the North and at the South, had 
endeavored to create on this subject, and gave it as 
his opinion that the best way to allay it was to re- 
‘ceive the petitions, and let them take the ordinary 
course. 

Mr. DUNCAN expressed the desire to make a 
few remarks on the subject, and moved that the 
House adjourn; which motion was carried without 
a division; and 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saterpay, January 6, 1844. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose, when the journal of yes- 
terday was read, to correct an erroneous report of 
a question which he yesterday asked the Speaker, 
and of the Speaker’s answer thereto, so that both 
himself and the Speaker might stand right before the 
people; and he was understood to say that his mo- 
tion for the precious question was for the purpose 
of cutting off debate, and not (as would appear 
from the Globe’s report) to get rid of the proposi- 
tion to recommit the report with instructions. 

CHARTER OF THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. WELLER, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, obtained leave to introduce a bill to amend 
and continue in force the act for the incorporation 
of the city of Washington. It was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. NEWTON presented some additional testi- 
mony in the case of the contested election of Mr. J. 
W. Jones, of Virginia; which was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. 

Mr. THOMASSON remarked that business for a 
friend had caused him to visit the penitentiary since 
his arrival in the city, and that he had seen two 
youths there, as convicts, whom he thought too 
young to be in such an establishment; that a 
newspaper of yesterday announced the arrest of 
two other boys, for stealing lace of the value of $10, 
and selling it to a woman for twenty-five cents. 
This, by the laws of his State, and, he supposed, 
by the laws of the District, was grand larceny, and 
would subject the offenders to confinement in the 
penitentiary. He esteemed such punishment cruel 
to persons of their age and discretion; for their 
conduct in selling exhibits a lack of capacity; and 
he was unwilling to see persons so oung cut off 
from society forever, as they inevitab y would be 
if made the associates of men hardened in crime. 
He desired to see everywhere, but especially in the 
District, a house of refuge and correction, where 
juvenile offenders could be placed, that, by force of 
precept and example, they may he reformed and 
restored to society, and thus consummate the para- 
mount object of all criminal law, viz. the reforma- 
tion of the offender. He therefore moved the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of 
Columbia be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency and propriety of providing, by law, for the 
eens of youthful offenders other than by con- 

nement in the penitentiary. 

The resolution was objected to; and therefore was 
not received, 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE GOVERNMENT. 

M. A. STEWART submitted the following re- 
solution; which,he said, ifadopted, should be adopted 


‘South stood in-a position. somewhat delicate in ref- 


LL getters. 


speedily, before the committee had reported. thé ap- 
‘propriation bills... By adopting the resolution, there 
would bea surplus instead of a deficit in the treas- 
ury.at.the end of the year: .: Bes u 

Resolved, That : the . Committee of Ways and 
‘Means be instructed so to limit the appropriations 
for the support of Government for the next fiscal: 
year asnot to exceed the amount appropriated by 
the-last Congress for the year 1843. : : 

Objections were made to its reception. 

Mr. A. STEWART moved a suspension of the 
rules. for the purpose of getting in his resolution; 
and on this he asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
motion to suspend was not adopted—two-thirds not . 
voting for the motion. 


. NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. FICKLIN gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, or some day thereafter, ask leave to 
introduce a bill granting a portion of the public 
lands in the Palestine, Vincennes, and Shawnee- 
town lands districts, for the improvement of the 
‘Wabash and Ohio rivers. 

He also gave notice that he would, on Monday 
next, or some day thereafter, ask leave to introduce 
a bill granting a portion of the unsold public lands 
in the Vandalia and Kaskaskia land districts, for the . 
improvement of the navigation of the Kaskaskia. . 
river, 


THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

The unfinished business of yesterday was the 
motion in relation to the report of the Select Com- 
mittee on the Rules of the House; which was pend- 
ing at the adjournment yesterday, on which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] was entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. T. SMITH offered an amendment to the 
amendment, as follows: 


“Petitions, memorials, resolutions, and other pá- 
pers, praying the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, or any State or Territory, or the slave 
trade between the States and Territories of the 
United States in which it now exists, shall all be 
received and laid upon the table, or referred, as the 
House may direct, without debate.” 


Mr. DUNCAN did not think it in order, or prop- 
per, for any gentleman to offer an amendment at this 
time. ‘ 

The SPEAKER replied that "the amendment had 
been read for the information of the House. 

Mr. DUNCAN then proceeded to address. the 
House on the pending question. He said he had 
been, for some time, anxious to place himself right 
before those whom he had the honor to represent, 
and before the American people; and he would first 
observe that, a few days before the election at which 
he was a candidate for a seat in this House, he re- 
ceived a communication from an abolition society, 
containing interrogatories; to which he responded. 
In that response he deprecated slavery as an evil in 
the abstract; and he deprecated it in pretty severe 
terms, as not only an evil in itself, but an evil as 
great to the slave-owner or slaveholder as to the 
slave himself; and he referred, in support of his 
position, to the state and condition of the States in 
which slavery existed. But, in that same commu- 
nication, he also deprecated modern abolition; and he 
said explicitly that Congress had no power to legis- 
late on that subject nor to grant the prayer of their 
petitions. He subsequently found that that portion 
of the response which denounced slavery was ex- 
tensively published in many of the newspapers of 
this‘country; but that part in which he denounced 
modern abolition was not published—why, he knew 
not; but hence the public mind had received the im- 
pression that he was an abolitionist, and he was 
happy now to have the opportunity to set himself 
right. 

However, in relation to the rule which is now the 
subject of debate, he was always opposed to it. He 
held the right of petition to be'a sacred right, and a 
constitutional right; and, further, he held that the 
petitioners were the proper judges of the subjects 
on which they should petition. Tt was not an un- 
frequent circumstance that petitions were presented, 
asking for the action of Congress on subjects over 
which Congress had no authority, and praying for 
privileges which Congress had no power to grant 
~no constitutional power to grant; and yet it was 
the practice of the House to receive such petitions, 
to refer them, and to report upon them, leaving the 
petitioners to fudge of the propriety of petitioning 
upon them. He could not, howevér, go the length, 


to which the gentleman from New. York [Mr | 


BearpsLey] went yesterday. When speaking of 
the power of Congress over this District, the gen- 
tleman .should not have spoken in the manner in 
which he did speak. When they spoke of the 
power of Congress, they must speak with reference 
to the constitutional: power of Congress, and. the 
purposes for which it was conferred on the Federal 
Government; and he would ask what this Govern- 
ment had to do with the abolition of slavery in the 
different States of this Union? Congress could ex- 
-ercise no powers at all except such as were surreh- 
dered to it; and he would not admit that to the Fed- 
eral Government was surrendered the control over 
the slaves; and it would be to transcend the power 
of Congress to make the attempt. Over this little 
State—for the District of Columbia was a State in 
every sense of the word—Congress had exclusive 
jurisdiction, but it had no powers that were not 
warranted by the States that made the cession, or 
by the Constitution itself. And was there a State 
in this Union whose Legislature (and he admitted 
that Congress had as much power over this District 
as a State Legislature had over the States by which 
they were created) would attempt to exercise its 
power over the institution of slavery, unless in obe- 
dience to the voice of a majority of the people of 
that State? And the time for Congress to act on this 
subject’ would be when the people of this District 
themselves petitioned for the abolition of slavery. 
‘When they expressed that wish, then he believed 
Congress could act upon it, and not before. 
_ Hence it is, said Mr. D., that I am opposed 
to the rule, because it prohibits the citizens of this 
District from petitioning Congress for the abolition 
of slavery within the District. The rule not only 
prohibits the people of the States of this Union— 
who, I acknowledge, have no right to do so—from 
petitioning Congress for the abolition of slavery 
within the District of Columbia, but it also prohibits 
the people of the District, who have an undoubted, 
an ee right. It belongs to them especially 
and exclusively to control the affairs of the District; 
and no State has the right to interfere with them. 
So completely distinct and separate do I regard the 
sovereignty and independence of the States to be, 
that, in my opinion, there would be as much pro~- 
priety in the citizens of Ohio petitioning the Auto- 
erat of Russia for the abolition of slavery in that 
country, as in petitioning Congress for the abolition 
of slavery within the District of Columbia. So 
complete is that independence, that no one State has, 
or ought to have, any control whatever over the in- 
stitutions of another, or any right to interfere with 
the institutions of another. J remember, when I 
was a youth, I was taught that “six days shalt thou 
labor, and do all that thou hast to do; but the sev- 
enth day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God. In 
it thou shalt do. no manner of work—thou, nor thy 
son, nor thy daughter, thy man-servant, nor thy 
maid-servant, nor thy cattle}? which means, I sup- 
pose, that we are not to work our oxen, our horses, 
or mules. Well now, suppose the people of 
Virginia should petition the Legislature of Ohio 
to prevent them from working their horses, oxen, 
ad mules on the Sabbath: there would be as much 
propriety in this as for the people of Ohio to petition 
Congress for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. The one would not be a greater in- 
terference with the domestic institutions.of an inde- 
pendent State than the other. I do not intend to 
class negroes with oxen and mules, however; I mere- 
ly mention this for the purpose of illustration. At 
the same time, all my feelings are against slavery, 
as much so as any man’s can be; but I deny the 
right of the people of other States and Territories to 
interfere with the institutions of any Fotos State 
or Territory. I deny the right of Congress to ex- 
ercise any power as regards this District, except such 
as the majority of the people of the District may 
- approve; that is the ground upon which I press the 
question. But a question may arise as to the 
policy of the thing, whether it be. politic to per- 
mit other States to have any thing to sayim the 
“matter; and I ‘say, in regard to this, that if it be po- 
Litic in one instance, it will be in every other. If it 
be politic to interfere with slavery in the District of 
Columbia, it will be equally so to interfere with that 
question.in all the States of the Union. I ask gentl 
meh, then, who‘look upon the subject inan intereste 
point of view; whether they wou d be willing to see 
three millions"of slaves set loose in this country— 
filled*as. they. are with. hostile and revengeful feel- 
ings——without the means of supporting themselves? 
No, sir, they would not like to see it; they would 


‘mever consent to any ‘such © 


man from New. York-justly remarked the other. 
day, it would be not only impolitic, but dangerous. 
It would endanger the existence‘of the Union. And 


-I ask the philanthopisis in this House, whether it 
would not place the unfortunate négro in a position: 


ten thousand times .worse than the present. We 
would have to guard our houses at night, as we 
should: be without confidence’ their integrity. : We 
would be compelled to treat them as beasts of prey. 
Turn them loose upon society: with all the feelings 
which prompt in them a spirit of revenge!) Why, 
it would be monstrous—it would be the greatest in- 
fliction that was ever suffered by any community. 
It would be so great an injury as to amount to the 
complete destruction of the country. That would 
be the effect of it. But again, I ask, what are you 
going to do with them? Supposing the prayers of these 
petitions to be granted, how are they to maintain 
themselves? For that they are inferior to the 
whites, no one can deny: they are inferior, both in their 
mental and in their physical qualities—as inferior 
as the ourang-outang 1s to them. What, then, are you 
going to do with them, admitting that the prayers of 
the petitions are granted, and admitting that this 
abolition spirit be spread far and wide throughout 
the country, and that Congress has the power to 
émancipate every negro in the United States? 
What are you going todo with them? Are you 
going tocolonize them? Examine the condition of 
the African race at this time, in their own country. 
Is it better than that of the slaves here? I doubt it. 
When was the time, and where has been the place, 
where they have maintained themselves, for any 
length of time, independent and free? Show me 
the time and place when and where they have 
maintained a free government, unprotected 
by white men. F know not where. hy, sir, 
when Africa was conquered by the Roman 
arms, and when the Christain religion was car- 
ried into that country, if I have read history 
correctly, (or rather, if the history I have read be 
correct,) there were something like five hundred 
Christian meeting houses established the upon Afri- 


can soil. So long as the Roman standard floated above ' 


them, so long they stood; but the very moment that 
the Roman power was withdrawn, that moment the 
Africans were again barbarians. 

And here let me remark another curious fact—that 
there is no spot on the face of the earth but Africa, 
where the Christian religion, being once planted, has 
not taken root. There it cannot exist. Itnever has, 
and in all probability it never will exist there. Ido 
not undertake to assign any reason for this,or to ex- 
plain the origin of that race; it is said we are all of 
the same family—that we are all descended from 
Adam and Eve. As to this, I do not know; but 
when we ask those who contend for this doctrine, 
what it is that constitutes the difference between 


“the negro and the white man in external appearance 


as well as in intellect, we are told it is climate, soil, 
usages, customs, and manners. That a very marked 
and palpable difference does exist, no one can doubt. 
It is about three hundred years since the slavery of 
the African race was commenced hy the Portuguese. 
Africans were then introduced into Europe, and sub- 
sequently into America. The same biblical history 
which impresses upon the mind of the philanthropist 
that the negro is of the same race as the white man, 
tells us that the world is six thousand years old. But 
three hundred years have elapsed since the intro- 
duction of slavery. For three hundred years, then, 
the African has been under the protection. of 
European laws; yet, with all the advantages of 
European protection, and the benefit of European 
climate, of European habits, customs and manners, 
the African—the direct descendant of the first Afri- 
can ever introduced into Europe, if he can be found 
—will be found to have a’skin as black, a nose as 
flat, and shins as crooked, as they were when he 
was first enslaved. [A laugh.] 

Well, sir, about the same time, the Portuguese 
established colonies on the coast of Africa, under 
the same sun which is supposed to turn Africans 
black, treading the same sands, and those colonies 
have continued there from that time to the present; 
and yet the Portuguese colonist is precisely the 
same man he was when he first emigrated to Afri- 
ca. Now, I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and the gentleman from Ohio, (my colleague,) to 
calculate (and they may work it out by any rule 
they please) if the benefit of a European climate, 
for 300 years, will make no difference at all, what 
will 6,000 years make? Tf, after 300 years, his foot be 
as flat, and the efluvia from his body as strong, what 
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“an excellent law to 
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representatives of the abolitionists,) crea i 
hrs been facetiously termed quite a “tempest in a 
teapot.” We have heard them declaring: “war to 
the knife, and the knife to. the hilt; dissolution 
of the Union, and all that sort of thing... But w 
have been taught at length to look. upon this aboli- 
tion question as a political hobby; and we have seen 
this hobby ridden upon its ‘bare, galled. “back, and 
spurred. until it was jaded almost to death. >." 
What has been the result of these violent contests? 
Notwithstanding ‘the threats of each party to the 
other—notwithstanding all this, in 1840, we saw an 
amalgamation of the slaveholders of the South ‘and 
the abolitionists of the North, regardless of their 
terrific threats to shed each others blood, —we saw 
them united to overthrow the Democratic candidate 
in the presidential election. The Democratic Le- 
gislature of Ohio had passed what they ‘considered 
rohibit. the concealment. of 
negroes within the State. The election of 1840 
followed, and we thought we deserved at least some 
credit with the slaveholding’ interest ‘for that act. 
We thought that the slaveholders should. have 
united with the Democratic. party in’ support of: the 
Democratic candidate. But-what were we told by 
some of those who were most active in ‘the cam- 
paign? We were told, ‘‘we care nothing about you 
your law, your influence, or your protection." We 
are able to protect our own property.” Thai 
the response. 
Sir, I am induced to regard the whole question of 
abolition, whether here or elsewhere, as a miserable, 
contemptible hobby, too frequently introduced. here 
for the purpose of making capital at home, by South- 
ern and Northern gentlemen. Talk about dissolving 
the Union! Why, does any man suppose, because 
a few individuals in this country (and a’ very 
few indeed compared with, the great mass of the op 
ulation) were desirous ‘of abolishing slavery in’ the 
District of Columbia, because they cannot have their 
wishes gratified, that the Union is to be dissolved? 
Sir, the Union does not stand on so slight a founda- 
tion. There is something more to keep together 
this Union, which, as has been well remarked, was 
purchased by the blood of patriots. It has higher 
objects to hold it together. All we have to do to 
preserve the Union, is to keep every Government in 
its orbit; all we have to do is to preserve the. sover- 
eignty and independence of ‘the several States— 
that sovereignty and independence which.: the 
Constitution secures to them. All we “have 
to do in our legislative capacity, is to act in con- 
formity with that sovereignty and independence, 
and to maintain the power which the Constitution 
has conferred upon us. That is all. That is: the 
duty which we owe to ourselves, to our constitu- 
ents, and to the country. Itis a duty imposed upon 
us by the oath which we have taken, to maintain the 
Constitution. No man can be so.lost to his own 
sense of the ‘duty which he owes the country, as to 
think, for a single moment, that the Union isin 
danger merely because a few-individuals desire that 
slavery should be abolished in‘ the District of 
Columbia. Hay ; bt, 
Gentlemen of the South need not be so alarmed 
as the gentleman from Georgia appeared. to be the 
other day; he may set his mind perfectly at ease re- 
specting the designs of the people of the North and 
the West: The people of the South: have little to 
fear from them. They are.as much opposed to. the 
abolition of slavery in this District as the people of 
the South are. They. are as much opposed in a po- 
litical sense, knowing the evil that would result to 
the country generally. ‘They have as much interest 
in the preservation of the political institutions of this 
country, on account of. their own personal safety, as 
the pëople` of the ‘South have in the protection of 
their slaves. = 7- : 
I trust that the rules will be adopted as they have 


- been reported by the committee; and- J trust that 


hereafter petitions will be received and: referred, anid. 
that reports will be made upon them; for T belies 


110, 


the abolition of slavery in ‘this District. We shall 
_ then have.it in our, power to show the people of the 
South that, so far from being abolitionists, we are in 
fact opposed to the abolition of slavery. `. 

If it was not out of order, he desired to ask his col- 
league on his right [Mr..Gmpwes] one question, 
which he could answer or not, as he pleased. He 
was in possession of a paper, though he had it not 
here, representing that his colleague made a speech 
ata méeting of a number of abolitionists; and m the 
course of its delivery, read a letter from Mr. Clay, 
setting forth that.he concurred with him in ‘all his 
doctrines on the subject of abolition. - ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘Will my colleague. yield -the 
floor’? ae 

Mr. DUNCAN. Yes, sir, for an answer to my 
question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Am I in possession of the 
floor, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Just for an explanation, sir. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If I have the floor, it will take 
me just one hour to give the explanation. 
` Mr. DUNCAN. ‘Well, if it will take an hour to 
answer a simple question, I had rather do without 
the answer, and go on with my remarks. The gen- 
tleman, then, does riot feel disposed to answer. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, sir, I do; but I must have 
time for it, 

Mr. DUNCAN could only say that he had seen 
it stated in a newspaper, that the gentleman made a 
speech at a meeting of a number of his constituents, 
in.the course of which, he read a letter from Mr. 
Clay, setting forth that he was with him in every 
essential particular on the subject of abolition. He 
had never seen that statement contradicted,.and the 
gentleman himself had never contradicted it. He 
might now take an hour to deny it. 
o return to the subject from which he had di- 
pressed. He would ask the country and ask the 
emocratic party, if they were to be further gulled 
with this miserable humbug. They had already 
consumed a considerable portion of the session in 
worse than useless discussion on this subject, to the 
exclusion of all other business; and it would con- 
tinue to obstruct the business of the House, if some 
order was not taken to preventit. Itseemed to him 
that the best way of disposing of the subject would 
be to establish the rules as reported. by the select 
committee; and let all the petitions be received and 
referred. This course he was satisfied would save 
time, as he had seen both this and the opposite 
course tried. ‘There was less time consumed in the 
reception of abolition petitions and debates on them 
while this practice prevailed, than since. It would 
not only save time, but it would settle the question 
abroad. The people claimed to be the judges of 
what it was proper for them to petition on; and if 
any one thing had manufactured abolitionism more 
than another, it was the rule forbidding the recep- 
tion of abolition petitions. The cry had been 
raised, “The Constitution is violated; we no longer 
enjoy the privileges of American citizens.” That 
cry was caught by all who did not investigate the 
subject as clearly as some of his Southern friends 
did. They took the Constitution according to its let- 
ter; and believed that, in the refusal to receive pe- 
titions, a constitutional right was invaded. Then 
(said Mr. D.) we owe it to ourselves, to our duty, 
and to the prejudices and feelings of the people, 
that these petitions shall be received. So far ag 
danger to the Union had been spoken of, he did not 
believe there was any to be apprehended. He be- 
lieved there could be no danger in giving the people 
their constitutional rights. 
Mr. A. V. BROWN next obtained the floor; 


when 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked him to yield him the 
floor to enable him to answer his colleague, [Mr. 
Duncan.) 

Mr. A. V. BROWN replied that the gentleman 
from Ohio could answer hin colleague at another 
time as well as now. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman allow me 
tsn minutes? 

Mr. A. V. BROWN wished, before he answered 
the gentleman, to inquire whether the debate would 
continue, after the expiration of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that the 
debate was limited to the morning hour, and that 
would expire in tén minutes. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN then yielding the floor, re- 
marked that it would no doubt be considered very 
liberal in him to allow the gentleman from Ohio two 
at lis ten minutes, à 


that there is no committee that will report a bill for | 


CONGRESSION: 


Mr: GIDDINGS said he was under an obligation 
to his colleague for the question he had propounded, 


. and he should respond to it with pleasure. 


` In the latter part of September last, he said he ad- 


| dressed the people. of Oberlin. They were mostly 


ofthat class who are. called the liberty party. In 
the course of his remarks, he. endeavored to. con- 


. vince them that a separate political organization, for 


the sole. purpose of maintaining the constitutional 
rights of the people of the free States in regard to 
slavery, was necessary. It was one of the objec- 


"tions of these men that Southern slaveholders would 
| never be persuaded to support the Constitution in 


the spirit in which it was adopted. On this point 


| (Mr. G. said) he endeavored to persuade them that 


they were in error; that Southern men who loved the 


Constitution, and who were sworn to support it,would , 


turn their attention to those rights, and would meet 
uson the line of the Constitution, and would unite 
with Northern men in the maintenance of all the 
rights of all the States. He remarked that he quo- 
ted instances of Southern slaveholders, whom he 
respected, and who had shown themselves willing 
to meet the North upon the true constitutional line. 
He said he then stated that he would read a letter 
from a Southern man, and a slaveholder, in which 
his own sentiments were set forth in full. He then 
read the letter; and, on a call for the name, he an- 
nounced it to be Mr. Clay. He then went on to say 
that it was C. M. Clay, one of the wealthiest, and 
most pure, and most influential men in Kentucky. 
Mr. G. said he went on to say that he had no authority 
to say that Henry Clay would thus support the 
Constitution; but that, from his acknowledged pa- 
triotism, and devotion to his country, he had no 
doubt that he would support the constitutional 
rights of the North as firmly as he would those fo 
the South. 

Mr. G. said he was informed that an editor 
was present who had, a few days previously, pub- 
lished a vile falsehood, saying that he (Mr. &) had 
been expelled from Congress for presenting resolu- 
tions to dissolve the Union; and he then called pub- 
lic attention to this libel and slander. This editor 
had seen fit to publish the misrepresentation to 
which his colleague had referred, which was an un- 
mitigated falsehood. 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired whether his colleague 
had atated to the meeting that the letter was from 
Cassius M. Clay, and whether his colleague had 
ever contradicted the report in writing. 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he had stated to the 
meeting that it was from Cassius M. Clay, and 
that he ex pronaly said that Henry Clay had never 
been called on as to these points; that when he first 
saw the report, taken from the Richmond Enquirer, 
he had instantly written to the editor, stating these 
facts; and this letter had been published in that pa- 
per and others; and if his colleague had not seen it, 
the fault lay not on himself. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN observed, he was a little 
afraid that the indulgence he had extended to the 
gentleman from Ohio. had resulted as any indul- 
gence to abolition petitions would. The gentleman 
had asked for only two minutes, and had taken five; 
and he was afraid that, when they yielded to these 
abolitionists what they now so strenuously contended 
for—the right of pention -they would not be con- 
tent to stop there, but would go on asking for more 
and more indulgences, until they succeeded in ac- 
complishing their objects. 

His object in addressing the House now was, not 
for effect abroad, butto have some effect in the 
House, and contribute, if possible, something to- 
wards the settlement of this delicate and ` per- 
plexing question. He was in favor of commit- 
ting this report; not because it did not contain the 
2ist rule, but because it contained no rule at 
all to govern their proceedings on abolition petitions. 
There was a time when there was no rule on this 
subject; but what time was it It was when the 
fell spirit of fanaticism had never invaded this hall; 
but since it had begun to infest the land, these peti- 
tions came in in such numbers, that,with the size of 
that body, there were not members enough to act on 
them as the petitioners desired. There was, there- 
fore, a necessity for some rule to govern their ac- 
tion on them, though some gentlemen told them that 
they could do without rules; that two hundred and 
twenty men, having to act every day on the impor- 
tant business of the country, could, at the same time, 
act consistently and understandingly on these peti- 
tions, without any rule at all. In former times, the 
House disposed of this subject by resolutions. 
They had the’Patton resolution, the Pinckney reso- 


lution, and the’ Atherton résolutions; and, finally, 
they adopted the QIst rule.. At that time they were 
told by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gn- 
vines,] by John C. Clark, by Seth M. Gates, and 
other abolitionists on that floor? Why, they pro- 
claimed eternal opposition to that rule; not because 
they favored or opposed the objects they had in 
view, but because, as they contended, it was an 
abridgement of the preat right of petition. "What 
did they now hear? What did they hear from those 
they called their friends? men who would go with 
them in sustaining the great compromises of the 
Constitution; who loved that instrument, and were 
ready to stand or fall by its 

The SPEAKER here informed the gentleman that 
the morning hour had expired. 

Mr. SAUNDERS moved to suspend the rules to 
allow Mr. Brown to go on with his remarks, He 
wished this debate to be brought to a close. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL called for the 
yeas and nays; but a sufficient number not rising 
to sustain the call, they were not ordered. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if the motion did 
not'require a two-thirds vote to sustainit. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then called for tellers; 
but the call was not sustained. 

On taking the question, the ayes were 73, noes 61. 

So the rules were not suspended, there not being 
a majority of two-thirds. , 

The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the report of the, Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating the names of the parties 
entitled and the amount respectively due of the old 
fundedand unfunded debt, payable on presentation 
under the resolution of the House of 7th January 
last; the pending question being on the motion to 
print. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON observed, that since this 
subject was up last, he had been to. the Treasury 
Department, where he had been informed by the 
proper officer. ‘ 

Mr. BARNARD here raised the question of or- 
der, that the resolutions which were laid over on no- 
lice of debate, had the priority over this report. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON resumed. He had 
learned at the Treasury Department that whilst the 
bank of the United States acted as commissioner of 
loans, they had the possession of all the books con- 
taining the record of these claims, and the officers 
were of opinion that somebody had got possession of 
the names of the claimants, and was using the record, 
It would, therefore, benefit the claimants to have the 
names published. He proposed, however, to refer 
the matter to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to inquire and report what restrictions, if any, might 
be necessary in the publication. 

The report was then referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
January 5th, 1844. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit the annual re- 
port of the Solicitor of the Treasury, in relation to 
the arduous duties with which he is charged. It 
will be found to contain very: useful information, and 
some most valuable suggestions for the better man~ 
agement of the property which the United States 
has acquired, d hereafter may acquire, upon salés 
under executions in their favor, as well as upon 
other subjects of great interest. 

J. C. SPENCER. 

Hon. J. W. Jones, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Also, a letter from the Commissioner of Publie 
Buldings, transmitting, in compliance with the act of 
Congress, his annual report of the manner in which 
all appropriations for the Public Buildings and 
Grounds have becn applied; which report was refer- 
redto the Committee on the Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of War, stating 
that he had examined and audited theacounts of the 
legal representatives of Captain S. Skinner, deceased, 


-and transmitting the report of the 3d Auditor of the 


Treasury upon that subject: referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Also, a letter from the Mayor of Alexandria, trans-. 
mitting a copy of a preamble and resolutions of the 
Common Council of Alexandria, relating to the Bank 


PEE Se E eT Me FE RE 


of P iomac and Farmers ? Bank of that city: referred 
to the Committee‘for the District of Columbia. ' 
GENERAL JACKSON’ S` FINE. 

` On the motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr..Davis of Indiana in the chair, and proceeded 
“with. the consideration, of the bill to refund the 
fine imposed. on General Jackson by Judge Hall of 


z New Orleans. 


My, WELLER was entitled to the floor, and rose 
-to-address the committee. He said when this bill 
was first introduced,the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Barwary;] who it seemed had lashed himself 
into arage, announced, that they were about to pass an 
act in direct violation of the Constitution, but that the 
should not do it without being informed of the fact. 
Now it was exceedingly fortunate for the majority 
on that floor that they could have the opinion of the 
learned gentleman from New York; that “a Daniel 
had come to judgment,” and that the schoolmaster 
was. abroad in the land. The gentleman from New 
York spent a large portion of his. hour—and he 
hoped, now, the House was satisfied that there was 
some good reason for the passage of the hour rule— 
in his effort to prove that ‘the. Constitution did not 
permit Gen. Jackson to proclaim martiallaw. Why, 
who ever pretended that it did! The friends of this 
bill. placed: its justification on: the law of necessity. 


“The-declaration of martial law was an act for which’ 


General Jackson was responsible to the. country, if 
„the cireumstances by. which he. was surrounded 
were not a sufficient justification; and in order .to 
~ decide the question . whether General. Jackson acted 
. fight or wrong, it was unjust to argue what the 
x Circumstances were by which he was surrounded 
` at the time to which this bill related.. Now what 

“was the position of General Jackson at that tine? 
| He had been. informed, previous to going to New 
` Orleans, by the Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
- that disaffection existed among the citizens of New 
Orleans. : He was so informed by a man who was 
in a position to understand the feelings-and opin- 
: tons of the people; and it is a fact already spread 
< Oni the page of history,. that many of the natu- 
< valized citizens. of that-city applied for exemp- 
tion from service in the “American army—citi- 


“Constitution had. been’ violated? Who denounced 


General Jackson as a tyrant and a usurper? Was 


cO 


it an American? Wasita man born on her soip: A 


blood? No, sir; it was. an Englishman. It was a 
man born in the same country which sent forth. that 
army which General Jackson defeated. : 
Mr. BARNARD rose and requested the gentle- 
man from Ohio. to state . his authority for calling 


Judge Hallan Englishman. 
M 


r.. WELLER said this was his authority: The 
declaration had been made, and never- contradicted; 
it was also stated on this floora few days since by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. SLIDELL,] 
who, he presumed, was familiar with the history of 
Judge Hall. - 

Mr. BARNARD said if the gentleman from Ohio 
would permit him, he would state that an old and 
respectable inhabitant of this city, with whom he 
(Mr. B.) was acquainted, knew Judge Hall when he 
was in college in Pennsylvania at about the age of 16 
years, and knew also that his family then resided 
in Philadelphia. That gentleman, he was also in- 
formed, was acquainted with Judge Hall to the time 
of his death. . 

Mr. WELLER said this might be true, and yet 
it did not prove that Judge Hall was a native citi- 
zen of the United States; nor were any of the parties 
concerned in the contest with General Jackson at 
that time—neither Hall, nor Morell, nor Martin, 
nor Louallier—natives of the United States. It came 
then to this, that the American Constitution was to 
be vindicated exclusively by foreigners. This 
British judge was to become the vindicator of 
American law. This, he confessed, was to him a 
remarkable circumstance. 


But who had they here in opposition to this bill? 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. pear 
stood in the front, to proclaim that, to pass this bil 
tó refund the fine to Gen. Jackson, would be a viola- 
tion of the law and Constitution. Why, in the last 
Congress, that gentleman could take $25,000 from 
the national treasury, and bestow it upon a widow. 
That was no violation of law at all. ‘The Senate’of 
the United States also voted $200,000 to the Massa- 
chusetts militia that refused to fight in the last war. 
That was no violation of the Constitution. The 
Senate of the United States could also report a bill 
—for it went no further—to paythe heirs of old 
Isaac Hull some $2,000 or $3,000—he who treach- 
erougly surrendered an American army into the hands 
of. the British—he meant Gen. Hull; everybody 
knew him—and there was no violation of law in that. 
But now, when a proposition was made to refund a 
fine unjustly imposed on General Jackson, the very 
persons who did these things woke up and talked 
about violations of the Constitution; but God save 
that instrument, if it fell into the hands of such men! 
Well, now, they had been asked why this bill had 
not been passed before; and that was urged as an 
argument why it should not be passed now? He 
would reply, that this question was never agitated 
in this hall, until public opinion had been set in motion 
by thepeople. There was no movement on the partof 

oliticians to make political capital out of the refund- 
ing of this fine, until the people in the different 
States acted upon this House. But they were to be 
told now by the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Pryron,] that the object of this bill was to make 
political capital, and that it was not passed alone to 
redeem the fame of General Jackson. The gentle- 
man said this had not been done before, because 
they did not care about it, and that it had all been 
an afterthought. He also said: 


“You were then rich, strong, and proud; your 
political capital was at ‘the flood,’and you needed the 


„aid of no such humbugs. You are now poor, bank- 


rupt, humble, timid; and, like drowning men, you 
are catching at straws.” i 


This was one of the most remarkable discoveries 
of the age. The gentleman from Tennessee had 
found out that the Democratic party was bankrupt; 
but where did he find its evidence? In the popular 
elections which had taken place in the different 
States of this Union? Was it in the complexion of 
this House? Did the gentleman remember that, at 
the extra session of Congress, his party had a ma- 
jority of near forty-five, while now, under the op- 
eration of the “sober second thought of the people,” 
the Democratic majority was sixty or seventy on 
this floor? Where, then, was the evidence thatthey 
were bankrupt? Democracy dead! No; it never 
dies. It might be put down for a time. They: 
might prostrate the leaders of the party—those who: 


stood prominent: in the ranks; but Demicefatic pring. 
ciples can never be destroyed; they were principles i 


man ‘through whose veins circulated” American ||- f vha intend 
noblest work.: Democracy was founde 


| do him the justice to wipe out the disgrace. 


and make man. what God intended 


immutable truth; and: 


‘Truth crush’d to earth will rise again? 
No, no; let not the gentleman from Tennessee: 


yoke of colonial bondage. 
1 gentleman then suppose that the Dem- ` 
ocratic party were bankrupt. SUS a eae 

But there were some other remarkable things in 
thé speech of the gentleman from Tennessee, wha 
was peculiarly the Representative of the district in 
which the old hero resides. That gentleman came 
into this hall and said the refunding’ of. this’ fine 
would take away from General Jackson the bright- 
est of his military honors; and yet the gentleman’ 
from Tennessee, while professing to be a friend of 
General Jackson, said he would vote for this bill. 

[Me PEYTON explained. ri 

hey were told that those who. were: advocatin 
the passage of this bill were merely. the pretended 
friends of General Jackson; and yet it was said by 
the same geneman iy said in a very conciliatory’ 
manner,) if the frie of General Jackson ‘want to ` 
give him a thousand dollars, in God’s name let them 
do it. But (sdid Mr. W.) General Jackson is no 
beggar. Thank God, he has enough of the'neces- 
saries of life to sustain him during the remainder of 
hig days. gare Sa 

From the language of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, it might be supposed that General Jackson 
was a vagabond, a beggar, knocking’ at our doors, 
and asking fora pension, a bounty or a gratuity.. 
Sir, that is not the ground on which we demand the ` 
restitution of the fine. General Jackson asks 
nothing from your charity; he asks nothing but. . 
justice—that justice which the veriest crimis 
nal has a right to demand. And when ‘does — 
he ask this? Mow, when he is no’ longer in 
the political arena; no longer in the way of the ` 
gentlemen (for‘he has been in their weya long time.) 
Now, when he has reached the age of three-score and* 
ten, and is about to pass to “that bourne whence. 
no traveller returns,” he asks that we do him the 
justice to wipe out the stain which has so long rest-’ 
ed upon him, in consequence of the imposition of 
that fine. Yes, there stands the veteran, with one 
foot in the grave, and asks the American people to 
here 
is the voice that will refuse it? It is the gentleman 
from New York who refuses it. This, sir, is not 
an exhibition of his patriotism or of his affection for 
the man whom he professes to venerate. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Peyron,] 
sir, regards this as an effort on the part of the Dem- 
ocratic majority here to invoke the influence of Gen. 
Jackson in the coming contest. Is the influence of 
the venerable hero who stands upon the verge of.the: 
grave, then, of such importance that the gentleman. 
dreads to lose it? SEES 

Mr. PEYTON said he would. inform the’ gentle- : 
man that, as regarded any fear which he entertained 

ersonally, he had as little of it as the gentleman 
bimeelfi but if he meant political fear, he would ‘say 
to him that no longer ago than. in. the late canvass, 
he went to the. very door of .the Hermitage, and 
there encountered his opposition. He feared him 


not. 

Mr. WELLER. Weli sir; much as, I respect 
the moral courage of the gentleman, I cannot say I 
have a high regard for this exhibition of his patriot- 
ism. The gentleman from Tennessee also told us 
that, like hyenas, we. had descended to the grave of 
Judge Hall, and exhumed his bones. Who intro- 
duced the name of Judge Hall? Sir, it was the gen~ 
tleman from Georgia. He told you that Judge 
Hall was entitled to as much reverence for his eX- 
hibition of moral courage, as General Jackson was 
for the victory which he achieved. 

Mr. STEPHENS ‘said the gentleman had some- 
what misstated the language used by-him. He had 
instituted no comparison between the respective 
merits of General Jackson and Judge Hall. “What 
he had said’ was, that the Judge displayed much 
moral-firmness: - oi, gale Ceo BS 

Mr. WELLER. My only object: in alluding te -~ 


uot introduced here by the advocates of this bill, 
‘but by the gentleman from Georgia himself; though © 
it has been’ i 


descended to’ ari 
up the-carcass of Judge Hall. ‘Sir, kis own politi 


friends have called him up here as a`man entitled to` 
the. thanks of the nation for his moral: cóurage-and: 
“firmness; and being presented here, we are: compelled | 


to'examine into his conduct and motives... As to 
“the imposition of the fine, and the peculiar circum- 
stances attending that transaction, | do. now propose 


to speak. It. is enough for me to say, that, at that | 


time, General Jackson was known to be in indigent 
circumstances; that he lived in Tennessee in the 
most humble manner;.and: the imposition of the fine 


of so large an amount. shows conclusively that . 


Judge Hall was actuated by other considerations 
than those of: maintaining the supremacy. of the 
laws. The whole history of the,transaction shows 


‘that the Judge was actuated, not by patriotism, but ` 


by the worst ‘passions that ever actuated-the hu- 
man heart. i 

Sir; I have heard gentlemen upon this floor be- 
stow high eulogiums upon the judge. But let the 
“history of his conduct decide the question whether 
he was the pure patriot he is represented or not. 

Now, what are the evidences of that tyranny and 
usurpation which are attributed to General Jackson? 
for I have heard all these beautiful epithets bestowed 
upon him. When-he was arraigned, he quietly ten- 
dered his answer as an ordigry citizen would do. 
There was nothing disrespectful in his conduct. He 
asked that his answer might be received; but this 
vindicator of the law—-this British expounder of the 
American Constitution, refused to permit it, The 
fine was imposed. Where was the exhibition of 
tyranny? Did he make any resistance? No, sir. 

n the contrary, he restrained the fury of the popu~ 
lace, who were infuriated at the treatment he had re- 
ceived. Sir, it is not necessary I should bestow any 
eulogium on Gen. Jackson. His acts have been judg- 
ed by the American people, and they have'decided that 
the fine shall be restored. It may not be done by 
this Congress, for the gentleman has warned us that 
there is a party in the other branch of Congress who 
will arrest the progress of the bill. But if it do not 

ass now, you may rely on it the day is not far 

istant when this act of justice will be done. You 
may dissegard public opinion now; poe may turn a 
deaf ear to the voice of the people, which is thunder- 
ingin your ears; but this stain shall be wiped out; 
you cannot prevent its final passage. General Jack- 
son is too strongly incorporated in the affections of 
the American people to be affected by any thing 
which can be said here. The record of his deeds 
of noble daring on the field of battle will be inscribed 
upon his tomb. You may rely upon it that, when the 
history of this country comes to be written out, that 
history will do him the justice which you deny 
him. He stands renowned amid his countrymen, 

“The noblest Roman of them all.” 

Nature may stand up and say, “this is a man.” 
Suca a man cannot be injured by any declamation 

ere. 

Sir, I have already consumed more time than I in- 
tended, though I have, ina very desultory manner, 
presented this question to the House. Weare now 
upon the eve of the anniversary of the important 
victory at New Orleans. For myself, I should de- 
sire that this bill should pass this branch of Con- 
gress before that anniversary— 

The hour having expired, 

Mr. DICKINSON next obtained the floor. The 
bill that is under consideration (said Mr. D.) pro- 
poses to restore a fine imposed by a Louisiana judge 
upon a Tennessee general; and being a Tennessee 
man, I desire to make a very few remarks in regard 
to it. The gentleman from Louisiana remarked 
that this ought not to. be a party question; that men 
of candor and uprightness ought not, when the 
restitution of a fine to a hero is to be made, 
to suffer their party feelings to control their 
votes. Mr. Chairman, I reciprocate that sentiment; 
and to know whether we shall do ourselves, and 
the Constitution, and the country, justice, let us 
take a very brief view of the ground upon which the 
judge acted. General Jackson at New Orleans was 
surrounded by great difficulties. He thought then, 
at that moment of danger with which the whole 
South was threatened,he was justified in making New 
Orleans a military camp. He made New Orleans his 
camp, and declared martial law. Judge Hall. be- 
lieved that General Jackson had no power, under the 
Constitution of the United States, to suspend the 


“writ of habet 


imputed to ‘us. that, hyena-like, we had : 
e grave for the ‘purpose of tearing. 


laws by a‘ d law. 


ity of the court, martial law’ being enforced, Gener- 
al Jackson refused to regard it. General Jackson, 


believing that the danger which threatened-the coun- | 
“try “was not yet at an end, he continued to enforce 
“martial law; and dis 
` court. "The judge was ordered to leave the camp. 


ded the process of the 


kt is said the judge was a coward. The gentleman 


“from Louisiana who first addressed the “House, 
‘spòke “as if ajudge was expected always to have 
` his gun and his knapsack; and if he had not, he 


must be a coward. This seems to me certainly a 


new principle. But how is it further proved that 


the judge is a coward? General Jackson is ordered 
to appear before him. A ‘Tennessee general, at the 
head of the Tennessee army, surrounded by his 
life-guards, idolized by the citizens of New Orleans, 
approached the judgment-seat; and what reception 
did he meet there? Was the judge a coward when 
he imposed a fine of a thousand dollars? Was he a 
coward for upholding what he considered the au- 
thority of the court? ‘What was the conduct of 
Cicero under similar circumstances? Did he not 
say— 
“Inter armis silent leges?” 

Was such the conduct of Judge Hall? No, sir; 
he uttered no such language: he imposed the fine. 
If this be cowardice, I hope that, as long as we have 
a Government, we may have such cowards to sit 
upon the judicial bench. We have heard the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana declare that Judge Hall was an 
Englishman. But take it for granted that he was 
an Englishman: is there a gentleman upon this 
floor who believes that a man who has swornal- 
legiance to this country, because he happens to be 
an Englishman is necessarily a traitor in his heart 
—that he is always compelled to be a traitor? Is 
an Englishman more likely to bea traitor than a 
Frenchman or a Scotchman? and has it been re- 
served for the gentleman from Louisiana to dis- 
cover that an Englishman loves England more than 
a Frenchman. loves France? or that a Scotchman 
loves the hills where Wallace fought? Is there 
any man who loves his country better than a French- 
man?—is there a man who loves the warriors of 
his country better? Does not every Frenchman 
delight to dwell upon the exploits of Bonaparte, 
more thanan Englishman upon those of Welling- 
ton? Does the fact of Judge. Hall being an Eng- 
lishman, render him less fit to discharge the duties 
of his office than if he had been a Frenchman? 

Dr. Linn, tlre lamented Senator from Missouri, put 
the question, in my opinion, on its true ground. He 
was certainly a sincere friend of General Jackson. 
He did not think it was necessary to make Judge 
Hall culpable; to heap abuse on him in order to 
justify General Jackson. That is a question for 
posterity to examine. I hope we shall not go back 
twenty-five years to cast obloquy on the fame of a 
man who has left no relatives to defend him, 
whether he was a native of England or America. 
General Jackson’s fame was not in need of the sup- 
port which that would give it. But, the gentleman 
who last addressed the House, said that my col- 
league had represented General Jackson as a 


beggar. I did ‘not understand him as in- 
tending such an expression. All who know 
General Jackson, know that neither his cir- 


cumstances in Jife, nor his feelings, will allow 
him to be presented before the country as a beggar. 
My colleague opposes the measure upon the same 
ground with myself—on account of its containing a 
censure on the judge. We are willing to vote fora 
restitution of the fine, without imputing blame to 
any one. The Government has received the money 
twenty-five years ago; and, in my opinion, it ought 
to be restored. 

Sir, I understand the movement of the very saga- 
cious and adroit gentleman who last addressed the 
House. He is one of the most adroit politicians on 
this floor. Why is he so anxious on this subject? 
Why is he so anxious to eulogize General Jackson, 
unless he wishes to interpose the name of that illus- 
trious man between the two parties in this our 
He knows that that name is a tower of strength, 
and that without it they never would have. been able 
to raise Mr. Van Buren to the presidential chair. I 
can tell the gentleman from Ohio that his artifice is 
in vain. He will find that it is a worn-out trick. I 
trust that the gentlemen on both sides who are 
anxious that the fine should be restored, will vote 
against all amendments, and in favor of the bill as 
introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

If the gentleman from Ohio wanted to do honor 


rtial When the: 
issued under the author- - 
r “be 


o 
oF 1844." He hoped that the friends of the bill 


power to show him to posterity in an attitude as glo- 
rious to him as that of victor at New Orleans. They 
could show him to posterity, teaching, by his éxam- 
ple, the lesson, that the military was subordinate to 
the. civil authority. They might rely on it, they 
never could make anything by thrusting General 
Jackson forward in the next presidential contest. 
They would find that the people would regard such 
an attempt’as in insult to their understandings. Such 
had been the case in Tennessee. The attempt to 
make political capital there out of General Jackson's 
services, for the purpose of. sustaining Mr. Van Bu- 
ren, had signally failed. He would tell gentlemen 
that it was a worn-out trick ; that they would not be 
able, with all their skill, to hide the fox of New York 
in the mane of the lion of Tennessee. 


Mr. DOUGLASS, of Illinois, observed that when 
this bill was introduced by the learned gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. ©. J.. Incersoux,] he had 
hoped that it would be permitted to pass without de- 
bate, and without amendment; but the. character of 
the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,] and the debate that had 
taken place on that amendment and on the original 
bill, had been so extraordinary as to justify and re- 
quire the friends of the bill to go into the discussion, 
of the whole subject. For one, he was not prepared 
to shrink from any question connected with the sub- 
ject; nor was he prepared to admit the correctness of 
the imputations cast on the pd antl of the meas- 
ure by. gentlemen who had spoken in opposition to 
it. It had been stigmatized as an after-thought or 
party trick, as a humbug, as an attempt to make 
political capital for the next presidential election — 

Mr. DICKINSON here explained, that if the 
gentleman alluded to him, he had confined his re- 
marks to the speeches and not to the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLASS continued. He thought a fair 
construction required him to say that the gentleman 
confined his remarks to the speeches made in sup- 
port of the bill; but there were other gentlemen who 
did not, and who attacked the bill itself. He then 
hurled back on them any imputations on the sin- 
cerity of those who advocate the passage of this bill. 
We have been told, continued Mr. D., that we are 
the pretended friends of General Jackson; and that 
those who take the opposite ground are his real 
friends. Yet, in the very next breath, we find them 
denouncing him as a violator of the law and’ the 
Constitution, and as having trampled on the rights 
of the judiciary. He applied these remarks to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Pryron,| so far 
as he imputed to a majority of the House the intro- 
duction of a humbug, so far as he asserted that it 
was a political design for the purpose of procuring 
political capital for the next presidential election: 

Mr. PEYTON asked leave to explain. If the 
gentleman would recollect the commencement of 
his remarks, the other day, he would find 
that he professed his wish to vote for the bill, 
and alluded to the speeches and action on it here as 
a humbug, and as a design to obtain political capi- 
tal, &c. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he alluded to the speeches 
of gentlemen on the other side, when he character- 
ized them as humbugs and as a political design; for 
the gentlemen professed to be friends of General 
Jackson, while they were casting obloquy on his 
name. Well might the old hero say, God deliver 
me from: my friends, if their friendship is such as 
this. i 
Mr. D. insisted that this bill was brought for- 
ward in good faith, as an act of justice—justice to 
General Jackson as well as to the American people. 
To refuse to pass it, would be an act of the grossest 
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injustice to the American people, and would stamp 
them with ingratitude to their bravest defender. 
He was not one to admit that General Jackson vio- 
- lated the Constitution, or the law, at New Orleans. 
: He denied that he violated either. He insisted that 
: the general Meal pertormed every act that his 
duty required, and that his right to declare martial 
law, and enforce it, resulted from the same source, 
-and rested on the same principle, that that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr . BARNARD] asserted, 
from which Judge Hall derived the authority to 
punish for contempt, without trial, without witnesses, 
without jury, and without anything but his own ar- 
bitrary will. The gentleman asserted that the pow- 
er to punish for contempt was not conferred by the 
statute, or by the common law, but was inherent in 
every judicial tribunal and legislative body; and he 
cited the authority of the Supreme Court to sup- 
port the assertion. He said that this power was 
necessary to the courts, to enable them to perform 
the duties which the laws entrusted to them, and 
arose from the necessity of the case. Now, 
it-was from the same source that the power to de~ 
clare martial law was derived—its necessity in time 
of war for the defence of the country. The defence 
-of the lives and liberties of the people, as well as 
their property, being all entrusted to the discretion 
of the commanding general, it became his duty to 
declare martial law, if the necessity of the case re- 
quired it. If it became necessary to blow up a fort, 
he was authorized to do it; if it became necessar 
to sink a vessel, he was authorized to do it; and if it 
became necessary to burn a city, he was authorized 
to it. The necessity of the case was the law to 
govern him; and he, en hisresponsibility, must judge 
of the existence of that necessity. It was the first 
law of nature which authorized a man to defend his 
own person, and his wife and his children at all haz- 
ards. It was that law which authorized this body to 
repel aggression and insult, and protect itself in 
the exercise of its legislative functions; and it 
was that law which authorized courts of justice to 
defend themselves and punish for contempts. He 
acknowledged that this was a high handed and de- 
spotic power—one that was only to be exercised 
when necessary, and which ceased when the neces- 
sity. no longer existed. Such was the power under 
which General Jackson declared martial law -at 
New Orleans. On this part of the subject he did 
not intend to go into the history of all the occur- 
rences of that period—they had been detailed ina 
most faithful and interesting manner by the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. Sue.zi.] It was sufi- 
cient for him to know that General Jackson, who 
was the commanding general, deemed it necessary 
‘to declare martial law in order to defend the city. 
It was sufficient for him to know that the Governor 
and Legislature of the State deemed it necessary. 
It was sufficient for him to know that the courts and 
the whole population of the city deemed it necessary; 
and it was sufficient for him to know that this im- 
maculate Judge Hall himself deemed it necessary. 
Ay, sir, did not this profound judge—this pure 
atriot—did he not understand the Constitution and 
aws when he advised the general to declare mar- 
tiallaw? Did he deem that his advice to the gen- 
eral was to trample on the laws? Was he perfid- 
ious when he gave such advice? Was he laying a 
trap for General Jackson to ensnare him? Was it 
in good faith, first to advise him to declare martial 
law, and then punish him for it? One of two things 
was true: either that he thought it was the general’s 
duty to declare martial law, or that he was a false, 
perfidious enemy, seeking to betray him. The 
most charitable conclusion was, that Judge Hail 
did believe that martial law was necessary; and 
seeing the near approach of the enemy—seeing 
the traitors in the camp, and seeing the im- 
pending danger, did advise the general to de- 
clare martial law. Then what right had he to 
arrest the execution of it? If the general had the 
right to declare martial law, it was his duty to exe- 
eute it, and Judge Hall had no right to arrest the 
execution of it. But let us (said Mr. D.) take 
another view of the subject. Gentlemen in this 
_ discussion had assumed, ‘with much boldness, that 
the judgment rendered by Judge Hall was a legal 
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one, and in conformi 


ty with the strictest rules of jus- 


- tice. Now let us examine, and seeif it be so. In the 


limited time allowed him, (Mr.-D.,) he would not, 
on this part of the subject, question the power of the 
judge to punish for contempt. He would not, for 


the sake of argument, question the power of the _ 


judge to punish, athis own arbitrary will and dis- 
cretion, without trial, without witnesses, &c. He 
would concede the position that the judge had the 
right to punish for contempt; and then he would 
contend that he had no right in this case to render 
that judgment, and that the judgment was illegal: 
Now he took this ground: that the declaration of 
martial law of itself was no contempt of the court; 
and if it was illegal, it wasa crime for which the 
general was responsible to a court-martial, or to the 
civil courts; but the law of contempts could not 
reach him. Then did General Jackson do any act 
shat amounted to a contempt? Certainly not. “We 
are told that he arrested the Frenchman Louallier 
and confined him in prison but ifhe did any thing 
wrong in that act, (which Mr. D. would not admit,) 
he was only liable to indictment, or an action for 
false imprisonment; but there was no contempt of 
court inthat act. Then as to the arrest and impris- 
onment of Judge Hallhimself. There was no con- 
tempt of court in that act; for when the arrest was 
made, Judge Hall was not sitting in court, but was 
athis lodgings asa private citizen. No one can pretend 
that, if a judge of one of our courts is assaulted or 
otherwise maltreated in the streets, he can go and 
open his court, and then summon the party before 
him and try him for contempt. In such a case, a 
judge must seek redress like any other private citi- 
zen. General Jackson, therefore, in arresting Judge 
Hall, subjected himself, if the act was illegal, to in- 
dictment for the false imprisonment of a citizen, but 
by no means rendered himself liable for a contempt 
ofcourt. But they were told that the real point was 
the refusal of the general to obey the writ of habeas 
corpus for Louallier. Now it must be borne in mind 
that that writ was issued on the 5th, and was return- 
able on the 6th, at 11 o’clock, but it was never 
shown to or seen by General Jackson till after the 
hour at which it was returnable. The writ was there- 
fore a nullity—it was dead, and it was impossible 
for the general to obey or answer it when it was 
shown, for it was then no longer of any force what- 
ever. The general, however, on being brought be- 
fore the court, submitted his answer on oath, and in 
which he purged himself of the contempt according 


“to law; but the judge, in a most arbitrary and ty- 


rannical manner, refused to receive the paper, and 
entered the judgment against him. If the refusal to 
obey the writ of habeas corpus was a contempt, still 
the general purged himself by oath, that it had never 
come to his knowledge till after it was returnable. 
General Jackson did it in this case, and the 
statement was not contradicted; and still the 
fine was illegally imposed. He (Mr. D.) was 
willing to stake this case on the mere question of 
law, and he defied any lawyer, with the aid of 
all the technicalities that could be resorted to in the 
case, to show that General Jackson was guilty of a 
contempt within such a meaning as would properly 
subject him to the fine that was imposed. Some 
gentlemen had discussed this question as if the very 
declaration of martial law itself was a contempt; but 
he defied them to point outa single distinct fact which 
amounted to a contempt. But let that pass. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. eae, 
had pronounced this bill unprecedented. He ha 

said, and others had said so too, that it was an at- 
tempt to set aside a decision of a court of justice, and 
to repudiate its sanctity and authority in an unpre- 
cedented manner. But was it unprecedented? It 
might be unprecedented to remit a fine for declaring 
martial law; for the imposition of such a fine was 
unprecedented. They had been told that martial 
law had been declared by General Wilkinson, aad 
yet no punishment was mflicted for that. It had 
also been done on the shores of the lakes by Gen- 
eral Gaines; and he (Mr. D.) had no doubt that it 
had been done by others without any fine being im- 
posed, and hence no fine had been refunded. But 
were bills refunding fines, and penalties, and assess- 
ments, and damages, imposed on military com- 
manders, unprecedented? If they would take the 
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pains to look through the speech ‘of. the: late 
candid and sincere Dr. Linn, of whom no one eduld 
speak but with respect, they would find many ‘cases, 
commencing in the last century ‘and coming down to 
the present time, in which. bills of this kind’ had 
been passed. That had been the settled and the uni- 
form policy of this Government; and the’ question 
now was, whether the hero of New Orleans should 
be excepted from the general course of legislation. 
Whoever recorded his vote against this‘ bill, stigma- - 
tized the character, and affixed a stain. on the fair 
fame of General Jackson, which Congress’ had uni- 
formly refused to permit to remain on the character 
of other military and naval officers. And why this 
exception? Why this unjust, this ignominious ex- 
ception? Was there anything in the conduet of 
General Jackson at New Orleans that required that 
he should be made an exception? Was there a 
on this floor that had the hardihood to say there 
was, and to impeach the motives, the purity, and 
the fidelity of General Jackson in any act he did at 
New Orleans? Was‘there a man there that would 
pretend to deny the necessity for the exercise of that 
igh summary authority to which General Jackson 
was compelled to resort? Was there a man there 
who would pretend that General Jackson did not 
save the city, and the country, and the laws and 
property of the citizens, by that very exercise ` of 
igh authority? À 

These things would not be questioned. The ne- 
cessity and the glorious effects resulting from the 
course which that necessity prompted, were ac- 
knowedged by the whole country, and he would 
even say. by the whole civilized world. Then, as 
far as this bill was concerned, he (Mr, D:) cared 
not whether their acts were legal or illegal. He 
cared not whether General Jackson violated the 
Constitution or not. He cared not whether Gen- 
eral Jackson suspended all civil authority or not. 
If his acts were necessary to the defence of the 
country, that necessity was above all law. ` Gen- 
eral Jackson hazarded everything; he hazarded 
both life and reputation of that step, which might 
render him immortal if it saved the country, or, on 
the contrary, make him ignominious,. and a 
by-wor,d and a reproach; and the man that 
dared to do that, deserved the protection and 
the plaudits of his country. He did not envy the 
feelings of that man that would get up and talk 
calmly and coolly, under such circumstances, about 
rules of court and technicalities of proceeding, and 
the danger of example, when the city might bein 
flames and the utmost barbarity might be committed® 
What were rules of court but mere cobwebs 
when they found an enemy with his cannon 
at the doors of their courts, and when they 
saw the flames encircling the cupola? Talk then 
about rules of court, and the formality of proceed- 
ings! The man that would do this, would fiddle 
while the Capitol was burning. [Sensation.] He 
envied not any man the possession of such stoical 
philosophy. Talk about illegality!. Talk about 
formalities! Why, there was but one formality to 
be observed; and that was the formality of directing 
the cannon, and destroying the enemy, regardless of 
the means, whether it be by the seizure of ‘cotton 
bags, or the seizure of persons, if the necessity of 
the case required it. ‘The God of nature has con- 
ferred this right on men and nations; and therefore 
let him not be told that it was unconstitutional, To 
defend the country, let him not be told that it was 
unconstitutional to use the necessary means. The 
Constitution was adopted for the protection of the 
country; and under that Constitution, the nation had 
the right to exercise all the powers that were neces- 
sary for the protection of the country. If martial 
law was necessary to the salvation of the country, 
martial law was legal for that purpose. If it was 
necessary for a judge, for the preservation of order, 
to punish for contempt, he thought it was necessary 
for a general to exercise a control over his cannon, 
to imprison traitors, and to arrest spies, and to inter- 
cept communications with the enemy. If this was 
necessary, all this was legal, 

But the ground on which he placed the defence— 
and he denied that Gen. Jackson did any act. which 
was not justified by rightful and legal authority- 
was as high and as sacred as that of self-defence, 
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General Jackson did not exercise any unnecessary 

_axbitrary authority. He-did not suspend the civil 
law, nor close the civil tribunals, any farther -than 
was necessary for the carrying out of the military 
defence of the country. o this extent he did do it, 
and to this extent it was right that he should do it. 
In other respects, the civil law, and the courts were 
in full force.. True, General Jackson would. not 
allow them to communicate with. the enemy; but 
they could not surrender ought to the enemy; he 
deprived them of the power to commit treason; but 
he deprived them of-no power that an honest man 
would desire to exercise. He imposed -no. restraint 
that any man devoted to the. country would regret; 
and the men who instigated the proceedings against 
General Jackson were the men who skulked in the 
hour of danger. 

But he wished to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the conduct of General Jackson after hostili- 
ties had ceased. He wished the committee to di- 
rect their attention to that closing scene, which 
showed the true character and purposes of the man. 
Whilst the British forces were on our borders— 
whilst danger continued to exist—whilst treason re- 
mained in his camp—whilst there was no necessity 
to use exertion—he stood firm and undaunted, erect 
and ready to take any responsibility, and to defy 
any restraint; to face any authority or enemy, 
either civil, or foreign, or military. But the mo- 
ment the official news arrived that peace was de- 

. clared—the moment the enemy retreated—the mo- 
ment that danger ceased, and the necessity for the 
rigid exercise of his military authority ceased—he 
submitted to the civil tribunals; he went into the 
court, and there stood erect and calm, preserved that 
order which the judge himself could not preserve, 
and there submitted to punishment. Did not this 
fact of itself show that he never intended to violate 
the Constitution or the law? Did it not demon- 
strate the sacred reverence and regard that he 
felt for the supremacy of law? If he were the 
despot he had been represented to be—if he were 
the arbitray desperado he was represented—would 
he, whilst surrounded by a victorious army; whilst 
surrounded by the whole grateful population of the 
city; yes, whilst cheered on by the smiles and ap- 
probation of the ladies themselves, have submmited 

uietly to the exercise of that authority of the court? 

o; the desperado would. not have done this; the 
Jawless man, the arbitary man, would never have 
done this; nothing but the wise, the discreet, the 

atriotic statesman and general could so suddenly 
have changed from the military hero to the humble 
citizen, and have submitted to the penalties of the 
law. Then, in view of these facts, he asked the 
House, what pretext there was for-voting against 
this bill? Oh! it was said, ithad the effect of accu- 
sation against Judge Hall. Now, if there was any 
objection to that bill, it was, that it did not contain 
a clause condemning and branding that judge as he 
deserved. Nothing—nothing but General Jackson, 
and his reverence for justice, protected that judge 
from the decree of Judge Lynch. If Judge Hall 
had lived in any other country than this, and under 
any other Constitution than ours, his life would 
have paid the forfeit for his deeds. But he (Mr. 
D.) did not wish to comment on the conduct of that 
judge. He had a proper regard for the memory of 
that judge and for the feelings of his friends, (if he 
had any,) and he could not but believe that there 
was great impropriety on the part of a friend of that 
judge in inserting his name in this bill, and thereby 
reviving his memory. The name of Judge Hall 
had been thrust before them, and they were driven 
to look at his conduct and character in all their hor- 
rid deformity; and yet were they to be told, as they 
had been, that they had, hyena like, dragged them 
from the grave. He (Mr. D.) regretted that they 
had been dragged from the grave, and that the mem- 
ory of Judge Hall was destined to such an immor- 
tality as was secured to it now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to make a few re- 
marks in relation to the question before the House, 
amidst much confusion, and an earnest desire that 
the committee should rise, as the hour was getting 
late; he, however, said he should not detain the 
committee long, and was therefore desirous of pro- 
ceeding then. -He commenced by remarking, so far 
as he could be heard amidst the confusion that pre- 
vailed, that the Legislature of the State which he 
had the honor in part to represent, at its last session 
passed certain resolutions in favor of the passage of 
sucha bil as this. Those resolutions were trans- 
mitted by the Governor of Illinois to General Jack- 
son himself, and in due time an answer was re- 
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ceived from General Jackson, in which he declared 


his respect for the islature of Illinois, and the 
kind consideration which had prompted the course 
which had been pursued. Copies of these resolu 
tions were also transmitted to. the Senators for that 
State, and its representatives in Congress, and they 
were laid before the two Houses; and as he was a 
member of the Legislature of Illinois at the time 
these resolutions were adopted, he felt himself com- 
pelled to say a few words upon that subject, which 
then occupied the attention of the committee. 

_ He, however, did not know that he could advance 
the object which he had in view better than by 
making some comments on the arguments of gentle- 
men who had preceded him, rather than by attempt- 
ing to detail the circumstances of the case, and 
arguing thereon himself, for all the facts had been 
fully debated already. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Barnarp,}—whose views on this subject 
struck him with more force than did those of any 
other gentleman on that side of the question—had 
asked, and significantly asked, why it was that this 
act of justice towards General Jackson had been 
neglected to this late day? why it had been permit- 
ted to slumber, only to be waked up on. the eve of a 
presidential election? When it was propounded, he 
(Mr. McC.) was struck with the novelty, if not 
with the force.of the question, Why the Congress of 
the United States had not before taken the matter 
into consideration, and done that act, which was as 
necessary for the vindication of the character of 
these United States as of General Jackson? But 
for the exemplification of this subject, he found that 
the people have been alive to this subject from the time 
the fine was inflicted to the present day; and, in re- 
spect to matters of this description, public opinion 
had always gone in advance of legislative action, 
and in fact in advance on all subjects affecting the 
justice of the policy of the Government of this coun- 
try. 

The people of this country were in favor of the 
Declaration of Independence; they were glad of 
their deliverance from colonial bondage. The peo- 
ple of this country were also in favor of the last 
war; the people of this country called upon General 
Jackson to prostrate the United States Bank; and 
the people of this country are now ten years ahead 
of their rulers in respect to the occupation of Ore- 
gon, and in regard to all those measures which 
affect the integrity, the honor, or the interests of this 
country. They have raised their voices, time and 
again; and whenever they have done so, they 
have made themselves heard. The people of 
New Orleans, at the time the fine was imposed, 
condemned it as illegal; they were witnesses 
of the facts of the case, and they condemned the 
act. The whole country has approved of the con- 
duct of General Jackson in the defence of the city 
of New Orleans, and in the achievement of the 
glorious victory he there obtained over the enemies 
of this country. And the Legislature of the very 
State which the gentleman so ably represents, passed 
resolves containing a high eulogium upon General 
Jackson. Mr. Van Buren was the very man who 
as Senator, introduced those resolves; and, sir, (con- 
tinued Mr. McCuurnanp,) what is the expres- 
sion of public opinion upon this subject now? The 
Legislatures of most of the States, if I mistake not, 
have called upon Congress to refund the fine. The 
people are awake to the subject, and it is the duty 
of this Congress to fulfil their expressed wishes. In 
relation to the removal of the deposites, the people 
having taken the subject in hand, continued to 
agitate it, until at length a majority was thrown into 
Congress, by which that measure was carried. 

But the gentleman from New York says that this 
question is brought up at this time for the purpose 
of operating upon the presidential election. Does he 
charge such a design upon the people of seventeen 
States of this Confederacy? Does he accuse the 
Whigs of Louisiana of such a design, because 
they called for the restitution of the fine to General 
Jackson? Is he prepared to read the Whigs of Lou- 
isiana out of the ranks, because they are for resto- 
ring the fine? 1t would be very impolitie for him, 
at this time, to read many of them out. It should 
be the policy of the gentleman to recruit; to in- 
crease the numbers of his party, rather than to di- 
minish them. It seems to me that the Whigs of 
Louisiana will not feel very easy under this 
imputation. Ttappears to me, that when they re- 
solved to instruct their Senators, and request their 
Representatives in Congress to vote for this law, 
it was done as an act- of justice, irrespective of 
all other considerations. 1 therefore think that the 


public mind has always been alive to the import- 
ance of refunding this fine; that the people have al- 
„ways demanded it; that they now demand it; and it 
is in vain for the gentleman and his associates to re- 
sist the force of the public will. If they stand out 
against it, it will overwhelm them with its unhallow- 
ed effects. The public voice has commanded that this 
act of justice should be done; and the gentleman might 
as wol toss straws against the wind, or by apply- 
ing-his shoulder to the Rocky Mountains attempt 
to remove them, as to endeavor to resist that de- 
mand. 3 

But the gentleman says that those who advocate 
this bill will be recreant to the country. If it was 
really his intention to cast an imputation upon those 
who support the measure, I hurl back that imputa- 
tion as more justly attaching to him and to those 
who oppose it. Sir, if I were to vote against this 
measure of justice and right, I should be guilty of 
abetting treason. i : 

General Jackson refused to recignise the authority 
of Judge Hall’s court, because the safety of the 
country required that his authority should be sus- 

ended. The energies of General Jackson were 
Hirected against an invading foe, who were ready to 
ravage the country. This having been the object of 
the general, and the means he employed being ne- 
cessary to that object, I say that, in my opinion, iff 
were to resist this law, I should be guilty of abetting 
treason. Again, even granting that this measure of 
justice to General Jackson has been neglected too 
lene, does it follow, therefore, that it is now too late? 
The principles of this Government acknowledge no 
such limitation of time. It is to be regretted that 
this act of justice has been neglected so long; but the 
fact that it has been neglected is, in itself, a strong 
reason why it should be neglected no longer. . 

But the gentleman also says that the measure is 
so obnoxious that it cannot pass the other branch of 
Congress. That may be owing to a want of skill 
on the part of those who drew it up. It may be 
that the gentleman has more experience than 
we have, and it would be well if he would 
render us his services to “lick” it into a bet- 
ter shape. There are those who are so consti- 
tuted, that the sweets of justice are repugnant to 
their taste—there are those who are so constituted, 
that to them right is always wrong, and wrong is 
right. But I will tell the gentleman, that we will 
have this measure. We ask not his support. We 
will pass it here by the strength and force of Demo- 
cratic votes. And the people of this country will 
be enabled to see, and to know, who are willing to 
give effect to their will, and who stand in the way 
of it. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, the other day, 
stated this was a political handle. 1, sir, disclaim 
any such She ore such motive. “Evil to him 
who evil thinks.” hough justice has been delay- 
ed, the Democracy of this country is awake, and 
they will be able to carry this great measure which 
is so necessary in vindication of the purity of the 
Government. It ill becomes the gentleman to 
speak of “humbugs.” By what influence was his 
paniy put into power in 1840? By the veriest hum- 
wg that was ever thought of. ‘They who live in 
glass houses should not cast stones.” 

The gentleman from Tennessee also states that 
even if we should avail ourselves of the influence of 
this measure to secure the election ofa Democratic 
candidate, we would fail of our object, inas- 
much as Mr. Van Buren has become altogether 
unpopular; that the people have cast him off, and 
will not again receive him into favor. It is ex- 
tremely doubtful whether the people have cast him 
off. Iam ofopinion that he was defeated by the 
grosest fraud and corruption, and not rejected by 
the sober sense of the American people; and events 
which have transpired since the election go to 
prove the correctness of this conclusion. 

The gentleman says we are notonly tricksters, 
but that we have been guilty of the inhumanity 
of entering the grave, and tearing up the body of 
Judge Hall, by whom the fine was imposed. Enough 
has been said upon that subject. All are aware that 
not one word was said about Judge Hall, until his 
name was introduced by his friends. And if his name 
has been used ina manner which reflects no credit 
on his memory, they alone are to blame. The gen- 
tleman thought to make some capital when he as- 
serted that we had entered the grave of Judge Hall, 
seized upon.his bones, and rattled them before the 
House. He thought he would thus deter us 
from doing an act of justice. And the gen- 
tleman from New York, acting upon the same 


law had not been. declared ‘here’ and at 
Baltimore during the last war? It was because there 
was no occasion for it, or because General Jackson 
was not here. If martial law was not enforced here, 
there was a law far more obnoxious—the law of 
British bayonets, in the hands of British soldiers. If 
martial law had been declared, perhaps the Cap- 
itol would not have been destroyed; perhaps the 
monument erected to the memory of fallen heroes 
would not have been broken in pieces. No, sir 
there was no martial law, but the motto of the Ro- 
man general was practically enforced—‘ Inter armis 
silent leges,” ` 

I ask whether it is better that martial law should 
prevail, or the law of British bayonets? Sir, the 
gentleman makes nothing by adverting to these 
facts. There was martial law at New Orleans, and 
the city was successfully defended, and the honor of 
the country nobly vindicated. 


Again, the gentleman says that General Jackson 
failed to obey the writ of habeas corpus; that he de- 
fied the laws of the country, and treated with disre- 
spect the judge. But gentlemen must remember 
that Judge Hall was himself the abetter of the trar 
tor Louallier. They may, if they choose,range them- 
selves under the banner of a British judge, who 
was acting upon treasonable motives; but we of 
the Democratic party range ourselves under the 
banner hung out by General Jackson in defence of 
the country’s liberties; a British judge and treason 
on one side—General Jackson and the glorious de- 
fence of the country on the other. We hesitate not 
to take our stand upon this issue. Gentlemen may 
take the other side if they please. 

One word in regard to the violation of the Consti- 
stution and laws, alleged to have been committed by 
General Jackson, 


It has been insisted, with great force, that the 
power to punish for contempt is necessary for the 
preservation of the authority of courts. On the 
same principle, therefore, I contend that the general 
of an army has the power to declare martial law;and, 
as arms are superior to civil authority when brought 
into collision with it, the civil law must yield to mar- 
tial law. The very act of proclaiming martial law sus- 
pends for a time the civil, law so far as they come in 
conflict. Judge Hall, therefore, had no more power 
or authority than a private individual, and General 
Jackson was not bound to obey his mandate. But 
there are some facts connected with this transaction, 
which, even if Judge Hall’s authority was in full 
force, would exculpate General Jackson from all 
blame for the violation of that authority. It ap- 
pears from the records of the case, that the 
affidavit of Louallier was changed—so changed 
as to become a forgery; and, being a forgery, was 
not an instrument upon which the court could act. 
The writ of habeas corpus must be predicated upon 
an affidavit. There was no affidavit in this case, 
such as the law requires; therefore the writ of habeas 
corpus was a nullity, and General Jackson was no 
more bound by it than he would have been bya 
piece of blank paper. 


He would make one more remark before he 
closed. The gentleman from Tennessee, in his de- 
sire to show the strength of the opposition to Mr. 
Van Buren, said that, inasmuch as he was defeated 
for the presidency in 1840, he would be again de- 
feated in 1844, Now if that was a good argument, 
it applied with more force to Mr. Clay than to Mr. 
Van Buren; for the former has been defeated three 
times already. But he had no fears of Mr. Van 
Buren’s defeatin the coming election. The thou- 
sands of promises made by the Whigs in the last 
contest having been violated, the people would not 
be so willing to trust them again. 


Mr. SCHENCK next got the floor; but gave 
way to 

Mr. BARNARD, who submitted, as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to strike out the proviso, 
andinsert, “that it is hereby declared that this re- 
mission of the fine imposed shall not be deemed or 
taken as an expression of the legislative opinion, af- 
firming in any way the right ofa military command- 
er to proclaim martial law in this country, or to in- 
terrupt or forcibly suspend, by military power, the 
exercise of the civil authority.” 

The CHAIR said that, inasmuch as the gentle- 
man from New York had already addressed the 
House one hour on this subject, he could not speak 
again till others had spoken. 

Some conversation followed; when Mr. SCHENK 
yielded to 


puneiple, asked us, the other day, why martial 


Mr. JAMESON, on whose motion the committee 
rose and reported progress. ey F 
On motion by Mr. THOMASSON, the use of the 
hall was granted to the Agricultural Society on 
‘Wednesday next. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented "to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a dry dock at that port. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of John B. Hawley, 
and 499 other citizens of Chautauque county, New 
York, praying for the reduction of the rates of post- 

e, and the abolition of the franking privilege. 
The petition of Jonathan Austin, George White, 
and others; and the petition of John H. Reed, 
and others, praying for the erection of a light-house 
at the mouthof Cattaraugus creek, New York; and 
for the further prosecution of the unfinished works 
at that place. ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew from the files of the 
Clerk’s office the petition of the heirs of Nathaniel 
Asby, of Kentucky, and presented it; and the same 
was, on his motion, referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. . 

By Mr. J. BROWN: Petition of sundry citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying 
an appropriation for the construction of a dry dock 
at that port. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Andrew Blake 
for a fishingpounty, and the evidence accompanying 
the same: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, taken from the files of last year, the petition 
of the inhabitants of Bangor, Camden, Belfast, Lin- 
colnville, Prospect, Bucksport, and of ship-masters 
and ship-owners, and the papers accompanying the 
same, for an appropriation to erect buoys on Mussle 
Ridge. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Petition of G. G. Shellenber- 
ger, and 84 others, praying the establishment of a 
hemp agency in the State of Illinois: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. And, also, the pro- 
ceedings of a public meeting holden at Vincennes, 
relative to the improvement of the Great Wabash 
river, from the western terminus of the Wabash 
and Erie canal, at Terre Haute, to its junction in 
the Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. ° 

By Mr. DODGE: Memorial of the trustees of the 
town of Racine, Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for the completion 
of a harbor at the mouth of Root River, at the said 
town of Racine: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of John McIntire 
and 303 others, citizens of Indiana, praying for the 
appropriation of the unsold lands in the Vincennes 
land district, towards the completion of the Cross-cut 
and Central canal, from Terre Haute to Evansville. 
Also, the memorial of B. Royston and 172 others, 
to the same effect: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Alsothe memorial of John H. Kleppart and 85 
others, citizens of Ohio, praying the abolition of the 
franking privilege and the reduction of rates of post- 
age: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: Petition of John Shank- 
lin and 150 other citizens of Indiana, asking a dona- 
tion of lands in the Vincennes district, to assist in 
completing the Wabash and Erie Canal: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of sundry 
citizens of McLean county, Hhnois, for the estab- 
lishment of an agency in the State of Illinois, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, for the 


inspection, test, and purchase of water-rotted hemp. _ 


referred to the Committee on the Naval Affairs. 
Also, petition of sundry citizens of La Salle coun- 
ty, Illinois, for leave to relocate their school section. 


IN SENATE. 
Moypay, January 8, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Committee on Public Buildings, 
showing the amount of expenditure, and the manner 
of the expenditure of money appropriated for the 
public buildings; which, on motion of Mr. DAYTON, 
was referred io the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. are 

Also laid before the Senate a communication 


from the War Department, transmitting a “report 
from the ‘Topographical Bureau, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of the 27th ult., of the 
provable cost of connecting- Lake Huron with 

ake Superior by means of a canal around the falls 
of St. Mary’s; which, on motion by Mr. PORTER, 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of thé Treasury, 
made in compliance with a resolution ‘exhibiting the 
number of suits instituted by the United States 
against citizens of Hlinois and “Wisconsin, since the 
4th of March, 1842, for alleged trespasses upon the 
public lands, and proceedings thereon. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Samuel 
Thompson, of the city of New York, setting. forth 
that, in January, 1834, he was employed: by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to superintend the ereci 
tion of the custom-house in that city, under agree- 
ment by which he was to receive a certain per cent- 
age on the expenditures for the building. That he 
was thus continued until May, 1835, when the Sec- 
retary refused to pay under the manner stipulated 
for, and offered to pay him a specific sum. “He re- 
fused to receive it, and now asks Congress to give 
him the amount to which he was entitled by the 
original agreement: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a memorial from a large number of mer- 
chants and manufacturers of New York city, setting 
forth that they are engaged in the hardware busi- 
ness, and praying Congress to modify the duties 
imposed, by the present tariff, on certain descriptiona 
of iron; believing that they are too high for revenue, 
and prejudicial not only to the interests of merchants 
and farmers, but to the manufacturers also: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Also presented a memorial from the Harlem 
Railroad Company, and from John Fargee and 
others, residents of the city of New York, praying 
to be relieved from the payment of duties on rail 
iron contracted for and ordered previous to the pas- 
sage of the present tariff law: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of New York, praying the establishment 
by Congress of the warehousing system. Mr. W. 
said he thought proper to remark, that, in present- 
ing a similar memorial, he moved its reference to 
the Committee on Finance, believing then, and as 
he now believed, that it was the proper committee. 
A motion was made, however, to refer it to. the 
Committee on Commerce, which at that time pre- 
vailed. He would move, in accordance with the 
wish of the memorialists, that the memorial be 
printed; and make another motion to refer it to the 
Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said similar memorials had 
already this session been referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. : 

Mr. WRIGHT acquiesced, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. o 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from Peter 
A. Carnes, late a sutler in the army, praying com- 
pensation for losses sustained in consequence of ir- 
regular orders of the War Department; and to be 
protected in his office of forage and wagon-master, 
recently conferred upon him by General Jesup, and 
from which he had been irregularly dismissed: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of merchants of Philadelphia, asking that a 
drawback may be allowed on exports of spirits dis- 
tilled from foreign sirups, equal to the duty on the 
imported article: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. : aa 

Also presented a memorial from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, asking Congress to make an appropriation 
for continuing the works in the harbor of Erie: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented_a petition from 
certain citizens of the county of Philadelphia; and 
also one from certain citizens of Baltimore, on 
the subject of the naval pension fund; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. N 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition and papers of 
John Atchison, praying to be relieved from the 
payment of the balance of a certain judgment ob- 
tained against him: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. R . 

Also, a petition from Nathaniel Niles and others, 
of the State of Illinois, praying for the extension of 
the great Western mail route from Lafayette direct 
to Springfield; which was referred to the Committe 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
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On motion. by. Mr. BREESE, it was: ordered that 
the memorial of the citizens of De Kalb county, Dli- 
nois, praying for the establishment of a post road 
from Chicago to Grand De Tour, in that. State, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 
ordered that ‘the petition and papers of William C. 
Easton, praying certain compensation as clerk, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

On motion by Mr. C., leave was granted to with- 
draw from the files the papers of Anthony Gale. 

On-motion by Mr. tA PAN, it was ordered that 
the petition of Nathan Ward, praying for the re- 
demption of certain loan certificates, be taken from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Ohio, instructing the Senators 
and requesting the Representatives from that State to 
vote for alaw to repeal the law removing the summer 
term of the United States circuit court from Colum- 
bus to Cincinnati, so as to have the said court 
held at Columbus. Mr. T. gave notice that he 
would, on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to 
repeal this law. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Wisconsin, praying an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; which, as a bill had 
been reported for that object, was'ordered to lie on 
the table. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Reynall Coates, and R. Johnson, 
praying remuneration for losses sustained in conse- 
quence of the discontinuance of their services as 
members of the scientific corps of the exploring ex- 
pedition, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from David 
C. Wilson, former marshal of the United States 
for Delaware, asking Congressto make him reason- 
able allowance for office rent: referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

On motion by Mr. FULTON, it was ordered that 
the documents relating to the clatm of James Erwin, 
for remuneration for losses sustained under a con- 
tract for removing and subsisting ‘emigrating In- 
dians, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. McDUFFIE, leave was 
‘granted to withdraw from the files the documents 
relating to the claim of Milledge Galphin. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, it was ordered that 
the memorial of the heirs of Daniel Trueheart, 
praying to be indemnified for losses of property de- 
stroyed by the enemy during the revolutionary war, 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claime. 


Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from A. B. 
Quinby, containing suggestions to lessen injuries 
by the explosion of steam-boilers: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. FOSTER presented a petition from William 
Easby, surviving partner of Easby and Hanly, 
praying remuneration for hydraulie cement furnish- 
ed by him for rebuilding the bridge at Qd street 
across Pennsylvania avenue; which was referred to 
the Comittee on the District of Columbia. 

My. F. remarked that, while he was up, he would 
beg leave to be discharged from any further service on 
the Committee on Pensions. He made the request 
because he was on two other committees, which re- 
quired a great deal of his time. 

The question was put; and he was excused from 
any further service on that committee. 

Mr. KING said he was not in the habit of ask- 
ing to be excused from duty on committees; Tint he 
had been appointed on three committees—ihe tom 
mittee on Commerce, the Committee on Roads 
Canals, and the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbin. The Committee on Commerce was a labo- 
rious committee; and the Conmnitice on the District 
of Columbia took a great deal of time. As to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, he did not know 
how much of his time it would exact, but supposed, 
as many memorials had been presented and referred 
to it, a considerable portion. He hoped, therefore, 
to ve discharged from any further service on the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The question was put to the Senate; and he was 
excused, 


On motion by Mr. BATES, the President pro tem, 


was empowered to appoint other members to fill the 
vacancies in those committees. ~ Rate 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was or- 
dered that the petition of Josiah Barton, praying for 
a pension, be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. es i 

Mr.. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from 
Thomas M. Latham, asking compensation for ser- 
vices,dosses, and expenses, in saving property of the 
United States on board sloop Marion, which strand- 
ed in -Tampa Bay: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial, very 
numerously signed by citizens of Indiana, praying 
for an extension of the Wabash and Erie canal, from 
Terre Haute, Indiana, to Evansville: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution to extend the franking privilege to ex-Vice 
Presidents of the United States; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from 
Samuel Martin, of Campbell Station, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that a proper system of instruction may be es- 
tablished under the authority of the United States, 
for the better education and training of the officers 
of the navy; believing that it is of more importance 
that those officers, who are, to some extent, the rep- 
resentatives of the character of the country abroad, 
should be thus educated at the national expense, 
than those intended for the army: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PHELPS gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the repeal 
of the act of August, 1842, to provide for the satis- 
faction of claims arising under the 14th and ~19th 
articles of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek. 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British Govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the Government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the 3d article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the Government of the United States of 
America and his Britannic Majesty the King of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, on 
the 20th of October, 1818, and indefinitely con- 
tinued by the convention between the same parties, 
signed at London, the 6th of August, 1827. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over one day, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate, if in his power 
so to do, whether any of the Indian tribes, or any. 
of the Indians resident within the territorial limits 
of the United States, are in the receipt, periodically 
or occasionally, of any pension, pays orspresent, in 
money, or other things, from the British Govern- 
ment; and if so, he be requested to state the partic- 
ulars; also, whether the Government of the United 
States have had any correspondence with the British 
Government in relation to that matter; and, in that 
event, that he be requested to lay before the Senate 
a copy of such correspondence. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
inhabitants of the Isles of Shoals, praying for an 
extension of fishing bounties to a new class of 
vessels: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the bill to provide for the insane hospital of 
the District of Columbia. Also reported back, with- 
out amendment, the bill providing for the repairing 
and repaving a portion of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, without amendment, 
the hill to grant a certam quantity of land to aid in 
the improvement of the navigation of Fox and Wis- 
consin rivers, and connect the same by a canal. He 
accompanied the same by a report; which was order- 
edto be printed. 


$ Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 


Afairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
i Benjamin Crawford; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made adverse reports in the cases of the widow of 
Josiah Gordon, John Bosworth, the widow of Jacob 


if Olmgey, Joseph Veazie, and the heirs of David 


Munna. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 


mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of the owners and 
| masters of vessels of Albany, relative to the better 
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. keeping and administration of the:marine hospital 
fund, 


; and the report accompanying the motion was 
ordered to be printed. : : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, 
covering a report from the Secretary of the ay 
in pursuance of the act of Congress of the 3d March, 
1843, giving an abstract of all the offers made, (em- 
bracing as well those rejected as those acer) to 
furnish supplies for the navy: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. Avien’s resolution (calling upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States to lay before the Senate, 
if in his judgment that may be done without preju- 
dice to the public interests, a copy of ioy instruce 
tions which may have been given by the Executive 
to the American minister in England, on the subject 
of the title to, and occupation of, Oregon, since the 
4th day of March, 1841; also, a copy of any. cor- 
respondence which may have taken place between 
this Government and that of Great Britain, in rela- 
tion to that subject, since that time) came upas the 
postioned business of Thursday last; the question 
pending being on the adoption of the resolution, 
On this question Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. Mr. A. then ad- 
dressed the Senate at considerable length in support 
of the resolution, prefacing his remarks by an ex- 
planation, to the effect that, since the day the subject 
was up before, he had discovered that he was mista- 
ken as to the person in the British Parliament who 
had made the declaration that the Senate bill of last 
session, had it become a law, would have been cause 
of war: it was not Sir Robert Peel, but Lord Pal- 
merston, who had made that declaration. Mr. A., 
however, referred to the authenticated version of the 
debate in Parliament, to show what both Lord Pal- 
merston and Mr. Peel did say on the subject, with 
a view of justifying the assumption that the threat 
of war was used for the purpose of acting on this 
Government, and forcing it into negotiation. 

Mr. ARCHER, in reply, stated that the resolu- 
tion would effect nothing, as he was authorized to 
say that no negotiation had been entered into in 
England, since last session, on the subject of Oregon.’ 
The Executive of this Government had certainly 
made such a proposition, but it was not concurred 
in by the British Government; and, therefore, the 
instructions sent to our minister were not acted 
upon. The British Government had since adopt- 
ed the course of sending a minister to this 
country with powers to negotiate and adjust all dif- 
ficulties with our Government on the subject; and 
that minister had either arrived at New York, and 
was on his way to the capital, or was on his passage 
from England, and might be expected here within a 
very few days. Under these circumstances, he op- 
posed the resolution, as being calculated to embar- 
rass the Executive in the discharge of his duties; 
or, if answered by a disclosure of the instructions to 
our minister, as likely to prove most injurious to 
the interests of the country. 

Messrs. MOREHEAD, BERRIEN, RIVES, 
and CRITTENDEN, took the same grounds in op- 
posing the resolution. It was advocated by Messrs. 
ALLEN and BENTON; the latter proving, from 
the journals of the Senate, that General Washington 
was in the habit of consulting the Senate on the 
terms of any treaty about to be negotiated, and in- 
stanced his message relative to Jay’s treaty, in 1796, 
in which the question of boundary—this very ques- 
tion—was under negotiation. Mr. B. proved from 
this that General Washington considered it within 
the provinee of the Senate to advise with the execu- 
tive upon the terms on which the negotiation of a 
treaty was to be laid down, and that it was the only 
safe way of proceeding in a question of territory. 
Mr. WOODBURY thought the gentlemen on the 
other side unnecessarily sensitive about the effect of 
the resolution. He did not see that it could do any 
harm, since the legislative action of the Senate 
would be, like that of the last session, strictly in 
conformity with the existing treaty, Messrs. 
BUCHANAN and KING voted against the adoption 
of the resolution at present; as they conceived, what- 
ever the Senate might choose to do in its executive 
capacity, it was not advisable, under the. circum- 
stances stated by the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, for the Senate, in its legislative 
capacity, to call for the only information the Ex-. 
ecutive could give—that of its instruction to our 
own minister; inasmuch as, if furnished and made 
known to the world, it might be prejudical to the in- 


terests of this country. Mr. BUCHANAN said he 
would vote most cheerfully for the resolution, if 
brought up in executive session. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution, and decided in the negative—yeas 
14, nays 31, as follows: ` 


YEAS-—Messrs. Allen, Atchinson, Benton, Breese, Col- 
quitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Semple, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, 
Evans, Foster, Haywoou, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, King, McDuftie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter of Michigan, Rives, Tallmadge, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—ai. 

So the resolution was not adopted. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 8, 1844. 


Mr. THOMPSON offered the following resolu- 

tion; and demanded the previous question on it: 
GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the 
‘Whole on bill No. 1, to refund the fine imposed on 
General Andrew Jackson, shall cease at four o’clock 
this day; and that the committee shall then proceed 
to vote on all pending. amendments, and such as 
may be offered; when the bill shall be reported to 
the House. 

Mr. PRATT desired to submit the following 
amendment; which was read for information: 


Whereas the Legislatures of eighteen States of 
this Union, containing, at the last census, about fif- 
teen millions out of the seventeen millions of the 
inhabitants of the United States, have instructed 
their Senators, and requested their Representatives, 
to refund the fine imposed upon General Jackson 
by Judge Hall, viz: 


Population. 
Arkansas - ~ - 97,574 
New Hampshire - ~ 284,574 
Louisiana - ~ - 352,411 
Connecticut = - - 309,978 
Illinois - - -. - 476,183 
Maine - - - - $01,793 
Missouri - - ~ 383,702 
North Carolina ~- - 753,419 
South Carolina -~ -. - 594,398 
Pennsylvania - ~ ~ 1,724,033 
New York - - - 2,428,921 
Ohio - - - - 1,519,457 
Rhode Island - x » 108,830 
Virginia - - - 1,239,797 
Alabama - - - 590,756 
Georgia - - - 691,392 
Mississippi =~ ~- - 375,651 
Michigan - - - 212,267 

14,645,106 


And whereas a strong expression of public 

. opinion has been made in favor of the same mea- 

sure in the remaining States of the Union: there- 
fore 7 

Resolved, That, at two o'clock, this day, all de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, on House bill No. 1, to refund the 
fine imposed on General Jackson, shall cease; and 
the committee shall proceed to vote upon such 
amendments may be pending, or as may be offered 
to said bill; and then report the same to the House 
with such amendments as have been agreed to by 
the committee, 

Mr. THOMPSON said that he was willing to 
accept the amendment as a modification of his mo- 
tion, with the exception of that part fixing the hour 
of two o'clock for the termination of the debate. 

The SPEAKER said that the question would be 
put on the suspension of the rules to allow the re- 
ception of the resolution. : 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and the question being taken, resulted 
In—yeas 117, nays 54, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messre. Anderson, Beardsley, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin. Boyd, Ja 
Cob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Builington, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, R. 
D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Dun- 
Gen, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Gil- 
mer, Hele, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Her- 
rick, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger. 
ford, Charles:J, Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Jobnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W.: Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCaus- 
Ba, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Me 
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Kay, Matthews, Edward J. Morris, Murphy, Nes, Norris, 
Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, ‘Rethbun, David 
5. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, Slidell, J. T. Smith, T. Smith, R. Smith, Steenrod, Stet- 
son, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomson, Tib- 
batts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins 
Wise, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—11¢. j ý 
’ NAYS—Messre. Adams, Ashe, Barnard, Belser, Carroll, 
Chappell, Chilton, Collamer, Cranston, G. Davis, Dickey, 


Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, W.Green, Grider, Har- 
din, Harper, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Per- 
ley B. Johnson, Daniel P, King, Mcllvaine, Morse, Moseley, 
Newton, Peyton, Pheenix, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rod 

ney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—s4. 


Two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were therefore suspended. 

„Mr. THOMPSON having accepted the resolve 
of Mr. Prarr as a_ substitute for the one offered by 
him, the hour being changed to four o’elock, with 
the assent of Mr. Prarr, the resolution thus modi- 
fied was read. 

The question was then put on the second to the 
previous question, and carried. 

Mr. G. W. SUMMERS, of Virginia, took the 
oath and his seat. 

The House then ordered the main question; and 
the resolution was agreed to. 


MRS. MADISON. 


Mr. SAUNDERS submitted a resolution, as fol- 
lows—Mr. Tuomrson. of Mississippi yielding to 
allow it to be offered: 

Resolved, unanimously, That a committee be ap- 

ointed on the part of this House to wait on Mrs. 
Madison, and to assure her that, whenever it shall 
be her pleasure to visit the House, she be re- 
quested to take a seat within the Hall. 

He moved this resolution in consequence of hav- 
ing seen Mrs. Madison in the gallery. 

The resolution was agreed to: and it was ordered 


that Mr. Saunpers and Mr. Crarzes J. Incersou, 


be the said commitiee. 
GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


On the motion of Mr. THOMPSON of Mississip- 
pi, (the rules having been suspended for its reception,) 
the House went into Committee of the Whole on 
the bill to refund the fine imposed on General Jack- 
son by Judge Hall, at New Orleans. 

Mr. SCHENCK was entitled to the floor, and he 
addressed the committee in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens.] 

Mr. SCHENCK proceeded to vindicate Judge 
Hall from the imputation of having acted improper- 
ly in imposing the fine. He reprobated the allu- 
sions which had been made, in the course of debate, 
to the fact of the judge having been a foreigner, and 
to his want of courage. He contended that the 
judge had displayed a high degree of moral 
courage, for which he honored him; but when 
he heard his colleague, [Mr. Dzay,] who him- 
self had held a high judicial station, speak in 
like manner of this matter, he was ied io fear that 
some who did not know him so well, might infer 
that he was only delivering the convictions of his 
own experience. He did not believe this much of 
the gentleman himself, but thought that, when he at- 
tacked the judiciary, he was only overleaping the 
limits of discretion. i 

Mr. DEAN, on being permitted to explain, dis- 
claimed having made any attack whatever on the 
jediciary or any member of it except Judge Hail; 
for he had said that such conduct would not be 
tolerated in Ohio, nor did he believe in any other 


State; and he rejoiced that Judge Hall wasan excep- | 


tion. He had too high an opinion of the judiciary 
to believe that any of them would be guilty of such 
conduct. 


Mr. SCHENCK said he was glad to hear the gen- | 


tleman’s explanation, and concurred with kim in the 
favorable sentiments he entertained for the judiciary. 
He certainly did not wish to misrepresent him, and 
would take his argument as he had stated it. 


Mr. KENNEDY said, as the gentleman nad sta- 


ted his object was not to misrepresent any one, 
he desired to set himself right. From the manner 
in which he (Mr. K.) had been misrepresented by 
the gentleman throughout his entire remarks, he 
had supposed it to be his intentifa to misrepresent; 
bat, as he disavowed such an intention, he (Mr. K.) 
was bound to take his disclaimer, and would there- 
fore say to the gentleman that he did not understand 
him. Now, he had made no attack whatever on 
the judiciary; but took the occasion to censure, in 
the strongest terms, those who had attempted to 


skulk behind the judges*to. conceal: their irae mo 
tives for opposing this bill: “He said ‘that, asa 
branch of the Government,’ the judiciary was ‘as 
corrupt as any other. Hie- said no ‘man ‘should 
skulk behind the judiciary, and escape merited cast- 
gation, simply because hé was so sheltered. “This 
was what he had said and what he now reasserted. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he was perfectly willing to 
take the gentleman’s' argument as he explained ‘it. 
There was another part of the gentleman’s argument 
which he wished to notice; but as the time was wear- 
ing away, and this bill must. be passed to-day, he 
would pass on to another subject.» He had the rè- 
marks of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Douc- 
LAss,}as reported, before him. He found that the 
gentleman used the following language? -° 

“He envied not any man the possession of sich 
stoical philosophy. Talk about illegality! Talk 
about formalities! Why, there wag but one for- 
mality to be observed; and that was the formality of 
directing the cannon, and destroying the enemy; re- 
gardless of the means, whether it be by the seizure 
of cotton bags or the seizure of persons, if the ne- 
cessity of the case required it.” 

The gentleman added that he “cared not whether 
General Jackson violated the Constitution or not; 
whether he suspended all civil authority or not.” 
This was bold ground assumed by the gentleman 
from Ulinois—a doctrine which seemed to him to 
suit the meridian of Constantinople or St. Peters- 
burg, but not this free country. But there was an- 
other remark of the gentleman from Mlinois which 
he should he compelled to notice; and that was, 
that ‘martial law was necessary to save all law; and, 
therefore, whether constitutional or not, General 
Jackson was bound by necessity—that plea of ty- 
rants—to declare it.” This, too, was a strong po- 
sition, not suited to the people of a free country, but 
only fitted for a despotism. He knew of but one 

araliel to sustain the ground of the gentleman, when 
fe said that it was necessary to declare martial law to 
preserve all law; and that was to. be found in an an- 
ecdote he would relate to the House. There was a 
quack doctor in the neighborhood in which he 
lived, who was called upon to administer to a child 
who had the fever and ague, He gave some nos- 
trum to it; and, when he returned, the next day, to 
inquire how it was, the mother told him that his 
medicine had thrown it into convulsions, in which it 
had remained ever since. The doctor replied that 
she need not feel the least alarm—that he had given 
the child medicine for the purpose of throwing it 
into fits; for he did not know how to cure the ague 
and fever, but he was great on fits. 

Here, Mr. 8.’s hour having expired — 

Mr. A. V. BROWN obtained the floor. Mr. B. 
observed, that he had not intended to say one word 
upon the subject of debate. His purpose was, as 
far he was concerned, to let the passage of this bill 
depend, not apon any arguments he or any other 
gentleman could offer, but: upon the resolutions of 
eighteen or nineteen States of this Union command~ 
ing the restoration of this money. He was willing 
to let this bill stand upon the known wishes an 
commands of the sovereign people of this country; 
but chiefly, he wished it to stand upon the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Louisiana, which could 
not fail to reflect lasting honor on those who passed 
them. Inasmuch, however, as it was not the will 
and pleasure of those who opposed this meéasure_to 
let it pass in this manner, and as they opposed it 
with arguments as ioe tt as. the tone and 
temper of them was harsh, he felt himself bound to 
say something on the subject, As one of the repre- 
sentatives of Tennessee—the home of the illustrious 
man who was the subject of this bill—he begged of 
the committee to indulge him with a few remarks in 
regard to it. It was remarked by one of the gentlemen 
who addressed the committee on this subject—he be- 
lieved the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Gamer,] 
—ihat all the discussion on this bill was idle waste 
of time, and that General Jackson would nev er touch 
one dollar of this money if voted to him. ‘The gen- 
teman knew very well, and this nation knew very 
well, that the general would not touch the money if 
he had to receive it as a beggar at your hands; that 
he would not touch it if he had to receive it aecord- 
ing to the allusion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Apams,]—as old Belisarius coming 
here, with his wooden trencher in his hand, 
for a penny for his support. He knew theat 
the general never would touch one dollar of the 
money on such terms. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, in speaking of the glory of General Jack- 
son’s “achievements at New Orleans, said it was 
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thecommon glory of. the country, and shared by 
him and all his constituents. Now, did it not occur 
to thegentleman that the infamy of imposing this 
fine on the defender of his country, and retaining it 
in the treasury for sucha length of time, wasa 
common infamy? and if he claimed for himself and his 
constituents a share of the common glory, that they 
must be content to take. a share ofthe infamy re- 
sulting from retaining this fine? What else did his 
colleague tell the House? Why, that the action of 
the House on this bill was a waste of time; that it 
was going back to times, the history of which was 
long since forgotten, and for the remission of a fine 
imposed thirty years ago. ; 
hat! did the opponents of the bill mean 
to plead the statute of limitation in the face of 
the commands of the American people? To plead 
the statute of limitations against a great. act 
of national justice and national gratitude? He 
trusted they would not do so if they meant to 
claim for themselves. any portion of the glory ac- 
quired by the hero of New Orleans for himself and 
his country. What did his colleagues, [Messrs. 
Perron and Dicxixson,] the immediate representa- 
tives of General Jackson, tell the House? Why, 
that under the influence of some strong and over- 
ruling motives, they intended to vote forthe bill; 
while, atthe same time, they applauded the judge 
who imposed the fine, and condemned the general 
whose measures for the defence of the city placed 
under this charge caused the infliction’ of that 
penalty. Was it not strange that his col- 
leagues should speak one way and vote another? 
‘What necessity “could be welghing them down? 
‘What imperious principle could be controlling them, 
when they spoke one way, and voted another? One 
of his honorable colleagues [Mr. Perron] said that 
he would vote for this bill; though, when it was 
passed, it would strike down the noblest monument 
of General Jackson’s fame; and this he said after 
professing to be one of the general’s true friends. 
as this like friendship—to vote for a measure that 
would have such an effect on the fame of that dis- 
tinguished man, and yet call himself his friend? 
What else did his colleague say? Why, that the 
fame of General Jackson was not placed in rightful 
hands. Now, in whose hands would he place it? 
Would he place it in the hands of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] who represented the 
general as old Belisarius, begging his bread from door 
to door? Would he place it in the hands of the other 
gentleman who had opposed this bill, and who had 
reflected so severely on the conduct which he 
thought necessary for the defence of the city placed 
under his charge? No; never would the friends of 
the old patriot and hero consent to let such men 
have the keeping of his famé. One gentleman [Mr. 
Srernens] was pleased to’ tell the House that the 
majority were determined to pass this bill, but they 
should not do it in ignorance? Why, the ma- 
jority of the States of the Union had commanded 
this thing to be done; and had they done it 
in ignorance? Had the people of this country, 
who had almost unanimously expressed their 
wishes in its favor, done so in ignorance? Was 
the majority of this House acting in ignorance? 
He would ask the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Srepriens] what will be the condition of 
the world when he shall go down to the grave, 
if all knowledge and wisdom are to perish with him? 
The gentleman was pleased to ask a question, which 
he (Mr. B.) wanted to answer by asking him a 
question in return. The gentleman asked why no 
application was made to pass this bill until this time? 
Now he wanted to ask him if he or his party would 
ever have voted for the remission of this fine at any 
ume. Would he and his party have voted for it, 
had it been brought forward ten or twenty years 
ago? Would the old Federal party have voted for 
i? Would those who, in the time of the last war, 
were hesitating to cross a State line, to meet the 
enemies of their country, have voted for it? Would 
those who were hanging out, over the high cliffs of 
the ocean, blue lights to guide the enemy into the 
harbors of the country to burn our ships'and sack 
our towns, have voted to pass this bill? Would those 
who were in correspondence with a British spy, atthe 
very time of these achievements of General Jackson 
have voted for it? No, never; for the same victory which 
drove the enamy from this country, drove outa 
British spy; and the battle which ‘saved a noble 
city, and quelled the treason within its bounds, 
also routed and dispersed a more numerous and 
dangerous body of traitors assembled at the Hart- 
ford convention, Would they have voted for this 
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bill. No: and they would not do it now.- Instead 
of that, they resort to every kindof stratagem and 
device to prevent justice being done to the man who 
has filled the measure of his country’s glory. As 


to the objections ofthe gentleman. from New York, . 


{Mr. Barwarp,] that this bill has not been brought 
forward atan earlier day, he’ asked the attention of 
the committee to’the gentleman’s arguments on the 
merits of the question; for he was the only gentle- 
man who had ‘attempted to go into them. What 
did the gentleman say? Why, he told the committee, 
in the first place, that Gen. Jackson had no constitu 
tional right to declare martial law. 1 deny it,(said Mr. 


B.;) and declare that, so far as he did declare martial - 


law, he did it consistently with the Constitution. 
New Orleans was the general’s headquarters. The 
city to be defended was his whole camp. Within 
that camp what law must prevail, or ought of ne- 
cessity to prevail? Why, martial law. But it pre- 
vailed no further than was necessary for the de- 
fence of the city. He might here give various il- 
lustrations to support his position. For instance: 
when it was necessary to defend a mountain pass, 
and maintain it from the assaults of an enemy, you 
may send your army to take possession of it; and 
though a few shepherds’ huts may be there, the gen- 
eral is not bound to permit the ingress aud egress 
of the inhabitants to carry intelligence to the enemy, 
because their constitutional rights may be in the 
way; and if the general, in such a case, should 
abridge the personal liberty of the citizens, and 
override their constitutional rights, it would be 
monstrous to suppose that a judge could come with 
his civil process, and break up the defence of a pass 
upon the maintaining of which the safety of the 
country depended. But he would go a little further. 
The gentleman from New York, in justification of 
the judge, admitted that there was another law, the 
reat law of necessity, under which martial law could 
Be declared and justified. He would ask if there 
was not a variety of cases, both in time of war and 
in ordinary life, which justified the use of extraordi- 
nary means to effect some good. If he saw the gen- 
tleman sinking down into a watery grave, what right 
had he, under the Constitution, to pluck him out by 
the hair, and save him? Not under the Constitu- 
tion, but certainly permitted by it. If he put powder 
beneath his neighbor’s dwelling, and fired it to save 
other houses in its vicinity from being burnt to the 
ground, what right, under the Constitution, had he 
to do it 
But if the devouring clement of fire raged, and it 
was necessary to destroy particular property to save 
a whole city from destruction, though it might not 
be done by virtue of the Constitution, yet it could 
be consistently with the Constitution, and the act 
would never be complained of. But, as he intended 
to be brief in his argument, he must pass on to the 
discovery of the gentlemen from New York, [Mr. 
Barnarv.] And what was it? It was the amazing 
discovery, made after the lapse of thirty years, that 
New Orleans was not invaded: and that’ the decla- 
ration of martial law was entirely unnecessary; that, 
notwithstanding the averments of history, New Or- 
leans in reality never was invaded. And how did he 
make out this extraordinary position? Why, he 
gravely told them that the enemy never did enter 
with the lines of the corporation. And why did they 
not enter within the lines? It was because General 
Jackson met them on the lines. It was because 
General Jackson not only met them on the lines, but 
conquered and overcame them; and thus it was that 
New Orleans was never invaded according to the 
criticism of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Barnarp.] But permit him to ask, if that enemy 
had entered within the lines of New Orleans and into 
the city itself, if all would not have los? The Brit- 
ish fires would have been seen blazing from every 
steeple; the British cannon would have been heard 
battering down every public and_ private edifice; the 
screams of American wives and daughters, in the 
power and grasp of a licentious British soldiery, 
would have been heard from every habitation. I 
repeat, he said emphatically, that every thing would 
have been lost; our heroic general and officers might 
have been slain; our army conquered; the city sack- 
ed and burnt; and the West—the then young but 
growing West, the now mighty West—would have 
heen lost. Sir, I lőve that West. It was the home 
of my youth; it is still the home of my mature life. 
I love her lofty mountains; I love her wide and luxu- 
riant valleys; I love her hardy, brave, and enter- 
prising people; and need I tell you and this com- 
mittee that I love and honor and cherish in my 
heart of hearts that immortal man that saved them 


all from capture? But the British army never en- 
tered New Orleans! And, astonishing as it may be, 
that is to be used as an argument why this fine 
should not be refunded! f 

He then proceeded to say that he had listened to 
the gentleman who had last addressed the House, 
anxious to know on what ground he objected to re- 
funding this fine; and that gentleman’s argument 
was, that it was necssary to preserve the purity 
and independence of the judieiary. But was that 
involved in the fate of this bil? What were they 
doing? They were suffering the judgment to stand 
against General Jackson; and by the passage of 
this bill, they were passing no reflection on Judge 
Hall. They were about simply to remit the fine, 
which was imposed under circumstances which 
this nation never did and never will sanction. 
Would, then, the passage of this bill and the rever- 
sal of this judgment be a reflection on Judge Hall? 
Not in the slightest degree. It would not affect any 
one in New Orleans; it would take nothing from 
the treasury of that city; for-it would take the 
money to refund to General Jackson the fine which 
he paid, from the treasury of the country; and he 
must be permitted to say that, with his views on 
this subject, he could never hope for lasting and 
permanent prosperity to this country so long as 
that money was kept in its treasury. He desired, 
then, to take this ill-gotten money from the nation- 
al treasury and surrender it to General Jackson; 
and who was there on this floor that would refuse 
to do that? No right-minded, no right-hearted 
man, in his humble judgment, would refuse to 
surrender it. It was too enormous a fine; and 
he should like to see the man on this floor that 
would refuse to give it back. Did they believe that 
General Jackson had no right to declare martial law? 
Did they believe that he declared martial law from 
any other than patriotic motives? No, certainly; 
for he did not believe there was a man on that floor 
that would accord to General Jackson any other than 
the highest, the noblest, the most patriotic motive in 
what he did towards the defence of New Orleans; 
and, therefore, no one could consistently refuse to 
refund the money. Had gentlemen turned their at- 
tention to General Jackson’s own exposition of his 
views and position in declaring martial law? They 
were to be found in his defence; and it was a noble 
defence. On that occasion, he appealed to heaven, 
and made the solemn averment that, in declaring 
martial law, he-was influenced by no desire but to 
save the city, and serve his country. And if these 
were his motives, (and no man, he thought, would 

ucstion them,) why should a fine of one thousand 
dollars have been imposed upon him? A nominal 
fine would have. been sufficient for every purpose. 
Why, in the judgment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Scuencx,] and according to the argument of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. BARNARD, ] and 
of every gentleman who had opposed this bill, a 
nominal fine would have answered every purpose on 
that occasion; fifty dollars or one hundred dollars 
would have answered as well as one thousand dol- 
lars. He (Mr. B.) insisted that the fine was enor- 
mous; and on that point, he repeated,every gentleman 
on that floor, even those that opposed the bill, con- . 
curred with him; and hence he claimed its return to 
General Jackson. They were disputing about the 
fine imposed on the victorious general of the battle 
of New Orleans, of one thousand dollars. But suppose 
that Gen. Jackson had been thrown ina dungeon for 
three months instead of being subjected to a fine: sup- 
pose the mail which brought the news of the victory. 
of New Orleans had also brought information that the 
victorious general had been thrown into the dun- 
geons of Louisiana: if, when the victorious army 
returned from the defences of Louisiana, the gene- 
ral had been thus detained behind, how long did 
they suppose Mr. Madison, the then President of 
the United States, would have allowed him to re- 
main there? Why, the very moment the news ar- 
rived at the capital that their heroic general, who 
had won so much renown for himself and for the 
nation, was in bondage, the Congress, then in ses- 
sion, would have adjourned, and gone in solemn 
procession to the house of the President, and asked 
the liberation of that illustrious man. Would the 
gentleman from Kentucky have hung back and lin- 
gered, and said, No,a part of the fame of Gen. Jack- 
son H my fameand of my people’s fame; and he shall 
not be turned out, lest it tarnish. that fame? And 
would the gentleman from the Hermitage district, if 
he had heen here at that time, have said, I will go 
and ask for the liberation of General Jackson, for it 
will strike down the noblest monument of his fame 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


No; for then every American bosom throbbed with 
the warmest gratitude: there would have been no 
` halting, no hesitation, no holding back, such as they 
there saw in relation to this money when thirty 
years had rolled round. When 
Gen. Jackson’s services was fresh, and when every 
American heart glowed with gratitude towards him, 
all men and all parties would have rushed to the 
‘White House, and they would have implored Mr. 
Madison to release him from bondage. 

He had heard read at the Clerk’s table to-day, one 
form of an amendment to the proposition before the 
committee, in which there was a long list of States 
that had demanded the remission of this fine. The 
committee could not know with what infinite pain 
he reflected on the fact that the State of Tennessee 
was not to be found in that list. The subject, how- 
ever, was now before the Legislature of that State; 
and he had every reason to beliéve, that before many 
days elapsed, instructions would come to the Sena- 
tors in the United States Senate from Tennessee, 
on that subject, and then they would find that Ten- 
nessee had enrolled herself in the list of States that 
had demanded this actof justice. And while speak- 
ing of Tennessee, let him be permitted to call the 
attention of the commitlee to one overwhelming 
fact. His honorable colleagues had addressed the 
committee; and through the whole of their argu- 
ments they had carefully made known to the Com- 
mittee that they meant to vote for the refunding of 
this fine. He was glad to hear them say it; but 
why did they do so? One of his colleagues said 
that all this refunding of the money was a humbug, 
but he meant to vote for it notwithstanding. He 
also said that all this declamation about refunding 
this fine was intended to benefit Mr. Van Buren in 
his struggle for the presidency; and yet he meant to 
vote for it. Was there nothing, remarkable in his 

osition? He (Mr. B.) could well understand it. 

is honorable colleagues were citizens, and honor- 
ed citizens, of Tennessee; and in making their 
speeches they had consulted their heads, but in 
casting their votes they consulted their hearts. 
They had American hearts, and every pulsation 
prompted them to give back this money. The fine 
was enormous, even according to their own views; 
and he called upon them to give it back—not as a 
bounty, not as adonation—but to give it back toa 
noble patriot, who had won for himself and for his 
country imperishable honors, on the plea of gratitude, 
to pass the bill asan actof national justice, required by 
the national honor, and give it back cheerfully and 
without hesitation. And it should be done to-day. 
The honorable gentleman from Ohio, who had last ad- 
dressed the committee, had fixed another day; but 
the right day would never come to that gentleman, 
and others who entertained like views; they would 
not agree to any period of time as proper at which 
to surrender this money. They had got the glory 
of General Jackson’s achievements, and they want- 
ed to keep his money too; and hence they would 
not agree ona time to surrender the ill-gotten treas- 
ure. But this was the day to do it—a day ren- 
dered illustrious in our annals. He wished it to 
be distinctly understood that he wanted the bill as 
it was, without a clause applying censure to any 
one. If, however, gentlemen were so desirous to 
have amendments made, he confessed that he was 
ready to pronounce a censure on Judge Hall. 

Mr. BELSER said, as the time allowed to him by 
the rules of the House, and the resolution fixing the 
hour at which this bill should be.taken out of com- 
mittee, was so short, he was impelled to be very 
brief with the remarks which he should make on 
this occasion. He came from a State, however, 
many of whose citizens felt greatly alive to this sub- 
ject; and if he were to allow it to pass in silence, he 
should not do what his constituents would expect 
from him on that floor. He was in hopes, when 
this bill was first brought under the consideration of 
the House by the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. ©. J. Iycersoxt,] that there would 
not have been one word of opposition raised against 
it. It was presented in the most unobjectionable form; 
and he did not think there would have been found 
a. single member on that floor, whether Whig or 
Democrat, that would not have been ready to perfect 
that act ofjustice to a public benefactor by record- 
ing his vote in favor of this bill. He was willing to 
leave the issue between the deceased judge and the 
commanding general to be determined by posterity; 
and he ered it not to be said that they who acted 
with him had drawn it into this debate. It had 
been brought there by the amendment. of the honor- 
able gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. SterHEns,] and 
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by the conduct of the gentleman from. New York 
(Mr. Barwarp.] If they passed this bill as it was 
originally presented by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Incersou.,] they did not pretend to 
determine on the correctness of the conduct of either 
the judge or the commading general; they merely 
restored to a public benefactor that which he had 
pad into the treasury; and by doing so, they would 
ut be following out precedents of this Government 
which had been made on numerous occasions. 
What was the character of the amendment of the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia? It had been 
charged that they had, hyena-like, gone to the grave 
and disinterred the mortal remains of the deceased 


judge; but he asserted that it was the gentlemen on 


the opposite side who, hyena-like—nay, worse—had 
dene this; for that animal sought only the mortal 
part of man, while the gentlemen opposite were 
endeavoring to put in issue that which was immortal. 
He had heard the gentleman from N. Y. [Mr. Bar- 
wain] talk; of “licking this bill into shape.” Such he 
[Mr. BeLser] did not think was the courteous lan- 
guage that should be addressed to the people’s rep- 
resentatives on this floor. The gentleman from 
New York imputed a degree of sycophancy to the 
honorable members there, of which, if such lan- 
guage had been used out of this hall, a different no- 
tice might have been taken. He (Mr. B.) was gov- 
erned by no such motive. He came there to vote 
with no party on any question of this character; 
and he absolved himself from all party allegiance 
on those questions on that floor. He was an inde- 
pendent representative, so far as his action on that 
subject was concerned. An honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee said they wanted to make political 
capital for Mr. Van Buren. Now he (Mr. B.) did 
not even know that he should vote for Mr. Van 
Buren. Before he did so, that system of legalized 
plunder now put upon this country must be re- 
moved. Something had been said about the hickory 
and misletoe, but it did not possess even the merit 
of originality; for it was but a part of the declama- 
tion of 1840 that was belched forth again with ad- 
ditional vituperation. 

.The suspension of the habeas corpus, which had 
ever been recognised under all free governments as 
the bulwark of liberty, could only take place in 


. eases of rebellion or invasion—when the public 


safety absolutely required it be suspended. That 
was the limitation; and it was important to con- 
template another point, viz: that the Constitution 
secures to every State a republican form of govern- 
ment. He admitted that there were but few cases 
which would authorize a commander in this coun- 
try to suspend the writ of habeas corpus. But there 
were such cases, and they were above all law; they 
existed antecedent to the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion and the formation of the Government. He 
contended that the facts, as they existed in this case, 
fully justified General Jackson; and the gentleman 
might as well attempt to turn the course of the 
Mississippi, as to endeavor to alter the public ver- 


- dict which had been rendered by seventeen States 


of this Union in justification of General Jackson. 

In regard to the doctrine of contempt of court to 
which the gentleman had alluded, the charges must 
be specific. A bill of discovery could not be filed, 
to make a man give evidence against himself} and 
Gen. Jackson was properly supported by the law 
and the Constitution when he refused to answer to 
the interrogatories which were propounded to 
him. Besides, General Jackson acted upon the 
advice of a lawyer, and that ought to excuse him 
before this House. Suppose General Jacksoaswere 
arraigned before a jury to answer the charge of 
false imprisonment: was there a jury on the face of 
the earth that could render a verdict against him 
upon the testimony which has been adduced? A 
jury could not do it. 

The first great question to be decided was, did 
the circumstances in which General Jackson was 
placed present such an extremity as authorized the 
declaration of martial law? This being the case, 
Judge Hall had no right to enter within the limits 
of the camp with his writ of habeas corpus. There 
could be no contempt offered him, because he had 
no right to go there with his writ: the civil authority 
had been suspended; and when He attempted to in- 
terfere with the discipline of the camp, he was an m- 
truder, and should have been treated precisely as he 
was treated. S eee aes 

With respect to the judiciary, he disclaimed any 
intention of speaking lightly of that deparment of 
the Government. In his opinion, it. was the night 


arm of the Government. Destroy the judiciary, and. 


| its balance would be Jost. : 


As for himself, he would. vote. for: the bill. pre- 
cisely as it was introduced by the. gentleman from. 
Pennsylvania. “He was not prepared to say.that. 
Judge Hall did not act from correct. motives; and 
he would not, therefore, vote for anything- which 
would. serve to throw discredit on his memory... = 

Mr. STEENROD said -he did not think it was the 
design of the Democratic ‘party in that- House, as 
had been said by gentlemen,on the other side, to, 
make of this bill political capital. He could answer- 
for himself, and he thought he might also. answer for 
the party, that they had no such motives as those at~: 
tributed to them. “But what motives. ought to-be at- 
tributed to those gentlemen who declared they would 
vote for the bill, and yet made speeches against: it? 
What capital was likely to be made by the Demo- 
cratic party out of this bill? The last Whig Con-- 
gress refused to pass the bill, because there were 
amendments; and now the Democratic party were to 
make capital by passing the bill without amend- 
ments! If the bill should be defeated, the everlast- 
ing displeasure of the people of this country would 
rest upon those by whose means it was defeat- 
ed; for if there was uny measure which could 
come before Congress, which would awaken a feel- 
ing of patriotism, it was this one. General Jackson 
was too nearly connected with the defence and the 

lory of this country, to be treated with indignity. 

e was held too high in the estimation of his: coun” 
trymen, to be neglected by the Representatives of the 
people in that House 7 : 

Mr. S. then took a view of the condition of the 
city of New Orleans, the forces of the enemy that 
met it, the available means at the general’s disposal, 
and the difficulties and dangers that he had to en- 
counter, to show how imperative it was on him, in 
order to meet the great responsibilities that rested on 
him, to exercise the greatest firmness and vigor. to 
arrest treason and disaffection, and prevent it from 
spreading. He showed, that at the time Louallier. 
was arrested, General Jackson's army had been. 
greatly reduced by desertions, by the expiration. of 
the men’s service, and by the release of numbers 
availing themselves of the certificates of ‘the French 
consul; and that the enemy, so far from having re- 
linquished their designs on the city, had refused to: 
accede to a truce, and still meditated another blow, 
to retrieve the disgrace of their defeat. Under these 
circumstances, had General Jackson hesitated, in as- 
suming the responsibilities he did, his army ‘might 
have been dispersed, and the city left defenceless. . 

Mr. SEVERANCE briefly opposed the bill, and 
declared that he did so on principle. He denied 
the power of General Jackson to declare martial 
law, and that, consequently, he exceeded his au- 
thority in imprisoning Louallier and Judge Hall. 
He contended that Judge Hall strictly did his duty 
as a just judge. He cared not whether the judge 
was born in England, Ireland, or Africa; he gave a 
just judgment, such as should have been given by 
an American judge; and he (Mr. S.) should, by his 
vote, show his approbation of his conduct. He 
would never consent that a military commander 
should assume to himself the power of suspending 
the writ of habeas corpus, when the Constitution 
did not even allow Congress to do it, except in 
cases of rebellion or invasion. a 

Mr. HALE addressed the House for a: few min- 
utes in support of the bill, going over the ground - 
on which he stood in giving his vote on this bill, 
and then expressing himself somewhat pointedly 
on the difficulty of understanding what was a con- 
tempt, with illustrations by the recital of punish- 
ments for contempt. He made some other remarks, 
and concluded with the observation, that the people 
were speaking, on this subject, the spontaneous lan- 
guage of the heart. . 

Mr. A. JOHNSON of Tennessee next addressed 
the committee, and spoke until the hour of 4 o'clock, 
which was fixed by the House to terminate debate. 

Mr. BARNARD withdrew the amendment which 
he had offered. ae 5 i 

Mr. FRENCH then pe sate to amend the ori- . 
ginal bill, by adding that eneral Jackson, in the 
measures he adopted for the defence of New Or- 
leans, did nothing more than his duty; but it being 
decided by the Chairman to be. out of order at that 
time, Mr. F. withdrew the motion. | : 

The committee then rose, and the bill was report 
ed to the House without amendment. pi 

The question was then taken upon the followińg 
amendment of Mr. STEPHENS: ‘ ae 

That the sum of one thousand dollars, together with in 


terext thereon, at the rate of six per cent. per annua, since 
the 31st day of March, 1816, be, and the. same is hereby, 
piven, granted, and appropriated, to and for, the use. and 
enefit of General Andrew Jackson; and, the same be paid 
to-him out.of any moneys in the treasury -not otherw. 
appropriated, it being the amount of a fine paid by him for 
a contempt of the district court of the United States at New 
Orleans, ‘at the time aforesaid: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be intended-to be so construed as to 
imply: any censure upon the judge who imposed said fine, 
or in any: way to question the propriety of his decision in 
said: case; 
which was Le rg ha 38, noes 122... 

Mr. THOMPSON then moved the previous ques- 
tion; but said he would withdraw hie motion for the 
previous question in order to. give the gentleman 
from Georgia an opportunity to offer -his amend- 
ment as a substitute, provided he desired to debate 
the question. 

r. STEPHENS thanked the gentleman for his 
courtesy. He had been endeavoring to get the floor 
for the purpose of offering some reasons why his 
amendment should be substituted, but he had not 
succeeded, i ; 

Mr. SCHENCK said he hoped an opportunit 
would be given to record their votes upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The demand for the previous question having 
been seconded, : 

The main question, which was upon the engross- 
ment of the bill, was then put and carried. 

Upon the passage of the bil, the yes and nays 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows 
—yeas 158, nays 28: 

YEAS—Messrs, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Beardsley, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, William J. Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Dillingham, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Far- 
lee, Ficklin, Florence, Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, Willis 
Green, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hardin, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. 
Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, Almon H. 
Read, Charles M. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Thos. 
H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
Johu T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, 
‘Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—158. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Jeremiah Brown, Car- 
roll, Chappell, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Fish, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Grider, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Daniel 
P ing Mellvaine, Morse, Moseley, Phoenix, Rodney, 
Schenck, Severance, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanumeter, Vin- 
ton, and Winthrop—2s, 

Mr. BIDLACK then moved a reconsideration of 
the vote upon the passage of the bill. He did not 
rise to continue the debate, but to endeavor to put 
an end to it, by making a motion which he had no 
recollection of ever making before, and which he 
very seldom voted. As he was about to submita motion 
for the previous question, it would be in bad taste 
to precede it with a speech. But he felt bound to 
answer one question which had been reiterated 
until he was tired of its repetition. It had been of- 
ten demanded, with much emphasis, why the dom- 
inant party had so long delayed this act of justice? 
why we had so long slumbered over this matter? 
‘To all this, there was one plain and natural an- 
swer. It was supposed that by some means the 
party politically opposed to General Jackson might 
get into power even during his life time, and that it 
would be good taste for them to have the opportunity 
to show their magnanimity on this question. They 
have had the opportunity, and have failed, or rather 
refused to embrace it, and we are under no obliga- 
tions to wait any longer. They can never expect to 
have any other chance, and must not complain if we 
do it ourselves. The sooner we do it now the better, 
and I therefore call the previous question. ‘ 

The demand for the previous question having 
been seconded, and the main question ordered, 

The question on reconsideration was taken, and 
rejected without a division. 

The House then adjourned. 

‘fhe following notices of petitions presented to- 


wy, were handed to the reporters by the members 
vesenting them: : f 
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it By Mr. RELFE: Petition of Adam L. Mills, for 
} payment of moneys withheld from him by: the Post 


| Office Department, for carrying the United States 
mail: referred to. the: Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. Oo a f ` 

By Mr.P. KING: Petition of inhabitants of St. 
Lawrence county, New York, for a revision of the 
rates of postage. e 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Abner Taylor & 
Co. and 62 other firms, and Daniel B. Stone and 92 
others, all merchants of Bangor, Maine, to have 
Bangor established as a port of entry and clearance: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: Petitions of citizens of the 
parishes of Terrebonne, Ascention, and Donaldson- 
ville, State of Louisiana, remonstrating against the 
removal of the surveyor-general’s office from Don- 
aldsonville to Baton Rouge: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: Petition of C. G. 
Morehouse and 65 other citizens of Indiana and Il- 
linois, praying that the Congress of the United 
States would grant to the State of Indiana the va- 
cant lands in the Vincennes land district, in Indiana, 
for the continuation of the Wabash and Erie canal 
from Terre Haute to Evansville, on the Ohio river. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: Petition of John Francis and 
1265 others, citizens of northern Indiana, praying 
that Congress, at an early day, will make adequate 
and suitable appropriation for continuing the con- 
struction of the harbor at Michigan City, on Lake 
Michigan, in the State of Indiana. 

By Mr. WELLER: Petition of Hiram McNutt 
and 220 other citizens of the southeastern part of 
Ohio, praying Congress to make an appropriation for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of John 
Boucher, a soldier in the late war, praying arrears 
of pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. The petition of William McCauley, a 
soldier in the late war, praying a pension: referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHŒNIX: Memorial of stock-owners, 
merchants, and traders, in the city of New York, 
asking for the extension of the privilege of draw- 
back; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, together with the papers on file relating to 
that subject. The petition of Louis Struller, for re- 
turn of duties, &c., improperly made by Seigert & 
Struller of New York: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. The memorial and petition of merchants 
and manufacturers in the city of New York, asking 
for a modification of the rates of duties on such ar- 
ticles as shall seem compatible with the best inter- 
ests of the country: referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DODGE: Six petitions, numerously 
signed, asking Congress to establish a mail-route 
from Prairieville, Wisconsin Territory, via Genesee, 
North Prairie, Eagle Prairie, White Water, Port At- 
kanson, and Snell’s Lake, to Madison, the seat of gov- 
vernment in said Territory: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Two peti- 
tions, asking Congress to establish a mail-route from 
Mequanago, via Eagle Prairie, White Water, and Port 
Atkinson, to Madison, the seat of government: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Two memorials, numerously signed by the 
citizens of the Territory, asking Congress for an ap- 
propriation for a road from Shiboyagan, by the Win- 
nebago lake, to Pon River. Also for an appropriation 
for that part of the United States road between Ford 
du Lac and Green Bay: referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. A petition of the inhabitants 
of Racine county, asking Congress for an appropri- 
ation for a harbor at the mouth of Root River, 
town of Racine, Territory of Wisconsin: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Petition of Jo- 
seph Dinen of Grant county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, for back pension, for a wound received in the 
service of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Petition of James B. Es- 
tis, of Iowa county, Territory of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing Congress for remuneration for property destroy- 
ed and services rendered the United States during 
the Sac and Fox war of 1832: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. Petition of Roxana Evans, ask- 
ing Congress to make an appropriation to remune- 
rate her for the lo% of property destroyed by the 
British, on the 13th of December, 1813, at Lewis- 
town, in the State of New York: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. Petition of John McNear, 


il time he was wounde 


asking Congress to grant him a pension from the 
in the service of the United 


States, from July: Fist, 1832, until March 8th, 1834: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuxspay, January 9, 1844. 3 

Mr. SEVIER appeared in.his seat to day, having 
recovered from: his indisposition. nF R 

Mr.. STURGEON presented a petition from 
Samuel Stokes and others of Monroe and Carbon 
counties, Pennsylvania, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Stroudsburg, Monroe 
county, to Lehigh Water Gap, in Carbon county. 
Also, a petition from inhabitants of Warren county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for a reduction of the rates 
of postage; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. oh 

Also, a petition from citizens of Pennsylvania, 
asking for an appropriation for the completion of 
the works for the improvement of the harbor of Erie; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. * ; 

Also presented a petition from Jesse Biddle, a 
soldier in the late war, praying for a pension: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from Charles 
Crocker and others of the State of Massachusetts, 
suggesting alterations and a reduction in the rates 
of postage: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. , 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was or- 
dered that the petition of Warren Kingsley be ta- 
ken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. BREESE moved that the report laid before 
the Senate a few days ago, (on the subject of leases 
of the lead mines,) and the report from the Secretary 
of the Treasury on yesterday, (exhibiting the num- 
ber of suits instituted by the United States nst 
citizens of Illinois aad Wisconsin, for alleged tres- 
passes upon the public lands,) be printed. He re- 
marked thathe contemplated some action upon those 
reports, which was his reason for urging that they 
be printed. The motion was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. Bo . ; 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a petition from inhabit- 
ants of Pennsylvania, praying for a post-route from 
Washington, Pennsylvania, to Steubenville, Ohio: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

My. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from 
Jordan L. Mott, of: the city of New York, accom- 

anied by a pamphlet descriptive of stoves, furnaces, 
Path tubs, and ventilators, which was printed for the 
purpose of circulation through the mail. He repre- 
sents that the postmaster of the city of New York 
decided that the pamphlet was subject to letter post- 
age. He prays action by Congress upon the sub- 
ject: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. PORTER presented a series of resolutions, 
adopted at a public meeting of citizens of New Bufe 
falo, on the subject of the construction of a harbor 
for the protection of commerce on the southeastern 

part of Lake Michigan, and recommending New 

uffalo to the consideration of Congress, and ask- 
ing for an appropriation for a harbor there: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. es 

Also presented a memorial from Julius Eldred, 
praying Congress to indemnify him for the copper 
mass recently transported from Lake Superior to 
Washington city, which he said was found on land 
occupied by him previous to its cession to the 
United States by the Indians. He represents that 
an officer, under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, took possession of it. He prays that, unless 
ihe Government compensate him for the copper, 
and the expenses of attending its removal, he may 
be put in possession of it again: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
Eber S. Ward, representing that some error had 
been committed in a contract of his for carrying the 
mail, and asks that authority may be conferred on 
the Postmaster General to correct the error: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from the rep- 
resentatives of Dr. George Yates, who was a sur- 
geon’s mate in the army of Washington, ask- 
ing for compensation: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SEVIER presented certain documents in re- 
lation to the claim of F. A. Kerr, for compensation 
for enrolling and subsisting indigent Indians: re- 
ferred to the Committee on indian Affairs. 


. Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill for the adjustment of land claims in 
the States of Mississippi, Louisiana, Alabama, and 
Arkansas. 

- The amendments were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of printing certain reports. 

A THE COMPROMISE ACT. 

“Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred the bill to revive the act 
of the 2d March, 1833, usually called the compro- 
mise act, and to modify the existing duties upon 
foreign imports in conformity to its provisions, 
stated that the committee had had the bill under 
consideration; and that a majority of them had in- 
structed himto ask that it be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. The commit- 
tee came to this conclusion, on the impression that 
the bill could not originate in the Senate, being one, 
in the meaning of the Constitution, to raise revenue. 
Supposing that there might be a disposition on the 
part of the Senate, and especially on the part of 
the Senator [Mr. pied who introduced the 
bill, to discuss this question, the committee had in- 
structed him to report a resolution for the consider- 
ation of the Senate. The resolution was read as 
follows: , 

Resolved, That the bill entitled “a bill to revive 
the act of the 2d March, 1833, usually called the 
compromise act, and to modify the existing duties 
upon foreign imports in conformity with its provis- 
ions,” is a bill for raising revenue within the mean- 
ing of the 7th section of the Ist article of the Con- 
stitution, and cannot therefore originate in the Sen- 
ate: therefore f 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. è 

‘On motion by Mr. EYANS, the consideration of, 
the resolution was Poon ‘till Thursday next, 
and it was made a special order for that day; and the 
bill and resolutions were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FULTON gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill co surrender to 
the States of Missouri and Arkansas, certain pub- 
lic lands, reported to be not worth the expense of 
survey, for the purpose of increasing the value of 
other public lands. 

- Mr. SEMPLE, on leave, introduced a bill to grant 
a portion of the public lands to the State of Ilinois, 
for the purpose of aiding in the completion of the 
Ulinois and: Michigan canal; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a bill to repeal 
ah act entitled An act to amend the act of 
the 20th March, 1838, entitled an act changing the 
time of holding the circuit and district courts of the 
State of Ohio; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

Mr. PHELPS, on leave, introduced a bill to repeal 
the act approved the 23d August, 1842, entitled An 
act to provide for the satisfaction of claims arising 
under the 14th and 19th articles of the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit: Creek, concluded in September, 
1832; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, on leave, introduced a bill regu- 
lating the issuing and return of writs and other pro- 
cesses in the county of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JARNAGIN gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to increase 
the salary of the district judge of Eastern, Middle, 
and Western Tennessee. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial, adopt- 
ed at a convention held in the city of New York by 
the representatives of the claimants for indemnity 
for French spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SEMPLE, on leave, introduced a bill to ex- 
tend the national road to the city of Alton, on the 
Mississippi river; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


THE OREGON. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Sempre, on 
yesterday, came up for consideration, and was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British Govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the Government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the 3d article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the Government of the United States of 
America and his Britanic Majesty the King of the 
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the 20th of October, 1818, and indefinitely continued 
by the convention between the same parties, signed 
at London, the 6th of August, 1827. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made someremarks in fa- 
vor of the postponement of the resolution, under a 
misconception of its reading, which were not dis- 
tinctly heard. ea 

Mr. KING called for the reading of the resolu 
tion.” It was read. 

Mr. SEMPLE said the object of the resolution 
was to act immediately; and so far as it was intend-~ 
ed to express any thing, it expresses that there 
should be a determination of the treaty in which it 
was agreed that there should be a joint occupation 
of the Oregon by the United States and Eng- 
land. So far as regarded himself, he wished to have 
the notice given, and an end putto that treaty. The 
United States cannot do it in Jess than twelve 
months; and he therefore thought no time should be 
lost. He had no particular objection to act on the 


. suggestion of the honorable Senator from Connecti- 


cut. (He intended himself to move a similar 
proposition, as he was well aware that the question 
was one requiring great deliberation, and one that 
might produce difficulties between the two nations. 
He was therefore willing that the resolution should 
be laid on the table until some future day, when he 
would move to take it up. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked, that when the 


“resolution was read, he supposed it to have refer- 


ence to putting an end to some of those treaties 
called reciprocity treaties, which operated so un- 
justly and unequally upon the navigating interests 
of this country. If he had not mistaken the reading 
of the resolution, he should not have interfered with 
the honorable Senator from Virginia who was at the 
head of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. ARCHER was not aware of any objection: 


that could be made to the resolution, on the ground 
that it could have any action of sufficient consequence 
to involve the peace of the country; for it appeared 
to him, if the Senate intended to go into the subject 
of the settlement of the title to Oregon, that the 
course proposed by the resolution should be the 
initiatory step. He thought it desirable, how- 
ever, as the subject was one involving very impor- 
tant considerations, that the resolution should go to 
a committee before final action upon it. He merely 
threw out this suggestion, not then intending to 
submit any such motion, although he might, ona 
future occasion, find it necessary to move its refer- 
ence to the Cémmittee on Foreign Relations. He 
would go for the printing of the resolution, and the 
porponeman to another day. . 

Mr. KING was aware of the very important na- 
ture of the proposed resolution, and of the necessity 
of giving to it the calmest and most deliberate con- 
sideration; but, to enable the Senate to do so, he 
would suggest to his honorable friend that, instead 
of laying it on the table, to be called up at a mo- 
ment when the Senate was not prepared for it or 
expected it, he would name a day certain for its 
consideration. This course would enable the Sen- 
ate to be prepared for the question; but if laid on the 
table, as now proposed, it might be called on before 
that body had time to give to it the consideration it 
required. He therefore suggested that it be made 
the special order for a distant day. 

Mr. MOREHEAD concurred with the Senator 
from Alabama as to the great and calm deliberation 
which this question demanded; and this he thought 
it would best meet with by the Senator from Illinois 
adopting a different course; and that course, he sug- 
gested, would be a reference of the whole subject to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, in whose 
hands it should remain until the result of the pend- 
ing or expected negotiations were made known. 
Then there would be no difficulty in acting on the 
resolution, if so recommended, or in deferring it 
indefinitely. He merely rose now for the purpose 
of- submitting the motion for its reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. i 

Mr. SEMPLE said, although the question of ref- 
erence was at some times of importance; he did not 
consider it necessary at the present moment to en- 
tertain it. He did not believe that laying the resolu- 
tion on the table, to be brought up on a future day, 
would be productive of the inconvenience alluded to 
by the Senator from Alabama. It would not cause 
itto be brought up when the Senate was unprepared; 
but on the contrary, if a certain day was named, 
and that at a distant period, (as weeks might elapse 
before it would be ready for discussion,) Senators 
might, in the interim, forget the day, and come to 


United Kingdom of Great’ Britain and Ireland, on {] 


its consideration wholly as” unprepa fi 
ticular day had been naméd. Ini ter 

remedy was simple; as, if not prepared, the a 
defer it until a day when. they would be. “He did 
not believe the Senate would be prepared “to go on’ 
with it for two or three weeks. He moved: ` 


on 
tw “tolay 
the resolution on the table, and print its eee 
Mr. WALKER said thatif it was. in: contempla= 
tion, when the résolution came. up for consideration, 
after being laid. upon the table, to refer it to the 
Committee on Foreign’. Relations, he thought the 
proper’ course wont beto refer it at once to that 
committee. That course ‘would certainly be the 
most expeditious one. If the resolution was of so 
much importance, it would be best to go before it 
ngw; or, if it be postponed, it should be to someday 
certain, not far ee 
Mr. SEMPLE said, if a postponement was in- 
sisted on, he had no objection to its being madé. a 
special order for Monday next. : f 


Mr. HAYWOOD was understood to suggest: 
whether the entertaining of any resolution upon the 
subject of the Oregon would not be inconsistent with 
the action of the Senate yesterday, when it solemnly 
decided that they had no right to the information. 
desired by the resolution rejected; thus tacitly de- 
claring that it was not competent for the Senate, in 
its legislative capacity, to call for it. He submitted, 
with great diffidence, whether, if the Senate consent- 
ed to entertain the question, it would not involve 
great inconsistency of action, and violate the prece- 
cedent -established yesterday.. Believing that. it 
would, he moved that the. resolution be indefinitely. 
postponed. fe 


Mr. SEMPLE said this suggestion would be 
more proper when the resolution came up. for con- 
sideration. The resolution was not now undercon- 
sideration, but the proposition was to postpone its 
consideration till Monday next. The time to con-. 
sider the suggestions. of the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina would be when the resolution ‘came. 
up on its merits. He much preferred that the reso- 
lution should be postponed till Monday next, and 
then the proposition to postpone indefinitely could 
be entertamed. But if the gentleman persisted in 
his motion, he would demand the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the Senator from 
North Carolina, that it would be better not to press 
his motion; it could as well be brought forward on 
Monday: the interim would give to Senators time’ 
to think. For his own part, he was ready at all 
times to give his advice for annulling the’ treaty 
in question; it ought to have been done long since. 
Certainly, to give the. notice required by the treaty, 
could not have an injurious bearing upon the nego- 
tiations about to be started upon this question. He 
did not know that the further consideration of the 
subject was wholly uncalled for, as, for all he knew, 
the notice may have been already given. Whether 
they should give their advice in legislative or executive 
session, was another question. He hoped the honor- 
able Senator would withdra whis motion, and allow 
the consideration of the resolution to stand over till 
Monday. i 


Afer a few further remarks by Messrs. ARCH- 
ER, RIVES, MOREHEAD, MERRICK, and 
HAYWOOD, upon the subject, the latter gentleman 
withdrew his motion for the indefinite postponement 
of the resolution—at the same time giving notice 
that, if his mind was not changed before it-again 
came up for consideration, he would introduce a 
resolution embodying his opinion on the question he 
had started. : 

The question was then taken on postponing the 
further consideration of the resolution till Monday 
next, and carried in the affirmative. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Are 
LEN on yesterday, came up in order, and was adopt- 
ed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate, if in his power 
so to do, whether any of the Indian tribes, or any 
of the Indians resident within the territorial limits 
of the United States, are in the receipt, periodically 
or occasionally, of any pension, pay, or present, in 
money, or other things, from the British Govern- 
ment; and if so, he be requested to state the partic- 
ulars; also, whether the Government of the United 
States have had any correspondence with the British 
Government in relation to that matter; and, in that 
event, that he be requested to lay before the Senate 
a copy of such correspondence. , 

A message was received from the House inform- 
ing the Senate of the passage of the bill to refund the 
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fine impósed on. Gen. Jackson, and asking. the con-. 
currence of the Senate in the same. , 

The bill was taken up; and, being read twice, was, 
on motion of Mr. WALKER, referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

The adverse report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, on the claim of Ira Day, came 
up for consideration; but was, on the motion of Mr. 

HAM, laid on the table. : 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, « 
Tuxspay, January 9, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of 
citizens of Louisiana, accompanied by a bill (No. 
23) to provide for the adjustment of land claims 
within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and the Territory of Iowa, &c., in those parts of 
the States of Mississippi and Alabama south of the 
31st degree of north latitude, and between the Mis- 
sissippi and Perdido rivers: read and committed to 
the committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois gave notice for leave to 
introduce bills with the following titles, viz: 

A bill to create the city of Alton a port of entry. 

A bill for the relief of Pierre McNard, the legal 
representative of Antoine Peltiers and Joseph Placy; 

d 


an 
A bill for the relief of David A. Kenson. 
On motion of Mr. HUNT, the following resolu- 
tion was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House a statement showing 
the amount heretofore expended in improving the 
Oak-orchard harbor, in the State of New York, with 
an estimate of the amount required to complete the 
same; and that he also communicate such Informa- 
tion as may be in his possession respecting the 

uantity and condition of the material purchased by 
the Government, for the prosecution of said im- 
provement. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, the following reso- 
lution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providmg 
for the more adequate compensation of pension 
agents. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, in pursuance of notice 
heretofore given, introduced a bill granting an addi- 
tional quantity of land to the State of Illinois, to aid 
in the completion of the Illinois and Michigan canal. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, reported a bill a o. 26) to fix the 
value of the florin of Austria at the custom houses 
of the United States: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Mr. BIDLACK, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, introduced a bill for the establishment of 
a national foundry for the fabrication of cannon for 
the use of the army and navy of the United States: 
referred to a select committee. 

Mr. HOGE gave notice that he would, at an early 
day, introduce a bill providing for the immediate 
sale of the reserved unsold lands of the Government 
upon the Upper Mississippi, and for other purposes. 
Also, a bill to establish a port of entry at the city of 
Galena, in the State of Illinois. : 

On motion of Mr. HOGE, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to communicate to this House a copy of the report 
of Capt. William A. Bell, of the Ordnance Bureau, 
in the fall of 1842, upon the subject of the mineral 
lands of the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill to authorize the 
purchase of the residue of the stock held by indi- 
vidual stockholders in the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Company, and to make the navigation of said 
canal free from toll; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DEAN, in pursuance of notice heretofore 
given, introduced a bill to reduce and regulate the 
compensation of the members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States, and 
of the Delegates of the Territories, and certain offi- 
cers and other persons in the ay and service of the 
Federal Government: read twice, and referred to the 
Select Committee on Retrenchment, 


Mr. McDOWELL rose for the purpose: of offer- 
ing a resolution; when °> o L : i 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. BARNARD desired the unanimous consent 
of the House to pass.a resolution, which had been 
offered by him a fewdays ago, calling upon the 
Secretary of War for information which was now 
wanted by the'Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McDoweE 1] was in possession of 
the floor when the order of ‘the day was called by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Me. WISE inquired of the Speaker whether the 
report of the Committee on Rules was the subject 
first in order. Being answered in the affirmative— 

Mr. WISE said he had a request to make; which 
was, that he might be permitted to submita minority 
report. 

Mr. ADAMS repeated the call which had been 
made by Mr. Cave Jounson for the orders of the 
day. The question had been postponed and staved off 
for a week past. Two motions werenow pending 
in relation to the report of the committee; and now, 
after there had been discussion upon those mo- 
tions, a further delay was desired by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, for the purpose of allowing him 
and other members of the committee to make a mi- 
nority report. He thought it was certainly a very 
unusual request. 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman misapprehended 
him. He did not ask for any postponement. He 
only asked the leave of the House to put ina re- 

ort. 

Mr. ADAMS said, if it would occasion no delay, 
he had no sort of objection that the gentleman 
should have leave to put in his report; but the pend- 
ing question being for the recommitment of the re- 
port, if that motion should ,be decided affirmatively 
the gentleman would not be under the necessity of 
makinga minority report; because the recommit- 
ment would throw the matter back before the com- 
mittee. 

Leave was granted to introduce the minority re- 
port; and the House then proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the order of the day. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN, who had the floor, observed 
that the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Wise,] to submit a minority report, in his 
humble judgment greatly affected the question be- 
fore the House; and he had strong doubts whether 
it would not be even better to postpone any further 
action on the subject till such time when the whole 
of it should be before them. 

Mr. CLIN'FON observed that if the gentleman 
would give way, he would move to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject till the 23d of 
this month. 

Mr. ELMER inquired whether the motion would 
not require a vote of two-thirds. 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. 

Mr. ADAMS. Not take a vote of two-thirds, 
Mr. Speaker, to postpone to a day certain? 

The SPEAKER thought it would not. 

Mr. ADAMS. The proposition is to postpone to 
aday certain—this day two weeks. Does the Chair 
think this proposition to .change the order of busi- 
ness, which has been taken up by a vote of two- 
thirds, can be carried by a majority? 

The SPEAKER thought that when a subject was 
under consideration by the House, though it might 
be a special order, its further consideration might be 
postponed by a majority vote. The subject, how- 
ever, would not lose its character of a special order; 
though the House could at any time, by a majority, 
postpone the order of business. 

lr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 


Chair. 

The SPEAKER said he could refer the gentle- 
man to at least thirty cases in which the House, by 
a majority, had postponed a special order. ; 

Mr. ADAMS knew of no such cases. He thought 
the position of the Speaker destroyed totally the rule 
which required a vote of two-thirds to change the 
order of business. 

Mr. VINTON inguired whether this proposition, 
if postponed, would require a vote of two-thirds to 
take it up. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, if postponed, 
will come up on the day to which it may be post- 
poned as the special order. 

Mr. WHITE addressed the Chair in favor of the 
appeal, and in opposition to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table. = nas 


Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; which 
wore ordered. , . 

Mr. W. then asked if it would require a vote of 
two-thirds to take it up, should the subject be laid 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER answered that it would require a 
vote of two-thirds to take it up out of its order. 

Mr. BELSER inquired whether the existing rules 
would remain in force if the motion to lay on the 
table prevailed. R 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 76, nays 107, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, 
Daniel, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Ficklin, 
French, Gilmer, Haralson, Henley, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Jameson, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, 
McConnell, McKay, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Russell, Saunders, 
Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stepheus, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wise, Woodward, and 
Yost—76. 

NAYS-—Messrs, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, 
Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Clin- 
ton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Frick, Gid- 
dings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 


- Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. John- 


son, Andrew Johnson, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland,’ 
McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Parmenter, Patter- 
son, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Read, Ritter, Rodney, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
lioma, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright— 
107, 


So the subject wag not laid on the table. 


The appeal of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] from the decision of the Chair, that a 
majority vote could postpone this subject to this day 
two weeks, and give it then the precedence which it 
had this morning, came up as the next question; and 
on this a brief conversation ensued, in which Mr. 
WISE, Mr. J. CAMPBELL, Mr. SAUNDERS, 
Mr. ADAMS, Mr. BLACK, Mr. CLINGMAN, 
Mr. WHITE, Mr. McDOWELL, Mr. CLIN- 
TON, Mr. JAMESON, Mr. HAMLIN, and the 
SPEAKER took part. The decision of the Speak- 
er was then sustained by the House. 

THE REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT'S MES- 
SAGE. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired if the morning 
hour had not expired. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, for the 
purpose of taking up the resolutions which were in 
part debated some time ago, referring the several 
portions of the President’s message to appropriate 
committees. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

Mr. WINTHROP took the chair. 

The pending question was on the 11th resolution, 
which proposes to refer so much of the Presidents 
message as relates to the policy of attending to the 
rivers and lakes of the West, to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

To this an amendment was proposed, to refer the 

subject to a select committee of nine. 
_ Mr. WELLER, who had the floor on the pend- 
ing question, commenced with an intimation that if 
the committee was disposed to take the question, he 
would occupy but a very brief portion of its time. 
He then recapitulaied many of the objects for which 
appropriations had been asked; and said that, among 
others, there was the Hudson river, which was near- 
ly free from obstruction. 

There was far more commerce floating upon the 
Mississippi than upon the Hudson. When he 
made this statement in a former session, gentlemen 
were astonished; but he could assure them it was 
the case. That great river was navigated by 450 
steamboats, giving employment to some 30,000 per- 
sons; and deserved, more than any other river that 
could be named, the attention of this Government, 
to which, in his opinion, exclusive jurisdiction over 
the subject belonged. He denied that the State 


Governments had the power to remove the obstruc- 
tions which exist in the navigation of that river. 

He did not regard this as a local question, but as 
one of great national importance; and he entreat- 
ed gentlemen to divest themselves of all prejudice in 
relation to it. 7 

It had been said that Congress had not the power 
to act.upon this subject, without a violation of the 
Constitution. There were very few subjects pro- 
posed in that Honse, in which some gentlemen 
could not discover a violation of the Constitution. 
There were some gentlemen, he was aware, whose 
patriotism scarcely extended beyond the limits 
of their own State. Seven or eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars could be appropriated for a custom- 
house at Boston, for adorning and embellishing the 

` city; and yet, when an appropriation was asked for 
the construction of a harbor upon the lakes—a most 
` important work, in a military point of view—it was 
sure to be ridden down by gentlemen harping upon 
the subject of economy. Gentlemen could vote tor 
extravagant appropriations, when the money was 
to be expended in the section of the country 
which they represented; but when appropria- 
tions were asked for important public improvements 
in other sections, they were all at once exceedingly 
economical. He was as much in favor of economy 
as any one; he was as desirous as any gentleman in 
that House that the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment ghould be diminished so far as was consistent 
with a proper regard for the furtherance of all great 
national works. It must be remembered that there 
was a sort of economy which was, in reality, the 
worst of prodigality. In relation to the motion now 
presented—to refer that portion of the message rela- 
ting to the improvement of Western rivers to a select 
committee—he had only to say that he would give it 


his hearty support. i 

Mr. WENI WORTH said he was willing to vote 
for an appropriation for the Mississippi. Too long 
had the interests of that whole section of the coun- 
try been begging at the door of that House in vain. 
But whilst he was willing to go with his Mississippi 
friends upon the proposition to refer the subject to a 
select committee, he did not understand what objec- 
tion there could be to referring it to the Committee 
on Commerce; for to that committee he thought it 
legitimately belonged. He had confidence in that 
committee, and he believed they would make a lib- 
eral appropriation. The object was a national one, 
and all political distinctions, as well as sectional pre- 
judices, ought to give way to it. 

So much having been said on the subject of repu- 
diation in various parts of the country, he rejoiced 
that he had been able to obtain the floor, so as to 
have the opportunity of making a fitting reply to it 
He, for one~all his colleagues—nay, all the people 
of his State, were determined to place her in the 
condition of an interest-paying government. In the 
effort to accomplish this desirable object, all politi- 
cal parties and sectional feelings would be lost sight 
of, and the whole people would work together. For 
the union of the lakes with the Mississippi, a slight 
appropriation at this session of Congress would go 
a great way towards carrying on sgo great a work; 
and he besought those who had a common object 
with him, to consent to let the subject be divided, 
so that the Committee on Commerce might have the 
charge of the appropriations for the upper lakes; 
and then, if the Mississippi river wanted appropria- 
tions, why, let her have them. 

Mr. SEYMOUR observed that he rose, not for 
the purpose of eulogizing the West, which required 
no eulogium from any quarter—for they need but 
turn their eyes to the map, and look at its vast ex- 
tent of territory, watered by the noblest rivers, and 
phe et by no country in the world for fertility of 
soil and salubrity of clime, to pronounce that it will 
be, in future times, the centre of the population of 
this continent, and the granary of the world. Upon 
the Congress of the United States, as wise legisla- 
tors, devolved the duty of developing the vast re- 
sources, not only of that country, but of the whole 
Union. With these views, he must object to the 
spirit in which this debate had been carried on; 
and he must regret that it had partaken too 
much ôf sectional feeling, creating the impression 
that some gentlemen supposed that no others could 
have any interest in the vast projects of internal im- 
provement referred to in the President’s message, 

ut those who were located in that region of coun- 
try in which these improvements were to be made. 
This did not accord with his views of justice or pro- 
priety. He owed to his constituents to devote his 
best energies, and the most untiring zeal, to the pro- 
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motion of their interests and the maintenance of 
their rights; but he never could sacrifice, even to 
them, the duty he was called-on to perform when 
the interests of the whole American people were in- 
volved. He was disposed to look at the whole sub- 
ject of internal improvements as a national one; 
and he would not inquire, when necessary appro- 
priations were to be made, whether they were to be 
expended on this or that side of the mountains. He 
should notlook to the question whether they were for 
the benefit of the North or the South, the East or the 
‘West; but the only inquiry he should make would 
be, whether they tended to the advancement of the 
welfare of our common country, and whether they 
came within the prescribed limits of constitutional 
legislation. In reference to the phraseology of the 
message upon which the resolution before the com- 
mittee was founded, he supposed their attention 
was directed to the rivers of the West, and particu- 
larly to the great father of waters, the Mississippi— 
that great artery which drains the valley beyond the 
mountains. Gentlemen had spoken of the impor- 
tance of the trade that passes down that river; and 
he purposed, in the few remarks he should submit, to 
speak of the importance of the trade which passes 
up that river through the northern lakes, and finds 
its way to the great emperium of the commerce of 
this Union—New York. But he should speak this, 
not with the view of instituting invidious compari- 
sons—not with the view of underrating the great 
interests of the West, but for the national object 
which he avowed in the outset of his remarks. 
It had been well remarked by one gentleman in the 
course of this discussion, that there were two great 
avenues to the trade of the West—two great ave- 
nues through which the vast products of that region 
were to be carried to the great marts of trade; one of 
them being by the way of the Northern lakes, and 
the other down the Mississippi. Had gentlemen 
who spoke of the vast amount of commerce going 
down the Mississippi, looked at the map of the 
country, and seen the extent of the interests engaged 
in this Northern commerce; had they looked at the 
extent of the trade on these Northern lakes, and the 


extent of the territory that, through this channel, ~ 


transported its products to market, they would have 
hesitated before they gave the first the precedence. 
The States and Territories through which this com- 
merce passed were increasing in population and 
wealth as rapidly as any other section of the Union; 
and although nature had opened this avenue to them, 
the true interests of this Republic demanded some- 
thing more. The attention of this Government had 
been for many years called to that avenue of trade, 
but it had not, m his opinion, been considered with 
that favor which its importance deserved. 

He knew that appropriations had been made for 
the purpose of improving the harbors and mouths 
of rivers emptying themselves into the Northern 
lakes; but the Increasing population and trade of the 
region of country bordering on them had far out- 
stripped any efforts of the Government for their im- 
provement. Not only were additional improve- 
ments needed there for the purposes of trade and 
commerce, but there were other considerations 
which should turn the attention of Congress to this 
great quarter of the Union. He had just observed 
that nature had opened this great avenue of trade 
and commerce; but (said he) if we mean to avail 
ourselves of the advantages she has placed within 
our reach, we must apply the hand of art, and per- 
fect what she has done. Our neighbors at the 
North (the British Government of Canada) were not 
sleeping on this subject. The policy of Great 
Britain had always been to increase her commerce 
in every part of the world, at all hazards; and it 
was this policy which induced her, at different 
times, to make war on every nation of Europe. 
This had carried her arms into China and into the 
recesses of India; and it was this policy which 
caused her to watch the progress of this Republic 
with a jealous eye. Though she was unable to 
hold us in subjection as her colonies, she is yet 
striving, by means of her policy, to extort from us 
that wealth which she was unable by force to make 
her own. At this very moment, for the purpose of 
diverting from us this trade which was annually 


pouring down the Northern lakes, Great Britain, 


was liberally employing her revenues in enlarging 
the Welland canal, and opening another canal into 
the St. Lawrence. Si 
for the purpose of eulogizing the West, nor for the 
purpose of eulogizing the State he had the honor to 
represent; but, as some things had been said—not, 


perhaps detracting from the claims of the latter, but 


He had notrisen, as he said, 


calculated, in his opinion, to’ produce injurious im- 
pressions—it become him to make a few remarks on 
that part of the subject. . We have been told, said 
he, that the ere ens of the navigation of the 
Hudson had been for years: as a dead. weight 
on the _ appropriation. for. the Western. waters. 
As a New Yorker, he could not hear such language 
used, without referring gentleman to the enlighten- 
ed course of policy his State had pursued. in refer- 
ence to internal improvements. She it was—and he 
spoke it notin the way of boasting, but. in the lan- 
guage of sober truth, who did what, the. national 
Government never would have done’ for the pur- 
pose of securing, not only to her own citizens, but 
to those of the whole. Union, the: trade and com- 
merce of the great “Western valley. Did gentle- 
men reflect, when they spoke of the Hudson hang- 
ing asa dead wight on the appropriations for the 

est, that, years ago, when New York. was 
feeble in resources, she, in her feebleness, when 
doubts of the feasibility of the plan she pro- 
jected were continually thrown out to dispirit ‘her, 
and when Congress, too, refused its aid, commenced 
and completed that great work, the Erie canal, which 
connects the great emporium. of the nation with 
the Northern lakes? Ay, she asked aid from Con- 
gress to enable her to carry on that great work, 
and it was refused her. Nay, more; she was 
told, undoubtedly by men who believed what 
they said, that the project was worthy. only of . 
the heated imaginations of enthusiasts. Bat 
she had men of spirit in her councils, who 
would not quail under these difficulties; and she 
went on and constructed that noble work, which he 
might say, without arrogance, had given the first 
spring to that system of internal improvements 
which was now spreading over the whole country. 
When his friend from Ohio remarked that aid was 
sought for the navigation of the Hudson river, hav- 
ing a navigation of only one hundred miles, he 
trusted he had forgotten that this same Erie canal of 
four hundred miles connected it with the Northern 
lakes, and became the chain of communication be- 
tween New York and the great West. And fur- 
ther, he woud add, that when that canal was en- 
larged to the dimensions to which the State was 
pledged to enlarge it, it would form the most splen- 
did line of international communication to. be found 
in the world. Then the same craft that navigates 
the lakes may navigate the canil and the Hudson 
river; and the very ships that sail from Chicago 
may continue their aninterrupted voyage till they 
reach the harbor of New York. 

He was not disposed to complain of the course 
which the Federal Government had heretofore pur- 
sued in reference to internal improvements, THe 
wished to make no invidious comparisons; but it 
should be recollected that, for the period of ten years 
during which these works have been suspended, 
the city of New York, the great emporium of the 
commerce of the country, which ‘depended princi- 
pally on this great artery of trade for its supplies, 
had paid into the national treasury more than one- 
half of the revenues which have been collected from 
the customs. Ay, sir, (said Mr. S.,) in this period 
more than one hundred millions of dollars have been 
collected in that port, and paid into your treasury; 
while Congress has only appropriated thirty-two 
thousand dollars for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Hudson. . 4 

He said he would not, at thie time, go into the de- 
tailed statement on this subject, with which he was 
prepared, but intimated that he should do so ata 
proper time. He, however, made some statement 
of the tonage on the Hudson—the number of ves- 
sels, and the amount of commerce which floats upon 
it—to show the importance of this river to the in- 
terests of the country. In conclusion, he suggested 
that the resolution’ should be made more definite, 
so that the committee to which it might be sent 
might know what the House understood by the 
term “Western rivers;”and he also contended that the 
standing Committee on Commerce was the appro- 
priate committee to which it should go. 

Mr. BARNARD and Mr. RATHBUN rose 

almost simultaneously. to address the committee; 
but the chairman gave the floor to the former gen- 
tleman. - Objections were, however, made to his 
proceeding, on the. ground that he had already 
spoken on-this question. 
PA fer some tonrefkalioñ; in which Mr. RATH- 
BUN, Mr. BARNARD, Mr. STETSON, Mr. 
JAMESON, and others, took part, the decision of 
the Chair was acquiesced in. 


Mr. BARNARD said he was opposed to the 
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reference of this subject to'a ‘select committee; and 
he ¢ontendedl’ that the ‘standing committee was the 
only appropriate one. He complained that the 
reference in the President's message to. Western 
rivers was local and partial; and he hoped it was 
accidental, though they had been told that all the 
rivers on the continent were western. rivers, inas- 
much as this was the western continent. 
If this were so, they must regard the President 
as"recommending the improvement of all rivers, in- 
cluding not only the Mississippi and Ohno, but the 
Hudson and the Delaware, the Red river, and, in 
short, all the rivers upon this continent; he sup- 
posed he might add the St. Lawrence, the Amazon, 
and the La Plata. The gentleman from Virginia 
had proceeded to justify the President in particular- 
izing the Western rivers. In the first place, he justi- 
fied the appropriation for Western rivers on 
the ground of the territorial jurisdiction of the 
United States; that these rivers flow past the terri- 
tory of the United States, and therefore, that Con- 
gress alone has the right te improve them. The 
same reason, he thought, would apply to the rivers 
of the North and the East. But the gentleman went 
a step further, and found a justification for this rec- 
ommendation of the President in the fact that these 
are rivers of great national importance; while, at the 
same time, he emphatically remarked, in reference 
to the Hudson, that it only ran through the 
State of New York. The gentleman seemed 
` to know very little about the Fadeon river, from 

the low estimate which he appeared to have formed 

of its importance; but he sould inform the gentleman 
that the Hudson river was connected with a line of 
water communication 7,000 miles in extent. The 
Hudson river not of national importance!—a river 
which waters the shores of New Jersey and of New 
York, which forms a part of a water communication 
extending to the Territory of Wisconsin, havin 
2,000 miles of foreign coast connected with it; an 
this is a river of no national importance! A river on 
which float some 1,300 vessels, conveying upwards 
of 150,000 tons, and which sends out whalers to 
the most distant pars of the globe. 

There was another thing worthy of notice; the 
whole distance required to be improved, in order to 
facilitate its navigation, probably did not exceed 
three hundred yards. Gentlemen must keep in view 
the extended line of water communication, of which 
this river formed an important part. Upon 
the lakes with which it was connected, a hundred 
and ten steamboats, ofa tonnage of 31,000 and up- 
wards, were constantly employed. There was more 
produce, beyond all possible comparison, conveyed 
upon that river, than there was in the eight hundred 
flatboats of the Mississippi. He was not disposed 
to institute a comparison between the Mississippi 
and the Hudson for any other purpose than to set 
gentlemen right, and to place a correct view of the 
subject before the House; his only object was to show 
the vast amount of commerce which was conveyed 
upon that river. A large sum of money was here 
demanded for the improvement of the Western wa- 
ters——the estimate was eight millions—and he had no 
doubt that more than that sum would be required, 
because a recent report on this subject informed 
them that this appropriation must be perpetual, from 
the nature of the work required to be done. [Here 
Mr. B. read a portion of the report to which he had 
referred.] This was the prospect before them; and, 
with this prospect, he would go in favor of 
the improvement; and if he could be satisfied 
to-day, that, with the appropriation, they could get 
rid of all the obstacles in two years, he would be 
willing to vote in favor of giving them fifteen mil- 
lions, and borrow the money for that purpose. But 
he entreated gentlemen, while they were making pro- 
vision for the improvement of the Western waters, 
not to lose sight of equally important objects in 
other sections of the Union. It was said that the 
West had been neglected. He would not now go 
over that subject, Which had been so ably discussed 
ona former day; but in regard to the question of 
improvement, what had been done in bebalf of the 
Hudsoni—a river that was justly entitled to be 
brought into comparison with the Mississippi itself. 
He had do disposition to press the subject, but he beg- 
ged leave respectfully to suggest it to gentlemen who 
cme fresh and new into that House from the West, 
bringing with them all the partialities for their own 
section—-all those magnificent ideas commensurate 
with the great rivers of the West thernselves—he 
begged leave io suggest to them that they were not 
uing the right course, even for their own inter- 

It was suggested that there should be, not only 


; a select committee, composed of Western men, to 
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take care of Western interests, but that. a new bu- 
reau should be formed at Washington for a similar 


purpose. ‘There was already a bureau for the charge 


of internal improvements—he meant that of topo- 


graphical engineets—consisting of a corps of thirty- 


six officers, all well instructed, and wel! employed, 
and as much. employed upon the improvement of 
‘Western waters as upon that of any other. What 
were they going to do with that bureau? Would 
they withdraw the superintendence of the West 
from them, and create a new one? ` It was not their 
true policy to do so. With all respect for the gen- 
tlemen, he begged to say that this was not the poli- 
cy of statesmen. They must not create a bureau; 
nor must they have a select committee for the West. 
He claimed himself the right to take care of the 
West. He was sent there for the purpose of taking 
care of Western interests; and he would not con- 
sent that the subject should be taken out of his 
hands. He believed that he understood something 
about the interests of the West; and be believed, 
also, that he felt as great an interest for them as 
‘Western men themselves. 

Mr. FICKLIN, having obtained the floor, moved 
that the committee rise, which motion was agreed to; 
and the committee accordingly rose, and reported 
progress. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitted a resolution to 


refer so much of the President’s message as relates . 


to Indian Affairs to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
which was considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS GREEN offered the following res- 
olution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House do, incon- 
nexion with the information concerning public print- 
ing required by the resolution of this House of the 
3d instant, at the same time, report to this House 
the amount or amounts paid for the printing of the 
returns of the last census, and to whom paid; and, 
also, that he report the amount of the account render- 
ed for printing the compendium of the sixth census, 
and the amount which Congress directed to be paid 
on said account, 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions were presented, under a 
rule of the House, and appropriately referred: 


By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Martha 
Demenou for the payment to her of the money due 
to Archibald Campbell, deceased, for services in the 
army of the United States, as a common soldier, 
from 1792 to 1802: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


By Mr. NES: The petition of Jno. Wise, aéronaut, 
of Lancaster, Pennsylvania; asking Congress to make 
an appropriation for the construction and outfit of 
an aërostadt, of one hundred feet in diameter, made 
of substantial cotton drilling, &¢., with which he 
pee himself to circumnavigate the globe, aérial- 
y in the space of thirty or forty days: referred to 
he Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PHŒÆNIX: The petition of James Barr, 
asking the regular payment of his pension. 

By Mr. Sr. JOHN: The petition of 103 citizens 
of e county of Seneca, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law for the benefit of settlers in the Öre- 
gon Territory: referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. £ 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of 200 citi- 
zens of Westchester county, New York, praying 
Congress to make suitable appropriation for the im- 
provement of Sawpit Harbor: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

. By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of 135 per- 
sons, praying for the establishment of a post-route 
from Sonrerses, in Pulaski county, by way of Har- 
rison, to Jamestown, in Russell county, Kentucky: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FRICK: The petition of a number of the 
inhabitants of Northumberland county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the establishment of a post-route 
from Sunbury, in said county, via Snyderstown 
and Rushville, in the same county, to Danville, in 
Columbia county—distance, 13 ‘miles; mail to be 
carried on horseback, once a week: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LYON: A memorial, signed by 303 citi- 
zens of Laporte county, in the State of Indiana, 
asking an appropriation for the construction of a 
harbor at the mouth of Galien river, in Berrien 
county, in the State of Michigan. Also, a copy of 
the resolutions adopted at a public meeting of the 


t 


citizens of New Buffalo, in Berrien county, in favor 


of the same object: both referred to the Committee 
on. Commerce. `- : BS 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The petition 
and documents of John S. Atlee, of Pennsylvania, 
praying that an act may be passed directing the pay- 
ment of a balance which appears on the treasury 
books to-have been due to his father, as deputy com- 
missary of provisions in the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of H. Havens & Son, 
and others, in relation to a drawback on spirits dis- 
tilled from foreign molasses. E , 

By Mr. BROWN of Indiana: Petition of Wil- 
liam Smith, of Marion county, praying a grant 
of land and other remuneration for the services 
of Thomas Smith, his father, who died in the ser- 
vice during the last war: referred to the Committee - 
on Revolutionary Pensions. An 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Sundry petitions from 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the establishment 
ofa mail route from Ripley to Circleville, Ohio: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 9, 1844. | 
Sm: In my remarks of yesterday, you represent 
me as replying many things to Mr. Stephens which 
were said in reply to Mr. Barnard of New York. 
The question had been asked by the latter gentle- 
man why this bill had not been passed during the 
administration of General Jackson or Mr. Van Bu- 
ren? It was to his interrogatory that I asked the 
question, Whether he or his friends would have 
ever voted for it?—whether the old Federal party 
would have voted for, &c. 
Please say in the morning that my reply was to 
Mr. Barnard, and not to Mr. Stephens. 
A. V. BROWN. 
REPORTER oF THE GLOBE. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, January 10, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a report from the State Department, showing the 
manner of the disbursement of the contingent fund 
for that department; which was, on motion of Mr. 
HUNTINGTON, laid on the table. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition, numer- 
ously signed, praying for a grant of land to the 
State of Indiana, to assist in the completion of the 
‘Wabash and Erie Canal to the Ohio river: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of Hugh Wal- 
lace Wormley. He also gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of said Wormley. ` 

Mr. MERRICK introduced to the Senate his col- 
league, the Hon. James A. Pearce, Senator elect 
from the State of Maryland, for six years from the 
4th of March last. He was qualified. 


Mr. BREESE presented documents in relation to 
the petition of John Atchison, praying to be relieved 
from the payment of a certain judemert: which 
were referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported. back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
to confirm the survey and location of claims for 
land in the State of Mississippi east of the Pearl 
river, and south of the 31st degree of north latitude. 
The report accompanying it was ordered to be 
printed. 

Also reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do pass, the bill to apply 
certain alternate sections of public domain to the 
completion of works of internal improvement in the 
State of Michigan. The report accompanying was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Come 
merce, reported a bill, entitled, An act to authorize 
the survey of the mouth of Red river, aud for other 
purposes; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

_ Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on print- 
ing, reported in favor of the printing of certain re- 
ports from the Treasury and State Departments; 
which was concurred in by the Senate. : 

, Mr. JARNAGIN, on leave, introduced a bill to 
mcrease the salary of the district judge of the United 
States for the district of east, middle, and the west- 
em district of Tennessee; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


The following adverse reports of commitees were 
taken up and concurred ‘in, viz: The Committee on 
Claims, in the. case of George Patterson; and the 
Committee on Pensions, in the cases of David Munn 
and the widow of Josiah Gordon. 

The bill entitled an Act to repeal the act entitled 
an act.to amend the act of the 4th of March, 1838, 
entitled an act to change the time of. holding the 
circuit and district courts for the district of Ohio, 
was read the second time, and, with the documents 
upon the subject, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Ilsley came up in 
order as in committee or the whole ; when 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked, that since the bill was 
last before the Senate, he had understood that the 
claim would be adjusted at the department, under a 
decision heretofore made upon cases similar in prin- 
ciple; and for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
that course would be adopted, he moved to lay the 
bill on the table. The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. KING, it was ordered that the 
memorial of William A. Slacum, asking remunera- 
tion for services rendered the United States in the 
Pacific ocean, be taken from the files, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill granting a certain quantity of land to aid 
in the fprovemant of the navigation of the Fox and 

~- Wisconsin rivers, in the Territory of Winconsin, and 
for the purpose of connecting them by means of a 
canal, came up in order, as in the committee of the 
whole; but was, on motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, 
postponed until the report of the committee relative 
to it shall have been printed and laid on the table of 
the Senate. f 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the hill for the set- 
tlement of the title to the Pea Patch Island was taken 
up for consideration, as in committee of the whole, 
the question pending being the motion submitted by 
Mr. Tarran, when the bill was last up, to recommit 
it to the Committee on the. Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions so to modify it as to submit the question of title 
to the United States courts for decision. 


Mr. DAYTON addressed the Senate for upwards 
ofan Hour, giving an elaborate history of the whole 
case. He adverted at large to the action taken by 
the two States—Delaware and New Sersey—on the 
subject, the trials had in both in relation to the 
claim and title of Gale, and the various attempts 
made to compromise the matter between him and 
the United States. After a very minute and clear 
statement of all these particulars, Mr. D. proceeded, 
at considerable length, to argue the legal and techni- 
cal points involved in the question of jurisdiction 
and title, and concluded by urging the passage of 
the bill as reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BAYARD accounted for the controvers 
relative to the title derived from the Duke of York 
by William Penn, and stated that it was not till 
very lately the deed of the Crown confirming that 
title had been brought to light. It appeared now 
that the objections taken to William Penn’s title— 
namely, that the Duke of York, 1682, when he 
made the grant to Penn, was only a subject himself, 
and could make no suéh grant of territory, acquired 
by conquest, for his Government, as that he had 
made—was not a valid objection, inasmuch as, when 
the Duke of York succeeded to the crown, and be- 
came James Il, he confirmed the original grant. 
Delaware had always claimed jurisdiction over the 
twelve miles circuit round the town of Newcastle, 
in conformity with Penn’s grant. Mr. B. then gave 
a minute history of the proceedings in relation 
to the claims of the States of New Jersey 
and Delaware, and also the claim of Mr. Gale’s 
representatives. He urged that, under all the cir- 
cumstances, it had been judged best to acquiesce in 
the arrangement made by the only parties now 
really interested—the United States and the 
claimants under Gale’s tite. He therefore advo- 
cated the passage of the bill in its present form. 

Mr. TAPPAN spoke in favor of his motion to 
recommit the bill, with instructions to refer the ad- 
justment of the whole matter to. the United States 
courts, 

Mr. BREESE considered the question narrowed 
down to this; that the State of Delaware, having 
ceded all her title to the United States, and the State 
of New Jersey having granted away her title to 
Gale, who had since come into an arrangement 
by which his title is vested in the United States; 
and ‘one. of ‘the United States courts having pro- 
nounced judgment in his favor, it remained only to 


ascéitain the value of thé prope ay for it. 
He should vote against the bi in Js present form, 
but wasin favor of its recommitment, with instruc- 
tions to pmke out all that part of it relative to the 
arbitration, and appoint appraisers fo ining: 
the amount to be aaa. pP eee 

Mr. BAYARD informed the Senator from Ilinois 
(Mr. Breese] that the trial to which he alluded, and 
the judgment of the court which put Gale into pos- 
session, were not conclusive, as hey were only on 
an ejectment case. 3 

'he CHAIR stated that the mover of the pending 
motion had sent in a modification, referring the 
whole matter to the decision of the United States 
courts. 

Mr. BREESE madea few remarks in reply to 
Mi Bayarp, not distinctly heard in the reporter’s 
gallery. 

Mr. BENTON charaeterized the whole thing as 
an effort to. extort money from the United States, on 
the mere shadow of a claim got up for speculation. 

The debate was nent till past 4 o’clock b 
Messrs. BENTON, CLAYTON, BAYARD, DAY- 
TON, BUCHANAN, WOODBURY, BREESE, 
McDUFFIE, and MILLER. 

Mr. BENTON moved the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

On which motion, the yeas and nays were called 
for, and ordered. 

The question being t aken on the indefinite post- 
ponement, resulted—yeas 11, nays 31, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchinson, Bagby, Benton, Col- 
quitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Huger, McDuffie, Tappan, 
and Walker—11 

NAYS—Messrs, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Breese, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Foster, Hannegan, Huntington, Jarnagin, King, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter of Michigan, Sem- 
ple, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, White, Woodbridge, 
‘Woodbury, and Wright—31. 


Mr. BREESE moved the following amendment: 


To amend the instruction, so as to direct the 
Committee on the Judiciary so to amend the bill 
as to provide compensation to the heirs of Henr 
Gale, having regard to the value of the land asit 
was at the time the United States assumed possession 
thereof. 

Mr. McDUFFIE hoped the Senate would not 
adopt the amendment. There was nothing before 
the Senate to go upon in relation to the decision of 
one of the courts of the United States but rumor. 
There was no knowing what it was that had been 
decided; but the Senate was made to assume that 
the decision was against the United States and in 
favor ofthe claimant. He was perfectly satisfied 
that there was not a shadow of title for their claim; 
and should, therefore, vote against the bill. 

A further discussion arose, in which Messrs. 
BUCHANAN, McDUFFIE, DAYTON, BEN- 
TON, and BREESE, participated. 

Mr. Brexse’s amendement was then withdrawn. 

Mr. BENTON moved an adjournment. 

On this motion the question was taken, and deci- 
ded in the negative, yeas 15, nays not counted. 

` The question then came up on the motion to re- 
commit the bill with instructions to refer the whole 
matter to the United States courts. 

Mr. BENTON moved to lay the bill on the table, 
or to postpone its further consideration till there was 
time to inquire at the Treasury Department what 
had been done in compliance with the act of Con- 
gress of 1839, referring the claim to the decision of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed, that if the Senator 
from Missouri wished for an ‘adjournment, with a 
view of obtaining information, there certainly would 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. KING said it would not effect that object 
merely to lay the matter over till to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he wanted to know 
why the act of 1839 had not been carried into effect. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said nothing had been done 
about it. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that they could, at all 
events, learn the reasons why nothing had been 
done in conformity with that act. 

The motion to adjourn was then renewed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 10, 1844. 


The minutes of yesterday were read. _ 
Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the joint 
resolution of the Council and House of Represent- 


atives of the Territory of Wisconsin, urging upon 


“Congress the 


ngress the necessity of making spp 
for the construction of harbors on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan, in the’ ‘said’ Territory of Wis: 
consin: it was. referred. to. the Committee on Come 
merce. - i : Uy ORROA 
“Mr. C. JOHNSON asked the House to:také up 
and act upon his resolution, which he submitted 
some days ago, in relation to the tobacco trade. -> 
‘Mr. BARNARD suggested that there were many 
resolutions which had been presented, and laid over 
under the rule for one day, and he hoped the House’ 
would take them up, and dispose of them. >. 
Mr. McKAY stated that he -had several reporta to 
make from the Committee of Ways and Menis. 
which Be hoped the House would permit -him -to 
present. . T s 
The House yielded the consent which the gentle» 
man asked. ; 


THE GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McKAY then, with the consent of the 
House, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year, com- 
menciig the Ist July, 1844, ending the 30th June, 


The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McK. next reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy 
Aen the fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 
1845. ; 

It was read twice, and committed to the Cormmit< 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. McK. likewise reported a bill making a 
propriations for the support of the army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1845; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McK. further reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending the 30th. 
day of June, 1845; which was read twice, and com 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


GENERAL RETRENCHMENT. 


Mr. McK AY then submitted a series of resolu- ` 
tions, as follows: : i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


~ be instructed to inquire, and repert to this House, 


whether, with a view to the diminution of the public . 
expenditures, and without any injury to the public 
service, the grade of some of the representatives of 
our Government abroad may not be reduced; and 
if so, what reduction of this description may, in the 
opinion of the committee, be safely made. Also, 
whether representatives now existing, of any char- 
acter, may be safely dispensed with at any and what 
place now so represented. And, also, whether some 

Iteration in the law in relation to the compensation 
of our diplomatic agents abroad, and especially in _ 
relation to their outfits and allowances, may not 
safely be made, which will havea tendency to check 
the too frequent changes taking place in the appoint- 
ments of those public officers. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be 
instructed to inquire and report to this House what 
have been the expenses annually paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States for the courts of 
the United States within the several Territo- 
ries, including the salaries to the judges, and 
all other expenses growing out of the organization 
and the holding of such courts for each of the three 
Territories for the last four years; also, into the cx- 
pediency of restricting the jurisdiction of the federal 
courts within the Territories within the limits pre- 
scribed for the same courts within the States, and 
for the reduction of the number of circuits and dis- 
tricts, and the nimber of judges and marshals, and 
all other officers of those courts, to conform. to the 
business so limited; and further, for the establish- 
ment of territorial courts with territorial jurisdiction, 
to be organized and paid as the Legislauye Councils 
of the respective Territories may prescribe and di- 
rect; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to make the following inquiries in relation 
to the expenditures from the public treasury for the 
incidental and contingent expenses of the judiciary, 
namely: Fs f i 

lst. Whether the per diem compensation allowed 
to district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, may not. 
be wholly withheld without any: injury to the pub- 
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lic service; and if not, whether such compensation 
máy not be wholly withheld:in. some circuits. and. 
districts, and materially reduced-in all, without. such 
injury. > ° ; , 
2d. What sums àre paid annually in the various 
circuits and districts of the United States for rents or 
otherwise, as compensation for the use of court- 
houses or other buildings by the various courts of 
the. United States during the respective sittings or 
terms; and the terms or sittings held annually and their 
average duration for the years for which the payments 
for rent have been made; and whether some festric- 
tions and regulations in reference to those payments, 
as well to produce uniformity, as to promote econo- 
my, should not be.made by law. ` ; 
3d. What have been the reasons for the great and 
rapid increase of those expenditures within the last 
few years; generally, how the moneys appropriated 
for those objects have been expended; for what 
services the principal payments are made; upon 
what vouchers and testimonials the accounts for 
those expenditures are passed at the treasury; what 
reduction of expenditure may be madein this branch 
of the public service with safety and propriety; and 
whether any, and what, alterations should be made 
in the laws regulating the accounting for those ap- 
pYopriations. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire— 

lst. Whether the office of secretary, created by 
the act of 4th July, 1836, to sign, in the name of the 
President of the United States, patents for lands, 
may not be abolished; and, if necessary, the duty of 
signing said patents be performed by some officer in 
the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
office. 

2d. Whether the two keepers of the public 
archives in Florida, authorized by the act of the 3d 
March, 1825, may not be dispensed with, and the 
said archives transferred either to the office of the 
Commissioner of the General Land office, or of 
some public office in the Territory aforesaid. 

3d. Whether the provisions of the act of 12th 
June, 1840, may not be so modified as to allow the 
consolidation of two or more surveying districts 
whenever the remaining surveys therein could, in 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be 
completed under the surveyor general of one of them; 
and also, of allowing the discontinuance of said 
offices whenever the expenses exceed twenty per 
cent, of the annual amount of sales, and annexing 
the lands unsold to some other offices; and 

4th. Whether, in consequence of the diminished 
sales of the public lands and other causes, the num- 
ber of clerks and other officers attached to the offices 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office may 
not he greatly reduced. 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the collection of reasonable tolls from 
travellers over the Potomac bridge, for the purpose 
of providing for the necessary repairs and main- 
tenance of said bridge, including the compensation 
of drawkeepers and other attendants; that said com- 
mittee also inquire into the management of the pen- 
itentiary of this District, and the causes why it has 
not heretofore supported itself, and whether any 
changes in the laws provided for its government are 
necessary to insure greater economy in its admin- 
istration, consistently with the object for which it 
was established. 

Resolved, That the Committee on "Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the causes of the recent 
increase in the number of desertions and discharges 
of American seamen in foreign countries; whether 
the laws passed for their relief have been executed 
or not; and especially whether the aet of the 28th 
February, 3803, which requires the payment 
of three months’ extra wages in certain cases, 
has been complied with; and, if not, then to 
inquire into the expediency of imposing a pen- 
alty on the master of the vessel for his refusal 
or neglect to pay said wages to the consul; and also 
of imposing a penalty on the consul for his refusal 
or neglect to account for the game, or of requiring 
said wages to he paid in the first instance to col- 
lectors, and by them accounted for to the treasury, to 
constitute-a fand for the relief and protection of 
American seamen. 

Resolved, further, That said committee inquire 
into the expediency of amending the act of 1790, so 
that the forfeiture of a seaman’s wages and effects 
for desertion shall acerue to the United States, and 
not to the owner of the vessel, to be applied in aid 
of the fund aforementioned, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BIDLACK -wished'to submitan amendment, 
if it were in order to do so. He wished to order a 
resolution of inquiry, calling upon the Judiciary 
Committee for certain information. It was a resò- 
lution which he had had by him some time; but he 
intimated that he had no intention to embarrass the 
resolutions of. the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. McKay.] - : 

The Clerk read the resolution for information. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to the resolu- 
tion, on the ground that it referred to a different sub- 
ject; and could not, therefore, form part of the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
McKay.} 

Mr. BIDLACK withdrew his amendment, and 
said he would offer it at some other time, when he 
should get an opportunity to do so. 

The resolutions of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means were then agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING. 
Mr. WILLIS GREEN called up his resolution 
which was pending last night when the House ad- 
journed. It was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House do, in con- 
nexion with the information concerning public print- 
ing required by the resolution of this House of the 
3d instant, at the same time report to this House 
the amount or amounts paid for the printing of the 
returns of the last census, and to whom paid; and, 


also, that he report the amount of the account ren-. 


dered for printing the compendium of the sixth cen- 
sus, and the amount which Congress directed to be 
paid on said account. 

After a conversation, in which Mr. C. JOHN- 
SON, Mr. RATHBUN, and Mr. GREEN took 
part, the resolution was agreed to. 

COURTS OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. RATHBUN gave notice of his intention 
hereafter to ask leave to introduce a bill in relation 
to the circuit and district courts of New York. 

Mr. BARNARD moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of taking up the resolutions now 
lying on the table. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and there were 
75 in the afirmative and 31 in the negative; being 
legs than a quorum. 

Tellers were demanded, and Mr.. Cave Jounson 
and Mr. Mclivarne were appointed. They took 
the vote, and reported 96 in the affirmative and 39 in 
in the negative. 

The rules were therefore suspended. 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. REDING, 
on a former day, was taken up and agreed to, with 
the modification of 5,000 instead of 3,000: 

Resolved, That 3,000 copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, containing the estimates 
of appropriations for the year ending June 30, 
1843, be printed for the use ofthe members of this 
House. 

The following resolutions were agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to this House a copy of the report of 
Captain Hughes, of the corps of topographical engi- 
neers, of the examination and survey made during 
the last season, of the Hudson river, above and be- 
low Albany, with reference to the navigation, and 
ofthe public works connected with the improvement 
thereof. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform this House of the amount of ex- 
penditure which has been settled on the certificates 
only of the President of the United States, since the 
4th March, 1839, and the year in which said ex- 
penditure was made. 

The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. G. Davis, was taken up: i 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House whether or not 
Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the port of New York, 
has or has not violated the second section of the 
act of Congress, entitled “An act to repeal an act to 
provide for the collection, safekeeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public revenue; and to pro- 
vide for the punishment and embezzlers of the pub- 
lic money, and for other purposes.” 

Mi WELLER moved that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Upon this motion Mr. G. DAVIS demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows—yeas 35, nays 135. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. BELSER requested the gentleman who of- 
fered the resolution to modify it, so as not to ask for 


the opinion of the President, but for the facts, He 
did not believe that the House had any right to ask 
for- the President’s opinions. , 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that the resolution did not 
ask for the opinions of the Executive. 

The question was then put on seconding the pre- 
vious question, and rejected—yeas 40, nays 73. 

Mr. HAMLIN made some remark not heard by 
the reporter; when a 

The SPEAKER said that, if debate arose, the re- 
solution must lie over. . : 

Mr. HAMLIN said he did not know that any 
gentleman could state the fact that he wished to dè- 
bate the question when he had the floor. 

Mr. HARALSON hoped that the mover of the 
resolution would withdraw the motion for the pre- 
vious question. The resolution was certainly very 
objectionable in its present shape. It called for the 
opinion of the President as to the violation of a cer- 
tain law. He preferred having the facts communi- 
cated by the President, and he hoped the resolution 
would be so amended as to attain that object. We 
could then apply the facts of the case to the law, and 
draw our own conclusions as to the violation of the 
law. 

Mr. BELSER desired the resolution to be read 
again. He was satisfied that it called on the Pres- 
ident of the United States for the expression of his 
opinions. 

The resolution was accordingly read. 

Mr.HAMLIN offered an amendment,adding to the 
resolution the following words: “Resolved, also, that 
Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the port of New York, 
be requested to inform this House if, in his opinion, 
President Tyler has not violated the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, in sending troops into 
the State of Rhode Island to control the free people 
of that State,” in the exercise of their sovereign 
rights. 

The SPEAKER said that the amendment was not 
in order. 

Mr. READ suggested to the mover to present his 
resolution in the form in which such resolutions 
were usually presented. This resolution called on 
the President of the United States for the expression 
of his opinion whether an officer of the Govern- 
vernment had not violated the law. If the 
gentleman presented his resolution in a less 
objectionable form, he thought every gentleman 
would vote for it. Mr. R. was continuing his re- 
remarks, when 

The SPEAKER interrupted him, and said that 
the resolution, having given rise to debate, must go 
over. 

MARINE HOSPITALS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Freneu, di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to communicate 
to this House what progress had been made in the 
purchase of a site for, and in the erection of, a ma- 
rine hospital on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
came up, and was adopted, without a division. 

LOUISVILLE CANAL. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Tissarrs, calling 
on the Secretary of the Treasury for information 
relative to the imposition of tolls on the Louisville 
and Portland canals, &e., (and which were published 
in the House proceedings of the Globe at an earlier 
period of the session,) came up for consideration. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw that part of the resolution calling 
for information in relation to the new canal, as it 
would involve the expense of additional surveys. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied, that it would involve no 
expense, as all the necessary information was al- 
ready in the department. IIe would, however, mod- 
ify his resolution so as to provide that there should 
be no additional surveys. 

Mr. McKAY here objected, and said he wished 
the resolution to lie over; but, upon an explanation 
from Mr. T., withdrew his objection; and the reso- 
lution, as modified, was agreed to. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Tuomasson, in- 
structing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire 
into the expediency of providing, by law, in all cases 
of removal from office, that it shall be the duty of the 
head of the department in which the removal shall 
be made, or the officer making such removal, to as- 
sign the reasons for such removal, or furnish the 
charges which had caused it, was next taken up and 
corsidered; but objections being made, it was laid 
over. 

The next. resolution taken up was the following, 
offered by Mr. Boyn: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval affairs be 
“Gnstructed to inquire into the expediency of construct- 
ing a naval depot upon the Mississippi or Ohio river, 
in accordance with a recommendation contained in 
the report of the Secretary of War, bearing date 
December 5th, 1840. 
No objection being made, this resolution was 
agreed to. 


TOBACCO TRADE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Cave 
Jounson, next came up; and no objection being 
made, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to lay before the House any communica- 
tions that he may have received (if, in his opinion, it 
be not incompatible with the public interests) from 
our ministers or agents in other countries, in relation 
to the growth, production, and trade, in the article 
of tobacco, which has not been heretofore communi- 
cated to the House. 


LIABILITIES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Dickinson, came up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House the liabilities that 
existed against the treasury on the Ist of March, 
1841; and a statement of the items that have been 
paid, and those which remain unpaid. Also, that 
he furnish a statement of the revenue received from 
the sales of the public lands, and from the customs 
and other sources, in each quarter, from the lst of 
March, 1841, to the present time. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that he had an 
amendment that he wished to offer, so as to bring 
out all the facts; and asked his colleague to accept 1t 
asa modification .of his resolution. It was to in- 
struct the Secretary to add the liabilities not only 
existing on 4th March, 1841, but on the 4th of 
March, 1843, so as to compare the last year of Mr. 
Van Buren’s administration with the expenditures 


of 1843. 
í Mr. DICKINSON declining to modify his reso- 
ution— 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitted his amend- 
ment to it; when 

Mr. McKAY objected to the adoption of the 
resolution; and it was passed over. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 


The following resolulion, submitted by Mr. 
Moore, was next taken up; and, no objection being 
made, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to lay before this House, at his earliest convenience, 
any plan or recommendations he may think expe- 
dient and proper in relation to the reorganization and 
discipline of the militia. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Sur- 
DELL, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause to be laid before the House a statement, show- 
ing the value of manufactures of wool, cotton, silk, 
flax, iron, glass, paper, hemp, cordage, and the 
quantity of sugar, molasses, tea, coffee, and salt, 
imported annually, after deducting the re-exporta- 
tions entitled to drawback; the rate of duty ard 
amount of duty, deduction being made for draw- 
back, which accrued annually on each respectively, 
from 1800 to 1811, from 1812 to 1815, from 1816 to 
1824, from 1825 to 1828, from 1829 to 1832, and 
from 1833 to 1842, inclusive. 2d. A statement 
showing the value of imports, and the amount of 
duties which accrued thereon, after deducting 
drawbacks, annually from 1800 to 1842, inclusive. 
9d. A statement showing the quantity of refined 
sugar imported, the rate of drawback, and the 
amount of such drawback, annually, during the 
same period. 

Various other resolutions were read, objected to, 
and laid aside. 


LEAD MINES ON THE UPPER MISSISSIPPI. 


The next resolution taken up and agreed to was 
the following; which had been presented by Mr. 
Hoce: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to this House, at as early a day 
as practicable— 

Ist. The amount of lead collected and received 
by the Government as rent, from the establishment 
of its agency at the lead mines of the Upper Mis- 
sissippi, down to the year 1835; and the number of 


House the late report of the engineer employed in 


said agency, and engaged in the collection and safe- 
keeping of said rent lead; and all other contingent 
expenses of said agency during the period aforesaid. 
2d. The amount of rent lead received by the 
Government from the year 1835 to the present time. 
particularly distinguishing” the amounts receive: 
since the appointment of the present superintendent 
of the lead mines; also, the number and names of 
the persons at presentin the employment of the 
Government as agents, clerks, surveyors, or other- 
wise, at the said superintendency; and the respect- 
ive salaries or compensation paid to each; and other 
contingent expenses growing out of said agency, 
and the fund out of which the same are discharged. 
3d. The number of leases granted by the present 
superintendent since his appointment to office, and 
the quantity of land contained in each; also, the 
number, as nearly as may be ascertained from infor- 
mation in the possession of the department, of per- 
sons engaged in mining and farming upon the re- 
served lands of the Government on the Upper Mis- 
sissippi; also, the instructions of the department to 
the present superintendent, and copies of any cor- 
respondence between the said superintendent and 
the department upon the subject of the mineral 
lands of the Government; and any other information 
in the possession of the department in relation to the 
same. 
CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO THE ORE- 


GON TERRITORY. 

Mr. Wentworrn’s resolution was taken up and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House, if in 
his opinion not inconsistent with the public inter- 
ests, copies of all correspondence with any foreign 
Government relative to the occupancy, title, discove- 
ry, and boundaries of Oregon Territory. 

UNSOLD LAND, AND IMPROVEMENT OF THE 
WABASH. 

Mr. Ficxxry’s resolution, calling upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for information relative to the 
unsold land in sundry land districts, and improve- 
ment of the Wabash, was taken up and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested, at his earliest convenience, to lay before 
the House a report of the number of acres of unsold 
land in the Palestine, Vincennes, and Shawneetown 
land districts; and also the length of time any por- 
tion of said lands has been in market in each dis- 
trict. And, also, that he lay before the House a re- 
port of the number of acres of unsold lands lying in 
the Kaskaskia and Vandalia land districts, on the 
Kaskaskia river; and that he state the length of 
time that land has been offered for sale in each of 
said land districts. And, also, that he give such in- 
formation as he may have relative to the suscepti- 
bility of the improvement of the great Wabash 
river, from Terre Haute (the termination of the 
Wabash and Brie Canal) to its junction with the 
Ohio river. 

FURNACES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 


TIVES. 

Mr. Berser’s resolution relative to the fur- 
naces under the hall of the House of Representa- 
tives, was referred to an appropriate standing com- 
mittee. 

MEXICAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. Hovsrox’s resolution, calling on the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States for information relative to 
claims on Mexico, was taken up and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the House, so far 
as in his judgment the same may be done without 
prejudice to the public interest, any information in 
his possession relative to the claims of the citizens 
of the United States upon the Republic of Mexico; 
copies of such correspondence as may have been 
had in reference to the same; and his viewsin re- 
gard to the adjustment and liquidation of said 
claims. 

ST. LOUIS HARBOR. 

Mr. Bowi’s resolution, calling on the Secretary 
of War for the report of the engineer of St. Louis 
harbor, was agreed to, as follows: 7 

1. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, requested to cause to be laid before the 


salaries or compensation respectively paid to each © the survey of the St. ‘Louis har jor, at hi 


of the officers or other persons employed at. the | 


convenience; togethér with his. estimates 
sible amount necessary fór its ‘permanent 
ment. Tee ie ee reer rae 

2: ‘Resolved, That the Secretary: of War ‘be, and: 
he is hereby, requested to cause to be laid before this 
House the amount of the separate estimates for ‘the 
improvement, first, of the Ohio river below the falis; 
secondly, for the improvement of the Mississippi riv- 
er; thirdly, for the improvement of the Arkansas 
river; fourthly, for the improvement of the Missouri 
river: separating the general estimates for these ob- 
jects so as to inform the House. of the particulares- 


timates of each. : 

FLORIDA INDIANS.) 7 | z 
` Mr. Levv’s resolution, calling upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States to inform the House.under 
what arrangements the Florida Indians are permit- 
ted to remain in Florida, and whether trading-houses: 
have been established, was taken up and adopted, 
as follows: -> . 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the House. under what ar- 
rangements the Indians at present in Florida remain 
there; whether any, and what, steps are in. progress 
for their removal under the treaty of Payne’s Land- 
ing; whether any trading-houses have been estab- 
lished, or are contemplated to þe established, for: 
their use; whether any compensation is paid to any 
one as Indian agent or commissioner in Florida; 
whether any annuity or presents have been allowed 
to any of the Indians now in Florida; and what part 
of the public domain in Florida has been surrender- 
ed to the exclusive oceupation of said: Indians, the 
area and boundaries thereof; and whether said occu- 
pation is unconditional, or for a definite period, and 
upon stipulated terms. 


PUCLIC LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. Levy’s resolutions on this subject were 
adopted, as follows. : 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be required to report to this House 
what cancellations of permits, issued under the ‘act 
for the occupation of the Florida peninsula, have 
been ordered by him, the dates: and other particu- 
lars of said permits, and the grounds upon which 
they were cancelled. 

solved, further, That the Commissioner of the 

General Land Office be required to report to this 
House what reservations of public lands in Florida 
have been made, and the dates at which the land 
officers of the appropriate districts were officially 
informed of said reservations. 


MRS. MADISON’S SEAT ON THE FLOOR. 


_ The following letter was received from Mrs, Mad- 
ison, and read to the House: 


Wasuincron, Jan. 9, 1844. 
Permit me to thank you, gentlemen, as the com- 
mittee on the part of the House of Representatives, 
for the great gratification you have this day confer- 
red upon me, by the delivery of the favor from that 
honorable body allowing me a seat within its hall. 
I shall be ever proud to recollect it, as a token of 
their remembrance, collectively and individually, of 

one who has gone before us. f 


D. P. MADISON. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The following communications, received from the 
Executive Departments, were read, referred to ap- 
propriate committees, and ordered to be printed: 

A letter from the Secretary, of the Treasury, 
transmitting the report of the Fifth Auditor of the 
Treasury: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting 
to Congress statements in Obedience to the 20th sec- 
tion of the act “legalizing and making appropniations 
for such necessary objects as have been usually in- 
cluded in the general appropriation bills, without 
authority of law, and to fix and provide for certain 
incidental expenses of the departments and offices 
of Government, and for other purposes.” 

A letter from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a letter from the Secretary of State, and 
a correspondence between that officer and the minis- 
ter from Portugal: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting abstracts of all offers made (those rejected 
and those accepted) to that department and its sev~ 
eral bureaus, for articles coming under their cogni- 


zante. 
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which was agreed to: ` 

Resolved, That the Committee on. the Judici- 
ary be directed to. inquire into. the: expediency of 
making provision by law for the payment of such 
commissioners as have been or may be appointed by 
virtue of the act of 19th March, 1842, amendatory of 
the acta establishing the judiciary courts of the Uni- 
ted States.’ 


The SPEAKER announced that the business now 
in order was the cousideration of the motion to re- 
ea the report of the. Select Committee on the 

ules. hes . 

Mr. PARMENTER moved to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of receiving reports from standing 
committees, such as would not give rise to debate. -` 
< A division being called for, 51 votes were given 
in the affirmative; which, being less than two-thirds, 
the rules were not suspended. 


THE REPORT ON RULES 


‘Was then up for consideration, Mr. A. V. Brown 
being entitled to the floor; he yielded, however, to 

Mr. CLINTON, who moved that the considera- 
tion of this subject be postponed until Tuesday 
week. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to amend the proposi- 
tion to postpone, so as to make this subject the 
order of the day for that and every succeeding day 
until the same was disposed of. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN inquired whether it was in 
order for the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Winruror] to submit his amendment at this time, 
as he had yielded the floor only for the specific 
motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment ‘was in 
order; but added that it would require a vote of two- 
thirds. 

Mr. WINTHROP said, according to'his under- 
standing of parliamentary practice, a majority was 
sufficient to carry the amendment; and when that 
was done, it would require two-thirds to adopt the 
resolution as amended. 


The SPEAKER said it was considered by the 
Chair that the question of postponement would be 
the first question, and then the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion to make it a special order would follow, and 
would require a vote of two-thirds for its adoption. 

Mr. BIDLACK proposed, in order to relieve the 
House from this difficulty, a division of the ques- 
tion; and upon this motion— x 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. ADAMS desired the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw his call for the previous question 
for a moment, to allow him an opportunity to say a 
few words. A very large majority of that House 
had decided that they would not lay the subject upon 
the table; that vote he regarded as an expression of 
the determination of the House not to dispose of 
the report in that way, and yet it seemed to him that 
the motion now made amounted to nothing more 
than an indirect method of arriving at the same re- 
sult. He hoped, therefore, the House would refuse 
to postpone the consideration of this report any 
longer; it was a question which was at all times of 
importance to this House. That a bare majority 
was sufficient to postpone, and yet that it required 
two-thirds to make ita special order, appeared to 
him a most extraordinary decision. 

Mr. REDING said he believed the previous ques- 
tion had been called; and that it was out of or- 
der, therefore, for the gentleman to debate the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON withdrew his call for the 
previous question; and 

Mr. CLINTON then withdrew his motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was proceeding to ad 
dress some observations to the Chair, when he was 
informed by the Speaker that the motion was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he desired to inquire of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether, if the 
report should be recommitted, the committee would 
be prepared within a short time to report again? 

Mr. A. V. BROWN rose to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania had risen to 
ask a question of the Chair, and now he was going 
on to put questions to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts; and they all knew that when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts began to answer questions, it 
was impossible to tell when he would stop. [A 
laugh.] 


"Mr. BIDLACK offered the following resolution; | | 


“Mr. B. said he had always voted for thefirst of 
these propositions; he was prepared to vote for it 
now, and to vindicate and maintain that vote here, 
and every where. 

What objection, said he, is urged to the 21st rule— 
excluding these petitions. Lask not what the ra- 
ving fanatic out of this House has said, but what 
honorable members here have told us in this very 
debate. 

They tell us this 21st rule has violated the great 
constitutional right of petition. I deny it. They 
tell us that it has turned these petitioners out of doors, 
and driven them with scorn and contempt from these 
halls. I deny it. The gentleman from New York 
has said it; the gentleman from North Carolina has 
said it; the gentleman from Massachusetts has said it; 
others have said it. I deny it; and stand here to-day to 
defy.them, one and all, to defy them—to what? To 
the proofs. 

Where is that proof? It lies on your table. It is 
in the public records of this House. Well, what do 
they tell us? Take that petition, as it was said, with 
fifty thousand signatures; or take that huge roll that 
adorned the table of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts last session; or take that one for the dissolution 
of the Union; or that one from New York, praying to 
be separated from the institutions of slavery;—take 
any one or all of these cases, and let us see if we 
either violated the right of petitioners, or turned 
them, unheard, scornfully from our doors. 

Ist. The people assembled peaceably. Did we 
violate that right? 9d. They petitioned for the re- 
dress of real or imaginary grievances. Did we 

revent that? 3d. They sent them to theirown se- 
ected agents. Did we prevent tha? 4th. That 
agent brought them within these halls, and present- 
ed them to this House. Did we prevent that? 

‘What next did that agent do? He rose up in his 
place; and, when all eyes were turned upon him, and 
all ears open to his voice, he informed this House 
who they were, what they complained of, how 
they reasoned on the subject, and what redress they 
prayed for. : 

hese are the facts; the record proves them, and 
gentlemen know them. Now the question is, have 
we cloven down the right of petition? Have we 
driven the petitioners with scorn from our doors? No, 
we have not. We have heard them by their own 
selected agent. They did not come themselves— 
they came by their agent. We received that agent. 
He spoke for them, and made known to us their 
prayer. The moment their prayer was heard; their 
right of petition was perfected. Their right was to peti- 
tion—our duty wasto hear. When we did hear them, 
through their agent, their right was ended. AH after 
that was our right. To decide at once, or to go through 
the tedious formalities of legislation, was -for us to 
determine. Under the 21st rule, we decided promptly 
—at once—what these gentlemen nearly all say we 
ought finally to have done. Let me explain all this 
bya domestic illustration, which none can fail to 
understand. The mother, with her darling child, 
buried as she may be in her ordinary pursuits, is 
yet bound to hear all the complaints of that child— 
the child has a right to be heard. But, being 
heard, what next? If the request be unreasonable 
or impossible, she may answer promptly, No! If 
she be doubtful, she may answer, I will consider of 
it, or I will tell you by-and-by. 

Ina case like this, whatever the child might think 
of the impatience or unkindness of the decision, it 
could never say, My parent refused to hear me. 

This is the 2st rule, and this the practice under 
it, which has been so much misrepresented and mis- 
understood. 

Gentlemen may tell me that the fact of its being 
go much misunderstocd is a ground for its abandon- 
ment. Why, then, was nota rule reported, clear- 
ing up this misconception, by declaring on its face 
that these petitions should be received, but going no 
further? Why did not the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Bearpstey,] propose to go that for? 
And because that was all that the right of petition 
could require, why did he not stop there? Stopping 
there, the South, if not satisfied, would yet have 
been safe—safe in the enjoyment of her constitu- 
tional rights, and perhaps safe from the fires of in- 


` ‘surrection. : 


their constitutional right of petition; and more than 
this, the Democratic North would have been safe 
from the imputation of her enemies, that she sought 
the alliance or the propitiation of thg abolitionary 
fanaticism of the day. 

What do gentlemen tell usin favor of the total 
abandonment of this rule? Why, they tell us that 
it is. the most. effectual way to put down abolition. 
They had as well tell us that the best way to save 
a city, is to pull down all her fortifications; that the 
surest way to repel invasion, is to surrender all the 
mountain passes and strongholds where you might 
overcome the enemy. Put down the abolitionists by 
granting four out of five of the very things they as 
for: first, they ask you to.receive their petitions; 
second, to refer them; third, to report on them; 
fourth, to let them be debated; and fifth, to abolish 
the institution of slavery. 

These are the five things asked for; and the argu- 
ment is, to put them down by granting four out of 
five of them. . í 

Why refer them? Do you doubt? No. Why 
reporton them? Do you mean to pass them? No. 

hy debate them? Why, you say that you are all 
of one mind. Why, then, all this round of legisla- 
tive formality? Is it done in hypocrisy? I will not 
say it, nor think it. Is it done to propitiate, by 
showing respect to the abolitionists? I will not show 
it, because I do not feel it. $ 

But I have one conclusive and irresistible argu- 
ment to show that this is not the way to put down 
the abolitionists: ‘you have tried it. On the same 
speech which was made by the gentleman from 

ewYork, (if not word for word, certainly on the 
same arguments,) the Pinckney resolutions were 
passed. ‘The petitions were received; they were re- 
ferred, and reported upon in the most digmfied and 
respectful manner. Did this satisfy abolitionists, or 
allay excitement? No; the very next session the 
gentleman from Massachusetts came walking into 
this hall with fifty thousand petitioners at his heels. 
Under that resolution, the cry was raised, Now is 
the time—the doors of Congress stand wide open; 
put all your machinery in motion; bring out your 
candidates—men that will not vote for a slavehold- 
ing Speaker—men that will be safe to trust on the 
committees—men who will be able in debate to 
espouse and sustain our cause; if those who have 
befriended us thus far will not go further—if he. of 
Massachusetts—if Slade and Clark and Gates 
shall falter in their course, down with them; every- 
thing for our cause, and nothing for our men. 

This, sir, was the abolition ery, and we were 
forced to retrace our steps—to resort to the Atherton 
resolutions; from them we were forced to the 21st 
rule; and now we are told we must surrender all. 

I wish now to tell the gentlemen of the North 
why we of the South are so much opposed to re- 
ferring these petitions. If you refer, youriust re- 
port; if you report, you must debate; if you debate, 
you annually question our title. This must finally 
diminish, if not destroy, the value of our property. 
An annual suit for a tract of land—suit after suit— 
is brought; will not the land become valueless, and 
the owner ready to surrender it forever? It will keep 
the South in perpetual excitement. And lastly, you 
kindle the fires of insurrection. The words of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, uttered here, have 
often fallen on the ears of the South like the toll of 
the fire-bell at night. Gentlemen surely do not un- 
derstand what is going on in the South. Hundreds 
and thousands of our slaves have learned to read 
with our children, undera relaxation -prompted by 
the noblest humanity; hence our annual debates here 
could not fail to be Known to them there. The ad- 
dress of the abolitionist to their masters is there—the 
address of the abolitionist to themselves is there; 
they are read by the flickering light of a midnight 
fire. They are told, in the latter address, not to kil, 
not to shed innocent blood, but to take horses and 
money and clothes, and whatever else may facilitate 
their escape, and flee to the free States, where friends 
are waiting to conductthem to Canada. Butwhat 
they may do I dnow not, when they shall read (as 
read they will) the celebrated Pittsburg letter. There 
a new idea is presented. 

Little does that gentleman perhaps know what 
mischief may flow from that address. “He believed 
the abolition of slavery would be effected in some 
way, either peaceably or by blood; but in whatever 
way, he was forit” Where didhe get that idea 
from? Not from the abolitionists, for they only 
said, steal and fly? Did he get it from the bloody 


“Stopping there, too, the people of the ‘ 
“Worth would have been safe in the enjoyment of 
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scene of San Domingo, where they shed. the blood 
ofa sleeping infant, and stuck a pole through - its 
yet warm and quivering body, and under that stand- 
ard marched, with the torch in one hand and the 
sword in the other? 


These are some of the consequences which prompt 


me earnestly to appeal to the true and sincere friends 
of the Constitution; to let this report go back tathe 
committee. Let the whole committee be present, and 
erhaps they may report back to us the 21st rule. 
think they ought todoso. J will vote for it 
again, as I have often done before. But if they will 
not, thendet them report some modification of the 
rule, which will put the right of petition out of all 
cavil and dispute. But ifthey will do neither of 
_ these; ifthey still persist it not only recciving, but 
referring, reporting, and debating these petitions, 
then I say let the South know it at once. Let her 
know her true friends, and who are her false and 
deceitful ones. Let her know the worst, and pre- 
pare for the worst. 
Mr. SAUNDERS rose and asked if the morning 
hour had not expired. 
The SPEAKER replied that there was still one 
minute unexpired. 
Mr. SAUNDERS asked if ,he would not be enti- 
tled to the floor when this subject again came up. 
The SPEAKER said, though the mornmg oat 
had now expired, the gentleman’s hour had not. 
Some conversation ensued between Mr. ADAMS, 
the SPEAKER, Mr. SAUNDERS, and others. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole; which was agreed to. 


THE WESTERN WATERS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Winruror in the chair, and took up 
the pending motion to refer that portion of the Pres- 
ident’s message which refers to Western lakes 

` and rivers, to the Committee on Commerce, with the 
amendment thereon. 

Mr. FICKLIN was entitled to the floor; and he 
said it was impossible for him to tell what would 
be the ultimate action of the Congress of the United 
States on this subject now before the committee. 
There was one thing, however, certain—that they of 
the West felt a deep and-an abiding interest in the 
question, and were anxious to have it referred to a 
committee of its friends. They thought that a com- 
mittee coming.from the West—a committee which 
felt an interest in everything that concerned the 
West—a committee that felt themselves bound to 
investigate this subject narrowly—would be more 
likely to present it before the House and the coun- 
try ina light to do it justice. He was aware that 
individuals residing in the interior of portions of the 
older States—States that were not directly interested 
in this question—did not feel a great deal of inter- 
est with respect to the result of the action of Con- 
gress upon it; but in the West it was otherwise. 

With the permission of the committee, he would 
read some few passages from the message of the 
President presented at the opening of the present 
session, before he proceeded with his remarks. The 
President, among other things, said: 


“In the mean time, the country has been steadily 
advancing in all that contributes to national great- 
ness. The tide of population continues unbrokenly 
to flow into the new States and Territories, where a 
refuge is found not only for our native born feliow- 
low-citizens, but fer emigrants from all parts of the 
civilized world, who come among us to partake of 
the blessings of our free institutions, and to aid, by 
their labor, to swell the current of our wealth and 
power. ce eae 

“Tt ig due to every consideration of public policy 
that the lakes and rivers of the West should re- 
ceive all such attention at the hands of Congress as 
the Constitution will enable it to bestows Works 
in favorable and proper situations on the lakes 
would be found to be as indispensably necessary, in 
case of war, to carry on safe and successful naval 
operations, as fortifications on the Atlantic seaboard. 
The appropriation made by the last Congress for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, has been diligently and efficrently ap- 
plied.” 


» river, 


The honorable ‘gentleman from New York 


| [Mr. -Barwarp] arraigned the President for. call- 


ing the attention of Congress to the Western 
lakes, ‘dnd to the Western rivers, and not call- 
ing the attention of Congress to the Hudson 
i and others of that kind. Now, as that 
gentleman, in rising. to make his speech on that 
subject, said he did not rise to disparage the 
Western rivers and lakes, so he (Mr. - Ficxum) 
said he did not rise on this occasion to disparage the 
Hudson river. "Whatever fame it possessed, he was 
willing that it should remain in full force; but he did 
think the President stood justified in the recommen- 
dation he had made; because, between the majestic 
Mississippi and the Hudson river, there was but 
little comparison. The Present had his thanks 
for the recommendation he had made, and he knew 
he would have the thanks of the people of the West, 
of all parties and all distinctions, for the justice he 
had done to the Western rivers and Western lakes 
in his message to Congress. The people of the 
whole valley of the Mississippi felt that their rights 
had been allowed too long to slumber; they felt that 
they had not been regarded by Congress; they felt 
that millions had been lavished on the seaboard, and 
on the navy and the army, on fortifications, on light- 
houses, and on improvements on the Eastern por- 
tions of this continent; but that nothing, or compar+ 
atively nothing, had been expended for the improve- 
ment of the Western waters. 


He (Mr. F.) was pleased when this debate com- 
menced some weeks since. He was pleased to find 
that his honorable friend from the Accomac district 
of Virginia, (Mr. Wisx,] the honorable chairman of 
this committee, [Mr. Winturop,] the honorable 
gentleman from the Charleston district, [Mr. 

otmEs,} and other gentlemen who had debated this 
subject, had manifested a spirit of liberality to- 
wards the West. He saw a spirit of kindness in 
the House towards the West and Western interests, 
which he was proud to see manifested there; but he 
must be permitted to say that Boston, and New 
York, a Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and, in- 
deed, every large town and every large city in this 
great nation, was interested more or less directly in 
this question; for every facility afforded for the 
transportation of the products of the West on the 
Western waters was as so much of a direct tax 
taken from the amount to be paid by the purchasers 
of that produce, whether they resided in Boston, in 
New York, in Charleston, or elsewhere. Ever 
facility afforded to the people of the West operated, 
indirectly at least, to the benefit of the people of all 
other portions of the country. They had been told 
that the Western States had risen into importance. 
In the eleven Western States, the navigation of 
whose waters was now engaging the attention of 
the House, the population have grown to eight 
millions of people, inclnding the western por- 
tions of Pennsylvania and Virginia. He held 
in his hand a pamphlet memorial published after 
being adopted by a meeting of citizens of 
Ohio, which contained a large mass of sta- 
tisties and other information on this subject; and 
from that document, he found .that there was not 
only a large increase of population, but of com- 
merce also, to the amount of $250,000,000. The 
increase was unparalleled in any country on the face 
of the globe. hey were told yesterday by one 
gentleman from New York, that, for the last ten 
years, more than half of the whole revenue of this 
nation had been collected in the city of New York. 
And suppose it had: he would ask that gentleman 
who paid that revenue? Was it not a poiitical 
axiom that could not be disputed, that the consumer 
ultimately paid the tax on importations? Tie would 
ask if the eleven States which were directly mter- 
ested in the navigation of these Western waters, 
including portions of the States- of Pennsylvania 
and Virginia, did not pay half, or more than half, of 
the current revenue of this Government. He as- 


serted that half, if not more than half, of the'rev- . 


enues of the country were paid by the people west 
of the Alleghany mountains; and if that were the 
case, did it not follow, as a matter of course, 


that half of the expendiures of these revenues 


should be made west of the Allegheny moun- 
tains? But was that the fact? Was a hun- 
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dredth part, ora thousandth párt, of tho 
nues spent in the Western’ country? Whi 
came to look over this: broad and: wide-extende 
country, they would find that: the seaboard Of th 
Eastern States was studded ‘with light-houses; they 
would find some seven navy-yards, and five 6 


itals, and-all within ‘the compass 
miles round. the capital of’ this 


‘Government. They would find that the treasures of 


this nation were poured out like water to siwtain 
these expensive establishments; they would find mil- 
lions and millions of dollars thus annually expended, 
while dees a dollar was expended on the West. 
They would find, by the appropriations asked for this 
year, that they amounted to. some thirty-two mil- 
lions of dollars for the army, the navy, the academy 
at West Point, and other purposes; while the 
amount proposed to be expended on: the West’ was 
exesedingly light. Were they not, then, justified 
in asking fora select committee to. consider the rec- 
ommendation in the Presidents message? The 

thought that navy-yards, fortifications, and arsenals, 
should be established on the Western waters, as well 
asin the Eastern country; they thought that while 
light-houses were built and maintained ‘on the East- 
ern shores—that while the expenditures were going 
on so lavishly in that portion of the country, some- 
thing should be done in the way of fortifications ‘at 
the mouth of the Mississippi river; and they thought 
the Dry Tortugas should be improved, and that the 
great inlet and outlet to the commerce of that portion 
of the country should be secured to this Govern- 
ment before it was too late. They thought that the 
12,000 miles of navigation, and the eight millions of 
the people West of the Alleghany mountains, should 
not be left in that exposed condition, without having 
a navy-yard, a dock-yard, fortifications, light-houses, 
and every other thing of the kind that was needed. 

He then recapitulated the products of the West- 
ern country, to show its importance, and the neces- 
sity for the protection they demanded; and said 
notwithstanding all this productive wealth, they. had 
no beacon light-houses blazing on the Western 
waters; thy had no cannon. to protect their comi- 
merce; they had no navy-yard for the building of 
ships; they had no fortifications to secure their ves- 
sels. If they wanted a vessel repaired, it muat be 
sent either to the Chesapeake, or to New York or 
Philadelphia. Suppose there was an attempt to 
block up the mouth of the Mississippi: in what 
kind of predicament would this country be? Why, 
the people of the eleven States of whom he had been 
speaking would be in the most helpless condition in 
the world. It was well known to them all that the 
enemy might take possession of the mouth of 
the Mississippi, and it would-be impossible to re- 
pel it. 

As he had observed before, he did not rise to at- 
tack the Hudson river, or, indeed, any other river 
in this country. There was one view of that Hud- 
son river that was interesting to the people of the 
Western country. From New York city to Albany, 
there was the Hudson river. From Albany to Buf- 
falo, there was the Erie canal. The Hudson river 
and the Erie canal were continued by the’ Wabash 
and Erie canal; and the Wabash river would open 
the communication, when it was improved, directly 
ta the-city of New Orleans. ‘The Wabash and Erie 
canal was known to everyone in this Hoùse. It 
was now completed to Lafayette, in Indiana, and 
was rapidly progressing to Terre Haute. Could 
then, the people. of Ilinois or of Indain look with- 
out interest on any portion of this great line of inter- 
nal communication? 

But they were told by the gentleman from the 
Albany district of New York, that this country must 
eat its own provisions—that we could not finda 
foreign markct for the. surplus products of the 
Western States. If this were a truth, it wasa 
melancholy one for the people of the West; be- 
cause, in the single State of Indiana, or Ilinois, they 
could raise grain, pork, and beef enough to feed the 
whole universal Yankee nation—to feed the whole 
country east of the Alleghany mountains. People 
would have to exercise their appetites, and be able 
to eat a barrel of pork at a single sitting, and to eat 
six meals a day at that. [A laugh] : 
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‘We must (said Mr. F.)-seek a foreign market): 
we must supply England, Asia, Africa, and the 
islands of the ocean, with our surplus breadstuffs, 
or else we must commence in the West with man- 
ufactures.. Every man must make his own cloth- 
ing while he is raising provisions. The people of 
the North and the West; while raising breadstuffs,’ 
must carry on manufactures. The gentleman to 
whom he alluded was in possession. of much infor- 
mation upon. the subject, and he might, therefore, 
be correct in what he had stated; but he (Mr. F.) 
could not believe it, nor did the people of the West 
believe it. At all events, they wanted a trial; and 
if, upon that trial, they failed. to secure their ob- 
ject, all that could be said was, they were deceived 
in their expectations. 

With regard to the drain which the gentleman had 
said was made upon the people of the North, that 
half the revenue of this country was collected north 
of the city of New York. It does not, therefore, 
follow that the revenue was drained from the people 
of New York. It came from every portion of the 
Union. Like the dew of heaven, it was spread over 
the whole country. But there was one drain, and a 
large one, upon the people, not of the East, but of 
the new States. It was well known to the House 
that the General Government was a jarge land 
holder in the new States, and that, for every acre 
which passes from the Government, its value is car- 
ried into the treasury. Within the last fiscal year, 
two millions and a half of dollars had been drained 
from the new States. This wasa drain for which 
there was no return whatever. Altogether, the new 
States had paid into the treasury of thts Union one 
hundred and thirteen millions of dollars—an unceas- 
ing drain upon the purses of the people, for which 
there was no return; and the people were bound, so 
long as‘the Government continues to be a landjob- 
ber, to have a depreciated currency. There must 
necessarily be a scarcity of money amongst them; 
because, as fast as it comes to their control, it passes 
directly into the land offices. View the matter in 
any light they pleased, there was no people in any 
portion of the Union who were so heavily assessed 
as those of the new States—those States in which 
the General Government was the proprietor of the 
public domain. 

He did not propose to enter into any bargains 
upon this matter; he did not propose, nor, as far as 
he knew, did any Western member intend to enter 
into any coalition or entangling alliances in regard 
to this proposition—the improvement of the West. 
Where they had a great national object in view—an 
object which did no violence to the Constitution of the 
United States—they asked only for that justice which 
had been meted out to older States in times gone by. 
They asked it as a matter of right and justice, that, 
as the older States had their improvements in times 
pastas they had been set up in house-keeping, and 
got fairly under way, that provision should now 
be made for the new States. The way in which he 
wanted this appropriation made was this: first, if it 
were found that the Navy Department had too many 
persons quartered upon the peace establishment— 
officers who were rendering no service to the Gov- 
ernment—they should be cast loose, and left to pro- 
vide, by labor, for themselves. To retain them, was 
incompatible with the genius of our free institutions. 
This Government should not have pensioners upon 
its bounty; and he (Mr. F.) would apply the same 
rule to the War Department. Persons drawing 
their pay, and doing nothing for it, except haunting 
the hotel, feeding upon the best of dinners, and 
drinking the choicest wines, should be turned loose, 
and their pay appropriated to more useful purposes. 
If they found there was danger of converting this 
city, for instance, into a great lazaretto, or alms- 
house, where such useless people congregate, to be 
supported out of the labor of the producer, and at 
the expense of the Government—fluttering about 
the Executive Mansion like moths about a candle— 
let them be driven out, and the money appropriated 
to more valuable purposes. He was convinced that 
there could be a sufficient fund provided in this 
way to give aid to the West. Gentlemen from all 
parts of this Union must feel an interest in the im- 
provement of the Western waters. It was suggest- 
ed that they would require eight millions of dollars; 
but, if they could obtain eight hundred thousand, 
he thought it would be sufficient for present pur- 
poses; and, if they could not get even that, they 
would consent to take the half of it. AH that they 
wanted was something like fair play. One word in 
regard to the Mississippi and her 2,000 miles of 
navigation. There was no other stream within this 
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country to be compared with: it. It was not the 
river of the West, but emphatically the river of this 
country. It was wéll remarked by an eloquent Irish 
orator, speaking of Washington, that he belonged to 
no country, that he was a -citizen of the universe. 
Such an expression might be applied, with equal 
truth; to this mighty river. It was not the river of 
Mississippi, Missouri, Louisiana, Arkansas, or 
Kentucky; it was the river of the whole United 
States. ‘The poorest peasant in the British domin- 
ions might claim an interest in the Mississippi. 
There was not an inhabitant upon the globe who 
might not be in some way benefited by it, by the 
reduction of the prices of bread-stuffs occasioned b 
the facilities offered to commerce by that noble 
river. 

He did not propose to detain the committee lon- 
ger than to say briefly, what he had intended to say 
when he rose, in order that he might be distinctly 
understood in regard to the system of internal im- 
provement which hethad prescribed to himself, and 
in which he believed he was seconded by all, or 
nearly all, of his colleagues ‘and the Western mem- 
bers generally. They did not intend to go into any 
general system, or to revive the exploded one of in- 
ternal improvementsby the General Government. 
Nor did liey ask for any thing which had not been 
received by the States. They did not ask that more 
should be done for them than had been done for 
others under similar circumstances. Justice was 
all they asked; and justice would satisfy them. 

Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor; but, a desire 
to adjourn being manifested by many members, he 
moved that the committee rise. 

The committee rose, and reported that they had 
come to no resolution upon the question before them; 
and, 

On motion of Mr. REDING, 

The House adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. STONE: The petition of Jane Bearn, 
praying the passage of a law allowing hera pension. 

he petition of John Roberts and others, inssupport 
of the petition of Jane Bearn. 

By Mr. BELSER: The petition of Barrett Brewer, 
a revolutionary pensioner, praying a change in his 
pension as it now stands: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition ofa large num- 
ber of the inhabitants of Greenport, on Long Island, 
praying for the poses of an act to reduce the rates 
of postage, and more effectually to restrain the 
abuses of the franking privilege: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODGE: The petition of the inhabitants 
of the county of Racine, Territory of Wisconsin, 
asking Congress for an appropriation for a harbor 
at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine, in 
said Territory: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BYRAM GREEN: The memorial of 
General Hugh W. Dobbin, of Geneva, New York, 
an officer in the last war, asking for compensation. 
The petition of the citizens of the towns of Wolcott 
and Butler, Wayne county, New York, asking for 
a mail-route from Baldwinsville, in the county of 
Onondaga, to the village of Wolcott, in the county 
of Wayne. The petition of the citizens of Palmyra, 
in the county of Wayne, New York, asking for a 
reduction of postage. 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: The petition of 
Thomas C. Miller for damages, for a violation of a 
contract by the United States, relative to an ore 
bank near Harper’s Ferry, in the State of Virginia: 
referred, together with the papers on the files of the 
House, and additional testimony, to the Committec 
of Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Travis Phil- 
lips and 606 others, citizens of Indiana, praying for 
the armed occupation of Oregon. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a dry-dock at the 
navy-yard at that port. 


By Mr. PRATT: The petition of Alvin Bush- 


nell and 50 others, for a new mail-route from Pratts- 
ville, through Lexington, Westkill, and Bushnells- 
ville, to Shandaker, New York: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The 
petition of Irena Marshals: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. - 


By Mr. LYON: The memorial of a committee of 
the citizens of the city of Detroit, in favor of the 
construction ofa ship canal around the rapids of St. 
Mary’s river, near the foot of Lake Superior, in the 
State of Michigan. 

Mr. ANDERSON withdrew from the files 
of the Clerk’s office the petition of William N. Ma- 
ver, of Westchester county, New York; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND; The memorial of the 
Common Council of the city of Monroe, Michigan, 
‘for an appropriation to complete the harbor at that 
place: referred to the Committee on Commerce. On 
leave, withdrew from the files the claim of Nancy 
Agnew, for property destroyed by the Indians 
during the last war. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, January 11, 1844. 


Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from the wid- 
ow of Albert E. Downes, deceased, late an officer 
commanding the schooner Grampus, praying the 
passage of an act for her relief; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHOATE remarked, that it was with great 
reluctance that he asked to be excused from service 
on a committee; but as he had been placed on two, 
he must ask to be excused from serving on the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The time of meeting 
of that committee was such as to render it impossi- 
ble for him to attend. 

The question was put, and he was excused; and 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the President pro 
tem. was empowered to appoint another member to 
fill the vacancy thus created. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed, that there had been 
pieced in his hand a memorial, with a request that 

e would present it to the Senate, from Hamar Blan- 
nerhasset, in behalf of himself and Joseph L. Blan- 
nerhasset, praying maeminity for injuries and for 
losses of property of their father in 1806, in conse- 
quence of his arrest on the ground of connection 
with Aaron Burr. In connection with this petition, 
was a report of the Committee on Claims of 
the last Congress, on the subject made on the me- 
morial of Mrs. Blannerhasset.. She died pending 
the claim before the Committee on Claims of this 
body. A report, however, was drawn up and intro- 
duced in favor of the claim. But in consequence of 
her death, the question was discharged. He felt it 
his duty to say that, as a member of that commit- 
tee at that time, he was by no means prepared to 
adopt that report. IIe moved. the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Claims: agreed to. 

Also presented a petition from Deborah Childs, 
the widow of Abraham Childs, deceased, late of 
New York, praying to be placed on the pension roll 
for the revolutionary services of her husband. Mr. 
W. said she did not happen to get married so soon 
as the Ist of January, 1794. He therefore sup- 
posed the case did not come within the law: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from sun- 
dry citizens of Heard: county, Georgia, asking for 
the establishment of a post office at Bennettsville in 
said county: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. SEVIER presented documents in relation to 
the claim of George Duval, a Cherokee, praying in- 
demnity for depredations committed on his proper- 
ty: referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Lyd- 
ia Baker, the widow of William Baker, of the revo- 
lutionary war, asking for a continuance of pension: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
snndry ‘citizens of Mystic, New London county, 
Connecticut, asking for a reduction of “the rates of 
postage, and the abolition of the franking privilege; 
and alsp asking that the rates may be made to con- 
form to the federal coin: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, itwas ordered 
that the papers relating to the claim of the represent- 
atives of Col. Francis Vigo be taken from the files, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 
On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, the vote of the 
Senate concurring in the report of the Committee on 
Claims, adverse to the claim of George Harrison, 
was reconsidered, and the subject was recommitted 
to that committee. 
On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further consideration 


ofthe petition of the heirs of General William Eaton 
for services in the Tripolitan war; and it was refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a hill to sur- 
render to the States of Missouri and Arkansas 
alternate sections of certain public lands reported not 
worth the expenses of survey, for the purpose, of 
increasing the value of other public "domain; which 
was. twice read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from George 
Dennison, and many other citizens of Newark, 
Ohio, praying for such a modification of the post 
office law as- will correct the abuse of the franking 
privilege, and will afford a separate mode of con- 
veying packages, such as pamphlets, books, &c.: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported favorably to the printing of certain re- 
ports, petitions, &c.: concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the petition of 
George Davenport, preying to be confirmed in a 
certain tract of land, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading, 
and, with the report accompanying, to be printed. 

. Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution, which was 
read, as follows, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to inform the Senate whether anything was accom- 
plished towords settling the title to the Pea Patch 
island under the joint. resolution of March 3, 1839; 
and if nothing was accomplished under said resolu- 
tion, that the Senate be informed of the reasons 
which prevented it. 


Mr. BENTON asked for its consideration then, 
as he presumed there could be no objection to it. 

Mr. CLAYTON remarked that he could give the 
necessary information, though he had no objection 
to the adoption of the resolution. From a corres- 
pondence with the Secretary, it appeared that the 
Attorney General, as directed, had brought a suit 
against the State of Delaware in the circuit court of 
the United States. ‘Notice was given to the parties 
and their counsel to defend. They did not appear, 
and let judgment go by default. 

Mr. BENTON said he much preferred to have 
the facts of the case ina definite form. ‘They had 
agents here, for several years previous to that act, 
pressing action upon the subject; and he wished to 

now, officially and definitely, what had been done 
under it. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he would like to have the 
inquiry extended a little further. He was under 
the impression that lately an act of Congress was 
passed directing the Attorney General to investigate 
the title. That the late Attorney General (Mr. Le- 
gare) undertook the subject, he knew; and he would 
like to have the opinion formed by him. He would 
like further to be informed whether New Jersey has 
ever ceded jurisdiction over this land to the United 
States. He had been informed out of doors that Dela- 
ware had ceded jurisdiction and title, and claims that 
New Jersey has not jurisdiction, but that the island 
is within her borders. Ifshe has not yet ceded ju- 
risdiction, he would like to be informed. He want- 
ed the information in an authentic form, and from 
an authentic source; for upon such information his 
opinion would be formed. He then proposed the 
following as an amendment to the resolution: 


1. That he also communicate the opinion of the 
late Attorney General upon the title of the United 
States to the Pea Patch island, if he gave one. 

2. That he also inform the Senate whether New 
Jersey has ceded to the United States jurisdiction 
over the said island, and at what time. If no such 
cession of jurisdiction .has ever been made, that he 
will inform the Senate whether application has at 
any time been made to New Jersey for such ces- 
sion; and when. 

„Mr. DAYTON said the information could be 
given in full without going to the Department of 
War for it) He did not wish to interpose any ob- 
jection to the resolution or amendment, but would 
barely suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
so to modify it as to make it read “a copy” of any 
opinion of the Attorney General which may have 
been given. It now reads “the opinion” he has 
given. -If he would thus modify it, he would in- 
terpose.no objection to the resolution, trusting that 
there would be no unnecessary delay. He may 
have given an opinion, though not in writing; there- 
fore it could only be a copy. 


_ Mr. HAYWOOD said that, if such was the ob- 
ject of thé modification, he could not accept it. If 
he gave an opinion not in writing, it would not be 
acceptable to him. £ 

_ The eB was put upon the amendment, and 
it was adopted. The resolution, as amended, was 
then agreed to. 

_Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, 
what further provisions are necessary to give effect 
to the act of Congress of the 13th of August, 1841, 
entitled “An act to repeal the act entitled ‘an act to 
provide for the collection, safekeeping, transfer, and 
disbursement of the public revenue,’ andto pro- 
vide for the punishment of embezzelers of public 
money, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. FULTON presented a petition from William 
Wynn, of the county of Lafayette, Arkansas, ask- 
ing for the correction of an error in the act of Con- 
gress of the 17th May, 1842, granting him a right 
of pre-emption to certain lands: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


DEFENCE OF THE COAST OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. KING remarked that the exposed situation 
of the Territory of Florida rendered it necessary, at 
an early period, to call the attention of Congress to 
the subject. The whole coast of Florida was with- 
out a fortification; and if any Senator would turn 
his eyes to the map, he would see how vastly im- 
portant it was, that some points on that coast should 
be put ina state of defence, in case any difficulty 
should arise between this and any other country. 
The products of the whole region of the West have 
to pass out along the Gulf coast, almost into the 
grasp of another power. The commerce carried on 
with the great West will be thus exposed to plun- 
der, unless there was some point in which the ship- 
ping could seek protection. It was desirable to as- 
certain, as far as could be, what communication 
could be made through the peninsula of Florida, so 
as to supersede the necessity, by this. channel, of 
the produce of the whole West passing round the 
Gulf coast to get into the Atlantic, and thus subject- 
ing it to exposure, and to a contact with the fleet of 
a foreign power, which, in time of war, might be 
stationed in the Gulf. The greater portion of the 
commerce of the country has to pass round the 
Florida coast; and it seemed to him, after expending 
so much elsewhere to protect the property and the 
commerce of the country, that they should not over- 
look a point which was more defenceless, and as, 
important to be defended as any other part of our 
coast. It was simply with that view that he wished 
to call the attention of Congress and of the country 
to the subject, in order to have a knowledge of the 
best way in which the vast commerce of that region 
may be protected, and security given to the prop- 
erty there. He then submitted the following reso- 
lation, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the correspondence 
with General Worth, and other officers, relative to 
fortifying the keys and islands around Cape Flori- 
da, and for connecting the waters of the river Ma- 
tanzas and the Musquito Lagoon with Indian river, 
atthe harbor in East Florida. And also to commu- 
nicate such further information, including plats and 
surveys, as may be in the possession of the depart- 
ment, relative to the construction of a railroad across 
the peninsula of Florida, with an estimate of what 
would be the probable cost of connecting the waters 
of the rivers alluded to, and of constructing the 
railroad with the aid of troops stationed in Florida. 

The question was put on the resolution, by general 
consent; and it was adopted. 5 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the resolution of 
the Committee oa the Post Office and Post Roads, 
for the definite postponement of the claim of Ira 
Day, was taken up, and concurred in by the Senate. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, on the claim of Benjamin Crawford, came 
up for consideration; but was, on the motion of Mr. 
SEVIER, laid on the table for the present. 

The following adverse reports of committees were 
concurred in by the Senate, viz: The report of the 
Committee on Pensions in the cases of Joseph 
Veazey, John Bosworth, and the widow of Jacob 
Rennington. 

On motion by Mr. KING, the documents touch- 
ing the claim of Roads & Austin, contractors for 
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carrying the. mail from New Orleans to. Mobile, 
ordered to be taken from the files, and. refe: 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Ri 

The bill entitled. “An act for the. relief ot : 
ward Kennard” was taken up on its third reading. -` 

Mr. FAIRFIELD remarked.that it had been sug> 
gested to him that, inasmuch as he presented the 
petition upon which this: bill was founded, and the 

ill being in accordance ‘with the prayer of the peti- 
tion, it was his duty to support: the pill. But he 
said he recognised no such obligation... He admit- 
ted it to be his duty to present any: and all petitions 
that any of his constituents saw fit to entrust to 
to him for that purpose, and, by a proper reference, . 
to secure to them an opportunity for a fair exam- 
ination of the merits of their respective cases; after 
which he felt himself entirely at liberty to support or 
oppose a report of the committee, according to his own 
views of what was right. This remark he made not 
merely in reference to this case; but because he be- 
lieved erroneous notions were prevailing abroad 
upon this subject. He wished, therefore, if his re- 
mark should find its way to the public through the 
newspapers, it would be seen how his services and 
vote could not be commanded. His support of this 
bill, therefore, was not founded upon any such ob- 
ligation, but upon his belief that it was right and 
just. 
j What, (said Mr. F.) are the facts in the case? In 
July, 1840, the ship Pactolus, commanded by a 
Captain Harding, and owned by citizens of Maine, 
was then lying at the port of New York, 
ready for sea. Captain Harding changing his 
intention, and being desirous of leaving the 
ship, the owners, who, he believed, were then 
at New York, sent to Portsmouth, N. H., the place 
of residence of the petitioner, Capt. Kennard, re- 
questing him to come on and take charge of the ship. 
We did so. On his arrival at New York, the ship’s 

apers, which are usually kept in a tin cage, were 
handed over to him, and he, supposing that they 
were dll right—that every thing which the law re- 
quired, either of the owners or collector of the pore 
had been fully complied with, went on board his 
ship and immediately set sail. It seemed (said Mr. 
F.) that Captain Kennard had no occasion to ex- 
amine, and did not examine, the papers, or at least 
the certificate of registry, until June,1842, when, clear- 
ing the ship at the port of New Orleans, it was discov- 
cred for the first time that the change of masters was 
not endorsed upon the certificate of registry by the 
collector of the portof New York, asthe law required, 
upon the suggestion of the owners. For this omis- 
sion, the law subjected the master toa fine of one 
hundred dollars. The provisions of law were clear; 
the facts were undisputed; and those facts could 
constitute no legal defence toa prosecution.. Under 
these circumstances, he submitted voluntarily to the 
demand of the collector, and paid him one hundred 
dollars. Soon afterwards, this sum was, in the lan- 
guage of the law, “distributed;” that is, one half 
was divided between the collector, naval officer, and 
surveyor, and the other half paid into the. treasury 
of the United States; and it is for the restoration of 
this half that the present bill is reported, on the 
ground that the infraction of law was wholly unin- 
tentional. And he (Mr. F.) submitted whether it 
was not right and just to restore it. : f 

When this bill was up a few days since, 1t was 
insisted by the Senator from North Carolina {Mr. 
Haywoon,] that it was wrong in principle. Mr.F. 
said it appeared to him to be entirely otherwise. ; If 
it was right that one who wilfully and with crim- 
inal intent violated the law of the land should be 
punished; it was also right that one who violated 
the law unintentionally and without criminal intent. 
should be pardoned. ‘This principle is incorporated 
into the Constitution. It is among the powers be- 
stowed upon the President. It is to be found in the 
constitutions of all the States—it runs through our 
whole penal system—it is as old as the govern- 
ment of God. Emanating from such a source, it 
cannot be wrong. i WA 

It is certainly introducing no new principle into 
the legislation of Congress. On running his eye 
through the books, Mr. F. said he found numerous 
precedents—many of the cases being almost identi- 
cal with this. ; 

But it is urged by the Senator from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Havwoon,} that it is wrong in principle 
to entertain this question, inasmuch as the law has 
provided another remedy, which the petitioner was 
bound to pursue. What is that remedy? inquired 
Mr. F. hy, this, sir: in a case like this, the law 
provides that application may be made to the judgq 
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But, having been a piece ofa sailor myself when a 
boy, I cannot help feeling a deep interest in whatever 
concerns them. And no class of men, sir, are more 
deserving our sympathy and regard. No class of 

men are exposed to greater perils, endure more fa- 

tigue, suffer more hardships, labor more severely 

for their pittance of wages, or show more true gene- 

rosity and philanthropy in expending those wages, ° 
than sailors. The technicalities of law they know 
nothing about. Unwary and unsuspecting, they 
are too often a prey for the vile rapacious land-shark. 
The hard earnings of years often slip through their 
fingers in as many days; and not unfrequently 
through their too liberal indulgence of the better, no- 
ble r feelings of our nature. Tf, sir, the object of the 
law was to set a trap to ensnare the poor sailor and 
supply the wants of the treasury by petty exactions 
from his hard earnings, then this bill ought not to 
pass. But, if the whole object of the law has been 
attained, the master and owners being American 
citizens, and the violation of the law was wholly 
unintentional and without any design whatever to 
defraud the treasury, then I trust the bill will pass. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said the amount involved in 
this bill was of no importance; it was the principle 
involved which made it a matter of some importance. 
He wished to satisfy his own conscience, without 
regard to sympathy for the individual. The indi- 
vidual commanded nothing of his sympathy, except 
what belonged to him asa legislator. ‘The question 
involved was, whether they would take from the 
treasury money to relieve an individual who had 
committed, an admitted and palpable violation of 
the law of the land—a law known to exist, and the 
poe of which were understood. According to 

is understanding of the matter, it was for a wilfal 
omission of duty, and not corrupt, that the law im- 
posed the penalty. Jfa man is bound by law to do 
a duty, and he knows. that duty, and fails to do it, 
he commits, an act which, in the meaning of the law, 
subjects him to the penalty of it. Such was his case. 
The principle involved is an important one, whether 
there was a precedent or no precedent. If the pre- 
cedent was disregarded by the rejection of the bill, the 
consequence would be, a great saving of money— 
money which belonged to the hospital fund. The 
law provides that these penalties shall be exacted 
for the benefit of the decriped sailor who served his 
country until he could serve it no longer. Congress, 
however, has provided the remedy in cases of this 
kind. He could, by application to the district judge, 
and by giving notice to the district attorney, have 
procured a remission of the fine if the facts of the 
cage warranted it. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has the power to remit the penalty. He whose 
property is forfeited to the country by omission, 
or neglect of duty, was not entitled to sympathy. 
The payment of the forfeiture was an admission of 
his guilt. There was a tribunal organized, before 
which the party aggrieved could prove a statement 
of facts, and obtain redress. But gentlemen say 
that the money cannot be taken from the*treasury 
unless by special law. Because money cannot be 
taken from the treasury , except by law for that pur- 
pose, is no reason a law should be annulled, or ren- 
dered impracticable. Let this_individual make his 
proof to the Secretary of the Treasury, though the 
proper channel, as required by the law; and if that 
officer would furnish a certificate of the remission of 
the fine, an appropriation could then be made to 
coverthe amount. It was not proper to pass such 
a bill, unless the petitioner set forth in his petition 
the reason why he did not apply to the Secretary, 
or do as the law directed. Hedid not deny that 
there were precedents to justify the passage of the 
law. There are plenty of them. But we should 
not follow precedents, when they are improper. 
That the Senate had the power to pass this bill, he 
did not deny. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON had-already endeavored 
to give an explanation of the grounds on which the 
committee reported the bill. He again went into a 
history of the case. The vessel was ready for sea; she 
cleared; the former master declined going, and this 
captain took charge of the vessel and sailed, without 
reflecting that he had not endorsed his name on the 
register. Ifit was right, under any circumstances, 
for Congress to interfere, this was a case which de- 
manded their interference. Power, it is true, is given, 
to the Secretary to remit the fine. But the circum- 
stances in which the captain was placed—being in a 
foreign port-—rendered it impragticable for him to 
comply with the law. He submitted whether, un- 
der the circumstances, it would not have cost the 
captain more, by delay, and by going through the 


process to prevent the fine, than by paying it. The- 
gentleman “from North Carolina suggests that 
this penalty goes to the navy hospital fund. 
He did not understand that it did. If it does, 
the committee have come. to the conclusion, that, 
though the party in the bill committed a vio- 
lation of the law, it was not an intentional vio- 
lation, and should be indemnified. The case is 
so plain, that we have been told by the Sec- 
retary, that, if the facts had been laid before him at 
a proper time, he would. have refunded the money. 
‘But the captain was prevented from complying with 
the law, and now asks relief at the hands of Con- 

Tess. . 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed 
~—ayes 24, noes not counted. | 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of executive business; and 
after some time spent therein, adjourned till Monday 
next. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 11, 1844. 


The journal having been read and approved, 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana moved that the rules be 
suspended, for the purpose of receiving from the 
standing committees of the House such reports as 
would give rise to no debate; which motion was 
agreed to. f 

The -standing committees were then severally 
called on by the SPEAKER for reports, and the 
following were made: 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which had been referred the petition 
of William Neilson, praying compensation for ex- 
tra services, made an adverse report thereon; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, from the’Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the peti- 
tion of the heirs of Elihu Hall Bay, moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof, and that the same be referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims: agreed to. 


FLORIDA SQUADRON. 


Mr. REDING, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to lay before the House the expenditures of 
the Florida squadron, whilst under the command of 
Lieutenant John T. McLaughlin; and the settlement 
of his accounts as purser for the same squadron; and 
the amount of hospital and medical stores furnished 
before sailing; and the amount, and the items of the 
accounts, for other medical and hospitalstores furnish- 
ed by him while in command of the Florida squadron; 
the number of men, and the length of service, under his 
command; the amount of money paid him as a pur- 
ser or lieutenant-commanding, or while acting in 
any other capacity, during the time of his acting in 
that service; whether he presented any accounts, and 
for what sum beyond his pay as lieutenant-com- 
manding; and the decisions thereon, and the amount 
actually paid him, if any, beyond his regular pay, 
and by whom allowed. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected, further, to lay before this House any charge 
or charges of misconduct, made against the said 
Lieutenant John T. McLaughlin whilst in command 
of the Florida expedition, and all papers connected 
therewith, and the disposition made of them by the 
department; and that the said Secretary be directed 
to lay before the House the proceedings of the court- 
martial which tried Lieutenant Robert Tansil of the 
United States marine corps, and all papers connected 
with the same. 

LOUISIANA LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, to which the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill to direct the issuing of pa- 
tents for confirmed land claims in the State of Loui- 
siana, and for other purposes; which was twice 
read, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACK of South Carolina, from the same 
committee, made a favorable report on the petition 
of John McLaughlin, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRANCH PILOTS OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. POTTER, from the same committee, to which 

the subject had been referred, reported a bill to authors 


ci court of thë United States, in the dis- 
trict where the fine accrues, who is authorized in a 
summary way to take testimony in the case, and to 
report the same. to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who is empowered, should he deem it to be right, to 
remit thè. fine. oti 

Now, the first, and perhaps sufficient answer to 
this is, thatit is. too late’for the petitioner to avail 
himself of that remedy. The money has been paid 
into the treasury of the United States, and is beyond 
the control of the Secretary. ‘The Constitution pro- . 
vides that “no money. shall be drawn from the 
treasury, except in consequence of appropriations 
made ty law.” Let the case be then as it may 
upon the report of the judge, exhibiting never so 
strong features of accident and want of intentional 
wrong, the Secretary has no power to afford a rem- 


edy. : 

But, in addition to this view, he (Mr. F.) 

thought the remedy provided was entirely impracti- 
cable. Just recur to the facts.. The defect was not 
discovered, it will be observed, until the ship was 
on the eve of sailing. It was on the clearance of the 
ship that the want of the collector’s endorsement on 
the certificate of registry was first discovered. It is 
probable, then, that in order for this petitioner to 
avail himself of the provisions of this law, the ship 
would necessarily have been detained in port, 
though all ready for sea. And supposing that the 
district judge was willing to put aside any busi- 
ness then in hand,: or before the court, 3f then 
in session, and , devote himself at once to this 
application: still some time must necessarily be 
consumed; and, sir, by every day’s delay of ' 
the ship, a greater loss would be incurred than 
the fine itself. But consider further sir, that the 
witnesses, upon whom the petitioner would probab y 
rely to show his innocence in the matter, were then 
residing in Maine and New York, and that the 
quarter would end on the thirtieth of that month, 
when the collector would be obliged to pay the fine 
into the treasury, and thereby place it beyond the 
control of the Secretary for the purposes of that law: 
and who, under the circumstances, will sa it was 
reasonably to expect Capt. Kemard to delay the 
sailing of his ship one hour to pursue such a 
remedy? . 
t But it is said that the captain in this case was 
unfit for his office, being ignorant of the law as ap- 
plying to his duties; and the old principle is invoked, 
that “ignorance of the law excuses no one.” Sir, 
this could with much more propriety be urged in a 
legal prosecution than in the halls of legislation. 
But, sir, this captain, who is highly intelligent, and 
one of the first in his class, places his claim on no 
such foundation. He no where admits that he was 
ignorantof the law. On the contrary, he avows his 
knowledge of the law, and avers that he believed 
all its requirements were fulfilled by the owncrs and 
the collector. That is, thatthe change of masters 
had been reported to the collector by the owner, and 
the fact endorsed on the certificate of registry by the 
collector. 

But the bill is further opposed, on the ground that 
the violation of law in this case was through the 
qwilful negligence of the captain. How this position 
is consistent with the other—that it was committed 
through ignorance—is not for me (said Mr. F.) to 
show. Fe denied, however, that there was any- 
thing wilfully wrong on the part either of the cap- 
tain or owners. ‘What object could they have? 
Men do not act without motive. If they were 
American citizens, as he averred them to be, 
then they had no fact to conceal in order to 
obtain thé privileges rightfully attaching to Ameri- 
can ships; for the sole object of the law is to con- 
fine these privileges to vessels both owned and com- 
manded by American citizens. Being American citi- 
zens, they had no inducement to avoid a compliance 
with the requirements of the law. The fee to be 
paua to the collector for the endorsement is one dol- 
ar. Can any mortal suppose that, to avoid the 
payment of this petty fee, they would incur the 
risk, he might say certainty, of paying subsequent- 
ly, and at no distant period, a hundred dollars? for 
it was a matter that must sooner or Jater be known. 
The register must, some time or other, be sur- 
rendered at the custom-house; and then, the omission 
being discovered, the fine would inevitably have to 
pe paid. I am persuaded (said Mr. F.) that even 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, on fur- 
ther reflection, will be satisfied that there could have 
been nothing wilfully wrong ih any of these parties. 

But perhaps, Mr. President, (said Mr. F.) I have 
paid more than was necessary——probably I have, 
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ize the entry of certain: lands: occupied by branch 
iots and others at the port of New Orleans, in the 
tate of Louisiana: referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
'T, S. Woodman; and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF THE OFFICERS 
AND CREW OF THE GRAMPUS. . 


Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which the subject had been refer- 
red by a resolution of the House, reported a bill for 
the relief of the widows and orphans of the officers, 
seamen,and marines, of the late United States schoo- 
ner Grampus: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. RODNEY, from the Committee on Military 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Jane Mc- 
Guire, widow of Thomas McGuire; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and ordered to be printed. , 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the 
petitions of Phebe Abel, widow of Alexander Ter- 
rence; Obadiah Newcomb, John C. Budd, Lettis 
Pond, Huldah Sarton, E. Kellog, Susan Aldrich, 
widow of Gustavus Aldrich; Susanna Carpenter, 
and Reuben Taylor. f 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Joseph Kimball; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. V.also, from thesame committee, made an 
unfavorable report on the petition of Samuel Fuller. 

On motion by Mr. V. the Committee of Claims 
was discharged from the further considcration 
of the petitions of the heirs of William Arnold, and 
of Jacob Snyder; and the first was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and the second 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. A. SMITH reported a bill to grant a pension 
to Isaac Plumer; which was read twice, and com- 
. mitted to the Committee of the Whole. 

He also made various adverse reports. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF' and some other 
gentleman made various adverse reports. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Jonathan Bean; which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

Also, a bill for the relief of William Glover; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

HOWARD INSTITUTION. 

Mr. A. STEW ART, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the benefit 
of the Howard Institution, of the City of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole, and, together with the ac- 
companying report, was ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made a report on a petition of 
citizens of Lockport, in the State of NewYork, fora 
revision of the laws of the District of Columbia. The 
committee reported that they had examined the pe- 
titions, and were unanimously of opinion that it was 
of a class of papers the reception of which was pro- 
hibited by the 25th rule of the House; they there- 
fore recommended the adoption of the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed 
to return the petition above referred to, to the gen- 
tleman who presented it. 

On this resolution, he moved the previous question; 
but (Mr. Anams rising at this moment) if the gen- 
tleman who presented it desired it, the petition might 
be read. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for the reading of the petition. 

The Clerk read it accordingly; and it appeared to 
be along argument against the continuance of any 
laws sanctioning slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and to pray for a revision of such laws. 

Mr. W. HUNT moved that the petition and report 
be laid upon the table, and be printed. 
oMr. CAMPBELL said that would be a recep- 
mon by the House, and he hoped it would not pre- 
vail. 
~ Mr: ADAMS replied, that the petition had been 
received. ~ 

~The SPEAKER said the question was not de- 


batable. q 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hunt]: 
“The question was put, but the. Speaker was. not 
able to decide. ; : 
Mr. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. : 
pe some. observations from Mr. ADAMS and 
others, : : 
~ Mr. CAMPBELL inquired whether, under the 
rules, without the adoption of his resolution, such a 


petition would not go back to the gentleman who 


presented it. 

Mr. ADAMS replied, that the petition had been 
received, and referred to a committee. . 

The SPEAKER said all debate was out of order. 
He then directed the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired if it was too late to ask 
for a division of the question, so that the vote should 
be taken first on laying on the table, and next on 
the printing; and was answered that it was too late. 

The roll was then called, and the result was—yeas 
51, nays 118, as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Beardsley, James Black, 
Brodhead, J. Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Cranston, R. D. 
Davis, Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, Florence, Foot, Frick, Gid- 
dings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, McClelland, McIlvaine, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Pheenix, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Read, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Severance, 
Albert Smith, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, Williams, and Winthrop—ii. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Benton, Bid- 
lack, E. J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, John 


W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dillingham,» 


Douglass, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foster, 
French, Gilmer, Byram Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hammet, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Murphy, New- 
ton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery 
D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, Reife, 
Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David. L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wilkins, Woodward, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—i18. 


So the motion was negatived. 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the report be printed, 
and made the order of the day for this day weck. 

The SPEAKER observed that the previous ques- 
tion had been demanded upon the motion for the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had voted for the proposi- 
tion to lay the whole subject upon the table, for the 
purpose of avoiding debate. : 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded, and the question is not debatable. 


Mr. ADAMS. Well, sir, I move then that the 
report be laid upon the table, without the motion to 
print» I move that the report of the committee be 
laid upon the table; and my object in making this 
motion is to avoid discussion. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The subject is not debatable; 
and a motion having heen just made to lay the sub- 
ject on the table, the Chair does not think it is in 
order to repeat that motion now. 

Mr.. ADAMS. It is not the same motion, sir. 
The former motion was to lay the report and peti- 
tion upon the table, and to print them. My motion 
is simply to lay the report upon the table. - 

The SPEAKER. Itwas in the power of the gen- 
tleman to move a division of the question. 

Mr. ADAMS: Well, if the Speaker will sup- 
press all debate, I say it is an insult to me; and—— 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The petition was not pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL was called to order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to a question of order; and, 
in order to be understood by the House and the 
Chair, he would state his point of order as distinctly, 
and in as few words, as possible. The petition 
which had been read simply prays—~ < , . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. A 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I am proceeding to do so, as 
briefly as I can. The petition simply prays are 
peal of the laws within the District of Columbia 
alone, without anything which can be construed to 
come within the terms of the 21st rule. It prays for 
no abolition of slavery— A 


x 


The question was onthe: ‘motion of: the 


ment... Lam not’ going to d 


of the petition Is simply for the repeal 
within the District of Columbia. -Ft 

the House, and had been considered b 
and: referred .to.. the ‘Committee ‘for’ 


Mr. CAMPBEL: 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 am 


am only. stating the facts of” 


Te 


Columbia— een eee 

Mr. BELSER desired to make an inqui 
was, whether the gentleman who presented th 
tion had stated. to: the Chair-precisely: what the con- 


tents of the petition were?” 

“Order!” “order!?? =. 7 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would be happy 
ply to the gentleman. He ‘had stated precisely wh 
the petition contained. Seat ent tee 

The SPEAKER observed that-this debate was . 
altogether irregular; and the gentleman mustconfine 
himself to his point of order. EA 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was progressing as fast 
as he could. . s py 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, rose to a question of 
order. He would ask that the gentleman: -be : rè- 
quired to reduce to writing his point of order. He 
hoped the Chair would sustain him in his demand, 
for the purpose of preventing argument. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman had 
no right to require the point of order to -be submit- 
ted in writing. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS proceeded to state that, by: the 
rules of this House, a committee was bound to rej 
port upon the prayer of a petition which had been 
referred: to them; but, in this case, ‘they had set 
aside the prayer of the petition, and had'given their 
views regarding the rales of the House. The sub- 


ject of the rules was not referred to them at all; and 


this attempt on the part of the committee to: change 

the order of business. was a violation of order. 

This was his point of order. neg 
The CHAIR overruled the point of order. |” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired to inquire of the 

Chair by what means a petition of this character 
had been imposed upon the House; for it was evident, 
he said, that some deception had been practised., 
Mr. GIDDINGS.. I will state, if the Chair please. 
I presented this petition some days since, and stated 
at the time, in express terms, that there was along 
preamble attached to the petition; but: that. the 
prayer of the petition was simply for a revision of 
the laws within this District. 2 Te 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired to be. informed 
by the Speaker whether he had had any knowledge 
of the true character of the petition? > ` j 

The SPEAKER said the Chair had no: distinct 
recollection of anything which occurred in reference 
to this petition. The Chair was not under the im- 
pression, however, that the statement of the gentle~ 
man warranted the inference that the contents of 
the petition would interfere with the rule. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS observed that, if the gentlemen 
from Tennessee had listened to the statement which 
he had made to the House upon presenting the pe- 
tition, he would have been apprized of its contents; 
for he had stated the contents specifically, and: he 
therefore stood before the House as having: dis~ 
charged hisduty. He could not be expected to. find 
ears for the gentleman. ; 

Mr. BLACK called upon the Speaker to enforce 
order. : 

Upon seconding the demand for the ‘previous 
question, the vote was taken by tellers, and resulted, 
83 in the affirmative, and 36 in the negative. 

The demand for the previous question. being thus 
decided in the aflitmative, the main question-—which 
was upon the adoption of the resolution—was then 
put, and the yeas and nays being ordered, were taken 
and resulted as follows——yeas 116, nays an ; 

5] . erson, Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Ben- 
aa Baie ack James Black, Tiei A, Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, ‘Aaron YV. Brown, Milton Brown, Wm. J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Au ustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cobh, Cross, 
Culiom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
French, Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, Hamlin, 
Hammett Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J: Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Geo. W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, «Kirkpatrick, La 
branche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslin, Maclay, Mc- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Mur- 
-phy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Emery D 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rethbun, ‘David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter; Thomas I. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, J. T. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, 
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John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, — 


Thompson, Tibbats, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, and 
ost—+116.' 7 ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Brodhead, J. Brown, 
Buffington, Carroll, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, G. Davis, 
R., D. Davis, Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Frick, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leonard, Me- 
Clelland, Mellváine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Phænix, Eli- 
sha R. Potter, C. M. Read, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Seve- 
rance; Albert Smith, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton; Wheaton, White, Williams, ‘Wilkins, 
‘Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—60. 3 


MILITARY DISTRICTS. 


Mr. MILTON BROWN introduced a bill to di- 
vide the United States into two military districts; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 

The call for reports having been gone through 
with— ; 

The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the report of the Select Committee on 
the Rules, on which the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Ruerr] had the floor. 

Mr. RHETT said he rose for the purpose of dis- 
fue the right of petition, which he had heard de- 
scribed as a great inalienable and constitutional 
right; and in doing so, he did not suppose that 
what he could say, or what could be said by 
others, would at all affect the decision of the 
House, or prevent the 25th rule from being rescinded. 
He had no doubt that it would be rescinded; and 
n ot from any hope of saving it, but from a regard 
to those members of the Democratic party who had 
hitherto acted with Southern members on this ques- 
tion, he now rose to vindicate the propriety of their 
course, and the constitutionality of their conduct. 
He had listened with the utmost attention to the 
present debate, to learn what was meant by the right 
of petition. He had listened attentively to the gen- 
tleman from New York over the way, [Mr. Bears- 
LEY,] and he had listened to the gentleman from 
North Carolina on his left, [Mr. Cuineman,] to 
know what they meant by the right of petition 
being infringed by the conduct of this House. The 
mere right of petition in itself, if it was not to be of 
some substantial benefit to the petitioners, was an 
absurdity. To suppose that the framers of the 
Constitution, if they intended the right of petition to 
exist, would leave such a subject in doubt, was a 
slander on their wisdom. Some said that the right 
of petition was violated by not receiving the 
petition, He asked if the right was violated in re- 
ceiving the petition, and then laying it on the table, 
without any further action on i? If not, where 
then was the use of receiving it at al? What prac- 
tical difference was there between refusing to receive 
a petition, and the receiving it and laying it on the 
table? If they could lay it on the table without act- 
ing on it, and the right of petition consisted in the 
simple matter of receiving it, he contended that it 
was no right at all; they must go as far as the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Bearpsuey] contends 
for; they must not only receive, but refer, consider, 
and report upon it. To talk about a great consti- 
utional right being involved in this matter, com- 
pelled him to believe that, or that?gentleman must 
mean nonsense. If they meant that these petitions 
must be received, referred, and reported on, 
they were not only in opp*sition to the princi- 
ples of the Constitution, butto the Constitution itself. 
The right of petition was not disregarded in the 
Constitution. Those who made that instrument 
stated it in distinct terms. The first article of the 
amendments declared that “Congress should make 
no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the press; or the right 
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances.” Look- 
ing at the various subjects of this amendment, 
it would be found that they all regarded the person- 
al rights of the people. Take, for instance, the first 
clause: “Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion or prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof.” Here were personal rights secured; 
and so on with the rest—such as the right of bearing 
arms in time of peace; the right of the people to be 
secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects; 
the right of the habeas corpus, &c. These were 
all great personal rights of the people, which this 
fundamental law declared should not be violated. 
‘Was it. not true that, at the time the Constitution 
was framed, these rights had been violated? Had 


| there not been impediments in the way of the peo- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


le. peaceably assembling, under the laws of Great 

ritain, but a short time before? Why, the riot act, 
as it was called, passed in the time of George 
II, (first passed in the time of Edward IV, 
in his minority, and re-enacted when the house of 
Hanover came to the throne of England,) was in 
force but a short time before; and look at the terms 
of that act. [Here Mr. R. read the act, in sub- 
stance, that if more than twenty persons assembled, 
and did not immediately disperse upon the command 
of —— justices of the peace, such contempt should 
be felony without benefit of clergy.] Now, here 
was a hindrance to the people from peaceably as- 
sembling; here was the power given to the justices 
of the peace of dispersing them, if more than twen- 
ty assembled; and if they did not immediately dis- 
perse, they were to be adjudged guilty of felony 
without benefit of clergy. Blackstone, in enume- 
rating the powers of the King, enumerated this very 


riot act as one of the three principles by which the | 


crown of Great Britain obtained more power than 
the loss of the prerogatives of the Stuarts amounted 
to. It was the remembrance of this act, under which 
the people could not peaceable assemble to consid- 
er and petition for a redress of grievances, which 
operated on the minds of the framers of the Consti- 
tution; and they determined that this evil, which 
then existed and now exists in Great Britain, should 
not exist among a free people; and that no law like 
this, which gave to the crown one-third of its power, 
should ever be passed by Congress. That was 
not all the restrictions on their personal rights under 
which the people of England then labored and now 
labor. They were not only hindered from peace- 
«ably assembling, but they were hindered from pe- 
tioning. - In the time of Charles II, it was en- 
acted that no petition for any alteration in church 
or state shall be presented unless signed by three 
justices of the peace and approved of by the grand 
jury of the county; or, if in London, by the lord 
mayor. Were not these violations of personal 
rights? and were they not incompatible with the 
existence of liberty, such as was desired to 
exist on this side of the Atlantic? With- 
out the privileges taken away by these acts, 
how could the people know what their rights were? 
According to his view of the Constitution, the de- 
sign of our ancestors “was to take away from the 
Congress of the United States forever, the power to 
pass such acts as the riot act, or the act of Charles 
I, which he had just referred to; and his view of 
the right of petition was, that it was a great personal 
privilege, secured to the people by the Constitution 
of the United States. But then’ gentlemen asked 
him, had not the people the right to present petitions 
to the Congress of the United States? Certainly they 
had. They had the right, and having representatives 
in every portion of the Union, the people, after peace- 
ably assembling, might present petitions to the 
State Governments, to Congress, and to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. By their representatives 
they had the right to come here and be heard in this 
hall. Tle would yield to none in the latitude to 
which he would extend the right. There ought 
to be an entire intercourse between the people 
and their representatives in the halls of Congress. 
But it wasa very different thing, after the people had 
come into that hall, and their petition was offered. 
As’ soon asa member rose on the floor and offered a 
petition, what was it? It was nothing but .an in- 
cipient act of legislation, not differing from a bill or 
resolution. Suppose a member rose with a bill in 
his hand to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, and offered it to the House: it went to the 
Speaker's table, and was disposed of. Suppose he 
presented a resolution on the same subject: it took 
the same direction; and so did a petition. Were not 
all these incipient acts of legislation? They wereno 
other, though the right of petition was exhausted as 
soon as it was presented. If (said Mr. R.) you go 
further, and say that the petitioners’ will, and not 
that of the House, shall prevail, why you give the 
petitioners the legislative power. 

A petition came here, with 100,000 signatures if 
they pleased; it was presented, and then how stood 
the matter? Whose judgment was to prevail with 
respect to these petitions? Had the petitioners 
power over the action of this House? Did the power 
of the petitioners terminate there, or go further? If it 
went further, did it not necessarily assume the power 
of the House? Did it not assume the whole 
power of legislation? If the petitioner could say 
“you shall receive,” could he not say “you shall 
refer,” “you shall report?” and could he not also 


jury of none. 


say “you shall grant?’ The principle was settled 
in the first stage. The question was, when the pe- 
tition came on this floor, who was to judge? These 
petitioners, or the rest of the Union, by the legisla- 
tive body which it had created? To whom had the 
Constitution given the power? “All legislative pow- 
ers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of 
the United States,” was its language. A gentleman’ 
came there and made a legislauve motion; he moved 
that the Congress of the United States do a certain 
act—a legislative act, not a personal act; not a per- 
sonal privilege without that hall, but a legislative 
act: he proposed a subject for legislation, and he 
claimed the power to legislate on it on the spot, by 
saying what should be done. And was not that a - 
usurpation of the powers of the Congress of the 
United States, and at war with the Constitution? 
If the power of dictation could begin, it could go on. 
But was this Government unlimited? He con- 
tended that it was limited by the Constitution, and 
by the grants of power therein contained, and 
by its limitations of power. The Constitution said 
that each House might determine the rules of its 
proceedings; not its powers, but its rules of proceed- 
ing. That was the grant of power to this House, 
and its limitations were legislative. But he went 
one step farther, and said that, in the exercise of a 
sound discrimination as to its rights and powers, the 
House was bound to administer its power so as to 
promote the interests of all, and, if possible, the in- 
The gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Cuineman] said the right of petition was like 
the right of prayer to the Deity, and that a man 
could pray for what he pleased. With deference 
to that gentleman, he (Mr. R.) believed that a man 
had not the right to pray for what he pleased. God 
was infinitely pure, and wise, and just, and good; 
and a man could not ask for what he pleased. 

‘Mr. CLINGMAN explained. He said he had 
stated that whenever a petitioner honestly believed 
he was laboring under grievances which could be 
removed, he had the right to petition, whether the 
prayer was granted or not. With the limitation 
which he had mentioned—the honest belief of the 
petitioner that he was laboring under a grievance, 
and that it could be removed—he was of opinion 
that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Raett] would agree with him in the position he 
had taken, whether the prayer were addressed to 
the Ruler of the universe, or to any other power. 

Mr. RHETT briefly replied, and then proceeded 
with his general argument; but he was only occa- 
sionally heard, in consequence of the low tone of 
voice in which he frequently spoke, and his address- 
ing himself to the part of the House which was dis- 
tant from the reporter's desk. He was, however, 
understood to insist that, though the petitioners 
contended that their petitions were constitutional, 
and within the limitation of powers granted to the 
Congress, they were, in fact, aimed at slavery in 
the States, over which Congress could exercise no 
power. He insisted that it was unwise to temporize 
on the subject any longer; for it scrved but to em- 
bolden the assailants of Southern institutions. He 
believed a spirit of dissatisfaction with this Union 
was growing deeper and deeper in some portions of 
this Union; but, whatever the consequence might 
be, he hoped the South would maintain her integ~ 
rity. But neither for the Constitution, nor for those 
who had gone before them, would they permit 
themselves to be degraded, or surrender their rights, 
Union or no Union. 

Mr. BIDLACK, after some preliminary observa- 
tions, said he had listened to the gentleman from 
South Carolina with great attention, in the hope 
that the gentleman’s arguments would determine 
him as to the course he should take on the question 
before the committee; and he had risen now for the 
purpose of making a public declaration of his opin- 
lons, to avoid the necessity of cither private or pub- 
lic declarations hereafter. “It was well known by 
those with whom he had the pleasure to act during 
the last Congress, that he had uniformly voted in 
favor of this restrictive rule; and he would continue 
to do so, if he could be convinced that he could 
continue to have the approbation of his own con- 
science, and if it could have the undivided support of 
those who professed to have the most interest in this 
question. Whether they had or not, judging from 
the shape in which the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ruerr] put it, it was questionable. Some 
would be very apt to suppose, from the argumenis 
of the gentleman from. South Carolina, that the 
existence of this Republic was to depend on the de- 
cision of this question; and he thought the same 


inference might be drawn from what was beginning 
to be said out of this House, through the. public 


press of the country. He had this morning met- 
with an article in a paper published in this city, in ` 


which he found language very similar to that which 
they had just heard from the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

[The honorable gentleman here read the article, 
which was understood to have been published in 
the Spectator.) - 

He wished to God that Southern men, and North- 
evn men, had reflected upon the danger of calling in 
question the future existence of this Union. Would 
to God they could return to the good old times in 
which—as had been represented to him by his vene- 
rable father, who was still living, and who served 
during seven years of the revolutionary strugele—it 
was considered sacrilegious even to advert to the pos- 
sibility of a disunion of the States which compose 
this glorious Republic. He trusted they would 
never see ‘‘dissolution” written in mournful characters 
upon the present monuments of our glory. He had 
risen on this occasion for the purpose of invokin 
gentlemen—if there was really such a spirit abel 
as had been represented by the gentlemen from 
North Carolina, and as seemed to be indicated by 
the closing remarks of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr,]—to reform that bitter 
spirit. Southern gentlemen had expressed an un- 
yielding determination to pursue the objects they 

ave in view, and a similar determination had been 
expressed by gentlemen of the North. Unfortunate- 
ly they had connected the question of abolition of 
slavery, about which there was but very little dif-, 
ference of opinion at the North, (at least in the sece 
tion from which he came,) from the opinions enter- 
tained by the South, with another question about 
which there would be much dispute, viz: the 
question as to the right of petition. He would ad- 
vise gentlemen to disconnect the two questions, and 
leave the question of abolition to stand out in all its 
black and native deformity. He was clearly of 
opinion that the abolitionists were drawing more 
close what they were pleased to term the shackles 
of slavery; that they were not ameliorating the con- 
dition of the freemen of color. And he was further 
of opinion that, by adhering to the course they had 
prescribed to themselves, Southern men were multi- 
plying abolitionists, while those abolitionists were 
effecting nothing towards ameliorating the condition 
of free men of color or of slaves. 

The CHAIR announced that the morning hour 
had expired. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked if he would have leave 
to-morrow to continue his remarks; for he had been 
cut off in the middle of a sentence, and he did not 
know when it would end. [A laugh.] He would 
prefer to proceed now; and, if permitted, he would 
be as brief as possible. 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Winruror in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the reference of that 
portion of the President’s message relating to the 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN WATERS. 


Mr. RATHBUN, being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee. The question, he said, had 
occupied a considerable time, and perhaps it had 
been sufficiently discussed already. Some reasons, 
however, had occurred to him during the progress 
of the discussion, against the reference of this sub- 
ject toa select committee, which he desired to sub- 
mit to the consideration of this committee. He was 
opposed to the reference of a matter of this kind to 
a select committee; because, if they did so in this 
instance, they would be bound to do the same in 
other cases. If they were to have a select committee 
for Western rivers, by the same rule Northern gen-~ 
tlemen would havea right to demand a select com- 
mittee for objects of improvement in the North; 
and instead of having a united and thorough ex- 
. amination, by one committee, of all these interests, 
they would have sectional interests, coming in colli- 
sion, each striving to supersede the other. He was 
opposed to reducing objects. of national interest to 
questions of a sectional or local character. 

When Western gentlemen contended for its refer- 
ence to a select committee, they greatly mistook 
their true course. The moment they asked its ref- 
erence to a select committee, that moment they ar- 
rayed against it all the strength-of all other interests 
inthe Union. "With regard to the magnitude and 
importance of that section of the. country 
to which their proposed improvements especially 


by gentlemen on that floor, he had’ only to-say, he 
admitted its importance to the fullest extent. But it 
was not a local question; it was a question of higher 
importance; it was a question of national importance; 
and the honor of exclusive interest in that great 
question must not be arrogated to themselves by 
gentlemen from the West; it was participated in by all 
who belonged to the empire through which the great 
father of rivers flowed. A gentleman who had 
spoken early upon this question, had complained 
to the House that, for years t, justice had been 
denied to the people of the West; and because jus- 
tice had been denied them, they were determined 
now to carve out for themselves such appropriations 
as they thought right and proper; and before they 
would consent to receive that justice in connexion 
with other portions of the Union, they would post- 
pone it for ten years longer; and then they would 
force the House to grant what the gentleman was 
now unwilling to receive by the assistance and lib- 
erality of gentlemen from other portions of the 
Union. He doubted whether the gentleman 
would find himself sustained in that position by his 
constituency.. If they did really feel that they had 
been wronged, he thought they would hardly be 
willing to wait for ten years more to accommodate 
the gentleman. He thought they would prefer that 
justice should be done now by those who were wil- 
line and able to do it.. But the gentleman, speaking 
of New York, had told them that, in comparison 
with the valley of the Mississippi, it was altogether 
insignificant; that he could put New York in his 
breeches pocket; and as for the Hudson river, it was 
but a spring Stream. Gentlemen from New York 
did not come here to be informed of the size of thee 
Hudson river, nor of the comparative size of New 
York and the valley of the Mississippi; nor the rela- 
tive size of either to the gentleman’s breeches pocket. 
It would be necessary, however, that the gentleman 
should have a pretty large pocket, as well as an 
empty one. It was no part of the duty of Repre- 
sentatives from New York to boast of or eulogize the 
State they represent; it needed no eulogy; it would 
be enough to say, (what everybody must know 
already,) that the State of New York contains 
about one-sixth part of the whole number of 
inhabitants of the Union; that she pays primarily 
more than one-half of the revenue of this Govern- 
ment, derived from foreign commerce, and ultimate- 
ly more than a sixth of that revenue. If an appro- 

riation were made for the improvement of the 
Western waters, that State, which the gentleman 
talked about putting in his breeches pocket, would 
have to pay about a sixth part of the whole expend- 
iture; and not only that, but of every appropriation 
that was made, even the gentleman’s per diem and 
travelling expenses. And was it not the manifest 
interest of the State of New York, that the waters 
of the West should be improved? 

But the gentleman from Indiana said that the 
West would help herself—that the East would not 
be permitted to come in and help her. Now, this 
was a position the gentleman had no right to as- 
sume; and it was not good policy for a Western 
man to take that ground. All the various parts of 
this Union were so intimately connected, that the 
interests of one were the interests of all; and the 
East would as readily support Western interests as 
her own. Mr. R. made a statement of the com- 
merce and tonnage of New York employed on the 
Hudson, and the lakes connected with it by the 
Erie canal, and compared it with that of New Or- 
leans employed on the Mississippi; not with the 
view of disparaging the latter, but to show the im- 
portance of the former, and the claim it had on the 
fostering cardof the Government. 

One of his colleagues remarked yesterday, that, 
by the estimates, it appeared that $8,000,000 
would be required for the improvement of the 
Western waters; and he was liberal enough to say 
that, if $15,000,000 were required, he was ready to 
vote that appropriation, even if they had to borrow 
the money. He (Mr. R.) would not do so. He 
had an utter abhorrence, in time of peace, to con- 
tracting a public debt, which must sooner or later 
come on the backs of the people for liquidation. If 
he was correctly informed, we had already a public 
debt of $30,000,000, on which we pay a million and 
a half of dollars annually; and he would not consent 
to add to that $30,000,000 the sum. of $15,000,000 
more, or any other sum. He would vote for no 
such appropriation; but he would tell Western gen- 
tlemen what they might do: they might reduce the 
public expenditures; they might put a stop to much 


referfed, and which had been so highly eulogized [| waste and profil ate ‘expend ari 


Jess than a quorum. 


partments of ‘this Government, ‘and thut 
might be‘ spared to: éffect the Wesi 
which were required.‘ They might take 

their own daily remuneration for the sarie 
He was next proceeding to speak of the op 


ents 


` the tariff in its production’of revenue, when he was 


informed that his hour had expired. >. 

Mr. THOMASSON, inthe ‘course of. some Te- 
marks which he offered, said, if he could have an- 
ticipated that such a debate would ‘have sprung: up 
on this subject, he should ‘have been deterred from ` 
offering his resolution. He considered the debate 
almost useless on the mere question of reference. 
He argued that the reference should be to'a commit- 
tee that understood the subject,’ and: had an interest 
in it; and, if the gentlemen who felt interested in the 
Hudson or any other river would-bring forward 
their proposition in a distinct shape; and make 
their case clear, it should have his support, On the 
Mississippi, however, there was need for immediate 
appropriations, to prevent the great destruction’ of 
property which was annually sacrificed, in conse- 
quence of the negleet with which it had been treat- 
ed; and all they now asked was a committee, and 
afterwards for a free and unbiased vote: and ‘he 
should vote in the same spirit for appropriations for 
other parts of the Union. 

Mr. TILDEN next obtained the floor; but he 
gave way for a motion to rise, and the committee-ac- 
cordingly rose, and reported progress. 

COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said it had been usual to 
grant the Colonization Society the use of the House 
of Representatives for its. annual meeting; he there- 
fore moved that it be granted for the -use of that 
society on Tuesday evening next. cee 

The SPEAKER put the question; and there were in, 
the affirmative 64,and in the negative 18, which was 
Tellers were demanded, but , 
not ordered; and, without disposing of the motion, 

The House adjourned. ' . 


— 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: ; ee 

By Mr. STEENROD: Petition of the citizens of. 
Philippa, Barbour county, Virginia, asking an in- 
crease of mail service: referred to:the Committee. on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ; es 

By Mr. DUNLAP: Petition of Sampson B. Lord, . 
and 2,640 others, citizens of Maine and New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the construction of adry dock at 
the navy-yard, near Portsmouth, New. Hampshire: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. TYLER: Petition of William Madison, 
and others, praying for the erection of a light-house 
at the mouth of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and 
for the prosecution of the unfinished works at that 
place. Also, the petition of Artemas Morton, and 
others, praying for the same. Also, the petition: of 
A. R. Avery, and others, praying for the same. 

By C. M. REED: Two petitions from citizens of 
Erie, praying an appropriation for continuing the 
public work on the harbor at Erie, Pennsylvania. 
Also, the petition of the Rev. O. B. Call, and. other 
citizens of Potter county, Pennsylvania, against the 
annexation of Texas to this Union. iar 4 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Petition of A. Badolett, and 
273 other citizens of Lawrence county, Illinois, 
praying a grant of a portion of the unsold lands ly- 
ingwithin the Palistine, Vincennes, and Shawneetown 
districts, for the improvement_of the navigation of 
the Wabash river, from Terre Haute, (the terminus 
of the Wabash and Erie canal,) to its junction’ with 
the Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. . : ? OE 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: Petition of. the 
members of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, and the citizens of Portage coun- 
ty, in said Territory, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation for surveying, marking, and working on a. 
road from Port to. the Big Bull Falls, on 
the Wisconsin river: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Also, a memorial of the citizens of 
Grcen county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a harbor at the town 
of Southport, in said Territory: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: À i 

By Mr. BOYD: Proceedings of a meeting of the 
citizens of Paducah, Kentucky, in favor of that 
town, as the most suitable forthe location of the-na- 


tional armory. i 


‘By “Mr. FISH: Petition of Francis Sommeraner, 
an invalid soldier, fora pension.” _- os 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of J.C. Guthrie and 
‘74 other.citizens, of George Swingle and 26 other 
citizens, all ‘of Muskingum ‘county, Ohio, Praying 
a reduction of the rates of postage: referred to the 
Committee. on ‘the Post Office. and Post Roads. 
Also, the petition of the same citizens, praying a re- 
duction of the expenses of the Government of the 
United States: ‘referred to the Committee. on Re- 
trenchment. . Ba 

By Mr. POTTER, of Ohio: Petition of Eliza 
Pickrell administratrix of J ohn’ Pickrell, deceased, 
for the payment of claims against. the Shawnee In- 
dians: referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Petition from citizens of Williams county, Ohio, 

raying for a reduction of the pee of Congress 
andsin that county: referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ` Petition. from ‘Charles Young, 
of Ohio, for a pension asa soldier of the last war 
with Great Britain: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. Also, a resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio, instructing the Sena- 
tors, and requesting the Representatives from that 
State to use their influence to procure a repeal of 
the law of last winter, removing the summer term 
of the United States circuit court from Columbus 
to. Cincinnati: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
dielap. 
1 By r. KING, of New York: Petition of the 
inhabitants of New York fora law to abolish the 
franking privilege, and reduce the rates of postage. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 12, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the use 
of the hall was granted to the Colonization Society, 
for the purpose of holding a meeting, on Tuesday 
next. 

On motion of Mr. T. SMITH, the following 
resolution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of Benja- 
min Franklin praying a pension as an ordinary sea- 
man on board the United States frigate President in 
the year 18C1, be taken from the files of the House, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
together with a letter from Commodore James Bar- 
ron in relation to the same subject. 

. On motion of Mr. J. A. WRIGHT, the follow- 
ing resolution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to communicate to this House any com- 
munication he may have received from the State of 
Indiana relative to the selection of lands for the con- 
tinuation of the Wabash and Erie canal west of 
Lafayette, Indiana, with any correspondence on file 
on that subject. 

Mr. RELFE introduced the following bills; which 
were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims: 

A bill to authorize the location of the land claims 
of Antoine Vasquez and others, confirmed by the 
act of 4th July, 1836; and 

A bill to continue in force the act for the final ad- 
justment of private land claims in Missouri, ap- 
proved July, 1832. 

Mr. PHÆNIX submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day, under the rufe: 

Resolved, That the Secrerary of State be directed 
to report to this House any information that may 
have been received at the Department of State in 
relation to the prosecution of the contraband opium 
trade on the coast of China, by vessels under the 
American flag; also, if such trade has been par- 
ticipated in, or countenanced by, any ofthe consular 
or other agents of the United States. 

And further, to communicate to this House if such 
instructions have been given to the minister, con- 
sular, or other agents of the United States, as will 
be calculated to aid the authoritics of that country 
in suppressing a traffic so justly obnoxious to the 
Chinese Government. 

Mr. JAMESON introduced the following bill, 
and moved its reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands: 

A bill to establish a permanent prospective pre- 
emption system in favor of actual settlers on the 
public lands. It was referred, 

_ Mr SLIDELL introduced “A bill to exempt from 
into duty cotton imported the United States from 
Texas.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS, in pursuance of notice hereto- 

fore given, introduced a bill for the abolishment of 


imprisonment for debt within 
bia. : 
Mr. ADAMS inquired if this bill had been re- 
ported by the Committee for the District of Colum- 
ia. vies = 
Mr. TIBBATTS replied that the bill was intro- 
duced by himself, and not reported by the commit- 
‘tee. i . 
Mr. ADAMS again inquired whether it was the 


' gèntleman’s intention: to refer the bill to that com- 


mittee. - . 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that he was indifferent 
whether it went to that or the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. ADAMS again inquired whether this was the 
same bill which was before the House twenty 
years ago, and which had been brought in by a 
gentleman from one of the slave States. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that it was not. 

And, after some further conversation, the bill was 
refered to the Committee for the District of Colum- 

ia; 
MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, on leave, also introduced a bill 
further to extend the time for locating military land 
warrants, and returning surveys thereon to the Gen- 
eral Land Office: read twice, and referred. 


On motion of Mr. SIMONS, it was 


Resolved, That a select committee of five be ap- 
pointed to examine into the subject of engraving, 
lithographing, and printing of maps ordered or exe- 
cuted by order of the 26th and 27th Congress, and 
report the amount paid, and any frauds or collusions 


_ that may be discovered in execution of said work. 
RA 


Mr. TT gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, or some future day, introduce a bill to es- 
tablish a branch mint in the city of New York. 

Also, gave notice that he would, on to-morrow, 
or some future day, introduce a bill to alter the pres- 
ent naturalization law; for judges of county and dis- 
trict courts to grant certificates of naturalization, 
after filing a copy with the clerks of the county. 

Mr. McKA , from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to supply a deficiency ‘in the 
appropriation for the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1844, for the relief and protection of American 
seamen, and moved its reference to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. McK AY then moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the State of 
the Union for the purpose of taking up this bill for 
consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the order of the day. 

The SPEAKER observed that the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole could not be enter- 
tained st this time withouta suspension of the rules. 

Mr. McK AY moved their suspension. 

Mr. ADAMS said there would be abundance of 
time to go into Committee of the Whole after the 
first order had been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question was 
not debatable. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; but 
the call not being seconded, they were not ordered. 

‘The question on the suspension of the rules was 
then put, and carried. 

The rules being suspended, the House then, on 
Mr. McK AY’S motion, resolved itself into Commit- 
tce of the Whole, (Mr. Wirkiys in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the said bill. 

Mr. McKAY explained the object of the bill, and 
sent to the chair two communications from the Sec- 
retary of State; which were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. McK. having made a few additional re- 
marks in explanation of the bill, moved that the 
committee rise and report it to the House; which 
motion was carried. 

The bill was then, after being ordered to be en- 
grossed, read the third time, and passed. 

CHIPPEWA TREATY. 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported a bill explanatory of the 
treaty made with the Chippewa Indians at Saginaw, 
the 23d January, 1838; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON THE RULES. 

Mr. ADAMS having called for the orders of the 
day— 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the report of the Select Committee on 
the Rules; the question being on the motion of Mr. 
Dromcooxe to recommit the report. i 


the District of Colum-- 


; Mr. BIDLACK, who had the floor from yester- 


day, said that he was in favor of the recommitment 
of the report, but without instructions. He had 
not only heretofore uniformly voted in favor of rules 
of this description, but on all questions when mo- 
tions to lay this whole subject on the table, he had 
voted for them also. He had been wiling to abide 
by the rules of the last House, as amended at this 
session, rather than have this subject further agitated 
or discussed; and be regretted that he did not find 
more unanimity among Southern gentlemen upon 
motions to lay the whole subject upon the table. 
He was anxious to avoid all discussion; but since 
the South, or a great portion of its members, appear- 
ed to be disposed to have this question discussed, 
he thought it to be his duty to review the grounds on 
which, at the last Congress, he had gone with them in 
support of that rule. When he had the honor of ad- 


‘dressing the House yesterday, he expresed his regret 


at the manner in which this subject had been discuss- 
ed, and the manner in which these discussions had 
been spoken of out of doors, and in the public prints. 
In what position (said Mr. B.) do we find our- 
selves? Here front the North, we are told that we 
must receive these petitions; that if we do not, we 
refuse a great constitutional right; and if that con- 
stitutional right is refused, it must result in a disso- 
lution of the Union. On the other hand, we hear 
a voice from the South, declaring that if these peti- 
tions are to be received—if thé right of petition to 
this extent is admitted, that, Union or no Union, it 
must be resisted. Now, when such declarationg 
were made by men of ultra feelings, what should 
be the proper course to be pursued? Some were 
disposed to carry out their purposes, without any 
compromise, at the expense of the Union, while at 
the same time they professed the greatest love for 
the Union. This seemed to him to be what might 
be termed killing the Constitution with kindness. 
He had said yesterday, that it was in view of this 
state of the case that all moderate men should 
pause, and endeavor to get the North and the South 
to meet on this question, and see if there was no way 
in which this matter could be compromised. Ee. 
was going yesterday to say to the abolitionists of the 
North, that, however honest they might be in their 
intentions, they had effected nothing in carrying 
them out. He was going to say to them, that before 
they arrested the constitutional action of the States 
by these abolition movements, they were going on 
in the work of emancipation: but he would not 
stop to argue that part of the question. He was 
their movements to ameliorate the condition or enlarge 
about to observe, also, that they had done nothing by 
the liberties or privileges of the free men of color. 
He needed, on this point, only to refer to one fact, 
which happened in his own district. Since he had 
been in public life (and he was yet but a young 
man) free men of color in his district had exercised 
the most enlarged privileges which any freeman 
could enjoy; to wit, the right of suffrage. Yes, 
many men of color had he seen go io the polls in 
the town in which he resided, and deposite their 
votes against him. He had doubted their right to 
do so; and they exercised their right to vote against 
him for doubting their right; but these abolition 
movemenis had created such a reaction on that sub- 
ject, that the constitution of his State was so amend- 
edthat the right of suffrage was denied to them. 
Previous to that amendment ‘of the constitution, 
they exercised the right of suffrage; and in some in- 
stances, where the judges and Inspectors of the 
elections refused it to them, they prosecuted these 
officers, and the courts convicted them. The mat- 
ter was carried up to the Supreme Court upon an 
appeal; but beforea decision was finally had, it was 
settled by the amendment of the constitution he had 
just stated. He would not, however, stop to refer 
to any more facts on this subject, hig desire being 
principally to have the ear of Southern gentlemen on 
one point. He desired to have them to understand, 
that, though he had acted with them heretofore, it waa 
not from any conviction that it was the best policy; 
and experience had since convinced him that it was 
not. Previous to the adoption of the 21st rule, there 
was very little countenance given to abolition in the 
State of Pennsylvania; and he might refer to abun- 
dant evidence in proof of that fact. Why, before 
that time there was, so far as he was informed, but 
one abolitionist in the place in which he resided— 
he knew of no other—and that one was unable to 
make any converts. For the purpose of endeavor- 
ing to do so, he sent into a neighboring State for a 
celebrated lecturer on abolition; and when he ar- 
rived at the town in which he (Mr. B.) resided, the 


people not only refused to hear him, but provided 
for his passage in the stage, and sent him out of the 
county. He felt bound, in order that the people of 

` the South might know the true state of feeling on 
the subject of abolition in his section of the coun- 
try, to mention another fact, which, under other cir- 
cumstances, he would be. unwilling to refer to. 
They not only bundled this abolitionist, unheard, out 
of the county, but the man who sent for him—a 
man of standing and influence in the county—was 
actually ridden through the streets, at midday, on a 
rall. ' 

But, as he said yesterday, this rule, which ena- 
bles the abolitionists to come under the cloak of the 
sacred right of petition, aided them more effectually 
than anything else in making converts. 

The abolition lecturers, under the pretence of a 
meeting called to hear the right of petition dis- 
cussed, lectured on the subject of the abolition of 
slavery; and they were, by this means, making many 
converts, which they would not otherwise be able 
to make; and, unless this pretext was taken from 
them by the repeal of the 21st rule, they would con- 
tinue to increase the number of their followers. He 
always had doubts of the propriety of this rule; and 
his doubts extended not only to the merits of it, but 
to its expediency, as he told Southern gentlemen at 
the last Congress.. He would not now, however, 
discuss the merits of the question, as to the right of 
Congress to adopt this rule; his only object was to 
have the car. of Southern gentlemen as ‘to its ex- 
pediency. He voted for it at the last Congress with 
some reluctance; but voted for it because he was 
appealed to by Southern gentlemen to do so, on the 
ground that this was a subject on which they were all 
united, and that it was a subject, the agitation of 
which was not only endangering their right to the 
property secured to them by the Constitution, but 
was endangering the safety of those who surrounded 
their firesides. These appeals overcame his scru- 
ples, both as to the merits of the question and as to 
the expediency of the measure; and he voted to sus- 
tain the rules as they stood. He had before ob- 
served that, in the votes he then gave, he was not 
sustained by the united voice of the South; and he 
remarked that the subject was kept in agitation, and 
the motions of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
on the subject were frequently supported, not only 
by the casting votes of a Southern Speaker, but by 
the casting votes of Southern members. It was 


these casting votes by which the subject was kept 


in agitation, and the time of the House taken up in 
excited and unprofitable discussion. 

Mr. WISE asked the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to permit him to interrupt him for a moment. 
He felt called upon to make one remark in relation 
to one of the gentleman’s observations. 

Mr. BIDLACK (looking anxiously at the clock, 
-his hour having nearly expired) said he would yield 
if the gentleman would not speak long, [laughter.] 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania made some remarks which were very just and 
very proper. The gentleman had said that North- 
ern men, who were willing to stand by and protect 
the rights of the South on this question, would con- 
tinue to do so in one event that it was madc a sine 
qui non—a condition precedent—that the Southern 
members should be united among themselves. He, 
(Mr. W.,) approving of that sentiment—would ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state specifically 
who from the South had not united on this ques- 
tion? He made this request in order that it might 
not be supposed that he (Mr. W.) had not united 
and voted with the South on this question. 

Mr. BIDLACK would return the compliment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, by saying that his re- 
marks were very sensible and his requests very 
reasonable; but he did not know that it would be 
‘parliamentary for him to refer by name to mem- 
bers of the last Congress who were members of the 
present, and had changed their ground on this sub- 
ject. He would, however, remark that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia would find that there were 
some coming from his own State, Virginia; that 
there were others from Kentucky; and that there 
were others from North Carolina; and the gentle- 

«man from Virginia could ascertain who they were 
by a reference to the journals of the House. 

He (Mr. B.) had hitherto taken a position on the 
subject which he was willing to follow up; but the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crweman] 
had assumed a position here which was a perilous 
one to Northem men. He was willing to stand u 
for fhe Constitution; he had always been dispose 


to stand up for the Constitution; but he thought they - 


subject. So long as: he was told, on coming here, 
thata great portion of those gentlemen from the 
South, who had not united with the other Southern 
members on this subject, were left at home, he was 
disposed still to adhere to the course he had hitherto 
pursued; but he found, though certain gentlemen 
had been left at home, other ‘gentlemen had come 
here to supply their plates, and give the same kind 
of votes. These were facts which here sufficient to 
make Northern men stop and examine; that they 
might see if, in a doubtful case, they had not the 
right to judge for themselves, and to act accordin 
to the dictates of their conscience after such exami- 
nation. aN 5 

_ After some further remarks, (which were not dis- 
tinctly heard,) he proceeded to say, that not only 
had they found Southern gentlemen voting against 
the restrictive rule, but one Southern gentleman 
{Mr. Cumeman] had made a speech (which by 
many was deemed unanswerable) against further 
sustaining that rule. Now, for one, he was disposed 
to take into consideration whether it was not right 
to take that gentleman at his word, and leave to 
him the responsibility on this subject; but he would 
here remark, that he would now go no farther than 
to vote for the recommittal of this report to the 
Committee on Rules} as, in that event, one member 
could ask, as he had intimated, to be excused from 
further service on that committee, and another gen- 
tleman could be appointed in his place, and the mat- 
ter could be again fully esaciined: that the commit- 
tee might see if they could not make a report on 
which moderatemen could unite, and thereby put 
an end to this question, which some politicians 
seemed disposed to agitate, though he could not see 
that there was any very great exeitement amongst 
the pepe in relation to it, as represented in this 
hall. After what he had said, let no gentleman 
charge him with a disposition to abandon the com- 
promises of the Constitution. He was acting un- 
der the solemnity of an oath, and with no other mo- 
tive than the good of the whole country. He 
had made the observations which had now fallen 
from him, as he had before observed, to avoid 
the necessity of future public declarations of the mo- 
tives which had governed him; more especially as he 
was disposed to change his mode of action. 

Mr. HARALSON asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to permit him to make an inquiry 
from hlm. He was desirous to do so, that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania might do justice to the 
whole subject. He desired to ask who it was from 
the South that had abstained from the support of 
the 23d rule; and what members from- the South 
were ready to abolish that rule, except the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciincman,] and 
perhaps one or two from Kentucky. . 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would answer the gen- 
tleman. When a motion was made—and no longer 
ago than the day before yesterday—to lay this sub- 
ject on the table, (and if they had done so, he 
thought he was correct in saying that the House 
would have continued to act, under the rules as 
amended at the commencement of the present Con- 
gress, with which he was disposed to think they 
would have got along very well; at all events, he 
should have been content to abide by them; and 
these rules contained the restrictive rule,) some 
Southern gentlemen were in the majority, and he 
(Mr. BipLacg) was in the minority. 

Mr. HARALSON was proceeding to make some 
observation, when 

Mr. BIDLACK remarked that he had but five 
minutes of his time remaining; and he hoped the 
gentleman from Georgia would allow him to occu- 


it. 
PYM. HARALSON said he would only remark 
that the question ón laying on the table was very 
different from a rescinding of the rule. 

Mr. BIDLACK said if the gentleman from Geor- 
gia was disposed to establish the restrictive rule, it 
could have been done by laying this whole subject 
on the table. By pursuing that course, the restric- 
tive rule would have been re-established. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania permit me to say why I did not vote 


‘to lay on the table? Iam ready to give my reasons. 


Mr. BIDLACK. The gentleman will have an 
opportunity hereafter. 

Mr. BLACK. I do not know that I shall. I 
think I can give a reason that will go home to the 
gentleman. , : 

Mr. BIDLACK was unwilling to sacrifice his 
short remaining time; and proceeded to say that they 


had reason to complain of Southern men on this. || ‘came ‘to the position, wha 


by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom 


said again, you send it to’ the commi 


with the instructions: proposed by th 
from Georgia, [Mr. Brack.] “He then “made ‘sor 
remarks which were suggested by the ‘célebrated 


-Pinckney report; and: spoke until the expiration ‘of > 
his hour, but: he was:very indistinctly heard*at-the 


reporter’s desk... > ae B 
r. BELSER rose (he said) to address the House 

on a question which, as he conceived, was one of 
the most. important that had:been submitted to the 
consideration of this. Congress. “He trusted “he 
should.be able to discuss it deliberately and carefully, 
and with a view to the great interests that wére 
involved in that issue; for, he repeated, it was, in his 
opinion, the most important question that had ever 
agitated this hall; and upon its result must depend 
the weal or wo of this country. He wished, then, - 
before he proceeded to discuss it, to. state the ques- 
tion precisely as he understood it, in order that: he 
might take a correct view of the matter; for in mat- 
ters of this importance, noman could speak properly 
unless he understood the question correctly. e 
understood, then, thatthe Select Committee on the 
Rules of this House had introduced a report, from 
which the rule was omitted on the subject of aboli- 
tion petitions, which was heretofore called the Qtst 
rule. He understood, also, that there was a propo- 
sition made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Dromeoexe,] to recommit that report back to ‘the 
committee, in order that a more full attendance of 
the committee might be had, and another report ‘be 
made. The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Baao] 
had gone one step farther, and proposed to instruct 
the committee. Wow that was justexactly what he 
[Mr. Beuser] wanted him to do; and to gentlemen 
who talked about economizing. the time of . the 
House, he would say, that there was not one mem- 
ber on this floor that was not now as well prepared 
to vote on this vitally interesting and impor- 
tant question as he would be when. they had 
got a report from the committee. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] m the 
course of his remarks, which he made a few days 
ago, seemed to be of opinion that the correct course 
for the South to pursue, was to receive ‘these. peti« 
tions, and to do nothing more with them. hy, 
this House had already. attempted it, and, in every 
manner, shape, and form, it had attempted to get rid 
of it for years past; and the course which the gentle- 
man suggested would be but to go back to that rem- 
edy which had been tried, and found to fail. Now, 
he would tell the honorable gentleman: from North 
Carolina, that, in his opinion, there was but one 
plain course to be pursued; and, as a Southern Rep- 
resentative on this floor, the question with 
him was, rule or no rule. That was his doc- 
trine on this subject. If they could not have 
constitutional guaranties—if it was once. admitted 
that these petitioners had the right to come here, 
(and if they had the right to bring their petitions 
into this hail, they had the right to have them 
debated, discussed, and referred to a committee,) 
he would say, let us have no rules. Did gentlemen 
suppose that abolitionists would be content with 
having their petitions brought into this House 
and laid upon the table? No: whenever they could 
thus triumph, they would next insist upon debate 
on this floor on these petitions, and a reference of 
them to a committee; and, step by step, they. of the 
South would be driven, like mariners ona tempestu- 
ous ocean, without either chart or compass to direct 
them: There was but one course for Southern gen- 
tlemen to pursue on this question; and that was, “rule 
or no rule;” for, from the moment they surrendered 
to these people the right to come here with their pe- 
titions, from that moment they could place no limi- 
tation on their acts. i 

He contended before this House, and he was 
satisfied he should be able to show by author- 
ities which could not be controverted on this 
floor—by English and American authorities— 
that this thing called the right of petition, 
which gentlemen held so sacred, existed alone 
in their own imaginations. That they might prop- 
erly arrive at correct conclusions on this ques- 
tion, they must go back.to that period when the 
Constitution of the United States was formed; they 
must look atthings as they then stood; they must look 
at the mischief, and they must look at the remedy 
provided for it. He would here read to the com- 
mittee a clause of the Constitution as it now stood, 
being article 1 of the amendments to. that instr- 
ment. - 
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“Congress shall. make no law. respecting anes- 
tablishment.of religion, or- prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech or 
of. the press; or the right.of the people peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a re- 
dress of. grievances.” 


Now, how came this clause to be inserted in the 
Constitution? was the first object of inquiry to which 
the attention of the House should be directed. Why, 
Mr: Story (an authority which he thought would be 
deemed sufficient by every man on that floor) said 
this provision was probably derived. from the decla- 
tion of rights in England in 1688. 

[The honorable gentleman here read an extract 
from an abridgment of Story’s Commentaries on the 
Constitution, page 707, which we intended to have 
published from the work itself; but were unable to 
procure either the book or the extract.] 

He would go back to English history; for he 
wished to bring the attention of the House to the 
causes which induced the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to introduce such a provision into that instru- 
ment. He intended to show, before he sat down, 
that, even in England, long after the bill of rights 
was established in that country, they had rejected 
petitions. And he intended also to show examples 
on the part of the other branch of this Legislature 
to the same effect: one case in particular; where, 
on motion of Mr. Jay himself, a petition in regard 
to removals from office was rejected. 


The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
had yesterday enumerated some of the cases which 
gave rise to that particular clause in the Constitution. 
The gentleman had gone back to English history, 
and read from Hawkins’s Pleas of the Crown, 
in regard to the riot act, and cited case after case, 
and precedent after precedent, in order to fortify the 
position he had assumed before their honorable 
body. The riot act, of which the gentleman spoke, 
existed at the time of the American Revolution, and 
hundreds had been ‘maimed and murdered at that 
time under the sanction of that very act; and it was 
this fact which induced the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to incorporate the clause respecting the right of 
petition, which has been so greatly misun- 
derstood by gentlemen on that floor. Mr. B. 
went on to show that, after the bill of rights was 
granted to the subjects of Great Britain, it was a 
common pene to reject petitions; and that, as late 
as 1706, there was a rule to this effect: 


“That this House will receive no petition for any 
sum of money relating to public service, but what is 
recommended from the Crown.” 


` 

Qur forefathers, when they incorporated this pro- 
vision, intended. to remedy the evils which they fore- 
saw trom the lights of experience. They intended 
not to allow the people of this country to place upon 
the table of this House whatever petitions they 
might please, and bave the House act upon them; 
but they intended to keep them from the pains and 

rcnaltios of thelaw. That was what they intended. 
This House, he thought, could not make for itself a 
law upon this matter. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning hour 
had expired, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole; but withdrew the mo- 
tion to allow the introduction of the following bills: 

A bul for the relief of John W. Allen and Reuben 
Allen, introduced by Mr. SAMPLE, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported House bill No. 10, providing for the 
continuation of the Cumberland road, and a bridge 
over the Ohio at Wheeling, recommending its pas- 
sage, with the appropriations reduced to seventy-five 
thousand dollars for the part of the road in each of 
the States of Indiana and Illinios, and fifty thousand 
dollars in Ohio: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the State of the Union. 


REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the message 
be taken out ef Committee of the Whole to-morrow at 
two o'clock, for the purpose of voting upon the va- 
rious propositions to refer; and for this purpose he 
also moved a suspension of the rules. 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. J. R. IN- 
GERSOLL and SEYMOUR. 

Mr, ADAMS inquired whether it was not in the 
power of the Committee of the Whole to make a 
report in reference to those motions on which they 


“were agreed, leaving those which were undecided to- 


be discussed. io St i 

The CHAIR was of opinion that the committee 
might report in part. = - i 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped, then, the gentleman 
from Tennessee would withdraw his motion to take 
the subject out of committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he would take great pleasure 
in complying with the gentleman’s wish, if he could 
see any good which would result from a further dis- 
cussion at this time, because any one of the subjects 
contained in the message would necessarily come up 
again, and be again debated. 

Upon the motion to suspend the rules, the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 92, nays 75. 

LAND TITLES IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. CROSS, in pursuance of notice given, and on 
leave, introduced a bill supplementary to the act en- 
titled, An act to settle the title to certain tracts of 
land in Arkansas, approved the.11th August, 1840: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WESTERN NAVIGATION. 


On motion by Mr. STEENROD, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union, (Mr. Wixrnrop, of Massa- 
chusetts, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the subject of the reference of the President's 
message; the question before the House being on the 
resolution to refer the subject of the improvement 
of the Western waters to a select committee. 

Mr. TILDEN of Ohio, who had the floor, ob- 
served that his object in rising wag not to enter into 
the wide field of discussion which some gentlemen 
had been indulging themselves in, but to submit a 
few remarks on the simple question of reference, 
more for the purpose of explaining the vote he 
should give, than of replying to the remarks of 
others. He could not agree that the Western mem- 
bers were unanimous in support of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. He, for one, could 
not give it his support. He could see no good rea- 
son in giving the subject the direction that resolution 
proposed, in submitting it to a select committee; nor 
did the facts, which gentlemen who were in favor of 
it relied on in support of the resolution, satisfy him 
that such a reference would tend to the promotion of 
Western interests any more than the adoption of 
the original resolution. What were the reasons 
which had been urged in support of the resolution. 
Every topic usually discussed in congressional de- 
bates, had been brought into discussion; the army— 
the navy—the military academy—the comparative 
commerce of the Eastern and Western waters,—all 
these had been discussed, but he did not recollect to 
have heard a single reason urged to show that it 
was either necessary or proper to refer this matter 
to a selest committee, instead of the appropriate 
standing committee of the House, unless it was the 
one offered by the honorable mover yesterday, viz: 
that such a reference would give them a cominittec 
more intimately acquainted with the subject than 
any other could possibly be. He would concede 


‘that his Western friends might have a superior 


knowledge of the facts connected with the subject, 
but then, again, it required no great labor of investiga- 
tion to get at all the details necessary to present a 
proper report to the House. The facts were few, 
simple, and obvious, and could be collected by any 
one of the committees of the House. Why, the 
honorable member himself, before he resumed his 
seat, gave facts enough to justify any committee 
to whom this subject might “be referred, to 
go to any extent of appropriations for the 
important objects referred to in this part of 
the President’s message that might be necessary to 
complete the improvements contemplated. 
over, it was not to be presumed that that gentleman 
alone was in possession of all the information on 
the subject necessary for the action of the commit- 
r 


tece. There were other gentlemen in the House who | 


were in possession of important and interesting 
facis, which they had eollected with great care, in 
reference to the commerce of the West, the obstrue- 
tions in its way, and the means of removing them. 
He believed that the navigation of our Western 
rivers, and harbors of our Western lakes, had been 
much neglected by Congress for some years past, 
and that there was a pressing necessity for 
appropriations for their protection and improve- 
ment; but he did not believe that they would now 
suffer from any want of knowledge of facts on 
the part of any committee. He therefore sin- 


More- į 


cerely hoped, as a Western man, that this 
amendment. would not prevail. He hoped that 


the gentleman who submitted it would consent 


to withdraw it, and let the subject be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; believing that a report 
from one of the standing committees would have 
more weight than one from a selgct committee of 
members whose constituents were interested in the 
question. The gentlemen on the former committee 
had all manifested as much regard for Western in- 
terests as any Western men. Therefore, he was 
erfectly willing to trust the subject in their hands. 
He believed thata majority of the members there 
regarded the improvement of the Western waters 
as an important part of the national policy; and 
though these waters had hitherto failed to command 
that attention from Congress that they deserved, he 
felt assured that the time had now arrived when 
they would no longer be neglected. 


He hoped the question would not assume a sec- 
tional shape or a party character; for it could result 
in no good to the people of the West or of any other 
part of this Union. It was a national measure; and, 
as such, he desired that it should be submitted to 
the people. He was understood to say that he 
would not ask for a special committee, until he dis- 
covered that justice could not otherwise be done. 


My. HUNT looked upon the interests of every 
portion of this Union as American interests; and, as 
such, he was interested in them, and would support 
them. He professed to be in’favor ofa liberal pol- 
icy in relation to public improvements; and as com- 
plaints had been made by Western men that the 

est had been neglected, he charged that neglect 
upon the last administration. He glanced at the 
position which had been taken by men who had 
preceded him, and intimated that a change on this 
subject was observable from the doctrines enter- 
tained during the administration of General Jack- 
son. 

For his own part, he had no apprehensions that 
the people of this country would be tempted to put 
their leading interests injocpardy. It had been well 
remarked by his colleague on a former day, that the 
Western States, if they expect to find a market for 
their surplus produce, must look fora home market. 
It was idle to look for any other. 


With regard to the reference of this subject toa 
committee representing that section of the country, 


- and more immediately interested, he could see no 


good reason for making such a reference, rather 
than referring it to a standing committee. 


Mr. GIDDINGS said he should not be doing 


justice to his own feelings if he did not express the 


satisfaction he had felt in listening to this discussion. 
He had listened with great pleasure to the details 
which had been given respecting the various inte- 
resis of all sections of the Union; and he would not 
have felt itincumbent on him to intrude himself upou 
the time of the committee, had he not been desirous 
that the lake interest should not be overlooked. 
Mr. G. here went into a statement of the amount of 
commerce upon the lakes. 

Mr. G. took a view of the tonnage of Ohio—~ 
which he showed to be greater in 1842 than that of 
all the Southern States put together-—for the purpose 
of showing the importance and extent of the con- 
merce on the Western waters, and the necessity of 
extending to it adequate protection. He then went 
on to show the great want of harbors on the Jakes, 
and the vast losses annually in consequence of that 
want; and, referring to the large amount of appro- 
prtations in the East for harbors, breakwaters, light- 

ouses, &e., argued that justice, as well as good 
policy, ne the Government to extend the same 
favors to the West. He further contended that, if 
it was constitutional to expend the public money 
for the protection of commerce on thé Atlantic sea- 
board, it was equally constitutional to make appro- 
priatious for the protection of the commerce of the 
lakes and the Western rivers. 

_ They wanted no fortifications or public defences 
in Ohio, for the people of that State were well able 
to repel any foreign invader; but their commerce re- 
quired that their rivers and harbors should be in- 
proved. 

Mr JAMESON next obtained the floor; but he 
gave way toa motion to rise. 

It was suggested that the committee, on rising, 
should report the resolutions which had been adopt- 
ed in the committee. 

This was agreed to; and the committee rose, and 
reported in part, and reported progress on other 
parts, and asked leave to sit again, 
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The House then adopted the resolutions which 
had been reported from the commiitec. 


NAVAL HOSPITALS AND THEIR EXPENDI- 
TURES. 


_ Mr. WISE submitted the following resolution; 
which, after a brief conversation between him and 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the. Navy be re- 
quested to report to this House a detailed statement 
of the expenditures for daily- cost of the sick per 
man in each of the naval hospitals and naval stations 
within the United States, for the last ten years, with 
a detailed statement of the expenditures of the Bu- 
reau of Medicine and Surgery since. its establish- 
ment up to the present time, as well for the bureau 
itself, as for each of the hospitals and stations refer- 
red to, together with a statement in detail of all un- 
paid claims against said bureau of any nature or 
character whatsoever. And to report further, what 
contracts are in existance for supplying the navy 
with butter and cheese, when and by whom they 
were made, and when they will terminate; together 
with all the correspondence of the Secretary of the 
Navy concerning them. ‘ 


AMENDMENT OF THE 133D RULE. 


Mr. HOPKINS gave notice of his intention to 
move an amendment of the 133d rule, so as to em- 
power a majority of the House to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and also to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union from any bill which it might have be- 
fore it. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. PHOSNIX: The petition of John S. Gil- 
bert, asking for delay of all action, and to withhold 
any appropriation for a dry-dock, until his plan can 
be examined by competent judges. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: The petition of 
Leonard A. Daggett, Lewis Gilbert, Ebenezer John- 
son, Amos Townsend, and William Whitney, and 
1,350 others, inhabitants of the town of New Ha- 
ven, in Connecticut, praying a revision of the post 
office laws in relation to the franking privilege, and 
reduction on letter postage, &c.: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of 
Portland, Maine, praying for indemnity for spolia- 
tions committed by the French Government prior to 
the year 1800; referred to the: Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. f 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Francis 
Lynch and others, praying a grant of land in Indi- 
ana, to open the navigation or extend the canal to 
the mouth of the Wabash. 

By Mr. McCONNELL; The memorial of John 
H. Čoldsby, praying pension and bounty land for 
services in the last war, under General Jackson. 
The petition of O. W. Bailey, praying remunera- 
tion for services, and pay for a horse, in the last 
war, 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of sundry in- 
habitants of Cayuga county, New York, for the es~ 
tablishment ofa mail-route from Baldwinsville, in 
the county of Onondaga, to Wolcott, in the county 
of Wayne, in New York: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Yms 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The memorial of William S. 
Patterson and 126 others; citizens of South Bend, in 
the State of Indiana, praying Congress at an early 
day to make an adequate and suitable appropriation 
for continuing the construction of the harbor at 
Michigan City, in the State of Indiana: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The “petition 
of Violet Calhoun, of county, Indiana, widow 
of.John Calhoun, deceased, a revolutionary pen- 
sioner, for a pension; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. The 
petition of Levy Johnson, of Hendricks county, In- 
diana, for a pension; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Wal- 
lace, and 49 other citizens of Muskingum county, 
Ohio, praying an amendment of the Constitution’ of 
the United States: referred to the committee hereto- 
fore appointed on that subject. .. 

By Mr, PERLEY B. JOHNSON: The petition 


of Mrs. Frances D. Gage, 
McConnelsville, Ohio, praying for a revision of the 
post officelaws. The petition of John J est, and 185 
other citizens, all of Washington county, Ohio, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage, and 
that the franking privilege be abolished: 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The proceedings of a public 
meeting held at Lawrenceville, Illinois, on the sub- 
ject of granting a portion of the unsold lands in the 
‘Wabash valley, for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Wabash river from Terre Haute (the ter- 
minus of the Wabash and Erie-canal) to the Ohio 
river: referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. The petition of Augustus C. French and 901 
other citizens of Crawford county, Hlinois, in regard 
to the same object: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of in- 
habitants of St. Lawrence county, New York, fora 
law to abolish the franking privilege, and reduce the 
rates of postage. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of William S. 
Harpole and 101 others, citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing an appropriation of lands to complete the Cen- 
tral canal to Evansville. The memorial of George 
H. Evans, a citizen of New Jersey, praying that a 
portion of the Oregon Territory be laid out in small 
farms, to be granted to settlers, with a right to use 
the same, and to will to any ope not possessed of 
other lands. The memorial of P. Roche and 48 
others, citizens of Indiana, praying an appropriation 
of lands to improve the Wabash river. 

By Mr. STILES: The petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce and Commissioners of Pilotage of the 
city of Savannah, praying Congress for the estab- 
lishment of lights and beacons in the Savannah 
river. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 13, 1844. 
GENERAL JACKSON’S FJNE. 


Mr. BIDLACK presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, instructing the Sena- 
tors of that State, and requesting its Representatives, 
to vote for the passage of the, bill refunding Gen- 
eral Jackson's fine. 


CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE—MR. GIDDINGS AND 
ABOLITION. 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to. a question of privilege. 
He said he wished to call the attention of the House 
to an article published by an officer of this House in 
the Globe of last evening. He would send it to the 
Clerk that it might be read. 

Mr. HOLMES rose to a question of order. He 
wished to ask whether every, or any remark, made 
by any, or every editor of a paper, on any, or every 
gentleman on this floor, individually or collectively, 
would give gentlemen this privilege as a right. 

The SPEAKER was understood to that it was not 
a right; but it had been the practice of the House ‘to 
extend this privilege to gentleman as a courtesy. 

Mr. THOMPSON objected to the gentleman from 
Ohio being allowed to go on with any explanation of 


what occurred in other parts of this country; but if, 


it were an explanation of what had been done in this 
House, he should have no objection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said the report, and the article 
to which he wished to call the attention of the 
House, were in relation to what had transpired on 
this floor with respect to one of the Representatives 
of the people in his representative capacity. They 
came from an officer of this House, assailing a mem- 
ber of this House; and on that distinct ground he 
claimed the attention of the House to the article. 

Mr. GILMER wished to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman from Ohio, which might determine him 
whether he should object or not. He did not know 
what privilege the gentleman from Ohio now refer- 
red to; but before he (Mr. Gimer) should be willing 
to extend to that gentleman the courtesy which he 
requested, he would ask him respectfully 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman misunderstands 
me. I claim it as a right. 

Mr. GILMER knew not in what language the 
claim was made, but it was for the House to deter- 
mine whether it should be granted. He requested 
the gentleman from Ohio to explain to him (Mr. G.) 
and to the House—for he was but an individual 
member of the House—whether, on its presentation 
to the House, he explained the purport of the peti- 
tion which had been referred to the Committee for the 
District:of Columbia, and by that committee unani- 
mously returned to the House with the request that 


and 80-other ladies of |} it should. be returned to the member 


of which seemed to him distinctly to t 
he understood it was’a unanimous expression of the’ . 
committee) that the member from Ohio. had wilfully - 
violated one of the rules of: the House, which pre- 
scribed the duty of members:of this House. on pre- 
senting petitions. Whatever might’ be any man’s 
opinion ‘of the propriety of the ‘rule, it séemed to 
him (Mr. Gumer) that the rule required every man, 
on his honor, to state correctly, and not to misrepre- 
sent, the eontents of ‘the petitions which he present- 
ed; and he desired the gentleman from Ohio to give 
such an explanation as would ‘satisfy the House.. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, it was with great pleasure 
that he rose to explain, and he would state to the gen- 
tleman who had brought that subject’ before: the 
House that, when he presented that petition, he did 
state, in distinct terms, that the body of the petition 
was intended to assail the institution of slavery in this 
District. Those were the very words he used on 
that occasion; and he now called on the reporters 
to take notice of the language he used, and which 
he now repeated, before this House and the 
conntry, that the body of the petition was evi- 
dently intended to assail slavery in this District, 
but that it prayed for a revision and repeal of laws 
in this District. With such a statement, he sent it 
to the Chair. There were gentlemen on this floor 
who heard what he said, and he called on ‘the gen- 
tleman who represented the petitioners on this floor 
to state whether he had not given the facts as they 
occurred. He called upon the gentleman from 
Niagara county, [Mr. Hownrt, of New York, who 
was not in his seat.) It appeared that gentleman 
was not in his seat; but he would say that that gen- 
tileman [Mr. Hunt] rose in his place at the time the 
petition was returned, and then endeavored to make 
this statement; but gentlemen would not hear him. 
He (Mr. G.) made that statement himself, and he 
was in hopes he should have been reported in full by 
the papers of the District. He cast no imputation 
on the reporters; for he would say that, whenever he 
attempted to speak on this floor, it was in the power 
of gentlemen to make so much confusion that his 
voice could not be heard. He repeated, that he did 
make this statement; and, in reply to a gentleman ” 
from Alabama,[Mr. Paynu,] and another gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jounson,] he re-stated it 
distinctly two separate times. He hoped this state- 
ment would be satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Guien) and to the country; and, if 
that point were disposed of, he would now claim the Ţ 
privilege which had been claimed by others, from 
the organization of this Government. down to. the 
present day, when they were assailed. 

Objections were made in various parts of the 
House. + 

Mr. THOMPSON said he should object to any 
member having the privilege to bring any news- 
paper comments before this House, unless the gentle- 
man would say that it impeached his honor in some 
way; under such circumstances, he would not ob- 
ject to an explanation. If any gentleman had been 
erroneously or improperly. reported by the reporters 
of cither of the papers, he would not object to 
any explanation; but he protested against the custom 
growing uphere, of members bringing into this House 
comments on speeches which may have been made 
before the constituents of members, whether in 
Ohio, New York, or elsewhere. 

The SPEAKER said, objections had been made; 
and the Chair did not regard this as a privilege, but, 
as an act of courtesy, it might be exiended to the 
gentleman from Ohio: such had been the custom of the 
House hitherto; but the gentleman from Ohio might 
accomplish his object by a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would explain, in reply 
to the gentleman fromi Mississippi, that this ar- 
ticle did not only impeach his honor, but his in- 
tegrity. , 

Mr. THOMPSON asked if he was to understand 
that. the gentleman from Ohio wished to explain a 
matter which had occurred in his own district, in 
Ohio, and notin this House? If so, the gentleman 
should explain it through the papers, and notin this 


House. é 

Mr. SCHENCK said, as it appeared to be neces- 
sary, he would submit a motion to the House, that 
his colleague [Mr. Gmppines] have permission to 

roceed with his explanation. Objections were made. 
Then he would move a suspension of the rule for 
that purpose. : 

My. PAYNE wished the gentleman from Ohio to 
answer the interrogatory of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, 
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` The SPEAKER made some ‘remark, which was 
ifiaudible amidst the confusion that prevailed. 

Mr. C JOHNSON inquired if he understood the 
gentleman from Ohio tó say that he had objected to 
the petition at the time it was presented. 

_. Mr. GIDDINGS said he had merely explained 
that the gentleman from Tennessee was one of those 
who at that time called for explanation. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON remarked that he had under- 
‘stood the gentleman from Ohio otherwise. 

Mr. GIDDINGS further explained that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee called on the Chair to know 
if the contents of the petition had been stated to the 
House at the time it was presented: that interroga- 
tory was put to. the Chair, and was answered by 
himself, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said his impression was, that 
when that petition was presented, he objected to it, 
and then an explanation was made, which was sat- 
isfactory to him; but he now desired to know if the 
Speaker himself understood the nature of the peti- 
tion; and.if so, why he permitted such a paper to be 
received by the House. ` 

My. McDOWELL inquired if this debate was in 
order. 

The SPEAKER entered into some explanation, 
which were not distinctly heard. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he did not censure any 
man for not hearing him in this hall, the confusion 
was so universal when he attempted to present peti- 
tions there. All he could do, was to say that he 
spoke at the top of his voice; he spoke as Toud as he 
could conveniently, and then he felt that his duty 
was discharged. He did soon the occasion refer- 
red to; and he should continue to do his duty. 

The SPEAKER was putting the question on the 
motion to suspend the rules, when 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired if it was necessary to 
make a motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was necessary, 
as objections had been made. 

Mr. GILMER said, to do justice to the gentleman 
from Ohio, he would make the inquiry, if it was so 
difficult for that gentleman to Te heard by the 

* House, if there was a single member on that 
floor that would rise and say that he heard him. 

Atthis period the Speaker was informing the 
House that this debate was all out of order, and 
several gentlemen were addressing the House, while 
others were attempting to gain the floor, and much 
confusion revailed; 

Mr. DEAN and Mr. SCHENCK both made 
observoliona that were inaudib'e at the reporters 

esk. 

Mr. GILMER again asked if there was any 
dele ite that would rise in his seat and say he 

eard the gentleman from Ohio state the contents 
of the petition. 

Mr, DEAN said he was standing by the member 
from Ohio when he presented that petitioi—— 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that 
it was not in order to debate this question. 

[Cries of “Hear him.”] 

Mr. DEAN said he merely intended to say that 
he was standing by the gentleman from Ohio when 
he presented the petition, and he distinetly under- 
stood him to say that the body of the petition refer- 
red to the abolition of slavery. He was struck with 
the fact at the time; but the gentleman from Ohio 
was further understood to say that the prayer of 
the petition was for an amelioration of the condi- 
tion of the slaves, or for a revision of the laws 
of this District. 

Mr. SCHENCK would make an inquiry, with 
the permission of the Chair. His motion (that his 
colleague have leave to proceed) was not objected to; 
and he would inquire whether, under these circum- 
stances, a suspension of the rules was necessary. 

The SPEAKER said a question of order had 
been first raised. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished to call, for the infor- 
mation of the House 

The SPEAKER intimated that the gentleman 
was not in order. 

_ Mr. THOMPSON said he had made the objec- 
tion, and, if he withdrew it, there would exist no 
necessity to put the motion for the suspension of the 
rules; and, if the gentleman from Ohio would state 
that his explanation had reference to anything which 
had occurred in this House, he would withdraw his 
objection. If any incorrect report had gone out 
from this House, through the papers, he would not 
object to an explanation; for, as he should claim the 
right himself, he would willingly extend it to every 
other member on that floor. But he would not con- 
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sent that any individual should occupy the time of 
the House with explanations of circumstances 
which had transpired out of it. $ , 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that what he had said 
on presenting the petition ‘was not reported. He 
did not mean to assail the reporters of this House 
for that, or their intentions; but, in connexion with 
that want of a report—with the suppression of all 
report—he was attacked by a writer, who‘nat only 
assailed him, but connected him with facts that had 
never transpired—-which he wished now to explain. 

Objections were ı made. ore 

Mr. SCHENCK desired, with the permission of 
the House, not to make any argument, but to state 
what he understood to be the position of things in 
relation to the motion which he had made. [Cries 
of “No, no, no.” . 

The SPEAKER said the motion before the House 
was to guspend the rules. g 3 

Mr. SCHENCK was again attempting to explain, 
but was informed that he was not in order. 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend; and they were ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished distinctly to know, be- 
fore the vote was taken, what explanation the gen- 
tleman from Ohio wished to make. Was it that he 
might go into a general, or into some particular ex- 
planation? i : 

The SPEAKER again reminded the gentleman 
that he was not in order. i 

Mr. BLACK, who was notin his seat when the 
motion was made, inquired what explanation the 
gentleman from Ohio desired to make. If the gen- 
tleman desired to correct any misrepresentation of 
his speech, he would vote in favor of the suspen- 
sion of the rules; otherwise, he would vote against 
the suspension. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have made no motion. 
Mr. BLACK, of course, then, I vote in the nega- 
tive. i 

The yeas and nays were then reported—yeas 92, 
nays 57, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Belser, Bidlack, James 
Black, Blackwell, Jacob Brinkerhofi, Bufington, Campbell, 
cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Cranston, Cross, 
Cullom, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Dicker, Dillingham, Dunlap, Eis, Elmer, Farlee, Florence, 
Foot, Foster, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hammett, Harper, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
McCauslen, McDowell, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Pheenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery 
D. Potter, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, Ritter, Rogers, 
St. John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Stephens, 
Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, Wilkins, Winthrop, William Wright, and 
Joseph A. Wright—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. Black, 
James A. Black, Bower, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Dana, Daniel, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dellet, Duncan, Ficklin, French, B. Green, 
Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hughes, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, Norris, Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, Woodward, and Yost 
57. 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS. 


On motion of Mr. DEAN, the following resolu- 
tion was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law that the election of electors for President 
and Vice President of the United States shall be 
held on one and the same day throughout the several 
States of the Union. 


MANUFACTURE OF HEMP. 
On motion of Mr. HUGHES, the following res- 


olution was adopted: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quired to inform this House— 

1. How many establishments of a national char- 
acter are established for the manufacture of hemp 
for the navy, when established, and what the an- 
nual cost. 

2. What is the quantity of hemp consumed, and 
cordage, or canvass, or other manufacture of 
hemp, manufactured at each. 

3. What is the kind of hemp used, foreign or 
domestic, and what the cost of each per ton at each 
establishment. . 

4. What experiments or inquiries (if any) have 


been made to determine the'relative value of foreign 
and domestic hemp, and what the result. 

-5. What has bee the annual quantity of cordage 
manufactured or purchased for the navy within the 
last five years, and whether made of foreign or do- 
mestic hemp; and also the quantity of canvass re- 
quired for the navy within the last five years; how 
much thereof domestic, and how much of 
foreign manufacture; and also be required to 
inform the House whether the joint resolution of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, establish~ 
ing hemp agencies in the States of Kentucky and 
Missouri for the purchase of water-rotted hemp, 
for the use of the navy, approved February, 1843, 
has been carried into effect in part or in whole—if 
the former, the reasons for it; and that he also in- 
form this House the expenses of cultivating hemp 
in this District under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy; the persons employed, and the price 

aid. And also, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
ce required to inform the House what has been the 
annual quantity of foreign hemp, cordage, canvass, 
and cotton bagging, for the last five years, distin- 
tinguishing the tons, yards, or pounds of each, the 
value, and from whence imported, and the quantity 
of these re-exported. 

FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made a report upon the petition of William 
Jones, accompanied by a bill to extend to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the provisions of an act, entitled, 
“An act respecting fugitives from, justice, and per- 
sons escaping from the service of their masters,” ap- 
proved February 12, 1793; and to repeal certain 
laws. : 

Mr. WINTHROP inquired of the Chair, whether 
this bill would not interfere with the very rules they 
were now discussing; whether the House could, un- 
der the rule which they were now debating, receive 
this bill, even froma committee of the House. — 

The CHAIR was of opinion that the bill might be 
received 

On motion by Mr. WILKINS, the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked and obtained leave to present a 
minority report; which was ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 

Mr. HOLMES offered the following resolution; 

which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasurv re- 
port to this House the amount of moneys received 
from the Government of Mexico under the treaty 
of indemnity; the amount paid for transporting 
the said moneys to the United States; the names of 
persons to whom compensation has been paid; the 
amount of moneys transported in the vessels of the 
United States navy; and further, that he inform 
this House why compensation has been refused to 
Commander J. D. Knight for bringing on one of the 
instalments of the Mexican indemnity. 

SALARIES. 

Mr. SIMONS offered the following resolution; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to furnish to this House a tabular statement 
of the salaries and payments made to officers, over- 
seers, superintendents, and laborers, designating the 
yearly, monthly, and daily salaries or wages of 
each; and the price of job work in the several navy 
yards and other public works under his department, 
aa the years 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, and 


Mr. HARDIN of Illinois gave notice of a motion 
for leave to introduce a bill to authorize the inhabit- 
ants of township seventeen, north of range nine, west 
of the third principal meridian, in Cass county, Hli- 
nois, to exchange their present school section. 

Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill, supplemental 
to an act approved June 28th, 1838, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Jehu Hollinsworth, of Blount coun- 
ty, Alabama ” 5 

Mr. HUNT rose and said he was not in bis place 
when the motion was made this morning to suspend 
the rules, for the purpose of permitting an explana- 
tion to be made by the gentleman from Ohio; but he 
understood that that gentleman had called upon him 
to state his recollection of what took place on occa- 
sion of the presentation of a eertain petition; and if it 
were the pleasure of the House, he would now make 
that statement. 

The CHAIR remarked that it would not be in 
order at this time. - 


P .. NAVAL OFFICERS. , 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which, being objected to, was not re- 
ceived: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to report to this House a list of the names of 
all the officers of the navy above the rank of mid- 
shipman, specifying the grade, age, and residence of 
each; the time when each officer respectively was 
last engaged in active duty under the orders of the 
Navy Department; and, when the absence from ac- 
tive duty in any case exceeds six months, prior 
to the first day of the present month, a brief state- 
ment of the reasons which, in each case respectively, 
have governed the department in -permitting such 
absence; and also the ‘amount of pay per annum of 
officers of each grade respectively, not engaged in ac- 
tive duty. 

Mr. SAMPLE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be directed to ascertain and report to the House 
whether the claims against the Pottawattomie and 
other tribes of Indians, examined by William B. 
Mitchell, esq., a commissioner’ appointed by the 
Secretary of War in 1840, as confirmed by the War 
Department, can be liquidated on any other princi- 
ple than that laid down by the late Secretary; and, 
if so, whether any, and what, legislation is neces- 
sary. 

Mr. OWEN said he had been several times en- 
deavoring to obtain the floor, for the purpose of 
moving an amendment of the journal. He found it 


there stated that he reported House bill No. 10, . 


without amendment, .when he reported it with sev- 
eral amendments; one of which reduced the appro- 
priations from $150,000 to $75,000: 

The correction was accordingly made. 


Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice that he would, on l 


Monday next, or on soine other early day, ask leave 
. to introduce a bill to amend an act, entitled, “An act 
to provide for the better security of the lives of pas- 


sengers dn board of vessels propelled in whole or in. 


part by steam,” asproved July 7, 1838. 

Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to report to this House the number of drop and free 
letters. each, received at all the post offices in the 
United States for the last twelve months, ending at 
the latest time that he has correct returns; also, such 
other information as he may be in possession of, if 
any, showing the quantity of mail matter transmitted 
through other channels; also, the nearest estimate 
that he can furnish of the gross amount of Govern- 
ment franking in all its branches, exclusive of the 
Post Office Department, for a single year. 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill for the benefit of S. White. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the tenn of revising 
the criminal code of the United States, and of con- 
solidating the same into a single statute. ` 

Mr. McDOWELL submitted the following reso- 
ution; which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be, and the same are hereby, in- | 


structed to inquire into the propriety and expedi- 
ency of reporting a bill establishing a stage mail 
route from Ripley, (on the Ohio river,) in Brown 
county, Ohio,.to Circleville, in Pickaway county, 
Ohio, through the intermediate points designated in 
the petitions on. that subject. 

Mr. C. M. READ submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of regulating 
the appointments and promotion of the commis- 
sioned officers of the United States revenue ma- 
rine, and providing for their confirmation by the 
Sanate, and establishing- court martial. 

Mr. BOSSER submitted the following resolu- 
ion; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 

_ of establishing and constructing a national road from 

Natchitoches to Fort Jesup, thence to the Sabine 
river, in the State of Louisiana. 
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_ REPORT ON THE RULES. ' 
‘Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day; 


when 

; The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the report of the Select Committee. on 
the Rules; the quests being on the recommitment 
moved by. Mr. Bracx. 


Mr. BELSER, who had the floor, continued the 
course of remarks commenced by him yesterday. 
He observed that he had already showed to the 
House that, previous to the adoption of the English 
pill of rights, Parliament had. resolved that it would 
receive no petitions on certain subjects, and that 
there were many precedents on which petitions had 
been refused by it. He also stated that, in the 


course of his argument, he intended to take Ameri- - 


can precedents, and show from them, as he had con- 
clusively shown from the English, that it_was the 
established practice to reject petitions. The first 
case to which he would refer in this country, was 
that in which a petition was presented in the Senate 
of the United States on the subject of the removal 
of the deposites; upon which occasion, Mr. Clay 
objected to its reception. The question being put 
upon its reception, the vote was taken by yeas and 
nays, and decided in the negative. He would not 
take up the time of the House by reading the yeas 
and nays; it was sufficient to say that the motion 
not to receive the petition was submitted by Mr. 
Clay, which ought to satisfy a number of members 
on that floor; and it was sufficient to say that, the 
Senate, being the most august body in the world, 
the precedent ought to be satisfactory to all. He. 
would also refer to the precedents in that House, 
viz: the Pinckney rule, the Atherton rule, and lastly, 
the 21st rule, under which they had been acting for 
several years past, and which a Democratic major- 
ity wete now about to abolish. This last precedent 
he deemed the most important, and one that should 
govern the House; and, in support of that view, he 
would read some passages from Story on the Con- 
stitution, an authority that many in that House 
must respect. 

Mr. B. here read a few extracts from Judge Story, 
which the reporter has not been able to obtain, and 
therefore cannot insert in the present sketch. Mr. 
B. continued, that he had thus brought to the notice 
ofthe House, English precedents previous to the 
adoption of the bill of rights, and had also shown 
standing rules in the Parliament of that Government 
for the rejection of petitions. He had also brought 
precedents from the American Senate, and also from 
this House; and these, supported by the authority 
which he had just read from Judge Story, must be 
conclusive in that body. The next question which 
he wished to bring to the notice of the House was, 
what was the matter contained in this English bill 
of rights; because he should show that it was nearly 
identical with that in the amendment to the Consti- 
tution he had referred to. If he could show 
that the passage of this bill of rights in England 
was to secure the personal rights of the subject, and 
could trace the same object in the Constitution, he 
could also show that they had the same origin, viz: 
grievances which it was imperative necessary to re- 
dress. One of the grievances set forth in the for- 
mer was in these words—‘prosecuting those who 
petition the King;” and the bill declares the 
right of the people to petition the King, and that all 


prosecutions and commitments on that account are 


‘illegal. The object, then, of the adoption of the bill 


of rights, was to protect the subject from commit- 
ment and prosecution, and no other; and if gentle- 
men would take thé trouble to examine the proof, 
they would find that there was nota solitary loop 
to hang adoubt.on. It was not the right of peti- 
tion, as claimed here, that occasioned the adoption 
of that bill, but it was to prevent the people from 
being prosecuted and committed for petition- 
ing; and this, he contended, was the sole object 
that the framers of the Constitution had in view. 

The language of the Constitution was, “Congress 
shall make no law abridging the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Govern- 
ment fora redress of grievances;” and what tribunal 
was the law-making power vested in in this country? 
The House of Representatives of itself could make 
no law; it must pass both branches of the Legisla- 
ture, and be approved of by the President before it 
can become a law. He ‘wanted honorable gen- 
tlemen to go further with him in the examination of 
this amendment of the Constitution. “The right of 
the people peaceably to assemble, and petition. the 
Government for a redress of- grievances,” was. the 


| 
| 


language in} 
people of England when the bi 
ed? They were not permitted ‘to assemble to 

tion the Government; and you find the laneu 

this grievance incorporated’ in the Constitutio: 

there was no other-object intended by it, but to‘pro- 
tect the people from the infliction by Congress of 


conformity with the Constitution; and if gentlemen 
would examine, they would find that he was ap- 
proaching the bearing this had on the right of peti- 


tion. Now, this right of petition depended on voli- 
tion; the people out of doors might petition, and 
others might refuse to do so; while the legislative 
bony had as much right to refuse, as they.had to pei 
ion. j 
. There was another part of the Constitution, which 
guaranties to every portion of this Union protection . 
from domestic violence. Now, if these. abolition- 
ists were permitted to come in and excite domestic 
violence in the country, he asked what kind of Gov- 
ernment it was that was to raise troops to put down 
domestic violence which was excited by proceedings 
here. When members of that House saw that this 
agitation was calculated to excite domestic violence, 
and lead to dissensions and disunion, he asked if it 
was not their duty to check everything of that char- 
acter. He would call the attention of the. gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] who had 
presented the greatest number of these abolition pe- 
titions, to the compromises of that compact y 
which this Government came into existence; and he 
would ask him, if the grievance which these 
petitions complained of was not considered such at 
that time, if good faith did not require that it 
should not be brought up now, and that the com- 
pact should be carried out to the very letter. 

He heard the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Besrpsiey] areal on this floor, that, by ‘virtue 
of the powers given in the Constitution to amend it, 
in his opinion slavery could be abolished in 
this country, and still the integrity of the Union be 
preserved. He would tell the gentleman to “lay 
not that flattering unction to his soul.” He would 
tell him that when a bill of that kind passed this 
House, if the Southern members remained on 
the floor, they would have to call on the rocks and 
mountains to hide them from the indignation of a 
betrayed people. He would tell him that, when 
that time arrived, the Southern man who stood by 
and saw it done, would have a mark put on his 
forehead as indelible as that put on Cain. Talk not 
to him of amendments to the Copstitution. Talk 
not to him of taking away the slave representation 
of the South. .You cannot do it (said Mr. B.) but 
by revolution; and even that the gentleman would 
find to fail in accomplishing the object. 

Another gentleman [Mr. qans] said that, because 
slavery had never been expreesly recognised by law 
in the District of Columbia, it did not exist here; and 
that therefore it might be abolished by Congress. 
He asked these gentlemen, when they carried out 
their designs what was to become of the slave pop- 
ularion of the country? Were they to be devouring 
locusts in the land? “Were they to have an amalga- 
mation law, by which the two races might be blend- 
ed in one? What was to become of them? Would 
they be received at the N orth? He asked gentlemen 
what had become of the two hundred millions of 
money that had: been raised by the slave labor of 
the South. A very small portion of it had gone into 
the land offices of the Southwest. Had the South 
eaten or drunk it? If so, they must be the greatest 
eluttons on earth. Where had it gone to? Why, by 
ihe silent operations. of tariffs, the banking sys- 
tem, &c., it had gone to build u the great 
cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, 
and no small portion of it to the rivers and harbors 
of the West and the North. He asked gentlemen, 
then, what did they expect to gain by the abolition 
of slavery? But the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Bearpszey,] laid down a doctrine which. the 
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Gerritt Smiths and Burneys-had never yet come up 
to. He had gone a step farther than the leading 
abolitionists of the country, when he said that Con- 
ress had a right to emancipate the slaves of this 
District without paying for them. J 

Mr. BEARDSLEY: The gentleman misunder- 
stood me. I never said so; I said that Congress had 
a right to emancipate the slaves of the District; but 
I waived the question uf compensation. 

Mr. BELSER. Well, the gentleman said that 
Congress has the right to emancipate the slaves of the 
District, without the consent of their masters, and 
take the money out of the federal treasury. ; 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said that he had not said so. 
He expressly waived the question as to making 
compensation for them. ` ‘ 

r. BELSER. Well, as far as the gentleman has 
gone, it is farther than the greatest abolitionists, 
Gerritt Smith, Birney, &c., have ever gone. 

He then spoke of the rightful existence of slavery 
in this District; and said, though, as had been ob- 
served, Congress had exclusive jurisdiction over this 
District, there was a great difference between exclu- 
sive and unlimited power. He pursued his argu- 
ment on this subject at great length. 

Mr. COBB said, at the time the amendment was 
offered by his colleague he regretted that sucha 
motion was made, believing that it would be better 
to take the vote after the committee had reported on 
the subject, if this report was sent bank on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 
Gooir;| but now he was satisfied that a sound vote 
could be given on the instructions, which. would 
finally settle the question as to the existence of the 
2ist rule. He could not agree with some gentlemen 
who had preceded ‘him, that all hope of retaining 
that rule was passed; he trusted that the sound judg- 
ment of this House would be brought to bear upon 
it, and that the South would still have that guaranty 
for the proecction of their rights. 

Fie regretted that the gentleman from South Cara- 
linu (Mr. Ruevt] should, in the course of his able 
and interesting argument, have expressed the opin- 
ion that there existed in the Southern States, and 
that it was growing rapidly, a dissatisfaction with 
this Union. He (Mr. C.) disavowed it for his 
State. So far as he was able to form an opinion, 
the feeling which pervaded the people of Georgia 
wss one of attachment and devotion to the Union; 
and it grew with their growth, and strengthened 
with their strength. 

He then proceeded to argue that the 21st rule 
was no violation of the right of petition. The House 
had been referred to the English precedents; and 
they were aware that the people of that country 
were not permitted to assemble in large numbers, 
nor to petition the Government after they had as- 
sembled and deliberated; and hence the déclaration 
of rights. And our forefathers stipulated for the 
right of petition, in consequence of what they had 
seen and suffered under the English Government; 
but as soon as the petition was offered, he contended 
that the right of the petitioners ceased. He entered 
fully into an argument on this subject, which he 
sustained with much ability. He said the Constitu- 
tion of the United States could not be twisted, by 
any construction, into an authority for the reception 
of these petitions; for if it were so, they would be 
compelled to receive any petition, however disre- 
spectful, or be guilty of a violation of the Constitu- 
tion. He counselled the House to firmness on this 
question, both here and before their constituents; 
and instanced the different results of the two courses 
pursued by gentlemen from Ohio. One [Mr. Wer- 
LER] had met the question firmly at j neeption, 
and the result had been that his district was unob- 
jectionable on this subject; but the other gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gappines] had pursued a different 
course; and the result was diferent too. He eatled 
upon gentlemen, then, to meet the question, and 
maintain the constitutional rights of the South, un- 
biassed by the apprehension of false issues before 
the people, 

But he conceived it was a duty which they of the 
South owed to the Northern gentlemen who had 
advocated the continuance of this rule, to stand hy 
the rule themselves, and never to forsake it. It 
was a duty resting on the Southern representation 
in that House, apart from the duty which they 
owed their constituents, to support those who had 
been sacrificed on account of their devotion to this 
cause; for it was an undoubted fact, that some 
had been sacrificed; that advantage had been taken 
of their course of conduct on this subject by opposing 
candidates, and they had been ousted from their seats, 
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aud their places supplied by others who were more in- 
scrupulous. They owed a duty, he repeated, to these 
men—a duty which, he insisted, the South would dis- 
charge honestly and faithfully. Thegentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cineman] said, in the course of 
this discussion, that if we have placed our friends in a 
false position, if they are falling under the fire of the 
enemy, itis our duty to sustain them. He did not 
know whether he rightly understood the gentleman. 
If he alluded to his own political friends, he ques- 
tioned very much if any of them would be found in 
the list of killed and wounded. [A laugh.] But if 
he alluded to Northern Democrats, he would say to 
them, hearken not to the voice of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina; rather listen to the 
voice and counsel of those with whom you 
have been associated upon other important 
questions; do not discriminate, but give to your 
friends in the South the same attention which you 
have given them on other occasions. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina should have listened to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who had battled shoulder to shoulder with them of 
the South whenever their interest required it. The 
gentleman had met his constituents, and had been 
returned again; and. now, because the South is di- 
vided, he feels it his duty to yield. Let it go to the 
people—let it be published to the world—that South- 
ern men were ruining the cause by their own divi- 
sions. He appealed to the Democracy of that House. 
Was there one in that House—could there be one 
returned to that House, who would yield up the 
inestimable right which had been granted to them 
under a rule of that House! The division of the 
South. It existed not with the Democracy; they 
had not divided; they would not divi e; and 
he trusted very few of their Southern friends would 
be found following in the wake of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. He saw many gentlemen 
around him who had sanctioned that rile, and yet 
had been again returned by their constituents’ to 
that House. But on the other hand, how many 
had been’ returned of those who had abandoned 
the rule? Where were they? Their places were 
filled by those who, he trusted, would more worthi- 
ly fill them. Where were those who, on a 
former occasion, abandoned the South—who, on 
voting on this delicate, important, and all-absording 
question, took opposite ground to that of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman from 
Ohio? Their votes in that connexion would not an- 
swer the demands of the South. The South were 
not willing to trust their rights to such guardian- 
ship. They feared the result; and well they might. 
But suppose the point were yielded, and the 21st 
tule dispensed with: how would they be met 
by gentlemen on that floor, who ‘were de- 
claring that all they asked was a mere reception 
of their petitions. They did not ask that they should 
be referred, debated, or reported upon. But he was 
not prepared to trust to such pledges. What had 
become of all the pledges which were given at the 
time the 2Ist rule was established? The question 
had been met fairly, openly, and with a determina- 
tion not to yield to a false issue during the Whig 
Congress. And was it now to be abandoned in this 
Congress? No. If the pitiful favor of receiving 
the petition and placing it upon the table were 
granted without any other action upon it, what 
would those individuals who had driven them into 
that grant next say to that House? They would 
raise the same difficulties which were now opposing 
them. They would say, Itis true you have re- 
ceived our petitions, but ‘that is not the fulfilment of 
the great right which we claim. They would never 
be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER here announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 

Mr. ADAMS seid he hoped the gentleman would 
be permitted to proceed with his remarks. 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts intended to move a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. ADAMS declined doing so, as the gentle- 
man from Georgia did not seem desirous of pro- 
ceeding. 

The SPEAKER presented to the House the fol- 
lowing 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS: 


1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the act of April, 21, 1808 
and 1809, statements of all contracts made by the 
bureau under the direction of this department du- 
ring the year 1843, with copies of the contracts for 


stationery, printing, and binding; which letter and. 
statements were ordered to lie on the table. : 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting the annual report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, containing a list of applicants for pensions, - 
or whose claims have been rejected during the past 

ear. : 
K 3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in obedience of a resolution of the House of the 
9th instant, a report of Capt. Wm. H. Bell of the 
St. Louis Arsenal, relative to the mineral lands of 
the Upper Mississippi; referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. f 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a report on the present condition 
of the revenue marine service; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. i 

Messrs. BELSER and COBB occupied the floor 
during the morning hour on this subject. 

On motion by Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the House 
then went into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Winturop in the chair,) and 
took up the subject of the reference of that portion 
of the President’s message which relates to the 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN WATERS. 


Mr. JAMESON, being entitled to the floor, pro~ 
ceeded to address the committee, He had not in- 
tended, at this stage of the proceedings, to occupy 


‘the attention of the committee; but so many false 


issues had been made upon the question under. con- 
sideration, that he considered it to be his duty to 
explain his views upon the subject. Unfortunately, 
there seemed to be a disposition on the part of some 
of the Eastern, and of the Western members also, 
upon that floor, to excite sectional jealousy in the 
discussion of this matter, by making invidious dis- 
tinctions or comparisons between the West and the 
East. They ought all, upon that floor, to consider 
themselves ‘as belonging to one great family—all 
determined to take care of every individual portion 
of the Union, and each portion to. take care 
ofthe whole. He was aware that the West- 
ern interests of this Union had received from 
other sections a helping hand. Ie was aware that 
the State of New York, which seemed to have be- 
come somewhat sensitive in relation to this. matter, 
on account of certain remarks which had been 
thrown out by gentlemen from the West, had hith- 
erto ranged herself on the side of Western interests, 
It was not his object, therefore, to array the West- 
em interest against that State, or against any of the 
Southern States, or to make any union of interests 
for the purpose of carrying any measure which had 
not in itself true merit to recommend it. He dif- 
fered from some gentlemen in toto in relation 
to where this subject should be referred. He had no- 
thing against the Committee on Commerce on the 
score of illiberality towards Western interests—far 
from it; but the ground he took was, that each and 

very interest of the Union should be placed in the 
hands of those dircetly interested in it: This posi- 
tion might be illustrated by a plain and simple figure; 
you should never put a child in the hands ofa nurse 
who cares nothing for it. It was a rule laid down 
by Mr. Jefferson himself, that each particular in- 
terest in every portion and section of the Union 
should have an opportunity of bringing forward 
their own measures in the strongest possible shape. 
After that was done, it was for the House to 
determine whether thosé interests possessed 
such merits as would authorize them to grant 
their demands. He denied that the report of a 
select committee, in an intelligent body like this, 
would have less weight than that of a standing 
commiltee. It was the merit of the subject referred, 
which should give weight to the report, and entitle 
it to favorable consideration. He could not, for bis 
life, see why so much anx ty should exist on the 
part cf his friends from New York, to have this 
mutter referred to the Committee on Commerce. He 
was perfeclly willing that the gentleman should refer 
to that committee their Eastern interests, Ele would 
not desire to have given to his charge, asa Western 
man, the interests of the East; and he had supposed 
that they would be equally glad to get rid of the 
matters which more particularly referred to the 
Western section of the Union. He did not, in these 
observations, intend, in the remotest degree, to cast 
censure upon the Committeeon Commerce; he was 
guided solely by the principle laid down by Jeffer- 
son himself. 

Mr. J. then noticed the trifling amount of appropri 
ations that had been made for the Western waters, 
and compared it with the large appropriations that 


had-béen made with so liberal a hand for the East; 
arguing that justice, as well as good poliey, required 
that the. West should have an equal share of the fa- 
vors of the Government. On the constitutional ques- 
tion involved, he showed that appropriations for the 
protection of Western commerce were as much 
sanctioned by the Constitution as appropriations for 
the Atlantic commerce; and contended that that in- 
strument recognised no such absurd distinction as 
that between commerce on salt, and commerce on 
fresh water; that whether our merchandise was 
transported on the Mississippi and its tributaries, on 
the lakes, or on the ocean, or the waters emptying 
into it, it was still American commerce, and equally 
deserving of protection. After showing the vast 
amount of losses annually on the Mississippi and 
other Western rivers for want of the necessary ex- 
penditures for the removal of obstructions to their 
navigation, he went on to cite the authority of Mr. 
Jefferson, Mr. Madison, Mr. Monroe, and General 
Jackson, in favor of the constitutionality and expe- 
diency of appropriations of the public money for 
such objects. 

He then went into some general remarks on the 
subject of the tariff, which had been introduced into 
this debate, and spoke of the burdens which it 
threw upon the people of the West. He also replied 
to. some portions of the speeches of -Mr. Hunt of 
New York and others, and defended Mr. Van Bu- 
yen against the imputation that he had neglected 
Western interests. 

Mr. A. STEWART of Pennsylvania obtained 
the floor, but he yielded to a motion to rise; and the 
coinmiitee accordingly rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. BURKE withdrew some papers from the 
files of the House; but the object was not under- 
atood. 


DISOBEDIENCE OF THE WILL OF THE HOUSE 


OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted a resolution, call- 
ing upon the head of the Navy Department to state 
to this House why a resolution, passed on the 9th 
of August, 1842, calling for certain information from 
that department, had not been complied with. The 

recise terms of the resolution were not distinctly 
heard as it was read. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL objected to the resolution; 


and amotion at the same time was made to ad- | 


ourn. į 
: Mr. WELLER asked permission, before the 
House adjourned, to give notice .of a motion to re- 
consider a resolution submitted this morning by 
Mr. Parrerson of New York, calling upon the 
Postmaster General for certain information in rela- 
tion to the business of the post office. 

Mr. PATTERSON stated that the resolution 
called for information for twelve months past; but 
he now understodd that such information was not in 
the possession: of the department. There was, how- 
ever, the required facts for one month; and, as that 
would answer the purpose of his inquiry, he hoped 
the House would consent to reconsider, that the res- 
olution might be so amended as to call for informa- 
tion for one month only. 

It was understood, amidst the confusion that pre- 
vailed, that the notice was received. 

Mr, G. JOHNSON then moved a suspension of 
the rules, for the purpose of obtaining an opportuni- 
ty to get in his resolution, remarking that nearly two 
years had elapsed. since the call to which his reso- 
lution referred had been made upon the Navy De- 
partment, 

Mr. WELLER observed that there was not a 
quorum in attendance; and therefore he moved an 
adjournment. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
thereon; but they were not ordered; and 

The House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: The petition of J. W. 
Briggs and twenty-nine other citizens of Sullivan 
county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to im- 
prove the navigation of the Wabash river. i 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Eli Darling, 
for relief: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. -PHGENIX: The petition of the repre- 
sentatives of the yearly meetings of the society of 
Friends for. New. England and New York, asking 
the attention of the General Government to the con- 
dition of the aborigines of. our country: referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of H. S. Has- 


mer and one hundred and forty-seven other citizens 
of Ohio, asking a donation of lands to improve the 
navigation of the Wabash river: referred tọ. the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMES: The petition of the merchants 
of Charleston, South Carolina, for repairs to the 
custom-house at Charleston. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR of New York: The petition 
and papers of Benjamin , of Troy, New York, 
praying for remuneration for certain damages sus- 
tained by him. 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: Two petitions, 
signed by five hundred and fifty citizens of the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation for a harbor at the town of Southport, 
Racine county, in said Territory: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEONARD: The petition of Susannah 
Langreen, for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 15, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, covering a report from the Register of the 
Treasury, made in compliance witha resolution of 
the Senate of the 18th ult., showing what amount 
of money is due the State of Mississippi on account 
of the two per cent. and the three per cent. funds, 
and on account of the distribution fund, &¢.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also,a report from the Treasury Department, 
covering a report from the Second Auditor of the 
Treasury, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of December 20, 1843, showing the 
amount of money paid on certificates of the board 
of commissioners under the 17th article of the 
Cherokee treaty, &¢.; which, on motion of Mr. 
JARNAGIN, was laid on the table ull a report 
upon the same subject shall have been received 
from the War Department. 

Also, a report from the War Department, in com- 
pliance with two several acts of Congress, covering 
statements of all the contracts made by all the bu- 
reaus under that department for the year 1843: or- 
dered to lie on the table. . 

Also, a commupication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting a statement and report of the 
names of the clerks and other persons employed in 
that department in the year 1843: ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, containing a list of applica- 
tions for pensions, and increase of pensions, whose 
claims were rejected in 1842 and 43. A motion to 
print was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the presentment of the 
grand jury of the Mobile district, Alabama, on the 
subject of the erection of a house for the accommo- 
dation of the court in that district: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial of 
the representatives of the yearly meeting of the So- 
ciety of Friends of New England and New York, 
calling the attention of Congress to the condition of 
the aborigines: referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also presented a memorial from a number of cit- 
izens of Indiana, asking Congress to make a grant 
of a certain portion of the unsold lands in the 
Vincennes district, to open a_direct communication 
between Lake Erie and the Ohio rivers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was ordered that 
the petition of Azael Spalding, praying compensa- 
tion for his services as a pension agent, be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill deelar- 
ing the assentof Congress to the State of Ilinois 
to improvea tax on lands hereafter sold in that 
State by the United States, from and after the sale 
of such lands; which was twice read, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from John 
J. MeCaughan, of the State of Mississippi, praying 
confirmation of title to a tract of land in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. . 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Wi- 


liam A. Palmer and others, praying for the estab- | 


~ lishment of ä mail'route from Jonesbo 


Machias, by the way of Whitreyville, < 
river, to East Machias: referred to the Committ 
the Post Office and Post Roads. eg ee, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
187 citizens of Michigan, praying a reduction of the: 
rates of postage; which was. reférred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. -. aie 

Also, a “petition from sundry citizens of McComb 
county, Michigan, asking an appropriation for the 
improvement of the mouth of -Clinton river, and for: 
the erection of a light-house: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. EED PLE a 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial signed: 
by several thousand citizens of Philadelphia, and’ 
one from citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, asking 
for a reduction of the rates of postage: on letters, 
periodicals, and newspapers. Mtr. . expressed a 
wish that the prayers of the memorialists would be 
complied with. The memorials were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was ordered that 
the petition of Alexander Watson, praying indemni- 
ty for losses of property in Florida, be taken: from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on. the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table, under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be directed to inquire whether any wrong or injury 
has been done to the Winnebago Indians by with- 
holding part of their annuity, or by applying any 
part thereof to unauthorized purposes. ‘ 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Peter S. V. Hamot, asking that, on aceount of the 
negligent conduct of Government, a certain sum of 
money may be refunded him, which he was ob- 
liged to pay the United States, wider judgment and 
execution, as bail of Thomas Foster, the then col- 
lector for the port of Presque Isle, in the State of 
Pennsylvania: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition, very nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Carroll county, in the 
State of Indiana, praying the establishment of the 
Western armory at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, two petitions from citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing a grant of an additional quantity of land to In- 
diana, for the purpose of completing the Wabash 
and Erie Canal to the Ohio river: referred to the. 
Committee on Roads and Canals. : 


Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from’ Dr. . 
M.F. hormon praying that, in the settlement of his 
accounts, the sum of $858 may be allowed him for 
pne stores, which were destroyed on board the 

nited States ship Eriè by a hurricane: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. + 

Mr. DAYTON presented _a petition from Mary 
Garrison, Martha Emmel, Mary Baird, Margaret 
F. Morris, and others, widows of revolutionary 
soldiers, who were pensioners for five years, pray- 
ing to be placed on the pension list as pensioners 
for life: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from Thos. 
George Clinton, M. D., of Virginia, in relation to 
certain improvements on steam engines: referred to: ` 
the Committee on Neval Affairs. ; 

On Motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition, of John. Mor- 
gan, praying compensation for military: services; 
and the petition of Christopher Miller:for services 
rendered as Indian spy under General Wayne; and 
they were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which were referred the petition 
of the heirs of Daniel Truehart, praying indemnity 
for property destroyed by the enemy during the 
revolutionary war; the petition of Charles Morgan, 
praying compensation for the services of his father 
in the revolutionary war; and the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of William Lomax, 
made adverse reports thereon; which were order- 
ed to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the petition of E. B. & S. Ward, praying indemnity 
for losses on a contract entered into with the Post 
Office Department, made an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 

rinted. 

My. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which the subject had been referred by resolution 
of the. Senate, reported a bill making compensation. 


144 


to pension. agen 
tó ä second reading. 


Mr. BATES remarked ‘that the provisions of the” 


bill were prospective in their character; and moved 
that the Gommittee on Pensions be discharged from 
the further consideration: of all petitions before it 
praying compensation for services heretofore per- 
‘ormed as pension agents: agreed to. 

Mr. PORTER gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to provide for 
the construction of a canal around the Falls of St. 
Mary’s. i 

“On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeJed to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after a long session therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monnay, January 15, 1844. 


The journal having been read— 

Mr. RELFE rose and moved the suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to introduce the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That, after three o’clock to-morrow, the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution in commit- 
tee, refering so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the Western waters to the Committee on 
Commerce, and that the said resolution be reported 
with the amendments, if any, at that hour. 

Mr. RELFE remarked that he was induced to 
propose to this resolution from various consider- 
ations. The subject had been before the committee 
for many days, eliciting much debate, and it did seem 
to him, the subject. was exhausted, at least so far as 
concerned information necessary to the House; but 
a more imperious necessity prompted him to present 
and urge upon the House the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. Yesterday’s mail brought the melancholy in- 
telligence of the wreck of another steamboat in the 
Mississippi river, almost within the harbor of St. 
Louis, which caused the loss of life to some fifty or 
sixty persons, under the most distressing circum- 
stances. We have heard, (said Mr. Retre,) from day 
to day, in this House, strong professions of friendly 
fecling towards Western appropriations, by gentle- 
men from the South, the North. and the East; and 
he would now earnestly ask of those gentlemen to 
give some immediate action on this matter. It is 
action we want to satisfy Western people; give us 
the means of protecting the lives and property of 
our people against the dangers of Western naviga- 
tion. 

The question was then taken, resulting in 71 ayes 
and 61 noes: f 

So the suspension was not carried, there not being 
a majority of two-thirds. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGES. 


The following resolution submitted by M. Part- 
terson on Saturday, was taken up for consider- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to report to this House the number of drop and free 
letters each, received at all the post offices in the 
United States for the last twelve months, ending at 
the latest time that he has correct returns; also, such 
other information at he may be in possession of, if 
any, showing the quantity of mail matter transmitted 
through other channels; also, the nearest estimate 
that he can furnish of the gross amount of Govern- 
ment franking in allits branches, exclusive of the 
Post Office Department, for a single year. 

A. short discussion then ensued, in which the res- 
olution was supported by Messrs. PATTERSON, 
BEARDSLEY, and CARROLL, and opposed by 
Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. KENNEDY said that, inasmuch as the 
Chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads had declared, a few minutes ago, that 
that committee were unanimous in favor of a tho- 
rough reform in that department of the Govern- 
ment; and inasmuch as the gentleman from New 
York, who has just taken his seat, has expressed 
his opinion that that reformation should embrace the 
relieving the Post Office Department from the bur- 
den of transmitting communications from the other 
departments of Government free of postage, he felt 
it his duty, as a member of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to say, that although he 
was favorable to a proper reformation in the post 
office charges of the Government, yet that reforma- 
tion should be kept within certain defined mits. 
He stated that he was willing to reduce the postage 


nts; which was read, and “ordered “IF on letters and other mail matter, provided that redue- 


tion would not reduce*the net revenues “of the de- 
partment. This, it is contended, will not be its ef- 


fect. If so, well; but on “this subject he wished 60 | 


be distinctly understood. For one, he intended to 
make that department depend entirely on its own rev- 
enues for support. In no event would he consent 
to charge the general treasury with any part of its 
burdens. For, to do so, would be to charge the 
great mass of the people, who have but little or no 
connexion with its benefits, with the postages of 
those who use this department to facilitate their busi- 
ness,. and increase their pleasure. To such an ar- 
rangement he would never consent. 

_ After some further conversation, the reconsidera- 
tion, by consent, was postponed until to-morrow. 


RESOLUTION DAY. 


The SPEAKER announced the call of the States 
for resolutions, to be the business next in order. 
Mr. REDING offered the following; which lies 


over: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House the amount dis- 
bursed in each year, and in each State and Ter- 
ritory, from 1834 to 1843, both inclusive, for 
fortifications, light-houses, public debt, revolu- 
tionary and other pensions, internal improve- 
ments, including piers, breakwaters, &c., in con- 
tinuation of the table prepared in obedience to a call 
of this House of the 23d December, 1843. 


Mr. SEVERANCE offered the following; which 


‘was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be directed to inquire into the expediency 
of further extending the provisions of the act of 
July, 1838, by which a pension was granted for five 
years from the 4th of March, 1836, to any widow 
who was married to a soldier after the expiration of 
his last period of service, and before the Ist January, 
1794, which debt was, in 1834, extended to March 
4th, 1844, when it will expire; and to provide, also, 
for those who have become widows of such sol- 
diers by the death of their husbands, since March 
4th, 1841. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, 
be requested to cause to be communicated to this 
House, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
any complaint of the Government of the Republic 
of Texas against the Government or officers of the 
United States, for any aggression upon the territory 
or the military authority of Texas, and copies of 
any correspondence between the two Governments 
relating to the subject. 


Mr. KING of Massachusetts offered the follow- 
ing; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be directed to consider the expediency of 
reporting an appropriation for the completion of the 
breakwater at Sandy Bay in Massachusetts. 


Mr. PHŒNIX submitted the following; which 
lies over: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to report to this House the emoluments and dis- 
bursements of the lower or branch post office in 
the city of New York, embracing the number of 
persons employed, and the salaries paid them re- 
spectively, the number of boxes disposed ofat that 
office, and the amount received for them, and the 
amount of postage received at each of the offices; 
also to report on the propriety of abolishing the 
extra charge ef two cents on the letters delivered 
from that office. 

Mr. DANA offered the foliowing; which les 
over: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United State of America in Congress assembled, 
(two-thirds of both Houses concurring) That the 
following amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, be proposed to the several States, to be 
valid to all intents and purposes as a part of said 
Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of said States, viz: 

Any State, instead of appointing electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President, may, by a statute of such 
State, authorize the people thereof to vote directly 
for President and Vice President; such voting may 
be at a general or special election held within the 
time for appointing electors; every person entitled 
to vote for a member of Congress in such State shall 


be entitled to vote for President and Vice President; 


: the votes‘so given shall be counted and canvassed in 


such manner as the laws of the State shall provide; 


< the State canvassers shall make distinct lists of all 


persons voted for as President and Vice President, 
and.of the number of votes given for each; and cer- 
tify which person has the greatest number of votes 
for President, and which the greatest number for 
Vice President; and shall sign and transmit, sealed, 
such lists and certificates to the seat of government 
of the United States, directed to the President of the 


‘Senate; and the certificates shall be opened at the 


same time, and in the same manner, as the’ certifi- 
cates of the votes of other States for, President and 
Vice President; and there shall be counted for the’ 
person having the greatest number of votes in such 
State for President, the number of votes such State 
is entitled to give for President; and for the person 
having the greatest number of votes in such State 
for Vice President, the number of votes such State 
is entitled to give for Vice President. 


Mr. CARROLL offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to this House the amount heretofore eX- 
pended in the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of the Genesee river, in the State of New 
York, and the amount necessary to complete the 
same so as to admit the safe entry of vessels. 


Mr. FISH offered the following; which was 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to communicate to this House at what rates the sil- 
ver coins (other than those of the federal coinage) 
in usual circulation are received at the post office in 
the city of New York; and whether such coins are 
or have been disposed of by any of the officers or 
clerks in the said post office at a higher rate than 
that at which they were received. 

Mr. MACLAY offered the following; which was , 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the petition of Elizabeth Fitch, 
and the accompanying papers, asking for the pay of 
her husband for services in the revolutionary war, 
be taken from the files of the House; and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THB SUSQUEHANNAH. 


On motion of Mr. J. BROWN, the following re- 
solution was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to ingnire into the expediency of appro- 
priating $40,000 to the improvement of the navigation 
of the Susquehannah river near its mouth, in the 
State of Maryland. 


THE NAVY. 


Mr. EDWARD J. MORRIS moved the following . 
resolution, which was read; and, objection being 
made, it was laid upon the table one day under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to furnish the House with a table of the 
comparative cost of building ships-of-the-line, fri- 
gates, steamships, and sloops of war, since 1815, 
at the different navy-yards in the Union. 


A PENSION. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the following reso- 
lution was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be instrueted to inquire into the expediency ofin- 
creasing the pension of William Keller, an invalid 
pensioner, or granting him arrears of pension from 
the time he was wounded in the service of the Uni- 
States until he was placed on the invalid pension 
list;and that his papers, now on the files of this 
House, be referred to said committee. 


CONGRESSIONAL POST OFFICE. 
On motion of Mr. STEENROD, it was 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Retrench- 
ment be instructed to report a bill to establish one 
post office for both Houses of Congress, to be kept 
in the Capitol, instead of the two offices now kept. 


EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
_ Mr. ANDREW STEWART moved the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read; and debate arising 
thereon, it was laid over, under the rule, viz: 
Resolved, That the Comymnittee of Ways and 
Means be instructed so to limit the appropriations 
for the support of Government for the next fiscal 


[Continued from No. 9.] 
fee snot, to excee 
“year: ending the 31st December, 1843. 


ution was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the petition and accompani ing pa- 
„pers of Richard M. Sneed, presented at h 


: Judiciary; and that said committee be instructed to 
mre into the propriety of granting the relief prayed 
or, > : 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, it was 


_Resolved, That the memorial and other papers of 
Janette Taylor, and other heirs of Commodore John 


Paul Jones, presented to the twenty-fourth Congress, ` 


< second session, be taken from the ‘files, and be refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims: 
. Mr. BURT offered the following resolution; which 
lies over one day, under the rule: - 


` Resolved, That 2,000 extra copies of Senate docu- 
ment No. 210, of the second session twenty-seventh 
` Congress, being synoptical and comparative tariffs 
with all those nations with whom the United States 
‘have conventions, and a comparison of the tariffs of 
1816, 1824, 1828, 1832, be printed. 


NAVY-YARD ON THE OHIO. 


Mr. FRENCH offered the following resolution; 
- Which was adopted: 


"Whereas the growing commerce of the West re- 
quires the fostering care of the Government: . 


R i ; 
Therefore, resolved, 'That the Committee on Naval 
Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
-of establishing a nay y-yard at some eligible point 
on the:Ohio or Mississippi rivers, and of connecting 
` With it the purchase and manufacture of hemp for 
the navy.: 
~ On motion of Mr. DEBERRY, the following 
resolution was. agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency. of establishing a post route from Ashboro 
to Lawrenceville, North Carolina. 

»y. On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed tò inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a mail route from Bald- 
Winsville, in the county of Onondaga, to Wolcott, 
in the county of Wayne, in the State of New York. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CALDWELL offered the following resolis 
: tion; which lies over one day, under the the rule: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
-Means be instructed to inquire, as soon as practica- 
ble, into the expediency of so modifying the 
present tariff of duties on imports as to provide, 
“together with the other resources of the treasury, 
arevenue sufficient for, and limited to the wants of 
an-economical administration of the General Gov- 
ernment, with such ‘discrimination as will dispense 
the benefits ‘and impose the burdens of Government 
equally upon all classes, and upon the principle 
that will tax, as far as practicable, the property and 
not the people of the nation. 
ws Mr. LYON offered the following reso'utica; which 
hes over for one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary af War be requested 
to furnish this House with copies of the plats, sur- 
“yveys, and estimates of the‘ Engineer Department, 
nich have been made by that department, with a 
-Mew to. the improvement of “the harbors at the 
ihs‘of the Kalamazoo aad Grand rivers, in the 
of Michigan, 
: PENSION AGENCY, 
ie following resolution, affered by Mr. TIB- 
9, Hes over ans days” a 
s Phat the Committee on Revolntionary 
s be“instracted to -inguire inte the expedien- 
orizing: the Secretary of. the Treasury to 
names of any pensioners resident in’ the 
sntucky to.be: transferred, on their appli- 


d the expenditures of ‘the last, 
‘Oi motion of Mr. DANIEL, the following reso- | 
e last ses- 


sion of Congress, be taken ‘from the-files-of theg 
‘House and again referred to the Committee on the‘ 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. LYON. gaver 
row, ask leave to introduce a bill to give the consent 
of Congress:to the sale-or other disposition of certain 
salt spring lands heretofore granted to the State of 
Michigan. : P S 
ir. G. A. CALDWELL gave notice that, to- 
Trow, or some subsequent day, he would intro- 


uce a bill for the relief of Eaton’ Nance. 
“On motion of Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That the memorial from the eitizens of 
the city of Detroit, relative-to the construction of a 
canal around the rapids ‘of the St. Mary’s river, near 
the foot of Lake Superior, which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals on the inst., be 
printed for the use of this House. 

On motion of Mr. SIMONS, 

Resolved, That the lithographing, engraving, or 
printing of maps for the House, shall not include 
any expense, nor authorize any payment, for the 
coloring of such maps, unless specially ordered. 

Mr. HUBARD moved the following resolution; 
which was read, and laid upon the table one day, 
under the rule, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform this House the amount of duties 
received on imported salt; also, the quantity import- 
ed, the probable cost of collecting the duties, and the 
probable force required in the several custom-houses 
to collect said duties; also, that he report the amount 
allowed for drawbacks and fishing bounties, and the 
amount of net revenue derived from the salt tax go- 
ing into the treasury for the support of Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. McILVAINE offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and debate arising thereon, it 
was laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to report to this House the names and number of the 
graduates of the West Point Academy in each year, 
tor the last ten years; what number of the said grad- 
uates passed into the service of the United States, 
stating which branch of the service; whether any of 
those so entered into the service of the United States 
have resigned, and the date of such resignation; also, 
whether the persons so resigning were under orders 
from the department for active service, and the date 
of such orders. 


On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
orting a bill to appropriate the refuse of the public 
Tends in Shawneetown and Palestine districts, and so 
much of the refuse land in the Vincennes district as 
lies in the counties of Vigo, Sullivan, and Knox, to 
the purpose ofimproving the navigation of the Wa- 
bash river, and appropriating the balance of the ref- 
use lands in the Vincennes district to assist In- 
diana in completing the Wabash and Erie canal to 
the Ohio river. 
On motion of Mr. OWEN, 


Resolved, That the memorial of Robert Greenhow, 
on the subject of the discovery and title of the Ore- 
gon Territory, heretofore reported to the Senate and 
published fortbat body, be printed for the use of 
this House. 

Gn mation of Mr. W. J. BROWN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a weekly: mail route from 

*Columbus, in Bartholomew county, to Westport, in 
Decatur county, Indiana. 
WABASH AND ERIE CANAL. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT gave notice on 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, he would ask 
leave to intraduce the following bul: 

A bill to confirm to the State of Indiana certain lands 
selected by her for that portion of the Wabash and 


that 


thar, 


Erie canal which lies between the mouth of :the.- 
mouth of the Tippecanoe river and. Terre Hante, - 
‘amendatory ‘of the act of Congress approved F ebru: 


ary 27, 1841, and for‘other purposes. ee 


in Kentucky ‘to the agency in| 


“notice: that he would, tomor- 


_ Cumberland. road, from 


the amount of hospital m 
and seamen in the merchant 
Michigan, and Ontario, ‘and 
Wat custom-hotise paid, and 
pended; and what amount is still un Dp 
Mr. HARDIN. moved the ‘following 


which was read as-follows:, 

_ Resolved, ‘That the Committee‘on Road 
nals. be instructed to in 
reporting a bill for the 


Springfield, the present seat of government 6 
State of Illinois, to Iowa city, the seat: of pover- 
ment-of Iowa Territory, along ‘the most direct and 
eligible route; and, ‘also,’ to inquire what, ‘if: any, 
roads-should be constructed in: each of ‘the States at 
the expense of the General Government, "°° 
On motion of Mr. FICKLIN, .° 
Resolved, That the Committee. on: Pu 
inquire into the expediency of ‘so amendin 
isting laws regulating the sales of the publi 
as that the remaining forty acres of land may 
tered by the person who has: previously entere 
ty acres of any eighty acre tract of land: belonging’ 
to the United States; and that they inquire into the: 
expediency of granting liberal pre-emption tights too. `` 
persons making improvements on. the publi ds. 
in the large prairies; and that the length of tine be 
graduated by the distance that each imp é 
may be situated from the nearest timber: : 
Also, that they inquire into the expediency of. es- 
tablishing a permanent pre-emption. law to the.actu- 
al settler, so guarded as to prevent the speculator- 
from receiving the benefits thereof. ae 
And, also, that they inquire into the expediency 
of graduating the price of, the public lands in’ pro- 
pornon to the length of time that said Jands have 
en in market. oe Bhat ay, 
Mr BELSER submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered and agreed to: 


‘Whereas the people of the southeastern’ part of 
Alabama are now put to great inconvenience and 
much expense from their remoteness from the nearest 

oint in which the district court of the United States 
is held in our State, be it therefore x 

Resolved, Thatthe Judiciary Committee be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of forming another 
district for the said circuit court of the United States, 
embracing the southeastern point of the said State 
of Alabama; and also of fixfhg the place of holdin, 
said court in the city of Montgomery. ` 


On motion by McCONNELL, . 


Resolved, That the Committee on the. Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency ‘of 
changing the direction of the great western mail 
road, terminating at Madison, (the terminus‘ of the 
western railroad,) in the State of Georgia, s0 a8 to 
run by Covington, McDonough, Griffin, Greenville; 
Le Grande, West Point, in the State of Georgia; 
thence by Lafayette, Dadeville, Tallassee, to We- 
tumpka, in the State of Alabama} with leave to re~ 


port by bill or otherwise >: 
On motion by Mr, McCONNELL, 
Resolved, That the Committce on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of au- 
ihorizing the: President- of the -United States, under 
the provisions of the last Creek treaty, to sell to the 
highest: bidder, at public auction, ‘the residue of 
Creek reservations tinder said treaty, known as dead 
Indiait.reservations—the proceeds of said sale to be 
deposited in. the treasury ofthe United States, until 
claimed by the legal heirs of said Indian reservees; 


“with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. REID of North Carolina, 


~ Resolved; That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to ingtire into the expediency of allowing 
Ephraim: Hough, of Surry county, North, Carolina, 
asum of money due, him for the transportation of | 
the mail; which sum he lost im consequence of the 
mode in Which.the Post Office. Department directed 


the paymentta be made: agreed to, 


ury~-Department, bearing a nominal interest, and 
“convertible into coin.on demand,” and now. form- 
ing. part of the ‘circulating medium, of the country, 
are authorized by the existing laws and Constitution 
of the United States. on i 
My. LEVY. said it was his duty to call upon the 
House for further action upon a subject he had 
hoped was fully provided for by the legislation of 
the last Congress: he alluded to claims’ for horses 
lost in the military service of Florida.’ By the last 
act upon the subject, there was_a limitation of two 
ears affixed to these claims. Now, his constituents 
ad a large amount of these claims lying in the of- 
fice of the Third Auditor, upon which he had found 
it impossible to obtain any action, although he has 
continually and earnestly urged it. Some of these 
cases were presented two or three years ago, 
and presently the claimants will be told that the law 
has expired, and their claim is barred—he under- 
stood, at the office of the Third Auditor, that the de- 
lay was owing to the want of time. Whatever might 
` be the cause, the effect was injustice and outrage to 
his. constituents’ rights; and he therefore felt con- 
strained to move here upon the subject. 
Mr. L. then offered. the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of re- 
ferring the action upon claims for horses lost in the 
service of the United States to some other tribunal 
than as at present provided; and to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


On the motion of Mr. BARNARD, after a brief 
conversation, in which Messrs. OWEN, WIN- 
THROP, HOLMES, WENTWORTH, JOS. R. 
INGERSOLL, CHAS. J. INGERSOLL, WEL- 
LER, and others, took part, the vote was recon- 
sidered. by which a resolution presented by Mr. 
Owen was agreed to, arresting the printing of cer- 
tain documents in relation to the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
ing the act of the 26th of May, 1824, entitled “an 
act granting to the counties or parishes of each State 
and ‘Territory in which the public lands are situated, 
the right of pre-emption to quarter sections of land 
for seats of justice within the same;” so as to allow 
to the said counties or parishes the privilege to en- 
ter, at their option, eithera square quarter section, 
or the quantity of 160 acres, in any contiguous legal 
subdivisions. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House, at as early a day 
as practicable, a tabular statement of the quantity of 
lands in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Michigan, and Arkansas, 
which have been surveyed; also, the quantity un- 
surveyed; also, the quantity sold by the Govern- 
ment in those States; also, the quantity granted for 
various purposes; also, the quantity unsold, inclu- 
ding lands unsurveyed, and the amounts of money 
received for lands unsold. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
further directed to report to this House an estimate 
of the probable expense incident to the management 
of the public lands yet remaining to be sold in said 
States, ifthe present land system should be continu- 
ed, based on data derived from its past operation— 
under the following heads: 

Ist. For the extinguishment of Indian titles. 

2d. For surveying and selling lands, including 
the expenses of the several land offices. 

3d. For grants and donations, except every six- 
eenth section for school purposes, based on the ac- 
tual quantity heretofore granted, estimated at $1 25 
per acre, and on the supposition that the grants and 
donations will be as great hereafter, in proportion to 
the quantity of land to be sold, as they have been 
for the quantity already sold. 

Ath. For internal improvements, excluding ex- 
penditures on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and 
including the Cumberland road, deducting the two 
per cent. fund applicable to that road. 

5th. For the additional expense of Congress in 
legisiating upon the subject of the public lands, 
based on the average expense of the last ten years, 


House ‘whether the notes lately-issued by the Treas- 


} have been subject to private purchase, commencing 


with those which have been exposed to sale for twen- 
ty years and over, and ending with those which 
have been exposed to sale for aterm not less than 
five years. Taid over. å 


By Mr. G. W. JONES: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request 
to report to this House the number of cadets w 
have been admitted at the Military Academy at 
West Point since its establishment; how many have 
remained the term required by law; how many have 
graduated; how many are now in the military ser- 
vice of the United States, and the grade they respect- 
ively hold; also, the aggregate amount of money ap- 
propriated to defray the expenses of said Military 
Academy to the present time. Laid over. 

By Mr. ASHE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making the 
city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, a port 
of entry. Agreed to. 


By Mr. St. JOHN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads;be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
ediency of allowing a salary to the postmaster of 
Ipper Sandusky, Crawford county, Ohio, instead of 
the sum to which he is now by law entitled. Agreed 
to. 


By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
þe directed to take into consideration the propriety 
of reducing the expenditures of the Government so 
far as the expenditures relate to the salaries of offi- 
cers and the per diem of officers and agents; and that 
they inquire into the expediency of reporting to this 
House, at as early a day as convenient of the 
present session, a bill making a per centum deduc- 
tion on all salaries that may legally and constitution- 
ally be legislated upon at this time; and also the pay 
of agents or officers who receive a per diem, inclu- 
ding the members of both branches of the Legisla- 
ture. And for the purpose of enabling said commit- 
tee to investigate and report upon this subject as 
right and justice to individuals and the country may 
require, the committee have the power of this House 
to call upon any officer of the Government or the 
heads of departments for such information in rela- 
tion thereto as they may deem proper and pertinent 
to the objects of this resolution. Agreed to. 


By Mr. BOSSIER: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
removing the obstructions forming the falls in Red 
river, at Alexandria, in the State of Louisiana. 
Agreed to. 7 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pedimey of establishing a mail route from Belleville, 

Ilinois, by Athens, to Pinckneyville, in Perry coun- 
ty, and thence to intersect at some suitable point the 
mail route from Shawneetown to Belleville. Agreed 
to. 


By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending existing laws respecting costs of the 
courts of the United States as to produce uniformity 
therein, and to reduce the standard, independent of 
that of the States in which the court of the United 
States is held. Agreed to. 


By Mr. SAMPLE: 


Reselved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing Michigan city, in the State of Indiana, a port of 
entry; and that the papers on that subject be with- 
drawn from the files, and referred to the same com- 
mittee. Agreed to. : 

By Mr. MILTON BROWN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into and report what courts of 
the United States are supplied. with the decisions of 


the Supreme 


P] 


rt of the United . States; ..and 
whether all, or what portion, of said reports can be 
obtained; and on what terms; and whether a part of 
said reports are not beyond the:reach of said courts 
at any price. 42 . ; 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed also to 
inquire into the expediency of authorizing the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to appoint some 
one or- more persons to revise and publish the deci- 
sions of said court from its first organization to the 
present time, with a digested index thereof; the 
whole to be under the direction and Approval of 
said court; and that said committee report by bill or 
otherwise. Agreed to. 


By Mr. THOMASSON: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire what sum of mo- 
ney will be required to keep all the boats now in 
use, and those in the process of preparation, đe- 
signed to be employed .in removing obstructions in 
the navigation of the Mississippi river and its tribu- 
taries, in constant active employment for the national 
fiscal year commencing on he lst day of July next; 
and that they report to this House the sum for 
that purpose in the appropriate appropriation“ bill. 
Agreed to. 

By Mr. LEVY: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation to complete the inland navigation along 
the coast of Florida as far south as Cape Florida. 
Agreed to. 

By Mr. DELLET: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be directed to report to this House the expe- 
diency of continuing the operations of the boats and 
machinery heretofore employed in opening and im- 
proving the channel in the harbor of Mobile, and 
the probable cost of the same for the ensuing fiscal 
year. Agreed to. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of com- 
pensating the State of Alabama for the sixteenth sec- 
tions of land in said State embraced within the lim- 
its of the Chickasaw cession, of which she has 
been deprived by the treaty with said tribe of In- 
dians. Agreed to. : 

By Mr. RATHBUN: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of Sstabliahiðg à mail-route from Baldwins- 
ville, in the county of Onondaga, to Wolcott, in the 
county of Wayne, in the State of New York. 
Agreed to. : 

By Mr. CROSS: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to ‘inquire into the expediency of dividing 
the State of Arkansas into two judicial districts, and 
of requiring the United States district judge of said 
State to hold two terms annually of the district court 
in each of the said districts. Agreed to. 

By Mr. HAMMETT: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
pediency of establishing a mail route from the town 
of Providence, in the State of Louisiana, via Prince- 
ton, Bolivar Court-house, Coahoma Court-house, 
to the town of Commerce, in the State of Missis- 
sippi. Agreed to. 

By Mr. J. B. HUNT: 


Resolved, That Senate document No. 934, 9d ses- 
sion, 27th Congress, and the maps and estimates 
connected therewith, relative to the navigation of 
the great lakes, and the construction and completion 
of harbor improvements; and especially so much 
thereof as relates to the improvement to the- navira- 
tion of Lake St. Clair, be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, with instructions to report what sum 
is necessary for said improvement; and to inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a bill for the re- 
moval of said obstructions. Agreed to, 


By Mr. DOUGLASS: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing ports of entry at Quincy and Peoria, in the 
State of Illinois. Agreed to. 

By Mr. SIMONS: 


Resolved, That a standing committee of the House 
be appointed, to whom shail be referred every ques- 


matter transmitted by either. of the executive-de- 
partments, and all memorials, petitions,and accompa- 
nying, documents, together with all matter, the 
„printing of which shall be moved, excepting bills 
originating in Congress, resolutions. offered by any 
member, and motions to print.by order of standing 
committees of the House, of reports, documents, or 
` other matter pertaining to the subjects, referred: to 
such committees by the House; and it shall be the 


‘duty of such Committee on Printing to report, in - 


every case, in one day, or sooner if practicable. 
Laid over. 

By Mr. BOYD: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause this House to be informed, at 
the earliest practicable day during the present or 


next session of this Congress, what is the aggregate | 


cost that has been incurred in the construction, and 
in the maintenance, and in the repair of light- 
houses, permanent and floating; iron, or other spin- 
dles; beacons constructed of iron, or of other mate- 
rials; piers of all kinds; seawardly river walls, 
docks, wharves, breakwaters, and other kinds; 
quays, dikes, ice-breakers, breakwaters, buoys, em- 
bankments, pavements, jetties, wing, and other 
dams; scrape, dredge, snag, and all other kinds of 
boats used by Government officers. engaged in 
making public improvements and defences; bridges, 
permanent and temporary; culverts, channels, canals, 
drains, river lake, gulf and ocean harbors roadstead; 
military post office; Territorial and other roads; tools, 
instruments, and machinery employed in and upon 
the public works, civil, military, and naval; scien- 
tific and. all other instruments used by engineers, 
and by other persons in the employ of the United 
States-in any capacity; marine hospitals; ship-yards, 
engine, shops, machine-shops, rope-walks, and all 
mechanical establishments, and buildings and de- 
fences. connected therewith; distinguishing be- 
tween the pay of the officers and of the mechanics 
employed therein, from the date of their es- 
tablishment, to the period of the latest returns 
and adding thereto, but distinguishing therefrom, 
the.cost of all tools, patterns, models, and machine- 
ry of every description used by said officers and 
said mechanics; forts, block-houses, barracks; other 
fortifications for military purposes; all naval de- 
fences, from the smallest gun boats to the ship Penn- 
sylvania inclusive; distinguishing in the reply here- 
to, as far as practicable, between the cost of the sev- 
eral objects included in each of the foregoing items; 
also, between the cost of maintaining and the repair- 
ing the same; and also designating, as far as practi- 
cable, the location of the several objects named in 
the foregoing inquiries. The answers to go back to 
the day of the adoption of the Federal Constitution. 
Also, that the President cause this House to be ac- 
curately informed of the cost of all mechanical, sci- 
entific, and.other experiments, tried at different pe- 
riods, under the direction, or with the assent, of the 
Departments of War and of the Navy, at the ex- 
ense of the United States, accompanied with a 
Prie and succinct account of the nature, objects, 
and result of said experiments. 
Mr.. WINTHROP moved to amend by adding 
the following: i 
Provided, that the execution of this order shall 
not-be-permitted to interfere with the regular busi- 
ness of the departments, and particularly- with the 
preparation of the annual report of ‘commerce and 
navigation. The resolution was laid over. 
y ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 
Mr. BLACK. of Georgia gave notice that, at the 
popper time, he should move an amendment to the 
ill of this House (No. 21) for the organization of 
the Territory of Oregon, so as to embrace the pro- 
visional annexation of Texas to the United States, 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia offered the following 
resolution: f 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
instructed. to inquire into the practicability and pro- 
priety of removing from the bed of the Savannah 
river the old hulk, wreck, and. other obstructions 
laced therein by the United States during the Revo- 
ution, for the purpose of- obstructing the progress 
ofthe ‘British. forcés, and which -have been, and 
now are, impediments to the navigation and com- 
merce. of the Union. : 
Mr. WISE ‘objected ‘to the adoption of the reso- 
lution... He was.in favor of referring it to: the Com- 
ge ön Commerce. 3 E 
Mr. BLACK hoped the gentleman would with- 
draw his objection. With. his view, he could not 


tion on the p ig of documents, reports, or other 


‘to send the subjeci Co 
Commerce; for while we have “the power under the: 


cililate commerce. : s ; 
Mr. WISE withdrew-his objection. 


A. member moved the ‘reconsideration of the vote 
-by ‘which a committee on printing “was appointed; 
„and after... some conversational 
Messrs. WISE, WELLER, STEENROD, A.V. 


debate ‘between 


BROWN, and BLACK, the motion for yeconside- 
ration was agreed to. _ : : 
The question recurring on the adoption of the 
olution— we as 

r. THOMPSON moved to lay it on the table; 
t, at the suggestion of Mr. Horus, withdrew 
the motion; and, by general consent, the subject was 
passed over for the present. 

Mr. WELLER moved the reconsideration of the 
vote on the adoption of the resolution submitted by 
Mr. THOMASSON, in relation to snagboats on the Mis- 
sissippi. 

r. THOMASSON addressed the House at some 
length, in opposition to the reconsideration and in 
favor of the resolution. 

Mr. WILKINS addressed the House on the same 
subject. 

The House then adjourned without taking any 
question. 


. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handeg to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. MACLAY: Petition of 1,600 citizens of 
the city of New York, praying for a reduction of 
the rates of postage, and the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege: 

y Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: Petition of J. M. H. 
Allison, and 220 other citizens of Indiana, asking a 
donation of land to assist in completing the Wabash 
and Erie canal. The petition of Wiliam G. Ross 
and 120 other citizens of Indiana, asking a donation 
of land to complete the Wabash and Erie canal. 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON: The petition of 
James Little and 57 other citizens of York town- 
ship, Morgan county, Ohio, asking for a reduction 
of the per diem compensation and perquisites of 
members of Congress, and for such a thorough sys- 
tem of retrenchment as shall bring the Government 
back to its primitive purity: referred to the Cam- 
mittee on Retrenchment. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The claim of W. H. 
Hoag for the payment of a balance due on a con- 
tract for constructing a Government road. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of several in- 
habitants of Southold and Riverhead, on Long 
Island, praying that Greenport, on that island, may 
be constituted a port of entry and clearance: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, together 
with the papers on the same subject presented 
at the last session. 

By Mr. BROWN of Indiana: Petition of Fielding 
L. Goble and 142 other citizens of Henry and Rush 
counties, Indiana, praying an appropriation for the 
Cumberland road; which was referred to the Com- 
of the Whole on the State of the Union, to which 
a billon the same subject was referred. _ 

By H. D. FOSTER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 
citizens of Cambria county, Pennsylvania, for the 
establishment of a post route from Ebensburgh, 
Cambria county, to Newman’s Mill post office: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. BIDLACK: Petition. of Martha Bennet, 
widow of Rufus Bennet, a soldier of the Revolution: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLAMER: Petition of W. Brown But- 


ler, praying a grant of land in Indiana, for improving 


the navigation, or extending the canal to the mouth | 


of the Wabash. 

By Mr. FISH: Petition of the bank of New 
York, for the payment of treasury notes bona fide 
purchased by them, but which are alleged to have 
been paid and cancelled, and subsequently put into 
circulation. Petition of Col. James Bankhead, 
and other officers, for the erection of a chapel on 
Governor's Island, New York. Petition of Theodore 
Frelinghuysen, and others, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: Petition ofSamuel 


Orr, and 120 other citizens of Indiana and. Hlinois, - 


asking that Congress would grant to the State of 
Indiana the vacant lands inthe Vincennes land dis- 
trict, for the purpose of continuing the Wabash and 
Erie canal from Terre Haute to Evansville; which 
was referred tò the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr, TYLER: Petition of J. H, Phelps, and 


Constitution to regulale, we-have no power to fa- 


of citizens of Kennebu 

of Maine, ‘for a dry dock 
tery, near Portsmouth, 
to the Committee on “Cor 
Davis, fo¥ a pension: . referri 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The pe 
ous citizens of Jefferson. eounty, Ohio, for 
lishment of & bridge at Wheeling, Virgini 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 
By Mr. PURDY: The petition of John. A. 


+ Collier 
and one hundred and seventy-five, inhabitants: of: 
Broome county, New. York, for the restoration of _ 
General Gaines to his rank, and for other purposes: 
referred to the Committee on: Military Affairs. Al~ 
so, the petition of Butler Maynard and others, in- 
habitants of Madison county, New York, for the re- 
duction of postage and regulation of the frankin 
privilege: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. Also, the petition of Elizabeth 
Mead of Chenango county, New York, for relief, on 
account of property destroyed by the enemy, and the 
revolutionary services of her husband: referred. to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. eae 

By Mr. BYRAM GREEN: The: petition. of the 
citizens of Pultneyville, Wayne county, New York, 
asking for an appropriation to improve the harbor of 
that place. i ; DOs auen Mat 

By Mr. PARMENTER: The petition of Charles: 
W. Denison, for an appropriation for: the benefit of 
a fund for a library, to be used by the seamen ‘of the: 
United States navy: ee ve 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: The memorial - 
of the Council and House of Representatives of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to make an‘ 
appropriation to defray the expenses of the Legisla- | 
tive Assembly of said Territory, for their’ sessions: : 


held in December and January last: referred: to. the 
Committee on the Territories. A petition . signed 
by one hundred and twenty citizens of the Territory, 
of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appropniation: : 
for a Macadamized or other road from the town of 
Southport, via the town of Geneva, in Walworth 
county, to the town of Beloil, on Rock river: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of the heirs of 
Joseph Young, praying for remuneration of losses 
sustained by their ancestor, in the burning of his 
houses and buildings by the British forces in. the . 
revolutionary war: referred to the Committee: on 
Revolutionary Pensions. guj 

By Mr. CALDWELL: : 
of Isaac Adkins: referred tó %HE 
lic Lands. : 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of George Dean i 
and seventy-six others, citizens of Indiana, prayin; 
for an appropriation of lands to complete the Central 
Canal to Evansville. Mn sate hats 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of J. B. Moore 
and one hundred and ninety-nine citizens of Ohio, 
asking Congress to take possession of Oregon, and 
form a territorial government therein: ‘referred to the : 


Committee on Territories. : 


IN SENATE. | 

Tuespay, January 16, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem: laid before the Senate 

a communication from the Treasury Deparment, 

covering a report fromthe Register of the Treasury, 

made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 

of December 19, 1843, as follows: A statement ex- 

hibiting the value of imports and exports during the 

year ending the 30th September, 1843: 

Value imported free of duty =- ~ $40,470,961 
“ce ¢ 


‘ payingduty - - 48,789,934 
$89,260,895 
Exports of foreign merchan- 
dize, viz: 
free of duty - $5,205,341 
paying duty - 4,363,440 
aed r 9,568,781 
Domestic. produce, &c. - - Safe 90,494,485 
l $100,063,266 


Value of the 3d quarter, 1843, partly on. estimate, 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition f 
dian: of Delia F. Cousens, minor, heir of a seamen . 
in the navy, praying that the pension formerly grant- 
ed to the Toks of John Cousens may be restored to 
her: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. E. also-presented a letter addressed to him by 
a committee of several persons, relative to Frenc 
spoliations prior to 1800, asking that he would pre- 
sent to the Konate the copy of. a memorial addressed 
by sundry citizens of Maine to the other House 
upon this subject.” The letter and memorial were 
received, and referred. to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from A. Lin- 
thicum and Benjamin Robinson, trustees of Richard 
Linthicum, praying to be: compensated for material 
for light-houses furnished at Thomas Point, Cove 
Point, and North Point: referred to the Committee 
on. Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from a 
number of inhabitants of the city and county of 
Philadelphia, asking for an appropriation for the 
construction of a dry-dock at the navy-yard, Phila- 
Gelphia, and urging many reasons why it was desi- 
rable. that it should be constructed there; among 
which, were the distance ofthat port fram the ocean, 
and. its defensible position: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also presented resolutions adopted by the Legis- 
lature oF Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives from that State to 
vote for the indemnification to General Jackson of 
the amount of the fine imposed on him by Judge 
Hall at New Orleans. 

Mr. S. remarked that this was the third Legisla- 
ture of that State which had passed similar resolu- 
tions, instructing their Senators to vote for the resto- 
ration of the amount of the fine to Gen. Jackson. He 
hoped that the bill which had been sent from the 
other House for that object, and referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, would be taken up soon, and 
passed. , He much desired that that committee 
would report the bill back without delay. It was 
true it had been before it but a short time, but it 
was a subject which had been so often discussed 
that he did not think much time was required for 
its consideration. He trusted, therefore, that there 
would be an early report, and early action upon it. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from -. the memorial of John 


P. Pennington, of Bg re, Maryland, on the sub- 
ject of his invention avigating the air; and the 
petition of Thomas Quintrill, praying for a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Indiana, concerning the Wabash 
and Erie canal, representing its great value and im- 
portance as a national work, and praying the passage 
of an act granting to the State of Indiana the un- 
sold lands in the Vincennes district, or so much of 
them as may be necessary for the completion of that 
work: referred to the Committee on ‘the Public 
Lands. - 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Murphy; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 

Mr. McDUFFIE made some inquiry as to the 
situation of the resolution reported from the Finance 
Committee, relative to the bill for reducing the pres- 
ent tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 
Last Thursday was the day fixed for its discussion, 
but it was passed over, in consequence of other 
business being permitted to intervenc. 

The CHAIR remarked that the resolution of the 
committee was ordered to be printed, and it was | 
then on his table. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that he believed the reso- 
lution was postponed to be taken up last Thursday, 
but did not come up at- that time, as was expected. 
Tt was immaterial to him when it was taken u 
though he would prefer that it should be some time 
afier the resolution was printed. He was unwil- 
ling that it should come to a vote in a thin Senate. 

Air, McDUFFIE had no objection to a postpone- 


ent, and gave notice 


at he would call the subject: 
up. to-morro a ; l 


T gpouan +s OREGON. - 
- Mr. SEMPLE. made: some inquiry of the Chair 
|: as to the state of his resolution for. determining the 
“provisions of the treaty with England allowing a 
joint occupation of: the Territory of Oregon, and 
moved that it betaken up: for consideration; but, 
the Chair having suggested ‘that it. would. come up 
in its order among the special orders, he did not 
press his motion. ` ; 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from Ro 
ert Greenough, asking Congress to subscribe. for 
number of copies of his historical work on Califo 
nia and the Oregon—a work in which the claim of 
the United States to the Oregon ‘is investigated: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from. citizens of Wisconsin. Territory, asking an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Wiscon- 
sin and Fox rivers, in that Territory; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, a bill having been re- 
ported for that object. i 

Also presented a memorial from a number of cit- 
izens ofthe Territory of Wisconsin, praying an 
appropriation forthe construction of a road from 
Cheboygan, by the way of Tachedah and Fond du 
Lac, to the Fox river, in the vicinity of Green Lake: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. CLAYTON pre- 
sented memorials from citizens of the city and coun- 
ty of Philadelphia, asking for an appropriation for 
the construction and establishment of a dry-dock 
at the navy-yard in that city: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The resolution introduced by Mr. Brersr on 
Thursday last came up for consideration, and was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, 
what further provisions are necessary to give effect 
to the act of Congress of the 13th of Angust, 1841, 
entitled “An act to repeal the act entitled ‘an act to 
provide for the colection, safekeeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public revenue,” and to pro- 
vide for the punishment and embezzlers of public 
money, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. CLAYTON said he would like to hear some 
explanation of the object of the resolution. 

Ar. BREESE said he intended, before the vote 
was taken on the resolution, to state to the Senate 
the reasons operating with him for originating the 
inquiry indicated by the resolution. He said it 
was by practice under a law that we are enabled to 
ascertain its defects, if there be any; and as it was 
his fortune to be present at a trial before the circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Illinois 
at its last June term, when this act of the 13th Au- 
gust, 1841, came in review before the court, and 
received its attentive and deliberate examination, he 
had thought it his duty to bring before the Senate 
such defects of the law as were detected on that 
trial, in order that the proper amendments may be 
made. The firstdefect in the law (Mr. B. said) was 
discovered upon the attempt of the prosecution to 
show a balance against the party charged on the 
books of the Treasury, and for that purpose the 
usual transcript, under the seal of the Treasury, as 
authorized by the act of 1797, was produced. The 
objection was taken that the act of 1797 applied 
alone to civil cases; this was a criminal case; and, 
by the common law in such cases, the evidence was 
inadmissible. The court being divided in opinion 
on this point, the circuit judge holding that the 
transcript was admissible, it was received. 

Now, it appeared to him, that this question should 
he settled by so amending the law as to make these 
transcripts evidence in all cases to which they apply, 
arising under the act of 1841. Other courts may re- 
ject this evidence altogether, and a criminal may es- 
cape on that ground alone. 

} The next defect discoverable in the act, (Mr. B. 
said,) was in that part of it which makes the refu- 
sal of the officer to honor the draft drawn on him by 
the Treasury Department prima fucie evidence of 
embezzlement. Now, in the case to which allusion 
is made, the person indicted had ceased to be an offi- 
cer at the time the drafi «was drawn on him by the 
Treasury Department. He had been removed with 
a large balance in his hands, for which, afterwards, 
the draft was drawn. Net being an officer then, the 
jaw did not apply to him, and consequently, as the 
court ruled a prima facie case was not made out, and 
the prosecution was not made cut, and the prosecu- 


tion- was necessarily forced. to. seek other evidence 
by. which to. prove an. embezzlement—a matter of 
very great difficulty in all such. cases. i 
Again: the person indicted in this case had acted. 
as receiver of public. money, and was charged as 
such in the indictment. 
peared that the money alleged to have been embez- 


ceiver, had been drawn. out of his possession as res. 
ceiver by a Government draft, avid placed with him, 
and in his custody, as a depositary; and his official 
designation being “a receiver of public moneys,” 
he was indicted as such, and not as. a depositary. 
This, the court said, was the only legal description 
that.could be given him; that the indictment was 
good in every respect, but the fault was in the law; 
and intimated a very decided opinion that the prose- 
cution must fail. on this ground. This being the 
interpretation put upon the law by a highly respect- 
able judicial tribunal of the country, it becomes ne- 
cessary that it should be revised, and all proper 
amendments made to give it full effect. . 
However much we may differ upon other subjects, 
Mr. B. said he had no doubt but that all would 
manifest a becoming anxiety to render effective a 
law having for its object the punishment of those 
who shall embezzle the public moneys entrusted to 
them for safekeeping; those who, so regardless of 
their own character, and of their moral and legal 
obligations, procure high official stations forthe pur- 
poses of plunder, and disgracing themselves by com- 
mitting a criminal act, yet go “unwhipt of justice” 
by the inefficiency of the law. 2 
Mr. B. said, ‘having discharged what he deemed 
to be his duty, in bringing the supposed defects of 
the law to the notice of the Senate, he would, in con- 
clusion, express the hope that they might arrest the 
attention of the Judiciary Committee, to which the 
resolution would go, so that the defects may be 
remedied. , 
The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was adopted. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Ben- 
Ton yesterday, came up for consideration, and was 
agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs*~.- 


be directed to inquire whether any wrong or injury 
has been done to the Winnebago Indians by witk- 
holding part of their annuity, or by applying any 
part thereof to unauthorized purposes. 

Mr. B. submitted a communication in connexion 
with the subject of the resolution; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The bill, entitled An act to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for the fiscal year ending Ist June, 
1844, for the relief and protection of American 
seamen, was taken up, and read the second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred a memorial from citi- 
zens of Virginia, praying for an increase of the sala- 
ry of the judge of the district court of the United 


States for the western district of Virginia, reported a ` 


bill for that object; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. . 

Also, from the same committee, to which had been 
referred the memorial of M. M. Quackenboss and 
others, sureties of Samucl Swartwout, reported a bill 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
an arrangement or compromise with any of the sure- 
ties on bonds given to the United States‘by Samuel 
Swartwout, late collector of the customs of the port 
of New York; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 


The bill granting a certain quantity of laid to aid 
in the improvement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, 
in Wisconsin Territory, and to connect the same by 
a canal, came up for consideration, but was. passed 
over informally, the gentlemen who reported it not 
being in his seat. 

The bill providing for the insane asylum in the 
District of Columbia came up, and was passed over 
informally, for a like reason. 

The Senate bill, No. 20, providing for “the ad- 
adjustment of land claims within the States of Lon- 
isiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Arkansas, and for 
other purposes,” was taken up as in committee of 
the whole, and a substitute reported. by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims was read through. 

The title of the substitute is, “A bill to provide 
for the adjustment of land claims within the States 
of Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, and the Territo- 
ry of Towa, and in those parts of the States of Mis- 
sissippi and Alabama south of the lst degree of 


From the- evidence, it ap- 


zeled by him, though received by him as such res- 


north latitude, and between the: Mississippi and 

Perdido rivers.” f A 
The substituted bill goes on to`state, that so much 

of the act of 26th of May, 1824, entitled “An. act to 


enable claimants to land within the State of Missou- - 


ri and ‘Territory of Arkansas to institute proceed- 
ings to try the validity of their claims,” and the act 
amendatory thereto, approved on the 24th day. of 
May, 1828, entitled “An act to continue in force, 
for a limited time, and to amend the act. of 1824,” so 
far as relates to the State of Missouri, (excluding 
all such portions of said acts as referred to the Ter- 
ritory of Arkansas,) shall be revived and. re-enact- 


ed, to continue in force for the term of five years, |} a4, 
4 ‘diciion, settled for ever; and therefore he- was not 


and no longer; extending. the provisions. of those: 
acts to the States of Louisiana -and Arkansas and 
Territory of Iowa, and to the parts of the States of 
Mississippi and Alabama specified in the title of the 
substitute. 


The substitute, which occupied a long time in be- 
ing read, consists of 14 pages of very minute details. 
When it had been read through, 

Mr. SEVIER observed that it appeared to him, 
from the reading of the bill, that the Committee on 
Private Land Claims had reported another, and a 
very different bill from the original one introduced 
by the ‘Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Barrow,] 
which he had understood was a mere copy of the 
bill that had already passed the Senate several times. 
He therefore inquired of the chairman of that com- 
mittee, [Mr. Henperson,] what had become of the 
original bill. i 

Mr. HENDERSON replied, that the Senator 
from Arkansas was mistaken in supposing the 
original bill referred to the committee was ‘the bill 
which had heretofore passed the Senate. It was 
one introduced by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Barrow,] the same in substance, but enlarged in 
details; and the substitute reported by the commit- 
tee did not differ essentially, but went still more 
minutely and in detail into provisions which the 
investigation and consideration of the committee had 
thought necessary for the protection of both the 
claimants and the- Government, They considered 
the original bill, and also the bill which had hereto- 
fore passed the Senate, defective in many particulars, 
(which he poifted out in detail;) and therefore had 
recommended the substitute now before the Senate. 

Mr. KING wished to know from the honorable 
Senator whether the bill now before the Senate was 
the bill of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. HENDERSON replied that, substantially, it 


was. 

` Mr. KING thought this a very important bill, 
and that it ought to receive due consideration, Ma- 
ny Senators, no doubt, supposing it was the same 
bill which had heretofore passed the Senate, had not 
probably looked into it as minutely as was necessa- 
ry to give a proper understanding of its provisions. 
Ele had not himself had an opportunity of turning 
his attention to the provisions which varied from the 
former bill, nor did he suppose other Senators had. 
He therefore thought the proper course would be to 
postpone its further consideration till there would 
be time to examine into the matter. He was as 
anxious as any one to do justice to the claimants; 
but, in doing this, the rights of the Government had 
also to be considered and protected. 


Mr. SEVIER hoped the bill would be postponed. 
Hoe stated the circumstances under which the sub- 
ject ha been brought before the Senate in 1824, 
and re to a committee, of which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Benron] was chairman, and 
who reported the bill of that time. The act of 1828 
only revived the act of 1824; and the bill which had 
niore recently several times passed the Senate, was 
an extension of those acts, with such modifications 
as the changes of jurisdiction and other circum- 
stances required. e (Mr. 8.) had supposed the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Barrow] had intro- 
duced a mere copy of the bill which heretofore had 
passed the Senate, and expected the committee 
would have reported back that bill, with but little 
variation. Instead of that, it appeared to him that 
an entirely different bill had been substituted; and 
that several of the provisions of this substitute were 
t hostile to some ofthe objects which the friends of 

the measure had in view, with regard to obtaining 
an équitable adjustment of those claims between the 
“claimants and the Government. He might be mis- 
taken in this; and perhacs, on further investigation, 
` misht find that the substitute regarded the rights of 
> both; but, with the hasty reading he had given the 
“bill, he was‘inclined to think it was of such a nature 


- reported from the commiitte 


. on Private Land Claims. 


as should compel him to vote 
3 ie SS. Èe e x 

r. BARROW explained that he had bëeñ sat: 
fied with making his bill a transcript of that which 
had herefore passed the Senate. But, when it w: 


| referred tothe Committee on. Private Land Claims; 
he found. that there. were. somé. imperfections init - 

which the committee-proposed. to remedy: Suppos- 
ded th, . 


ing that the gentlemen who recommended these im- 


provements understood the matter better than he did, - 
when they proposed drawing up anew bill, he was - 

s: He was anxious . 
to have the unsettled claims which, for thirty years, | 


disposed to Jeave it in their han 
had been a source of conflicting interests and juris- 


fastidious about the manner in which it was done, 
if it could be done to the satisfaction of all parties. 

Mr. KING inquired:of the Senator from Louisi< 
ana [Mr. Barrow] if the bill he sent to the com- 
mittee was not the same bill as that which had here- 
tofore passed the Senate. 

Mr. BARROW said it was precisely the same. 

Mr. KING then remarked that the bill should 
have been reported back, with the proposed amend- 
ments suggested by the committee, the necessity for - 
which the Senate would consider in committee of the 
whole. This was the usual course; and it would 
have been much better and much more satisfactory 
if that course had been adopted in this instance. 

Mr. HENDERSON did not know that it was not 
the usual course for a committee to report back 
merely a substitute for a bill referred to it. He 
thought perhaps it would be best to have not only’ 
the original bill, now in the manuscript of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, printed with the substitute; 
but also the bill which had heretofore passed the 
Senate. He should therefore suggest the propriety of 
postponing the consideration of the subject to a 
more distant day than Monday, with a view of hav- 
ing the bill of the Senator from Louisiana, and the 
bill on the files of the Senate, printed_uniformily 
with the substitute, and furnished to Senators, so 
that they could compare all three, and see what’ 
were the variations recommended by the Committee 
He suggested the post- 
ponement to Wednesday of next week. 

After some further debate on the legal questions 
of jurisdiction and the effects of referring the inves- 
tigation of claims, in certain cases, to the United 
States district courts, or circuit courts, between 
Messrs. SEVIER and HENDERSON, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed to Wednes- 
day, the 25th instant, and, with the bill passed by 
the Senate last session, and the original bill, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER moved that the Sennte should go 
into executive session. 

Mr. RIVES asked and obtained the suspension of 
this motion, and presented a memorial from the 

resident and directors of the Trediga Company of 
Richmond, Virginia, asking for an extension of the 
time for completing a contract for casting cannon for 
the navy: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

On motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
the heirs of James Sympson, praying the confirma- 
tion of their title to a tract of land: referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a memorial from 
John P. King, president of the Georgia Railroad 
Company, praying for a remission of duty on cer- 
tain railroad iron: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
opened; when , J 

Mr. BAYARD offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: : 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to inform the Senate whether, since the 4th 
day of August, 1842, any appointments have been 
made of acting midshipmen, or of masters’ mates, 
under the age of twenty-one years, in the navy of 
the United States; and, if any such appointments 
have been made, of either class of officers, to state 
by what authority they have been made, the num- 
ber appointed, to what ships they are attached, when 

they were appointed, and the names, and ages re- 
spectively of the individuals so appointed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 

In the proceedings oo, it was stated-that 
Mr. Hanneean presented a petition foni citizens of 


sented to the House; but, inasmuch: 
urged upor the attention: of the Hou 
tation of the highest. respectability, 
the memorial be’ now received, and ‘rt 
Committee -on the Post Office and Post R 
prayer of the memorial was merely for 
of ostage in'a general view——== : 5l 

Ar. 

d 


speech. 


be prepared to report in a very few days. 


! a 


OYD.” I object, if there is a speech to. be 


made. Ta 
Mr.. INGERSOLL. Does the`gentléman'object 
‘to the reception of the memorial? EEDE 


Mr. BOYD. Not at al. I only object to the 


The memorial was referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, by leave, 
Resolved, That a subpena: issue to Col. Charles 


K. Gardner, the secretary of the commissioners for 
adjusting Cherokee claims, for the purpose of giv- 
ing evidence before the Committee of In 

and that he bring with him all records and’ papers 


ian Affairs; 


connected with the said ‘business... 


The SPEAKER requested Mr. Boxp to occupy 


the chair temporari 


Mr. ELMER asked that the Committee of Elec- 


tions be authorizėd tò employ a clerk for ‘twenty 
days. 


The committee “ha 


pying seats upon that floor from the four ‘States of 
this Union where elections w 
ticket. : ‘ 


Mr. ELMER replied that the committee is 


Mr. CARROLL said, on a former day, h had 


objected to a proposition similar to that. now made, 


As the permission was now asked for a limited. pe- 
riod only, if the employment of a clerk would expe- 
dite the business, he, for one, would most cheerful- 
ly accede to it. f 


The proposition was agreed to. 
The Speaker resumed the chair. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked leave to presen 
vommitice on Foreign Af 


d whether reports from 
standing committees Wemenrot first in order. He de- 
siredto make a report from the Committee on‘Public 
Lands; and he moved that the. previous ‘orders be 
suspended, for the purpose of receiving from, the 
standing committees such reports as old 
give rise to debate. ; 
The proposition’ was agreed to; 
committees were called for reports 
Mr. McKAY, from the Committee, ays 
Means, reported the following bills; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the ‘Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed: 
A bill making appropriations for the payment of 
revolutionary and other pensioners of the ‘United 
States for the fiscal year ending on the 30th of June, 


1845. een ee . 

A bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions of the United States for the fiscal year begin- 
ning on the Ist day of July, 1844, and ending on the 


30th day of June, 1845. Í 
‘A bill making appropriations for the naval service 


for the fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June, 


dD. P ; 
OMe. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Gideon 
Walker and J. Ww ; Crane: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, a7 

Ordered: That. the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged ‘from the further consideration of the pell- 
tion of Elizabeth Converse; and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Clains. 


Mr, DAVIS of Indiana, from the Cont 


ferred to a Committee of the Whole House to-mor- 


row. eae ; i 

Mr. CHILTON, fiom the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made a report upon the memo- 
rial in relation to the Orphan. Asylum and Female 
Free School .of Alexandria, accompanied by a bill 
(No. 64), to incorporate the Orphan Asylum and 
Female Free School of Alexandria, in the District 
of Columbia: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for. the relief of John 
Mullington; which was read the first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill ta regulate allow- 
ances for, extra services to secretaries of legation 
and consuls; which was read_ twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 

mittee, reported a bill for the relief of Seth Sweetser; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 
- Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, made an unfavorable report on the petition 
of John J. De Wolf; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. COLES, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of -Mary Colburn, and that it do lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
discharged from the consideration of the resolution 
of the House of the 3d inst., in relation to the con- 
struction of additional iron steamers, and that it do 
lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
discharged’ from the consideration of the petition of 
Wm. Hubbell, and that it do lie on the table. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Pensions, made adverse reports on the petitions 
of Burgess Hall, Alexander Reed, and Robert Poin- 
dexter; which were laid on the table, and the com- 
mittee was discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof, P 

Mr. J. BRINKERHI Afrom the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 1 diverse reports on the 
petitions of William Vose and Sarah J. Jackson; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee of 


Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
John J. Beck; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of James 
C. Hallock, accompanied bya bill for his relief; 
which wasread a first and second time, and referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Elijah ©. 
Babbitt; which was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe Committee on the Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the report of the Commissioner of the Public 
Buldings and report from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting estimates and plans for the alteration 
and extension of the Capitol, with regard to a new 
hall for the House of Representative, and the same 
reports lie on the table. 


MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. HARDIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the Postmaster General to contract with 
certain railroad companies. for the transportation of 
the mails; which was read twice. 

After afew words from-Mr. HARALSON, Mr. 


- HOPKINS, and- 
{tion of the resoluti 


M DIN, and a modifica- 


o COMMERCIAL: TREATIES: 
On the motion of Mr. HOLMES, 5,000 extra 


copies of the- document from the Secretary of State- 
on commercial treaties: were ordered to be printed. 


5 COLLECTION: DISTRICTS. 
“Mr. R- SMITH, pursuarit to notice heretofore 


„given, introduced a bill to create collection districts 


in Illinois, and to establish a port of entry; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. — : 


SNAG BOATS ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 

The unfinished business of yesterday next came 
up in order; being the motion of Mr. Cave JOHNSON 
to reconsider the vote by which the following reso- 
lution had been passed: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire what sum of money 
will be required to keep all the boats now in use, 
and those in the process of preparation, designed to 
be employed in removing obstructions in the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, in 
constant active employment for the national fiscal 
year commencing on the first day of July next, and 
ihat they report to this House the sum for that pur- 
pose in the appropriate appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOWLIN resumed the debate, and opposed 
the reconsideration. He contended that these 
Western rivers were of national importance; and 
that the Government was called upon with as much 
justice to make improvements on the shores of the 
‘Mississippi as on the shores of the Atlantic. 
He spoke of the great extent of coast in the valley 
of the Mississippi-—of the rich and fertile lands, 
whose products were transmitted to market through 
that channel—of the great number of steamboats 
employed in navigating those waters—of the ex- 
tent of their tonnage, and the large number that 


„were annually sacrificed on the unremoved snags, 


with the value of the property thus lost. He was 
understood to say that the insurance offices of St. 
Louis alone showed that, in four years, losses had 
been sustained, amounting to $1,036,000, by the 
snags on that river. 
he history of the world presented no example 
of an amount of destruction of property and loss 
of life equal to that which was yearly occurring up- 
on the rivers of the West. When they heard of a 
disaster which occurred upon the Atlantic, they 
were naturally shocked; but disasters upon the 
Western rivers had become so common, that they 
were announced in the newspapers merely as the 
ordinary occurrences of the day. They were not 
even announced as calamitics. Mr. B. called the 
attention of the House to the announcement of the 
loss of three steamboats within one week, in a news- 
paper of the first of January, from which he read. 
Supported by these facts, he thought the advo- 
cates of the improvement of the Western naviga- 
tion came before Congress with strong claims to 
their favorable attention, Four hundred and thirty- 
seven thousand dollars had been appropriated for 
light-houses alone—a sum more than sufficient to 
clear the greater portion of the snags from those 
rivers. A very great improvementin that respect 
had already been effected since the commencement 
of the navigation of those rivers; the proportion of 
losses had decreased from 334 per cent. to some- 
thing below 18 per cent. If the same propor- 
tion of losses occurred on the ocean, it 
would strike the minds of gentlemen with hor- 
ror. It seemed to him that the House . did 
not take a proper view of the matter. They did not 
seem to appreciate the value of that portion of the 
country; they seemed to have lost sight of its im- 
portance, and of the importance of those great 
rivers, which, in his estimation, were of as much 
consequence in a national point of view as the 
Chesapeake bay itself. 
He desired to eall the attention of the House for 
a moment to the great increase of navigation upon 
these rivers. That increase tells a tale for the future; 
it proclaims, in language not to be misunderstood, 
that the star of the empire inclines to the West. 
Mr. B. made a comparative statement of the ship- 
ing tonnage employed upon the rivers of the 
est at different periods, showing the vast and un- 
recedented increase; and-he appealed to gentlemen 
in that House, whether this vast interest deserved 
no particular attention. What the people of the 
Western country say, when they were told that 


: . those rive! 
on at the suggestion of Mr. HOP- | 
|| KINS,.a motion to. recommit was negatived. `> 


re not. considered of sufficient im- 
portance to receive.a small appropriation for their 
Improvement? ` 

r. B. adverted again to the immense amount of 


losses which annually occur upon the Western 


waters. In coming from St. Louis to the mouth of 
the Ohio, seven monuments of ruin were to be seen 
—seven wrecked vessels—at a place very properly 
called the Grave Yard, the meanest of which might 
have sold for more than sufficient to have improved 
the greater portion of the whole river. But they 
were told that the river was the property of the 
General Government, and that the States had noth- 
ing to do with its improvement; and yet it seemed 
to be considered of too little importance to engage 
the attention of Congress. Although the interest in 
this subject was not confined to the West, it was as 
extensive as the Government itself, it extended to 
every portion of the Union. The people of the 
East had not, it is true, so deep an interest as those 
of the West; still, they had a very deep interest in 
the improvement of Western navigation. The in- 
terest in that improvement was not of a local char- 
acter; it was a matter which concerned. the whole 
United States. The river was one which washed 
the shores of eleven States and two Territories— 
nearly half the whole Union. They had a popula- 
tion of about six millions, and the productions 
which they sent forth were immense. That six 
millions of people depended, in a great measure, 
upon the East for the manufactured articles which 
they consumed. They were purchasers, to a great 
extent, of Eastern manufactures. 

The cost of transportation upon the Western wa- 
ters was enormous, in consequence of the danger 
attending it. Vessels costing from twenty-five to 
seventy-five thousand dollars each, of from 350 to 
1,000 tons burden, if they could he kept above water 
for four years, might be considered extremely fortu- 
nate. They pay an insurance proportionate to the 
danger incurred, and the increased expenses were 
necssarily laid upon the passengers, and those who 
shipped freight, making it burdensome upon the 
traveller, and increasing the price of all commodities 
conveyed by that route. 

When the storms of heaven destroyed, they had 
only to submit; but when, for want of a small ex- 
penditure—when, froma mere neglectof duty, which 
lies within the range of human effort, a loss of hu- 
man life occurs, it was a matter of complaint. Mr. 
B. referred to the loss of the Shepherdess near St. 
Louis, and touchingly described the circumstances 
attending that awful catastrophe. 

He appealed to the House, as the States were de- 
nied the power of taking the matter in hand, to do. 
something in reference to it. The West did not ask 
it of Congress as a boon, but as a matter of justice 
and right. : í š 

He sincerely hoped that the House would refuse the 
reconsideration—a vote which he should look upon 
as a virtual denunciation of the claims of the West. 
He appealed to the justice and magnanimity-of the 
House to compel the Committee of Ways and Means 
to report a bill to keep these snag boats in operation 
for the protection of our commerce and the lives of 
our citizens. He wished gentlemen to vote on this 
question precisely as if they had up a bill on the 
subject for final action, and its passage or rejection 
was the final decison of the question involved. 
Rumor said, out of doors, that the Committee of 
Ways and Means had done nothing on this subject; 
and the resolution proposed to make the some~ 
thing; and its adoption would go home od West 
as an announcement of the determinat of the 
House to do something for their interests. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said he knew 
of no such determination in the committee. 

Mr. WELLER was understood to say that the 
estimates for appropriations for the Western rivers 
were stricken out in the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said, if such was . 
the fact, he was not present at the time. He wished 

to know from the gentleman whether there had been 

anything like a separation of Western waters from 

other waters, or any striking out of the estimates of 
appropriations for internal improvements, local or 

otherwise. á 

Mr. WELLER said that he -had referred only to 
the Western rivers, and they had been decided 
against, in the only form they came before the- 
committee. The majority of the committee were 
opposed to making any appropriations at all. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said he could 
only express his regret at such a determination, and 


state that, when ‘the proper bill came> before the 
House, he would -offer an amendment, making 


such appropriations for the Western waters: as . 


would be proper and necessary. 

Mr. BOWLIN made a few more remarks in op- 
position to the reconsideration; after which : 

Mr. ANDREW STEWART said he would sub- 
mit to the mover of the resolution. a modification 
that would accomplish the object so much de- 
sired by Western gentlemen. It was to strike out 
“Committee of Ways and Means,” and insert 
“Committee on Roads and Canals;” which, in his 
opinion, was the most appropriate committee, as 
being favorable to the objects of the resolution. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had declined 
to report any bill for internal improvements; and 
why? It was because two-thirds of that committee 
belonged to the same political party of which the 
gentleman from Missouri was a member, and de- 
nied the power of this Government to make inter- 
nel improvements. Mr. Van Buren himself said 
that this power was not conferred by the Constitu- 
tion; and added another qualification—which was, 
that the consent of the States through which these 
improvemeuts passed would not confer the power; 
but that an amendment of the Constitution was in- 
dispensable to confer it. So that, if gentlemen were 
to pass a bill of this nature in his: presidency, he 
would be bound by. his oath to veto it. 

The gentleman trom Missouri said that he denied 
the power of the Government to make internal im- 
provements for local purposes; but that it was con- 
stitutional to make appropriations for the Mississip- 
piriver. Now, he should like the gentleman to take 
up the Constitution, and show him on what princi- 
ples he drew a distinction between one rivér and an- 
other. Was it the size of the river, or was it the 
length of the river, that made appropriations for it 
constitutional? The idea of making such distinc- 
tions could not be sustained for a moment. 

The gentleman talked about the tariff, and said 
that it must be brought down to the revenue stand- 
ard. Why, there was a revenue tariff but a few 
yens ago; and what did it bring into the treasury? 

nly fifteen millions. Congress, at the last ses- 
sion, madé a tariff which was giving prosperity 
to the country from one end to the other; and it had 
already increased the revenue four millions. He 
would here remark that it was a protective tariff 
and a revenue tariff combined that paid off one hun- 
dred and twenty-five millions of public debt. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON appealed to the Chair to 
know if this debate was in order. 

The SPEAKER thought it was not, and request- 
ed the gentleman to confine his remarks to the ques- 
tion before the House. 

Mr. STEWA said he was replying to the 
remark made b gentleman from Missouri, in 
relation to the tariff. The gentleman asked where 
the money was to come from to make these im- 
provements; and he thought he had a right to 
answer him, and to show where it was to come 
from. He wanted toshow him that there was rev- 
enue in. abundance. If gentlemen would examine, 
they would find that the revenue received in 1841, 
before the late tariff act was passed, amounted to 
fifteen million nine hundred and fifty-two thousand 
dollars; and that in 1843, under the operations of 
this tariff, it was $20,605,000, being an increase of 
over four millions. Now he would go to work, and 
retrench some six or seven millions of expenditure 
from the ates of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and rom iy and the navy, and fortifications. 
He would Céntend that these internal improvements 
were better calculated for the defence of the country, 
than ‘all the army, navy, and fortifications put to- 
gether. Mr. S. was going on with his remarks, 


when 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called him to order for 
irrelevancy; and f 

The SPEAKER having decided that he was- out 
of order— 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana moved that he be per- 
mitted to proceed in order; which motion prevailing— 

Mr, STEWART continued, and went into an ex- 
amination of the powers of the Federal Government to 
make internal improvements, contending that such 
power was conferred by the clause in relation to the 
common defence and general welfare, by the clause 
giving the power to regulate commerce, and by the 
power to provide for the transportation of the public 
mails: $ 

“Heattacked the veto of General Jackson, -of the 
Maysville road bill, and charged upon that act that 
it struck down the prosperity of the country, He 


` then said he would’ proceet 4 
the doctrine that the power to'y 
ments did not reside in the General Government. 

Mr. HOLMES, -who was alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, said he admitted the 
power of this Government. to improve the Missis- 
“sippi. ; te hls 
Mr. STEWART said that an appropriation had 
been made: for the Wabash, andit was vetoed on 
+the ground that there was no constitutional power 
in this Government to make such improvements; 
and if such a doctrine were-the true one, the peo- 
ple of the interior. would be made ever hewers of 
wood and drawers of water: The interior would 
be doomed to pay everything, and receive noth- 
ing. The expenditures of the Government would 
go to the Atlantic States, or abroad, and the interi- 
or would never participate in the expenditures of 
the public money. He said Mr. Van Buren denied 
that the Government possessed the power to make 
internal improvements. The surplus. revenue had, 
in consequence, been given to the States; and to 
this he attributed the $200,000,000 indebtedness of 
the States. If the General Government had expend- 
ed the surplus’ revenue in improving the rivers of 
the country, they might all have been now im- 

roved, and nota dollar been owing by the States. 

e contended that the General Government: did 
possess this power, and that it would Nave been 
promotive of the good of the country if it had been 
exercised, and much evil would have been thereby 
avoided. 


In reply toa remark made by Mr. Jameson of 
Missouri, that Mr. Van Buren had never refused to 
sign a bill for internal improvements, he said that 
Mr. Van Buren had caused the estimates to be with- 
held from the House. 


Mr. JAMESON said, if the gentleman would look 
back, he would find that, in the first year of Mr. 
Van Buren’s administration, he furnished such 
estimates. . 

Mr. STEWART said the gentleman was right as 
far as he went; but Mr. Van Buren, in 1838, did as 
he had described; and while he was doing this, he 
increased the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. McCONN ELL was very desirous to obtain 
the floor to make some explanatory remarks to set 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania right in many of 
the positions which he had assumed, but the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania refused to yield the floor. 

Mr. STEWART proceeded with his remarks; 
and amongst other subjects embraced in them, spoke 
of the tariff. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that 
such a latitude of debate was not in order. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he was in favor of 
the motion to reconsider; and he would take the lib- 
erty of moving to amend the original resolution, 
whenever it should be reconsidered, by substituting 
something of this sort: 


“And that the committee be instructed to report a 
bill, making due and economical appropriations for 
all such improvements upon the lakes, rivers, bays, 
and coasts, as the good of the country requires, and 
the Constitution permits.” 3 

He wanted to draw the line of distinction between 
the exclusive spirit of the resolution which was to 
be reconsidered, and the catholic spirit of, the resolu- 
tion which he should offer as a substitute. His ob- 
ject was to bring the House to a decisive vote, which 
would show whether they were prepared to go for 
universal improvements, whenever they might be 
necessary, or whether a sectional spirit would limit 
those improvements to particular States. x 

Mr. KENNEDY said that, being a Western 
man, he desired not to be misunderstood upon this 
question of Western improvement. The grant of a 
few thousands of dollars for the improvement of the 
Mississippi and the Ohio rivers might be considered 
by some gentlemen as a mess of pottage for the 
purchase of their birthright; but he, for one, was rea- 
dy to declare that he would never enter into such a 
bargain. i 

Western people, who had been accustomed to labor 
from the rising of the sun until the going down 
thereof, to fill the coffers of the national treasury 
from their hard earnings, had learned enough to 
know that when the Government distributed to 
them a bounty, it was a bounty which their own 
industry supplied. They had learned that of all 
hard masters this Government was the worst. How 
long would the laboring portion of the community 
have to be borne down to the earth, if this Govern- 
ment opened all the sorces of taxation within her 


ake these improve- | 


neglected; notwithstanding th 
to have appropriations made 
they were not going, in order to 
propriations, to open the flood-gates 6 
ment to all ‘appropriations that might. 
Never would he consent to anything of 

He would make another declaration here, which 
he wished should be perfectly understo ío Ņ 


from the General Government, it re 
passage in the Scriptures where the De 
sented as having conducted our Saviour 
a high mountain; and displaying to him th 
of the earth, told him that he would f 
all upon him, provided he would fall down and W 
ship him. he Devil, in that case, h 
much right to the kingdoms of the earth ag 
ernment had to the lands of the We 
He was not going to set up a system 
ness, and say that he would receive 
West from the General Government; bül 
would say, that unless they could: receive, 
they desired upon constitutional: grounds, su 
would commend themselves to every man, 
not receive it at all. f PUT 
One word more, and he had done. The 
when money could be filched out of the 
the Western people; but, great fools ag 
it could no longer be done. | They ‘noy 
every dollar you take out of their pocke 
tariff is not only so much money gone, bút w 
accumulation. of interest upon 1t; and no! 
but where you get one dollar in the tréasury; you: 
take five out of their pockets. It was too ‘late-for.”: 
this Government to pursue any such policy: 
would not go down with the people of the West.’ 
Mr. HOLMES, on rising, observed that he would ` 
not detain the House on any of the topics that had. 
occupied their attention, save the one. tha oe 
regularly before them. Hg 
on the tariff; neither woy 


did appertai: 
of improving the navigation of the Mississip 
and he called the attention. of his friends wh 
joined with him in resisting the past system 
improvements, which embraced every. 
every interest, to the particular proposi 
now advanced. -The proposition was 
Government had the right to exten 
tion to facilitate the carrying of comm f i 
down the Mississippi river; sh: ‘proposition. 
he proved by reference to the ordinance of 1787. 
This ordinance provided that that river should be 
a common highway, and be free to all the citizens 
of the United States and -of the States that should 
thereafter come into the Union, and should-not be 
molested or interfered with by any particular States. ` 
Now, if the Government could not improve this 
river, one of tivo things followed; either that the ju- 
risdiction which it had in consequence of” the ordi» 
nance did not extend to the improvement of the river,” 
or that the ordinance’ was unconstitutional. What 
was the ordinance? : It was'a compact made by'the 
State of Virginia with the United States, . then: 
consisting of thirteen: States; and all the essentials 
to a valid compact. were embraced in it, viz: 
the subject contracted for, the condition, and the 
power of thé parties to contract. Nobody doubted” - 
the power of ‘the’ parties to contract; and in: th 
view, the compact was legal. eee 
He supposed-that no man would ‘dispute-that it 
was lawful for the Unite¢ ‘States to contract with 


Hf Post Office. and Po 


id: the United States 
: ‘condition was complied with 
i and the land must go back to 
itë of Virginia. | Eitherthat whole country 
arcelled out into States and Territories, must 
tto the State :of Virginia, or these rivers were: 
on highways, and ‘within the jurisdiction of 
~ this Goverment to improve. . Tlie «proposition be- 
ing laid down, he proved it thus: the United States 
contracted to receive this territory; but were they 
not to give reciprocal conditions for it? “They were} 
and the conditions were, that this river should be 
common to all the people of the Union, divesting 
Virginia. of her jurisdiction. Moreover, Virginia, 
when ‘she parted with her jurisdiction, did not 
intend ‘that any of her sister States should have 
it, and ‘so provided in the compact. Then, 
it. being provided. thet these rivers should be 
a common highway, what followed? Why, that 
the Government had not complied with the condition, 
and destroyed the ordinance. Further, no State hav- 
ing the right to improve this highway, and no State 
having suridiction over it, the United States had 
the exclusive jurisdiction, and was bound to im- 
prove it. “It must be improved by the Government 
of the Union; or not improved at all. Was it con- 
templated by the State of Virginia, when she made 
this cession, that the Government should be prevent- 
ed from using this highway? And if the Govern- 
ment used it, must it not have the right to improve 
i? After continuing this part of his argument fora 
short time, Mr. H. took up the question of expedi- 
ency, ard contended that it was the duty of the 
Government to make the necessary improvements. 
After referring to the immense annual loss of prop- 
erty and of human life, in consequence of the oe: 
structions now existing to the navigation, Mr. H. 
declared that he would go to any amount of appro- 
priations that might. be required to effect the object 
m view. - 
Mr. WELLER then obtained the floor; when, 
On motion of Mr. BLACK, 
The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
apa to the reporters \by the members presenting 
em: 


By Mr. FICKLIN of Illinois: The memorial of 
G. W. Kincade and 59 other citizens of the county 
of Lawrence, and State of Illinois, raying a grant 
of land in the Wabash valley, for he improvement 
of the Wabash river: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


By Mr, HOGE of Illinois: The petition of Gil- 
bert Buckingham and other citizens of Henry and 
Whiteside counties, in the State of Ilinois, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Peoria, in 
Peoria county, via Moy owlel , Wyoming and 
Toulon, Stark coun hersfield and Genesee, 
Henry county, Sha Crandells, Berry to 
Albany, Whiteside county, in said State of Dlinois. 


By Mr. RATHBUN of New York: The petition 
of 280 inhabitants of Cayuga county, New York, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Baldwins- 
ville, Oneida county, to Woolcott, in the county of 
Wayne, New York: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. PHOENIX: Petition of citizens of New 
York, praying for an appropriation for the erection 
of a light-house on Tappan Zee: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: The petition of 
Frederick Slinkard, and 149 other citizens of In- 
diana, asking a donation of land in the Vincennes 
district, to assist Indiana in completing the Wabash 
and Erie canal to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. STEENROD: Petition of 167 citizens of 
Clark county, Ohio, requesting an appropriation for 
the erection of a bride over the Ohio river, at 
Wheeling, Virginia. Petition of the citizens of 
Wheeling, Virginia, praying the passage of a law 
to constitute a bod of examiners in each and every 
port of entry in the Western and Southern States, 
to examine the qualifications of all licensed steam- 
boat engineers. 

_ By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: Petition of the 
inhabitants of Jefferson county, Territory of Wis- 
consin, asking Congress for the establishment of a 
mail route from Plainville, via Genesee, North 
Prairie, Eagle Prairie, Whitewater, Port Atkinson, 
Snel ’s Lake, to Madison, the seat, of government 


i General. N. V.. Knickerbacker, 


Ferrer 
i Post Roat 
- By Mr. HUBBELL of. 


York: Petition “of 
l. V.. Knickerbacker, and: 512 citizens of. } 
Steuben. county, for the. reduction -of the rates of 


postage. on h ; : 

By Mr. HAMLIN of Maine: Petition of John» 
Wilkins, and 70 other citizens of Bangor, Maine, 
for indemnification for spoliations committed by the 
French in and. prior to. 1800. Petition of Imon. 
Twitchell, and 40 other citizens of Paris, Oxford 
county, Maine, upon the same subject. Petition of 


; the executors of the last will of John Pearson, upon 


the same subject: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. G 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Sundry petitions un- 
der the 24th rule of the House, for a mail route 
from Ripley, Ohio, to Circleville, Ohio. Petition 
with 200 signatures, for a mail route from Ports- 
mouth, Ohio, through Locust Grove, Belfast, and 
Marshall, to Hillsboro, Highland city, Ohio. 

By Mr. DANA: Proceedings of a public meeting 
at Penn Yan, New York, and a memorial of 89 citi- 
zens of Penn Yan, praying for a reduction of post- 
age, and the establishment of a uniform rate, with- 
out regard to distance. Petition of 104 citizens of 
Yates county, New York, for the same object: re- 
erred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. -Petition of the heirs of Thomas Park, for 
compensation for property sold to the Government 
during the revolutionary war: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. Petition of 75 in- 
habitants of Corning, praying that canal boats on 
the New York canals, taking to the cities of New 
York, Troy, and Albany, be exempt from taking 
out coasting licenses, and the payment of hospital 
money: referrred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRICK: Petition of the citizens of 
Northumberland and Columbia counties, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the establishment of a post route 
from Sunbury to Danville, via Snydertown and 
Rushville, a distance of 13 miles. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of David Miller for a 
pro rata pension, under provisions of the act of 
7th January, 1832, praying for a general law for all 
serving, according to length of service. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: Petition of inhab- 
tants of St. Lawrence county, New York, to abridge 
the franking privilege, and reduce the rates of 
postage. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenyespay, January 17, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, report- 
ing, in compliance with the resolution of the Senate 
of the 20th December, 1843, the proceedings under 
the Cherokee treaty of 1835; which, on motion by 
Mr. JARNAGIN, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and a motion to print referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting statements 
rendered to that department by the incorporated 
banks of the District of Columbia, showing the state 
of their affairs: referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from 
James Patten and others, inhabitants of township 
46, range 2 east, in St. Charles county, Missouri, 
praying the passage of a law confirming purchases 
made by them of certain school lands, and appropri- 
ating other lands in lieu thereof, for school purposes: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
Pearson Cogswell, late marshal of the United States 
for the district of New Hampshire, praying the pay- | 
ment of the balance of an amount of money awarded f 
him under a judgment of the circuit court of the 
United States for New Hampshire: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also presented a petition from Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay, praying compensation for services render- 
ed the ae States on the Cumberland road: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUGER presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of Charleston, South Carolina, rep- 
resenting the dilapidated condition of the building 
ocenpied for the custom-house and post-office in that 
city, and praying Congress to make an appropria- 
tion for its repair: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Levi S. 
Bartlett, of Kingston, New Hampshire, praying 


J| for relief against the violation of: a contract entered. 


into.by.the United States with him, for the perform- 


ance of certain services:referred to the Committee- 


on Claims. | oe ee 

Mr. BREESE presented.a memorial adopted by 
a public meeting held at: Olney, Richland. county, 
Illinois, of citizens of the several counties in the 
Wabash valley, praying for. a further. grant of land 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Wa- 
bash river: referred to.the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. p 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Philadelphia city and county, 


g x 


-praying for an appropriation for the erection and es- , 


tablishment of a dry-dock at that place: referred to 
the. Committee. on Naval Affairs. K 

Mr. MERRICK presented. a petition from citi- 
zens of Seneca Falls, Seneca county, New York, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented numerous memo- 
rials, signed by several thousand citizens of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, in reference to the post-office. regulations; 
and complaining, among other things, of the rates. of 
postage, which they believe to be exorbitant, uhe- 
qual, and an unnecessary burden upon the people; 
and the evils of the franking privilege as at present 
exercised. Mr. M. remarked that the number of the 
memorialists indicated the strong feeling which per- 
vaded that section of the country upon the subject. 
He found among them the names of several with 
whom he was personally acquainted, of a highly re- 
spectable character. He trusted that the increasing 
importance of this subject, and the great solicitude 


evidenced by the memorialists, would operate as- 


strong reasons with the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads to take the subject of the reform of 
those evils into their serious consideration, and that 
they would mature some measures in regard thereto. 
He moved that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MERRICK said he would inform his honor- 
able friend from Kentucky that the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads were well aware of 
the deep interest the public take on the stibject of a- 
reform of the post office regulations. They could. 
not shut their eyesto the evidence every day brought 
to the consideration of the Senate. The whole coun- 
try, it seemed, was awake to its importance. _ 
could, for the present, only say that the committee 
are diligent in making the necessary investigation, 
and in collecting information upon which to base 
some action. 

Mr. KING hoped the honorable chairman of that 
committee would not think it improper in him 
to suggest the importance, in considering the sub- 
ject of a reduction of the rates @postage, also to 
take into consideration the franking privilege. It 
was a privilege which was more abused than any 
other sanctioned by the Government. He would 
himself prefer that it should be abolished alto- 
gether, were it not that some inconvenience 
would probably result to the public at large 
by its entire abolition. But, if it be continued, it 
ought to be put under such restrictions and such 
regulations as to prevent the great abuses now 
practised under it, by which the department 
was deprived of a large portion of its revenues, 
and its ability to give mail facilities to those 
remote sections of the country which were as yet 
but sparsely populated. He trusted 


| e 1 t the com- 
- mittee would take this subject serious consid- 
eration, and not suffer any bill to pahat body, 


this session, concerning postage, without endeavor- 
ing to abolish the franking privilege altogether, or so 
restricting it as to prevent its abuse. 

Mr. MERRICK, on the part of the committee 
which he represented, and on his own part, thanked 
the honorable Senator, [Mr. Kine;] and would say, 
in reply to the remarks of that gentlemen, that the 
branch of the subject respect the franking privilege 
had received the very serious consideration of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. If 
he was not very much deceived, his honorable friend 
would be satisfied with the proposed arrangement of 
that committee. While speaking on the subject of 
the franking privilege, he would remark that the 
greatest abuse did not exist in Congress. The 
privilege was most abused by the 15,000 depu ty poste 
masters spread over the country. ‘The loss of rev- 
enue by the abuse of the franking privilege on the 
part. of 300 members of Congress, was a mere baga- 
telle compared with the abuse of the privilege on the 
part of postmasters. There might ke striking abuses 


He. 


of it 


through ‘the abuse of the privilege in the hands: of 
these 15,000 deputy postmasters, (some of them per- 
sons of no standing ‘whatever,) must be enormous. 
‘My, PHELPS presented a memorial from Wil- 
liam Rich, praying compensation for services per- 
formed as a'clerk in the pay department of the War 
Office: referred to the Committee on Claims. - 
Mr. FULTON presented a petition from Josiah 
Garland; of the county of Lafayette, in Arkansas, 
raying that a patent may issue to him for a tract of 
Te „which he purchased from the United States: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made an adverse report on the petition of the 
eirs of Elihu Hall Bay, praying confirmation of his 
title to certain lands; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. í 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finante, to 
which was referred the bill to supply the deficiency in 
the appropriation for the fiscal year cnding Ist June, 
1844, for the relief and protection of American sea- 
men, reported the same back without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that itdo pass. Sub- 
seguently— 

n motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill was taken up, 
and considered as in committee of the whole, and 
there being no proposition to amend, was reported 
to the Senate; and, according to order, read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported in favor of printing certain doc- 
uments; which was concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill relating to 
the offices of surveyors general of the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Michigan, reported the same back 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass. The report accompanying was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr: BAYARD gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce the following bills, 
viz: 

A bill to provide for the establishment of schools 
of instruction in the naval service of the United 
States; 

A bill to provide for the naval peace establish- 
ment of the United States; and 

A joint resolution for the better investment of the 
devel hog ital fund. 

Mr. SEVIER. presented additional documents on 
the subject of the claim of Brinton Paine, an officer 
in the Revolution, praying to be allowed the half- 
pay to which he was entitled: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The CHAIR thegggnnounced that the next thing 
in order was the Seite bill No. 33; which was ac- 
cordingly taken up, as in committee of the whole, for 
amendment. f ý 


The title of the bill is, “A bill to grant a certain 
quantity of land to aid in the improvement of the 
Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
bya canal, in the Territory of Wisconsin.” 


The following are the principal provisions of the 
bill: that there be granted, for the purpose of impro- 
ving the navigation of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, 
in the Territory of Wisconsin, and of constructing 
a canal to unite the said rivers at navigable points, a 
quantity of lapd equal to one half of two sections in 
width on ide of the said rivers, and the 
lakes throu fich they pass, and on each side of 
said canal, rving each alternate section to the 
United States, to be selected by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, under the direction of the 
President, from the mouth of each river, and from 
one stream to the other, at or near the foot of Swan 
Jake; that where the lands have been sold or other- 
wise disposed of, other lands in lieu thereof shall be 
taken; that said canal and navigation, when completed, 
shall remain forever a public highway, free of toll to 
the United States; that the lands, when selected, 
shall be offered for sale like other public lands, at 
the land office of the district—the first tier of sec- 
tions, next the rivers, lakes, and canal, at 62 50 
per acre, and the second tier at the Government 
price, $1 25 per acre; that the topographical engi- 
neers, under the control and direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, shall cause the said improvemeni 
and canal to be constructed; the entire cost jo the 
United States not to exceed the value of the lands 
granted for the purpose. 

The report of the Committee on Public Lands 
accompanied the bill, and set forth, in a- series of 


Congress} but every gentleman present would ` 
see ‘that the-loss:-sustainéd by the Government, | 


` as much as he could say atle 


_over which the General Government exercises legit- 
There could not, then, . 


resolutions, the reasons’ which 
mittee in recommending the bill. ~~ Sone 
Mr. ‘TALLMADGE moved to amend the bill in 
the. 14thline of the first section, which ran, “and 
the said lands shall be subject to the disposal of the 
President and Congress,” by striking out the words 
here italicised, and inserting “be disposed of” 
which ‘amendment was- adopted. pe 
Mr. T. then remarked that he had been instruct- 
ed by. the Committee on Public Lañda to report 
this bill, and also to make the report which accom- 
panied it. ‘That report contained, in a few words, 
in favor of the 
measure; and having been printed, and placed in the 
hands of Senators, with the bill itself, he did not 
think it necessary now to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate in relation to the subject; nor, indeed, if so dispos- 
ed, did the state of his health permit him to do so. He 
would, however, observe that it wasa great and im- 
portant national work which was proposed to be 
undertaken by this bill. It was one in which the Gen- 
eral Government had a deep interest; and, therefore, 
it was that description of improvement which was 
admitted, on all hands, to be within its province. It 
was also one to be carried on within the territory 


imately its sovereignty. 
be any obstacle in the way.of undertaking it, so far 
as related to the question of interfering with internal 
improvements. The question was, whether, in a 
national point of view, as well as in reference to the 
great interests of that part of the country, it was a 
work that ought to be undertaken by the General 
Government. Now he had no hesitation in sayin 
that it was; and that it had always been considered 
so by the Government itself. A few years ago, Con- 
gress ordered a survey and estimate of this work to 
be made, with a view of having those two rivers 
connected for purposes of navigation. This sur- 
vey was made, and returned to the War Department, 
and thence communicated to Congress; the Secre- 
tary of War, in his annnal report, recommend- 
ing that an appropriation should be made for 
a more detailed survey, and a full estimate of 
the necessary expense to complete the work, in 
order that Congress might be enabled to act on the 
subject with full information. In that report he 
spoke of the great importance of the work in time 
of war as well asin time of peace. He showed that 
in the transportation of provisions, munitions of war, 
&c., for the army in the Black Hawk war, more had 
been expended for want of proper navigation than 
would have completed the work now proposed, three 
or four times over. The object in view was no less 
than that of connecting the lakes and rivers in that 
beautiful and interesting section of country, with 
the Mississippi, the father of waters, and thereby 
effecting an uninterrupted navigation from north to 
south. A canal of half a mile in length would in a 
great measure effect this object; it would connect the 
two rivers, the Wisconsin and Fox rivers; and he 
could affirm, from his own inspection of the country, 
and from what he had learned there from its most in- 
telligent citizens, on a visit to that region last sum- 
mer, that there was no public work which could 
be undertaken in the territory, of such vast impor- 
tanceasthis. There was no work of its magnitude 
and interest to the General Government, that could 
be accomplished at so little expense. It could be 
done without the outlay of a single dollar from the 
treasury—the bill not authorizing money to be ex- 
pended in advance, but providing that the funds to 
be spent shall first be realized from the sale cf the 
lands granted; and that, at an increased price which 
would save the Government from any loss, even by 
the grant of lands. A survey and estimate had been 
made with all the accuracy practicable on such an 
occasion, by which it appeared that the sum of 
$544,000 would cover the whole expense, both for 
the canal and the improvements of the river. It 
would be left to the War Department to adopt such 
plan of constructing the work as should seem best 
for carrying out the object mn view. ; i 

The bill proposed to grant a double tier of alter- 
nate sections of land for the purpose of constructing 


‘these works. In conformity with the usual practice, 


when the General Government has granted lands to 
any of the States for improvements, the alternate 
sections thus granted are not to be sold for less than 
$2 50 per acre for the first tier, (next to the banks 
of the rivers, lakes, and canal,) and $1 25 per acre 
for the second tier. It was estimated that this would 
produce about §600,000—a sum sufficient to complete 
the work. ‘The alternate sections left to the Gov- 
ernment would, in like manner, be sold at-not less 


by making the grant; 
ensue. If the work was n 
be ‘accomplished: by the Governi 
dissent as to its undertaking it whi 
was under its control; butdf: deferr 
tory became a State, the Gener: y 
transfer its control to the State Goverhment, ahi 
work might never be accomplished- 
the opportunity which’ now presented 
not to be lost. ` There was but one j : 
opinion throughout the Territory, not only with re.: 
gard to the neeessity and importance ‘of’ the wotk, 
but as to the great advantages that-would result from 
its being immediately undertaken by ‘the General 
Government. It would attract new ‘and val- 
uable citizens to that quarter: more . of the 
public lands would be sold; more. money ` from 
them would flow into the treasury; and the increased 
price. of the segtions next to the improved navigation 
would be more cheerfully paid than the present min- 
imum price. The sale of the lands granted. will: 
provide funds to carry on the work, so that Govern- 
ment will not have to make any advances. If the 
sales are checked, or fall off, let the work wait till - 
funds are realized. It need not proceed, only as the 
proceeds become available. He had. briefly stated. . - 
the views of the committee, and he hoped they would 
be approved, and that the bill would -be passed, 
unanimously. i oe ae 
Mr. KING did not consider the bill sufficiently 
explicit; it was, on some points, quite the contrary. 
It might, as it now stood, grant a mueh larger ex’, 
tent of country to effect the proposed. improvement, , 
than could at this moment be imagined. It proposes 


- to divide the land into four sections, two-on each 


side; and those four sections are to comprise all 
lands on both sides of the river and lakes. set forth 
in the bill. He wished for information as to the size 
of those lakes and extent of the rivers; for, as the bill: 
stood at present, it was impossible to say what extent 
of territory it might have relation to; and, ‘if once 
passed, it should be recollected that, on’ the - 
art of Government, there’ could be no’ recalling - 
its action, no matter how far it might exceed the in- 
tentions of the promoters of the measure.“ While’. 
willing to give every reasonable facility to carry out: ` 
the improvement provided for in this” bill, “he 
thought more information on the subject was re~ 
quired, especially as_ regarded the extent ‘of line 
which it embraced. He also suggested that the 
grants should be restricted to a sale of not less than 
$2 50; for, as the clause now read, it might be un- 
derstood to make the sale imperative at thatamount, 
whereas there might, for particular locations, be‘ob- 
tained a much larger sum if the sales thus restricted 
were left open to competitii e asked, therefore, . 
the honorable Senator from New York, for informa- 
tion as to the entire distance from the mouth: of the 
two rivers to the proposed canal; and also the extent 
of the different lakes; so that the Senate might know 
what it was doing in passing the bill. ne o n 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed that the lakes were 
mere enlargements of the rivers. The only lake of 
any extent was that of Lake Winnebago; which - 
was 30 miles long and about 10 broad. lt was a. 
deep water lake. With regard to the price of the 
lands, if there was any ambiguity it could ‘be cor- 
rected. It was not intended by the committee that, 
when the lands were offered for sale, they should 
not bring more than the prices named if any one 
should offer more. i i l : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, after a few prefatory re- 
marks, said that the second ‘objection of the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama could be easily reme- 
died by inserting after the word “canel,” in the 6th 
line of the 2d ‘section, the two words “not less.” 
This would remove all doubt, and make the clause 
read so as to fully meet his: views on that point. 


- This bill did not, he said, propose a new or unex- 


plored line of route; for, so far back as two hundred 
years, there were known to the ancient voyagers 
iwo routes connectiig the inland seas with the great 
father of the rivers—the Mississippi. The lakes to 
which the Senator from Alabama referred, and the 
extent of which he wished to know, were, with the 
exception of the ‘Winnebago, insignificant in point of. . 
size. The project contained in this bill could not be 


~ regarded asa new theory, inasmuch at had received 
“the attentive considération ‘of Gallatin. “He ree 


ded-an appropriation out of the first available’. 
is in. the public. treasury, of not less than — 
twenty millions of dollars, for the formation of roads 
and. canals; and in so- recommending, he was acting 
on the principle of the farmer who goes to the ex- 
ense of digging ditches and cutting drains through 

fie grounds, well knowing that his outlay will be 
liberallly ‘repaid, and his enterprise rewarded by the 
improvements that such outlay. effects. On this 
principle, Gallatin, when Secretary of the Treasury, 
recommended this outlay; well knowing that, if act- 
ed on, the effect would be to: increase the value of 
public and private property, and the property of the 
country. : a i 

Mr.’ W. then entered into’ detail of some of the 
advantages which must accrue to the country from 
the provisions of this bill being carried into effect; 
among others, the facility afforded by it to the trans- 
portation of mails, munitions of war, and, in short, 
all the great. national purposes for which so im- 
portant aline of conveyance and communication 
could be made available. : i 

He concluded by moving, as an amendment, that, 
in the sixth line of the second section, the words 


 CONGRESSIONA 


be constructed ina: proper manner; and, if it-was, it 
_ would cost the Government to.do- it; four -or five 


“not less” be inserted after the word “canal.” 

Mr. WOODBURY asked for information as to the 
mode proposed of keeping the works, when com- 
pleted, in repair, and the management; and also, as 
to the limitation of tolls for mere purposes of repair. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the views taken by 
the committee, in preparing the bill, were still open 
for approval or rejection, as the Senate might deem 
fit. The Territory for which the bill proposes to 
legislate is not independent; it is the property, and 
lies under the control, of the General Government: 
but Government is not called on to expend or ad- 
vance money to carry out those improvements 
which the bill specifies. The expenditure attendant 
on those improvements will be provided for by the 
sale of the lands, as the work proceeds. Until the 
Territory is admitted into the Union of the States, 
the sovereignty remains here, and not there. 

Mr. WALKER said he was for many years fa- 
vorable to the object of this bill; but he thought, as 
the bill now stood, it was open to improvement. 
He did not think that a grant should be made as if 
for the benefit of the United States, but which, 
when Wisconsin became a State, would be really 
and bona fide, as the bill now read, a grant for her 
sole and special benefit. Wisconsin, no longer a Ter- 
ritory, buta recognised State of the Union, would, un- 
der this bill, have power to collect such tolls as;would 
not only keep the line in proper repair, but as would 
or might be applied to such other purposes as she 
thought proper. He thought the bill should set 
forth that so long as Wisconsin remained a Terri- 
tory, the tolls coming into the hands of the Gen- 
eral Government should be applied to keeping the 
works in proper repair; but that, when she became 
a State, she should be restricted from levying more 
toll than would be „absolutely necessary for that 
purpose. If these ks were to be effected at the 
expense of the people#they should remain free to 
the people. Senators should be admonished by a 
recollection of the enormous tolls levied by the Lou- 
isville and Portland canal; and prevent, in the pres- 
ent case, any recurrence of a similar abuse. He 
would, with the sateen of the Serate, prepare 
an amendment embodying the views he had endeav- 
ored to explain. 

Mr. WOODBURY had merely risen to call the 
attention of gentlemen to those points which, in 
perfecting the bill, should be properly attended to. 

Mr. TAPPAN made some observations, which 
were so imperfectly heard in the reporter’s gallery, 
that their import can only be guessed, by the con- 
text of what was heard. He was understood to say 
that there were three modes of accomplishing this 
work, the importance and value of which he did 
not dispute. One, and perhaps the best and cheap- 
est, was by a private company; the second, the 
next best and cheapest, by the local, or State Gov- 
ernment; and the worst, and most expensive, by the 
General Government. He thought it would be 
much better to wait till the Territory became a State, 
and {let its own Government then undertake the 
work. 

He had no objection that the alternate sections 
should be preserved from sale, so as to make the 
canalat a proper time, and in a proper manner. 
Power, he said, was given in the bill to the Secreta- 
ry of War to employ the topographical engineers 
about the construction of the canal. The proposed 
work being in a very distant part of the country, the 
consequence would be, that the canal never would | 


“try. 


times as much -as if it was made by-a private. com- 
peay,:or by Wisconsin when- she becomes a State. 
f Senators would turn their attention to the Cum- 
berland road, and compare the cost of that portion 
constructed by the Federal Government with that 
west of the Ohio river, constructed under the su- 
perintendence of the State Governments, they would 
see that his opinion was correct. Works of this 
kind would cost four times as much when done by 
the Federal Government, as when done by the State 
Governments. When done by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, there is much less economy—the money is 
necessarily wasted. Besides, the place where this ca- 
nal is proposed to be constructed is in a sparsely set- 
tled country; and the consequence will be, that the ca- 
nal will be made at a much greater expense than if it 
was a well peopled country. He then referred to 
the Cleveland and other canals, which had been aid- 
ed by grants of land from the Federal Government, 
which, he said, was not done until the sections of 
country through which they passed were thickly 
settled, and when it might be considered that there 
was labor there to be applied to that object. Those 
canals were probably constructed, for that reason, as 
cheaply as they could have been done in any coun- 
ut the section of country through which this 
canal is to pass, is in a Territory sparsely populated, 
and where there is no labor to spare to make a ca- 
nal. Therefore, to construct it at this time, would 
put the Government to a much greater expense than 
if it was done in a proper time, when there was sur- 
plus labor there to be applied to that object. If they 
reserve those alternate sections until Wisconsin be- 
comes a State, she could then make the canal more 
economically. If it could not be done more eco- 
nomically, it would at least be done more success- 
fully. Although this improvement is one which 
would be of great advantage, he thought it would he 
better not to undertake the work in advance of the 
peopling ofthe country. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE contended that if the work 
was fit to be done atall, it was fit to be done quickly. 
He was adverse to the dangers of procrastination; 
especially where the object was, as here, to increase 
the value of the public domain, by bestowing 
on a beautiful but neglected portion of our country 
the facilities and advantages of a market. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio spoke of an appropriation; but 
there was no appropriation required. The Govern- 
ment has nothing to lose; for, if the work brings not 
in sufficient to cover its own expenditure, there and 
then it stops. As to thinness of pupulation, it was to 
be presumed that in so extensive, so fine, so beauti- 
ful a country, possessing so many agricultural advan- 
tages, people would not be wanting to make its 
many and great resources available. What (he ask- 
ed) was land worth, if it could not be got at? or what 
was the value of the most fertile farm without a road? 
Any delay would be dangerous; for if the bill is not 
passed the land will be sold to individuals—be- 
come private property; and when hereafter sought 
for the purposes for which this bill intends it, it 
cannot be had. The Government will be at 
no cost. The work will pay for itself. The im- 
provement, when made, will belong to the country, 
not to the Territory; and when that Territory merges 
into a State, then such terms may be entered into as 
the interests of the Government and the people may 
require. 

r. WALKER now submitted his amendment, 
to come in at the end of the first section. It was to 
the effect that the said canal shall be kept in repair 
by the Territory of Wisconsin, until said Territory 
becomes a State, and thereafter by the State; and 
that no greater toll or tax be exacted than necessary 
to keep it in repair. 

This amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KING felt rather friendly disposed towards 
the bill, believing its object to be useful in the 
end; but he regretted that the gentlemen who had 
charge of it, did not bestow a little more pains on 
its preparation. If they had done so, it would not 
have appeared in its present questionable shape. 
The clause which proposes granting two sections on 
each side the river does not in any way limit the 
extent of those sections; and as the Wisconsin flows 
we know not how far, they should guard against 
this objection by confining the extent to the point 
where the proposed canal is to enter. The Fox 
river also branches off an immense distance to the 
right; so, if the bill passes in its present form, 
among other disadvantages the Secretary of the 
Treasury may find himself involved in an extent 


i 


of responsibility of which he can have at” this mo- 
ment no-idea. | If the. gentleman who introduced the 
bill will offer an. amendment to remedy these ob- 
jections, the Senate would know what. they were 
‘about. He had no objection to the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Warg- 
ER,] but rather approved of it. _ Mr. K. concluded 
by saying that his only object in rising was to 
render the bill sufficiently explicit to be fully under- 
stood. de ` 

Mr. PORTER of Michigan suggested the inser- 
tion of the word “ them;” which was concurred in, 

Mr. BREESE suggested the words “where the 
canal shall enter them; which was also agreed to. 
He also suggested the insertion of the words “said 
points”: which was agreed to. The amendment, 
thus amended, was adopted. i 

The bill was reported back to the Senate with the 
amendments; and the question being on concurring in 
those amendments— X 

Mr. HAYWOOD observed that he lived so fay, 
from Wisconsin, and knew so little of the merits or 
neceasity for this measure, that he felt bound, before 
he voted on the subject, to inform himself of some 
particulars, and for that purpose to make inquiry on 
the subject. He understood that the Territorial 
Governments were in the habit of chartering incor- 
porated companies; and he should be glad to know 
whether any company of that kind had been char- 
tered in the Territory of Wisconsin. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE replied that there never 
was any such incorporated company in Wisconsin. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said there was something on 
his memory about a banking company purporting 
to be a chartered incorporation. i 

Mr: WOODBRIDGE said the company to which 
the Senator alluded was a company for the issue of 
money; but Congress had disapproved of it, and it 
came to nothing. . 

Mr. HAYWOOD still desired to make further 
inquiry; and, as there was no pressing necessity for 
acting hastily on the bill, he thought the best way 
was to postpone the subject long enough to give 
time for inquiry: He wanted to know to whom 
this grant of lands was to be made. In any grant 
there must be two parties, the grantor and the 
grantee. In this case the grantor was the General 
Government. But who was the grantee? Not 
surely the General Government also. And who 
else could it be—the Territory being in its hands? 
Unless some company was to be incorporated 
to enjoy the rights of grantee, who would enjoy 
them? Such things had been heretofore done. 
He was afraid it might occur with regard to this 
grant, seeing that the Territory itself could not be 
the grantee. Ifthe matter should be disputed, the 
courts would be apt to find ou,some corporation in 
whom this grant was vested. @Phould that be the 
case, Congress would find that ıt had performed a 
great and liberal act—of gwing to that company a 
gift never intended for it. He wished to guard 
against such a possibility, and therefore moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill. 

The subject was, on this motion, postponed till 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate amessage from the President of the United 
States, communicating, from the War Department, 
the proceedings of the court-martial in the case of 
Lieutenant B. C. Buell, of the United States army; 
which, on motion of Mr. BENTON was referred 
to the Committee on Military A ffai ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE moved to take resolution 
reported from the Finance Committee, for the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill for reducing the pres- 
ent tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. EVANS suggested that, as the Senate was 
thin, it would be better to let the subject lie over till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. McDUFFIE acquiesced inthe suggestion. 

On motion, the Senate then proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business; and after some 
time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, January 17, 1844. 

Mr. FRENCH presented a resolution; which was 

objected to. 3 
MEMBERS’ STATIONERY. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted a resolution 
directing the stationery supplied to members to be 
supplied to them at the current prices of the present 
day. The motion was agreed to, 


__ SNAG BOATS ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 
The SPEAKER announced: the business-in order 
to be on the motion of Mr. Cave Jounson to recon- 
sider the vote by which the following resolution had 
been passed: f : 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire what sum of money 
will be required to keep all the boats now in use, 
and those in the process of preparation, designed to 
be employed in removing obstructions to the navi- 

_ gation of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, in 
constant. active employment for the national fiscal 
year commencing on the first day of July next, and 
that they. report to this House the sum for that pur- 
posée'in the appropriate appropriation bill. 

Mr. WELLER had the floor; and-he said, when 
he obtained the floor yesterday he had a strong dis- 

osition to say something in reply to gentlemen who 
had taken part in this debate—he felt called upon, 
as a Western member, to do.so; but he now had not 
the disposition to make a speech; and he should 
present to the House the reasons why he should not 
doit, and why he desired the House to be put to 
a vote on the proposition now pending. First, how- 
ever, hë desired to correct a statement which had 
appeared in the Turian, and_to say that yes- 
terday there was no difference of opinion on the 
question of veracity between himself and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
as to the action of the Committee of Ways A 
Means in reference to the Western interests. He 
proceeded to make some explanations on that suk- 
ject, in which also Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL partici- 
pated; and then came back to the questigiiybefore 
the House. He said the gentleman from tacky, 
(Mr. Tuomasson,] who presented the resolution 
under consideration, had made a plain statement of 
facts in relation to it; he was followed by others 
who properly debated the subject; but a gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sriwant) 
yesterday. came to that side of the House an 
made a stump speech, which he had, no doubt, 
repeated hundreds of times to his coristituents, be- 
fore he inflicted it on this House. He (Mr. WEL- 
LER) had heard that speech delivered, in much bet- 
ter language, hundreds of times, to the constituency 
which he had the honor to represent; but, if ever a 
speech was delivered out of place, it was that speech 
delivered here yesterday by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. hat were they called upon to do? 
They were asked to make appropriations to remove 
the snags which endangered so much property, and 
so many valuable lives; and while they were delib- 
manng upon it, intelligence arrived of the loss of 
from fifty toa hundred lives occasioned by one of 
these snags, which had clothed very many families 
of the West in sable: yet, at that very time, when 
the American Congress was called upon to act, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania took occasion to in- 
flict a stump speech on this House. There were 
times, and such times would return, when a reply 
might properly be made to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. He (Mr. WeLLER) 
would undertake, at a proper time, to make a reply, 
and to show that what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had said in relation to. Mr. Van Buren was 
untrue. If that gentleman was not an economizer 
of the public money, he was an economizer of the 
truth; and, whenever it should be in order, he (Mr. 
WELLER) would undertake to show the cause why 
the Western interests had been neglected: but this 
was not the time: They were called upon, with the 
news of a recent calamity sounding in their ears, 
with a knowledge of the fact that the sympathies of 
the Western people were excited for their bereaved 
friends, and with a knowledge of all the facts in re- 
lation to the importance of the improvements to be 
made and the necessity of the appropriation asked 
for, to make that appropriation, and thereby save 
the lives and the property of the survivors. Was 
there any gentleman on that floor that was unwil- 
ling to do that? 

After some other observations on this subject, he 
expressed the hope that the House would come at 
once to the question before them, This, he re- 
peated, was no time for a geveral discussion of the 
relative merits of Mr. Van Buren and Mr. Clay; 
and all that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
said could be met when the proper time should ar- 
rive. He regretted that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was not in his seatto hear what he (Mr. 
Vy J rew said; but he would again affirm before 
the House that, when the proper time should come, 

he should be prepared to prove that geatleman’s 


question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR rose to make an explanation, 
Mr. Werer having withdrawn his motion for the 
previous question for that purpose. The gentleman 
from Ohio, in his remarks, had alluded to what was 
said by him yesterday in reference to the action of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, of which he 
was a member, together with that gentleman. He 
now perceived that he had been under a misappre- 
hension as to what was said by the gentleman re- 
specting the action of the committee. He under- 
stood the gentleman to have supposed that the 
committee had determined to make no appropria- 
tion for Western rivers, irrespective of their deter- 
mination in reference to all other appropriations; 
in other words, to make a distinction between ap- 
propriations for Western rivers and appropriations 
for the improvement of other rivers. Such was not 
his understanding of the action of the committee, 
and hence he had concurred in the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The gentleman from Ohio, in his remarks this 
morning, was perfectly correct, and he agreed with 
him entirely. As he had agreed to renew the mo- 
tion for the previous question, he was now com- 
pelled to do so, though he would have been happy 
to add something to the remarks which he had pre~- 
viously made upon a kindred subject. . 

He moved the previous question. Upon seconding 
the demand for the previous question, the vote 
was taken by tellers, and resulted, 80 in the affirma- 
tive and 61 in the negative. S 

Upon the main question—viz: the reconsideration 
of the resolution—the yeas and nays were ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: Yeas 95, nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Burke, Campbell, Cary, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Agustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, El- 
mer, Farlee, Fish, Foster, Giddings, Byram Green, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Jenks, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, Me- 
Ilvaine, McKay, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, Patter- 
son, Payne, Elisha R. Potter, Eme D. Potter, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles AI. Read, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, 
John T. Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Sykes, Thomp- 
son, Tyler, Wheaton, Williams, and Yost—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown. William J. Brown, 
Seremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, Chilton, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, J. W. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dellet, Douglass, Duncan, Ficklin, Florence, Foot, 
French, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Henley, Holmes, Hughes, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Perley B. Johnson, Kennedy, Labranche, Mce- 
Causlen, McClernand, MeDowell, Marsh, Mathews, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Nes, Owen, Peyton, Rele, St. John, 
Sample, Senter, Severance, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
i Smith, Caleb B. Smith. Robert} Smith, Steenrod, Andrew 
Stewart, Stone, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbetts, Tilden, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, White, 
‘Wilkins, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—77. 

So the question of reconsideration was agreed to. 

A message from the Senate was here presented by 
A. Dicxms, esq., informing the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed the bill to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for the fiscal year ending the 30th of 


can seamen. a a 
Mr. T. SMITH rose, and said it was not his in- 
tention to detain the House very long; but, being A- 


‘Hou for. 


- vor of sustaining the pon tion 


June, 1844, for the relief and protection of Ameri-- 


now before hen” 
He had voted against . reconsider 


from Kentucky, and ‘he did so mainly fo; 
son: that it wasa- direct proposition, up 
desired’ tọ have. the. sense: of: 
was à proposition which.stood ou 
before the country, and. up 
proposition’ he. desired © ‘to ; 
to appropriate. money for the ‘itnproveme! 
‘Western rivers, without reference: the ‘o 
interest of the country, which should not: 
looked. He desired to know. who: were: th 
of Western improvement; he ‘desired: to ki 
portion of this Congress -would sustain 
interests. ae 

He apprehended that some gentlemen shad voted 
for the reconsideration under a misapprehension:of . 
the proposition itself. They. seemed to be under. 
the impression that the resolution ‘asksan immense > ` 
appropriation of money to keep in operation anin - 
definite number of boats. If gentlemen liad taken: 
pains to examine the estimates submitted upon -thig 
subject, they would have found that, if the committee: 
only adhere to those estimates, the amount to be ap-: 
propriated would not be ‘so great as. to alarm. them 
in the least. . And for the purpose of setting gentle- 
men right upon this subject, he wanted their atten=:. : 
tion to the estimates themselves.: It the year 1842. 
$250,000 were appropriated for the purposé of im- 
proving the Western waters, including the Ohio... 
above the falls. The estimates forthe present year 
were only $223,000, for the purpose of keeping all... 
the boats in operation. pi SEA Pega 

Mr. S. showed that much more might be effected 
in the way of improvement, by an appropriation of 
$200,000 for the coming year, than was effected by. ` 
the $200,000 that had been hitherto appropriated, ;  - 
But a small portion of thatsum—$15,000 only-—was . 
expended in improvements, while the rest was e£- 
pended in the construction of boats and other pre- 
paratory measures. Gentlemen need not, then, be... 
alarmed at the idea of a great expenditure of money `; - 
being involved in the resolution for the preparations’. 
being made in the construction of boats, &c.; there. 
would not be more than. $220,000 required toad: 
complish all the improvements necessary.» Mr. Su ` 
then took a brief notice of the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srewarr] deliveret 
yesterday, and opposed the splendid system of in- 
ternal improvement advocated by him; and showed. 
the ruinous effects the carrying out of this system: ©. 
would have had on the prosperity of the country if 
it had not been arrested by Gen. Jackson’s veto of 
the Maysville road. He also reviewed the argu- 
ments of the same gentleman in favor of a protect- 
ive tariff; and showed that the revenue tariff of 
1840, collecting 20 per cent. on-only one-half the 
imported articles, produced more revenue than the: : 
high protective tariff of 1842 levied on all the im= 
ported articles. Mr. S, avowed himself strenuously. ; 
opposed to the log-rolling system which had pro+. 
duced such ruinous effects in the new Statés, and . 
which would be the ruin of this Government if per-, 
sisted in. He was opposed to the splendid scheme : 
of internal appropriations included in the. famous’... 
American system; but, at the same time, he was in.: 
favor of judicious and economical appropriations for 
such objects as might.be justly termed national, viz: 
the Ohio, Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and even 
the Hudson rivers. ites i 

He was in favor of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky because. it. stood. on its own, 
merits, and was not connected with a number of 
other objects, which might or might not be; merito- 
rious. Jn pressing the small appropriation. asked . 
for, for clearing-out obstructions 1n the Mississippi, 
Mr. S. alluded to some of. the liberal appropriations 
of Congress for other objects not more deserving 
of its favor—one of which (the Delaware break- 
water) had already cost the Government three times 
as much as was ever expended on the Western wa- 
ters, though it was not yet completed. Two mil- 
lions had been appropriated. for that work, and it 
appeared that three millions more would be: re 

wired. He also referred to the injudicious ex- 

penditure of money for the light-house at. Black 
Rock harbor, exceeding the estimates by some four- 
teen or fifteen thousand dollars. In conclasion, 
Mr. S. expressed the hope that gentlemen. would: 
not be alarmed at the idea of the resolution calling. - 
for the expenditure of a vast sum of money. He. 


“was Confident that the sum. required “would: not-be 
nore than two hundred and twenty thousand. dol- 
lars; and the friends ‘of the measure were ‘willing to 
limit it to that amount. >. 3 ee 

: “Mr. ROBERT SMITH next obtained the floor; 
‘but gave way for explanation to . 

Mr. STEWART, who observed that, having just 
come in, he had not heard the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Werer] but he under- 
stood the gentleman to characterize what he (Mr. 
S.) said yesterday, in relation to the opinions of Mr. 
Van Buren, to be untrue; and that, if he did not 
prove it to be untrue, he would be willing to take 
the brand upon his forehead; but if, on the other 
hand, he should prove it to be untrue, the brand 
must be put on his (Mr. S’s) forehead. Now he 
took the gentemai up on the issue he had made, 
and should prove, by letters from Mr. Van Buren, 
under his own hand, that he was constitutionally 
opposed to the Government making internal im- 
provements in the, States, and that even the consent 
of the States through which they passed could not 
make them constitutional. 


Mr. WELLER interrupted the gentleman, and 
said he was attempting to escape the issue that was 
made. In the gentleman’s remarks of yesterday, 
Mr. Van Buren was represented as having instruct- 
ed his Secretary of. the Treasury to make no esti- 
mates for the Cumberland road, saying that he 
would veto any appropriations for this work. Now, 
when the gentleman said that Mr. Van Buren di- 
rected his Secretary of the Treasury to make no es- 
timates for the Cumberland road, and said that he 
would veto any such appropriations, he (Mr. W.) 
undertook to contradict the statement, and said that 
he could prove it to be untrue. 

Mr. STEWART said he had made no such state- 
ment. Whathe said was, that Mr. Van Buren 
withheld the estimates for the Cumberland road 
from the House; and that, as a matter of argument, 
the inference was fair that he did so because he be- 
lieved the work to be unconstitutional, and that he 
would veto such appropriations, if passed. 


Mr. WELLER said that, if the gentleman would 
indulge him a moment longer, he would show the 
House what the gentleman said yesterday, so that 
the House could judge for itself whether he (Mr. 
W.) had characterized his remarks correctly. The 
gentleman (said Mr. W.) is reported in this morn- 
ing’s Intelligencer, and very correctly reported, to 
have said as follows: 

“But the gentleman had told the House that Mr. 
Van Buren had never refused to sign a bill for an 
works of internal improvement. ‘That might be all 
very true; but did he not withhold from Congress 
the estimates for the Cumberland road? And was it 
not under his administration that these estimates 
were so withheld for the first time? He told his Sec- 
retary of War not to send in estimates for the con- 
tinuution of that road, because, if he did, and Con- 
gress made the appropriation, he must veto the bill.” 


Mr. STEWART repeated, that what he said 
was used as an argument, and as a fair inference 
from Mr. Van Buren’s expressed opinions. 

Mr. WELLER said he supposed the House 
could understand the use of language. Such being 
the remarks of the gentleman, he undertook to say 
that Mr. Van Buren did not direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to withhold the estimates, as the 
gentleman stated; but what he did do was, on the 
25th of May, 1838, he signed a bill making appro- 
priation for the Cumberland road in the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois. 

Mr. STEWART said, he did not see the report 
the gentleman quoted, and did not know whether it 
was correct or not. 

Mr. WELLER. The report is correct, and is 
what the gentleman did say, as the House will bear 
witness $ 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH addressed the House ir 
behalf of the Western interests. The question, he 
said, was one of great importance to his constitu- 
ents, and hence he felt himself impelled to make 
some observations thereon. One gentleman had spo- 
ken.of the number of wrecks which met the eyes of 
his constituents; and he (Mr. S.) would add that the 
wrecks of nine steamboats were visible near his con- 
gressional district in 1841, at one time. He spoke 
of the wreck of the Shepherdess, from one of whose 
surviving and suffering passengers he had received a 
communication which gave a harrowing description 
of that calamitous event; and these facts and circum- 
stances he brought before the House to show the 
urgency of the case, and the necessity to make im- 


NGRESSION 


mediate appropriations. for-the 
Western waters: The West justly complained that 
their interests had been neglected, and they now 
asked for justice and a t propef regard for their rights. 
This was all-they asked. He spoke of the Missis- 
sippi as a great highway for Western commerce, and 
also of its importance to. this entire nation in time of 
war; he also spoke of the individual interest of his 
constituents in the improvement of the navigation of 
Western waters, the existing dangers both augment- 
ing the price of articles imported, and dimininishing 
the value of produce transmitted to distant markets. 
He believed, likewise, that those great inland seas 
(the lakes) should have a due share of the attention of 


_ Government; and, whatever might have been the or- 


igin of the great national road, as it was commenced, 
and as many persons, trusting to the implied faith 
of the nation, had made purchases of land in the 
neighborhood of that road, it should be completed 
by the National Government. 

Mr. HAMMETT offered a substitute for the 
pending resolution, directing the Committee of Ways 


‘and Means to inquire into the expediency of making 


an appropriation for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippl river and its tributaries. 
r. VINTON said it was important that the 
question before the House should be distinctly un- 
erstood. What struck him as most important in 
this debate was, that, while gentlemen on all sides 
of the House, and of all parties in the country, were 
of opinion that Congress had power to make this 
appropriation, they seemed wholly in the dark as to 
the principle on which this power was to be exer- 
cisel. One gentleman had spoken of the Govern- 
ment as being a large landed proprietor; and that 
might possibly be a ground on which appropriations 
might be made there: but it was liable to this great 
objection, that that ground might be but temporary, 
and also that more appropriations were required 
where the Government had the least land; and that 
where the Government had the most property, there 
the least appropriation was needed. 

He next proceeded to notice the remarks made 
yesterday by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Hoimes,] who based the right of this Gov- 
ernment to make appropriations for the Western 
waters on the ordinance of 1787. He spoke at 
some length on this subject, and expressed his con- 
viction that it was unnecessary to go further than 
the Constitution of the United States, which gave 
power to Congress to regulate the commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the States, and with 
the Indian tribes, and also gave all necessary pow- 
er to carry these delegated powers into effect. 

By the grant of power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, the power to improve harbors was 
undoubtedly conferred. If, for the safety of vessels 
navigating the coast, it were considered necessary 
that light-houses should be erected, Congress did not 
hesitate to exercise the power of making appropria- 
tions for that purpose. Upon what principle did 
they assume this right, unless it were by virtue of 
the power conferred upon them to regulate com- 
meree” 

He assumed the position that Congress had the 
same power to aid the internal commerce of the 
country, that they had to aid or regulate the foreign 
commerce. It covered precisely the same ground. 
If there was any fallacy in this argument, he asked 
gentlemen to point it out. 

In the primitive times of Democracy, as long ago 
as the first Congress under the administration of Mr. 
Jefferson, when Democracy was yet pure, a law was 
passed, and sanctioned by Mr. Jefferson himself, 
creating upon the waters of the Ohio a collectiqn dis- 
trict, making the port of Mariettaa port of entry and 
delivery, and appointing a collector at that port. By 
virtue of what grant of power under the Constitu- 
tion was this done, unless it was that clause to which 
he called their attention, viz: the power of Congress 
to regulate commerce among the States of this Union? 
No one could imagine for a moment that such a law 
as that establishing a port of entry, and appointing a 
collector, could have passed a Democratic Congress, 
and received the sanction of Mr. Jefferson, unless 
Congress had the power to pass such an act. But 
more than this: under the same administration 
another law was passed, making the ports of 
Pittsburgh, Wellsburgh, Cincinnati, Maysville, 
Louisville, and Natchez, all ports of entry 
and delivery. Would such a law as that have 
passed without directing the special attention of 
those by whom it was passed to the powers pos- 
sessed by Congress to legislate npon the subject? 
Congress had, at a later day, provided -by law for 


aprovement ‘of the |] the safety 


of passengers, by directing in“ what man- 
ner vessels -Should be furnished “with safeguards. 
By what authority. did they. assume to legislate upon 
this subject, unless it were under the authority to 
which he had alluded? an 

If he was correct in the view he had taken of the 
power conferred upon. Congress in regard to. this 
subject, then it would follow that Congress had ‘the 
same power to aid internal commerce as they have 
to aid foreign commerce. And he would say to his 
Western brethren, that he had been a member of. 
that House when the doctrine which he had now 
advocated did not need an argument; and yet, in the 
whole course of the debate which had occurred 
upon this question, though gentlemen seemed 
impressed with the very great importance of 
the subject, they had not once adverted to the fact 
that there was any such power given to Con- 
gress under the Constitution; and it was for this 
reason that he had, the other day, offered a propo- 
sition to form a Committee on Commerce among the 
States. Gentlemen must see, from the rules of the 
House themselves, that Congress had power to 
regulate commerce among the States of this Union. 

he immense amount and importance of the in- 
ternal commerce of this country was another, forci- 
ble consideration why Congress should have the 
power of regulating it, and aiding and facilitating 
it. The commerce upon the Mississippi was state 
to be $250,000,000. Add to that the commerce of 
the Hudson, estimated at $100,000,000, and they 
had an aggregate of $350,000,000—greater, by one- 
half, than the whole foreign commerce of the United 
States. „And this was the commerce upon two lines 
of conf@nication only. There was another which 
had been almost forgotten—he meant that from the 
head of the Ohio to the Mississippi. This was a 
greatnational highway, and entitled to the protection 
of the Government. And there were other great lines 
of communication in this country; and was it possible 
that this great amount of commerce, which would 
increase in a very few years to double its present 
amount, was fo receive assistance from Government? 
that this Government had not the power to aid it? 
Why, when this Constitution of ours was made, the 
distinction between foreign and home trade was per- 
fectly understood, and it was evidently designed to 
spread the mantle of protection over both. While 
providing that Congress should have power to aid 
foreign commerce, in the same words and to the 
same extent they conferred the power upon that 
body to aid commerce among the Sates of this 
Union. f i 

It was for that purpose, and that purpose only, of 
submitting the remarks he had, that he had risen at 
this stage of the proceedings. He deemed it un- 
necessary to go through with a repetition of those 
terrible calamities which had been of so frequent oc- 
currence; and which were so familiar, not merely to 
the House, but to the nation at large. He would 
not trouble the House with a relation of matters 
which were already well-known. : 

He insisted that the improvement of the Western 
waters was an object which merited the attention of 
this Government in an especial manner. Dwing all 
the time he had held a seat in Congerss, when ap- 
propriations were proposed for public improve- 
ments, he had never stopped to inquire in what par- 
ticular section of the Union those improvements 
were tobe made. He had voted for all improve- 
ments of the utility of which he was satisfied, with- 
out regard to their location; and he trusted the 
House would, onthis occasion, put aside’ all party 
considerations, and act in a spirit of equity, and 
grant a fair and just appropriation, according to the 
means we have. 

Mr. HARDIN next addressed the House, ex- 
plaining his views in relation to this subject. His 
speech will be given hereafter. g 

Mr. BARNARD remarked that he had voted for 
the reconsideration, and did so because a spirit of 
fairness towards the various sections of this Union 
required that the resolution, as originally introduced 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Tuomas- 
son,] should receive some amendment before it 
should be put to the vote. Perhaps it might arise 
from the interest he indulged in, in regard to im- 
provements in which his constituents were more 
deeply interested; or it might arise from the interest 
he took in regard to those great subjects of com- 
mercial improvement which he believed to be the 
most important that could occupy the attention of 
this House, that a suspicion had been excited in his 
mind that there was an intention on the part of some 
Western gentlemen to cut loose from every section 


of ‘the: Union, except the West, on this:question.. 
Now, there needed not the happening. of that ca- 
jamity which had just taken place onthe. Western 
waters, to induce a majority “of the House to vote 
appropriations, and liberal appropriations, for Weste 
ern rivers; and gentlemen need not to have seized 
upon that calamity to have enforced upon Congress 
the duty of making these appropriations. THe, for 
oné, did not require such an appeal. He had long 
known, from the daily history of the Western: riv- 
ers, the amount of hazard in navigating them, and 
it was in this view that he made the remark, that he 
would be willing to vote fifteen millions, and borrow 
the money, provided their navigation could be ren- 
dered safe in two years. But this, he knew, could 
not be done; and that this work of clearing out the 
Western waters by appropriations to be made year 
by year, would lastforever. He was therefore willing, 
ead he believed the majority of the House was w 
ling, to make the appropriations for clearing out! 
these rivers annually. 

Mr. B. then went on to contend, in reply to Mr. 
Houmes, that the power of the Government to im- 
prove the navigation of our rivers extended as well 
to one as to the other, and that there was nothing in 
the ordinance of 1787 that gave Congress a right to 
improve the Mississippi and its tributaries more 
than any other of the navigable waters of the 
Union. 

Some explanations were here gone into between 
Mr. BARNARD, Mr. HOLMES, and Mr. Mc- 
DOWELL, on that portion of the gentleman’s ar- 
gument. 

Mr. BARNARD then proceeded to co nt on a 
disposition which he thought he had per€€ived in 
the House to separate the West from the North 
and East, in relation to the improvement of naviga- 
ble streams. He deprecated such an alienation. He 
made some passing comments, likewise, on the re- 
marks of other gentlemen who had spoken in the 
course of this debate, and said he wished to bring 
this House to a test vote. He wanted to see what 
this House would do with regard*to public im- 
provements; and, to effect that purpose, he was pre- 
pared to offer an amendment to the pending resolu- 
tion. He wished the House to come to a vote on 
the whole subject of improvements; and, if the House 
was disposed to make only partial appropriations, 
it could be shown by the vote on the amendments. 
He hoped the House would not make appropria- 
tions on the ground taken by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kennepy.] He believed that gentle- 
man’s constituents would not support him on such 

rounds; for they were generous, and just, and 
onest. He (Mr. B.) would be willing to carry 
this question to that gentleman’s own people, if he 
could reach them with his voice. The gentleman 
from Indiana had complained that his constituents 
were compelled to pay for their lands; and he had 
said that any man who went into the West as a pi- 
oneer, and struck his axe into the soil of the forest, 
had aright to that soil. This position was an un- 
tenable one; for they had no more right to the soil 
inthe West than they had to his horse. He con- 
tended that the people of the East had paid as much 
` for their lands as the people of the West paid for 
theirs; and they had no good ground of complaint 
in that respect. He again asserted that the interests 
of all parts of this Union were identified with each 
other; and the appropriations for the Western riv- 
ers, the Lakes, the Hudson river, and other streams, 
should go together. He read an extract from a 
Boston paper, which spoke of the discharge of a 
cargo of cotton from the South, and the loading of 
the same ship with a return cargo of eleven thou- 
sand packages, being the products of the West; and 
asked how, in view of such circumstances, the dif- 

- ferent sections of this Union could be separated. 

Mr. HOLMES inquired how much additional 
cost was placed on those goods, the produce of the 
West, for the benefit of the Nerth, by the action of 
this Government. 

Mr. BARNARD replied, not one dollar; and that 
assertion, he said, was demonstrable. 

Did not the whole history of the tariff show that 
its effect had always been a reduction of prices! 
Could gentlemen name any article which had ‘not 
been reduced by the tariff? The only tariff com- 
plained of, was a tariff with a view to protection; 
and it was that tariff of which he spoke. He main- 
tained that the duties imposed on our foreign im- 
ported articles did not, by any means, as was as- 
serted, entirely come out of the consumer of those 
articles, Take, for instance, those articles which 
canbe manufactured within the country. 


‘Mr. HOLMES. - Has the : price -of railr 
been reduced in consequence of the duty? 
~My. BARNARD. Yes, sir; it-has. An offer-has 


been. reeently. made. by a company to:farnish rail- | 
- road-iron ata price considerably less than it-bore bë- 


fore the tariff was passed. 

Sir, (continued Mr. B.)-I. was alluding to certain 
facts which make:me jealous of the West; which led 
me to believe that “Western: gentlemen and some 
others were desirous of separating the interests of the 
‘West from those of the East and North. -I wasal- 
luding to the claim on the part of the West that they 
might dip their hands in the’ treasury. because they 
had put so much into it: . Gentlemen, also, com- 
plained of another thing; they complained that they 
were not only obliged to pay the price of goods pur- 
chased in the Eastern market, but that they were 
obliged to pay—what? Why, the cost of transport- 
ation, and the interest of the money invested. in the 
business! This complaint had been solemnly made 
upon that floor; just as though the gentlemen, be- 
cause they happen to live seven or eight hundred 
miles away from the place where goods are manu- 
factured, were to have them furnished. at their very 
doors at the same prices.as at the place where they 
were manufactured! Away with such arguments! 
Gentlemen must teach a different docirine of politi- 
cal morality. 

Mr. KENNEDY rose and asked if the gentle- 
man would allow him to correct some statements as 
to his position. 

Mr. BARNARD said if he had. misrépresented 
him in anything, he certainly would allow the ex- 
planation. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman has misrepresented me in everything. Be- 
cause, in my remarks yesterday, I referred to the 
fact that the Western States were the only ones in 
the Union which had paid the price of their soil into 
the national treasury, he represents me as attempting 
to induce my constituents and the Western people 
to appropriate other people’s property to their own 
use I ask him what Government on the face of 
the earth, except ours, ever sold out its soil to its 
citizens? 

But the gentlemen is not content to misrepresent 
me; but he, upon that misrepresentation, appeals 
from me to my constituents, and intimates that he 
will appear before the people of the tenth congres- 
sional district, and teach them, I suppose, what they 
shall think, and how they shall act, on this and other 
matters; such as whom they shall elect to represent 
them on this floor, and what such Representative 
shall think and say. 

Sir, this is an unusual assumption; and, in reply 
to it, I have only to say that, if the gentleman takes 
my district in his next circuit of appeals, I will try 
arid meet him there. But I will warn him, in ad- 
vance, that, should he come there, with his dicta- 
torial airs, assuming to advise and direct my con- 
stituents, he may perchance find himself in a duck- 
pond, after having been rode on a fence-rail. 

Mr. BARNARD said he again solemnly dissent- 
ed from the opinion of the gentleman. He did not 
believe there existed among the gentleman’s con- 
stituency any such disposition of brutality as the 
gentleman had described. No; he would not fear to 
go into the gentleman’s congressional district, and 
there, ina temperate, logical, argumentative way, 
rebut these very doctrines. Nor would he very 
much fear to meet the gentleman himself in the field 
of argument upon that question in his own district. 
He would fear neither the gentleman nor his con 
stituents. He believed that a man who was peace- 
ably inclined? could pass through that constituency 
with entire safety, expressing all the opinions which 
he might desire to promulgate. He did not believe 
at all in the brutal character which the gentleman 
had given to that constituency. In regard to the 
explanation which the gentleman had offered, he 
would leave it to be judged of by the House. What 
did it amount to after all? That this was the first 
example where government had sold lands to its 
citizens. But this did not happen to be exactly true. 
Every government in this country had sold its 
lands to its own citizens, and put the purchase 
money into its coffers. ‘The lands belonged to the 
whole nation, and not to those who happen to 
squat down upon them. They belonged to the peo- 
ple of New York, of Virginia, the New England 
States, and, in fact, of all the States, and not to 
those who happened to seize upon the possession. 

The hour having expired— : 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BARNARD desired permission, before the 


“Mr. JOHNSON refased.to yield 

He had made the motion: to: re 
ground that, by the original resolution; 
imperative on the committee to report a bil: 
was the only objection... There had been two days’ de: 
bate upon the merits of the Western waters. A the 
gonnen from New: York [Mr BARNARD] seemed 

etermined, by much speaking, to win: the Weste 
members in‘ favor of his schenies of Northern: 
provement. sir ap re ; 

The only question really. befor Ho 
as to the order of business; whether. they: sh id. 
commit the subject to a committee to inquire b 
much. money should. be appropriated.» And: i 
would venture -to say that’ a: committee could: 
could not be found in that House who would n : 
willing to make an appropriation for the Mississip=. 
iy river.. The debate had taken a:wide range, and 

ad been kept up without any earthly. profit. to: the. 
country at large. If thesubject had been allowed to 
take its ordinary course, he ‘would venture to say 
that a bill would, before this time, have been before.. 
the House. making the appropriation: they sought 
for. The debate had rotated instead. of accelera- 
ting their progress. He thought it highly neces- 
sary, however, that the committee should first ins. 
quire into the extent of the means at the disposal of 
the Government; for he, for one, was not prepared to 
vote for an appropriation until he knew where the; 
means were to come from, and how much conld: be. 
spared. He would, therefore, move to strike out so, 
much of the resolution as makes it iniperative upon 
the Committee of Ways and Means to report a bill,: 
and to substitute a direction that the committee in~. 
quire into the expediency of reporting: a bill; and: 
upon this motion he asked for the previous ques- 
tion. : ree yee: 
Mr. BARNARD hoped the House ‘would not: 
sustain the previous question under the circum- 
siances, as it would exclude his amendment. “An 
he-appealed to the gentleman from Tennessee, as a 
matter of ordinary courtesy, to give him an opportu- 
nity to offer it. : 
he demand for the previous question being in-: 
sisted upon, tellers were appointed, (Messrs. Win- 
THROP and SreeNrRon,) who reported 8] votes inthe 
affirmative, and 58 in the negative. ea 
So the previous question was ordered... 7 
The main question was then put, being upon My. - 
Cave Jounson’s amendment; and, upon this queb- 
tion, the yeas and nays were demanded, and ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 108, nays 61, as 
follows: a 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, 
Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Black, 
well, Jocob Brinkerhoft, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Reuben Chapman. Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel 
Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, ` 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Forlee, Foot, Giddings, Gilmer, Ham» 
lin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Andrew. John: 
son, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel -P. 
King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, ‘Lyon, 
McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, McKay, Marsh, Mose- 
ley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, 
E. D. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, C: M. Read, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, 
St. John, Sample, Saunders, Severance, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tyler, Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, and Yost—168. Mee See : 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Caldwell, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Douglass, Duncan, Ficklin, Florence, 
French, Frick, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Har- 
per, Henly, Hoge, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, MeCauslin,. McClernand, McConnell, 
VeDowell, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Norris, 
Owen Pexvton, Relfe, Schexck, Senter, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith’ Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew 
Stewart; Stone, Thomasson, Tiphatis, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Tinton, Weller, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wilkins, 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—61. . 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended; which, being put, was care 
ried, without a division. : 

GENERAL JACKSON $ FINE. 
Mr. PRATT presented the resolutions of the Le- 
islature of New York, instructing their Senators 
and requesting their Representatives in Congress to 
use their best endeavors. to procure the passage of 
the bill to refund the fine imposed on General Jack- 
son by Judge Hall. ` f 

The resolutions having been read, ' ; 

Mr: PRATT moved that they lie on the table... 

Mr. BABNARD rose, and said he had no objecs. 


~ 
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tion to. the reception of the. resolution but, ‘as he 
wished to make some remarks in regard to. them, 
he hoped his colleague would consent fo let them 
lie over fora day-or two. j : 
` Mr. PRATT ‘assented, and 
The House adjourned, 7 


- The following petitions 
handed to the reporters by t 
them: 


By Mr. ROBINSON: A petition of 100 citizens 
of Oswego, New York, praying for a modification 
of existing revenue laws, s0 as allow a drawback 
upon the exportation ‘of goods tothe coterminous 
British provinces in the. original boxes in which 
the same are imported into the Atlantic cities, under 
such guard and restrictions as shall not interfere 
with the revenue of the United States; which petition 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
Navigation. A petition of 150 citizens of Oswego, 
New York, praying for the reduction of the present 
rates- of postage, &c.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Petitions on the same subjects from citizens of 
Oswego, New York. 

By ‘Mr. J. A. WRIGHT: The petition of Jacob 
Storm, of Indian, for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARD J. MORRIS: Six petitions 
of citizens of Philadelphia, numerously signed, 
praying Congress to grant an appropriation for the 
construction of a dry-dock at the navy-yard at that 

ort, 

p By Mr. JAMES BLACK: Petitions and docu- 
ments of Frederick Tresslee, an old soldier, praying 
for relief: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Also, of sundry citizens of Perry county, 
Pennsylvania, asking a reduction on the postage of 
periodicals, newspapers, and letters: referred to the 
Committee on ‘the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A resolution of the Le- 
gislature of Ohio, in favor of the repeal of the law 
passed at the last session of Congress, removing the 
summer term of the United States circuit court from 
Columbus to Cincinnati, and in favor of having said 
court holden, in future, at the city of Columbus: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, a 
petition of citizens of Scioto, Adams, and Highland 
counties, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a 
horse-mail route from Portsmouth, on the Ohio river, 
to Hillsboro, in said State. 


By Mr. DUNLAP: A petition of Bartlett Holmes, 
for an invalid pension. 

By Mr. HAYS: Two petitions from citizens of 
Warren county, Pennsylvania, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage, and a restriction of the 
franking privilege. Also, a petition of citizens of 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying for an appro- 
priation for the completion of the harbor at Erie. 

By Mr. JOHN T. SMITH: A petition of citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying for 
an appropriation for the construction of a dry-dock 
at the Philadelphia navy-yard. Also, a petition of 
citizens of Philadelphia city and county, praying for 
the revival of the navy pension law of 1837; which 
petitions were referred to the Committee on Naval 

ffairs. 

By Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR: The petition of the 
Hartford and New Haven Railroad Company, for 
remission of duties on their railroad iron, purchased 
last September: referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of John Pilcher 
and 140 others, citizens of Posey county, Indiana, 
praying for an appropriation of lands to complete 
the Central Canal to Evansville. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: A petition signed hya 
large number of citizens of Armstrong county, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying a reduction on 
postage. 

By Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF: The memo- 
rial of 123 citizens, commercial houses, and ship- 
masters of Sandusky city, Ohio, praying an appro- 
priation to prevent’ the “destruction of Sandusky 
harbor. Also, the memorial of 326 citizens of Huron 
and Erie counties, Ohio, praying an appropriation 
for the completion of the Vermillion harbor, on 
Lake Erie. Also, the meorial of 131 citizens o 
Erie county, Ohio.. Also, the memorial of the citi- 
zens of Milan, Ohio, praying an appropriation for 
the repair of Haron harbor, on Lake Erie; all of 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. Also, the memorial of 400 and upwards of 
citizens of Medina county, Qhio, praying the pas- 


resented to-day were 
he members presenting 


“sage of a law for the 
Oregon. oe eS, 4 : 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The memorial of John J. 
Deming, and 132 others, citizens of St. Joseph 
county, Indiana, complaining of the excessive rates 
of postage on letters and printed matter, as now 
established by law, any praying Congress to estab- 
lish a uniform rate of postage on letters, not exceed- 
ing. five cents in advance on letters, not weighing 
more than one-half ounce, &c.; and also, to reduce 
the rates of postage on newspaper and printed 
matter: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of Ben- 
jamin and Thomas Turman, of Indiana, asking 
compensation for property lost by their father du- 
ring the last war: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By. Mr. MACLAY: The petition of James Mor- 
gan, of New York, a revolutionary soldier, for a 
pension. 

By Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR: The petition 
of sundry inhabitants of the county of Rensselaer 
and State of New York, praying a reduction of the 
rates of postage: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPEAL OF SALT DUTIES. 

The following bill was introduced, on leave, by 
Mr. C. Jounson on the 15th instant, and, by some 
accident, omitted in our report of that day’s pro- 
ceedings: 


A BILL to repeal the duties on salt, and the 
bounties and allowances made in consequence 
thereof. i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That from and after the thirtieth day of 
June next, the act entitled “An act to continue in 
force an act entitled ‘An act laying aduty on im- 
ported salt, granting a bounty on pickled fish ex- 
ported, and allowances to certain vessels employed 
In the fisheries,’ ” approved the ninth of February, 
one thousand eight hundred and sixteen; and the 
said act so continued in force, approved the twenty- 
ninth of July, one thousand eight hundred and thir- 
teen, shall k and the same are hereby, repealed; 
and that, from and after the thirtieth of June afore- 
said, so much ofany act or acts as lays a duty on 
salt be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that, 
from and after the day last aforesaid, salt shall be 
imported into the United States free of duty: Provi- 
ded, That for the recovery and receipt of such du- 
ties as shall have accrued, and on the day aforesaid 
respectively remain outstanding, and for the recov- 
ery and distribution of fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, and the remission thereof, respectively, which 
shall have been incurred before and on the said day, 
the provisions of the aforesaid acts shall remain in 
full force and virtue. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the aforesaid acts, or any other acts, as allows a 
bounty on exported salt provisions and pickled fish, 
in lieu of drawback of duties on the salt employed 
in curing the same; and so much of any act or acts 
as makes allowances to the owners and crews of 
fishing-vessels, in lieu of the drawback of the duties 
paid on salt used by the same, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of the aforesaid acts shall remain in full 
force and virtue for the payment of the bounties or 
allowances incurred or payable on the said thirticth 
of June next. 

The hill having been read twice, 

Mr. C. Jounsow moved that it be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. Wintarop moved that it be committed ta the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Debate arising, the bill was laid over, among the 
orders on the Speaker's table. 


of Repre- 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, January 18, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 4th instant, a statement of the number of 
letters, pamphlets, and newspapers, which passed 
through the post offices in the United States during 
the month of October, 1843, the number free, and 
those on which postage was paid, &e. Accompany- 


immediate: occúpation-of 


ing, also, was a statement of the free letters and. doc- 
uments mailed from the post office in Washington 
city for three weeks during the session of Congress, 
spring, 1840, as follows: 

For the week commencing April 27, and ending May 2, 1840. 


Free letters from Congress - : 6,437 
=e from executive departments + 7,287 
Total free letters - - -~ - + 13,674 


96,588 public documents, weighing 8,049 Ibs. 
For the week commencing May.27, and ending June 2, 1840. 


Free letters from Congress - * -. 6,500 
i from executive departments = 7,455 
Total free letters - - + 13,955 


108,912 public documents, weighing 9,076 Ibs. 
For the week commencing July 1, and ending July 7, 1840. 


Free letters from Congress - - -7,4286 
s from executive departments - 7,340 
` Total free letters - - 14,766 


«186,763 public documents, weighing 16,561 Ibs. 


Total public documents in 3 weeks, 392,268; weighing 
32,689 Ibs. 

Tolal publie documents in 88 weeks, 4,314,948; weighing 
359,579 Ibs. : 

Total free letters in 3 weeks, 42,395. 

‘Total free letters in 33 weeks, 466,345. 
Whole number of documents in ses- 

sion of 83 weeks - 4,314,948—weight, 359,579 lbs, 
Whole number of free letters 


in session of 33 weeks 466,345 
Total documents and free let- 

ters sent during session of 

33 weeks - s + 4,781,293 


On motion by Mr. KING, the above report was 
referred gm the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roges. 

Subsequently, on motion by Mr. JARNAGIN ; 
who was instructed to maké the motion by the 
Post Office Committee, the above report was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from a num- 
ber of inhabitants of New York, styling themselves 
looking-glass, frame manufacturers, carvers, silver- 
ers of looking-gtass-plates,representing that the pres- 
ent duty on glass for the manufacture of looking- 
glassesis so high as to materially injure their bu~ 
siness. They pray a reduction of the duty on look- 
ing-glass plates, and plates unsilvered: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from Chas. 
C. Little and James Brown, representing that they 
contemplated publishing a sterotype edition of the 
laws of the United States, and raying. the patron- 
age of Congress thereto: referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, presented a communication from B. Silliman, 
the executor of the late Col. Trumbull, represent- 
ing that he isin possession of certain manuscript rec- 
ords kept by that gentleman, of opinions on the 
cases submitted to, and decided by, the Board under 
Jay’s treaty in 94. He says that the Government 
does not possess copies of those papers, and propo- 
ses to sell them to it: referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of the vestry agd church-war- 
dens of the parish of St. Philip, in Charleston, S. 
C., praying that the duty on an organ imported by 
them may be refunded. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Indiana, Kentucky, and else- 
where, praying for a grant of land to aid in the ex- 
tension of the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio 
river: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of respectable citizens of western Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of amending the. Federal Consti- 
tuton, so that it shail contain a clear and explicit 
acknowledgment of the Sovereign of the universe 
as the God of this nation; an avowed submission to 
the Saviour of mankind as the ruler of this nation; 
and a recognition that His revealed will, as contain- 
ed in the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments 
is the law paramount of this nation, They also 
ask Congress to repeal all enactments authorizing 
the running of the mail-stage on the Sabbath, or any 
other violation of that holy day. , 

Mr. B. said that this memorial had-been trans- 
mitted to him by a learned and pious minister of the 
gospel. He hoped that it would be respectfully re- 
ceived by the Senate; which was accordingly done; 
and then it was laid upon the table. > ; 


THE COMPROMISE ACT, 
Mr. EVANS moved the Senate to proceed to the 


siandard of the compromise act. 


“Mr. KING suggested that the resolution was not ` 
The bill which was’: 


the subject for consideration. 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and. which 
that committee reported. back with a resolution for 
thé indefinite postponement of, was the matter for 
deliberation: when that bill comes up in-its order on 
the.calendar, the proposition of the honorable Sena- 
tor; or the committee, for indefinite postponement, 
will be in order. He may then assign the reasons 
of the committee for the proposition, either verbally 
or in writing. Certainly the bill is the matter for 
deliberation; for the obvious reason, that when 
the bill comes up, the objections of the com- 
mittee to it might be met by an amendment to ob- 
viate them. But if the resolution was first to be acted 
on, such course would deprive the Senate of the op- 
ortunity to make the bill acceptable by amendment. 
Pe merely wished to preserve the regular course of 
proceeding. Let the previous orders be postponed, 
and the bill be taken up. It was not usual fora 
committee to report resolutions of this kind. It is 
usual for the chairman of a committee to state in his 
place, that he was instructed, when the bill comes up 
for consideration, to move for its indefinite postpone- 
ment. He hoped the rule of. proceeding would not 
be departed from, because the committee thought 
proper to report a resolution. 
he CHAIR was understood to say here, that, 
without reflection, he thought the resolutions should 
be considered in the light of an adverse rport, and 
that the bill would come up on an adverse report. 

Mr. EVANS did not know what was strictly the 
order of proceeding. He did not care a great deal 
about the mode of reaching the question. The ob- 
ject of the committee was to obtain the sense of the 
Senate upon the constitutional right or power of the 
body to originate such a bill; and they thought there 
was no other way to obtain it, except by present- 
ing the question in the form of a resolution. 

The CHAIR restated his decision, which was 
not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. KING said he understood the Chair to de- 
cide that the bill was not under consideration. The 
rule was positive, that when a bill was. sent to a 
committee, it must be reported back again, that the 
Senate may be enabled to determine whether they 
will strike out or not any part of it which might be 
objectionable to the committee. Suppose, for in- 
stance, the honorable gentleman from Maine thought 
proper to make a report that the bill was objection- 
able, owing to a particular feature, and therefore 
recommending its indefinite postponement: would it 
not be competent for any Senator to move an amend- 
ment, to excise the part of the bill objectionable to 
thecommittee? Certainly. For this reason, he held 
that the bill, and properly and rationally so, was the 
matter for consideration. The report of the com- 
mittee was, that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
If that question should first come up, and be decided 
affirmatively, it would preclude an opportunity to 
amend the bill. But, if the bill should come up 
first, it might be so amended as to supersede the ne- 
cessity of a motion for its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. EVANS did not, after all, understand that, if 
the Senate should vote to take up the resolution, 
the bill would be the matter for discussion. If the 
bill was the subject before the Senate, for discussion 
and deeision, then how would the resolution come 
up? What the committee desired was, that the Sen- 
ate would express an opinion onthe question of 
right to originate such a bill atall. That question 
was to be decided on the resolution, and was pre- 
liminary to any oiher question. : 

The CIIAIR remarked that the bill was intro- 
duced on leave, and referred to the Finance Com- 
mittee, That that committee had reported it back 
with two resolutions; one setting forth the constitu- 
tional difficulty, and the other, for such reasons, re- 
solving that the bill be indefinitely postponed. He 
held that the preliminary resolution was to be con- 
sidered in the light of a report or recommendation of 
the committee; but, as the latter resolution was the 
consequence of the former, the whole question was 
open for discussion—not only the technical question, 
but the constitutional question; and on a motion for 
indefinite postponement, in all the legislative bodies 
of this country, the natural understanding was, that 
the whole merits of the question preposed to be 
postponed was open for debate. 


Mr. KIN 

with the decision of the Chair, and cited the rules 
of the Senate bearing on ‘the t ; 
tion for indefinite postponement, he said—which, by 
the rule, takes precedence—brings 'up.the merits of 
the whole question: x í : 


Mr. BERRIEN. remarked, that it struck him : 


that, on this subject, the Senator from Alabama is 
particularly correct as relates to bills in the ordinary 
sphere of jurisdiction of the Senate. They must 
take the course: he «suggested; but, by the question 
presented of the power of the Senate to eritertain 
the bill at all, there was-a question involved pre- 
liminary to all consideration of the bill as to its mer- 
its. Can it be that we shall be first called on to discuss 
the merits ofa bill, while the. question remains un- 
settled whether we have the constitutional power 
to entertain the bill at all? That, he said, was the 
question presented by the resolution of the com- 
mittee. Are we not bound, as in every other tribu- 
nal, first to say whether we have jurisdiction of a 
case, before we proceed to the discussion of it? 

The CHAIR was understood to say that was a 
question virtually decided by the question of leave to 
introduce the bill 

Mr. BERRIEN was understood to say that it was 
not possible, by any form of procedure, for the 
body to predetermine or supersede the question of 
constitutional jurisdiction. 


The CHAIR was understood to reply; that upon 
that point, he would like to hear suggestions from 
Senators. i 


Mr. HUNTINGTON said that the committee 
were almost unanimous that the bill should he in- 
definitely postponed. They necessarily proceeded 
on the supposition that they of the committee could 
not take jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
bill. In regard to the suggestion of the chair- 
man that the preliminary question of jurisdiction 
was decided on the question of leave, he would only 
say, that when the question of right was then start- 
ed, it was agreed that the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which was to consider the 
question of jurisdiction, and either report for 
the indefinite postponement of the bill, or for 
its consideration. That was his opinion of 
the understanding of the Senate, when the bill 
was introduced on leave. It passed through that 
stage without discussion, on the supposition that 
the committee would investigate and report on the 
question of jurisdiction. Ifit was not constitution- 
ally within the power of the Senate to originate such 
a bill, no form of procedure could prevent action on 
that preliminary question. The Senate referred the 
bill to one of the committees; and a majority of that 
committee are of opinion that it is a bill to raise rev- 
enue; and on that supposition cannot originate in the 
Senate. The report of that committee was backed 
with a resolution that, on that account, the bill should 
be indefinitely postponed. Now what was the first 
question to be considered? That of jurisdiction. Are 
we to go into the merits of the present tariff, and the 
question whether it should be reduced, and leave the 
question of constitutional right undecided? He 
maintained that that body should, like all other tri- 
bunals, whether they be courts of law or equity, de- 
cide the question of right ofjurisdiction in the case, 
before they enter into a discussion of its merits. 

After a few further remarks by Messrs. KING 
and EVANS, the question was put on taking up the 
report of the committee, and carried in the affirma- 
tive—the understanding being that the merits of the 
bill could be discussed upon it. 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill entitled “A bill to revive 
the act of the 2d March, 1833, usually called the 
compromise act, and to modify the existing daties 
upon forcign imports in conformity with its provis- 
ions,” is a bill for raising revenue within the mean- 
ing of the 7th section of the Ist article of the Con- 
stitution, and cannot therefore originate in the Sen- 
ate: therefore 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. 


The following is the bill: 

Sec. 1. Be i enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That so much of the existing 
law imposing duties upon foreign imports as pro- 
vides that duties ad valorem on certain commodities 
shall be assessed upon an assumed minimum value, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that said 
duties be hereafter assessed on the true value of such 
commodities. Š 

Sec. 2, And be at further enacted, That, inall cases 


question... The gues- 


f Dece 


Mr. EVANS would offer. a: few observa pi 
planatory. of the. views. taken by-the committee: in’ 
reporting the bill back, with the resolution then une 
der consideration. The simple question for the 
Senate to. determine on was distinetly state: 
resolution. It lay within very ‘narrow limits: 
to it alone he would confine the brief observ: 
he felt called on to make. "The ‘committee 
that question an undivided and. impartial attent 
but could find no precedent to assist. in coming to 
any other conclusion than that reported.’ He did ` 


“not say that similar bills had not been introduced in 


the Senate; but he could not find that any one. of 
them had ever been acted on. The very ` act of 
compromise referred to as an argument for the pass- 
ing of this bill was introduced in this branch, and 
its several points patiently discussed. It’ went 
through different stages; but, at the last moment, the 
question of jurisdiction being brought up, its fate 
was decided, and it did not Become a law: it was: 
laid on the table, and no further action had: on:it, 
The want of jurisdiction in the Senate to emanate. 
such a bill was the sole cause of its failure; for a 
bill substantially the same, originating in the House. 
of Representatives, was introduced to this body, 
and passed, without dissent. It was possible’ that: 
one or two bills to wholly repeal, or do away with 
rates of duty in particular cases, might have. origi» 
nated with the Senate; but a bill such as the present, : 
which went really to increase the revenue, by ‘di-. 
minishing duties, could not, without a violation. of 
the Constitution, emanate from the Senate, This. 
question of jurisdiction the committee regarded. as- 
one of the greatest importance; and, in framing their: - 
resolution, they took care to present it distinctly for. 
the consideration of the Senate. Fs 
The whole question turned on the meaning of. the 
words “raising revenue;” and, to solve it, it was ne- . 
cessary to know the real and distinct meaning .of 
those words. In the present case, but one meaning 
could be received, inasmuch as the avowed: object 
of the framer of this bill was, by reduction of. the. 
duties of importation on foreign produce and manu- 
facture, to increase the revenue by thus creating a. 
greater demand, and consequently a larger supply of: 
articles subject to such duties. It might be argued, 
and no doubt would be by the gentlemen in favor of 
this bill, that it is not a bill for raising revenue, but 
for remitting it; that the word “raise” is equivalent to 
“increase” or ‘augment; and therefore this bill can- 
not be viewed as a bill to raise revenue, inasmuch as 
it does not go to increase, but to reduce duties— 
“duties” being equivalent to the word “revenue.” 
This argument, plausible though it may be,. is not 
substantial. The word “revenue” must certainly. be 
received, not only as equivalent to “duties,” but. to 
much more. In the present case, it must: be re- 
ceived in a far more extensive sense. The revenue 
embraces all moneys received by Government: 
through its various ordinary sources. And if admit- 
ted that the reduction of duties sought for by. this 
bill, will, by enlarging our commerce and. holding 
out a bonus to our merchants and ship-owners,:to 
increase their traffic, add to that revenue, ‘then’ the 
question is at once set to rest, and the Senate has no 
power to originate such a measure. ’ 
The argument of the honorable gentleman who in- 
troduced this bill for reduction of duties is plainly an 
argument for augmentation of the revenue. It cannot 
be viewed, nor is it offered, in any other heht; and if 
he would only transpose his words, and give his 
meaning plainly to: the Senate, the caption of the 
bill would read, “A bill to augment the revenue by 
the reduction of certain duties.” Thus viewing the 
case, the committee considered the originating of 
such measure in this branch of Congress as prolab- 
ited by the Constitution. If carried into execution, 
it provides at once for the collection of revenue and. 
the paying of that revenue into the treasury of the 
United States; and no matter whether such payments 
be more or less than the payments made under.any 
previous law that this bill would repeal, still such 
payments: go to -increase the revenue and confirm 
the law under which such payments are made as a. 
law for “raising revenue,” and nothing else. If itis, 
contended that itis nota bill to raise. revenuz,and: 


‘will not be argued that monéys so “paid: into the 
treagttry will not form-part and portion of. the reve- 
rue. Under ‘what law will those collections: -be 
made; or thosé payments handed over? - Why, un- 
der the law proposed by this bill, and so much of 
our previous laws as this bill does not repéal or ren- 
dev useless. The bill, he argued, was drawn ‘up 
with great skill to avoid any apparent conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States; but mere fine phra- 
sedlogy or guarded language must not lead the Senate 
todo that which they are prohibited from doing by 
that Constitution.. The most trifling action of the 

. Senate on this subject.is of the greatest importance; 
and, therefore, it-requires them to investigate the 
subject, not the’ fine-drawn phraseology of the bill, 
which would seem to set forth that its object is onl 
to remit duties imposed by other laws, and that it 
goes not to impose duties not existing under previ- 
ous acts. The bill is very guardedly drawn where 
it says, ‘no more than thirty per cent. shall be im- 
posedon any article of foreign produce or manufac- 
ture imported into this country;” but not sufficiently 
so to prevent its real object being seen. ; 

He did not think this difficulty was to be disposed 
of by very nice and guarded language. The sub- 
stance of the bill had to be looked to; and what was 
the bill, in substance, but a bill repealing all former 
acts imposing duties for revenue, and proposing 
new ones?’ Would there be any ‘difference in that? 
‘Would gentlemen agree that if this bill were in two 
sections, the first of which provided that all existing 
laws imposing duties on imports, should be repeal- 
ed; the second section providna that, on all articles 
imported into the United States, a rate of duty of 30 
per cent. ad valorem should be levied,—would they 
say it was a bill raising duties on imports? In the 
first place, it repealed all other laws, and then made 
anew one. It was so in substance, though not in 
form. And was it not the substance and opera- 
tion of a bill the Senate was to look to? He held 
it to be a bill which, with great respect to the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDur- 
F1E,] could not, in its present state, constitutionally 
originate in the Senate. It was a bill imposing du- 
ties and raising revenue on all articles of importa- 
tion. 

A very considerable proportion, both in number 
and value, of all the imports. of this country, were 
subject to specific duties—duties on iron, so much a 
ton; on hemp, so much a ton; on duck, so much a 
yeg silk, by the pound; glass, by the pound; salt, 

y the bushel; spirits, by the gallon; and so on. A 
great variety of these articles were articles of value, 
and were subject to specific rates of duties by weight, 
and not by value. ‘The argument of the honorable 
Senator [Mr. McDurrye] would have been much 
stronger, if he had stated that the present duty on 
iron of 15 per cent, should be reduced to 5 per cent. 
Such a course would show at once the true meaning 
of the bill, which went, by a reduction of duties, to 
promote an increase ofthe reyenue, In short, if the 
proposed bill meant any thing, it meant the collec- 
tion ofa new duty under a new form—a duty to be 
assessed by invoices and not by quantity. But how 
was it to be done? Not certainly by any existing law, 
but by a law which would impose a duty of 30 or 20 

er cent, as this bill would do if it were executed. 
Te did not think the bill could be executed. The 
provisions provided that a rate of ad valorem duties 
should ke assessed on all articles which are subject 
to specific duties. It would not provide for any 
assessment, uniess the honorable Senator would in- 
troduce a clause, saying that, from a cerin date, 
iron should be subject to a duty of $15 or $808 
ton;and hemp as much, and spirits as much; and then 
the question would arise, in what way were those 
duties to be collected? There was no law to regn- 
iate the collection, no Jaw prescribing the manner in 
whieh such duties should be collecied, 

Under this biil, the collector or comptroller of 
tome sends wordio the officers under him to abar 
don all existing duties; and when he does so, how 
is he to execute this proposed law? ot under a 
revenue bill emanating from this bhody—a body 
which, by the Constitution, has no power to send 
forth or concoct such bill. He contended that the 
26th section did not (though it might be argued to 


the contrary) r à | 
does: not impose < z but it says; 
“where there is ori sli a certain duty, ‘then not 
more,” &e. Now, if this is allowed by the honora- 
ble Senator, he must admit that it imposes in reality 
an ad valorem duty; and ifthe law canonly be ex- 
ercised under this: section, it gives. a power to con- 
trol-ad-valoremr duties not heretofore recognised. 
This bill goes for the remitting of duties, not merely 
beyond acertain amount, but for the: imposition of 
new ad valorem duties, under altogether a new 
form; and to assess those duties, invoices should be 
looked at, instead of scales and balances. z 

Mr. Evans here entered into a history of the 
origin of the clause of the Constitution prohibiting 
the Senate from acting on such bills, unless brought 
up from the House of Representatives. It was 
taken, he said, from a similar clause contained in the 
British constitution, which gave to the House of 
Commons the sole power of originating and carry- 
ing through all measures bearing on the public rev- 
enue, ani prohibiting the House of Lords from at 
all interfering therewith, the Commons being the 
only recognised representative body ofthe people. 
When this question was brought up in convention, 
it wasat the instance of the smaller States. They 
considering that, if the Senate had the power of rais- 
ing revenue by the imposing of taxes or otherwise, 
they would not have, in that body, an equality of 
representation, and that their interests would be 
merged in those of the larger States. This view 
they pressed on the convention; and, by persever- 
ance, at last obtained the compromise which pro- 
hibited the Senate from emanating any bill for the 
raising of revenue—leaving to that body on all such 
questions still the power of amendment. It would be 
a, dangerous precedent to transcend the powers 
granted to this body by the Constitution, by 
originating a bill to make a law in direct violation 
of that Constitution. 

To enable Senators to judge how far his views were 
correct, he would refer to the treasury-note bill of 
the extra session of 1887, which originated in and 

assed the Senate, but was, after a discussion in the 
House of Representatives, refused to be entertained 
on the simple ground that its emanating from the 
Senate was a violation of the Constitution. Ifsuch was 
the fate of that bill—which, strictly speaking, could 
not be termed a bill for raising revenue, its express 
purpose being for borrowing money, which should 
be repaid—it furnished a strong argument in support 
of the resolution reported by the committee. On 
this determination of the House, Mr. Cambreling, then 
chairman of the Ways and Means, took up his own 
bill, which contained the same provisions, and which 
passed, and became a law. 

Such a bill as that proposed could only originate in 
the House, and, in this body, could only receive 
indefinite postponement. 

Mr. McDUFFIE remarked, that he understood the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance {[Mr. Evans] 
confined his argument to the constitutional right of 
the Senate to originate this bill, for the purpose of 
discussing that point as a preliminary question, 
leaving the merits of the bill to be afterwards de- 
bated. As it was probable other gentlemen were 
desirous of giving their views on that constitutional 
point, he would cheerfully yield the floor to them 
for that discussion. 

Mr. WOODBURY was sure, if gentlemen had 
taken into consideration the origin of the principle 
now under consideration, they would have seen 
that, however applicable it might have been to the 
condition of England and the form of its Govern- 
ment, there could he no analogy drawn from that 

; sin relation to any necesaity for givi 
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| the people ‘should not be: 


a permanent body, and to reside at. the seat of Gov- 
ernment, where its members would possess all the 
influence necessary to forward their own plans, 
without humbling themselves by. visiting or attend- 
ing to the wants or wishes of constituents; but, 
notwithstanding all these strong arguments against 
it, the convention gave to the Senate the main pow- 
er, in giving to them, on all such matters emanating 
elsewhere, the power of amendment. He asked, 
did it ever enter into the heart of man to suppose 
that questions of the nature now under considera- 
tion could not emanate here without being prejudi- 
cial to the interests of the country? Could the Sen- 
ate do nothing? Could they not introduce bills to 
prevent frauds on the public revenues, to bestow, 
sell, or distribute public lands, being one branch of 
these revenues, 

Half tĦe bills.in relation to the public lands had 
originated in the Senate. The Senate, being the rep- 
resentation of the States, had as much right to 
originate legislation on subjects of paramount inter- 
est to the States, as the other branch (the House) 
had to originate legislation on subjects of general 
interest to the people. The only limitation with re~- 
gard to the Senate, was in regard to bills for imposing 
posing taxation for revenue; and then, the origin of 
such bills must be in the other House. Itis only 
the imposition of a new tax, or duty, or the increas- 
ing of duties already existing, that the Senate is pro- 
hibited from originating. But, can it be argued 
from this, that a modification of existing laws, 
which does not either impose new duties, or aug- 
ment duties already esiabliatied: can be involved in 
this question of prohibition? 

In relation to the post office, did it not raise 
its income. by taxation on the community? 
and yet did any one doubt that the Senate could 
originate bills to regulate or reduce the rates of 
postage, or think it would be an infringement on the 
rights of the other House? Was the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office—now so anx- 
iously engaged in framing a bill on the subject of 
postage and the internal economy of the department 
—to be met with this objection when he introduced 
his bill? and yet was it an analogous case.—- 
Gentlemen might say thatthe post office does nat raise 
revenue. But postage was, in pointof fact, as much a 
tax on the people, as far as it went, as any other tax 
to which they were subject. It had always been con- 
sidered such. It was no matter whether the ex- 
pense of the establishment consumed the income or 
not; still it was atax. It is a mode of raising rev- 
enue. But if the principle on which the introduc- 
tion of this bill was resisted should become a pre- 
cedent, the Senate cannot, against that precedent, 
oviginste a bill to change the rates of ostage. 
Neither a bill te regulate postage or to mitigate t 
present rates of postage, can, according to that y 
eine, OF ate in thes 
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` - [Continued from No. 10.] 
of this bill in the Senate would equally apply to the 
introduction of treasury-note bills; yet such bills 
had originated in. the Senate frequently. He in- 
stanced that in 1837, and others. 

' Gentlemen shouid consider. that they were the 
representatives of sovereign States, and that they 


ought to hesitate before they deprived those States | 


of any of their rights or privileges of being heard; 
and that if they reject this bill because its affects 
revenue, they establish a precedent for rejecting 
every bill affecting the public lands, rates of post- 
age, loans, and raising money by treasury notes. 
The.same precedent would be applicable to origina- 
ting bills on any one of these subjects in the Senate, 

he compromise bill of 1832-3 originated in the 
Senate, a question being raised as to the right 
of originating it. The bill went through all its 
stages to its final passage, without any objection of 
that kind succeeding; and it was only as a matter 
of convenience, to facilitate business, that it was 
laid on the table, and the House bill taken up 
(which was exactly the same) and passed. 

On looking to the general laws, it would be found 
that many bills affecting revenue had originated in 
the Senate. He gave, as an instance, the law of 
1839 repealing tonnage duty on shipping. Did not 
that bill affect revenue? It was no matter whether it 
was a repeal or reduction of duty. In 1833 another 
bill originated in the Senate, suspending certain du- 
ties. He also referred to acts of 1832 and 1834. He 
had only looked over two volumes of the general 
laws out of eight; and no doubt in the remaining six 
he could find numerous instances in which bills 
affecting the revenue had originated in the Senate. 

He apprehended that, from these analogies and pre- 
ecdents, the bill introduced by the Senator frem South 
Carolina ought to be entertained on the ground that 
it did not come in conflict with the clause in the Con- 
stitution so often quoted by the gentlemen opposite. 
It does not at all touch that principle, because it is 
not a bill to increase the burden of taxation.. The 
States do not interfere to increase the burdens of the 
people, which that clause of the Constitution was in- 
tended to guard against on their part: and therefore it 
does notcome within the object, intent, or meaning of 
the prohibition. On the contrary, it isa bill to reduce 
taxation—to diminish the burdens of the people— 
‘and, so far, goes with the object which the framers 
of the Constitution had in vieav. It is, besides, sus- 
tained, rather than impaired, by all the precedents 
existing on the subject of originating in the Senate 
bills affecting revenue on imports, lands, and post- 
ages—bills frequently originating in that body, ever 
since the foundation of the Government. 

Tf the Senate departed from these precedents, it 
would, in doing so, strip itself of its own power, 
and, by the action of representatives of sovereign 
States, deprive those States of one of their most 
important privileges. On these grounds he was 
opposed to the resolution, and should vote against it. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, that being one of the 
committee which reported this resolution, he felt 
called upon to state—and he should do it very 
briefly—the reasons which had induced him to con- 
cur with the majority in the decision that the bill of 
the Senator from South Carolina could not originate 
in the Senate. f 

He was yery glad that this was a question which 
could be discussed without being prejudiced by par- 
ty opinions. It was simply a question of constitu- 
tional law. It was to be decided by a reference to 
the very same instrument which enabled the Senate 
to sitin that chamber as a legislative body, and to 
exercise its logislative functions. 

The arguments of his honorable friend from 
Maine, [Mir. vans,}] were so clear, lucid, and full, 
that they superseded the necessity of any elaborate re- 
marks from any quarter in support of the resolution 
reported from the Finance Committee. Indeed, if it 
were not for the importance of the question, he 
(Mr. Heyrmerox) should not have attempted to 
trespass on the time of the Senate by anything he 
could hope to say in addition to the remarks of his 
honorable friend. 

He thought the question now before the Senate 
(the merits of the bill not being under discussion) 
had been happily compressed into very narrow lim- 
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its. It was simply whether the bill introduced by 
the Senator from go 

revenue bill, within the meaning of the clause in the 
Constitution which says all bills to raise revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representatives. 
The clause in the Constitution which contains this 


express limitation, is the 7th section of the first arti- 


cle. It says that all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives; but the 
Senate may propose or concur in amendments, as in 
other bills coming from the House. Now, every 
part of this limitation was to be considered in refer- 
ence to its construction. ‘All bills for raising reve- 
nue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives.” In its own construction and practical effect, 
it was to be considered whether this was a bill vir- 
tually to raise revenue, no matter what form or 
shape it assumed. 


Mr. H. proceeded, at great length, to argue this 
point. In the course of” his. remarks, (which were 
quite elaborate,) he urged that, although the bill pro- 

osed to reduce duties, it was not the less a revenue 

il. There was, he contended, an important dis- 
tinction between the terms revenue and duties. Rev- 
enue meant income; duties, the rate of taxation. In 
like manner there was an important distinction be- 
tween the general meaning of the words to raise rev- 
enue, and the particular meaning of the word raise 
as applied to the increase of ahy thing. To raise 
revenue, signified to provide an income; now, gene- 
rally applied, to an income for Government. 

On these definitions (here exceedingly compress- 
ed) Mr. H. proceeded to argue that, no matter how 
much this bill might reduce duties, it would still be 
a bill to raise revenue, in the literal meaning of the 
clause in the Constitution: that being such, the Sen- 
ate was inhibited by the Constitution from origina- 
ting it: that, ifany doubt existed on that point, the 
matter was set at rest by the fact that, if the bill be- 
came alaw as it now stood, the first clause would 
repeal all existing revenue laws; and the only rev- 
enue law that would be in force, would be this very 
bill, by which, and through which alone, duties 
could be received, according to the limitations there- 
in laid down; that this new law would altogether 
change whatever might be supposed to remain of the 
present existing laws for raising revenue, by making 
articles, now paying specific duties, pay ad valorem 
duties, and by making articles now free of duty pay 
duties; and that, having all these powers, it would 
be to all intents and purposes a bill to raise reve- 
nue, of the very character which the Constitution 
inhibited the Senate from originating. 

He contended that the precedents cited by the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Woopsury] 
were not in point; that the income of the General 
Post Office was not a tax, and had never been con- 
sidered as such, because the purpose with which 
that department had been instituted, was not to pro- 
vide revenue, but to facilitate intercommunication, 
commerce, and civilization. 

Mr. H. also touched upon the question of the 


right to originate billsin the Senate for the disposal 


of the public lands. This, he contended, was not 
analogous to the origination of bills to raise revenue. 

In conclusion, Mr. H. hoped that, by keeping 
these distinctions in view, the Senate would see the 
propriety of adopting the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not the least in- 
tention of discussing this question; but he desired 
to form a correct opinion on the subject, and to ex- 
press it by his vote. In the course of the debate, 
one objection had occurred to him against entertain- 
ing jurisdiction of this bill by the Senate, which, 
perhaps, his friend from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Durriz] could remove to-morrow morning; for he 
took it for granted that, at the present late hour, he 
would not desire to proceed with his remarks. 

The question which he would propound was, 
Can you originate any bill in this body which you 
cannot amend according to your legislative discre- 
tion? The Senator’s bill proposed eventually to. re- 
duce all existing duties above twenty per cent. to 
that standard. Now, there were many articles, un- 
der existing laws, which pay a rate of duty of twelve 
and a half per cent. Suppose this bill were now under 
discussion before the Senate: could he (Mr. B.) 


uth Carolina was or was nota 


OLLAR PER SESSION, IN ADVANCE. 
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move an amendment. ‘to raise the duty on one of 
these articles from twelve and a half to twenty per 
cent.? Certainly not; because this. would bean ad- 
mitted violation of. the Constitution, as it would 
raise the rate of duty. If this:bill could, then, ori- 
ginate in the Senate, we have no: jurisdiction ‘aver it 
so as to raise the rate of duties.: It would be one- 
sided, altogether; and we should thus be limited to 
a partial action upon the subject. Our hands: would 
be tied. We might then reduce, -but could not im- 
crease any duty. He should, therefore, be glad if 
the Senator from South Carolina would furnish ai 
answer to this objection. t 

Mr. McDUFFIE observed, that it was his desire 
to discuss not only the question of initiation, but the 
still greater question of the merits of the measure 
itself. It would be impossible for him to go on this 
evening, and conclude his remarks. He suggested, 
therefore, that the Senate should either go into exec- 
utive session, or adjourn. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIWSS. 
Tuorspay, January 18, 1844. 


The journal having been read, 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the memorial of 
Captain Henry M. Shreve, asking Congress to make 
an appropriation, by the passage of law, to pur- 
chase, for the use of the Government, the patent- 
right of said Shreve for snag-boats, and for other. 
purposes, was withdrawn from. the files of- the 
clerk’s office, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. Lt 

Mr. IRVIN asked leave to submit the following 
resolution; which was read for information: - 


Resolved, That the use of this hall be granted to 
the American Colonization Society this evening, for 
the purpose of holding an adjourned meeting of said 
society. a 

Mr. BLACK objected to the reception of the res- 
olution. 


Mr. IRVIN asked leave to make an explanation. 
There was a meeting of the Colonization Society 
held in the hall last Tuesday evening, and, ‘not hav- 
ing finished the business before them, they ad- 
journed over to meet this evening. Upon applica- 
tion, however, to the Speaker, they were informed 
that it would be necessary to get the consent of the 
Fouse before the use of the hall could be granted 
them. There certainly could be no objections to 
allowing the society to finish the business before 
them. 

Objections still being made by several, 

Mr. IRVIN moved a suspension of the rules, to 
allow him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired if it had not been 
usual to grant the use of the hall to the Coloniza- 
tion Society. nk 

The SPEAKER thought that it had been fre- 

uently granted. 

Mr. STEPHENS observed that he would then 
go for a suspension of the rules. ; f 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS then asked for tellers 
on the call for yeas and nays; but 

The SPEAKER said that the yeas and nays had 
already been refused. , 

The question was then taken, by tellers, on the 
suspension of the rules, and resulted in ayes 76, 
noes 9. 


uorum votin 
Me VANGE called for the yeas and nays on the 
uestion; which were ordered. k 

Mr. BLACK moved a call of the House. 

This question resulted in, ayes 14, noes 88. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. BLACK expressed the hope that the resolu- 
tion would go over, or that it would not be pressed 
on the House at this time. ; 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays on 
the question; which being ordered, resulted in yeas 
1, nays 158. Doe 

So the House refused to adjourn. . 

The question was then put on the suspension of 
the rules, ; : 


“Phe ‘yeas and nays being then taken, they. result- 
-ed as follows: Yeas-129, nays 47. : a 
So the rules were suspended—twosthirds voting 

Gin the affirmative, = 00 

“The House then agreed to the resolution of the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania. ©0000 o, f 

Mr. THOMASSON desired permission to offer 
a petition on an’ important-subject; and he desired 
that a newspaper article in relation thereto might be 
read for the information of the House. 

Objections were made. í 

Mr. THOMASSON moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to present the papers, the pur- 
port of which was not understood. 

The motion to suspend was negatived. 

On motion of Mr. ELMER, certain papers were 
taken from the files of the Hlouse, an referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day. 


POST OFFICE INQUIRY. 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in or- 
der to be the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House passed a resolution, offered some days 
since by Mr. PATTERSON of New York, calling for 
returns of drop and other letters, and amounts of 
postage received for a specified period, &c. 

Mr. HOPKINS opposed the resolution, on the 

round tigi the information called for was supplied 


in a Senate document. 

After a few words from Messrs. PATTERSON 
and HOPKINS, the motion to reconsider was agreed 
to. 

Mr. PATTERSON then offered an amendment; 
and at the request. of Mr. HOPKINS, the subject 
was laid over for consideration to-morrow. 


The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
day, the first subject in order being the 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. COBB rose and addressed the House. The 
remarks which he had made upon this subject on 
Saturday last, though they were cut off by the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, explained his views 
so fully that it would be unnecessary for him to de- 
tain the House longer than a very few moments. 
He had endeavored to show the House that the 2ist 
rule, which his colleague professed to instruct the 
committee to report back to the House, did not in- 
fringe the right of petition. He would not detain 
the House by recapitulating the arguments he had 
used, but he desired to present one other view of 
the subject for the consideration more particularly 
of the gentlemen who had heretofore acted with the 
South, and given their votes for the rejection of a 
certain class of petitions. He would ask gentlemen 
what was to be obtained by rejecting the 21st rule, 
and adopting a rule such as was suggested 
by some of those gentlemen who had preceded 
him in the debate What was it that they pro- 
posed? That this House should receive petitions, 
and lay them upon the table without argument, 
without reference to a committee, without a report, 
or any consideration of the subject of such petition. 
What were the difficulties which would be presented 
to gentlemen upon their return to their constituents? 
They would be told, it is true, you have received 
our petitions, but you have not acted upon them; 
you give us the s hadow of justice, but you with- 
hold the substance; you will not listen to our ghiev- 
ances; you shut your ears to our complaints. He 
asked gentlemen what would be their reply to these 
allegations? It was with reluctance that he adverted 
to this view of the subject, for he was unwilling 
to supply the abolitionists with an argument; 
but he was compelled to do,so in order that the 
House might arrive at a proper understanding of the 
merits of the question. hat would be the effect 


of such a course of proceeding as gentlemen seemed | 
desirous of pursuing in relation to the reception of | 
After having satisfied their consciences, : 
and laying them on the | 
would be asked to go one step farther, | 
em read. And the same course of reason- | 
ing would apply then: you receive our petitions | 
and hear them read, and yet you refuse all action | 
upon them. Next the would be called upon to | 


etitions? 
y receiving 
table, the 
and hear t 


the petitions 


refer them to a committee, and, unless they went 


still farther, the clamor would be continued; and, | 


with every inch of ground yielded, additional weight | 


The ground occupied by the advocates 
was, that the same course 
to these petitions as in re- 
The only course for the 


was given. 
of the right of. petition 
must be taken in regard 
ference to all others. 

House to pursue, 


oy else to permit 


all others—put 
ness, and finally act upon 
‘them. , 
half-way house which could be ‘Jong occupied with 
either credit or safety to the public interests. 
was the view which 


then, would be either to rejectthem . 
them to take the same course as i 


them in the regular channel of busi- 
; the question embraced m 
There was no neutral ground; there was no. 


‘That 
they of the South took of the 
matter. They desired to meet the question at 
the very threshold. Their doors must be closed 
against them altogether; they must not be 
received by the House. This argument, he 
was aware, would possess no weight nor merit 
with those who take the other extreme; but 
he asked the gentleman from Pernsylvania—he ask- 
ed those who occupied the same ground he did—those 
who had heretofore voted with the South, ifthey were 
now prepared to go to the opposite extreme? Were 
they prepared, in order to relieve themselves from 
the effects of the false issue which had been made 
upon the right of petition, to say that these petitions 
must not only be received, but that they must be re- 
ferred and reported on, and finally receive the 
action of the House; though, at the same time, 
they might merit the condemnation’ of the 
House? He would answer for the gentleman: 
they were not prepared to go that length. He ap- 
pealed, then, to the gentlemen, and asked them to 
reconsider the ground they had taken, and to return 
to their original position for the total rejection of the 
petitions. One of these two things they would be 
compelled to do—either to reject the petitions, or else 
to take full action upon them. The debate upon 
this subject had extended to the question of slavery 
within the District of Columbia. This was a sub- 


ject which, he thought, should not be touched upon * 


‘py the South. It was not debatable ground. But 
the peculiar interests of the South required him to 
say to his Northern brethren that they of the South 
did not presume to overleap the commendable exam- 
ple of their forefathers. In their desire to do justice 
to others, they could not forget what was due to 
themselves. It was with these views and these 
ene that he advocated the retention of the 2ist 
rule. 

Mr. HUDSON said he rejoiced that the time had 
at length arrived when this subject, which had ex- 
cited so much feeling in the House and out of the 
House, was now fairly before them for delibera- 
tion and discussion; and he rejoiced that gentlemen 
who had addressed the House upon the subject 
had been disposed to exercise that candor and fair- 
ness which should ever characterize debate in that 
House; and in the remarks which he proposed to 
offer on this subject, he would endeavor to advance 
nothing calculated in any degree to excite feelings 
different from those which had been manifested in 
the debate thus far. 

He was opposed to the recommitment of the re- 
port, (which he believed was the question now be- 
fore the House,) with instructions, because he was 
opposed to the 21st. rule; and he was opposed to 
that rule because he believed it practically, to all in- 
tents and purposes, violates a fundamental principle 
of the Constitution of the country. Gentlemen 
who had addressed the House upon this subject 
spoke of the right of petition as a right granted by 
the Constitution; but, in his view, they were all 
totally incorrect in that position. It was a right 
which existed previous to the formation of the 
Constitution of this Government. It was a right 
incident to all free governments, and to all free in- 
stitutions. It was a right not created or granted by 
the Constitution, but recognised in that instrument 
as aright which the people already possessed; and 
it was expressly provided that the right should nev- 
er be infringed. 

He did not intend to go into any nice metaphysi- 
cal abstractions upon the right of petition. It had 
been asked what was meant by the right of peti- 
tion, His answer, in brief, was this: they meant 
precisely what the gentleman who asked the ques- 
tion meant by it. They meant by the right of peti- 
tion, with reference to the subject of slavery within 
the District, precisely what the gentlemen meant by 
the right of petition in reference to any other sub- 
ject. What was the common-sense view of the 
House and of the country on the subject of peti- 
tion? It consisted in assembling together, if ne- 
cessary, and drawing up a paper setting forth 
grievances; sending that paper to the House, 
and having it considered. Take the case of 
a’ petition praying for a pension, it is brought 
in, referred to a committee, and the committce makes 
the necessary examination into the nature and merits 
of the claim. He agreed with the gentleman who 
had just resumed his seat: the gentleman was right 


` was all that could be required. 


when: he said the-friends of the right of petition in 
this case asked that the House should do precisely 
what they were accustomed to do in other cases of 
petitions. $ EPN i 

Gentlemen spoke of the right of petition in connex- 
ion with the freedom of debate; but if the construction 
given to the right of petition be a mere presenting of 
the petition, accompanied by a brief statement of its 
contents, and this rule were applied to debate, would 
gentlemen be satisfied with it. He thought not. Sup- 
pose a gentleman should rise and say he wished. 
to express’ his views in favor of preserving the 21st 
rule: would it be considered in consonance with the 
freedom of debate if he were only permitted to 
state the simple fact that he was in favor of the rule? 
Would gentlemen be willing to acquiesce in such 
an abridgment of the freedom of debate? Nothing 
could be more absurd than such a supposition. To 
suppose that one branch of this Government could 
do that bya rule, which the whole Government 
could not do by a law, was, to. his mind, perfectly 
absurd. They mightas well say that that House could, 
ofitself, do other things which were prohibited to 
the Government by the Constitution—-such as grant- 
ing titles of nobility. He went somewhat further 
than some gentlemen who had spoken in opposition to 
the rule. He did not believe with his friend from N.Y., 
{Mr. Brarps.ey,] that the right of petition, as se~- 
cured by law, was fulfilled by simply receiving and 
laying the petition on the table. He believed there - 
should be a consideration of the prayer of the peti- 
tion; and that that consideration should be com- 
mensurate with the importance of the subject: 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he by no means ihtend~ 
ed to be understood that it was a full enjoyment of 


the right of petition that the petition should simply 
be received. But when a petition was presented 
upon a subject respecting which they had made up 
their minds, and were prepared to refuse the prayer, 
receiving the petition and laying it upon the table 
here were thou- 
sands of cases in judicial proceedings where ques- 
tions are raised and judgment is given instenter. / 

He was glad to hear the explanation of the gentle- 
man from New York. Now, it was known * that 
many of the petitions excluded b the 21st rule had 
been of a grave and profound character; and some 
of them contained able and eloquent legal argu- 
ments, in which the whole subject was s pread out 
in detail; and he apprehended that some of the ques~ 
tions involved in them were of that nature that they 
could not be decided without great deliberation. If, 
therefore, petitions of that character were presented, 
he contended that neither the House, nor any man 
in it, hada right to make up a judgment ` without 
deliberation. But gentlemen said that many of 
these petitions were fot the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and that Congress had no 
power to grant their prayers, or to legislate at all on 
the subject. Now,he wished to submit a few re- 
marks on that subject. 

In the first place, he would observe, that the Consti- 
tution gave to Congress the power of exclusive legis- 
lation over the District of Columbia, and that pow- 
er extended to all cases whatsoever. But gentlemen’ 
asked if there were no limitations to this power. 
He would admit that there were limitations, which 
were to be found inthe Constitution itself; and one of 


* those limitations was, that Congress should not im- 


pair the right of petition. There were also other 
limitations—such as that Congress shall make no 
law on the subject of religion, nor grant titles of 
nobility, &c. All these limitations in the Constitu- 
tion would apply as much to this District as to any 
other parts of the Union; so that the exclusive juris- 
diction in regard to this District, meant that Congress 
should possess all legislative power in it, and do in 
it what it could do anywhere else. This was the 
only limitation which could apply to this question. 
Some gentlemen contended that there were other 
limitations contained in the deeds of cession from 
Maryland and Virginia; but he denied that there 
were any, and contended that if there were any lim- 
itations in these deeds, Congress would not have 
had the right to accept the territory, or any, other, 
on any terms but those prescribed in the Constituiion. 
But was the abolition of slavery, or of the slave- 
trade, in this District, a proper subject of legislation 
for Congress? He believed that it was. Congress 
possessing all the legislative power over the District, 
the ‘subject of slavery came within that power. If 
they looked to the legislation of all the nations of 
the earth, and indeed of all the States of this Union, 
they would find that there was not one of them that 
had not made slavery a subject of legislation. Many 


-of the States had, by their legislative action, abol- 


ished slavery within their limits, and all the rest had 
legislated on it in some way or other, thus acknowl- 
edging it to ve a fit subject for the legislation of 
Congress. hy, in the State of Virginia, it was 
but a few years ago, that an amendment was pro-. 
proposed by its Legislature to the Constitution of 
the United States, by which Congress was to be 
prohibited from abolishing slavery in the District of 
Columbia, without the express consent of the States 
of Virginia and Maryland, and such regulations as 
they might prescribe. Here was an admission that 
Congress possessed this power; for if it did not, 


> where was the necessity of making an amendment 


to the Constitution, prohibiting the exercise of it? 
It was also an admission that slavery was proper- 
ly a subject of legislation by Congress. He be- 
heved that Mississippi, Alabama, and some other of 
the States, had provisions in their constitutions pro- 
hibiting their Legislatures from abolishing slavery, 
thereby ites that slavery was a proper subject 
of legislation. This position had not been, until 


_ very lately, denied. He found, upon looking back at 


the public documents, that gentlemen of the most dis- 
tinguished standing in all parts of the Union had ad- 
mitted it;and in the debates on the adoption of the 
Constitution, it was conceded by all that that in- 
strument gave Congress the power to abolish slavery 
n the District of Columbia. In fact, objections were 
made to the Constitution on the ground that it gave 
that power; butit was argued, on the other hand, and 
by Mr. Madison particularly, that it was a necessa- 
ry power, and ought to be granted. In the Federal- 
ist, also, Mr. Madison maintained that Congress not 
only had the power, but that it ought to have it. As 
he did not wish to be misunderstood, he would take 
occasion to say that, while he contended for the un- 
limited power of Congress over the subject in this 
District, he admitted that it could not be exercised in 
the States. 

Mr. BELSER here asked leave to make an ex- 
planation. He understood the gentleman to say 
that the constitution of Alabama prohibited the Le- 
gislature from passing a law for the abolishment of 
slavery; and he begged leave to inform him that 


. there was no such provision in the constitution of 
- that State. 


Mr. HUDSON said that he was happy to hear 
it. He had been informed that the constitutions of 
several of the States contained such a provision; 
and he had been under the impression that AJabama 
was among them. He might quote the names of 
the most distinguished statesmen of the country, 
who recognised the possession of this power by 
Congress; and he would add that the ‘ordinance of 
1787, in excluding slavery from the Northwestern 
Territory, expressly admitted it. 

My. H. then went on to contend that it was not 
necessary for Congress to wait for petitions from 
citizens of the District before legislating on the sub- 
ject; and that, if there was a nuisance existing in it 
which, in the opinion of Congress ought, to be aba- 
ted, it was their duty to act at.once, without con- 
sulting the wishes of the inhabitants. He instanced 
several cases in which Congress had legislated in 
regard to the District of Columbia, without waiting 
for any expression of the opinions or wishes of the 
people, and, among the rest, referred to the law for 
suppressing the sale of lottery tickets. 

Leading statesmen of the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia—Patrick Henry among the number—were 
opposed to the terms of the cession, because it gave 
that power to Congress; and others approved it for 
that very reason. The statement, therefore, came 
an ill grace from gentlemen, that Maryland and with 
Virginia would not have made this cession if they 
could have supposed that Congress thereby would 
possess the power to abolish slavery in this District. 
‘What did itall amount to? Why, if he sold a farm, 
the purchaser could convert it to such purpose as 
he pleascd; and so Congress, by the terms of the 
cession, had exclusive jurisdiction over the District 
of Columbia. There was no limitation, nor any 
reservation of concurrent jurisdiction. 

The morning hour expired, and the gentleman 
was cut short in his remarks. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER. laid before the House various 


. executive communications, as follows: 


A communication from the President of the United 
States, in reply to a resolution of the House of the 
10th inst., calling for correspondence in relation to 
the title, boundary, and settlement of the Oregon 
Territory, in which the President. said that all such 


fore Congress, ‘except. some recent correspondence 
with our minister near the court of St. James, which 
it was not deemed expedient to lay before Congress 
on the eve of the arrival’ of a minister from England 
with whom negotiations would be opened: at an 
early period. 

A communication from the Treasury Department, 
with copies of statements rendered to that depart- 

.ment by the banks of the District of Columbia, 
showing the state of their affairs. 

A communication from the War Department, in 
compliance with an existing law, giving a statement 
of the 2d Auditor, of the expenditures for the year 
1843, for the Military Academy. 

A communication from the War Department, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 10th instant, transmitting a copy of the 
report of Captain Hughes; accompanied by a survey 
of the river Hudson. i 

Mr. BARNARD moved the printing of 3,000 ex- 
tra copies. The motion was objected to, and it was 
reserved for future consideration. : 

A communication from the War Department, in 
reply to a resolution of the House of the 27th ultimo, 
requiring the Secretary of War to furnish to the 
House the names of persons entitled to bounty 
lands who had not obtained their warrants, and the 
names of those who had obtained their warrants, but 
had neglected to take out their patents. 

A. communication from the Navy Department, 
transmitting the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

A communication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, in reply to two resolutions of the 
House of Representatives of the 3d and 10th instant, 
in relation to the printing of the 27th Congress, and 
of the sixth census. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
compliance with a resolution of the House of the 
10th instant, transmitting a statement of the amount 
of expenditures which has been settled, on the certifi- 
cate of the President only, since the 4th of March, 
1829. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in compliance with the 5th section of.an act of 
March 3d, 1809, a statement exhibiting the expen- 
ditures made during the year 1843 for the contin- 
gent expenses of the military establishment. 

A letter from the Secre‘ary of the Navy, in com- 
pliance with the resolution of 29th May, 1830, trans- 
mitting statements of appropriations for pensions 
which have been made and rejected during the last 

ear. 

All these communications were ordered to be laid 
on the table, and to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. SIMONS, 


Resolved, That the committee appointed to inquire 
into the engraving and lithographing for the 26th 
and 27th Congress be authorized to send for persons, 
and to sit during the sittings of this House. 


On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House a state- 
ment of all cases in which agents or persons have 
been employed since the 4th of March, 1837, with- 
out express authority of law, in cases in which the 
compensation was not fixed by law; showing the 
names of all such persons, the date of their appoint- 
ment or employment, the services performed, the 
amount paid, and out of what fund the same was 


aid. 
3 Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requesied to cause to be communicated to the 
House of Representatives a statement of all the 
cases in which claims have been allowed since the 
4th of March, 1837, which had been rejected or dis- 
allowed under any previous Administration, with 
the amounts so allowed. 

` On motion of Mr. HUGHES, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this House the quantity of 
land located by the State of Missouri, under “An 
act entitled ‘an act to appropriate the proceeds of 
the sales of public Jands, and to grant preemption 
rights,’ ” approved September 4, 1841; and, also, 
whether the register at Plattsburg, Missouri, refused 
to recognise locations of lands made by the commis- 
sioners,on the part of the State, previous to the 
sales on the 13th of October and November last; 
and whether this refusal was based upon instruc- 
tions from the General Land Office; and, also, 


correspondence had from time to time been laid. be- | 


whether the commissioner aforesai 
Jands after the sal 3 


On moti 


$ PUBLIC PRINTING. eee 
Mr. GILMER asked permission to report, 
to provide for the public printing, and td ge 
from the political press; Bie leave was not | 


STEAMBOAT NAVIGATION. ERN 
Mr. TIBBATTS, agreeably to, notice heretofore 
given, on leave, introduced a bill to amend’an act 
entitled “An act to provide for better security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vesséls propelled in 
whole or in part by steam,” approved July 9, 1838; 
which was twice read, and, on his niotion, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered: to’ be 
printed. j ees 
WESTERN WATERS. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, the House ræ 
solved itself into Committee of.the Whole on the. 
state of the Union, (Mr. ‘Wiytunor in the chairi) 
and resumed the consideration of the resolution di- 
recting the reference of so much of the President's 
message as relates to the Western waters. 

Mr. A. STEWART was entitled to the: floor; 
and he commenced’ his remarks by some. allusion 
to observations made, at an earlier period of this 
debate, by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Jame- 
son,] in relation to the Whig party.. He ‘was un- 
derstood to say that the gentleman from: Missouri 
had spoken of the Whig party with great severity— 
that he had characterized it as “the Coon party,” 
and as a party without any principles for the public 
eye—and as, indeed, the fag-end of all parties. A 

Mr. JAMESON explained. He had said that 
the convention of 1840, which nominated candidates , 
for the presidency and vice presidency, refused to 
set forth their principles, for the purpose of uniting 
all the odds and ends of factions and parties. . 

Mr. STEWART resumed; and, after a few other 
observations on that subject, he turned his attention 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wetrer] with 
whom he said he had an account to settle. The 
speech which he attempted to make the other day, 
was made with many interruptions; and was not, 
consequently, the speech which he had intended to 
make; it was mainly, necessarily, extemporaneous; 
but he found, notwithstanding, that the gentleman 
from Ohio had described it as a stump speech. There 
were some facts stated in the course of the speech, 
which might be “stump facts,” and they appeared to 
have produced their effect; for all at once the sym- 
pathies of the gentleman from Ohio were excited 
for boats that were snagged, though possibly. it 
might be that his own political boat was snagged, 
and that this circumstance had excited his sympa- 
thies. ‘The gentleman from Ohio, however, went 
on to say that he would prove that all his (Mr. 
Srewar7’s) statements in relation to Mr. Van Bu- 
ren were false; and that if he failed to make this out, 
be would submit to be branded in the forehead; but. 
that if he succeeded, he hoped the House would 
brand him (Mr. Srewarr) with falsehood. 

Mr. WELLER explained. He said he wished 
to correct the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and to 
put the House in possession of the facts as he un- 
derstood them. The object of the speech of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, which was now in 
question, was designed to show that Mr. Van Buren 
was opposed to all those Western improvements 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and other 
gentlemen who lived in the same section of country, 
advocated; and to sustain that allegation, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. made the statement, that 
Mr. Van Buren directed his Secretary of War not 
to send in estimates for the Cumberland road, for if 
did, and Congress made the appropriation, he (Mr. 
Van Buren) should be compelled to veto the bill. 
The House would bear witness that the whole ob- 
ject of the gentleman was to represent that Mr. Van 

uren was opposed to Western improvements; .and 
to sustain that object, the statement was made which 
he (Mr. Werter) had just quoted. Well, when 
that statement was made, he (Mr. W.) rose-in his 


‘place and characterized it- and denounced it as un- 
{rué—as not sustained by facts; and he said he was 
repared tò- meet the’ gentleman on’ that issue— 
whether’ Mr. Van Buren was or was not opposed 
“to: internal improvements? He was ready to con- 
tend that: Mr. Van Buren stood onthe doctrine laid 
down by MrẹMadison, and the doctrine of General 
Jackson, as laid down in the Maysville road bill. 

Mr. STEWART resumed; the gentleman from 
Ohio seemed disposed tò narrow down the charges 
a. good deal.. He defied the gentleman to show 
that a single statement he had made was untrue, 
although he had characterized the whale of them as 
untrue. 

Mr. S. produced various documents to prove that 
‘the allegations which he had made in the debate of 
“yesterday were supported by unquestionable testi- 
mony, and challenged the gentleman from Ohio to 
bring forward proofs to substantiate his assertion 
of the incorrectness of his statements. f 

Mr. S. argued with much zealin favor of the 
přotective system; and contended that, if it had not 

een arested by the compromise act, it would have 
produced. an immense surplus revenue to be ex- 
pended on internal improvements, and, in this way, 
would have prevented the States from contracting 
the heavy debts which now pressed them down; 
and added that it was the distribution of the pub- 
lic revenue in Mr. Van Buren’s administration that 
led them into the extravagance of expenditure 
which had caused this vast amount of debt. ` 

Mr. DUNCAN asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if he understood him correctly in saying 
that the distribution system was the policy of Mr. 
Van Buren’s administration. As he contemplated 
replying to the gentleman, he wanted to understand 
him correctly. 

Mr. STEWART replied that he did say so; and 
he was prepared to maintain it. He said that the 
‘Whig system was to take this surplus revenue and 
disburse it in internal improvements; but their op- 
ponents distributed it among the States, to be ex- 
pended by them. 

Mr., S. continued his argument to show that the 
best policy for the country, and one the most calcu- 
lated to promote its prosperity, was to have a high 
protective tariff to produce a surplus revenue; and 
then to expend that surplus in works of internal 
internal improvement in the States. After an argu- 
ment to show the constitutionality of appropriations 
for internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment, he reviewed the veto, by General Jackson, of 
the Maysville road bill, strongly censuring the poli- 
cy ofthat measure; and then concluded his remarks 
by commenting on the opinions of Mr. Van Buren, 
and the policy of his administration. 

Mr. WELLER then moved that the committee 
rise; and observed that he had not had an opportu- 
nity of hearing all the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srewarr,] but that it was 
his purpose to reply to what he had heard of theñ, 
and, in doing so, he would obey that injunction of 
Holy Writ which teaches us to “answer a fool ac- 
cording to his folly, lest he become wise in his 
own conceit.” 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitted a resolution in 
the usual form, to take the subject out of committee 
to-morrow at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HUDSON moved that the House adjourn: 
negatived—ayes 62, noes 71. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that he would, at 
the request of several gentlemen, modify the resolu- 
tion he had just submitted, so as to take the subject 
out of committee on Saturday next, at 2 o’clock. 

This resolution being adopted, 

On motion of Mr. BROWN of Indiana, 

The House adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. LYON: The petition of 350 citizens, 
principally of Berrien county, Michigan, praying 
for an appropriation to construct a harbor at New 
Buffalo, in said county: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
Philip Hedge and 24 other citizens, asking a dona- 
tion of lands in the Vincennes district, to assist In- 
diana in. completing the Wabash and Erie canal to 
the Ohio river. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Sarah P. 
Mather, praying Congress to adopt her sub-marine 
telescope for use in public vessels, Petition of 


| 


Eliza M: Fortin; widow, for a naval pension: re- 
ferred to. the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR: The petition of 
Jemima Finch, widow of Jonathan Finch, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
pensions. 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of 202 inhabitants 
of Tioga county, New York, and the vicinity, that 
Congress will reduce the per diem pay of members 
to five dollars, the travel to ten cents a mile, and the 
duration of the sessions to 90 days: referred to. the 
Select Committee on Retrenchment. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WRIGHT: A petition from 
the ‘citizens of Newark, New Jersey, praying Con- 
gress for an appropriation to improve the navigation 
of the Passaic river: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. f 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Pearson Cogs- 


well, praying the balance of a judgment, render- . 


ed in his favor by the circuit court of the United 


. States for the district of New Hampshire. 
By C. J. INGERSOLL: Memorial of citizens of | 


Pennsylvania, interested in the coal-trade, against 
canal boats being obliged to use coasting licences. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The proceedings of a public 
meeting of the citizens of Richland county, holden 
at Olney on the 5th of January, 1844, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining a grant of land lying in the Wa- 
bash valley, for the improvement of the Wabash 
river from Terre Haute (the terminus of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal) to the Ohio river: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. CHAS. M. READ: ‘The petition of citizens 
of Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying an appropri- 
ation to continue the public work on the harbor at 
Erie, on Lake Erie. . 

Also, the petition of citizens of Cattaraugus coun- 
ty, praying the erection of a light-house or beacon- 
light at Cattaraugus creek, State of New York. 

By Mr. MACLAY: Petition of 263 citizens of the 
city of New York, for a reduction of postage, and 
the abolition of the franking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 19, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report from the Second Audi- 
tor of the Treasury, concerning the light-house es- 
tablishment; which, on motion of Mr. WOOD- 
BURY, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting from the Second Auditor a re- 
port exhibiting the expenditures made during the 
year 1843 for the contingent expenses of the milita- 
ry establishment. 

Also, a report from the War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 11th, information of what has been done 
towards the settlement of the title to the Pea Patch 
island, under the jomt resolution of March 3d, 1839, 
and transmitting a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, a report of the corps of Engineers, and 
the opinion of the late Attorney General (Mr. Le- 
gare) upon the subject of said title. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, a motion to print 
the report was submitted to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmitting a report from the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in compliance with a joint resolution of 
1830, showing the rejected applications for navy 
pensions. 


Mr. BARROW presented a petition from James 
Ritchie, M. D., late a surgeon in the marine hospit- 
al, praying the passage of an act allowing a certain 
sum of money due him for disbursements as hos- 
pital surgeon: referred to the Committtee on Claims. 


Mr. JARNAGIN remarked that a bill had been 
referred a few days ago to the Judiciary Committee, 
to increase the salary of the district judge of the Uni- 
ted States, for the district of East and Middle Ten- 
nessee, and the Western district of Tennessee in the 
8th judicial cirewit. Since then, he had received a 
communication from Judge Catron on the subject 
of this bill; which he moved to refer to the Judiciary 
Committee: agreed to. 

Mr. HUGER presented a petition from William 
Clark and others, engaged in the'trade and business 
of manufacturing iron and iron-ware in South Car- 
olina, praying that the law of 1832, exempting rail- 


road iron from duty, may be restored: referred io . 


the Committee on Finance. 


Mr.. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Long Island Railroad Company, asking for a rê- 
mission of duty on iron irnported for the use of that 


road. Mr. W. said the subject of tpis petition in- 
volved a question of considerable importance. This 


| petition was drawn up very full, statmg the grounds 


and reasons on which the application 1s made. He 
desired -that, the committee and the Senate would 
pass judgment upon those opinions. He therefore 
moved that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and be printed: agreed to. 5 

Also presented resolutions adopted by the Legis-_ 
lature of New York, instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives from that State to 
restore the fine imposed on General Jackson by 
Judge Hall at New Orleans; which were ordered to 
ie on the table, and be printed. a 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
Martha A. Lawrence, Wm. B. Conover, and Read- 
ing B. Conover, praying for certain back pay due 
tlieir father for revolutionary services: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the petition of Joseph 
Potter of Pennsylvania, presented to the Senate in 
1820. : 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from B. M. 
Major and others, citizens of Kennebunk Port; 
Maine, praying indemnity for French spoliations: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
126 citizens of Indiana, praying a reduction of the 
rates of postase and the abolition of the franking 
privilege: and another for the reduction of the rates 
of postage: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Henson, an agent for enrolling the emigrating 
Indians, and for subsisting them, praying the pas- 
sage of a law allowing him some compensation for ~ 
his services, which could not be allowed at the de- 
partment for the want of the roll, which was taken 
from him by an officer of the United States: referred 
to the Committee on Jndian Affairs. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mark Symp- 
son; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

‘On motion by Mr. EVANS, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the paper relating to the 
claim of Wm. Blake. 

On motion by Mr. DAYTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers. of the mem- 
bers of the bar in New Jersey, concerning a remo- 
val of the term of the United States district 
court from New Brunswick to Burlington. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Reyolu- 
tionary Claims, in the case of Daniel Trucheart, 
came up for consideration; but was, on the sugges- 
tion of Mr. ARCHER, again laid on the table. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the memorial of the 
Georgia Railroad Compaay for a remission of du- 
ties on railroad iron, which has been referred to 
= Committee on Finance, was ordered to be print- 
ed. 
The adverse report: of the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, in the case of Charles Morgan, 
was taken up and concurred in. 

The adverse report of the same committee, in the 
case of Elizabeth Lomax, was, on motion of Mr. 
ARCHER, ordered to lie on the table. 

The adverse report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, in the case of E. D: & S. 
Ward, was, on motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The bill entitled “An act granting acertain quantity 
of land, to aid in the improvement of the Fox and 
and Wisconsin rivers, in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and to connect the same by a canal,” came up 
as in committee of the whole, as the unfinished. busi- 
ness of the morning hour. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, atthe suggestion of the hon- 
orable gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Hay- 
woop,] would, to obviate his objections, propose 
that the bill under consideration be further amended 
by striking out, in the third line of the first section, 
the word “grant,” and inserting the word “appropri- 
ate” in lieu thereof. He would further propose that 
a similar amendment be also made in the sixteenth 
line, by striking out the word “granted,” and substi- 
tuting therefor the word “appropriated,” and in like 
manner in the second line of ‘the second scetion, that 
the word “appropriated”’ be substituted for the word 
“gvanted.” "These several amendments having been 
agreed to, he proposed further, that in the eighth 


line of the first section, be- added, after the words 
“and the lakes through which they pass,” the words 
“except Winnebago.” He offered this amendment 
from the factsof Winnebago being the only Jake 
worth noticing in point of extent, the others being 
mere expansions of the river. He wished, also, to 
add an amendment to the amendment of the honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. WALKER,] who 
was not in his seat, but with whom he had consult- 
ed. Where that gentleman’s amendment says that 
the “canal be kept in repair,” he proposed to add, after 
“canal,” the words “and improvements,” as there 
would be improvements which it would be as neces- 
sary to keep in repair as the canal itself. There 
was algo a further alteration required in the close of 
that amendment. Where that amendment says “no 
greater toll shall be collected than will be found ne- 
cessary to keep said canal in repair,” he would pro- 
pose to strike out the words “said canal,” and in- 
sert the word “same.” 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments of the committee of the whole were 
concurred in; and the question being on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed for a third reading— 

Mr. ALLEN suggested to the Senator from 
New York to allow the bill to pass by informally. 

Mr. TALLMADGE preferred that the Senator 
from Ohio would permit the’bill to be ordered for 
engrossment first, and he would consent to let ıt 
pass by informally. 

Mr. ALLEN preferred not, because he wanted 
to look into it before it was engrossed; and the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, who took a great interest in 
the bill, was not in his seat. An inquiry was start- 
edas to the quantity of land, in acres, which was 
proposed to be granted by the bill. That inquiry 
was not yet answered. And there were other mat- 
ters in the bill, which it was proper that Senators 
should have further time to look into. He asked, 
therefore, that the bill might be passed by infor- 
mally to afford that opportunity. 

7 The bill was postponed till to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from N. 
Ivey, asking Congress to extend_a contract for the 
delivery of live-oak timber at Gosport, Virginia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was ordered 
that the petition of the heirs of Robert Fulton be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, being the resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee. on Finance, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. McDurrix,] to reduce gradually the 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the stand- 
ard of the compromise act; that is, an advalorem du- 
ty of twenty per cent. The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. McDUFFIE rose and addressed the Senate 
for nearly three hours, in a strain of eloquence and 
force of argument which it is impossible to do jus- 
tice to in any synopsis that can be given this even- 
ing. His remarks will be written out at large for 
publication without delay; meantime, the following 
is given as a brief outline of the subjects touched 
upon. He commenced by saying that, if one of the 
illustrious patriots who framed the Constitution un- 
der which the Senate was now deliberating, had 
presented himself, when the debate of yesterday was 
progressing, he would have been struck with utter 
astonishment to find the constitutional pro- 
vision, however inadequate to its purpose, 
which was designed to protect the people of 
the United States from unjust and oppressive 
taxation, brought up as a bar against saving an in- 
dignant people from the most monstrous, unequal, 
and unjust system of legislation that ever stained the 
annals of this country’s legislative history. In their 
great anxiety to save the people of the United States 
from unnecessary and excessive burdens, those illus- 
trious patriots, who were brought up in the school 
of the Revolution, regarding taxation as the greatest 
of all political evils, very naturally interposed every 
possible obstacle which might secure their posterity 
from the evils under which they had themselves 
suffered. For this purpose they provided that no 
bill for raising revenue should originate in the Sen- 
ate, and that all such bills should originate in the 
House of Representatives, which more immediately 
represented the people and their interests. | 

_Now, he presumed the Senate of the United States 


did not at this day suppose that the illustrious fra- 


- was always the most productive. 


JONGRESS 


mers of the Constitution meant to deal in mere idle 
words—that they meant to insert in the Constitution 
of the United States a clause which had no practical 
meaning. He asked, then, what was the rational 
meaning of that clause? What meaning could be 
given to that clause in the Constitution inhibiting 
the Senate from originating bills that raise revenue, 
but that it was its design to prevent that body from 
raising revenue by an imposition of taxes. Tt was 
not that they wished to prevent them from putting 
money in the treasury; but to prevent them from ta- 
king money out of the pockets of the people.. That was 
what the framers of the Constitution intended to guard 
against. To raise revenue was one thing; butto 
prevent it from being raised unconstitutionally from 
the people was another; and who would be hardy 
enough to dispute theright of the Senate to inter- 
fere with that object by originating this bill? 

Mr. McD. then proceeded to comment on the ar- 
guments of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 

UNTINGTON,] in reply to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Woopsury,] and deduced from 
them an admission on the part of the Senator, 
[Mr. Hunrineron,] that postage wasa tax, though 
denied to be for revenue.. Now, however proper 
it might be to originate a bill affecting revenue so as 
to lessen the burden on the people, here was an ad- 
mission, going much further against the clause in 
the Constitution—in effect, that the Senate could 
originate a bill imposing a tax. 

Now was the bill which'he (Mr. McD.) had the 
honor of introducing, a bill, in any form or sense, 
to impose a tax? Certainly not; on the con- 
trary, it was to repeal excessive taxation, and re- 
lieve the people of an oppressive burden. 

He next proceeded to refute the arguments of the 
Senators from Connecticut and Maine, [Messrs. 
Huntineron and Evans,] that repealing 20 per 
cent. out of 40, was a levying of the remaining 20 
per cent. for revenue. He pointed out the absurdi- 
ty of confounding the term “repealing a duty,” with 
the term “imposing a duty.” It reminded him ofa 
gambler at a horse race, who had bet $20, and when 
he lost, insisted that he had lost $40 instead of $20; 
for he argued that he lost his own $20, and also the 
gao he might have gained had he won—both making 

10. : 

j With regard to the question asked by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucuanan,] yesterday, as 
to an amendment being offered to increase a rate of 
duty upon any article, bringing the bill within the 
inhibition of the Constitution, he replied that such 
an amendment, if adopted, would certainly have that 
effect; but the Senate would not entertain such an 
amendment, because it would see that the Constitu- 
tion inhibited it. The bill should be entertained by 
the Senate in relation to its object of reducing taxa- 
tion, not of increasing it. 

Mr. McD., having disposed of the constitutional 
branch of the subject, proceeded to the merits of 
the bill itself, and, at considerable length, reviewed 
the history of the compromise act and the protective- 
tariff system. He pointed out the abuse of the 
term “discrimination,” and showed that was a blind- 
fold used to veil the iniquity of taxing the majority 
of the community for the purpose of filling the pock- 
ets of the minority. He showed, from statistical 
tables, that revenue fell off as duties became exces- 
sive, and that the lowest point of duty for revenue 
He contended 
that, if the protection to domestic manufactures, af- 
forded by a 20 per cent. tariff, did not enable them 
to compete with foreign manufactures, it was an 
evidence of the strongest nature that they should 
have no protection at the expense of the rest of the 
community. e 

He reviewed Mr. Clay’s recently published letter, 
in which Mr. C. says the true policy of this 
country is to buy as little as possible from foreign 
countries, and sell them as much as possible. This 
(Mr. D. concluded) meant that this country was to 
import little and export a great deal; but as the writer 
of the letter could not mean that the excess of ex- 
ports was to be given away for nothing, it was to be 
inferred that we were to drain foreign countries of 
all their gold and silver. What, he asked, would be 
the inevitable result? Why, that as gold and silver 
circulation became abundant here, prices would ad- 
vance rapidly; and as they became scarce in foreign 
countries, prices there would become proportionately 
depressed. When our agricultural products (our sta- 
ple exports) wen tto the foreign markets, they would 
have to encounter scarcity of gold and silver circu- 
lation, and consequent low prices. Everything would 


be doubled for the advantage of oné porti 
community, and, forthe other, everything: would be. 
ruinous—the rich made richer, and the poor 
But no such system could ever be practically 
out. ; A oY. Leb ong 

- The natural ‘markets for the productions. of the 
South were in Manchester, Birmingham, Leeds, &c., 
just as much as the North and East Were the nata-, 
ral markets-for the domestic manufactures of New 


England. : 


It had not been more than twenty years since he 


. had taken his seat in the other branch of Congress; 


and, during that whole period; while he remained a. 
member of the House, he could conscientiously. say 
that he had never contemplated. this Government 
but with the most indescribable feelings; for, as-God 
was his judge, he could solemnly declare, that in.all 
that period—nearly a quarter of a century—he had. 
never known the Garctirnene to act towards South: 
Carolina in any other way than with the most, ihi- 
quitous oppesssion, day and night. He had looked 
and hoped for a day of redemption—not that 
he expected any benefits for that State “from 
the operations of this Government. All that 
he had struggled to obtain: was, that it would 
leave them alone to enjoy, in peace and quietness, 
the productions of their own industry. He had. 
never felt any interest whatever in any other ques- 
tion than this great question of the tariff, which in- 
volved the interests of the whole country.. He 
would surrender all he had endeavored to maintain, 
if his constituents could be restored to their long-lost 
prosperity. This miserable struggle for power— 
the struggle for the presidency——which was keeping 
the whole country in agitation, and absorbing every 
other question of national policy, he had looked 
upon in all its bearings with loathing and contempt, 
compared with this great question. i 
hen the compromise act was passed, he was dis~ 
osed to say, in the language of the Psalmist, “Lord, 
et thy servant now depart in peace.” He was satis- 
fied, ànd retired from the councils of this nation, 
disgusted with all he had seen. He retired with the 
hope of spending the rest of his days in peace; but 
he had consented to come here again, for no other 
purpose than to have some participation in this 
question; and the moment juet legislation upon it 
should be refused, he would shake the dust from 
his feet and leave this capitol forever. What might 
be the final result of this discussion he could. not 
pretend to say; but he would admonish gentlemen 
that they all had as much interest in the settlement 
of this question as he had. Things might change, 
and the day might come, when they (the “gentle- 
men) would lose their control in this chamber. 
The spirit of the West had been aroused, and 
he undertook to predict that, within five years from 
this time, the States of the West, almost exclu- 
sively agricultural, would be as united on this ques- 
tion as the States of the South. He knew little 
about the productions of the West; but he under- 
took to say, that those who brought live. stock to 
market from Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, and 
Missouri, found-their best market in the South. The 
amount of capital, labor, and agricultural produc- 
tion, in these Western States, is ten, if not twenty 
times as much as the productions of the manufac- 
tures of the East, even giving them the bale-rope 
and bagging manufactures of the West... The 
amount of tobacco and cotton produced by. the 
State of Tennessee gives that State, too, a very 
large- interest in the exports of this country; 
and he could tell gentlemen that the people 
of the West had now their eyes open. The 
knew what was their natural market, and that all 
the demand for their stock was from the South. - 
He believed the State of South Carolina alone con- 
sumed, of thestock of the West, at least to the value 
of one million a year. He undertook to say that, if 
this tariff was reduced from forty to twenty per cent., 
South Carolina would purchase twice the quantity 
of that live stock that they now did; and that, too, 
perhaps at fifty per cent. advance on the price they 
now pay. This reduction of tariff would enable 
South Carolina to import merchandise cheap, and 
pay the people of the West for the live stock in 
goods twenty per cent. cheaper than they now get 
them from the North and East. When, under this 
tariff, they are now paid by the South in money, 
they havé to purchase their goods at the Kast 
at 20 per cent. more than they ought to pay, 
while at the same time they have been compelled to 
sell their stock at 20 per cent. less than: they 
might under. a reduced tariff. He admonished 


those who represented the manufacturing interests, 


left to. God. a O 

Mr EVANS said it had not been his intention to 
entet further into the question than he had done on 
yesterday.. He then abstained from going into the 
argument now before the Senate; not from any wish 
to shün it, nor because he dared not meet it, but from 
a knowledge of the disastrous effects that all discus- 
sions of the kind must have on the revenue and busi- 
ness of the country. Nothing, he maintained, could 
be more disastrous to. the welfare and interests of 
any country, than the entertaining of discussions in 
a legislative body on questions threatening the over- 
throw of legal and acknowledged institutions, and 
holding out. to:the people expectations that could not 
be realized.“ However, since the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. McDurris] had brought 
on this discussion, it was not his purpose to shrink 
from it, 

Mr. McDUFFIE here proposed an adjournment. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested to the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina that there was business of 
importance to be transacted in executive session. 

r. EVANS was willing that the continuance of 
the debate should be postponed until Monday. 

And the Senate went into executive session, hav- 
ing first resolved, on rising, to adjourn over until 
Monday next. 

The Senate, then, after some time spent in exec- 
utive session, adjourned. i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Frway, January 19, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. JAMESON presented two petitions, one 
from Charles Hunt, praying for the establishment 
ofa mail route: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The other praying 
for an appropriation to build a bridge: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE moved that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of receiving reports from standing 
committees. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the gentleman 
would confine his motion to reports which would 
not give rise to debate. 

r. VANCE agreed to the limitation, and the 
rules were suspended. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petition of J.M. 
Hernandez. The report was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was j 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of David H. Burr; and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Richard Pollard, late chargé d’affaires to Chili; and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. i 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, asked to be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of certain citi- 
zens of Ohio, asking an additional salary for the 
postmaster at Sandusky, and moved that the me- 
morial be laid upon the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads whether 
that commitee intended to report a bill for a re- 
duction of the rates of postage, and how soon a re- 
port might be expected from that committee upon 
that subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS replied that he was not able to 
say precisely at what time the committee would be 
prepared to report; they had the subject now under 
consideration, and would probably report in a few 
weeks? They had not yet, however, come to any 
determination as to the ‘character of the bill which 
they would report. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, presented a report, accompanied by a 
bill, to refund the fine imposed upon the late An- 
thony Haswell, to his legal heirsand representatives. 
‘The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow, and ordered to be printed, 


Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, asked that that committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the .memorial of ——— 
; and that so much of it as relates to the mili- 
tia, be referred:to the Committee on the Militia. 

‘The motion was.agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the papers in the 


case of Obadiah Newcomb were recommitted to the. 


Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. STEENROD reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Hudson; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House to-mor- 
row, and ordered to be printed. , 

Also, a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to-morrow, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ALBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Harrison; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, from the same commit- 
tee, asked to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of Israel Thomas, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. B. also reported favorably upon the petition 
of Enoch McDonald, and introduceda bill for his 
relief; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. R. SMITH reported a bill for the relief of 
James Reed; which was read . twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, presented a report, which was laid upon the 
table, accompanied by a bill for the relief of Hugh 
Wallace Vemon; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House to-mor- 
row, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported a bill directing a transfer of the stock 
held by the United States in the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company, to the State of Maryland, and 
the cities of Washington, Georgetown, and Alex- 
andria, so as to secure the early completion of the 
canal to Cumberland; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, asked that that committee 


- be discharged from the further consideration of the 


etition of James Dixon, and moved that_the same 
e referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. The motion was agreed to. 


COPY-RIGHTS. 
Mr. WINTHROP, from the Select Committee 


on Copy-rights, moved that certain memorials on 
the subject of copy-rights, and a bill of the last ses- 
sion on the same subject, be printed: carried. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. RATHBUN, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill, entitled. “An act con- 
cerning the circuit and districts courts for the north- 
ern district of New York:” read the first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

PRE-EMPTIONS. 


On motion by Mr. SAMPLE, 

‘The joint resolutions of the Legislature of Indi- 
ana of the last session, on the subject of pre-emp- 
tion rights, reduction of postages, marine hospitals, 
&c., was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CORB observed, that a repart had just been 
made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vancex,] 
from the Committee of Claims, in opposition to the 
claim of Joseph M. Hernandez. He asked leave, 
from the minority of the committee, to make a 
minority report. Leave was accordingly granted. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


The CHAIR then announced that the first busi- 
nessin order was the report of the Select Com- 
mittee on the Rules. 

Mr. HUDSON, who had the floor, continued the 
argument commenced by him yesterday, contending 
that there was nothing in the deeds of cession from 
Maryland and Virginia. prohibiting the legislation 
by Congress on the subject of slavery. From this, 
hewent on to show that the question of slavery 
had been discussed but a few years ago in the Vir- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


‘ ginia Legislature; and was also discussed in the 


course of the debates on the adoption of the Consti- 
tution. “Mr. H. having spoken up to the expiration 
of his hour— 

Mr. SAUNDERS took the floor, aff. commenced 
with a few preliminary remarks, in too low a tone 
to be heard, He then went on to say, tbat he 
should proceed at once to reply to the objections 
that had been urged to the 21st rule. We have (said 
he) repeatedly asked those gentlemen who are op- 
posed to the 21st rule, what it was they meant by 
the sacred right of petition, when they talked of its 
being violated? Where did it commence, and where 
did it end? If they said that the people had the 
right to petition when and where they pleased, and 
on any subject, for the redress of grievances, wheth- 
er real or imaginary, then he would say that there 
was no necessity for their travelling up to Magna 
Charta to support that position, for no one ques- 
tioned it. He would go one step farther than some 
of these gentlemen had done. He admitted that the 
people not only had the right to petition, but the 
right to an unqualified answer from this House. 
Even on this admission, he was prepared to sustain 
the 2lst rule. What was the language of the Con- 
stitution, on which gentlemen relied in their opposi- 
tion to the 21st rule? It was, that “Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the free exercise thercof; or abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the press; or the right 
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances.” Now, 
the rule passed by Congress, called the one hour 
rule, which limited the speeches of members to one 
hour’s time, was an abridgment of the freedom of 
speech. But the advocates of that rule contended 
that there was an existing abuse impeding the trans- 
action of the business of the House, which required 
correction, and the rule was passed for that purpose. 
The rule establishing the previous question was not 
only an abridgment of the freedom of speech, but a 
total suppression of it, as it cut off debate; but that 
was justified by the argument that this rule was ne- 
cessary for facilitating the business of the House. 

Congress (said the Constitution) should not have 
power to abridge the freedom of the press; and yet 
laws were made on that subject, with which the 
House was familiar. But it was said this rule viola- 
ted the right of petition, because it did not allow pe- 
titioners to be heard here, and their petitions to be 
deliberated upon. In this there was a great error. 
A colleague of his had said the House could not 
know whether the petitions prayed for a constitu- 
tional or an unconstitutional act, or indeed for an im- 
proper act, unless the petition were heard; arid a gen-- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Danean] had said thatthe 
inhabitants of this District could not petition for the 
abolition of slavery in this District, unless this rule 
was repealed, In ali this there was great fallacy. 
The House knew what the rule was. It was that 
no petitition, memorial, resolution, or other paper 
praying the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, or any State or Territory, or the slave 
trade between the States or Territories of the United 
States in which it now exists, shall be reccived by 
this House, or entertained: in any way whatever. 
That was the rule which the Speaker, as the presiding 
officer of this House, was required to enforce; and 
he could not enforce that rule until the agent of the 
petitioners had announced the purport of the petition 
which he rose to present. T'he House was then in- 
formed of the purport of such petitions, and the peti- 
tioners were then shown, by that rule, that the House 
had considered the subject and given its judgment. 
Here, then, the facts were ascertained, the prayer was 
heard, and it, was then met by the Speaker, as the 
presiding officer, who interposed this rule as the 
Judgment of the House thereon. Fe illustrated this 
point in various ways, and then came to the ques- 
tion whether this rule was right and proper. He 
understood the genileman from New York [Mr. 
Bearpsiey] to say, the other day, that apetition ask- 
ing the House to interfere with slavery in the States, 
was to ask Congress to do that which it could not 
do; and that he would not receive such petition. 
Why? Because it asked for an unconstitutional 
thing. But the same gentleman said, when a peti- 
tion asked Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that that was a different question, 
and it then became a matter of expediency whether 
the petition should Le received and acted upon. 
Now, he intended to meet the gentleman from New 
York on that proposition. Who was to decide on 
the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the sub- 
ject prayed for? Tt must be done by amajority of the 


members of this House. Now he (Mr. S.) asserted 

that Congress possessed no power to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia. Congress could not ex- 
pend the public money for such a purpose. The 
right of the owners of slaves to that species of prop 
erty was admitted to be as conclusive as the right to 
any other property. - The right to this property was 
recognised in Maryland in 1715—Maryland being 
then a colony. He showed what were the laws on 
this subject in eleven slaveholding States, and re- 
plied to some remarks made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hupsow] on this branch of the 
subject; and he’ proceeded to say that the Constitu- 
tion expressly provided that Congress should not 
take private property unless it were for public uses, 
and then only on -making compensation to the own- 
ers of the property. The gentleman from New 
York admitted that slaves were private property; 
he said, likewise, that Congress might emancipate 
the slaves; but he did not say whether Congress 
should make compensation for those slaves. He 
dodged that question. But he (Mr. S.) contended 
that Congress could not take the public. money for 
any such purposes. The eighth section of the Ist 
article of the Constitution contained an enumeration 
of the powers of Congress; but no gentleman could 
tell him that it contained any such powers. 

The honorable gentleman went into a long argu- 
ment to prove the position he assumed; in the course 
of which, he took occasion to show what had been 
done by Congress heretofore in relation to this class 
of petitioners, and how the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] had voted thereon. He read 
various resolutions of the House adopted in the 
years 1836 and 1838. 

How stood the question in 1838? Then they had 
the famous resolution declaring that Congress had 
no power to interfere with slavery in the States, 
and that such interference would be a breach of pub- 
lic faith. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said_ the gentleman had mis- 
apprehended him upon this question. He had not 
said that all he desired was that these petitions 
sould be received and laid upon the table. He had 
added a qualification that, if the House was ready to 
act upon them, as he himself had always been in 
such case, he cared not whether they were laid 
upon the table or not, the mere reception was suffi- 
cient to meet the requirements of the Constitution. 
He had added that, in his opinion, the expedient 
and proper course was to send them to the com- 
mittee most favorable to the prayer of the petition, 
to the end that they might see what such committee 
would advise the country todo under the cireum- 
stances. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he understood the gentle- 
man now to say that he had made up his mind that 
slavery ought not to be abolished. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he had so declared, per- 
haps a hundred times. a 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he was glad to find that he 
was not misrepresenting the gentleman. All that 
the gentleman desired was that the petitions should 
be received and laid upon the table; he did not desire 
that they should be considered. Why? Because 
his mind. was made up upon the subject. To what? 
Not to abolish slavery. He admitted, that ifthe ma- 
jority there thought that they ought to abolish 
slavery, they ought to receive and consider the peti- 

- tions; but it was because the majority were not in 
favor of the abolition of slavery that the 21st rule 
ought to be established. When the petition was 
laid upon the table, it was an answer, and showed 
that the prayer of the petition was refused. Suppose a 
petition were presented to that House asking to apply 
the torch of destruction to the capitol: ought such a 
petition to be received? No; because it was asking 
to commit a felony. And did not these petitions ask 
the destruction of the temple of liberty itself? Where 
was the difference, therefore, between receiving such 
a petition as he had alluded to, and receiving aboli- 
tion petitions, which pray for a thing which all 
admit ought not to be done? The 21st rule, so far 
from being wrong, was, in fact, perfectly right in 
itself. It was the judgment of the House upon the 
the subject; and so far from being productive of injury, 
it had been productive of good: why? Because it had 
kept off that continual clamor which would other- 
wise have prevailed, about the abolition of slavery. 
He must be permitted to say to the gentleman 
from New York, in good feeling, that he was de- 
ceiving himself by supposing that the discussion 
which was. gomg on there produced no mischief 
elsewhere. “Yes, the very proclamation which the 
gentleman. from Massachusetts had made, that he 


had triumphed upon this question, 
producing mischief elsewhere. 
ored population were led to believe that they would 
receive especial encouragement and protection from: 
the Congress of the United States, they would be 
ready for almost any act of insubordination. 

The morning hour having expired, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House several ex- 
ecutive communications; which were read by the 
Clerk. $ 

Mr. DUNCAN asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill to establish a uniform time for hold- 
ing the elections of members of the House of Rep- 
resentaives and of the electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States throughout all 
the States of this Union. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections; and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN WATERS. 


On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the House 
then resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and resumed the consideration of the reference of 
that portion of the President’s message which refers 
to the improvement of the Western waters. 

Mr. WELLER, being entitled to the floor, rose 
and addressed the committee nearly as follows: 

[The Reporters gave nothing which was said by 
Mr. We ER to follow here. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF obtained the floor; 
and being requested to give way to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stewarr,] that he might 
reply to the gentleman from Ohio, IMs WELLER, ] 
said it wasa matter of much difficulty to get the 
floor; and, therefore, he must retain the floor, now 
he had got it. With regard to the personal contro- 
versy between the two gentlemen, he had no dispo- 
sition to interfere with it. It was his intention to 
call the attention of the committee to another branch 
of the subject. 

In the first place, then, without intending to be 
offensive, he would notice a remark made yesterday 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srew- 
ART.] That gentleman told them that a long series 
of calamities fad been the result of an abandonment 
of a high protective tariff; and that, if it had not oc- 
curred, there would have bcen $249,000,000 to ex- 

end in works of internal improvement. He (Mr. 
B.) did not agree with the position of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. But, for the purpose of reply, 
he would suppose it to be true; and what followed? 
Who was responsible for the abandonment of the 
old tariffin 1832? By whose bargain was it that 
the tariff was abandoned? for it was by a bargain. 
Who were the high contracting parties? How did 
the agreement run? Articles of agreement made and 
concluded the day of , between Henry Clay, 
“the Mill-boy of the Slashes,” as he was now called, 
and John C. Calhoun. This agreement stipulated 
that the tariff should come down to 20 per cent. ad 
valorem, one of the high contracting parties being 
the gentleman’s [Mr. Srewarr’s] candidate for the 
Presidency. However, it was not for the purpose 
of making these remarks that he rose. The gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Barnarp,] in the 
course of his remarks, particularly represented to the 
West the policy of relying ona home market for 
support; and it was forthe purpose of taking that 
policy into consideration that he had obtained the 
floor. Asa bugbear to frighten them from look- 
ing to a foreign market, and to induce them to look 


solely toa home market, the gentleman from New - 


York told them that England, in ten years, would 
become an exporter of bread-stuffs. Now, it would 
be something remarkable if that proved to be true; 
for he found, on good authority, (Mr. McCulloch’s 
Dictionary,) that, since 1788, there had been a per- 
manent balance of imports over the exports of 
bread-stuffs to the island of Great Britam. The 
gentleman from New York told them there were 
15,000,000 of acres of land in Great Britain uncul- 
tivated; but, on a reference to authorities, he found 
there were 16,000,000, or 1,000,000 more than the 
gentleman stated. And of what did it consist? The 
pleasure-grounds of the gentry, the nobility, and 
royalty; the salt meadows and sand-banks of 
the coast; the barren moors of the interior 
and the still more barren mountains of Scotland. 
Why, in the year 1816, the then existing corn 
laws of Great Britain were amended and modified, 
after much testimony had been taken by a commit- 
tee instituted for that purpose; and then the position 
was taken that it was necessary to keep up the price 
of wheat to eighty shillings per quarter, or a large 
portion “of land then under cultivation must be 


was already |] abandoned;. ‘Sd mug 


As soonas the col- 


ain becoming an'expo 
“Then, again, in’ 1839, : 
modified—— ` 3 Epai ebur ee 
Here the honorable gentleman sudden! 
evidently very. sick and faint... He.asked. theip 
gence of the House for a few. minutes; but 
countenance became ghastly pale. Seyeral: mem 
per went to his assistance, and: water was handed. 
to him. ; ein Ee Pgighl 
A proposition was made that some other gentle- 
man should be allowed to-take the floor, and that . 
the gentleman from. Ohio should occupy: -it at.afu- 
ture period, when he should have recovered. ae 
Another proposition. was made that:the commit- 
tee zisa and report progress; which was agreed to; 
an ‘ 
The House adjourned. oy 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
kanded to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: a 


By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of Thomas 
Tatem, asking to be paid $431 88, the amount of 
his claim against the United States: referred to the 
Cammittee of Claims. : 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The supplementary me- 
morial and petition of Mathews, Wood, and. Hall, . 
of New York, late contractors for furnishing marble 
for the custom-house at New York: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. ; 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: Petition of citizens of the 
parishes of St. Mary, Terrebonne, and Assumption, 
in the State of Louisiana, praying for a post route. 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHN SON: Petition of 
William Russel and forty-five other citizens of ` Per- 
ry county, Ohio, praying fora reform in the Post 
Office Department: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. MACLAY: Memorial of ship-masters 
steamboat-masters, and coasters, of the State of 
New York, for the erection of a light-house upon 
Execution Rock, in Long Island sound. Also, the 
memorial of the Hurlgate pilots, of the State of 
New York, for the erection of a light-house upon 
Execution Rock, in Long Island sound: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ' 

By Mr. LEONARD: A petition of Sally Davis,, 
of the State of New York, widow of an old soldier, 

raying a pension for services rendered by her hus- 
bail in the war of the Revolution: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. - Also, a petition of Mary 
Stryker, of New York, widow of Dennis Stryker, 

raying a pension for services rendered by her late 
Fis and asa soldier of the Revolution: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ; 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: Petition of 
Barbary Vineyard, of Hendricks county, Indiana, 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIDER: Petition of Samuel M. As- 
bury, praying to increase his pension; also asking. 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House of 
last Congrss, the petition and proof to last Cor- 
gress; and that they be referred to the Committee © 
on Invalid Pensions. : : 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Petition of Lemuel Land 
and 114 other citizens of the oy of White and 
State of Ilinois, praying a grant of land, situated in 
the Wabash valley, for the improvement of the 
‘Wabash river from Terre. Haute to the Ohio river: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals.. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition. of N. Whita- 
ker and thirty other citizens of Muskingum county, 
Ohio, praying for a reduction of the expenses ofthe, 
General Government: referred to the Committee on. ` 
Retrenchment. Also, the petition of the same citi- 
zens respecting a reduction of the present rates of 
postage: referred 1 the Committee on. the Post 
Office and Post Roads. : 7 

So Mr. SAMPLE: The memorial of A. P. Rich- 
ardson and one hundred and twenty-five other citi- 
zens of Olive township, St. Joseph county, Indiana, 
stating “that exorbitant taxes on public or private 
information are derogatory to the genius of a gox- 
ernment resting upon intelligence for its successful 
operation,” and praying that the rates of postage be 
‘reduced to the lowest possible point consistent with 
the support of the Post Office Department:” referred 
to the Commities on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CAVE JOHNSON: The petition of the 
administrator of William Meniuse, deocanel, anlnng 
compensation for a horse lost in the Seminole cam- 
ae Also, the petition of William H. Bedford, 


of the decisión of the auditor upon 
certain claims therein specified for horses lost in the 
Seminole peas : 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of B. Olney and 
one handved and fifty other citizens of New Orleans, 
praying for a grant of certain lands to aid in the im- 

rovement of the navigation of Wabash river: re- 
ferred tò the Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, 
the petition of the heirs of John Lynd, praying for 
confirmation of title to a certain tract of land: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. DANA: Exemplification of Ira Wright’s 
pension. papers: referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. N j : 7 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of eighty inhabit- 
antsof Oxford, in the State of New York, for the re- 
duction of postage and regulation of the- franking 
privilege: referred to the- Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The petition of 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing Congress to grant an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at the navy-yard at that port. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 20, 1844. 
“ ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH presented a petition from 
sundry persons in De Kalb county, Illinois, remon- 
strating against the admission of Texas into the 
Union. 

Mr. W. remarked that he had a letter from one of 
the petitioners, stating that they had rather the Uni- 
ted would have Texas, than have it go to England. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. HUGHES offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories 
inquire into the expediency, at as early a day as 
practicable, of reporting a joint resolution request- 
ing the President of the United States to give notice 
of twelve months to the government of Great Brit- 
ain that, after the expiration of said term, the gov- 
ernment of the United States will annul and abro- 
gate the convention of the 6th of September, 1827, 
continuing in force the provisions of the 3d article of 
the convention of the 20th of October, 1818. 


Objections were made to the reception of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. HUGHES moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to offer it. 

The motion was negatived. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY JUSTICES. 


Mr. CULLOM offered the following resolution; 
which, after being-modified at the suggestion of Mr. 
Barnarp, was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
porting whether there be any law in force which 
authorizes justices of the peace to administer oaths 
to applicants to Congress for pensions, or to wit- 
nesses examined to such applications; and if not, to 
report a bill communicating such power; and also 
constituting it perjury to swear falsely in such 
cases. 


WESTERN WATERS. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of introducing a motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole. 

‘The yeas and nays were demanded, but not or- 
dered. ; 

Tellers were then called for, and Messrs. BURKE 
and THomasson were appointed; and they reported 
77 in the affirmative, and 28 in the negative—being 
less than a quorum. > 

Mr. ADAMS expressed the hope that the rules 
would not be suspended, or the morning hour would 
be taken from the consideration of the pending ques- 
tion on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said two o'clock to-day 
was the hour fixed, on his motion, to terminate 
debate on the resolution to refer the President’s mes- 
sgo and therefore he felt bound to urge his motion. 

he SPEAKER said there was certainly a quo- 
rum present, and he called upon gentlemen to vote 
on one side or the other. 

Mr. BIDLACK called for the yeas and nays, for 
the purpose of testing whether there was a quorum 
present. t 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; but the 
tellers again took the vote, and reported 88 in the 
afirmative, and 39 in the negative; which being a 


“quorum, and a sufficient majority, the. rules were 


suspended. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the’: Whole on the 
State of the Union; which was agreed to, and Mr. 
‘Wrvrurop took the chair. 

The pending question was on the resolution to re- 
fer so much of the President’s message as relates to 
the western waters. - . 

Mr. McCAUSLEN said it was with mortifica- 
tion and regret that he had observed a considerable 
degree of acrimony’ indulged in by gentlemen, in the 
debate upon this question. What was the question 
that was now before the committee for considera- 
tion? It was simply the reference of a portion of 
the President’s message to a select committee, and 
an amendment for the reference to the Committee on 
Commerce. And he had been somewhat at a loss to 
know how the political questions of the day could 
be lugged into this debate with the rules of the 
House, staring them in the face. What was the ob- 
ject of referring a subject to a committee for exami- 
nation? Was it not for the express purpose of col- 
lecting facts, and laying those facts before the House, 
so that the House might act understandingly upon 
all questions presented to them? Most assuredly. 
Why was the motion made, in this case, to refer the 
subject to a select committee? It was that the facts 
connected with it might be collected and brought be- 
fore the House in the form best calculated to give 
weight to the question involved. Why did western 
gentlemen object to the reference to the Committee 
on Commerce? Not because they supposed 
that committee would not be wiling to do 
justice to the West; but it was because they were 
not sufficiently acquainted with the important inter- 
ests of the West. They of the West desired the 

oor privilege of presenting their interests to that 

ouse. All that they asked, was to have an oppor- 
tunity to present their own case. Was therea mem- 
ber of that House who would be disposed to deny 
them this privilege? He did not believe the House 
would refuse it. What was to be gained by reject- 
ing the reference which western gentlemen demand- 
ed as their right, and as essential to their interests. 
He had regretted exceedingly to see gentlemen from 
different sections of the Union arraying one portion 
of the country against another. He was sorry to 
see gentlemen of the North and East depreciating 
the West and the-South; and those of the South set- 
ting themselves against the interests of the North. 
The interests of this whole Union were one and in- 
divisible. Efforts had been made to persuade the 
House that the interests of the West and North were 
not worthy of the consideration of that House. 
What was the true distinction? It was simply this: 
those rivers, lakes, and bays which the God of na- 
ture had made navigable, were to be considcred 
national waters, and should be the objects 
of national supervision. That was the only true 
distinction; it was the only distinction that could be 
made by gentlemen who were not disposed to 
lug in party politics to weigh down this important 
question. The Mississippi, the Ohio, and the Mis- 
souri rivers, had always been recognised as national 
streams. What was it which gentleman attempted 
to drag in, in order to weigh down this question? It 
was the interminable question of internal improve- 
ment—improvement without stint or limit. Nor 
was this all; they had lugged in questions of party 
polities, and the House had witnessed scenes of a 
disgraceful character for two or three days past, 
growing out of the admission of this wide range of 
debate. ‘They had not met here for the purpose 
of making presidents; but to do the business of the 
country. ‘The people have the mght of president- 
making in their own hands; and they would exer- 
cise that right, regardless of anything which might 
be done by the House of Representatives. 

What was the amount asked for, for the improve- 
mentof the western waters? The pitiful sum of 
$175,000, or $200,000 at most, to be granted annu- 
ally, to keep in operation the present number of 
snag-boats upon those waters. Why, if only one 
steamboat were saved, with the lives of her passen- 
gers, in consequence of such appropriation, the 
money would be well laid out. Since the discontin- 
uance of the use of the snag-boats, the navigation of 
the Mississippi was attended with the utmost dan- 
ger. The average loss of steam vessels had 
been about one each week—fifty-iwo steamboats in 
a single year! He would ask the gentleman from 
New York, who vaunted so much of the Hudson 
river, how many vessels had been lost on that river? 
How many lives had been lost in consequence of 


‘impediments. to the navigation of that river? The 
impediments which existed to the navigation of that 
river were trifling and insignificant, in comparison 
with those of the western waters. He did not ob- 
ject to an appropriation for the Hudson, if one were 
necessary! but he could not help remarking that the 

entleman from New York [Mr. Barwarp] 

ad unwarrantably enlarged the importance, or rather 
the extent, of the navigation of that river, by 
adding to it a long line of canals, reaching, and 
he believed including, even a part of the Mississippi 
itself. The gentleman had asserted that New York 
was equal to one-sixth of the Union, and that there- 
fore a large appropriation should be made for the 
improvement of the Hudson. But the gentleman 
must recollect that it was the West which made 
New York what she is. And no State had contrib- 
uted more towards that result than the State of Ohio. 
The canals of the State of New York would be of 
little value, without the canals’ of Ohio: their profits 
would be greatly curtailed. The. gentleman talked 
about the great State of New York; and he, on his 
part, might well boast of the great Stateof Ohio—a 
State which he might justly be proud of. The 
State of Ohio demanded her rights at the hands of 
that House; and she was as justly entitled to be 
heard as New York, or any other State in the 
Union. He did not mean to be understood as say- 
ing, however, that, un!ess Ohio received what she 
thought she was entitled to, the Union must be dis- 
solved. Such a proposition he had not expected to 
hear in that House, on the part of gentlemen from 
any quarter. He could answer for the State he 
came from, that, even if her rights were disregarded 
for a time, she would not resort to any such desper- 
ate course as that. He desired that the whole sub- 
ject should be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY rose and addressed the 
Chair; and, at the same time, 

Mr. STEWART rose and submitted an amend- 
ment, to refer the subject to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The CHAIR gave the floor to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Bearpsiey,] on the ground that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had already spo- 
ken, and could not take the floor again, while anoth- 
er gentleman claimed it. 

Mr. STEWART appealed to the gentleman from 
New York to permit him to occupy the floor for a 
few moments; and said that he would pledge him- 
self to detain the House but a very short time, and 
to say nothing that was inconsistent with the strict- 
est parliamentary rules. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY claimed the floor; and said 
that he intended to speak but a few moments, and 
would then leave the floor for the gentleman, or 
whoever the committee might choose to occupy it. 

He should not (Mr. B. said) go into the political 
and personal collision which had taken place here. 
He should leave these to other gentlemen, as they 
did not seem to him to belong to the question be- 
fore the committee. He desired to look at the sin- 
gle proposition before the committee; and, as they 
had had discourses on almost every other subject 
than the one before them, it was the more necessa- 
ry to understand the nature of the proposition be- 
fore them, and the questions on which it turned. It 
was proposed, in the amendment before them, to 
send that portion of the President’s message rela- 
ting to the improvement of the rivers of the West 
toa select committee; and the original resolution 
proposed to give that subject the ordinary direction, 
and send it to one of the standing committees of the 
House. The latter course appeared to him to be 
the true one; for it was to be presumed that the 
House, in distributing the business of the session, 

- would give each subject to the committee specially 
constituted to take it into consideration. Now, un- 
less some cogent reason could be given for depart- 
ing from the ordinary practice on this Occasion, it 
seemed to him that it ought to be adhered to; 
and it rested with those who advocated the ref 

erence to a select committee to give such reasons. 
He had heard no sufficient reasons given, and 
could conceive of none that ought to have an 
weight with the committee. Was it intended that a 
select committee should ke appointed to examine 
witnesses, and prove that we have an Obio, a Mis- 
sissippi, or an Arkansas river? Was it to prove 
their dimensions, their length, breadth, depth, and 
volume of water? Was it to show how many snags 
and sawyers were in these rivers? or was it, in 
short, to ascertain any facts which were not matters 
of general notoriety?’ If not, what, then, was it in- 

| tended to accomplish by the. appointment of a sẹ- 


lect committee? Were they not prepated to le- 
pislate on the subject, and make appropriations to 
remove.the obstructions in the western rivers as 
well without any additional information as with 
it? Was the committee to bring forward any new, 
unknown, and hidden facts, which had never yet 
been brought to light? No one contemplated any- 
thing of the kind. He wished gentlemen would 
deal a little more in detail, and tell the committee 
what it was they expected to accomplish by the ap- 
pointment of a select committee. If these were 
mere little streams—mere mill-branches—it might, 
perhaps, be as well to appoint a'select committee, or 
to send out a surveyor, and collect information for 
the purpose of magnifying their importance. But no 
such reasons applied to these great rivers; and he 
denied that a single reason had been advanced, hav- 
ing the slightest substance in it, which would au- 
thorize the reference to a select committee, If we 
send this subject (said Mr. B.) to a select commit- 
tee, we might as well send all others to select com- 
mittees, and abolish the standing eommittees alto- 
gether. Now, in connexion with this subject, a 
great variety of other matters hed been -gone into. 
Comparisons had been made in regard to the west- 
ern and eastern rivers, and their importance con- 
trasted with each other. But had that anything to 
do with the. question’ before the committee? Con- 
ceding that these western rivers were most mighty 
and important streams, and vastly superior to the 
Hudson, the Connecticut river, and the Delaware, 
did it follow that they alone should receive the at- 
tentions of the Government, and that appropriations 
should be made for no others? 

He saw no constitutional ground for aiding in the 
improvement of the navigation of the western rivers 
which did not apply to the navigation of the Hud- 
son, the Connecticut, and the Delaware rivers, and 
the harbors and shores of the ocean, and of the great 
lakes The only authority Congress had to make 
appropriations of a single dollar for internal im- 
provements, was to be found in the constitution, 
and the clause of it pointed out by the gentleman 
from Ohio. He knew there were many gentlemen 
located east of the Alleghany mountains, and south 
of this city, who entertained the opinion that Con- 
gress has no power to make appropriations for the 
improvement of our rivers; and their opinions were 
honest, and they deserved credit for their consisten- 
cy in them. But there were other gentlemen who 
entertained different views—he would not say more 
liberal views—but certainly more enlarged views in 
regard. to the powers of this government to make 
iniernal improvements. A member from Virginia 
the other day called these gentlemen straight-jacket 
politicians. Now a straight-jacket wasa very use- 
ful article, and could be worn and thrown off on 
certain occasions. King George the III had worn 
one, and had thrown it off occasionally; and a jacket 
that was fit fora king might be fit for a legislator. 
He did not say that. legislators or politicians wore 
their straight-jackets and threw them off, as George 
the III did, in the intervals of lunacy and reason; but 
he believed some of them had worn them or thrown 
them off as appropriations were to be made for im- 
provements, either in their own section of country 
or ata distance. This same class of politicians had 
always held that the government had no power un- 
der the constitution to make appropriations for the 
Ohio and Mississippi; but one of them had found it 
in another quarter. +The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hormes] found it in an act of the old 
confederation before the constitution was formed. 
The gentleman found the power to remove the 
-the snags and sawyers from the Mississippi (which 
the straight-jacket politicians never could find in the 
constitution) in the ordinance of 1787; and that or- 
dinance was passed before the adoption of the con- 
stitution. That, however, was a view of the sub- 
ject which would not be satisfactory to politicians 
east of the Alleghany mountains, who look to the 
constitution itself, and not to the acts of the confed- 
eration. Well, what was that ordinance? It pro- 
vided that the navigable waters leading into the 
Mississippi and St. Lawrence, and the carrying 
places between the same, should be common high- 
ways to all the inhabitants of the present confeder- 
ation, and of the new States that might be admitted 
into it; and that the navigation should forever re- 
main free, without being interrupted by any of the 
States through which they might flow. Well, where 
was the necessity for this provision? Why, there was 
an ordinance for the admission of new States into the 


Union, and it was necessary to provide that these new _ 


States should not, by the imposition of-tolls or duties, 


` molestation or tax. 


levy contributions on the commerce of the citizens 
of the other States; which, without: this prohibition, 
they would have had the right todo. The ordinance 
was not only to make these waters free and common 
highways, but to secure forever to the citizens of all 
the States the right of navigating them. without 

r This was the object of the 
ordinance; and not the one advanced by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. Now, he had no diffi- 
culty on this score. He was willing to make any 
hecessary appropriations for the improvement of 
these western waters, or any of the other great riv- 
ers of the United States. The power to make these 
improvements was in the constitution, and no where 
else; and if it was not to be found there,any expend- 
iture for these objects was a usurpation on the part 
of the government. 

The doctrine appeared to be, with some gentle- 
men, that for whatever work that was of pub- 
lic, national, and not merely of local concern, they 
had authority to make appropriations. He (Mr. 
Bearnstey) should be ready to vote in favor of the 
object which gentlemen here had in view. He 
should be ready, too, to vote appropriations for the 
Delaware, the Hudson, the Connecticut, and other 
rivers, as well as for the Ohio and the Mississippi. 
He regarded them all as standing on the same 
foundation, in relation to the power of Congress, 
and he-was ready to vote for appropriations for 
them all, according to the necessities of the several 
cases. But he was opposed to the amendment 
which proposed to send this subject to a select 
committee. The Committee on Commerce was 
drawn from different parts of this Union, and con- 
sisted of gentlemen who had an interest in the sub- 
ject, and were capable to act upon it. He hoped 
the House would adhere to its ancient usage, and 
send this subject to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAMPLE, though a western man, disclaimed 
all sectional feeling, and contended that the inter- 
ests of all parts of this country were the interests of 
the whole; and they ought to act with the same lib- 
erality to one section as to another. He defended 
New York from the attacks which had been made 
upon it, and said New York was an important 
point of commerce for all parts of the Union, and 
a market for western produce. He disowned 
the doctrine that the aid of this government was 
confined to tide-water, and expressed himself in 
favor ofaid being given, if in the power of the gov- 
ernment, to any of the great arteries and channels 
of trade and commerce. 

Mr. PETTIT next obtained the floor. 

Mr. A. STEWART desired to have an oppor- 
tunity to make some observations; but after a few 
words from Mr. SCHENCK, he gave way. 

Mr. PETTIT hoped he should have the floor 
without interruption, for the twelve minutes that 
remained to him. The question, as he understood 
it, was a resolution to refer that portion of 
the President’s message which relates to the western 
waters, to the Committee on Commerce; to which an 
amendment was offered, to send it to a select com- 
mittee. Now, he preferred the select committee, not 
being satisfied of the friendly feeling of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. He was now a western man, 
though born and educated in the East, and he felt a 
respect and a veneration for that portion of the Union, 
which perhaps no other western man felt. There 
had been some hard words used in the course of this 
debate—words which he was not accustomed to use, 
or to hear used. Some words had been used by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WELLER] which he 
would not have sanctioned if they had been used to 
a gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from In- 
diana to order. 

Mr. PETTIT said, then he would pass that sub- 
ject; but complaint had been made of the language 
used by the gentleman from Ohio, and he was there- 
by reminded of an anecdote which he had some- 
times heard. A father once chastised his-son for 
calling him a liar; and after inflicting some severe 
punishment, he asked the boy if he would again 
call his father a liar? The young urchin, with tears 
in his eyes, replied, “No father; no, never; but pray 
what shail I say when you do lie”? Now, in such 
cases as this, which had occured in this House, it 
was difficult to select the proper parliamentary word. 

He then addressed himself to the question before 
the committee, and called upon the House to act 
together for the common good of all the different 
sections of the Union. They had been told that they 
must wear the straight-jacket of strict construction; 
and he observed that he was as much disposed to 


wear that jacket 9s-any. gentleman’ on thi 
he would ask why a strict construction’. 
ee the studding: o the sea-bdard wii ; 
ouses, and not permit the necessary appropriations: 
for the West? He. made a few oer borana i 
to the same effect, in the midst of which hewas-cut” 
off by the arrival of the hour to terminate debate: - 

The committee then . proceeded -to vote on the 
resolutions—the pending question being on the’ mo- < ` 
tion of Mr. Tuompson, in: amendment: of: Mr: 
Wise’s resolution to refer that’ portion of the Presi- 
dent’s message which relates to the improvement of - 
the navigation of the western waters to a select Comi- 
mittee of nine members: a COn 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend, byin- 
serting the following: “except the Mississippi river; 
which has been sent, by order of the House, to’ the 
Committee of Ways and Means.” BIRET 

This amendment was ruled to be out of order. ` 

Mr. McCLELLAND inquired whether, in case the 
motion to refer to a select committee of nine were 
adopted, that committce would have charge of har- 
bor improvements, or whether the charge of har- 
bors would be left to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, McCLERNAND suggested, in order to. pat 
the matter beyond a doubt, that the following words 
be added: “that so much as relates to harbors be re~ 
ferredžto the Committee on Commerce.” 

The proposition was not received; and the’ ques- . 
tion being put on the motion to refer to a select 
committee of nine, tellers were appointed, who: re~ 
ported the votes to be as follows: 60 in the affirma- 
tive, and 71 in the negative. i 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. SEYMOUR then moved to amend the original 
resolution so as to refer the subject of improvements 
generally to the Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved to amend the proposition, 
by striking out Committee ọn Commerce and in- 
serting Committee on Roads and Canals; which mo- 
tion was negatived. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Seymour, that motion was negatived; and the orig- 
inal resolution was then adopted. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s mes- 
sage as relates to the improvement of the navigation 
of the rivers of the West be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


The following resolution was then adopted: 


12. ‘That so much as relates to the affairs and in- 
terests of the District of Columbia, be referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. aoe: 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, it was 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the Smith- 
sonian bequest be referred to the Joint Committee 
on the Library. 

The committee then rose and reported the resolu- 
tions to the House; and the question being on their 
adoption— : 

Mr. REDING moved the previous question, 

Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania rose and claim- 
ed the floor, for the purpose of making an explana- ` 
tion. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the previous ques- 
tion being demanded, the subject was not debatable. 

Mr STEWART inquired if it would be in order 
to move a suspension of the rules, in order to give 
him an opportunity to make an explanation upon'a 
subject personal to himself. : 

Mr. McCONNELL, (from his seat.) , You had 
better make that explanation out of doors. T 

The SPEAKER said the Chair could not enter- 
tain a proposition while the previous question was 

ending. 

Mr. STEWART. 
can ask leave? : 

Mr. MeCONNELL.. None in the world. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether the previous 
question might not be voted down, when it was used, 
as a gag. 7 , 

Mr. Č. JOHNSON observed that it would not 
be permissible for the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to make any explanation in the House, in regard tot 
what took place in committee. 

The CHAIR put the question on the second to the 
previous question. 2 

Mr. BARNARD rose and appealed to the courte- 
sy of the House to allow the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Stewart] to make a personal ex- 
planation, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Werer} This courtesy was usual, and had neve 
been, to his knowledge, denied. Ls 

‘Mr. B. was called to order by séveral. 


1g 


Is there any way in which I 


voted: on. f 
~ Mr. MORRIS rose to appeal to the gentleman 


from New Hampshire [Mr. Repne]: to withdraw 
-the'call for the previous question, so that his.col- 
league [Mr. Srewart] might have an opportunity 
to make an explanation. oe 
Mr. McCONNELL said: I call him to. order; 
and, Mr. Speaker, I doubt whether Mr. Morris 
himself is a gentleman. 
The question was then put on the second to the 
previous question, and carried—ages 91, noes 60. 
Mr. VANCE called for the yeasand nays on the 
main question;.which were ordered. 
. Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether it would be in 
order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Sterwarr] to move that he be excused from voting; 
‘and to give his reasons. 
The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
Mr. STEWART rose and asked to be excused 
from voting; because he had no opportunity of ex- 
plaining to the House matters personal to himself, 


and of vindicating himself from the charges con-- 


tained in the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

He appealed to every gentleman on the floor, after 
the manner in which he had been assailed, not by 
one only, but by two or three members, charging 
him with falsehood, if these charges were to be 
permitted to stand against him in that Flouse, with- 
out his being permitted to reply to them. He ap- 
pealed to them all to say whether he had ever ut- 
tered one word of a personal character, or assailed 
any one on that floor. He had been told this morn- 
ing that, if he had any explanations to make, he 
should make them out of doors. Why, even if he 
was a fightin man, he could not fight all. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Teall the gentleman to or- 
der; and, if there is any fighting to be done, F am 
ready to take all that on my hands. ' 

r. C, JOHNSON said the gentleman was out 
of order in referring in the House to matters that 
took place in Committee of the Whole. He hoped 
the gentleman would let the question be taken, and 
the business of the House go on, which was now 
suspended; and when the House went into Com- 
mittee of the Whole again, which would soon 
take place, the gentlemen could have every oppor- 
tunity of making all the explanation he desired. 

Mr. STEWART, (turning to Mr. Jounsoy.) 
Will the gentleman designate the time? 

Mr. McCONNELL. The gentleman can get it 
out of doors whenever he wants it. 

The SPEAKER, in reply to Mr. C. Jounson’s 

uestion of order, said that it was not in order for 
thegentleman from Pennsylvania to allude to mat- 
ters that passed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McCONNELL made some remark not 
heard by the reporter, when— : 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman must not in- 
terrupt a member on the floor. 

Mr. STEWART said he would not have an op- 
portunity of vindicating himself if he could not refer 
to what passed in Committee of the Whole. It had 
been said that, in the speech he made, he had made 
personal charges against members on that floor. 
Thathe denied. He made no ailusions of a per- 
sonal character to any member; and he was there- 
fore not willing to be silenced by such assaults as 
had been made on him. He committed a great 
error yesterday, which he now regretted; and that 
was, in having noticed the remarks of the member 
from Ohio whilst he was addressing the chair. He 
would not have noticed him had he known as much 
of his character and standing as he now did. 

Several gentlemen here called the gentleman to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I will refer the Speaker to 
the pledge the gentleman gave, that he would not 
make any personal reflections on any gentleman. 
Mr. D. objected to any gentleman proceeding with- 
out leave. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved for leave for the gen- 
tleman to proceed. in order; and, on that question, 
he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BARNARD suggested that his friend from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Wisraror] should withdraw 


` the gentleman’s proceeding ‘in order. 


concurring in the report. of the Commitee of the 


‘Whole; and that there should be.a general under- ° 


standing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
allowed to make his explanation afterwards. 

Mr. BARNARD was called to order by several. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that, with that under- 
standing, he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. said that, for his part, he would 
not come into. any such understanding. The gen- 
teman had already occupied two hours on this 
subject; and he could not consent to set aside the 
business of the House for such a purpose. 

Mr. WINTHROP then renewed his motion, and 
called for the yeas and nays; and, the yeas and nays 
having’ been ordered, : 

Mr. THOMPSON asked if the motion was not 
to allow the gentleman to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr THOMPSON then appealed to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays, as no gentleman would object to 
The call 
for the yeas and nays, under such circumstances, 
would be a useless consumption of time—— 


Several voices called the gentleman from Mis- | 


sissippi to order. 
Mr. PARMENTER asked if, in the present 
stage of the question, any debate at all would be in 


order. : 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. 

The question was then put on Mr. WinTHROP’s 
motion by yeas and nays, and carried—yeas 152, 
nays 18. á A 

So the gentleman had ledte to proceed in order. 

Mr. STEWART then made some few observa- 
tions, and, with an intimation that he should seek 
some other opportunity to be heard, he withdrew 
his motion to be excused from voting. 

The House then sustained the previous question, 
and concurred in the report of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the House adjourn; 
but withdrew it at the request of Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. STEWART rose and made some observa- 
tions, which were almost inaudible. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was not in 
order, except with unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLINTON objected. 

A conversation ensued, in which Messrs. HUNT, 
BARNARD, C. J. INGERSOLL, and others, took 
part. Ultimately it was agreed that the rules of the 
Howse should be suspended, to allow the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to make an explanation. 

Mr. STEWART then addressed the House. He 
recapitulated the circumstances under which he made 
his speech a few days since, which appeared to have 
occasioned the indecorous language which had since 
been used. The “exploded American system” was 
spoken of, and denounced by one gentleman; he was 
followed by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Jame- 
sox, | who took occasion to characterize the whig party 
of this House as the “coon party;” as a party with- 
out principles for the public eye; as the fag ends of 
parties; and as a party weighed in the balance and 
found wanting, &c. And what did he (Mr. S.) do? 
He merely replied to those charges, and vindicated 
the policy which had been adopted by the whig 
party. He showed what was the effect of the whig 
policy on the country, and contrasted it with the 
opposing system, of which Mr. Van Buren was the 
advocate; but he made no personal allusion to any 
man on this floor. To the member from Ohio he cer- 
tainly made no allusion, for to that member he was 
astranger. He acted in the discharge of a great 
public duty, and opposed a system which he was of 
opinion was calamitous to the country; he made no 
personal allusion, and yet he was assailed by the 
gentleman from Ohio in language which he would 
read to ithe House. 

He read from the report which appeared in the 
Globe of Mr. WeLLER’s remarks, and then remark- 
ed that, having made no personal allusion to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, he would ask the House and the 
country if he was to sit down in silence under 
charges thus made without provocation, and in 
terms which he could not characterize but in 
language which would violate the decorum of 
parliamentary debate. What, then, was he to do? 
‘What course was he to pursue? The first opportu- 
nity he had, he read the language of the member 
from Ohio to the House, and said that he was will- 
ing to maintain all that he had alleged; and he did 
so by furnishing documentary proof. He vindica- 
ted himself, and he removed “the brand of false- 


his motion, and allow the question. to be taken on {} hood from his forehead 


that it might be placed 
where it could properly be applied. he gentleman 
from Ohio did not question his facts, but an infer- 
ence. He had inferred that the President (Mr. 
Van Buren) had directed the Secretary not to far- 
nish estimates for western improvements, because 
such estimates had been previously furnished, and 
because it was the duty of the Secretary then to 
have furnished them, unless such directions were 
given to him by the executive. This was an in- 
ference, and not a matter of fact. The gentleman 
from Ohio furnished proof that Mr. Van Buren did ` 
sign an appropriation bill for western improvements; 
but this he (Mr. S.) had never. denied. What he 
said was, that Mr. Van Buren denied. that 
this government had the power to make internal 
improvements within the States, and con- 
tended that the consent of the States could 
not give that power. ‘This he had shown from 
a letter written by Mr. Van Buren. He knew, 
also, that Mr. Van Buren had favored a bill to place 
turnpikes on the Cumberland road within the State 
of Pennsylvania, which he (Mr. 8.) at that time 
opposed, because he did not believe that this gov- 
ernment possessed the power to impose fines and 
penalties on the people of Pennsylvania for passing 
through any portion of the State of Pennsylvania; 
and that bill was vetoed by Mr. Monroe. And 
further: Mr. Van Buren voted for the tariff of 1828, 
which was the most extravagant tariff ever passed; 
and he (Mr. 8.) voted against that too, extravagant 
as he was deemed on that subject. 

He thus supported all the charges he had made. 
There was certainly some little dispute about the 
amount of some appropriations. He had said that 
the government, within a given time, had not ex- 

ended as much in western improvements as had 

een spent on the Capitol in which they were then 
assembled; and to this the gentleman from Ohio had 
replied that $3,000,000 had been spent in a particu- 
lar period, which he named, on western improve- 
ments—whereas this Capito] did not cost more than 
$1,000,000. Now, he (Mr. 8S.) had the impression 
that the erection of the Capitol, the purchase of the 
grounds, the're-erection of that building after it was 
burnt down, and some other expenditures, amount- 
ed to $3,000,000 or $4,000,000. But it did appear 
to him that, if it were tolerated, when a member of 
this House rose in his place to discharge a solemn 
duty, in a manner that was respectful and parlia- 
mentary, by vindicating a system of policy of 
which he approved, and condemning a system of 
which he disapproved, he was to be silenced. by the 
accusation of “lies,” “falsehood,” and “liar,” the 
dignity of the House was gone, and the minority 
might as well retire, for their rights were- trampled 
down. It was for the House to determine whether 
it would be degraded to the condition of the most 
disorderly body, by the introduction of such low, 
bilingsgate language as had been tolerated there. 

Mr. McCONNELL called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. STEWART protested against such a course 
of conduct as was pursued by the majority in that 
House. Š 

Mr. McCONNELL. You are slandering the 
majority. 

Mr. STEWART said he should take no notice of 
what the gentleman from Alabama was saying. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I shall take notice of you, sir. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. STEWART said he could never suffer him- 
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“Selfto imitate the examples of coarseness and vul- 


arity in debate which had been exhibited in that 

ouse. He should discharge his duty firmly and 
fearlessly; but he could never condescend to enter 
into personal altercations with all who might think 
proper to assail him. f 

Mr. Stewart having finished his explanation— 

Mr. HOLMES moved that it be resolved that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of repealing the law against 
duelling. 

Mr. McCONNELL. For the especial benefit of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the resolution 
could only be received by the unanimous consent of 
the House. 

Several voices: There is no objection. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Nobody objects, unless it 
be the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

On motion, 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to 


day; were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: . ` 

*: By THOMAS H. SEYMOUR: Pétition of Al 
fred North and others, of. the town of Berlin, Con- 
necticut, for a reduction of letter postage, and entire 
abolition of the franking privilege: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT: Petition of 
Henry Gould and 96 citizens of Orleans county, New 
York; and the -petition of Orson Nicholson and 25 
citizens of Orleans county, New York, for the com- 
pletion of Oak Orchard harbor. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: Petition of inhabit- 
ants of Macomb, New York, to abridge the frank- 
ing privilege, and reduce the rates of postage. 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of Wm. G. Shanks 
and 33 other citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, 
praying for retrenchment in the expenses of the 
government: referred to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. Also, the petition of the same citizens, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the present rates of postage: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. , 

By Mr. STEENROD: Petition of citizens of 
Ohio county, Virginia, requesting Congress to 
adopt the report and resolutions of the Hon. Jobn 
P. Kennedy, and to appropriate a sum not less than 
twenty thousand dollars, to enable the African colo- 
nies to purchase the balance of the territory lying 
between Cape Mount and Cape Palmas, on the coast 
of Africa, &ce. , 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Samuel 
Smith, Jerrett, and March, citizens of Maine, for 
a law defining the manner in which the lumber com- 
ing down the St. John, from the State of Maine, shall 
be admitted into the United States. - 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, January 22, 1844. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
350 citizens of Middletown, Connecticut, praying 
that the rates of postage may be reduced, and charged 
by weight, on the principles of the British reformed 
port ofice, adapted to the feđeral currency of the 

nited States; that letters and packages be charged 
at a uniform rate, not exceeding five cents the half 
ounce, to any distance in the United States when pre- 
paid, and double this rate if not prepaid; that all 
printed matter be charged by weight, at one cent per 
ounce, without distinction as to distance. Thatany 
newspaper weighing more than two ounces when 
dry, be charged extra postage, like other printed mat- 
ter; and that the franking privilege be entirely abol- 
ished. My. H. said, in presenting the memorial, he 
would beg leave to remark that the respectable gen- 
tlemen whose names were signed tothe memorial 
appeared to feel a deep interest in the subject, They 
believe that justice and public policy alike demand 
that there should be an essential modification of the 
laws relating to the Post Office Department, in the 
particulars mentioned. He believed that they ex- 
pressed the feelings and sentiments of the commu- 
nity in general, when they say that a reduction in 
the rates of postage, now large, should be made; 
and they want uniformity; and also, that there 
should be some control over the abuses of the frank- 
ing privilege. It was his (Mr. E1.’s) belief that 
there should be a great reduction in thé existing 
rates of postage, and the modes of assessing them; 
and that the franking privilege should he controlled 
or entirely abolished. He expressed a wish that the 
Post Office Committee, now having charge of the 
subject, would soon report; and, on his motion, the 
memorial was referred to that committee. 


Mr.. CHOATE presented a memorial from R. C. 
Hooper and a number of distillers of spirits in Bos- 
ton, and another from John Tyler and William 
Savage, and a number of other merchants of the 
city of Boston, engaged in trade with the island of 
Cuba, asking that that feature of the tariff gradually 
reducing the drawback on the exports of spirits dis- 
tilled from foreign molasses may be repealed, and 
that a drawback on exports of that article may be 
allowed, equal to the duty paid on imports of foreign 
molasses: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from James 
B. Farnsworth and other citizens of Boxborough, 
impressed with the evils of war, asking Congress to 
take measures to prevent the recurrence of war; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of a 
large number of the merchants of the city of Phila- 
delphia, stating that the present custom-house is 
wholly insufficient for the business of the port; and 
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that it. had been their expectation, for many years; 
that Congress would cause a custom-house.to be 
erected of capacity equal to the demands of trade; 
but that at present an opportunity is offered of pur- 


chasing the banking-house of the Bank of the United ` | 


States for that purpese, ata very low rate, and at a 
far less price than would attend the erection of new 
buildings. They therefore urge upon Cougress 
the propriety of purchasing this building, to be used 
as a custom-house for the port of Philadelphia. 

Mr. B. said that this banking-house could 
now be purchased for $300,000, and the old cus- 
tom-house would probably sell for $50,000; so 
that the appropriation. required. for the purchase 
would be reduced to $250,000. The banking-house 
was of marble, and fire-proof throughout; and was 
nearly as large, and was ofthe same order of Grecian 
achitecture,as the custom-house in New York. It 
was well calculated in every respect fora custom- 
house; and might now be purchased for less than 
one-third of the cost ofthe New York custom-house. 
The lot on which the bank stood fronted on Chest- 
nut street 12] feet, and was 235 feet deep to Library 
street. The building was entirely insulated, having 
passages on either side of 31 feet in breadth; so that 
it could be approached on all sides. Fie had been 
assured, from a respectable source, that the naked 
lot itself, and the marble which had been used in the 
building, would command the price for which the 
purchase could be made. He presumed that the 
reason why the purchase could be made at this re- 
duced price was, that the property would not com- 
mand in the market more than the lot and the ma- 
terials were worth; because no banking corporation 
could afford to purchase” it, and the banking-house 
could be applied to no other purpose than that of a 
custom-house. 

The mercantile interest of Philadelphia had long 
in vain been asking Congress to erect a new custom- 
house, as the old one was wholly insufficient for the 
business; and they were now exceedingly anxious 
that the present opportunity might be embraced. 

He moved that the reading of the memorial be 
dispensed with, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that, a few days since, 
he had received from the Treasury Department 
some papers connected with the purchase of this 
building for a custom-house. He believed that some 
of the papers were from the naval officer of that 
port, and from the architect of the building. "They 
speak of its condition, original cost, and its great 
convenience, from its construction and*location, for 
a custom-house. They believe it would be bene- 
ficial to the government to make a purchase of it. 
The committee did not feel authorized to take cogni- 
zance of the matter, as the papers on the subject 
were informally before them; but, if it were the 
pleasure of the Senate to make the reference pro- 
posed, they would make the proper investigation. 

Mr. HANNEGAN inquired whether this bank 
building was not recently sold. When in Philadel- 
phia, he was informed that it was recently sold, for 
an amount about equalling the cost of erecting the 
steps. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he could not answer that 
inquiry. His belief of the matter was, that the 
trustees of the bank would be willing to take the 
price mentioned. If it was sold, he supposed it was 
sold and bought in, for the benefit of the trustee- 
ship. He had no doubt, from the respectability of 
the sources from which his information had been de- 
rived, that it was all true. The committee, however, 
would examine into the alleged facts, and, if wey 
found them to, be well-founded, would report a bill 
to authorize the purchase. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PHELPS presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Vermont, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from that 
State to resist the repeal of the present revenue 
laws, and to use their influence to secure adequate 

rotection to all branches of American industry. 
The preamble to the resolutions sets forth that, un- 
der the tariff, there has been a great improvement in 
the business of the country, and a great advance- 
ment of the prices of its products, especially in the 
products of that State. The preamble and reso- 
lutions were ordered to lie on the table, and ke 
printed. . 

Also, řesolutions from the same source, instruct- 
ing the senators and requesting the representa- 
tives from that State to vote for an extension of the 
law granting pensions to widows of revolutionary 


_ adopted by the Legislature of 


munities on Naval Af 


fairs. Eii E gn Eis 
Also, a petition of Jobn G.. Tibbets, praying a 
settlement. of his accounts for a balance supposed: .to 
be due to him for labor. on the -New ‘York custom- 
house; which he moved. to refer to the Committee 
on Finance. CTS og aot Beta 

Mr. EVANS said he believed that wasia just . 
claim, and ought to have been paid long ago; but he 
knew no reason why the petition should be: referred 
to the Finance Committee, and moved that-it bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. he wes 

Mr. WRIGHT said if the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee believed that the petition should 
not be referred to that committee, he withdrew his 
motion. The memorial was then referred: to the 
Committee on Claims. ; ; 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from. a num- 
ber of masters and owners of vessels employed- in 
the coasting trade, asking for an appropriation: for 
the erection of a tight-house on West Point, York 
harbor: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented joint resolutions 
ennsylvania, in= 
structing the senators and . requesting. the rep- 
resentatives from that State to vote against any 
appropriation for thè erection of a bridge ‘at 
Wheeling, Virginia, or at any- other point. on 
the Ohio river, or any ‘other project: that 
would result in incréasing the. obstacles already ex- 
isting to the free navigation and use of ‘that great 
thoroughfare. The resolution set forth, also, that 
a bridge across the Ohio at Wheeling would: inju- 
riously affect the commerce of Pittsburgh, arid arrest 
the construction of war-steamers, &c. there: ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial’ of 
Count de Grasse, the only son of Admiral Count 
de Grasse, who rendered such distinguished and 
useful services tothis country during ‘the war’ of 
the revolution; pasticularly in the assistance and 
protection which he afforded to the operations 
of the allied army in Virginia, previous to’ the 
surrender of the Marquis of Cornwallis: at York- 
town. He represents that he has now attained 
the advanced age of 77 years, and that he‘has met 
with many misfortunes in life, which have reduced hm 
to poverty, and rendered him unable to comply with 
his pecuniary engagements, and he therefore so 
licits of the gencrosity of Congress the means of pre- 
serving spotless a name so gloriously inseribed ‘on 
the first pages of the history of America. This me- 
morial is accompanied by documents which clearly 
establish the truth of the facts stated in the mémo- 
rial: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary. 
Claims. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from the: heirs 
of Nathan Dageet, whoare Americana, setting forth 
the important services rendered by him to Ameri- 
ca in the-war of the revolution. This matter (Mr: 
E. said) was before the committee of’ the other 
House last session, and was rejected; but: as there 
was new evidence presented on which to sustain. the 
petition, he moved its reference to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims: agreed :to.\ $, ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial: from a 
number of citizens of Pennsylvania, interested in 
transporting coal, complaining. that the custom 
house officers have so construed the lawZcompelling 
those engaged in the coasting’ trade to contribute to 
the fund for the support of sick and disabled sear 
men, as to exact from: those who navigate with 
canal boats the same fees as those who are engaged 
in the coasting trade: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. is 

Also presented a memorial from citizens of Penn 
sylvania, asking for an appropriation to continue 
the works for the improvement of the harbor of 
Erie: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE POST OFFICE LAWS. 


Mr. MERRICK, on leave, introduced his bill “to 
reduce the rates. of postage, to limit the use, and cor- 
rect the abuse, of the franking a and to pre~ 
vent frauds upon the revenues of the Post Office Des.. 


partment.” E 


Mr, M: stated, in moving for a second reading gf.: i 
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this bill: by special order, that ‘he had chosen to bring 
it in on leave, witha view that it might be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; because, the bill being long and con- 
taining many provisions relating to intricate and 
difficult subjects, it would be more convenient and 
agreeable to the other members of the committee to 
have an opportunity to examine it carefully in their 
chambers-ia printed form, before they gave their 
formal consent to its details; although, while he had 
been engaged in preparing the bill, the committee 
had several times conferred upon the subject, and 
there-appeared to be a general concurrence in their 
views. And besides, he expected, when the hill 
should be returned from the committee, it would be 
accompanied: by a written- report, and therefore it 
was better that they Should have it ina printed form 
at once. : 

Mr. M. said, while he was up, as this was a sub- 
ject just now exciting some interest in the Senate, 
and in the country, he would briefly state what were 
the general features of the bill. The first and lead- 
ing feature (said Mr. M.) isa large reduction of all 
the rates of postage charged under the existing laws, 
viz: I propose by this bill that there shall be charged 
in future upon all letters in manuscript, not exceed- 
ing one-half of an ounce in weight, five cents for 
transporting them any distance, not more than one 
hundred miles, and ten cents for all greater distances; 
and double those rates for letters exceeding half an 
ounce in weight, and not exceeding three-quarters 
of an ounce; and for all letters exceeding three- 
quarters of an ounce in weight, and not exceeding 
one ounce, treble those rates, andso on. It is further 
proposed to alter the rates of newspaper postage, so 
as to allow all of them, under a certain reasonable 
size, to citculate free of all charge for postage within 
the county where printed, and to be charged with 
one-half cent for being conveyed by mail, less than 
a hundred miles, and beyond the limits of the 
county in which printed; and one cent for any great- 
er distance; and imposing additional burdens upon 
those excessively large sheets which of late have 
so greatly incumbered. the mails. 
vision of the bill, the mode of charging postage upon 
pamphlets, magazines, and other printed matter, is 
proposed to be altered, and the charge to be made 
in future upon all such matter by weight, instead of 
by the sheet; and the old rates are proposed to be 
considerably reduced. So much for rates of post- 
age. The bill also proposes to abolish the franking 
privilege as it now exists, and in place thereof 
to require all the postage on correspondence 
on government account to be paid out of the 
contingent funds of the several bureaus and 
departments properly chargeable therewith; and 
to allow members of Congress, as a privilege 

.which it could not be proper to take from 
their constituents, to receive all letters, peti- 
tions, memorials, &c., which their constituents may 
be pleased to send them, free of postage; and also 
to cause them to be furnished by the Post Office De- 
partment with a certain specified and limited number 
of free stamps or envelops, by which means all 
abuses of the nature now complained of will be cer- 
tainly and effectually prevented, and the freedom of 
intercommunication between the members of Con- 
gress and their constituents will be preserved for all 
beneficial purposes. An effort is also made, in ad- 
dition to the persuasive effect of the great reduction 
of the rates of charges, to putan end, by suitable 
penal enactments, to the great and alarming frauds 
upon the legitimate revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, now so frequently perpetrated by the pri- 
vate expresses established upon all, or almost all, 
the most productive of the post-routes in the coun- 
try. This is indispensably necessary, or the reve- 
nues will continue to diminish until the establish- 
ment will become an annual charge upon the gene- 
ral treasury, too heavy to be borne. 

I have given, at this time, this brief synopsis of the 
leading features of this bill, that both the Senate and 
country may at once see the general scope of my 
own views upon this interesting subject, and those 
of the other members of the committee, so far as I 
have yet been able to collect them; and to the end 
that we may be further enlightened upon the sub- 
ject by any suggestions which gentlemen here, or 
an intelligent public, may see proper to make before 
the time for final action upon the subject. That ma- 
terial and important reforms must be made, and that 
speedily, in this branch of the public service, is now 
apparent to all; and I sincerely hope the plan I have 
proposed will in the main prove effectual, and satis- 
factory to the Senate and to the country; or, if it 
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ed and modified, during its: progress through this 
body, as to be made to answer these very desirable 
ends. The bill was then read, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was ordered that 
the petition of James Smalley, agent for a regiment 
of Vermont militia, praying for remuneration for 
services in defending Plattsburgh, be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


NAVAL HOSPITAL FUND. 


Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution authorizing the investment of the naval hos- 
pital fand; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


CONSULS. 

Mr. SEMPLE introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table, viz: J 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to the 
Senate— 

1. A list of all the consuls, vice-consuls, and com- 
mercial agents, now in the service of the United 
States, together with the country and particular port 
or place at which they reside. 

9. Whether all the consuls, vice-consuls, and 
commercial agents aforesaid, have made regular 
returns of the fees and perquisites which they 
have received, and of the tonnage and commerce of 
the United States within their respective consulates 
or agencies, according to théinstructions of the Sec- 
retary of State. . 

3. The amount of fees and perquisites which 
such consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, 
have received during the years 1842 and 1843, as far 
as returns have been received. 

4. The number of vessels and the amount of ton- 
nage of the United States which entered and cleared 
within each of the consulates and agencies aforesaid 
during the year 1842 and the year 1843, as far as 
returns have been received. And also the number 
of seamen belonging to the United States that have 
been provided for and sent home from each of the 
said consulates during the time aforesaid. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, it was ordered that 
the petition of the administrator of Colonel William 
Grayson, for a commutation of pay, be taken from 
the files of the Senate and refere to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial from 
numerous citizens of Indiana, praying that the west- 
ern armory may be established at Pittsburg, In- 


diana: referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from Eliz- 
abeth Colburn, of Hebron, New Hampshire, pray- 
ing for a pennon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


DISTRICT BILLS. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill providing that one 
of the judges of the circuit court for the District of 
Columbia shall hereafter reside in the city of Alex- 
andria; and a bill to-incorporate the Georgetown 
college, in the District of Columbia; which bills 
were read, and ordered to a second reading. 


CHEROKEE CLAIMS. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said that a few days ago the 
committee on printing had reported in favor of 
printing a report from the War Department, on the 
subject of the awards by the board established for 
the adjustment of claims under the Cherokee treaty; 
and that report was confirmed by ihe Senate. He 
moved to reconsider the vote by which it was or- 
dered to be printed. ‘The vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said that report was made in 
answer to a resolution he had the honor of submit- 
ting. He took upon himself the labor of looking 
over that report since it was ordered to be printed, 
and so far as he had any object in view, in making 
the call upon the department by resolution, it was 
a matter of little consequence whether the report was 
printed or not. The information asked for was not 
given. The report seemed to be made up of a cor- 
respondence, conducted in the most formal, diplo- 
matic style, between the Secretary and the board 
of commissioners, as to the propriety of appointing 
an assistant clerk to the board, and the relative 
powers of each to effect that object. The Sec- 
retary of War, in his report, says that the 
board of commissioners under the late Cherokee 


does not now appear to be so, that it will be so alter- 


~ for other causes. 


treaty, organized 5th September, 1842, has cost 


$11,839 13; that the amount adjudicated, as far as 
communicated to the department, is $26,836 16—of* 
which $16,306 16 are held not to have been within 
the jurisdiction of the commissioners, or suspended 
This leaves remaining $10,530— 
of which $2,970 62.have been paid. ‘Lhe state- 
ment furnished by the Second Auditor shows the 
items of which the sum- of $10,530 is composed. 
They are awards made in fourteen cases, and in fa- 
vor of agents and attorneys; and the Senate is: left 
ignorant of the amounts awarded the claimants re- 
spectively. Now, he (Mr. J.) could not, and would 
not, ask the government to pay the expenses of, 
printing such a mass of trash as was furnished to 
the Senate, when the information asked was with- 
held from the report. . 

Mr. KING made some.inquiry of the chairman 
of the Printing Committee as to the reason for -re- 
considering the vote on printing. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said, when he had first exam- 
ined the report, he was in favor of printing it; but, 
on a more particular examination of its contents, he 
had come to the conclusion that the public interests 
did not require that it should be printed. ` 

Mr. JARNAGIN said his remarks were intended 
to show that there was no necessity to print the. re- 
port. He could have access to it, if he wanted to 
answer the ends he desired; but he could submit a 
resolution hereafter, and get a report from the de- 
partment not half so voluminous. They certainly did 
not want to have printed, at an enormous expense to 
the public, a voluminous correspondence as to the 
appointment of (he would not say a relative of the 
Secretary) an assistant clerk to the board. 

On motion by Mr. KING, the question of print- 
ing the report was recommitted to the committee. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of Fri- 
day, being the resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by the senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. McDurriz,] to reduce gradually the 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the stand- 
ard of the compromise act—that is, an ad valorem. du- 
ty of twenty per cent. 

Mr. EVANS addressed the Senate for two 
hours, in answer to the remarks made by Mr. Mc- 
Dorrie on Friday. He commenced by acknowledg- 
ing the reluctance with which he entered into the 
subject of the tariff question so prematurely; not for 
want of a proper appreciation of its importance, but" 
on account of the necessity which he was under of 
going over and over details and arguments perfectly 
familiar to the public, and which had been so fully and 
ably investigated and discussed when the present tariff 
was adjusted. He had heard the same arguments 
last session from the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. McDurrig,] that he advanced on the present 
oceasion, and had replied to them then, as he should 
be obliged to reply to themnow. ‘There was noth- 
ing new to be said on either side. They had to 
treat of topics wholly exhausted. It was therefore 
no wonder that he should enter upon the subject re- 
luctantly. But as it had been forced upon the Senate, 
he felt bound to reiterate the arguments he had made 
use of last session, (founded on facts and truths that 
never varied, in reply to the theories and assertions of 
the senator from South Carolina. The first topic of 
that senator’s remarks he should address himself to, 
was that of the exceeding injustice of levying the 
whole of the revenue for the general government on 
imposts—a thing which the senator asserted was 
done by no other government in the civilized world. 
He (Mr. E.) insisted that no parallel could be drawn 
between this government and that of England, or 
the other countries mentioned by the senator; be- 
cause the people of this country have to support 
two governments—their general government and their 
State governments. The one derived its revenue from 
customs, and the other from excise; but, if both 
these revenues were put together, it would be found 
that the duties on imports, collected by the general 
government, would bear about the same proportion 
to the whole amount of taxes paid by the people to 
the State governmenis and general governmeni, 
which the duties on imports in England bear to the 
whole of the taxation of England. The next argu- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina was, 
that the law of 1842 did not impose a tariff 
for revenue, but for protection; in support of 
which he took the effect on each article. subject. to 
duty, separately considered. This he (Mr. Evans) 


denied to be the fairway of considering the subject. 
Some of the articles affected, or partially prohibited, 
were of such trivial amount, that they- would, in 
any case, form but an inconsiderable item for rev- 
enue. The law should be taken as a whole. Its 
general effect was to be considered. Now he (Mr. 
E.) insisted that the general effect of the tariff law 
of 1842 was to increase revenue, to bring more rev- 
enue into the treasury, than any lower 
rate of duty would produce. It did this by 
encouraging American industry, and giving to 
American citizens the ability and means of becoming 
consumers of importations—thereby augmentin: 
the revenue. In support of this, he (Mr. E.) referred 
to the treasury reports, from which he deduced, 
that, as the prosperity of the country was increas- 
ing since the law was passed in 1842, imports were 
increasing in the same ratio. He went into a va- 
riety of statistical details to show that imports are 
increasing, and that the revenue from customs 
is increasing; so that, instead of a deficiency of two 
millions at the end of the fiscal year, in 
June, 1844, as supposed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, there would be, from the increase of cus- 
toms beyond the estimates, a surplus. He antici- 
pated that the revenue from customs of the fiscal 
year would be twenty-three millions, instead oftwenty 
millions estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He had had letters from: the best informed mer- 
chants and importers of New York, that the cus- 
- toms of the fiscal year would actually amount to 
. twenty-five or twenty.six millions; but he was not 
himself so sanguine—he thought twenty-three mil- 
lions would be realized. He denied that there was any 
occasion for the Secretary of the Treasury to expend 
twenty-six millions for the ordinary expenses of the 
government; as he made his estimates on the as- 
sumption that all outstanding appropriations and 
warrants must be included in the year, together with 
the. new appropriation of this session; whereas it 
was notorious that, at the end of the fiscal year, there 
would be just as much outstanding appropriations 
and warrants of the new appropriations as would 
have been taken in of the old. Hence, adding the 
increase from customs to the deduction for outstand- 
ing. appropriations and the savings of expenditures 
which Congress would effect—and he argued from 
the disposition of the other House that the appro- 
priations this year would not exceed sixteen 
millions—it was clear that there would be a 
surplus in the treasury; and, therefore, instead 
of ruined commerce and a bankrupt treasury, 
the country would be found rapidly advancing 
‘in prosperity, the imports increasing as the means 
of the people increased their ability for consump- 
tion, and the treasury would be so abundantly sup- 
plied, that it might be expected the portion of the 
public debt falling due would be met promptly and 
without embarrassment. These were facts with 
which he proposed to meet the theories of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. The suey payne imports 
of the year, he anticipated, would be sixty-two or 
sixty-three milions; which, at the average of the 
present tariff, (34 per cent.,) would yield a revenue 
of twenty-three millions. 

With regard to the Senator’s argument—that nothing 
in the nature of commerce was worth considering 
but foreign commerce—he (Mr. E.) insisted that 
the whole amount of foreign commerce, at the best 
of times, (say $200,000,000,) was a mere trifle in com- 
parison with the internal commerce of the coun- 
iry, which he estimated at one thousand millions, or 
one-half the productions of the Union, generally 
allowed to be two thousand millions. He main- 
tained. that foreign commerce was prospering in- 
stead of sinking; new ships were building; enter- 
prise was extending; no complaints were made by 
the shipping interests; the wages of sailors was on 
the advance; and, all these things considered, he did 
not see where the Senator from South Carolina 
got his data for asserting that half of our foreign 
commerce was already annihilated by the tariff law 
of 1842. 

Then, as to low duties having a tendency to in- 
crease imports, and high duties to decrease them, he 
contended that the facts proved the reverse. He 
had’ tables before him, from which he found 
that, from 1821 to 1824, inclusive, the tariff 
being 34 per ¢ent., the dutiable imports were 
466,200,000 annually; from 1824 to 1828, the 
tariff being 38 percent., the dutiable imports were 

75,300,000-annually; from 1828 to 1833, the duties 
jeno” 4] “per: cent., the annnal imports were $74,- 

200,000; and from 1833 to 1842, with a reduced du- 
ty of only-31 per cent., the imports fell to $71,000,- 


Q00; from. 1841 to 1842, with a duty of ‘only 23 per 
cent., the imporis fell to $69,000,000. He also in- 
sisted. that the falling off of imports of free goods 
was in the same proportion with the falling off of 
dutiable goods, as duties diminished. 

Mr. E. having by this time spoken two hours, 
and being evidently fatigued—. 

It was proposed by Mr. BATES that the Senate 
adjourn; but, : 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, who said there was 
executive business which ought to be disposed of 
to-day, the Senate went into executive session; and 
soon after 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, January 22, 1844. 


Mr. HUDSON announced the attendance of his 
colleague, Mr. Osmyn Baxex; and the oath to support 
the constitution having been administered to Mr. 
Baxer by the Speaker, he took his seat. 


ELECTIONS BY GENERAL TICKET. 


Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, which had been instructed by a resolution of 
the House to inquire into the legality of the elections 
of the members returned from the State of New 
Hampshire, Missouri, Georgia, and Mississippi, 
made a report thereon, concluding wtth the follow- 
ing resolutions: f 

Resolved, That the second section of an “Act for 
the apportionment of the representatives among the 
several States, according to the sixth census,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1842, ig nota law made in pursu- 
ance of the constitution of the United States, and 
valid, operative, and binding upon the States. 

Resolved, That all the members of this House, 
(excepting the two contested cases from Virginia, 
upon which no opinion is hereby expressed) have 
been elected in conformity with the constitution and 
laws, and are entitled to their seats in this House. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, the above report 
was refered to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. G. DAVIS, leave was granted 
to the minority of said committee to make a report 
on the same subject. 

Mr. ELMER moved to assign to-morrow two 
weeks as the day for considering this subject. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
New Jersey, that this being a privileged question, 
a majority of the House could takeit up at any 
time. 

Mr. ELMER then gave notice that he would call 
up the report to-morrow two weeks, immediately 
after the expiration of the morning hour. 


TEMPERANCE. 


Mr. REDING gave notice that he should to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a joint resolution to 
amend the 19th joint rule, so as to read as fol- 
lows: 

“No intoxicating liquors shallbe offered for sale 
or exhibited within the Capitol, or on the public 
grounds adjacent thereto, and that the restaurateurs 
be forthwith removed from the Capitol.” 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General present to 
this House the reasons and causes, so far as may 
be known to the department, of the frequent failures 
ofthe mail between the City of Washington and New 
Orleans; and that he suggest, also, what means, un- 
der the control of the department, exist to insure more 
regular delivery of the said mail; and whether itis 
contemplated to change the mode of transportation 
of the mail over any portion of said route. 

PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS. 

Mr. Sr. JOHN, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill extending the act of 
Congress of 27th July, 1842, granting the right of 
pre-emption to certain lots in the town of Perrys- 
burg, Ohio: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

PRIVATE CLAIM. 

Mr. CALDWELL, on leave, and in pursuance 
of notice given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Eaton Nance; which was twice read, end referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. j 

REVOLUTIONARY CLAIM. 
Mr. SMITH of Ilinois, on leave, and in pursu- 


ance of notice given, introduced. a bill-for the relief } 


of Pierre Menard, and the legal representat 
Antoine Peltier and Joseph Placy: read twice 
referred to the’ Committee on Revolutionary 
Mr. DICKEY called for the orders of th 
when a Segre 
PETITION DAY. Fig 
The SPEAKER announced that the order of the 
day was the call for petitions from the States; -=+ 
Petitions were then presented, as follows: - 


From Michigan: By Messrs: HUNT and Mo- 


CLELLAN. E 


From Missouri: By Messrs. JAMESON, RELFE, 

and HUGHES. Beco 
From Alabama: By Mr. HOUSTON: ae 
From Illinois: By Messrs. HOGE and: WENT: 

WORTH. $ : 
From South Carolina: By Mr. HOLMES. 


From Indiana: By Messrs. KENNEDY; DA- 


VIS, PETTIT, BROWN, and HENLEY. 

From Ohio: By Messrs. FLORENCE, VIN= 
TON, HARPER, DEAN, DUNCAN, TILDEN, 
and GIDDINGS. 

[Mr. Grppives presented several abolition peti- 
tions, and rnoved their reference; but the Speaker 
deciding that they came within the 2ist rule, they 
were not received. ] 


“CAPTURE OF FUGITIVE SLAVES BY UNITED 
STATES OFFICERS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented a petition praying for 
the passage of a law to make it penal for a United 
States officer to assist in the capture of a fugitive 
slave. à 

Mr. SAUNDERS objected (as the Clerk was 
reading the petition to the House) to the reading of 
the petition. He said the Chair should decidé 
whether it was a missible, under the rule, without 
bringing it befor? the House. : 

The SPEAKER replied that he considered it ad- 
missible, as he did not consider it as coming within 
the rule. i 

The Clerk then read the petition. 

Mr. LEWIS remarked that, if they should re- 
ceive and refer such a petition, they might as well 
throw open the door at once. ni 

The SPEAKER explained. The rule of the 


House prohibited the reception of petitions praying ` 


for the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, orany State or Territory, or the slave-trade be- 
tween the States or Territories of the United States; 
but this petition prayed that a law should be passed 
to make it penal for a United States officer to assist 
in the capture of a person suspected of being a fugi- 
tive from slavery. It prayed for-a law to prescribe 
the duties of United States’ officers. f 

Mr. LEWIS objected to its reception, remarking 


that, if the object of the petitioners was gained, 


there would, very soon, be no slavery to abolish. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot help that. 

Mr. BLACK said he was of opinion that the peti- 
tion came within that clause of the rule which pro- 
hibited the reception of petitions in relation to the 
slave-trade between the States or Territories of the 
United States in which it now exists- ee 

The SPEAKER adhered to his original decision. 

Mr. BLACK said. it was with great reluctance 
that he appealed from the. decision of the Chair; but 
believing that it came within the rule, he must doso. 
He wished the Chair to reconsider the decision, and 
that the subject should go over for that purpose. 
To accomplish this object, he avowed his intention 
to debate the subject, and he presumed it must 
therefore go over. . : 

Mr. BRODHEARD inquired if the. appeal went 
over too, and whether that was debatable: 

The SPEAKER said the-subject itself was not 
debatable, and therefore no collateral matter was 
debatable; and also, that the petition would not go 
over on the ground that a gentleman wished to de- 
bate it. , 

Mr. BLACK. would urge his appeal; and he de- 
sired to state the ground of it, if that were in order. 
The petition prayed that the federal officers of this 
government might be prohibited from apprehendin 
fugitive slaves, and the Chair had decided that suc 
a petition did not fall within rule. Now, he contend- 
ed that it did fall within the latter part of the rule, 
which prohibited the reception of petitions on the 
subject of the slave trade between the States. Now, if 
fugitive slaves, sold from one State to another, could 
not be apprehended, there would be no. legiti- 
mate trade in slaves; and this petition was evidently 
designed to effect that object, and consequently came 
within the rule. cee ae 


appeal. x f : : : 
»My.. DELLET, -Mr. SAUNDERS, and. Mr. 
JAMESON, made some observations. y 

-Mr. WILKINS. reminded the Chair that a peti- 
tion precisely like this had been received and re- 
ferred. . ` 
<Mr. PAYNE moved to lay the appeal on the 
‘table; which, after a few: words from Mr. GID- 
DINGS, and-Mr. D. H. LEWIS, was agreed to. 

-+ Mri PAYNE then raised the question: of recep- 
tion, © ; 

Mr. C: JOHNSON moved to lay that resolution 
on the table. ; . 

Mr. GIDDINGS raised the point of order, wheth- 
er the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Payne] was not too late, 

The SPEAKER decided it to be in order. 

.Mr. HUDSON called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Cc. 5 gunro; ond they were ordered—the vote bc- 
ing taken by Messrs. Grinwect and Hararson, tel- 

ers. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. C. Jounson, and it was negatived: 
yeas 85, nays 87. - ° 

The question then recurred upon the motion of 


the gentleman from Alabama, Shall the petition: 


be received? 
Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the previous ques- 
. tion. 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question, tellers were appointed, who reported the 
votes as follows—98 in the affirmative and 25 in the 
negative. So there was a second. 

_ The main question being then put, Shall the pe- 
tion be received? 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were taken, and resulted as 
follows: yeas 85, nays 86. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, [Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard 
D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dickinson, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Marlee, Fish, Florence, Frick, Giddings, Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, P, B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpat- 
rick, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
Marsh, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. 
Read, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Sever- 
anoe, Thos, H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Wheaton, White, 
Wiliams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wm. Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, E. J. 
Black, J. A.Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Reuben Chapman; Aug. A.Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, 
Clinton, Cobb,Celes, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Ficklin, 
Frénch, Gilmer, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Honston, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, McKay, 
Murphy, Newton, Norris, Payne, Peyton, Rayner, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Ree, Russell, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Sli- 
dell, John ‘f. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, and 
‘Woodward—86. 


So the petition was not received. 
ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS then presented several petitions 
from citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the Union; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


TORYISM. 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented the petition of Martin 
Mitchell, of New York, praying, in case Texas shall 
be admitted into Union, the State of New York may 
be annexed to the British Province of Canada. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the reception of 
the petition, unless it could be shown that this indi- 
vidual was authorized to speak for the people of 
New York. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the question of re- 
ception.on the table; and the question being put, re- 
sulted in yeas 41, nays 31. : 

No quorum voting— 

Mr. ADAMS called for tellers; but they were not 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER put the question again; and the 
vote was ayes 56, noes 58. 

No quorum voting— 


Mr. WELLER called for tellers, and they were ` 


ordered; when the vote was again taken, and result- 
ed in ayes 89, noes 26, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


aie Mr: ADAMS called for. the-yeas and nays on:the ` 


So the.question of reception-was laid on the table. 
Mr. GIDDINGS then presented several abolition 
pevons, which the Speaker decided were prohibited 
y the 21st rule; and they were not received. Also, 
several abolition petitions, which, not coming within 
the rule, were received; and referred, viz: a petition 
praying for the recognition of the black republic of 
Hayti; a petition remonstrating against the 21st 
rule; and petitions praying for an amendment to the 
constitution so as to deprive the southern States of 
their slave representations. 


Petitions were also presented from Ohio, by Mr. 
DUNCAN, Mr. TILDEN, and Mr. EMERY D. 
POTTER. 

Mr. HARDIN presented-petitions from Illinois, 
he paving been out of his seat when that State was 

alled. 


Mr. T. SMITH of Indiana presented petitions un- 
der similar circumstances. 

Petitions were presented from Tennessee, by 
Mr. CULLOM and Mr. BLACKWELL. . 


MASTER’ S MATES AND MIDSHIPMEN. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON, by leave, introduced the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House what persons 


(and giving the name of each) who have been ap- 
jointed by the Secretary, or other officers of the 


avy, master’s mates, and permitted or required to 
do duty as midshipmen, since the passage of the law 
limiting the number of midshipmen; and on board 
what ships or vessels they are employed; and that 
the sailing of the frigate Raritan, now ready for sea, 
be postponed or delayed until the legality of such 
appointments be inquired into, or until the master’s 
mates, so appointed and so acting, be dismissed from 
on board said frigate. 

He said Congress had passed a law limiting the 
number of midshipmen in the naval service, and yet 
a number of persons had been appointed as master’s 
mates, who were doing duty as midshipmen. 


Mr. FISH sugggested that the resolution should 
extend the inquiry to the expediency of repealing the 
law fixing the present limit. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON had no objection to that. 

After afew words from Mr. PARMENTER, Mr. 
VANCE, and others, the resolution was agreed to. 

Petitions were then presented— 

From Tennessee: By Mr. SENTER. 

From Kentucky: By Mr. THOMASSON. 

From Georgia: By Mr. BLACK. [This petition 
was in the shape ofa letter from a citizen of Florida, 
addressed to the gentleman from Georgia, on the 
subject of the election of the Territorial officers by 
the people; and its peculiar shape led to some conver- 
sation on its admissibility; and, after a few words on 
the question of reference, it was referred to the .Com- 
mittee on the Territories. ] 


On motion of Mr. LEVY, a bill on the same sub- 
ject, which he had introduced, was given the same 
direction. 

Petitions from South Carolina, were presented by 
Messrs. RHETT and HOLMES. 

Mr. CALDWELL, agreeably to previous notice, 
introduced a bill for the relieMof Eaton Nance; read 
twice, and referred to the Commitice on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. RHETT presented a memorial from the 
free trade association of New York, and asked for 
its reading; and that it be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and that it be printed. After 


some conversation, the memorial was read and re- 
ferred; and the motion to print was rejected. 
Petitions were also presented by Messrs.® 
HOLMES and CAMPBELL. 
From Virginia: By Messrs. DROMGOOLE, 
CHILTON, GILMER, and NEWTON. 


From Pennsylvania: By Messrs. WILKINS, 
STEWART, DICKEY, BRODHEAD, BID- 
LACK, and IRVING. 

BRIDGE AT WHEELING. 


My. WILKINS presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, instructing their scna- 
ters and requesting their representatives in Con- 
gress to vote against any appropriation for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Ohio river at Wheel- 
ing, or the raising of any superstructure calculated 
to impede the navigation of that great thoroughfare; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. ; 

Mr. STEENROD presented a letter from Mr. 
Elliott, a scientific engineer and practical mechanic, |l 


showing that such a work would -not impede the 
navigation of the Ohio; and moved that it be refer- 
red to the.same committee, and printed. j 
The SPEAKER said that it could only be received 
by general consent. ‘ 3 
Mr. DICKEY objected, and it was not received. 


PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the reduc- 
tion of the pay of members of Congress, and partic- 
ularly for the redtiction of their mileage: referred to 
the Committee on Retrenchment. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. BIDILACK presented the petition of sundry | 
citizens of Wilkesbarre, praying for the reduction 
of postages, and the reformation of the franking 
privilege: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. ` 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


Mr. STRONG presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, instructing their senators 
and requesting their representatives in Congress to 
use their best exertions to secure the passage of a 
law for refunding the fine imposed on Gen. Jackson 
by Judge Hall: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RAILROAD IRON. | 
Mr. STRONG also presented the petition of the 
Long Island Railroad company, praying the remis- 
sion of the duties on railroad iron: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY presented the petition of cer- 
tain citizens of New York, praying for the repeal of 
the act of 1793, which provides for the arrest of fugi- 
tives from justice and fugitive slaves. 

Mr. BLACK objected to the reception of the pe- 
nuon. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the question of re- 
ception on the table. 

r. BLACK then withdrew his objection, saying 
that the motion to lay the question of reception on 
the table was an evasion of the question. ” ; 

Mr. THOMPSON renewed the objection to the 
reception of the petition; and 

M: . WELLER moved to lay the question of re- 
ception on the table, . 

Mr. BEARDSLEY observed that it was some- 
what desirable to have the full sense of the House 
on this question, and he would, therefore, move'a 
call of the House, as it was thin and had been so all 


day. i 

Mr. HOPKINS observed that it was too late for a 
call of the House, and he therefore moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. ADAMS asked if the question now under 
consideration would come up to-morrow in case the 
House then adjourned. 

The SPEAKER replied that, in that case, it 
would not come up till next petition day. 

Mr. ADAMS then called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn; but a sufficient number not 
rising to sustain the call, they were not ordered. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

Mr. WENTWORTH introduced a petition, 
which, he said, was headed “common schools,” 
“universal education,” and divers other patriotic 
objects, and ending with a prayer that Texas may 
not be admitted to the Union, from sundry citizens 
of Troy Grove, La Salle county, Illinois: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Also, a peti- 
tion from a large number of the citizens of Chicago, 
praying the reduction of postage and abolition of 
the franking privilege: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, from 
Archimedes B. Wynkoop, esq., of Little Fort, 
Lake county, Illinois, praying the right to extend 
a pier into Lake Michigan: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: Petition of Chesley D. Bai- 
ley, and others, citizens of MeDonough and Han- 
cock counties, in the State of Ihnois, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Macomb, in said 
county of McDonough, via Blandensville, La Harpe, 
Camp Creek, Pontoohee, and Appanooee, to Nauvoo, 
in said county of Hancock: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post roads. 


-By Mr. McCLELLAND: Petition of sundry 


citizens of Monroe, Michigan, for an appropriation - 


. to construct a ‘light-house at that point. Also, a 
claim of John Anderson, for payment for depreda- 
tions committed by the encmy during the last war. 

By Mr. HUBARD: Petition of Mary B. Perry, 
et al., heirs of John Donnell: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

“By Mr. BOWLIN: Petition of Alwer Harris, 
collector of the port of St. Louis, praying to be re- 
funded certain moneys paid oyt by him for medi- 
cine and attention to the sick on the marine list: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. Also, from 
Alphonzo Wetmore, claiming back pension for the 
time between the date of his wounds and the time 
his pension was allowed: referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Petition of the steamboat en- 
gineers and sundry citizens of Cincinnati, praying 
an amendment of that portion of the law of Con- 
gress entitled “An actfor the better security of the 
lives of- passengers on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam,” approved July 7, 
1838, relative to steam engines, and to institute a 
board of examination in each port of entry in the 
western and southwestern States. 

By Mr. T. H.SEYMOUR: Petition of Frary Hale 
and others, of the town of Gastenbury, Connecticut, 
for a reduction of the rates of postage to a uniform 
sum of not more than five cents on all letters not 
exceeding half an ounce in weight, and for the- abo- 
lition of the franking privilege: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN of Indiana: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Barthlomew county, . Indiana, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Columbus to 
West Port, in Decatur county, Indiana. 

By Mr. CROSS: Petition of 50 citizens of Clark 
county, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Rockport, in Hot Spring county, to Presley 
“Watts’s, on the east branch of Tulip Bayou in the 
former county. Also, from Joseph Smally, of Jnde- 
pendence county, Arkansas, praying the passage of 
a Jaw to authorize him to enter a certain tract of 

and. . 

By Mr. J. T. SMITH: Petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia city and county, praying for an appro- 
priation for a dry-dock at the navy-yard at said 
cig: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. HARPER: Petition of J. B. Cook and 
225 others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, 
praying for a retrenchment of the expenditures of 
the general government: referred to the Committee 
on Retrenchment. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 23, 1844. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. SPRAGUE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the following communication; which was read: 


To the Hon. Willie P. Mangum, President pro tem. of 

the Senate of the United States: ` 

Sır: In consequence of a most painful occur- 
rence, Ihave resigned my seat in the Senate of the 
United States, and I herewith respectfully transmit 
to youa copy of my letter of resignation to the 
General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, 
which is now in session. 

in thus taking leave of the Senate, I cannot with- 
hold the expression of my grateful acknowledg- 
ments for the uniform kindness and courtesy which 
I have received on every occasion, and my best and 
warmest wishes for your health and happiness, and 
that of every member of the honorable body over 
which you preside. 

I have the honor to be, 
With the highesi respect, 
Your obedient servant, 
WM. SPRAGUE. 

Providence, R. I., Jan. 17, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Navy Department, cover- 
ing reports from the Bureaus of Construction and 
Repair, and of Provision, of contracts made by 
them the last year; which was disposed of by a mo- 
tion. to print being referred to the Committee on 
Printing. i . 

The CHAIR subsequently stated that it was dis- 
covered the communication was not signed, and 
that-there.was some other _informality; and he sug- 

egtéd that the motion to print be reconsidered, and 

at the papers be returned to the department, This 

suggestion was agreed to. 


Also laid before the Senate a communication from- 
the War Department, transmitting: (in compliance 

with the resolution of the Senate of the 11th instant, 

calling for the correspondence of General Worth and 

other officers, relative to fortifying the keys and 

islands around. Cape Florida, and the construction 

of a railroad across the peninsula of Florida) reports 

from the, topogra) ical bureau, adjutant general, 

and Qartermaster General, upon the subject: ordered 

to lie on the table. - 

_ Also, a report from the War Department, giving a 
list of the names of all persons employed in the ser- 
vice of the Indian Department during the year 1843: 
ordered to lie on the table, and a motion to print re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WHITE presented joint resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of Indiana, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from that 
State to vote for and use their influence to procure 
the passage of a law refunding to Gen Andrew Jack- 
son the fine imposed on him at New Orleans, in 1815, 
by Judge Hall; and to vote against any proposition 
or bill which may be introduced to Congress to as- 
sume the State debts by the general government, or 
the adoption of what is generally known as. William 
Cost Johnson’s plan for paying the State debts, or in 
any manner further to distribute the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. 

Mr. WHITE observed that, in presenting these 
joint resolutions, he would avail himself of that oc- 
casion to say a few words on the question of the 
right of instruction. He was clearly and conclu- 
sively convinced that the legislative body was not 
the organ of the will of the State which he repre- 
sented. He was ever ready to obey the mandates 
of the legislature, if it could be conclusively shown 
that it represented the will of the people; but, consti- 
tuted as it was by the recent election, he was not 
prepared to obey those mandates. In reference to 
the three various subjects upon which himself and 
his colleagues had been instructed to vote: he had 
nothing to say as to the propriety or impropriety of 
the fine imposed upon General Jackson. That was 
a mere matter of political discussion, into which he 
‘did not wish, at that time, to enter. The mere resto- 
ration of the money did not, in itself, involve an 

uestion of principle in the legislative branch of his 

tate. He had voted aguinst the bill once; and he 
now took this opportunity to say that he had voted 
against it in consequence of the ungracious manner 
in which it had been brought forward, and the po- 
litical aspect which it had assumed; not from any 
desire to refuse justice to a brave and honorable 
man. 

There remained one more topic—the most impor- 
tant of the three. This was, the instructions which 
he had received to vote against any appropriation of 
the proceeds of the public lands for the purpose of 
internal improvement. In this matter he took issue 
with thé legislature of his State. He would state 
the interest which Indiana had in these appropria- 
tions. That State had done a great deal, in addi- 
tion to the assumption of her own proper burden, for 
the benefit of the country. She had, in the com- 
pletion of the Ohio canal, expended millions of dol- 

ars. She had nearly connected, by a canal, the Wa- 
bash river with the Ohio—a work which now sup- 
ports a commerce scarcely second to that of the great 

Ohio canal. She had constructed a canal to the valley 
of White-water, which is to be extended still further, 


- and which will be finished in a short time. One branch 


of this canal led to Lawrenceburg, and another to 
Cincinnati. In addition to that, she had expended 
forty millions on other works. All this Indiana 
had done for the commerce of the country; and in 
executing these works, she had been compelled to 
contract debts—ten or eleven millions in all—which 
she had not yet been able to meet, but which she had 
every prospect of speedily liquidating. The State 
of Indiana was pledged and plighted to the distri- 
bution of the proceeds of the public lands. Was 
it in the power of the legislature to give suitable in- | 
structions in reference to this subject? i 
He had only to say that he apprehended the ques- 

tion of the disbursement of proceeds of the pub- 

lic lands would not ke a question to be voted upon 

during the present session of Congres. It was now 

in nubibus, and, so faras he knew, there was no, 
disposition amongst any parties to refer to the sub- 

ject at the present session. He should vote upon it į 
at another time; and it was enough for him to say 
that, in ‘his humble opinion, before that day would 
come, another legislature of Indiana would reverse 


_ these instructions, and he would not be driven to 


the disagreeable necessity. of disobeying ` them. 


| tions, disclaiming, in the first-place, their rig: 


| been concocted by inhabitants. of Massachusetts in 


Not all the power. of any legislature co 
him frómi arguing a question,” i 
accordance with. those- argumen 
est respect for the legislature of the Si 

in. part represented, he had: presénted thé 


struction upon. the subject. of : General... 
fine; in the second: place, assuming that no 
preposition as -that“of’ the Johnson: plan. 
e a legitimate. subject of -legislation;-and: th 
firmly convinced: that the ‘legislature had’ mis 
its policy in regard. to the distribution ‘of ‘the pr 
ceeds of the public lands; ee bey 

The resolutions having been ‘read, were 0 
to be printed. Sree ce : 

Mr. W. also presented four several- memorials: 5 
from citizens of Indiana and: Ohio; praying an 
of land in the old Vincennes district, for theéxe | 
tension of the ‘Wabash and Erie canal'to the Ohio 
river: referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from: a.namber 
of citizens of Northampton, Massachusetts; praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage: referred tothe 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.: =+" 

Also, presented resolutions adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts, on the subject of American 
claims for spoiliations committed, by the. French, ` 
prior to 1800,and urging upon Congress the ‘proprie~ 
ty of making indemnity: referred to the Comfnittee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: <t 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, remonstrating against the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States; which were + 
ordered to lie on the table. ; 4 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. BATES also presented a resolution, adopted’ 
by the Legislature of Massachusetts, instructing the. 
senators and requesting the representatives from that 
State to vote for such an amendment to the. consti- 
tution as will allow only free persona to be repre- 
sented; or, in other words, to abrogate slave repre~. ` 
sentation. The resolution proposing the amend-. ` 
ment was read as follows: oe 


Resolved, That the following amendment to. the 
constitution of the United States is hereby recon: 
mended to the consideration of Congress, to be acted 
on according to the fifth article... The third clause: 
of the second section of the first article shall readin. 
the words following: Representatives and direct” 
taxes shall be apportioned among the several States: 
which are or may be included within this Union, 
according to their respective numbers of ‘free per»: 
sons, excluding Indians not taxed. The actual èn- 
umeration shall be made within two years from the 
date of the adoption of this amendment, in the man- 
ner provided by the constitution, and within ‘every 
subsequent term of ten years in such manner as the 
Congress shall by law direct. The number of rep+ 
resentatives shall not exceed one for every thirty 
thousand, but each State shall have at least one: ` 
representative. 2 ; 

Mr. KING said he could but regret that it-had be~ 
come the duty of the honorable senator from Massa» 
chusetts to present to the Senate of the United States 
a proposition of the Legislature of his State to dis- 
solve the Union. Was there a man within the hear- 
ing of his voice that believed, for one moment, that 
such an amendment could be made; and’: if it 
could be, by any possibility, that the federal. Govern- 
ment would last for twenty-four hours after it was 
made. It is a resolution (said: Mres Kiwe) 
framed almost identically like that: which- ‘ha 


another period in the history of this government. 
It is such as was, during the late-war, passed by the 
Hartford convention; when a’set:of—he would ‘not 
now characterize them—who, finding the United 
States engaged ina war to which they were. op- 
posed, threw every obstacle in the way of its suc- 
cessful prosecution. They met together to embar- 
rass the government, and passed resolutions, one of 
which was precisely similar to this resolation. That 
the General Assembly of Massachusetts. should take 
up one of those resolutions, after so many attempts 
to explain them away, and get clear of the odium 
connected with them, and to adopt its very words, 
showed a feeling of hostility to an institution which, 
if persisted in, was calculated to sap the very found- 
ations of the government itself. He regretted—he 
could not but regrét, as an American citizen—that 
the citizens of the South could not be permitted: to 
repose in the security. which they supposed them- 
selves. to have, under the constitution ‘of the zcőän- 
try. He repeated, that every ` effort of. this 


kind was- calculated to -snap asunder the bonds 
` of this-Union. < There ‘are too many cases of this 
kind, having a tendéncy to weaken ‘the Union, by 
creating’ unkind ‘feelings between two sections. 
Every such: effort: cannot fail to alienate still more 
those who: now. believe themselves to be oppressively 
and. unjustly treated. He said that he trusted in 
God that all such ‘unholy efforts against the union 
of the country: might be defeated: The govern- 
ment was intended to protect and guard the interests 
ofall-sections; and, in framing the constitution of 
the land, those patriotic fathers who modelled that 
instrument looked to. the interests of the whole; and 
this. incendiary movement, whether it came from 
the legislature of a State, or from individual fana- 
ties, deserved not only the condemnation, but the 
execration, of every man devoted to the . permanent 
existence of this government. He would not re- 
frain- from expressing his abhorrence of such a 
roposition, come from whatever quarter it might. 
as. Massachusetts desirous to dissolve the govern- 
ment?’ It so appeared; for she seemed to feel that 
there was contamination by the union which ex- 
isted between the two sections of the country. Mr. 
K. said ke would not give way to the feelings ex- 
cited in his breast by the effort thus made to destroy 
the government of the country. 

Mr. BATES said he had no desire to begin a dis- 
cussion on this subject, and therefore suggested to 
the Senate that they be laid on the table. As the 
resolutions had been referred in the other House to 
a special committee, he wished no further order upon 
them than to have them laid upon the table. 
Being resolutions of the legislature of his State, he 
felt that it was incumbent on him to present them in 
a proper manner. So far from having a wish to ex- 
cite discussion, his purpose was to avoid it. He 
therefore moved to lay the resolution on the table; 
which motion prevailed by a vote of the Senate. As 
it was the ordinary courtesy due to a State, he had 
no doubt that the Senate would agree to their being 
printed. 


The CHAIR remarked, that no objection having- 


been made to the motion to lay the resolutions on the 
on the table, as was usual, they were considered as 
received; but as objection was raised, the first ques- 
tion would be on the reception of the resolutions. 

Mr. SEVIER said he objected to the reception of the 
resolutions; and as the small States in that body were 
on an equal footing with the large, no injustice could 
be done. On resolutions of a similar ctaracier (he 
believed from Vermont,) two years since, the saine 
question was made. 

The CHAIR again stated the question; which, he 
said, would be on the reception of the resolutions. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN expressed a hope that there 
would be no objection to their reception. He hoped 
his friend from Alabama would withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

_ Mr. KING said he had made none to their recep- 
tion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was of that opinion. He 
expressed a hope that the senator from Arkansas 
would withdraw his objectton. i 

Mr. SEVIER was of the impression that a similar 
motion was once made in the case of resolutions 
from the Legislature of Vermont. 

Mr. MERRICK said the senator from Arkansas 
was mistaken. The idea was suggested; but, as the 
resolutions came froma State, the question of recep- 
tion was not raised. 

Mr. SEVIER withdrew his objection. 

The resolutions were received, and ordered to lie 
on thetable; and the question on printing was still 
pending. 7 

Mr. BAGBY wished to notify the Senate that he 
had no idea, here or clsewhere, of mixing up the 

uestion of the right of petition with another ques- 
tion having no connexion with it. Fie knew that 
every expedient which human ingenuity could de- 
vise had been resorted to, for the purpose of bring- 
ing this question before both Houses of the Con- 
gress of the United States. It was in vain for those 
who had ears to hear, and eyes to see, to pretend to 
be deaf or blind to these devices. What was the 
object to be accomplished by these resolutions? Was 
it not the identical object that had been stated 
and presented in a thousand other forms? He con- 
curred with his honorable colleague in the folly of 
the views expressed in them; but there was one 
point upon which he differed from him. He did 
not regret the introduction of this subject here: on 
the contrary, he had, through a long course of years, 
regretted the disposition manifested in both Houses 
io dodge this question, He was not averse to megt- 


ON 


ing it; and, if the legislature ‘of Massachusetts 


thought proper to lay the axe ‘at the very root of 
the principle which sustained our institutions, upon 
it let all the responsibility rest. : 

He wished to know from the Chair what 
would become of the question of printing, if the 
resolutions were laid on the table? Did that ques- 
tion also lie on the table? Or were senators called 
upon, by a grave act of that body, to give circula- 
tion to resolutions adopted by the General Assem- 
bly of Massachusetts, the very character of which 
was seditious and incendiary? Were they called 
upon to send to their respective States resolutions 
printed by the Senate, asking for the accomplish- 
ment of that very act which every man south of 
Mason’sand Dixon’s line, and every patriot through- 
out the country, had been laboring for years to pre- 
vent? He again asked what became of the question 
of printing? 

The CHAIR replied that the sense of the Senate 
would have to be taken on the motion to print. ` 

Mr. BAGBY said that the whole matter had burst 
upon him like a clap of.thunder in a clear sky. 
Without giving any expression to his feelings, or 
speaking more strongly than he had spoken on the 
subjectof printing, he would not publish treason 
against the rights and interests of his constituents, 
let it come from what quarter it might. No act of 
his, however, should ever vote to exclude this sub- 
ject from full and free discussion. We had rights 
secured to us by the God of nature—rights secured 
to us by the constitution; and these rights he was, 
at all times, ready and willing to discuss. 

Mr. EVANS said, if there was going to be fur- 
ther discussion on these resolutions, he would move 
to postpone the question of printing. He would, 
however, withdraw the motion, if senators would 
permit the question to be taken. 

The question now being on ordering the resolu- 
tiou to be printed— 


Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays; | 


which were ordered; and the question on printing 
being put, resulted—yeas 14, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Miller, Morehead, Porter of 
Michigan, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—i4. 

NAYS—Messrs/Allen, Atchison.Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Kairfield, Fulton, 
Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, King, McDuftie, 
Mangum, Merrick, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Woodbury, and Wright—2s. 

So the Senate refused to have the resolutions 
printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial from Lieu- 
tenant Alonzo B. Davis, a lieutenant in the navy 
of the United States, praying to be allowed compen- 
sation for duties performed, while connected with 
the exploring expedition, above the grade which he 
held in the navy: referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE asked leave to withdraw 
from the files the petition and papers of William 
Morrow, of Washington city, asking indemnity 
for a violation ofhis contract. 

Mr. KING remarked that there was a resolution 
in existence which forbade the taking of the original 
papers from the files; and required, where applica- 
tion was made for them, that copies only should be 
furnished. He stated the bad effect of permitting 
the original papers to be taken away. Frequently 
claims were rejected; and after the papers were with- 
drawn, and the case presented again, it was in a new 
form, and the grounds on which they were first re- 
jected could not be seen. Hence the opinion which 
had been frequently expressed on that floor that 
claims increased in value as they increased in age. 
He did not desire to throw any obstacle in the way 
of withdrawing the papers in this particular case, 
but wished the Senate either to adhere to its rule or 
abolish it altogether. ee 

After a few remarks by Messrs. WOODBRIDGE 
and TAPPAN, on the propriety of submitting a 
motion authorizing the Secretary to have a copy of 
the papers made, the subject was dropped. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from ©. W. 
Dennison, editor of the “Sheet Anchor,” a paper 
devoted to the moral improvement of the navy, 
praying that the naval library fund may be so in- 
creased as to permit him to distribute at least five 
hundred copies of this work among the receiving- 
ships and navy-yards of the United States: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition 8f John 
Keith, of New York, asking for a pension for revo- 
lutionary services; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
John Chew, praying for.an increase of salary as 
surveyor of the port of Havre de Grace, Maryland; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials from 
citizens of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, ‘asking 
for a reduction in the rates of postage: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to im- 
prove the navigation of the upper Mississippi river; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. Is s 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 
Hezekiah Hamlet, a revolutionary soldier, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. f ; 

On motion by Mr. FULTON, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of John D. Gibson, praying 
to be allowed, in the settlement of his accounts, a 
commission on certain disbursements as purser, be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. : , 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, 1,000 copies, of 
the bill introduced yesterday by Mr. Merrick, reg- 
ulating the rates of postage, and restricting: the 
franking privilege, were ordered to be printed for 
distribution. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Jus 
diciary, to which was referred the report of the 
Seerctary of the Treasury on the subject, reported 
a bill directing the immediate disposition of certain 
unclaimed goods, wares, and merchandise, seized 
because they were illegally imported into the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


NAVAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill pro- 
viding for the establishment of schools of instruc- 
tion in the naval service of the United States; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the memorials 
of the Tradegar company for casting cannon, and 
William N. Ivey, a cutter of timber for the navy, 
asking for an extension of their contracts, reported 
a bill to afford relief to certain contractors of the 
government, therein described; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


THE OREGON BILL. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the select-committee on 
the subject, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to encourage the settlement of the Territory’ of 
Oregon., i 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of Fri- 
day, being the resolution. reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, for the indefinite postponement of 
the bill introduced by the senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. McDurrig,] to reduce gradually the rates 
ofduties under the present tariff to the standard of 
the compromise act—ihat is, an ad valorem duty of 
twenty Ey cent. — ; . 

Mr. EVANS, in continuation of his remarks of 
yesterday, addressed the Senate for three hours. 
After/enumerating the points in the speech of the 
Senator from South Carolina, which he had -an- 
swered already, he proceeded to the next topic—the 
assertion of that Senator that the tariff law of 1842 
had increased the burdens of the people by adding 
largely to taxation and operating unequally: and on- 


` erously on most sections of the country and benefit- 


ing a favored class. Now, he denied both the 
premises and the conclusion. He denied theas- 
sumption that a duty on foreign manufactures, which 
should raise them in price, would have the effect of 
enhancing the price of domestic manufactures. He in- 
sisted that directly the contrary would happen. He did 
not care how plausible the theory might be, it was 
overthrown by experience and facts. He referred 
to various statistical tables, with a view of showing 
that, since the law of 1842 had come into operation, 
the prices of domestic manufactures had come down. 

The effect of a low duty, or license to bring for- 
cign manufactures into the country, in direct com- 
petition with domestic manufactures, would ulti- 
mately be to raise prices higher than they had been 
before—because, then, the competition would be be- 
tween foreign capitalists and home capitalists: 
whichever had the most means would break 
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down the other. Now, in such a competi- 
tion, no one could doubt that the British cap- 
italists, with their facilities for obtaining money 
at two or three per cent., and the cheapness of the 
labor they can obtain, would very soon bring the 
competition to a close, by driving the home manu- 
facturer out of the market. he market would 
then be at the mercy of the foreign manufacturers; 
and the country would have to depend on their ca- 
price for their supplies, which, at their pleasure, they 
could increase or diminish in such manner as to 
force the consumers to pay whatever prices were 
demanded. The moment they had obtained pos- 
session of the market, they would raise prices, so as 
to reimburse them all they had lost by competition, 
and would keep up those prices, by making the 
supply barely equal to the demand. 


He (Mr. E.) contended that the Senator from 
South Carolina was no less mistaken in his idea, 
that the opening of this market freely or to a large 
extent to the foreign manufacture would have the 
effect which he so strenuously desired,—that of in- 
creasing the exports of cotton to the same extent 
and value as the increase of imports; for, he ar- 
gued, the goods sent here by thé British manufac- 
turers would not be. made of American cotton ex- 
clusively, as it was very well known that the cotton 
of Surat, India, and other places, was mixed with 
American cotton by them—although it was of a 
coarser and far more inferior quality—because it was 
cheaper. But why would the senator prefer selling a 
less quantity of his cotton, and at a less price, to the 
British manufacturers, for goods to be consumed by 
American citizens, to selling a full quantity to the 
domestic manufacturers at a better price? for such 
he (Mr. E.) insisted would be the consequence of 
carrying out in practice the senator’s theories. And 
did he not see that, by selling to the home manufac- 
turer and keeping out the foreign manufacturer, 
American labor would be beneficially employed in- 
stead of foreign labor; and that, besides enabling the 
home manufacturer to supply the home mar- 
ket, he would be enabled to do more—to be- 
come an exporter of manufactured cotton goods, 
thereby increasing the domestic consumption of 
American-grown cotton? 

He (Mr. E.) insisted that the foreign manufactu- 
rers would not so anxiously desire a reduction of the 
tariff of this country, if they did not know that, in 
such event, they would have a chance of taking the 
market out of the hands of the domestic manufac- 
turers. On the same principle, the tobacco growers 
of this country were sending agents, at great ex- 
pense, to Europe, with a view of obtaining a reduc- 
tion of the foreign tariff against tobacco, because 
they know that they could largely extend the growth 
of tobacco here, and obtain fairer prices for the pro- 
duction of their soil. 

The senator’s idea seemed a strange once, that, 
by putting on such a duty as would admit ten mil- 
lions of foreign manufactures in competition with 
forty millions of domestic manufactures, the price of 
the forty millions would be raised as much as the duty 
on the ten millions enhanced the cost here, duty paid. 
Would there not he fifty millions to supply the con- 
sumers instead of forty millions? and was it likely 
that, with a more abundant supply in the market, 
the purchaser would give higher prices? Did not 
ever old woman, who brought her pound of butter 
to market, know that if she wanted a high price, it 
was not toa market abundantly supplied she should 
bring it, but toa market where the supply fell short? 


Now, one of the good effects of the act of 1842, 
was to settle the market—to put an end to that uncer- 
tainty which created fluctuations of prices. Manu- 
facturers, knowing what they had to depend upon, 
could renew their efforts, engage more largely and 
with smaller profits in business, and produce their 
fabrics at less cost; so that they could -afford to re- 
duce prices and fully meet the demand by a regular 
and full supply. ‘This was what the friends of the 
tariff law anticipated; and, whether by the operation 
of that law or not-—whether admitted or denied to be 


froni that causee-the fact was undeniable, that the i 


result has ‘justified the anticipation; for business is 
more prosperous than evef, and prices are growing 
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cheaper without the producer being injured by the 
reduction. 

Another thing that resulted from these causes was, 
that the home demand for agricultural productions 
was increased as the operative in manufactoreis in- 
creased in the ability to become consumers. The 
agricultural producers were actually beginning. al- 
ready to feel the beneficial effects of the tariff law 
of 1842. The Senator from South Carolina did not 
take into consideration all this; buse he confined 
himself to the effect, as he supposed, of the tariff law 
on the capitalists alone engaged in domestic manu- 
factures. Their proita he thought enormous, as if 
the operatives did not share in those profits, and, 
by doing so, were not enabled to become themselves 
a very numerous body of consumers of agricultural 
productions. : 


Now he (Mr. E.) insisted that the data from 
which the senator drew his inference that the profits 
of manufactures were now 35 per cent., could not 
at all be relied upon. The loose manner in which 
the census of 1840 was taken ought to have ad- 
monished him of this. How much more rational 
it would have been for the senator to select individ- 
ual establishments, and inquire into theactual profits. 
Had he done this, he would have found that, in- 
stead of 40 or 35 per cent. dividends, they were not 
making over 12 percent. Instances might be found 
in which establishments that cost vast sums had 
been broken down by the low tariff of 1841, or the 
causes which deranged all the business of the coun- 
try in 1837-’8, and had been subsequently sold by 
auction, or at sheriffs sale, for a fraction of what 
they cost; and, in such cases, the advantage to the 
possessors enabled them to make larger dividends. But 
if the original capital sunk in those establishments, 
together with the capital now keeping them in ope- 
ration, were considered conjointly, their apparent 
large dividends would be found not to excced the 
dividends on every other branch of business. Such 
profits as the senator imagined were derived from 
manufactures could not long exist. It was not a 
secret that could be kept. The moment it was 
known, men of capital and enterprise would be 
found ready to rush into the same business; and 
would continue to do so till the competition would 
bring profits down to the average profits of every 
other kind of business. 


Mr. E. next proceeded to consider the manufac- 
turing capacityvof England with a view of showing 
that her great and chief object was to suppy her 
own home demand. He referred to statistical tables, 
in which he found that the manufactures of Eng- 
land amount annually to about £173,136,316, (nearly 
865,000,000 of dollars.) Of this, cotton fabrics 
amounted to 52,000,000 of pounds sterling, (260,000,- 
000 of dollars.) . 

Of the whole products of England, (173,000,000 of 
pounds sterling,) 126,000,000 millions are consumed 
waia the kingdom itself, and only 47,000,000 ex- 

orted. 

Of the £52,000,000 of cotton fabrics manufactured 
in Great Britain, £28,000,000 are consumed within 
the kingdom, and only £24,000,000 exported. Now, 
what proportion of this £52,000,000 would be affect- 
ed by prohibiting the exports of England to this 
market of $10,000,000 worth of cotton goods, as sup- 
posed by the senator from South Carolina? $10,- 
000,000 is about £2,090,000 sterling, or 4 per cent. 
on the whole quantity of cotton goods made in Great 
Britain. Would the prohibition cf this 4 per cent. 
of British manufactures disable British manufacturers 
from buying American cotton? Would it have any 
serious effect at all upon prices in England? 

As to the prices of cotton, Mr. E. referred to the 
late price current of New Orleans, to show that the 
price of raw cotton now was considerably more—in 
some instances over 80 per cent. higher—than m the 
corresponding months of last year. He quoted these 
prices at large, and contrasted them with the prices 
of last year, in some qualities from 4 cents to 7, 
and others from 52 to 8}—some from 7 to 9—aver- 
aging between 50 and 60 per cent. advance. All this 
he attributed to the increased consumption by Amer- 
ican manufacturers. ‘The price, he insisted, was. at 
this moment higher in New York for bale cotton 
than in Liverpool. But instead of the lowness of 
price in Liverpool being in consequence of the limi- 


| yeas 52, nays 63. 
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tation of imports, it was owing to the stock on hand 
being so large that no further supply was required: 
for four months... T'he year’s consumption was esti- 
mated at 1,600,000 bales; but there was an overstock ° 
on hand, from former years, of. 500,000:bales,. and 
this occasioned the depression of prices. The .cot- | 
ton crop of the United States yielded about 2,000,000. ` 
bales The consumption in England being 1,600,000, - 
left for the consumption of this country 400,000; of 
which 300,000 was consumed by the manufacturers 
north and east of Pennsylvania. has as 
In conclusion, (Mr. E.) alluded to ‘the discontent 
of South Carolina as being unreasonable; because 
she could not now, as formerly, obtain 16 cents a` 
pound for her cotton. She had now to compete with 
new States, such as Tennessee, Alabama, Mississip~ 
pi, possessing a vastly superior soil, and more ge- 
nial climate. She could not, with her poorer soil, 
worn out by long cropping, expect. to stang that 
competition long. The time might come, when she 
and Georgia would be compelled by this competi- 
tion of younger, more fertile and vigorous States, 
to change their industry to something else. Shoul 
they go to manufacturers, he would rejoice at it. 
He wished to see them spread all over the Union. 
Already too largea portion of the population was 
employed in agriculture, causing over production. 
It would be better to divert some part of this indus- 
try intg other channels. ; 
He could tell the senator from South Carolina, 
that his wish that his State should be left to herself 
could not be accomplished. She was à partner in ` 
this Union, and had entered into a compact for a 
general government, from which she could not now 
be allowed to retire. 1 
Mr. E. apologized for the time he had occupied; 
and regretted that he could not more fully and satis- 
factorily, at this time, answer every argument of the ` 
senator from South Carolina. Should another op- 
portunity occur this session, he would be prepared 
to do so. ee 
Mr WOODBURY then obtained the floor; but it - 
being late, (4 o’clock, ; ve 
On motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, 
« The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuesvay, January 23, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday having been réad and 


approved, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the rules of 
the House be suspended, in order that committees 
might be called for reports. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the suspension of the ` 
rules would be limited to the morning hour. 

Mr. INGERSOLL assented to the limitation, and 
the motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee. of 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Cornclius Bogard; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a resolution authorizing that: com- 
mittee to employ a clerk. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the rate of com- 
pensation should be fixed, and that there should be 
a limitation of time. : ; 

Mr. HOLMES modified the resolation by: insert- 
ing “at four dollars a day.” And the uestion bo- 
ing taken on the resolution as modified, the vote 
was, 50 in the-affirmative, and 42 in the negative, 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved a farther amendment, 
that all standing committees. be permitted, if they 
deem it necessary, to employ clerks. 

This amendment was rejected 7 48, nays 70. 

Mr. ELMER moved to amend the resolution. by 
inserting “not exceeding 30 days.” 


Mr. HOLMES moved to strike out 30, and in- 


-sert 60. 


The amendment to the amendment was negatived: 


Mr. Exvmer’s amendment was then adopted: yeas 
95, nays not counted. : 

The question recurrring on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended— 

Mr. THOMPSON moved further to amend by 
inserting “and that the Committee on Indian Affairg 
be permitted to employ a clerk.” : 


‘Mr. WINTHROP s 


fromthe Committee. on Commerce. . 

The SPEAKER: observed that he considered the 
proposition opén to any amendment... ` : 

Mi. "THOMPSON after remarking’ that he did 
not himself think the committee ought to have a clerk, 
though if a clerk were allowed to one, it would fol- 
low, as a matter of course, that every other commit- 
tee would ‘demand the same’ right—withdrew the 
amendment. ` KORES 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table... f , 

. The question was put, and carried in the afirma- 
tive—yeas 70, nays 57. 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the“ Committee on 
Commerce, made a report upon the petition fora 
port of entry.at Cedar Key, accompanied by a bill 
(No..85) to establish a new collection district for the 
Territory of Florida, to be called the Suwannee dis- 
trict. 

' The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. LABRANCHE, it was ordered 
that the Committee. on Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petitién of the 
Legislative Council of Florida fora port of entry at 
Tampa; and that said petition be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill (No. 86) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ellery, owner of the fishing schooners “‘Sevo” 
and “Ida,” both of Gloucester, Massachusetts. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the owners and crew 
of the schooner “Success,” accompanied by a report 
upon. the case. 

Both of which bills were read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 


OEFICERS OF REVENUE CUTTERS. 


Mr. C. M. REED, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill regulating the appointment of 
commissioned officers in the revenue marine service, 
and to establish courts martial and courts of inquiry 
in said service: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 

Mr, DAVIS of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made an adverse report on two peti- 
tions from Iowa, asking for a donation of lands for 
the purpose of education: laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. ~ 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, the adverse 
report ofthe Committee of Claims on the petition of 
John J. Beck, together with some additional testi- 
mony just received, was recommitted to the same 
committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report on 
the petition of John Foster, postmaster of Kenne- 
bunk, Maine; and, 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. e 


JOINT OCCUPATION OF OREGON. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to which had been referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Owen of Indiana, re- 
questing the President of the United States to give 
to the British government the twelve months’ notice 
required by one of the articles of the treaty of Ghent, 
that the joint occupation of the Oregon Territory 
must cease, made a report thereon, accompanied by 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, (as the opinion of this committee,) That 
it is inexpedient for Congress, at this time, to act in 
any manner upon the subject referred in the said 
resolution, 


Mr. OWEN said: I am aware of the effect which 
the adverse report just made from a committee, of a 
character so high as'that on Foreign Affairs, 1n re- 
gard to the joint resolution which I submitted to 
this House, is likely to vroduce. Iregret it. Ido 
not understand the committee, however, as express- 
ing an opinion that the resolution should not pass at 
all; but only that, for the present, -it should be de- 
layed. They are disposed, we may presume, to 
await the action of time, and of certain expected 
contingencies, before they adopt this measure. I 
must differ from them in this policy of delcy. I 
think we ought to act now. ‘The views of those 
who hold to the opposite opinion are entitied to 
much consideration; 1 shall always receive their 
opinions with respect, and examine them with at- 
ention; yet, with the lights now before me, I must 
adbere to my own. 

He is but a ‘hot-headed politician who seeks to 


: OP wiiggesied that it would not be 
in order to amend; in this way, a proposition coming ` 


___ CONGRESSION, 


urge-on.a favorite measure, that may be just in itself, | 


_Yizing weakness, as well-as rash haste. 


raslily, prematurely, in. a hasty manner, at an im- 
proper time. -But thereis such a thing. as. tempo- 
To put off 
the evil day is bad policy, in public, as in private 
affairs.. That which is. surely impending—that 
which we must meet, to day or to-morrow, self- 
respect and wisdom bid us meet to-day. 

f these be correct views, let us inquire how far 
they apply to the subject before us. The effect of 
the joint resolution in question, and which a majority 
of the committee recommend to postpone, is, to 
terminate a treaty or convention with Great Britain. 
By that treaty, Great Britain and the United States 
may, for the present, jointly occupy Oregon; with a 
provision. that a C E notice from either nation 
shall terminate the joint oceupancy. The resolution 
provides for giving that notice; and the question to 


| be decided is, whether it be expedient to give that 


notice at the present time. 

To a proper understanding of this question, and a 
just estimate of its importance, we should distinctly 
bear in mind what, and how large, this Territory of 
Oregon is. Its southern boundary, fixed by the 
Florida treaty of 1819, is the parallel of 42° north 
latitude. Its northern limit, determined by the Pe- 
tersburg treaty of 1824, 1s the parallel of fifty-four 
degrees forty minutes. Its front, then, on the Pa- 
cific, is about twelve degrees and a half, or upwards 
of eight hundred and fifty miles. lts average depth 
to the Rocky mountains is some five hundred and 
fifty miles. It contains nearly half a million of 
square miles, or more than three hundred million 
acres, of territory; one-fourth more—letus remember 
that—than the territory of the thirteen original 
States, when they asserted their independence. This 
stock farm of ours, therefore, in the Far West, is no 
paltry possession. The greatest revolution the 
world ever saw, was kindled in defence of a territo- 
ry of smaller extent, and, if recent accounts may be 
trusted, of scarcely less intrinsic value. 


The subject is of an importance such as de- 
mands a careful investigation. Permit me, then, 
sir, to ask your attention, and that of the House, to 
a brief review of the negotiations that have passed, 
and the measures that have been proposed, relative 
to this rich and extensive country. 


In October of the year 1818, before we had ac- 
quired the Spanish title to this portion of the conti- 
nent, a convention was signed at London, providing 
that any country on the northwest coast of Ameri- 
ca, westward of the Stony mountains, which may 
be claimed by Great Britain or the United States, 
shall, for ten years thenceforward, be free and open 
to the citizens and subjects of both powers, without 
prejudice to the title, in whomsoever residing. 


Six years later, in 1824, about the time we agreed 
with Russia on our northern boundary, the venera- 
ble gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] 
then Secretary of State, set on foot a negotiation for 
the final adjustment of the boundary question; au- 
thorizing Mr. Rush, our minister at the court of St. 
James, to propose, first, the latitude of fifty-one, and 
if Great Britain persisted in refusing that, then the 
latitude of forty-nine, as the dividing line between 
the territories of the two countries. 


The offers were made in succession, and the Brit- 
ish ministers refused them both. They expressed 
their willingness to run the forty-niuth degree to 
where it strikes the northeasternmost branch of the 
Columbia, and thence down the middle of that river 
to the Pacific, into which the Columbia falls about 
latitude forty-six. 

Mr. HOLMES. In forty-five and a half. 

Mr. OWEN. My impression is, that it is a little 
north of forty-six; but, if it be forty-five and a half, 
the proposition of Great Britain was but the more 
unfavorable to us. 

This proposal, from which Great Britain declared 
the United States must not expect her to depart, was 
a once rejected, and the negotiations were broken 
oit. 

Two years afterwards they were renewed—Mr. 
Clay bemg then Secretary of State. 

The official papers connected with this second ne- 
gotiation should be read by every American states- 
man who believes we have anything to gain by 
promised negotiaiions for Oregon, or anything to 
lose by passing this resolution, and thus indicating 
to Great Britaina determination to assert our rights. 
Allow me, in proof of this opinion, to give you a 
few extracts from the documents themselves. 

-Here is the first letter of instruction from Henry 


. Clay. 


` After alluding to the instructions formerly sent to 


Mr. Rush, Mr. Clay.adds: 

“Nor is-it conceived that Great Britain has, or 
can make out, even a colorable title to any portion of 
the northwest coast.” 

I pray you, sir, to observe this expression of Mr. 
Is it not that Great Britain’s title is weak, 
is imperfect, is questionable. It is, that she has not 
even a color of title. It is not that her title is defect- 


‘ive to the southern portion of this territory, but 


good, or atleast plausible, north of the latitude of 
forty-nine. No, sir, nothing of that sort. But it is, 
that from north to south, from east to west, over 
the entire territory, Great Britain has not a pretence, 
not a shadow ofa title. It is, that to every part and 
parcel of Oregon, fromthe Spanish line on the south 
to the Russian boundary on the north; from the 
summits of the Rocky mountains across to the 
waters of the Pacific, the United States are the true, 
rightful, legitimate owners. 


Thatis the broad, unqalified assertion; and itis tite. 
Ipledge myself to this House, if the matter be called 
in question, before we have done with the subject, 
to prove, by the tenor of those very treaties to which 
England appeals, by the admissions of her own 
statesmen and historians, that to the vast territory 
regarding which, for a quarter of a century, we have 
been tamely negotiating, our title is as clear, dis- 
tinct, indisputable, as that of any gentleman on this 
floor to the farm he owns, or the plantation that is 
his and was his father’s before him. 


Such is the truth; and such was Henry Clay’s 
assertion. And yet, ere ever the ink was dry on 
that honest statement of our rights, before the letter 
was closed in which an American Secretary of State 
declares to an American minister that Oregon is, and 
of right ought to be, ours, that same Secretary em- 
powers that same minister to trade off—oh no, sir, © 
that is not diplomatic language—to negotiate away 
nearly one-half the territory; meekly to cede to Great 
Britain that to which she has not even a color of 
title—nearly four hundred miles on the Pacific coast, 
with all the country thence to the Rocky moun- 
tains. Here is the paragraph from the same letter: 

“You are authorized to propose the annulment 
of the third article of the convention of 1818, and 
the extension of the line on the parallel of forty-nine 
degrees from the eastern side of the Rocky moun- 
tains, where it now terminates, to the Pacific ocean, 
as the permanent boundary between the territories 
of the two powers in that quarter. This is our 
ultimatum, and you may so announce it. We can 
consent to no other line more favorable to Great 
Britain.” 

This offer is made (so Mr. Clay writes in the same 
letter to Mr. Gallatin) “in a spirit of concession and 
compromise which Great Britain should not hesitate 
to reciprocate.” 

Concession is a good thing in its place; and ifa 
right be of doubtful validity, prudence sometimes 
bids us compromise, for the sakej of peace. But 
thus to cede, at the first offer, to a nation that has, 
avowedly, not a color of title to it, a district of 
country one-half as large as were the thirteen 
United States at the date of the revolution,—this 
strikes me as pushing, somewhat further than jus- 
tice demands, or national honor warrants, the prin- 
ciples of charity and good neighborship. I may 
treat a neighbor kindly and courteously, without be- 
ing called upon to give him up half my grazing 
farm, merely because he happens to have taken a 
fancy to it. Iknow we are told that, if a man smite 
us on the one check, we should turn the other; and 
if he take our coat, we are to give him our cloak al- 
so. Interpreted in its spirit, not in its letter, this is 
an admirable injunction. Kindness wins its way 
where harsh violence fails; and we can hest oyver- 
come evil by doing good. Yet, assuredly we should 
have a strange time of it, in this world, if, in literal 
obedience to the precept, we were to resent no inju- 
ry, and resist no encroachment. The spirit of con- 
cession and compromise, especially towards the 
powe and the imperious, may be carried too far. 

tis outof place, when it meets no corresponding 
spirit, and provokes only arrogant pretension in ren 
turn. i 

Such was the return which Henry Clay's propo- 
sal met from Great Britain. He offered her territory 
enough, out of our possessions, to cut up into half a 
dozen good-sized States; and she, presuming, it would 
seem, on our easy good nature, declared we must 
give her sufficient for two or three more, before she 
closed the bargain. Her plenipotentiaries repeated 


Clay to Albert Gallatin, under date June 19, 1826. |} the offer they had previously made, that the Cos 


ae ae 


lumbia shouldbe the boundary; adding, however, 
that, as they must confess. theré was not.asingle 


good harbor from. latitude forty-two to-the mouth of | 


the Columbia, they would cede to the United States 
the harbor of Port Discovery, in Fuca’s inlet, to- 
gether witha small rocky isthmus, lying southeast 
from Cape Flattery... I know not whether the name 
of the cape suggested the sélection of this particular 
spot; but Captain Wilkes informs: me he would not 
give a hundred dollars for the whole tract. It €x- 
cludes Admiralty inlet and Puget sound, one of the 
best harbors, in the world, and not unlikely, some 
day, to be the principal port of entry for the Colum- 
bia valley. : 
The offer of Great Britain was, of :course, re- 
fused; and so terminated the second attempt at ne- 
gotiation. Do you find, in its details or in its re- 
sult, much encouragement to engage in a third? 
This negotiating about what does not belong to 
us, is not only an unprofitable but a dangerous af 
fair. We offer to concede: and to compromise. 
We forbear to claim our just due. And straightway 
our concessions and forbearance are set up as foun- 


‘dation for a title, which has no other grount to rest 


upon. I know that, in strictness. of law, a valid 
title is not prejudiced by an offer to compromise, 
made for the sake of peace. Iam aware that the 
permission granted by treaty to Great Britain, joint- 
ly with us -to occupy this territory, cannot ripen 
into a title. Yet, in point of fact, a concession ever 
weakens a claim. It: has already. done so in this 
very case. Mark, sir, I pray you, the admission 
made by Albert Gallatin, in his official conference 
with the British plenipotentiaries. I find it in his 
reply to Mr. Clay, as. follows: 


“Our never having refused to agree toa line of 
demarcation with Great Britain was a sufficient proof 
that we admitted that she also had claims which de- 
served, and to which we paid, due consideration. It 
was on ‘that account that the United States had re- 
duced the extent of their own to the boundary line 
they. had offered, and had addéd to it the proposal of 
allowing to British subjects the free navigation of the 
Columbia.” 

Is that plain, si? That we agreed to negotiate, 
says Mr. Gallatin to the British minister, proves 
that we admit you have some title; and therefore, 
for that reason, because we have been weak enough 
to negotiate with you for our own, the United States 
offer you upwards of a hundred millions of acres 
of their territory to keep peace, and say nothing 
more about it. 

Our own most enlightened statesmen are sometimes, 
for the moment, led off from the true issue, by this 
temporizing diplomacy. At the last session of Con- 
gress, a distinguished senator from South Carolina, 
now no longer a member of the body which for so 
many years he had graced by his severe and logical 
eloquence, made a remarkable declaration. I read from 
the speech of Mr. Calhoun, delivered in the Senate. 
After stating that we had proposed to Great Britain 
‘the forty-ninth parallel, and she had in return of- 
fered us the Columbia river, entering the Pacific 
about latitude forty-six, as a boundary, Mr. Cal- 
houn adds: i 

“It follows that the. portion of territory really in 
dispute between the two countries is about three de- 
grees. of latitude; that is, about one-fourth of the 
whole.” 


Do you perceive, whither all this tends? We are 
placed in a false position— : f 

Mr. GILMER asked Mr. Owen, ag the hour de- 
voted to the reception of reports had nearly expired, 
to give way to a motion to commit the subject to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where the discussion, which he thought very im- 
portant, might proceed unchecked by the expiration 
of the hour. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Messrs, 
GILMER, OWEN, A. V. BROWN, CHARLES 
J. INGERSOLL, DROMGOOLE,” SAMPLE, 
BLACK, and others, took part. 

The resolution was then committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
was ordered to be printed... 

Mr. OWEN moved that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. E A 

After a conversation on the propriety of this mo- 
tion at this time, in which Messrs. ADAMS, WIN- 
THROP, RATHBUN, and others, took part, 

Mr, OWEN changed the form of his motion, and 


moved.a suspension of the rules to enable hinto: 


make-the motion previously designated, 


Mr. ADAMS called for the “yees and hays on-the 
motion to suspend the rules; and they were ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted. thus-—yeas"]11, nays 63, 

So.the rules were. not suspended. Rahn 
~ Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, by leave granted, offer- 
ed the following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the-use of this hali be granted, on 
the evening of the 24th instant, to the managers-of 
the New: York State Institution for the Blind, for the 
purpose of exhibiting the: proficiency of the pupils 
in the academic and. mechanic arts. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made a report; which was laid upon 
the table. $ 

Mr. ADAMS called for the order of the-day; and 
the House then proceeded to the order, being— 


THE REPORT ON THE RULES. 

Mr. SAUNDERS being possession. of the floor, 

proceeded to address the House, in continuation of 

is speech commenced on a former day; but his first 
remarks were not distinctly heard by the reporter. 
He desired to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
resolution which had been submitted by the gentle- 
man from Massachusets, [Mr. Apams,] coming, as 
the gentleman said, from the democratic legislature 
of his own State; which resolution had been referred 
to a committee. The members of the last Congress 
had not forgotten a petition which was introduced 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts—the petition 
of George Latimer, a runaway slave from Virginia. 
The gentleman, with great benevolence of purpose, 
proposed that the doors of this House should be 
thrown open for the reception of petitions from run- 
away negroes, while he had so little regard for the 
rights of property that he was wholly unwilling that 
a man should have his property restored to him. 
This course might accord with the gentleman’s 
views of right, but it did not with his. To trace 
that petition a little farther: Having received a fa- 
vorable hearing here, it next finds its way to the 
legislature of Massachusetts, and is then referred to 
a select committee, at the head of which stood the 
gentleman’s own son,. using the very same argu- 
ments which the gentleman had used here. He 
would trace the matter a little further, and see where 
the proposition originally came from. Gentlemen 
could not have forgotten the memorable convention 
which took place during the late war in the State of 
Massachusetts, which afterwards sat in Hartford, in 
Connecticut. They had not forgotten the delibera- 
tions of that convention, nor the result to which 
they were brought. During the darkest period of 
the war, that convention assembled, and came to the 
conclusion similar to the proposition now maintain- 
ed by the gentleman from Massachusetts—that the 
constitution ought to be amended, by destroying the 
very basis on which it rests. 

He demanded of his friends of the North wheth- 
er they supposed they could silence the clamor out 
of doors about petitions, by merely receiving and 
laying them upon the table? He would tell them no. 
They would have to bring their minds to meet the 
question. There were two points involyed—one re- 
ception, the other action. If they were prepared 
for this latter alternative, then let them receive the 
petitions; but if they were not prepared to act upon 
them, then let them not be received. In conculsion, 
he appealed to his northern friends, who had stood 
by the South; he asked why should they yield now. 
He asked his friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bip- 
Lack] why he should now yield ground upon this 
question. $ 

Mr. BIDLACK observed that he had already | 
given his reasons. | 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Why should gentlemen now | 

ield the ground which they had hitherto occupied? į 
f they had been right heretofore, they were right i 
now. Butif they were to be deprived of their aux- | 
H 

i 

l 


iliaries ofthe North, still he wrned with confidence 
to the wish and— 

The falling of the ‘Speaker's hammer announced, į 
that the hour allotted to the gentleman from North 
Carolina had expired. 

Mr. WINTHROP. next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House. | , 

They had been occupied for several days of this 
session (he said) in the discussion of a question 


t 
` concerning personal liberty under the habeas corpus; || 
: and during the diseussion upon that subject, opinions 
` were expressed, and doctrines advanced, which were 
: somewhat extraordinary; and.the House had beeen 
: also; for many days, occupied during the morning 


hour, in the consideration of another great principle 


of civil lihertymothe right of peiition—and upon this 


- subject; aldo, © 


: Strange and startling.” 


trines advance 


- The -idéa that the Hight of: 
right whatever to. have ‘the’ pétition ri 
that the right of appeal to ‘the governine: 
dress of grievances involves no duty on 
the government? to. redr 
peared to. him to-be-wi 

~The doctrine: advanced `t 
tition was only intended to 


ra. 

dressed to give to it any sort of consideration "en 
tainment, was, in- his estimation, about as so 
doctrine as to contend that the writ of habea 
pus was not intended to’ include any obligati 
the part of the officer to whom it was addr i 
execute it, nor to include any obligation on the part’ 
of the government by whose authority it was issued 
to enforce obedience to it, but only “designed ‘to’ se- ° 
cure to the citizen the privilege pt having the writ 
signed and. sealed, to arnuse hiftself with ‘in ‘his ‘con- 
finement! The doctrine seemed ‘about as reasona- 
ble as to contend that the freedom of the press only _ 
extended toits mechanical enginery;" thatit only se-" 
cured to individual printers the right to setup an 
strike off matter, but not to publish it.’ In d; 
ifthe right of petition be nothing more than’ 
represented by some gentleman in’ that Hous 
seemed to him to be the most absurd’ pretence; the . 
most miserable mockery; the: most “unmeaning,” 
empty, worthless abstraction that was’ ever dignified 
by the name of a right; and the soonerit'-was ex- 
punged from the roll of civil rights and libertiesthe 
sooner it ceased:to. hold out a promise ‘to ‘the'ear to: 
be broken to the hope, the. sooner:would ‘the people: 
be able to understand what’ their real’ rights and’ 
privileges were. i ie 

The question before the House was, whether: this’: 
rule, which had. obtained a most odions. character’ 
during the 27th Congress, and which had lost. noth. 
ing of its odium or offensiveness, should “be tontit: 
ued during the 28th Congress? What:was'the rule 
It wasa rule providing that no. petition, memorial, 
resolution, or other paper, upon certain. enumerated 
subjects, should be received by .the House, or en» 
tertained in any way whatever.’ He‘cared not what  . 
the enumerated subjects might be—that was wholly 
unimportant—the principle of the rule“was the same, 
whatever they might. be; if the House had a right to- 
declare that they would receive no petition on one ` 
subject to-day, they might declare to-morrow that. 
they would receive none on another subject; and the 
third day that they would receive no petition at all. 
on any subject. The real inquiry then: was, had” 
they a right ta dictate to those who sent’ them’to 
that House, the particular subjects on: which they 
might ask to be heard?. ` Was it within their prerog-’ 
ative to say to the people of the United States, Gen- 
tlemen, you may assemble yourselves together, if - 
you please, consider of your causes of complaint, 
sign your petitions, pass your resolutions-either 10 
primary meetings or legislative assemblies; but 1 
those petitions and those resolutions make any - 
allusion to this, that, or the other) topies,; we 
will not hear them. Was this ‘within. the preroga- 
tive of the legislative assembly of this republic?“ He 
held stich a right to be utterly incompatible with 
the relations which subsisted ‘between that House . 
and the people, and in conflict will the express pro- 
visions of the constitution—nay, “nore, as. trenching 
upon the original, inherent, inalienable rights‘of ‘the 
people of the United States. on 

Mr: W. then went'oi, inréply to Messrs. Saunr- 
ers of North Carolina, and Buxser of Alabama, to 
argue that the right: of petition, as claimed by the 
abolitionists, Was a constitutional right, and: was in 
tended as such by the framers of the constitution; 
and, in the course of his argument, cited: various 

ortions of English history to show that the right 
had always been, with a few exceptions, recognised 
in that country. i ` 

The honorable gentleman: was cut short by the 
expiration of thé morning hour. i ; 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION-—~SLAVE. 

>. REPRESENTATION. ne 

Mr.: ADAMS asked permission to present.a:se~- 
ries of resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu-: 
setts, ori the same subject as - some others; which. 
wore presented some short time ago, in favor of ay” 


sS 


amendment of ‘the, constitution, s0 as to exclude 


slave representation:: . He wished to present. them at 

this time, that they might go to the same committee 

as thë other resolutions were. sent to. f 
The reading was called for. ; 


The. Clerk commenced the reading accordingly; 


but. = 

Mr. CAMPBELL interposed, and said it was 
unnecessary. to. read further, as he should object 
to. their reception:. ; f : 

Mr. ADAMS asked for a suspension of the rules, 
to-enable him to present them. He said the reason 
why he asked: leave to present them now. was, that 
such opportunity was not afforded him yesterday— 
Massachusetts not having been then called;. nor 
could he conceive what honorable motive could in- 
duce the gentleman from South Carolina now to 


object. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would like to know 
what honorable motive the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts could have in now presenting them. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts might wait his time. 

Mr. ADAMS again called for a suspension of the 
rules, and the yeas and nays thereon. 

The yeas and nays:were ordered. 

The ‘reading of ‘tle. resolutions was called. for; 
and they were read at length. 

Mr. SAUNDERS was understood to inquire 
whether the resolutions were signed by the Govern- 
or of the State of Massachusetts. . 

Mr. ADAMS replied that they were; and he 
added that they were introduced by the leader of the 
democratic party in that State. 


Mr. SAUNDERS assured the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that that information gave him no pain. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that he had a ques- 
tion to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
which he deemed of some importance. He had un- 
derstood that the resolution some time since pre- 
sented was written by the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts himself; and he (Mr. C. J. 1.) 
wished to know whether that gentleman would con- 
descend to answer the question whether that was 
true or not. 

Mr. ADAMS—(suddenly turning from’Mr. I, 
and addressing the Chair:) Mr. Speaker, T` call for 
the yeas and nays. [Great laughter, and cries of 
“He evades the question.”] 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus—yeas 50, nays 105. 
> So the rules were not suspended. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid the following executive com- 
munications before the House; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed: 

1. A letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in obedience to a resolution of the 
House of the 10th instant, transmitting documents, 
showing what cancellation of permits issued under 
the act of 4th August, 1842, for the armed occupa- 
tion of Florida, have been ordered by him, and ex- 
hibiting certain cases in the Newnansville district, 
in which the applicants have failed to comply with 
the provisions of the said act. 

2. A letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, submitting a document, showing the 
names of every individual who “has” made the ac- 
tual settlement required by the first section of the 
act of the 4th of August, 1842, providing for the 
armed occupation and settlement of Florida. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report prepared under the provisions of the 
act of June 30, 1834, containing the names, dates 
of appointments, and pay of all persons employed 
in the service of the a Department during the 
year 1843. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitttng 
a report in answer to the resolution of the House 
of the 15th instant, of the amount heretofore ex- 
pended in the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of the Genesec river, in the State of New 
York, and the amount necessary to complete the 
same. 

5. A letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, transmitting a report in answer to the 
resolution of this House of the 10th instant, of the 
reservations of public lands in Florida, and the time 
at which the land offices were officially informed of 
said reservations. 

_ 6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting statements of the contracts made by the Bureau 
of Ordnance and Hydrograp hy, &c., prepared in 
coos to the 5th section of the act of April 21, 


“CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Mr. McKAY offered the following ‘resdlutions} 
which were agreed to: see a Í ` 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to make the following inquiries: 

1. Whether, in consequence of the reduction of 


‘the rank and file of the army, some of the officers, par- 


ticularly. the supernumerary lieutenants authorized 
by the act -of 29th April, 1812, might not be dis- 
pensed with;, and also whether so much of said act 
as authorizes the appointment of said supernume- 
raries should not be either repealed or its operations 
suspended until otherwise provided for by law? 

2. What is the number of small arms that the 
government has now in its arsenals and depots; 
what proportion of them are servicable or not, and 
if, in the opinion of the committee, the present sup- 
ply is equalto what a. prudent forecast would re- 
quire the government to keep; then to inquire wheth- 
er the act. of the 23d April, 1808, appropriating 
$200,000 annually for the purpose of procuring 
arms and equipments for the whole body of the 
militia of the United States, might not be repealed 
or suspended, and any future issues of arms to the 
States for the purpose of arming their militia, be 
made of those arms that will be manufactured at the 
national armories. 

3. Whether the number of cadets to be admitted 
into the military academy cannot be reduced, and 
fixed so as to furnish no more graduates than will 
be sufficient to fill up vacances in the army as they 
arise; at the same time making provision for the 
admission of a limited number of youths to be edu- 
cated, in part, at their own expense. 

4. Whether the number of horses for which offi- 
cers of the army and the marine corps are allowed 
to draw forage, or money in lieu thereof, under ex- 
isting laws, cannot be reduced; and, if so, of fixing 
the number suitable to a state of peace. 

5. Whether there is any occasion for the employ- 
ment of wagon masters and forage masters in time 
of peace; and, if not, of repealing so much of the 
act of , 1888, as authorizes their appointment. 

6. That said committee inquire into the expedien- 
ey of repealing all laws now in force allowing brevet 
pay to officers of the army and the marine corps. 
Also, of repealing the laws allowing double rations 
to officers of the army and marine corps for com- 
manding departments and posts. f 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
instructed to make the following inquiries: 

1. Whether it is expedient to provide by law for 
a naval peace establishment, designating the number 
of vessels, and of officers, petty officers, and seamen, 
proper for such an establishment. 

2. Whether the complements of crews of vessels 
in commission shall not be less in time of peace than 
of war; and if so, whether the complements, as fixed 
by the existing regulations of the department, might 
not be safely reduced. 

3. What has been the annual increase in the num- 
ber of officers of each grade since the 4th March, 
1837; and has it, at any time within that period, 
been unnecessarily large; and can the present num- 
ber, particularly of the higher grades, as comman- 
ders and captains, be reduced with safety. 

4. Whether the annual pay of the officers, as fixed 
by the act of the 3d of March, 1835, especially of 
those employed on shore, on leave of absence, or 
waiting orders, can be reduced. 

5. Whether there is any, and what, accountability, 
on the Ppor of storekeepers and others, for the keep- 
ing and disposition of the public property in yards 
and elsewhere; and whether a more perfect system 
of accounting for the same ought not to be establish- 
ed by law. 

6. Whether the number and compensation of 
storekeepers and other officers at the navy-yards 
should not be fixed by law; at the same time provi- 
ding that the storekeepers shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. 


T. Whether the expenses of the several navy- ` 


yards cannot be reduced, and how far it would con- 
tribute to that object hereafter to require the public 
work in them to be executed by contract or the job. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD offered the following reso- 
lution; which was adopted under a suspension of the 
rules: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to report to 
this House the amount paid from the contingent 
fund thereof to James Young, for services as clerk 
of the Committee of Claims, from the close of the 
second session to the commencement of the third 
session of the twenty-seventh Congress, and from 


the close of the twenty-seventh Congress until the 
commencement of the present session; by what au- 
thority he has been paid; what services he rendered; 
and whether he is now under the pay of the gov- 
ernment. ` E 

Mr. LYON introduced æ bill, which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Lands. 

On motion of Mr. STEENROD, 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. LYON: Memorial from H. H. Riley and 
other citizens of Constantine, in the State of Michi- 
gan, praying for a reduction in the rates of postage, 
and the abolition of the franking privilege: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, the petition of 94 citizens of Milwaukie, Wis- 
consin Territory, praying Congress to appropriate 
money for the construction of a harbor at New Buf- 
falo, in Berrien county, Michigan: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Memorial of Commodore 
Lewis Warrington, John B. Nicholson, Philip F. 
Voorhees, and John Percival, in behalf of them- 
selves and the officers and crew of the Peacock, 
praying that the remaining portion of the proceeds 
of the Epervier, to which they claim to be entitled 
under the act of Congress, of the 23d of April, 1800, 
may be paid: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of Charles Little and 

James Brown, praying Congress to enter into a con- 
tract with them for publishing a new edition of the 
laws of the United States, on certain terms and con- 
ditions: referred to the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary. 
By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: Petition from the 
State of Indiana, numerously signed by citizens of 
said State, and others, praying Congress to grant 
the State of Indiana the unsold lands inthe Vin- 
cennes land district, to enable the State of Indiana 
to complete the Wabash and Erie canal, and other 
works referred to in the petition: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: Petition of A. 
Grannis and others, of East Haven, praying Con- 
gress-to erect a light-house or beacon on the south- 
west ledge atthe entrance of the harbor at New 
Haven, in Connecticut: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. MACLAY: Petition of Martin & 
Schull, ofthe city of New York, asking for an ex- 
amination of the different forms of dry-dock, before 
any action shall have been had by Congress in ref- 
erence toa dry-dock at the city of New York. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: Petitions signed 
by 600 citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, askmg 
Congress for an appropriation fora harbor at the 
town of Racine, in said Territory: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Five petitions, nume- 
rously signed by citizens of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, asking Congress for an appropriation for 
a harbor at the town of Racine, in said Territory: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. Two pe- 
tittons, numerously signed, asking Congress for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. Petition signed 
by the members of the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking of Congress the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Milwaukie to the 
town of Jefferson, the county seat of Jefferson coun- 
ty, to Madison, the seat of government in said 
Perritory: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT: The petition 
of S. De Veaux, Peter B. Porter, and 45 other citi- 
zens of Niagara Falls, for a reduction and revision 
of the post office laws. 

Also, the petition of B. Fairman and 238 citizens 
of Orleans county, N. Y., and of S. M. Burroughs 
and 154 citizens of Orleans county, N. Y., for the 
same. 

Also, the petition of 71 citizens of Niagara coun- 
ty, N. Y., for the improvement of Eighteen Mile 
Creek harbor. 

Also, the petition of 90 citizens of Orleans coun- 
ty, N. Y., for Oak Orchard harbor. 

Also, the petition of 50 citizens of Lockport, N. 
Y., for an amendment to the constitution as pro- 
posed by the Massachusetts resolutions. Also, 
from 49 citizens of Niagara Falls for the same. 


: consuls and sent home under.t 


. IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 24, 1844. a. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
seventy-three citizens of Hartford, Connecticut, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage, and 
the abolition of the franking privilege; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT said a memorial from the mana- 
gers of the New York institution for the instruction 


-of the blind had been placed in his hands, with a 


request that he would present it to the Senate. It 
was signed by the committee of managers of that 
institution. The sole object was to invite the Sen- 
ate to an exhibition by the pupils from this institu- 
tion, which would take place in the hall of the 
House of Representatives this evening. The paper 
was then read to the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from Da- 
vid Myerle, praying indemnity for losses sustained 
under a contract to supply water-rotted hemp for 
thé navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the petition of 
Francis Cooper, praying indemnity for losses of 
property during the war, was ordered to be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
the Common Council of the city of Monroe, Michi- 


‘gan, asking for a further appropriation from the 


government to prosecute the works commenced in 
the harbor at that place: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the petition of the heirs 
of Gustavus B. Horner, praying for commutation 


ay. 
‘ Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of western Pennsylvania, asking 
for a further appropriation towards the completion 
of the works in the harbor of Erie: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Joseph 
H. Caldwell and others. praying to be released from 
liability as sureties on the bonds given by the New 
Orleans and Nashville Railroad Company, to secure 
the payment of the duties on certain railroad iron: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files of the Senate, for the 
Pup of delivering into the hands of the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, the report made by the Secretary 
of War, in response to a resolution of the Senate of 
the present session, concerning the awards made by 
the board established under the Cherokee treaty. 


On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, the President ° 


pro tem. was empowered to fill the vacancies in the 
several standing committees caused. by the resigna- 
tion of the Hon. Mr. Sprague, of Rhode Island. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 

ort of the Commitiee on the Post Office and Post 
oads, on the claims of E. & S. Ward, was taken 
up, and concurred in by the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 
ports of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
an the cases of the heirs of Daniel Trueheart and 
Elizabeth Lomax, were taken up for consideration; 
but, on the suggestion of Mr. ARCHER, they 
were ordered to lie on the table till to-morrow. 


CONSULAR ESTABLISHMENTS. 


On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, the Senate took up 
for consideration the resolution Introduced by him, 
calling upon the departments for information con- 
cerning the operations of the consuls and commer- 
cial agents abroad. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he did not rise to 
make any objection to the resolution, but he rather 
thought that a part of the information called for 
was already communicated. He could not distin- 
guish, by the reading of the resolution at his seat, 
whether it embraced a simple inquiry, (which, if it 


_did not, he desired it should embrace,) for informa- 


tion in relation to the sum received by consuls and 
consular agents, under the provisions of law, to re- 
lieve seamen discharged in foreign ports. He wished 
to know whether the resolution was broad enough 
to embrace that inquiry. 

Mr. SEMPLE said he did not presume itembraced 
that. -It was intended to embrace only the number 
of seamen which have been provided for by the 


for that purpose, But theamount the government 


f 


e- provisions of law < 


paid for. that purpose. ` bean exte 
quiry, and would probably make a large volume, 
embracing the accounts of the different consuls. 


He. thought that when the number was shown in - 
the statement, the amount of the expense could be © 


easily got at. : 
Mr. HUNTINGTON said he did ‘not mean to 


‘extend the inquiry to. call for the accounts. His ` 
object was, only to see the amount, to know wheth- . 


er any legislation was necessary to render more cer- 
tain returns from consuls of the amounts disbursed 
for that purpose. He- suggested the propriety of 
letting the resolution lie on the table, to enable him 


to prepare an amendment to embrace the inquiry. 
é : 


inted at. 


Mr. SEMPLE said he had no objection. His 
object was to get all the information which -was 
necessary to enable him to frame a bill remodel- 
ling the consular establishment. 


he resolution was accordingly again laid on the 
table. . . 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


The CHAIR announced the general orders; 
the first bill on which, was that to grant a quantity 
of land to aid in the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by a 
canal in the territory of Wisconsin. 

The question pending being on concurring in 
the amendments (heretofore published) made in 
committee of the whole, the question was put, 
and they were concurred in. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king from the 3d section so much as says that “the 
said lands shall be subject. to the disposal of the 
President and Congress for the purpose aforesaid, 
and no other.” 

He moved also to strike from the-bill (including 
the amendments heretofore made on the suggestion 
of Mr. Waxxer, providing that the improvements 
shall be kept in repair by Wisconsin when it be- 
comes a State, which shal! impose no greater toll 
than is necessary to keep the same in repair) the 
following: 


“The said rivers, when improved, and the said 
canal, when completed, shall be and forever remain 
a public highway for the use-of the Government of 
the United States, free from any toll or other charge 
whatever, for any property of the United States, or 
persons in their service, passing upon the same. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, after the lands 
hereby granted shall have been selected as aforesaid, 
they shall be offered for sale, in the same manner as 
other public lands, at the land office of the district in 
which they are situated—the first tier of sections on the 
banks of said rivers, lakes, and canals, at two dollars 
and fifty cents the acre, and the second tier of sec- 
tions at government price; and a separate accogmt of 
all lands so sold shall be kept by the register OF the 
said office. And the said alternate sections reserved 
to the United States shall not be sold at a rate less 
than two dollars and fifty cents the acre. 

“Sec. 3. And be it further, enacted, That the topo- 
griphicil engineers, under the control and direction 
of the Secretary of War, shall cause the said im- 
provement and canal to be constructed in such man- 
ner, and upon such plans, and estimates, as shall have 
been previously prepared and submitted to the said 
Secretary, and approved by him: Provided, The en- 
tire cost to the United States of the said-work shall 
not exceed the value of said lands hereby granted.” 


Mr. TAPPAN said, that as he had expressed 
his views on the subject a few days ago, when the 
bill was before the Senate, he would not now say 
more than that it must be obvious to every Senator, 
that the mode of constructing this canal by the 
general government, as proposed by the bill, was 
the most wasteful which could be invented. The 
work proposed is one of great importance, and, 
when well done, will be of very great utility. It 
was with a view that it may be so done, that he 
proposed to amend the bill. Reserve the lands from 
sale, and devote them to the construction of this 
canal; but leave the making of the canal, the sale of 
the lands, and the expenditure of the money arising 
from such sale, to Wisconsin, when she shall be- 
come a State. Such was his proposition, and. he 
hoped it would commend itself to the approbation of 
the whole Senate. 


Mr. BAGBY was understood to make the- in- ° 


quiry, whether some 400,000 or 500,000 acres of land 
were not reserved, under the distribution act, to the 
Territories, to be applied to objects of ‘the kind pro- 
posed by the bul. N 
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without costing the government a single dollar: for 
the alternate sections to be retained by the govern- 
ment, as has_been the practice in, other caxes, when 


sold at the advanced price, will reimburse h 
sections granted to. make the work.: 
most important national work be compl 
any cost to the treasury. ‘The proposition, of -t 
senator from Ohio was to'reseryé. these lands for: the 
urpose, until that Territory ‘shall: be 
ir the bill should pass in its present form, ant 
found desirable hereafter, when that Territory’ shal 
be admitted as.a State into the Union, to. give: her 
the power to manage the construction of the work, 
if, indeed, it is not completed before that time, Con- 
gress ĉan pass an act conferring'that power. Mr. 
T. spore at some length in favor of ‘the bill as it 
stood. : 
Mr. KING said he had already given evidence to 
the Senate that he was in favor of ceding part of this 
land on these rivers, for the purpose of improving 
their navigation; and he considered the section 
of the bill which related to. this subject one 
of great importance. He: feared. that his. friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Tarran] would. not obtain. his: 
ject by the amendment proposed. DEES 
The senator would have to change his’ p 
gy to obtain his object; and, with a view 
him time to look into the matter more fally, 
‘posed that the bill should lie: over till to-m 
He was convinced that prop de 
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by States or companies whose interest it was to use 
economy in their construction. ` Ifthe land, there- 
fore, was ceded for this’ specifié object, and no ex- 
penditures made upon it until a seat of government 
should be formed in that Territory, the people would 
have a direct interest in the proper expenditure of 
the funds appropriated for the construction of the 
works... ‘He was not disposed to throw any ob- 
stacles in the way of improvements of this aed 
tion; but he well knew that most of the expendi- 
tures by the Government. for similar purposes 
had been extravagant ` beyond computation, and 
had cost more than would, if properly managed, 
have done twice the work. He referred the senator 
from Louisiana [Mr.. Barrow] to the appropria- 
tions for improvements at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi river.. How many thousands of dollars had 
been expended there, and where was there anything 
to show? Had the obstructions been removed, orh 

‘the mud-banks: been in any way’ improved? 
money was gone, and. there was nothing to 
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an | they could if there was no popu- 
` “He could not see why” the gentleman 
New York [Mr. TALLMADGE] was so 
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ovements, “when they ‘could be effected, 
arid. would. be. effected, ina much’ shorter’ time, 
‘bya little delay. He was’ decidedly -in favor of 
ceding a part of these lands, but not at this tinie; 
and he trusted such a course would be pursued. 
He again suggested to his friend from Ohio [Mr. 
“Tappan] to let the bill lie over, in order that he [Mr. 
T.] might have an opportunity of examining it 
more thoroughly, and of preparing such an amend- 
ment as would ‘provide for the construction of this 
canal, when the Territory should become a State. 
With such an arrangement he should be satisfied. 
“He believed it would be more to the interest of the 
Territory and the country; and that the canal would 
then ‘be better constructed, and ata much less ex- 
pense. X 


Mr. TAPPAN acquiesed in the sug estion of the 
senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kino;] and the bill was 
postponed until to-morrow. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of Fri- 
day, being the resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by the senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. McDurris,] to reduce gradually the 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the stand- 
ard of the compromise act—that is, an ad valorem 
duty of twenty per cent. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, before this debate pro- 
ceeded, he desired to take the opinion of the Senate 
on a point of order. He had listened to the discus- 
sion—especially that portion of it which had occu- 
pied the attention of the Senate for the last three 
days—with all the attention which was due to the 
honorable senators by whom it had been conducted, 
and certainly with a full appreciation of the abilit 
with which the subject had been debated; but with 
a constant feeling of the entire impropriety of the 
length to which it had extended from the subject 
under consideration. 

„The appropriate «committee of the Senate, to 
which this bill had been referred, had reported a 
resolution which presented a preliminary question; 
and that was, whether the Senate had power to take 
original legislative jurisdiction on a bill of this de- 
scription. That, he apprehended, was the question 
which was primarily to be decided; because, if, in 
point of fact, the Senate should ultimately decide 
that it had not the power to originate this bill, and 
should, in the intermediate time, have engaged ina 
discussion on.the merits of the bill itself, the result 
would be that, in the character of senators, they 
had been discussing a question over which they had 
no sort of jurisdiction. He apprehended it was 
truc in a legislative as well as in a judicial 
point of view, that before the Senate could enter into 
the consideration of the subject-matter of a ques- 
tion, it must ascertain and determine its right and 
authority to decide upon its jurisdiction. Great and 
important as were the questions presented to their 
consideration in the discussion which had been con- 
ducted for the last three days, there was one in ad- 
vance of all these questions, and infinitely more 
important. It was, the question of the constitutional 
powers of that body; and that he conceived was the 
irst question which claimed consideration. He 
was aware, while making this suggestion to the 
Senate, that the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Woopzury] was entitled to the floor that day; 
but having intimated this morning to that Senator 
his Intention of raising a point of order, he presumed 
it would be perfectly satisfactory to him [Mr. W.] 
if the sense of the Senate could be ascertamed as to 
the propriety of continuing the discussion, before 
rising to address the Senate. But it was not the 
Senator from New Hampshire alone who was con- 
cerned. It concerned every other individual who 
expected to take part in the debate, to know whether 
he should be restricted in his observations upon a 
sabject involving the constitutional powers of the 
Senate to that question; or whether he should en- 
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of order, whether the discussion ‘should not bere- 
stricted to the question of the constitutional power 
of the Senate to originate this bill; and not w ih any 
desire to oppose a mere reference to the bill for the 
purpose of ascertaining its character. It was to ex- 
clude from discussion the consideration of its merits. 
He submitted:the question of order. 

The CHAIR said that, after’ deliberating much 


on the- subject, he was of opinion that it was not | 


in his power to restrict the discussion. If there 
was any dissent from this opinion, an appeal could 


- be taken. 


Mr. ARCHER inquired if the object of the sena- 
tor from Georgia would not be accomplished by a 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, with instructions to report back the two 
questions involved in the resolution separately? 


The CHAIR desired, if not out of order, to be 
allowed to state an opinion formed after much de- 
liberation. It was, that the proper time for raising 
the question of order, would have been on asking 
leave to introduce the bill. But no objection hav- 
ing been then made, the bill was to be consid- 
ered as before the Senate; and, although the 

uestion would be upon adopting the report of 
the committee, the discussion on that point was not 
precluded from embracing the merits of the bill 
itself. If any Senators thought proper to question 
the decision of the Chair, an appeal from it might be 
taken; and the Senate would itself then decide the 
question of order. 


Mr. BERRIEN called for the reading of the re- 
port. 

The Secretary of the Senate read the report, con- 
sisting simply of the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the bill entitled ‘A bill to revive 
the act of the 2d March, 1833, usually called the 
compromise act, and to modify the existing duties 
upon foreign imports in conformity with its provis- 
ions,” is a bill for raisıng revenue within the mean- 
ing of the 7th section of the Ist article of the con- 
stitution, and cannot therefore originate in the Sen- 
ate: therefore 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BERRIEN said it seemed to him, from the 
form of the resolution, that the concluding part was, 
in so many words, a direct sequence of the previous 
part. Both parts must be taken as a whole, in 
which the nature of the bill and the constitutional 
objection to it are inseparably united; and, for 
this cause, it recommends that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. But the object he had in view 
was simply to obtain the sense of the Senate, 
whether it should confine itself to the considera- 
tion of the preliminary question, or go into the 
menk of the bill itself. Be denied that there could 
be any rule or action of the Senate in regulating its 
procecdings, which could arm itself with powers it 
did not possess from the constitution. If the Senate 
did not possess the power to entertain the bill itself, 
it certainly could not give itself the power of dis- 
cussing its merits. The constitutional question could 
not be set aside by any rule of the Senate. Its in- 
cumbent duty was, first to decide whether it had or 
had not the right of jurisdiction over the subject. 
Perhaps the object he had in view could be attain- 
ed—as he now understood the Chair had decided 
that the bill and resolution were both before the 
Senate—by moving that the whole be laid on the ta- 
ble, premising that he made the motion simply for 
the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate wheth- 
er the question for discussion was tobe that of the 
preliminary jurisdiction, or the merits of the bill. 

The CHAIR was understood to remark that, if 
the motion to lay the whole on the table prevailed, 
all would go together. 

Mr. ARCHER hoped his friend from Georgia 
would shape his motion so as to obtain a vote on the 
question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed thet he now under- 
stood that his object would not be obtained by 
the motion to lay the whole on the table. He had 
already stated that the first question to be decided 
was the prelimmary question of jurisdiction; it was 
the great value attached to the resolution. His de- 
sire was to have the direct decision of the Senate, 
either affirming or denying its constitutional power 
to entertain the bill. That object, however, it ap- 

eared, would not be obtained by a motion to lay the 
illon the table. He should be glad to acquiesce 
in any motion that would attain his direct object. 


i és. 
Tt was with a view to ascertain the sense’ of the Sèn- . 
ate on this ‘subject, that he had submitted the point 


-acter. 


I nestion on that point should be decided” that 
the merits of the bill- can be discussed, he should 
have no. objection: to the views ‘of senators being 
given on the merits of the bill. — i : 

> The CHAIR pointed out various ways in which 
the object of the senator from Georgia could be at- 
tained; and, to show this, referred to the standing 
rules, which he quoted. . 

Mr. HUNTINGTON understood the senator 

from Georgia to suggest to the Chair whether the 

uestion he proposed to raise, and which he (Mr. 
H) thought ought to be the first question raised— 
that of jurisdiction—might not be reached in this 
form; by laying the question of indefinite postpone- 
ment on the table, leaving the naked question of ju- 
risdiction to be decided by a direct vote. 

The CHAIR read one of the standing rules, by 
which it appeared that a division of the question 
might be called for. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had before under- 
stood the decision of the Chair to be, that they were 
not capable of division. 

The CHAIR said, no; the Chair thought it 
was divisible. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON thought the question of 
jurisdiction was the first question to be decided. It 
was a great constitutional question, that ought to be 
decided by the Senate. It ought to be placed on 
record, that the Senate had settled this question of 
jurisdiction bya direct vote. If this were not set- 
tled first, the diseussion on the merits of the bill 
might be kept up for weeks, and to no purpose, be- 
cause at last the vote on the resolution might decide 
that there was no jurisdiction. His friends had 
shown by what had already taken place, that their 
object was not ‘to avoid discussion; for that they 
were prepared, whenever the proper time came, for 
going into it. 

Mr. ARCHER did not understand the answer 
given by the Chair, when the question was asked, 
whether the object might not be accomplished by 
a motion to recommit the bill with instructions, 

The CHAIR replied to the inquiry that, on re- 
committal, the committee could report the questions 
distinctly, and on their report a division of the sub- 
ject would come up. But onthe motion to recom- 
mit, the whole subject would be open to discussion. 

Mr.. ARCHER. had been going to say, that the 
object might be attainable by a motion of that char- 
But it appeared that motion would let in the 
very thing against which he wished to guard—a. 
fruitless discussion of the tariff policy of the coun- 
try—on apending question of the jurisdiction of the 
Senate, which might be decided against the right to 
entertain the measure discussed. If the discussion 
was to go on for five or six weeks, was it not worth 
while to consider the excitement of the country 
which it would raise, and the almost ludicrous as- 
pect in which the Senate would be regarded at the 
end of that time, when it would be decided that it 
had no jurisdiction to entertain the measure it had 
been so long discussing, That the whole thing 
should result—in what way? That, by the constitu- 
tion, they had no power at all to entertain this bill! 
For such would prove to be the fact. 

Gentlemen on all sides of the House, whatever 
might be their views as to the policy of the tariff 
law, should: concur in avoiding the occasion which 
would be thus given for casting a stigma on the 
character and conduct of the Senate. 

He should feel it. to be his duty to offer the mo- 
tion he had intimated his intention of making, but 
he now understood the object could be better at- 
tained by another motion to lay the whole on the 
table; on which motion it would be competent for 
some other senator to call for a division of the sub- 
ect. 

He did not think it could be desirable that the 
general discussion should be continued in advance of 
a legitimate occasion for going into the whole merits 
of the tariff question, without being checked by 
any constitutional retraint. He understood, ‘from 
the organ of the other House, in relation to this 
subject, that there was now very little doubt thata 
bill would, at no distant day in the session, be gent 
from that House, where such measures could more 
properly originate, which would call up the gues- 
tion for the most*free and ample discussion that 
gentlemen could desire. Should this discussion, in 
the mean time, have gone on for five or six weeks, 
was it all to be gone over again, or was the 
legitimate occasion to pass with little or no discus- 
sion? They should, in such case, have to renew 
the subject for five or six weeks, which had already 
occupied their time for the same period. He should 


therefore move to Jay the whole subject on the ta~; 
ble, with a. view to. afford the senator from Con- : 
necticut an opportunity of calling for a. division of.: 


the question. 


Mr. ATHERTON inquired whether his colb. 


. league, having obtained the floor yesterday, was not 
entitled to it, and to proceed before any ‘one else 
could take the floor. 

The CHAIR explained that, as a matter of cour- 
tesy, it was understood the senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Woopsury] was entitled to the floor, 

“should the debate proceed; but that he had yielded 
it to the senator from Georgia to raise the question 
of order. : : f 

Mr. BAGBY asked the senator from Virginia to 
suspend his motion for a few moments, to enable 
him to state his reasons for the vote he should give 
on that motion. 


Mr. ARCHER said the same request had been 
made by the senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bavarn.] 
He had no objection to extend the usual courtesy to 
both senators; but with a distinct understanding that, 
in doing so, they would not lead off to a discussion 
of the general subject. 

Mr. 
that understanding. 

_ Mr. BAYARD observed, that he understood 
it was supposed that the bill was under discussion, 
as well as the preliminary. question of the resolution 
from the Committee on Finance. Now, he appre- 
hended that was not the fact. It was very true, that 
when application was made for leave to introduce 
the bill, it might: have been properly objected to on 
the ground that the Senate had no jurisdiction. It 
would undoubtedly have been the proper time. But 
from a long-established courtesy, it was not then ob- 
jected to.. The introduction was tacitly suffered 
with a view of allowing the Senator from South 
Carolina an opportunity of making his speech on 
the merits of the tariff question. But the mere fact 
of having postponed the objection to a subsequent 
stage of the progress of the bill, did not at any time 
_ give a jurisdiction which the Senate did not consti- 
tutionally possess. 
Well, now, if the bill at this moment was before 
the Senate, he wished to be informed at what read- 
ing was i? Certainly not on its second reading. 
The Chair supposed it was as in committee of the 
whole;for was it on a distinct insulated proposition, 
put by the Committee on Finance, which was en- 
tirely independent of the merits of the bill, raising 
the question of jurisdiction. It was no part or par- 
cel of the bill itself. It was that question which 
was taken up, and it was the only question that 
ought to be debated in the first instance. Let the 
character of the resolution be examined, and it 
would be found on its very face. It might appear 
that it put forward two propositions; but such was 
not the fact. It was but one resolution; the two 
parts could not be separated, because of the very 
nature of the thing. ‘The Finance Committee re- 
reported a resolution, which gave in itself a reason 
for the recommendation of indefinite postponement. 
The CHAIR suggested that, if the bill was not 
before the Senate, there could not be a motion to 
postpone it indefinitely. 
Mr. BAYARD observed that it was not his inten- 
tion to appeal from the decision of the Chair that 
the bill was before the Senate; his remarks went 
merely to show that this proposition—this resolu- 
tion—was a single resolution; and as to the sugges- 
tions made by the Chair as to the motive, the very 
reason for the postponement was involved in the 
proposition—it was in its very essence. It stated 
on its face that very thing, the first part being only 
of the nature of a preamble. Strike out the paren- 
thetical part, and it is still the same resolution, but 
Jess explanatory. It would be “resolved, that this 
bill, not being within the constitutional jurisdiction 
of the Senate, be indefinitely ae, The 
mere duplicating of the terms did not make it two 
resolutions. It was but one resolution. Nothing 
was more. common in such matters than to com- 
mence by stating that, for_cerlain reasons, il is ne- 
cessary to doso and so. That did not alter the fact 
that it was but a single proposition, on which the 
Senate was called upon to pass a direct vote; because, 
in the opinion of the committee, this was a bill 
which the Senate could not entertain. It wasa 
special case; there was no power to go beyond the 
" question; it, was a distinct proposition, going di- 

yecily to ‘the right of the Senate to entertain the 
“Measure: The vote that settled the jurisdiction 
“avGald settle the. whole question. It seemed, there- 


fore: to. him, 


AGBY said he certainly would acquiesce in — 


y ‘that the proper proceeding” 
directly on that question. | a f 
Some. incidental conversation here took`place: be- 
tween the CHAIR, Mr. BAYARD, Mr. SEVIER, 
and Mr. ARCHER; after which, : 


„Mr. SEVIER rose to express his regret that any 


was to vote 


_ Opposition should be raised against carrying ont the 


discussion. ‘This was not a new instance of pro- 


tracted debate on propositions that could lead to no~ 


result. He could give numerous instances in which 
such discussions had been allowed to go on, weeks 


‘upon weeks, without interruption. He would recall 


to the recollection of the Senate one relative to an 
agent to South Americas; another was on the long 
string of resolutions offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Calhoun,] in which there 
were six or eight propositions, leading to no prac- 
tical result; also the resolutions afterwards ex- 
unged on motion of his friend from Missouri, 
EM Benton.] He also recollected the report on 
the subject of the State debts, on which there was 
no proposition at all before the Senate; yet how 
long was the discussion kept up? But. here was a 
proposition of the greatest importance to the whole 
country—a question of revenue, with a debt increas- 
ing, and inadequate means. This was a subject on 
which he and the whole country wanted light. 
Whether a vote on a preliminary question, or a 
measure itself—whether the present tariff will sup- 
ply resources for the government or not—these 
subjects having been drawn into discussion by the 
ablest minds in the country, before they are fully 
developed, are arrested by a question of order, to 
avoid further discussion. Now he did hope that it 
would be allowed to progress, not on the preliminary 
question alone, but the. merits of the measure pro- 
posed. After it had proceeded so far, he regretted 
that the gentlemen on the other side had thrown 
obstacles in the way of its continuance, now that 
other gentlemen wished to express their views. 


Mr. BAGBY said he wished it to be distinctly 
understood, in the vote he should give, that it was 
not for any partiality for the tariff bill of last ses- 
sion, or any repugnance to the principles of the bill 
prezenton by the senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 

cDurriz.| It appeared to him that the Senate 
was about to step off on the wrong foot when the 
bill was introduced. That was the time when the 
question of jurisdiction should have been enter- 
tained and discussed. He would have interposed 
then, had it not been intimated that the whole ques- 
tion of jurisdiction would have been settled on the 
coming in of the report. If he had not supposed 
so, it would have been impossible for him, enter- 
taining the views he did, to have voted in favor of 
the leave, or the reference either. No one appre- 
ciated more fully than he did the importance of the 
tariff question, and the injurious operation of the 

resent tariff upon the southern section e 

nion; but thcre was connected with this s a 
question infinitely higher in importance th e 
tariff. Thatis the great questicn—as to where the 
taxing power resides. Although he agreed with the 
senator from South Carolina, that the present tariff 
was the most odious act ever passed by any legisla- 
tive body, he could not, entertaining the opinions he 
did, endeavor to get rid of that measure, by vio- 
lating what he conceived to be a fundamental prin- 
ciple of the constitution. 


He had listened with great pleasure to the argu- 
ment of the senator from South Carolina, and sub- 
scribed almost entirely to the correctness of the 
principles embraced in the bill introduced by him. 
Tt was due to the senator from Maine [Mr. E.] to 
say that he listened to his argument with pleasure, 
although he differed with him totally in his views. 
It was always agreeable to him to witness the ef- 
forts of able and ingenious minds, even though they 
should be employed in endeavoring to make “the 
worse appear the better reason.” He also enter- 
entertained the most profound respect for that body, 
and for the States of which they were the represent- 
atives; but he entertained greater respect for the con- 
stitution we have derived from our ancestors, and 
for the great rights secured to the people by that in- 
strument, of being taxed by bills originating with 
their immediate representatives. lt was to preserve 
the constitution from violation, and to maintain that 
right in its plenitude and piim, and for that reason 
alone, he should vote to lay the biilon the table; 
as that (according to the decision of the Chair) was 
the only way the question of jurisdiction could -be 
tached, $ ; 

Mr. ALLEN asked and obtained the assent of 


ject himself- to the danger. of bein 
equivocal position, -His idea was, tha 


subject, it did not seem: right to-arres' 
after ` the elaborate : speech“ of: the 
Maine. Entertaining’ himself the ‘op! 
Senate had not jurisdiction of the bill, 
at the proper time, give his vote “int 
with that opinion. But as to silencing 
and lasting question, it was. in. vain to mak 
tempt. The subject would be discussed- It 
as wellbe attempted to arrest’ time itself; 88 
rest the discussion of a matter which agitated’ 
whole Union. = eae 
Although it was his belief that the Senate had not 
that kind of unequivocal jurisdiction which ‘justified 
the introduction of thè bill, ‘stillhe should: vote 
against laying the matter on the table, forthe obvious 
reason that it would place Senators in the condition 
that they would be required to ations to:the coun- 
try the reasons for their votes. ‘They might have 
various and opposite motives for their votés; yet, 
with no explanation, they might he: supposed to she 
actuated by the same reasons. He thought it would 
be much better to decide:at once:the question. of ju- 
risdiction; and he therefore suggested to the Senator 
from Virginia the propriety of withdrawing his. mo- 
tion to lay on the table, and let ‘the direct vote: be 
taken on. the preliminary point. ace 
Mr. ARCHER observed that the honorable sena- 
tors from Arkansas and Ohio seemed: to: him to'be 
altogether unauthorized in taking up the'opinion ex- 
pressed by them, that anybody on his (Mr. A.’s) 
side of the House, was opposed, on a proper occa- 
sion and at the proper time, to debate the question. 
He was sure the motion he had made, accompanie 
by the explanation he had given, did not warrant 
any such inference as that it was hig design, or the 
object of gentlemen en his side to shrink from the 
fullest discussion of the tariff law whenever the 


yi thatthe 
he: should, 
jecordance 


He 


Mr. ARCHER accepted the explanation. 
was confident that it was not the intention of the 
senator to make any uncourteous allusions to him 


or his friends. He would take occasion to say that 
he, for one—and he would undertake to speak for 
every senator on his side of the . House—so 
far from being disposed to arrest discussion on the 
tariff policy of the country, it was their earnest de- 
sire that, at the proper time, both Houses might go 
into that discussion, EE ig 

The senator from. Arkansas was mistaken: with 
regard to his friend from Georgia and: himself (Mr. 
A.) They held, not that it: would -be. surplus 
discussion, but thatit was not within the compe- 
tency of the Senate to entertain the bill atall. ‘The 
senator from Ohio said that,although he concurred in 
the opinion of the senator from Georgia, thatto enter- 
tain the bill was not constitutional, he should vote 
against the motion, which’ the Chair said was the 
only mode of meeting the question of jurisdiction 
asa preliminary question. If any senator could 
point outanother mode of coming at the direct vote, 
he should: not hesitate to say that it would be most 
desirable to adopt it. Now, if. the. senator, or any 
other gentleman, would make amotion which would 
effect that object, he (Mr. Arcuer) was willing to 
go for it, to escape an unauthorized discussion now. 
He renewed his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. EVANS asked for a division of the question 
in this form: First, on laying the bill on thetable; 
and then on the second branch of the resolution; 
so that, if the biland last part of the resolution: be 
jaid on the table, and the second part be not nega- 
lived, and not laid on the table, the. discussion of 


the’ senate will be on that subject and not on any 


others OAO Se, og? : 

The CHAIR wasunder the ‘impression that, if 
the bill was laiđ on the table, itnecessarily included 
the whole ‘subject. But it might be done in this 
way=retaining all the matter in the first proposi- 
tion. = 

-Mr. EVANS asked what would then be the sub- 
ject of discussion if the last-resolution was laid on the 
table: a 

The CHAIR said the first would be. : f 

Mr. EVANS asked, would the bill. itself and its 
merits, or the first resolution alone, be discussed? 

“The CHAIR said it was his opinion that the first 
resolution, and that alone, would be the subject of 
discussion. : 

Mr. EVANS thought that it would, in that form, 
furnish a mode by which the sense of the Senate 
could be attained on the preliminary question. 

The point of order for obtaining the direct ovte 
was discussed for some time by Messrs. EVANS, 
KING, ARCHER, and MOREHEAD; when, 

At the suggestion of Mr. MOREHEAD, that it 
was due to Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. McDurrrs] to have an opportunity of an- 
swering the senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] 
it. was agreed by general consent, with the excep- 
tion of Mr. Haywoop, who declared that he 
would be no party to such an unparliamentary un- 
derstanding, that Mr. McDurrw should name a 
day for making his reply; and that then the debate 
should cease, Mr.. Arcuer bein, 
his position of beins the mover of the question to 
lay the whole on the table. 

Mr. McDurriz yielding to the suggestion that 
Monday next would be a proper time to take up 
the subject again-— 

The subject was postponed to that day. 

The Senate then went into executive session; and, 
after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, January 24, 1844. 


“Mr. HOPKINS wished to give notice of a bill. 

Mr. ADAMS objected, and called for the orders 
of the day. 

Mr. HAMLIN rose to a privileged question; and, 
on his motion, a correction was made in the journal. 

Mr. COBB made a report from the Committee of 
Claims, accompanied by a bill for the relief of Jo- 
seph M. Fernandez; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER said the order of the morning 
hour was called for; which was the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS asked permission at 
this time to present a minority report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules; which was acceded to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the printing of an 
extra number of the report of the majority and mi- 
nority of the committee together. 

Mr. HOPKINS objected. 

Mr. WINTHROP then proceeded with his re- 
marks on the right of petition, which he commenced 
yesterday; and in the course of his argument, he 
quoted from Hansard, (an English authority on that 
subject,) showing the settled practice of the English 
House of Commons. 

Mr. RHETT wished to correct the gentleman by 
yeading a note to the passage which had beer. read 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he was desirous to occu- 
py the whole of the time allotted to him, and he 
went on and finished his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE next obtained the floor; which, how- 
ever, was contested by Mr. ANDREW JOHN- 
SON. The Speaker, however, gave it to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. RHETT, by Mr. Payne’s permission, said 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, in quoting the 
proposition from Hatsell, which he said he hoped 
would be incribed as one of the rules of the House, did 
not refer to Mr. Hatsell’s authority, or his prop- 
osition, ou the same page, which he would read to 
the House. Mr. Hatsell says: “In the proceedings 
between the two Houses on Skinner’s business, in 
1669, which are erased from the journals, it ap- 
pears from Gray’s Debates, VI, p. 209, that on the 
7th and 8th December, the House of Commons re- 
solved: 1. ‘That it is an. inherent right of every 
commoner of England, to prepare and present peti- 
tions to the House, in case of grievances; and of the 


- 


_ CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


reinstated in| 


House of Commons to receive them: 2. ‘That is 
the undoubted right and priulege of the House of 

Commons.to adjudge and determine, touching the 

nature and matter of such petitions, how far they are 

Sit and unfit to be received.’ ” ; 

Mr. WINTHROP said that, if the gentleman 
from South : Carolina would look to page 388, he 
would see this matter corrected, and the word re- 
ceived was stricken out, and thefword retained was 
inserted in the second proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE having proceeded, 

Mr. RHETT interrupted him, and begged him to 
allow him to read to the House the proposition 
which the gentleman fidin Massachusetts said was 
altered en the page 388; that he finds them, at the 
page the gentleman referred to, exactly as they are 
first recited by Mr. Hatsell, the word received being 
in the second proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE refused to allow Mr. Ruzrr to read 
the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE said it had not been his purpose to 
trouble the House upon this subject; but when he 
reflected upon the importance of the question in- 
volved, and the importance of those results which 
would probably grow out of the determination of 
the question, he felt constrained—very much against 
his will—to take part in the debate. The discus- 
sion upon this question had been of a most extra- 
ordinary character. Gentlemen had come forward 
and stated upon the floor of that House that a delib- 
erate design was entertained by gentlemen here to 
suppress or abolish the right of petition, to prevent 
the people of the United States from assembling and 
petitioning the government. He availed himself of, 
this occasion to declare,in the face of the nation,” 
that, as far as his knowledge extended, no such 
feeling, disposition, or desire, was entertained by 
any individual in the House. The gentleman from 
South Carolina, who opened the debate, expressly 
declared that the right of petition was an inherent 
right, and placed beyond the reach of legislation. 
Such was the opinion which he himself entertained. 
Why, then, was this attempt made to gull and de- 
ceive the people? He would not impute improper 
motives to any gentleman. He would not say there 
was a species of demagoguism at the bottom of this 
memorial; that it was intended to make political 
capital out of it. There was no petition which had 
been presented to this Congress which had not been 
heard, understood, and acted upon. Every abolition 
petition which had been presented, had either been 
read, or its contents distinctly stated, so that the 
House was put fully in possession of the subject, 
The right of petition was not the question involved 
in this discussion; the true question was, how far 
they were bound to legislate upon the subject of 
abolition petitions; and, in his opinion, they were 
not bound to legislate upon these petitions at all. 
ite TT ousc, knowing their contents, had only to act 

heir rejectiou. But he would be glad to know 

far gentlemen expected the House to act ypon 
them. Where was to be the limit, if they once com- 
menced? Would itbe pretended that Congress had 
the power to abolish slavery within this District? 
But he would wish the word slavery to be dropped; 
for the use of that word served to deceive the public 
in regard to the question. The inquiry should be, 
Has Congress the power to abolish the right of prop- 
erty within the District of Columbia? That was the 
question. But perhaps the question which should 
be first settled was, whether individuals should hold 
property in slaves. He would not, however, go 
back so far as to investigate all that question. It 
was sufficient for him to know that slavery had ex- 
isted, in some form or other, from the beginning of 
the world to the present day, and he believed it to be 
the invariable concomitant of civilization and im- 
provement. So long as the inviolable prin- 
ciple of order should  continue—so long as 
the advancement of one man necessarily implied the 
degradation of another—so long would there continue 
to be slavery. But it was not his intention to go 
back to the origin of slavery. lt now existed under 
the laws of this country. How did this country 
acquire the institution originally? They acquired 
the right to their slaves by purchase. It was either 
by an ordinance of the British sovereign, while 
these States were colonics of Great Britain, or by an 
act of Parliament, he did not remember which; nor 
did he recollect distinctly where he got the informa- 
tion of this fact, that every person who purchased 
lands was compelled to purchase slaves. Thus 
slavery had been “forced upon them by that nation 
which affects so great a horror of slavery, and of 
everything else which is not subservient to her own 


nterests. Independently of this, there were other 
considerations which gave to individuals a title to the 
slaves. He raises them; he has to provide for them, 
in their old age—to sustain them. And was a man 
entitled to no remuneration for the care he was 


' obliged to take of them? But he apprehended that 


the right of propetty in slaves would not be ques- 
tioned. It had, however, been contended. by somé, 
that, under the act of cession from Maryland of a 
part of this District, Congress had full power to 
abolish slavery. He questioned whether the legis- 
lature of Maryland itself could abolish slavery. 
Where was the law authorizing. them to abolish the 
right of property? There was no such law. ‘Fhe 
declaration of rights prohibited the legislature of 
Maryland from abolishing the right of pene 
and the same with regard to Virginia. The legis- 
latures of these States being prohibited from abol- 
ishing the right of property, in the transfer of terri- 
tory to the federal government, they could give no 
right which they did not themselves possess. In 
fact, the deed of cession from Virginia contained an 
express prohibition of the power to abolish the right 
of property within this District. ? 

[Mr. P. here read from the deed -of cession, and 
also from a letter of Benjamin Watkins Leigh, 
showing his opinions upon this subject.] i 

It was said that Congress had the exclusive right 
to legislate within this District. That was not the 
question. No one ever supposed that another legis- 
lative body could exist here; of course no one had 
imagined that the people of this District could es- 
tablish another legislature. But it was never intend- 
ed that this legislature should break down all the 
barriers which exist against the destruction of the 
right of property. 

General Harzison, in his inaugural address, de- 
clared that the people of this District should not be 
slaves; that they should be regarded as freemen. 
He had regarded this declaration as absurd; but if 
such a doctrine prevailed, viz: that Congress had 
the power to sweep away the right of property, they 
were, indeed, the most abject of slaves. He con- 
tended that no such right did exist. The right of 
property was as well secured to the people within 
this District as it was to the people of the Union; 
and every barrier which had been raised to resist the 
encroachments of the power of the Government 
within the States, existed also in regard to this Dis- 
trict. . But they were not left exclusively to reason 
upon this subject. The constitution itself express- 
ly declared, in an amendment to that instrument, 
that private property should not be applied to pub- 
lic uses. Could it for a moment be contended that 
slaves were designed to be applied to public uses? 
It would be preposterous. There was another ques- 
tion connected with this subject; and that was, the 
power of Congress to make compensation for 
slaves; but it was not necessary to enter into that 
now. It was enough to know that the abolition of 
the right of property was prohibited both by legis- 
lative enactment and by the constitution itself. 

I ask (said he) if we are bound to receive proposi- 
tions to violate the constitution, and violate our 
oaths. No, sir; though we have no right to pre- 
vent the people from petitioning—no right to judge 
of the subjects on which they shall petition,—I ask 
if, when petitions are presented at the table, and you 
have settled in your mind that you have not the 
right to grant the prayer, because, in doing so, you 
would necessarily violate the constitution—I ask 

ou if you are bound to entertain, discuss, or legis- 
ate on that proposition. Now, he would appeal to 
those honest men in the States who were not aboli- 
tionists—for honor and honesty did not belong to 
the abolition party—but those honest men who 
were united with them under the delusive idea that 
the right of petition had been abridged, if they really 
believed that the right of petition was violated by 
refusing to entertain propositions to violate the con- 
stitution, and violate their oaths. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Guwpres] laughs, (said Mr. P.;) 
and I would be glad to understand from him if he 
is an abolitionist. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, I am. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, sir, we have a striking il- 
lustration of the honor that belongs to the abolition- 
ists. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman 
are not in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman himself interrupt- 
edme by a grin, which he had no rightto do; and 
my retort was the consequence of his conduct. 
Then he would say that as these petitions proposed 
a violation of the constitution, Congress had no 


right to entertain them. Ifa proposition was made 
to an individual to disregard his oath, and do a dis- 


. honorable act, he should regard it as an insult, and - 


resent it accordingly. So it was in public affairs. 
Congress should, with as much promptness, refuse to 
éntertain a dishonorable proposition as an individu- 
al was bound to do.. He was abdut to say to these 
honest men, who were not connected with the abo- 
litionists in thelr unlawful designs, but who joined 
them in the clamor for the right of petition, You 
may petition on every subject you please, on which 
Congress can constitutionally legislate; refer them, 
discuss them and legislate on them; but when peti- 
tions are presented which disregard the constitu- 
tion, and ask us to violate. our oaths, then we are 
not bound to receive them. He would ask the gen- 
tleman from Oho, [Mr. Duncan,] who avowed him- 
selfopposed to the schemes of ‘these abolitionists, 
but yet contended for the reception of these petitions, 
to stand on this ground; that they were not bound 
to violate the constitution and disregard their votes. 
If the gentleman went one step further, where was 
he to stop? The abolitionists never would be sat- 
isfied with the civil reception of these petitions; 
they never would. be satisfied by the receiving and 
laying them on the table; they never would be sat- 
isfied except by reference, discussion, and report; 
and, in short, the final accomplishment of the ob- 
jects they have in view. He would tell gentlemen, 
therefore, who held the same opinions, that the only 
safe and constitutional ground to stand on, was, that 
Congress should not entertain propositions which 
involve a violation of the constitution. If they went 
“one step beyond that, there was no stopping the 
tide that would rush in. He would make one re- 
mark to the democratic party. You can (said he) 
never gain the sympathy and affection of the 
abolition party, do what you will. You may make 
one concession now, and they will immediately ask 
for another; and they will on, getting more and 
more from you, until you sink down, in the tide 
of time, to utter oblivion; or else they will take you 
by the hair of the head, and doom you to servitude. 

We of the South (continued Mr. P.) seek not to 
abridge the right of petition. All that we do is to 
refuse to receive petitions asking us to do that which 
we have no constitutional power to do. He would 
appeal to any, reasonable man, (if any such there 
‘were who were co-operating with these abolitionists, ) 
if it was not the extreme of folly to ask them-to re- 
ceive petitions, the prayer of which, it was admit- 
ted, they had not the constitutional power to grant. 
Were these men willing to produce convulsions in 
the country for the sake of receiving these petitions, 
when no good could be poe by it, and when 
the very prayer contained in them had that object in 
view? 

Mr. DUNCAN asked leave to makean explana- 
tion. The gentleman alluded to the ground he (Mr. 
D.) took in relation to the right of Congress to abol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia, and to his 
objections to the 21st rule; but the gentleman evaded 
the point he (Mr. D.) really made, which was that 
Congress had the inherent right to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia whenever a majority of 
the people desired it. Congress had the same pow- 
er in relation to this subject that Virginia and Mary- 
land had, before the assumption of jurisdiction by 
it here, and that these States had now; but neither 
of them had this power until a majority of the peo- 
ple instructed them to exercise it. Now, he would 
ask the gentleman if he would agree to abolish sla- 
very in the District if a majority of the people in- 
structed Congress to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE replied that he had not reached that 
part of the gentleman’s argument, but he intended 
to have noticed it before concluding. He would 
now reply to the gentleman’s question. In the first 
place, he denied that the people of the District of 
Columbia could instruct Congress at all. The doc- 
trine-of instruction involved a constituency, and a 
representation on that floor, which the people of the 
District had not, and therefore they could not in- 
struct. He would go further. The rights of prop- 
erty would prevent Congress from doing this thing 
without an amendment to the constitution authoriz- 
ing. it. There was no aspect in which the subject 
could be viewed which would show that power in 
Congress. . They were tied up by the constitution, 
and could not go one step beyond that instrument. 
That was his answer to the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr- JOS. A. WRIGHT rose, and observed that 
he had not risen for the purpose of entering at large 
into this debate, but for the single object of defining 

~ his position, -and setting himself right before his 


tener 


constituents, He desired to say, in the first place, 


that, if this rule was so important as gentlemen. 
contended-——. i : : i 

_ The SPEAKER here announced that the mom- 
ing hour had expired. 

r. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules, 
to enable the gentleman from Indiana to go on with 
his remarks. ` 

This motion was negatived 

Mr. OWEN moved that the House resolve itself 
a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. = te a = 

The SPEAKER said that, before putting the 

nestion, he would take the occasion to lay before 
the House some executive communications. He 
then presented the following: 

Avletter from the Secretary of the Treasury trans- 
mitting a report of the number, names, and compen- 


sation of the clerks in his department: laid on the 


table, and ordered to he printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to the resolution of the House of the 13th 
instant, transmitting a statement of the amount of 
moneys received from the government of Mexico, 
under the treaty of indemnity; and the reason for 
refusing compensation to commander J. D. Knight, 
for bringing in one of the instalments of the said in- 
demnity: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Treasury Department, submit- 
ting a report,in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 10th instant, of the number of 
acres of land unsold in the Palestine, Vincennes, 

hawneetown, Kaskaskia, and Vandalia land dis- 


icts, of the susceptibility of the improvement of the . 


great Wabash river, from Terre Haute to its junc- 
tion with the Ohio river: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, transmitting a report, in answer to the 
resolution of yesterday, directing him to report the 
amount paid to James Young for services as clerk 
of the CommitteeZof Claims, and by what authority 
he has been paid: laid on the table. 

HAPMAN, on leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be required, 
in making up the teport and tables called for by a 
resolution of this House of the 3d of March Jast, 
in relation to the prices of articles in foreign coun- 
tries imported into the United States, to state also 
the rate of duty imposed on such articles on being 
imported into the United States; and where specific 
duties are imposed, to reduce them toad valorem 
rates on the cost of such articles abroad. 

On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, the papers in 
relation to the claim of Milly,a Creek woman, were 
withdrawn from the files of the last session, andgg- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the Committ 
Foréign Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the pay- 
ment of equitable commissions to the agents or at- 
torneys of persons in whose favor awards have been 
made under treaties between the United States and 
foreign powers, which awards have been retained in 
the treasury in payments of debts due to 4he United 
States: read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
ported the following bills; which were severally read 
twice, and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Folger. 

A. bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tucker. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Wm. Augustus 
Allen. 

A bill for the relief of George M. Jones; and 

A bill to provide for the paymentof the passage of 

General Lafayette from France to the United States, 
in the year 1824: accompanied by a report in each 
case.. 
* Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, to which was referred the bill 
to amend an act, entiled “An act granting half pay 
and pensions to certain widows, and the several acts 
and resolutions amendatory of the same, and to ex- 
tend and continue the provisions thereof,’ reported 
the same with an amendment. : 

It was read twice, and committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, the House resolved 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, Mr. Jouw Campsen, inthe chair; and 


“took up the repor 
Afara presented 


| Territory. 


briefly stated the points. he 
upon... In adverting: to. the: proposal: first 


h i the: * 
resolution of - Mr. “Owen. in rel 


Mr. OWEN, on resuming,.in commit 
marks he commenced yesterday in the I 
ad -alrea 


reat Britain,- by the gentleman from Massachuse! 


thi 


“Jt follows, that the portion of territory really in 
dispute between the two countries, is. about three. de~ 
gren of latitude; that is, about one fourth ‘of: the = 
whole.” egy pia 


Mr. Owen then said: I ask you, sir, to’ observe 
to what point all this is surely leading us.’ Our 
claims north of forty-nine are given ‘up, and the 

uestion is made to be, how much. more, ‘south of 
that parallel, we will consent to sacrifice, ‘in addition. 
Will it be replied, that the sentiment quoted is only 
a remark incidentally falling from’ an individual 
member of Congress, which cannot be used against 
us? And do you imagine, ‘sir, that ‘the words ‘of 
John C. Calhoun pass not across the Atlantic?’ Can 
you believe, that even the chance admissions of such 
aman, ona subject so interesting to England as 
Oregon, are not noted by the British ministry—-are 
not registered at St. James’s? Do you suppose that 
Mr. Packenham, the expected British envoy, has 
not read that speech? And can. you doubt, that he 
will arrive among us prepared to settle, not: whether 
Oregon is ours or Great Britain’s, but how these 
three degrees of latitude are to be parcelled out be- 
tween ua? i “aggre ee 

What that is satisfactory or desirable, can result 
from a negotiation commencing under auspices 
like these? We are informed, it is true, in that por- 
tion of the President’s message which refers to the 
hitherto unsuccessful negotiations for a northwest- 
ern boundary, that “our minister in London. has, 
under instructions, again brought the subject to the 
consideration of that government.” ï am sorry for 
it. Twice we have approached Great Britain’ in a’ 
spirit of the most liberal’ concession. T'wice, she 
has rejected our advances. The next proposition 
should come from her. We have made too many 
already. a ace 

The chief objection entertained by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to the proposed resolution, we. 
may"presume to be, that it is likely to cast difficul- «> 
ties m the way of the expected negotiation: "If. 
there were reasonable promise of benefit ‘to ‘these 
United States from this diplomatic! encounter, the 
argument would be a good one. But Europe is an 
overmatch for us in the courtly game of conven- 
tions and protocols. From the past, I judg the 
future. That which bafied the’ talents of Henry 
Clay, and the perseverance of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] we may, I trust; with- 
out failing in due respect-to our’ present chief ma- 
gistrate, be permitted to doubt whether John Tyler 
can succeed in effecting.” f E 

But that is notthe proper issue. The truth is, 
that until we assume an attitude more independent 


_ than. has‘hitherto characterized our proceedings re- 


lative to Oregon, no President, no secretary, no min- 
ister, can reasonably be ex ected to obtain from 
Great Britain a satisfactory adjustment of this boun- 
dary question. 
; How are we to assume such an attitude? By re- 
tracing, so far as we honorably may, the false steps 
we have taken: By- putting an end to entang- 
ling alliances into which we should never have 
entered; by receding from rejected concessions, 
which we ought never to have made, That is the 
object and the effect of the joint. resolution. i 
But the Committee on Foreign Affaire may, perhaps, 


& 


“Will you" build up, along the summit- 
of the Rocky’ mountains, a Chinese -wall-of 
emarcation, and “say to the tameless spirits of the 
Western: wilderness, “Thus far shall ye go and no 
“farther, and- here: shall’ your onward ‘progress be 
stayed’: Canuté had. an’ easier task! 
“ean whistle: back the mountain eagle in his upward 
“flight to the sun; when ‘you can arrest; by a word, 
““the’wild horse of the’prairie in his mad career; when 
` you can extinguish, in the bird of passage, that 
tmstinét which” bids her be up ‘and away to the re- 
gions nature designed for her—then, then only, ex- 
Poe set up “mete or bound, short of the broad 
Pacific, a barrier to the’ restless enterprise of the 
“West. . ; 

Oregon is our land. of promise. Oregon is our 
‘land ofdestination. “The finger of Nature”—such 
\ were once the words of the gentleman from Massa- 

-chusetts, (Mr. ari in regard to this country— 
“points that out.” Two thousand American citi- 
‘zens’ are already indwellers of her valleys. Five 
- thousand more—ay, it may be twice that number— 
will have crossed the mountain passes before an- 
other year rolls round. While you are legislating, 
_ they are emigrating; and whether you legislate for 
them or not, they will emigrate still. : 

What is to be the result of all this? What will 
England do? If she permit us, as I hope and be- 
lieve, peacefully to overrun the Columbia valley, 
then neither will she find cause of offence in this res- 
olution. But if she resist—and as a leading London 
journal (not the ministerial organ, however) boldly 
avows she will—if she arm the Indian tribes in her 
cause,—what then? This resolution may be voted 
down; the Oregon bill of my friend froni Missouri 
[Mr. Hucues] may be defeated this session, as a 
similar bill was the last; we may depart from these 

_ halls without lifting a finger to protect, by military 
post or otherwise, our settlers on the Columbia; and 
ae Great Britain fulfil this threat of arming 

ndians against us, and then let the tomahawk draw 
bat one drop of American blood; let one single scalp 
be taken—the forerunner of further outrage—and 
will our people, think you, await your tardy legisla- 
tion before they rush to the rescue?» We have faults 
and failings enough, God knows—we of the West; 
but cowardice—tame, cold-blooded cowardice—the 
craven spirit that would desert a comrade at his ut- 
most need, that, at least, is no part of our character. 
Let the news pass over owr land of a massacre 
among the Oregon emigrants, and your armed-oceu- 
pation project will be an idle form. ` Oregon will soon 

e occupied—an armed occupation, too! And occu- 

pied by whom? Not by smooth-chinned, trim-uni- 

formed cadets from West Point; but by veteran pi- 
oneers, from whom old age itself, though it whiten 
their locks, cannot steal their strength and their fire; 
by fierce young hunters of the frontier, who heard 
the war-hoop in their cradles, and who burn to em- 
ulate the exploits—to avenge the death, perhaps—of 
their fathers; by a partisan army, in short, of Nim- 
rod warriors, who, with their knives at their belts, 
and their long rifles on their shoulders, fear nothing, 
red or white, in the form of a man. 

I am a friend of peace. 1 hold that it is our duty 
to do much, to suffer much, if thus we may avoid 
the shedding of human blood. “What a spectacle 
.would it be, in this age of the world, to see two 
powerful nations squandering lives and treasure in 
. the insensate and antiquated trade of war! To 
avert such a calamity, I would agree to any adjust- 
ment within the bounds of reason, that should not 
compromise our honor. Farther than this, even 
expediency itself forbids us to go. A distinguished 

. British statesman has well said: “He who vindicates 
the honor of a country vindicates its dearest inter- 
esis; for he who vindicates its honor preserves its 

. peace.” - Nothing more true. Permanent peace 
Was never yet obtained by dishonorable concession. 
‘When we do make a move, then, let it be an effec- 
tual one. Itis in vain to cry peace! peace!! when 
there is no peace. It is worse than idle to patch up 
a hollow truce. That which public opinion de- 
mands—that which these United States must have, 
sooner or later—let us claim now; now, before 
blood has flowed; now, before, in the excitement of 
an actual rupture, both. powers. lose sight, as there 


hen you’ 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
„is too. much-reason to` fear they may, of cool and 
“rational judgment. : 

“We know that we must have the valley of the 
Columbia, north as well-as south of the river. No 
thinking man doubis that. We know that, ere 
long, we must not only extend our jurisdiction over 
that valley, but also provide homes for its emigrants, 
by grants. of lands to actual ‘settlers. A bill to that 
effect passed the Senate at its last session, and failed 
in. the House under an adverse report, made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] as 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. A 
bill of a similar. character is now pending in this 
House—another in the Senate. Some such bill is 
not unlikely to become a law this very session. It 
surely will, in the course of a year or two. 

Yet our right to pass such a bill, with a land clause 


any Oregon bill—has been questioned. Though 
it be not a direct infraction of the treaty, which de- 
clares Oregon “free and open” to the subjects of 
England equally with the citizens of the United 
States, it affords ground for an argument of some 
plausibility that it is, 

This should not be. Let us not jeopard a title 
clear and unquestionable in itself, by proceeding to 
assert it after a dubious or questionable manner. 
Letevery step we take in such a matter as this, be not 
justifiable only, but above all suspicion. We must not 
go to war with England, with the right, even by im- 
plication, on her side. With the right clearly on ours, 
she dare not go to war with us. 

Let us, then, begin at the beginning. Let us pass 
the resolution now. Before we promise possession, 
evenin the future, to others, let us ourselves $ 
measures fully to obtain it. The treaty provides the 
mode. Let us strictly conform to its provisions. 
‘That done, we have satisfied every requirement. 
We have silenced every scruple. “And we may 
then proceed, unuammeled by restricting conven- 
tions, to lay the foundations on the far shores of the 
Pacific, of free and independent States; destined, one 
day, to join their elder sisters of the confederacy; 


stitutions that have given us the peace and prosper- 
ity we enjoy; and, though prairie and wilderness 
and mountain intervene, destined in after times to 
become one with us, not in political bonds only, but 
in sentiment and in habit, in feeling and in creed. 
Mr. THOMASSON said he was unwilling that 
the vote should be taken upon a report coming from 
a committee of which he was a member, without 
the action of that committee being distinctly under- 
stood, not only by his immediate constituents, but 
by the whole country. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Owvn] had not uttered a single sentiment 
in relation to the right of this government which he 
did not subscribe to. The only difference between 
the gentleman and himself was as to the propriety 
ing any legislative action on the subject at this 
e. It had been announced through the public 
rints, as coming from the President of the United 
tates, that the government of Great Britain had 
deputed a special envoy to treat with this govern- 
ment on the Oregon question; and it was but fair to 
infer that the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in com- 
ing to the conclusion they had, were actuated by 
a desire on their part not to interfere with the nego- 
tiations upon that subject. For himself, he had no 
hesitation in saying that it would be highly impo- 
litice to have any ee action now upon the sub- 
ject, more especially as they had been officially in- 
formed that they were shortly to have a minister 
from Great Britain here among us to treat with this 
government upon the subject. What would be the 
consequence, supposing they were to notify Great 
Britain that they were determined to take posses- 
sion of Oregon, whether she was willing or nov 
How would the negotiators approach the subject 
after that was done? He knew but little about na- 
tional affairs, this being his first journey across the 
Alleghanies. He would rather listen, than speak; for 
there was more need of receiving, than of imparting 
information; but, according to his own idea, to an- 
nounce the intention of this government to termi- 
nate the treaty, and to take possession of Oregon at 
this particular period, would be highly injudicious 
at least. Why not regulate the whole matter by 
legislation? If they were to give the pioneers witli- 
in that territory ten years longer, they would not 
ask for legislation. They would have possession of 
the country. Every one must see that this would 


be the inevitable result. It had been said that 
2,000 ‘American citizens had already emigrated 


thither; he was of the opinion that there were up- | i 


altached—a clause now necessary and important in , 


destined to spread and to perpetuate those noble in- . 


“to them. eventually. 


wards. of 20,000 American ‘citizens located beyond 
the Rocky. mountains, taking‘in the whole range of 
country from California to the northern limit claim- 
ed by the United States, and that thousands were 
preparing to emigrate. This government had only 
to wait with patience, and it would certainly belong 
But if they determined to 
give England notice that the stipulations of thé con- 
vention should cease, what would be the result? 
Was it not announcing to the world that, after the 
expiration of a year, Oregon would be regarded as 
belonging to this government, and that this: gov- 
ernment would take possession of it at all hazards, 
and at whatever expense. They would stand pledg- 
ed to take possession, let the*cost or the sacrifice be 
what it might; and would it be possible for this gov- 
ernment to do so, situated as she now is? Gentle- 
men might suppose it was an easy matter 
to collect an army .and remove them to 
any point; but he could tell them that the cost of 
transporting an army across the Rocky mountains 
would be more than the whole revenue of this 
country for the next five years. 

It might be a land of promise, as the gentleman 
from Indiana said—it might be a perfect, Canaan; 
but, if so, it was contrary to all accounts that he 
had ever received from Oregon. It had béen inva- 
riably described to him as consisting of waste sand 
banks in part, and the remainder mountainous, and 
covered with volcanic remains, until you descend 
the rivers which empty into the Pacific some dis- 
tance. How would they transport an army to Ore- 
gon? It would be no child’s play, if Great Britain 
should choose to carry her forces thither. She 
could concentrate an army of 50,000 men in Oregon 
in eight weeks’ time. . 

Previously to the negotiation of the Ashburton 
treaty, the newspapers were full of information rela- 
tive to a great line of steam vessels for the con- 
veyance of the mails between Great Britain and all 
the principal West India islands. He was informed 
that Great Britain had taken the precaution to have 
stationed at various points large quantities of coal, 
with a view, as was said, to supply these vessels 
engaged in transporting the mails. ` Since the con- 
clusion of that treaty, had they heard anything of 
these vessels? He had been informed further, that, 
within thirty-six hours, those vesscls could be 
changed into war-steamers, having’a supply of coal 
at hand. Had the two governments not settled the 
question, Great Britain having all this force on hand, 
what would have been the result? And now the knowl- 
edge which they had of the fact, that Great Britain 
has, at this moment, a very large and diposable force 
in China, which could be brought by six weeks’ sail, 
and landed at the mouth of the Oregon river, was a 
matter which he hoped gentlemen would seriously 
consider. He was not for war, but for peace; he 
was a peace-loving, law-fearing, law-abiding man. 
He trusted whenever the country called upon him, 
he would be ready to answer that call; but he was 
not for hurrying rashly into difficulty, which he 
might possibly regret. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he had no idea of 
speaking until he heard the extraordinary declara- 
tion which had just fallen from the gentleman from 
Kentucky: he was both surprised and astonished at 
the tenor of that gentleman’s speech. The gentle- 
man had told them that a special minister was about 
to be sent to this country to negotiate upon the sub- 
ject of Oregon; and that, until those negotiations 
were consummated, it would be highly improper 
for them to take any action upon the subject, The 
were told that they must be silent because a Britigh 
minister was coming to negotiate. For that very 
reegon, he would tell the gentleman who had intro~ 
duced this topic, we ought at once to let Great Brite 
aia know that we will not surrender to heran inch 
of territory. He (Mr. W.) was one of those be- 
lieving that Great Britain had taken her last inch of 
this continent; and that, instead of gaining, she is 
tolose. She may relinquish all hopes of adding to 
her possessions; for even when the people of Canada 
again strike for freedom, she will not be permitted 
to have another peace establishment on our frontier, 
or have the aid of independent freemen to keep her 
subjects in vassalage. That game has been played 
already once too often; it will not be repeated: 

“Give the settlers of the Oregon ten years,” said 
the geutleman from Kentucky, [Mr. T HOMASSON, } 
and the country would be ours without legise 
lation.” Give them ten years, and Great Britain, 
securing the aid of the Indians and the Hudson’s 
Bay company, would be able to resist effectually 
the claim of this government. Ten years our peg- 


le were to struggle on, under the domination of the 

‘British authorities—to be tried not by British laws, 

“but by laws made to suit: the ‘occasion. Allow all 
these grievances to proceed for ten years, while we 
‘sit calm and inactive here? He (Mr. W.) was as- 
tonished that the gentleman-should propose it. Ag 
long as a pordon of the country was iñ danger, he 
was for defe 
until the population of the territory became able.to 
“defend it. e wanted the question taken now, in 
order that the British minister, who is coming to 
negotiate, might understand that he is not to have 
an ‘inch of Oregon. Had it come to this, that a man 
had risen upon the floor of Congress, and said thatit 
‘would not do for us td take any measures in relation 
to Oregon, in consequence of Great Britain’s strength? 
He was astonished to hear such an assertion, in 
such a place, and from such a quarter. If the gen- 
tleman believed it, he ought not to have said it. 
How much had they ever got from Great Britain, 
but by hard fighting? Even after the war for inde- 
pendence, they had to fight the battle over again; and 
they would yet to have to fight it over again for 
Oregon. He (Mr. W.) believed they were as much 
obliged to defend Oregon, as to defend the spot on 
which they stood. What! should American citizens 
be recreant to their country, if they feared to stand 
up in her defence because Great Britain was pow- 
erful? Let her come with her steamers—let ‘her 
come with her cannon; there are. American hearts 
in the breasts of the people of this country, and 
‘théy will withstand her power, as did our forefathers 
in the days of the revolution. He held that 
their chief object should be to let Great Brit- 
ain know that she is not to, and cannot, get 
Oregon from us—that this nation will never 
consent that she shall have Texas or Califor- 
nia—and that we do not care how soon she loses 
Canada. He feared England had too many friends 
upon that floor; but the very last reason which 
should be assigned for friendship with Great Britain 
‘was, that they were afraid of her strength. All 
that he (Mr. W.) wished, was, that she might un- 
dertake to get Oregon. She might be successful for 
a time; but eventually the American valor would be 
goaded on, and, as the gentleman from Indiana hap- 
pily said, there would be a rush across the Rocky 
mountains. There would arise some Jackson to 
defend the mouth of the Columbia, as General An- 
drew Jackson had defended the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi. Yes, there would be a Jackson at hand, to 
act as he did, in imprisoning the Halls and Loual- 
liers; for when the great question of Oregon comes 
up, there would be traitors. Our country never got 
into trouble yet, but there were some men crying 
out peace! peace! while they were contriving her 
destruction. But when our rights are infringed, we 
are not the men to be satisfied with peace. We 
strike with vigor, and never will yield until driven 
to complete subjugation. He (Mr. W.) was for 
speaking out upon this subject distinctly, so that 
the British minister, when he comes, might know 
what was the feeling of the American: people, and 
particularly of the people of the West, with regard 
to it. 

- Mr. THOMASSON hoped he would not be mis- 
understood on the subject. He did not believe he 
said any thing to convey the view that the power of 
Great Britain was so formidable as to prevent us 
from insisting. upon our rights. So far as he was 
concerned; he had not shown any dread of British 
power; for he had, in the’ last war, shouldered his 
musket in defence of that very State the gentleman 
in part represented. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH. í am happy to hear it; 
and hope the gentleman will shoulder his musket in 
defence of Oregon. 

Mr: HUGHES observed that he did not rise at 
“this late hour to enter into the discussion of the sube 
„ject; but to express his dissent from the views ad- 
vanced by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Tuomasson.] He thought the gentleman was mis- 
„taken, and particularly so in what he said as to the 
importance and value of the country. He thought 
he should be able to show, as he would endeavor to 
do, that this country possessed as much rich soil as 
belonged to. the old thirteen United States. He 
now moved-that the committee rise. 

Mr. PARMENTER requested the gentleman to 
“withdraw his motion, and suggested that the sub- 
ject. under discussion should be passed over infor- 
“mally; ‘and that the committee proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill reported by the Committee on 
Naval: Affairs, authorizing the transfer of naval ap- 
-propriations. This being agreed to by general con- 


nding it; and not for waiting ten years, - 


¥ 


sent; and Mr. Hucues has 
tion—_ s E 
TRANSFERS OF NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
The bill t authorize the President of the United 
States to direct the transfer of naval appropriations 
under certain circumstances, was taken up and read. 
` Mr. PARMENTER went into’ an explanation of 
the nature and objects of the bill,’ and: stated the 
pressing demand for the money intended to be träns- 
ferred, to enable the department to carry on its ope- 
rations. The bill, he said, had: been so amended:as 
to obviate the objections that had been: made against 
such transfers, as deviating from the established prin- ` 
ciple of specific appropriations. The bill was limit- 
ed both as to time and amount, as it was to extend 
only to the end of the present ‘fiscal year; and the 
sum was not to go beyond onoo. No additional 
appropriation was involved, and ‘no surplus of ap- 
propriations for other objects would-be used, unless 


‘they were not needed for that object: 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL observed, that he should 
like to understand if the bill was amended so as to 
limit the time and amount of the transfers. That 
being the case, he should not object to it; and he 
believed that, had the first bill been so framed, it 
would have passed without any objections. That 
bill conflicted with a principle—that of specific ap- 
propriations—which ‘had been in practice for forty 

ears. 

Mr. PARMENTER said the bill was limited to 
the present fiscal year, that expires on the 30th 
June next; and the sum to be transferred was 
miited to $200,000. . 
aMr. THOMAS SMITH observed that, not being 
very well informed on the subject, his object in rising. 
was to elicit information from those gentlemen who 
were able to give it. He took it to be the correct princi- 
ple that appropriations should be specific; and that 
those who had the administration of them should 
rigidly confine them to the objects for which they 
were appropristed. As he understood the first bill, 
it placed it in the power of the Secretary of the 
Navy to dispose of the entire appropriation for 
thatbranch of the service at his own discretion, 
which was equivalent ‘to their making one general 
appropriation. But the gentleman came forward 
with an amendment to that bill, limiting the trans- 
fers both as to time and amount; and further took 
the power of making them from the Secretary, and 
gave it to the President. What was the effect of 
this? Why, it would go the country that $200,000 
was placed at the discretion of the executive; and 
what was it more than a mere accommodation to 
him? Would he not have the power to withhold 
the money from oneobject to which it had been 
appropriated, and apply it to another to which he 
was more favorably disposed? Now,-he was en- 
tirely opposed to giving this power either to the 
President or the departments, and would confin 
appropriations to the objects designated by F 
gress. They had been told that one of the objects 
was to give employment to many workmen who had 
been discharged for want of money to pay them, 
and were now ina stateof suffering. Whose fault 
was itthat they had been discharged? “Was it the 
fault of Congress, or of the appropriation? By no 
means. It was the fault of those who employed 
them without the means of paying them. 

Mr. PARMENTER rose simply to explain two 
points in the gentleman’s remarks. One was, that 
the power wasgiven to the President, instead of the 
Secretary of the Navy; and the other was, that it 
would be in the power of the secretary to withhold 
appropriations from one object, and. apply them to 
another to which he was more favorable. To the 
first, he would reply that it was the usual form to 
give the power to the President; and to the second, 
he would say that no power was given to transfer 
an appropriation from any object, and apply it to 
another, unless the first was completed, and did not 


néed it. £ 
. Mr. MORRIS spoke in favor of the bill, and ré- 
ferred to several public works which weré suffering 
for the want-of means to carry them on or protect 
them from the weather. He considered the passage 
of this bill would be a wise and economical measure. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON observed that when this ques- 
tion was formerly before the House, he made a few 
observations in regard to it, and asked what were the 
balances of these appropriations that were to be trans- 
ferred. For instance: in the act of the last. session, 
Congress appropriated one million and a half of dol- 
lars for repairs of the navy; and that-appropriation, 
the Secretary told them, was exhausted; andhe | 


looking at this bill, he found that ae 00} 
“appropriated for the navy-yard at 


_ply to other weet 


sacol: 
appropriation for the New York navy: 
had not been expended, the Secretary w 


ted t0 AP 
_ Mr. PARMENTER called the attention of the 
gentleman from Terinessee to the clause of. th 
which prohibits the transfer of certain balances. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that did not ‘change his 
argument. He charged that appropriations’ made 
for the pay of crews, &c., when on. service, had 
been transferred to other branches; and, when the 
sailors came back, and claimed their pay; another 
appropriation was necessary. He contended that 
some restraint should be put on. the heads ‘of dè- 
partments, and he hoped the House would not pass 
this bill. ` me” ee ; : 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL would be very glad. to 
hand over the Secretaries to the tender mercies of 
the gentleman from Tennessee; but he could not see 
any good reason why they should nip ‘themselves, 
or stop the navy, aiid turn the poor workmen. adrift 
in the midst of winter. me, ores 

Conceding that there had been mismanagement on 
the part of he Secretaries, yet everybody knew that 
it would be three months before provision could be 
made for the branches to which it is now sought to 
make this transfer, in the general appropriation bill; 
and if this bill were not passed, the men would ‘be 
punished for the faults of the Secrétaries. ' 

Mr. MURPHY, with great respect for the expe- 
rience of his friend from ‘Tennessee, [Mr: Cs Joun- 
son,] confessed that he could not see the force of the 
objection which that gentleman urged against the 
passage of this bill. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see, in reply to the argument of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Species in favor of this 
transfer to the repairs and increase department; said 
thatinjustice might be done to those who were of 
right the recipients of that appropriation. Now, as 
he (Mr. M.) read the bill before the committee, he 
was of opinion that provision was made to: obviate 
every injustice. The honorable gentleman. read an 
extract from the bill in support of his position, 

Gentlemen, however, argued as if this was a new 
mode of proceeding; but he said, in reply, that, since 
1809, there was hardly a time when this power was 
not given to the heads of departments. In the year 
he had mentioned, a general Jaw was passed author~ 
izing the President, on the application of any of the 
Secretaries, to make transfers from one branch of 
public expenditure to another; and that law remain- 
ed, with slight modifications, until very lately. He 
enumerated the periods when Congress had legis~ 
lated on this subject; and then urged that here they 
had the almost uninterrupted practice of the govern 
ment for along period, and the recommendation of 
the President in Bis message, and of the ‘Secretary 
in his report, in favor of the principle laid down in 
this: bill.” ee 

But this was not a measure to give employment 
simply to a few men. He knew well that, in one of 
the navy-yards of the United States; there Was a 
vessel half coppered, which could:be completed and 


‘launched by an expenditure of from $5,000 to $10,- 


000; but, if that vessel were allowed to remain in 
her unfinished state until the: general appropriation 
bill was passed, the: government would lose more 
than would now suffice to-complete the coppering. 

Some observation was here made to the honora- 


- ble gentleman, in an under tone, by a member near 


him. : 

Mr. MURPHY replied, if this case did not com- 
mend itself to the good sense of the gentleman, he 
should not press it on local grounds. fe then went 
on to-show-that the public service wouid greatly 
suffer if specific appropriations were in all cages to 
be made, and no-transfer were to be allowed. 

Mr. ATKINSON. said gentleman from the weste 
ern States were too much accustomed to look ‘upon 
the navy as. belonging to the seabord; - but he 
(Mr. A.) considered it the navy of the East and the 
West, the North, and the South. He wasa friend 


O the navy, an should. stand up ocea- 
“sions for. proper retrenchments in the Navy Depart- 
‘ment; for, to continue its popularity with the people, 
‘they must reduce its. expenditures; but let them not 
“take its life-blood away. - He then defended the bill 
- generally. against “objections which had been made 
to it, ‘showed its necessity, and advocated its pas- 


sage. i : 
i "Mr. HARALSON said the members of this 
“House. were sent here by the people; and they were 
Supposed to know the wishes and feelings of the 
people.. By those representatives, appropriations 
were made for specific objects; and ‘his idea was, 
that those. appropriations never should be di- 
verted from “the purposes for which they 
“were voted by ‘the people’s representatives. The 
bill now before the "committee, gave to the 
Secretary a too unlimited power; for he was to 
judge whether the unexpended balances were neces- 
sary or not, and might transfer them to other 
branches, although the representatives of the peo- 
ple had appropriated them to specific objects. To 
this he had great objection. He wished, when a pro- 
riations were asked for, that the people should 
nov ‘their object; and when they were directed 
“into a particular channel, that they should go there, 
and that no one should be allowed to give them a 
different direction. If an enlargement of policy was 
necessary—which it was not necessary for him to 
discuss—he should desire the money to be called 
for directly for that purpose. If it were shown to 
be necessary, it should have his vote; but he was 
unwilling to vote money for a particular purpose, 
and then that it should be diverted to other objects 
than those to which the people’s representatives said 
it should go. 


After some further discussion, in which Messrs. 
PARMENTER, HUGHES, HOPKINS, BID- 
LACK, CAVE JOHNSON, and BELSER par- 
ticipated, the committee rose, and reported that they 
had come to no conclusion upon either of the sub- 
jects which they had had under consideration. 

Mr. HUGHES, on leave, introduced a bill to 
establish a port of entry in the county of Jackson, 
in the State of Missouri; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


COURTS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


- Mr. HOPKINS gave notice that he should, to- 
morrow, or some convenient day, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill for regulating the time of holding the 
circuit and criminal courts of the District of Colam- 
bia, and for other purposes. 


FUGITIVES FROM LABOR. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
would, to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask 
leave to introduce a bill to enforce and regulate the 
habeas corpus act and theact of 1793, concerning 
fugitives from labor. 

“he House then adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
Nicholas Fleanor, of Indiana, praying compensa- 
tion for a horse lost in the batie of Tippecanoe. 
Also, the petition of 91 members of the legisla- 
ture of Indiana, asking a donation of land to 
O'Bryan McNamer, on account of bodily disability. 
Also, the petition of citizens of Morgan county, In- 
diana, in favor of granting to Bryce W. Miller privi- 
lege to dig a mill race through certain public lands, 
and for a grant of land for draining the same. 


By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Thomas 
Smith, and 50 others, of Edgar county, Ilinois, ask- 
ing an appropriation of lands in the Wabash valley, 
for the improvement of the Wabash river from Terre 
Haute, (the terminus of the Wabash and Erie 
canal,) to the Ohio river. | 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial and deposi- 
tion of the representatives of Willis Niddich, ask- 
ing compensation for losses sustained in the revolu- 
tionary war, by the destruction by the enemy of the 
buidings of said Niddich, in which the public pro- 
visions were placed: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: Petition of W. S. 

stockton, of Florida, mail contractor, praying for 
an allowance for actual damages, owing to the an- 
n meu of a mail contract by the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, 

By Mr. DANA: Petition of 194 citizens of Perry, 
Wyoming county, New York, to reduce the rates of 


“postage, &c.: referred the Committee ‘on’ the. Post 
Office and Post Roads.“ : 
By Mr. PRESTON KING: Petition of inhabit- 
-anis.of Ogdensburgh, to abridge the franking privi- 
lege, and to reduce the rates. of postage. : 

By Mr. P. B JOHNSON: Petition of E. Short 
and 40 other citizens. of Washington county, Ohio, 
praying for an extension of mail route No. 2;102, 
from ‘Washington, Guernsey county, ; to Lowell, 
‘Washington county, Ohio: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: Petition of Capt. John 
Martin for a further-pension. , 

‘By Mr. RELFE: Petition of Robert Miller, Jo- 
seph Fawcett and others, asking Congress to pass a 
law by which the sense of the people of the United 
States can be taken as to the constitutionality of 
banks, paper money, &c. eee oe oe: 

By Mr. PARMEN TER: Memorial of Martin 
Colliers, of Charlestown, Massachusetts, in relation 
to the official conduct of Gen. Henderson of the 
marine corps. Also, the petition of Nathaniel R. 
Whitney and 55 others, legal voters of East Cam- 
bridge, Massachusetts, for the abolition of the spirit- 
ration in the United States navy; which memorial 
and petition were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of Seymour D. Shaw 
and others, praying for the erection of alight-house 
at the mouth of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and 
for the prosecution of the unfinished works at thay 
place. Also, the petition of H. Stoddard and others, 
for the same. Also, the petition of H. Sturns and 
others, for the same. Also, the petition of Loren 
Strong and others, for the same. Also, the petitfon 
of Capt. O. Connor and others, for the same. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: Petition of 
Philp Schnell, a soldier of the revolution, asking for 
a pension. 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of Joseph Gil- 
man and 59 others, citizens of Indiana, praying for 
a grant of land to aid in the completion of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: Petition of Calvin 
Morrill and others, citizens of Caledonia county, 
Vermont, praying for a reduction of postage, and 
an abridgment of the franking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 25, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 

a communication from the War Department, trans- 

mitting, in compliance with the act reorganizing that 

department, statements of contracts made by the bu- 

reaus of Ordnance and Construction, Provision and 

Clothing; which, on motion of Mr. HUNTING- 
CON, were ordered to lie on the table. ~ 


r. FOSTER presented a petition from Eliza 
ury, widow of a deceased naval officer, praying 
for anaval pension fund; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a ‘memorial of 
the Hartford and New Haven Railroad company, 

raying a remission of duty on certain railroad iron 
aid down on the Hartford and Springfield railroad: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from cit- 
izens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from Hi- 
ram Barney, in behalf of himself and other persons, 
praying the repeal of the law of March, 1843, au- 
thorizing the running of boundary lines of the reser- 
vation for the use of the Sac and Fox tribe of Indi. 
ans, So as to leave the boundary as it was originally: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented a petion from James W. 
Lowe, asking for compensation for the capturé of 
the British private armed_schooner-Ann, during the 
late war: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented to the Senate a letter 
superscribed to him, from C. Edwards Lester, Amer- 
ican consul at Genoa, representing that the Duraz- 
zo family are about to offer their celebrated library 
for sale, and urging upon Congress the propriety of 
making a purchase thereof, which can be effected 
for $30,000: referred to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

My WOODBURY presented a similar letter 
which was addressed to him. It received the sarae 
reference. 

Mr. ARCHER gave notice that he would, on tò- 


` morrow, ask: leave to introduce a bill to change the 


time. of holding the cireuit court in the western dis» 
trict of Virginia, ` = 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, reported. a bill for the relief of Henry M. 
Cruger and William Dupeyster; which was.read, 
and ordered to a second reading. oe 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented 'a petition from 
the administrator of John Judge, praying compen- 
sation fora machine invented by him for testing the 
strength of cables: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of the heirs of Dr. George Davis, a surgeon’s mate 
in the army, for certain compensation, made an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


THE SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


Mr. BARROW, from a majority of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to repeal so 
much of the act of 31st August, 1842, aş authorizes 
the 2d regiment of dragoons to be converted into a 
rifle corps; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


CONSULAR ESTABLISHMENT. 


The resolution heretofore introduced by Mr. Sem- 
PLE, was taken up and read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to the 
Senate— 

1. A list of all the consuls, vice-consuls, and com- 
mercial agents, now in the service of the United 
States, together with the country and particular port 
or place at which they reside. 

2. Whether all the consuls, vice-consuls, and 
commercial agents aforesaid, have made regular 
returns of the fees and perquisites which they 
have received, and of the tonnage and commerce of 
the United States within their respective consulates 
or agencies, according to the instructions of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

3. The amount of fees and perquisites which 
such consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, 
have received during the years 1842 and 1843, as far 
as returns have been received. 

4. The number of vessels and the amount of ton- 
nage of the United States which entered and cleared 
within each of the consulates and agencies aforesaid 
during the year 1842 and the year 1843, as far as 
returns have been received. Ahd also the number 
of seamen belonging to the United States that have 
been provided for and sent home from each of the 
said consulates during the time aforesaid. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON said the resolution was 
laid on the table at his suggestion, with a view to 
ascertain whether it was broad enough to cover a 
call for information of the amounts paid by consuls 
abroad for the relief of destitute seamen. He had 
examined the resolution, and had come to the’con- 
clusion that his object will be as well attained in 
another form, as by an amendment to it. He knew 
that the expense of transporting seamen from abroad, 
who were in a destitute condition, was very con- 
siderable. His object in making the call, he sug- 
gested, was to ascertain, from the accounts of moan- 
eys paid by the consuls for that object, what fur- 
ther legislation was required to produce economy in 
that branch of expenditure, and to give greater re- 
lief, if necessary, to destitute seamen. 


Mr. FOSTER said he had an amendment to 
make, which was to extend the inquiry in the reso- 
lution, so as to ascertain how many consuls are in 
the service, who are not citizens of the United 
States, and the place of their respective residences. 
Mr. F. proposed an amendment in accordance with 
this suggestion, which was accepted by Mr. Sem- 
PLE; and the resolution, as thus modified, was 
adopted. : ` 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from Mary 
Morrice; ofthe city of Washington, asking to be 
placed on the navy pension list: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


The CHAIR announced the -general orders; the 
first bill on which, was that to grant a quantity of 
land to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin rivers, and to connect the same by a canal 
in the territory of Wisconsin. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he had, since yesterday, pre- 
pared his amendments so as to meet ‘the views ex- 
pressed by the senator from Alabama. He then 


‘yioved so to amend the first section as to have the 
lands reserved from sale, instead of appropriating 
> them now. i 

+ He moved also to strike from the first section. of 

the bill (including the amendments heretofore made 
_ ön the suggestion of Mr. Water, providing that 
. the improvements shall be kept in repair by Wiscon- 
< sin when it becomes a State, which-shall impose no 
` greater toll than is necessary to keep the same in re- 

air) the following: 

“The said rivers, when improved, and the said 
canal, when completed, shall be and forever remain 
a public highway for the use of the Government of 
the United States, free from any toll or other charge 
whatever, for any property of the United States, or 
persons in their sérvice, passing upon the same.” 

Also, to strike out the following? 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the topo- 

+ graphical engineers, under the control and direction 
of the Secretary of War, shall cause the said im- 
provement and canal to be constructed in such man- 
ner, and upon such plans and estimates, as shall have 
been previously prepared and submitted to the said 
Secretary, and approved by him: Provided, The en- 
tire cost to the United States of the said work shall 
not.exceed the value of said lands hereby granted.” 


Mr. TALLMADGE said if the object of the sena- 
tor’s amendment was to reserve the alternate sec- 
` tions from sale, he would only say that those who 
were the special friends of the work did not desire 
that the lands should be reserved from sale. They 
wanted them to be sold. He suggested whether it 
would not be better to leave the section as it was— 
that is, to appropriate the lands, instead of reserving 
them. Ifitwas the wish of the senator to reserve 
from sale these alternate sections belonging to the 
government, he had no objection. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE ` suggested that all the 
amendments intended should be proposed before any 
of them were adopted. 

Mr. TAPPAN withdrew the amendment propo- 
sing to reserve the lands from sale, so as to leave the 
word “appropriated in the section. . 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he should then have 
se objection to the amendments of the senator 
from Ohio, in that shape; though, at the same time, 

- he must say that he preferred that the third section 
should be left in. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE (one of the members of the 
eommittee who had charge of the bill) said he had 
assented to itas it wasdrawn up. He preferred that 
the land should be at once appropriated and sold, 
and the work commenced. He believed not only 
the interests of that section of the country demanded 
jt, but the interests of the whole Union. He main- 
tained that, instead of this grant of land being a loss 
to the government, it would beagain to it. It 
would enhance the price of those lands contiguous, 
-and secure their settlement. He spoke at some 
length of the beneficial effects of other grants which 
had been made for like purposes; and concluded by 
expressing a wish that the bill would be permitted to 
pass as reported. 

The question was put on the amendments; and it 
was found that no quorum had voted. 


Mr. TAPPAN then stated the effect of the 
ainendmenits he proposed, It was to suspend the 
making of the canal for the present, and until the 
State of Wisconsin was enabled to prosecute the 
work herself with the means which the sale of those 
-alternate sections will afford to her, which he con- 
ceived would beample. The alternate sections be- 
longing to the government, which would be reserved, 
would sell for as much as the whole of the land 
would, if it was solid now. He wae that, if 
senators were satisfied from what he had heretofore 
said on this subject, that the best and most econom- 
jeal mode of executing the work would be by the 
State of Wisconsin, they would vote for his amend- 
ments; but if they were of the opinion that it would 
þe: better to employ the United States board of to- 
pographical engmeers, and prosecute the work now, 
they would vote against his amendments. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he agreed with the 
views expressed by the honorable senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. ‘W oopsrince,] and would prefer to 
have the 3d section retained, if it met the views of 
the honorable senators. - He believed it was better, 
as soon-as the money was received, to have it applied 
in-thé manner mentioned. But, to accommodate 
the bill:to'the views of other gentlemen, he prefer- 
ved rather to’ yield. the 3d section than to haye a dif- 
ference of opinion: © He thought it the best policy, 
ünder the circumstances, 


-tation as scientific men not to have the work well 


“then, would not accomplish his object, for the lands 


to take the bill in that | 


CONGRESSIO’ 


Mr. ‘WOO. IDGE. said that, on the score of 
expense, he accorded with the views expressed by 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tapran.] He- be- 
lieved that to have those works constructed under 
the superintendence of the general government, was 
the most expensive mode. But he found, by look- 
ing at the bill, that the expense was limited to the 
means arising from the lands to be sold. Whether 
those lands will be sufficient, there may be some 
doubt. As to the manner in which the work 
would be executed, he believed that the gentlemen 
of the topographical board who would be placed in 
charge of the work (if executed by the general gov- 
ernment) were too much devoted to their own repu- 


done, though it might not be acceptably done. 
There was no country on earth which could boast 
of men more scientific than could be found in that 
corps- If there should be any error at all, it would 
be that they were too regardless of expense. But, 
as it was a national work which was proposed to be 
constructed, to subserve the great purposes already 
alluded to in debate, the expense attending its con- 
struction now should not cause a delay in the prose- 
cution of the work, especially as the general govern- 
ment defrays no part of it. But, as his friend, the 
senator from New York, was willing to accept the 
bill as proposed to be amended, he would withdraw 
any objection. 

The question was then put on the amendments; 
and they were agreed to. ; 

Mr. KING said, if the object of-his friend from 
Ohio was to reserve the land from sale, it would not 
be accomplished by the bill as amended. He under- 
stood that that senator’s object was to reserve from 
sale the alternate sections on the line of the canal, 
two miles broad, so that they should not be brought 
into market until the Territory was admitted as a 
State into the Union—the lands then to be disposed 
of, and applied to that object. The bill, as it stood® 


would still be sold. 

The CHAIR said the question had not yet been 
taken on striking out the 3d section. 

Mr. KING said he was not aware of that. 

The question was then put; and the 3d section was 
stricken out. 

Mr. KING continued his remarks on the advan- 
tages of withholding the lands from sale until the 
lands contiguous thereto were settled. 

Mr. TAPPAN saw no great advantage that could 
result by withholding the lands from sale, when the 
price at which they may be sold is fixed. 

Mr. SEVIER made some remark not distinctly 
heard. 

Mr. TALLMADGE saw no advantage in holding 
the lands up from sale. The price was fixed; and 
the purchasers were ready to take them now, at tha 
price, the government can receive the money and 
part with that belonging to it, for whatever purpose 
at Bea He thought the section was better as it 
stood. 

Mr. KING said if the lands were sold under this 
bill, there was nothing in it, from the beginning to 
theend, which would preventthe commencing of the 
work to-morrow, under the superintendence of the 
government of the United States—that is, to prose- 
cute it while Wisconsin remained a Territory. He 
understood that it was the wish of the honorable 
senator from Ohio to prevent the prosecution of this 
work untii Wisconsin became a State. ‘There was 
no restriction to prevent the application of the money 
to the work. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said that the 3d sec- 
tion, which was stricken out, was the one which 
directed the government to go on and make the im- 
provement. : Gs i 

Mr. KING said that section made it imperative 
for the government to prosecute the work; but the 
bill, as it then stood, left it discretionary with the gov- 
ernment officers to do so. ‘There was no restriction 
in it whatever, and they could commence the work 
so soon as any of the lands were sold. 

The CHAIR made some remark not distinctly 
heard. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he was desirous that the 
lands might be sold. The objection of the senator 
from Ohio was as to the application of the fund, 
and not the sale of the lands. The proceeds of 
the lands can be received by the government, and 
held in trust until. the Territory shall become a 
State. - 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he made no apology to the 


shape; though he believed that, as it was reported, al 
` was the most toper one. l 
B. 


i r: what litle’ tim 
expressing his views on al 
ance as. this. He considered it, im 


in the discharge of a duty, and- 
was ever due to or from Senators. He was 
this whole bill; and should move, before tak: 
seat, to postpone it indefinitely; and,.on that 
he would call for the yeas and nays... Fi 
to find out. what had become of those 
vocates of the land distribution act, (am 
he saw some advocates for this bill.): 
to. know whether they could, after persuadir 
convincing so. many of the people of North 
lina that those lands belonged ‘to all: the 
sit by and avail themselves. of the suspensio 
that act as a fit opportunity to give away. the J 

domain by millions and. half millions, and no. vo 
be raised against it. , - os 

Gentlemen sat there silent, or discussed, or rath 
talked about disposing of 500,000 acres of the pub- 
lic land, as if it were a small plantation. He re 
ferred senators tothe bill. What wasit? ` It:was. 
a proposition to appropriate—God knew to whom. 
—for the purpose of the construction of a canal. : 
What? Not the alternate sections of land which, 
that canal was to go through—not that which 
would be improved by a little piece of canal, which: 
it was said was so easy of accomplishment; but it, 
was a proposition to give alternate sections—two. 
sections deep—from where? From one end ofthe. 
canal to the other? No. Nor was it half of the 
land which was to be improved; but alternate sec-. 
tions from the mouth of each river to the point fat. 
which the canal was to join the two!’ Did gentle-. 
men know how much that was? Those who were. 
in favor of ceding the public domain to the States’ 
and Territories where it was located, were consist- 
ently prepared to vote at all times blindfold | for: 
such cessions of any part of the public domain. 
Was it to be so with those who did not concur in, 
that doctrine? . 

He dis:inctly challenged the senators who had 
passed the distribution bill—who had so strongly in- 
culcated the doctrine that the public lands were the 
property of all the States—to come forward and de= 
feat this bill, or else to retract their past declarations, 
and repeal their past legislation. By name, this was 
a bill tocut a canal; but it was, in reality, a cession, 
covertly made, and one of the most ingenious modes 
of “whipping the Devil around the stump” he had 
ever witnessed. ‘That this was the true character of - 
this bill, if it were (as was insisted upon)’ regarded 
as a bare appropriation now, to be. expended hereqf~ 
ler. Je next insisted that this bill was, for another 
reason, erroneous in principle; which, as a senator, 
he had no right to pass. The power to do it was 
not denied; but the right or propriety, under the 
constitution, of Congress appropriating lands or 
money to an improvement in the Territory, be- 


fore they had inquired into, and determined. 
upon the improvement and its execution, 
he earnestly  questiqned. Such:  appropria- 


tions were unwise, and contrary to right. First 
convince the Senate that the work ought to be done, 
and how, and then let the Senate pronounce in fayor- 
of its execution. After it, and not before, appropri- 
ate the money or land to pay for it. He thought it 
was unwise to bind the hands of those to come after 

the preserit Senate. If we are not ready (said Mr. 

H.) to assume the responsibility. of ordering the 

work done, we have no right to appropriate the, 
means. Such a course is not to be defended upon 

any just views of constitutional propriety, by reason 

of the jurisdiction of Congress over the Territories. 

Such a course is but an indirect, and.therefore mora 

indefensible method of ceding way the public domain 

against the rights of other States, contrary to the act 

of distribution, and in violation of the position 
assumed by senators who passed that law. If sen- 

ators propose a work to. improve Wisconsin by cut- 

ting a canal, let the improvement be first planned and 

then approved by Congress, and let the appropria- 

tion follow, not precede it. And when they do. the 
work, let them sell the land and raise the money be- 

fore it is appropriated. ; , 

He had gnother objection to this bill. He did 
not know how much Jand it proposed to give—he 
could not guess. He could noi sit down and find 
it for himself; for he did not know how long this 
river was. He didnot know whether the bill pro-: 
posed to cede 500,000 acres, or 5,000,009; but he 
knew this—thatif he should vote to pass that bill, he 
should vote to part with a large amount of territory; 
and he would be. unable to tell with certainty whether, 
he parted with it to the Territory of Wisconsin, or to 


ag he- would proc 


a navi fe i 
s that when this 


i oompany as ne- 
show: It-would' be borne iW imin 
bill was first read; 


i d attracted his attention, and: 
he-asked for -time™ to. look into’ it. Having done 
sò, he felt- bound to “give the result of that investi- 
gation to the Senate. ~ 


By an act passed in 1837 and 1838, Congress had 
anted 500,000 acres: of land to cut a canal in Wis- 
consin, from Milwaukie: to Rock ‘river. “This was 
to-be'accomplished by the aid of a navigation com- 
pany, whose charter by the Territory had been con- 
firmed by Congress... On reading ‘that charter, it 
would be seen that: the corporation had jpower: to 
locate: and construct a canal from Milwaukie to 
Rock river; but they ‘had ‘power, too, to “locate 
and construct’ branch canal ‘to Fox: river, &e.” 
Now he'did not feel suré but aiappropriation. under 
this act, for the “purpose of constructing this canal 
to’ Fox river,” would be taken and construed to be 
an appropriation for the benefit of this branch canal. 
He rather thought -it would be. If so intended, it 
shouldbe disclosed plainly. If not, (and he pre- 
sumed the Senate.did: not mean it,) then there was 
much doubt whether it was not, in truth and fact, 
done by this bill; In that view of it, the bill would 

erate as a donation to’ the navigation company. 

‘or that reason alone, if he had no other, he would 
vote for the indefinite postponement of this biil. 

Granting that this canal was a necessary and 
proper work in Wisconsin, he preferred to postpone 
its execution until the lands were sold and the mo- 
ney collected. Ifthe money was to be appropri- 
ated, he was in favor of gathering it first, an appro 
priating it afterwards; and he thought it the best 
policy, in works of internal improvement, to get 
the money before spending it. He thought, at this 
late day, the general government should not begin 
the policy of executing internal improvements first, 
and raising the money afterwards, in the face of 
the disastrous experience of the States. 

After some remarks upon the shape of the bill, 
insisting it was not calculated to carry out the wish- 
es of those who were adverse to it in its original 
shape, Mr. HI. concluded with a motion to post- 
opne it indefinitely. 

"Mr. TALLMADGE said that, if there was any 
thing necessary to enable senators to vote more un- 
derstandingly on this bill, he would have no objec- 
tion to the proposed postponement; particularly as 
he was satisfied that the obstacles thrown out by the 
senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] would 
prove to be no obstacles at all. Hehad no desire to 
enter into a discussion on this subject. It was one 
with which every member was familiar; and every 
one who had paid attention to this grant of lands 
would see that it was no burden on the government 
at all; on the contrary, its object was one of good 
policy. Butnow the senator from North Carolina 
would have the whole policy of Congress reversed 
and subverted. 

The great and national object of it was to provide 
a highway for this government, by which. it 
could transport its troops and munitions of war, 
and es cially its supplies in times of peace. The 
War Department had reported to the Senate the 
great object of this work. The benefits which the 
government would derive in a time of war from im- 
provements of this description, would readily be 
conceived. Had the canals of New York been 
made during the last war, the whole expense of 
construction would have been saved to the govern- 
ment in the operations of a single campaign. 

An improvement of this kind was not to be esti- 
mated by the expense; for the expense was a mere 
nothing in comparison with the advantages which 
the government would derive from it. In this opera- 
tion there was no expense to the government. 

Should we be told that there was no power on the 
part ofthe part of government, and that we were 


taking away this common fund from other portions | 


of the Union, when we were appropriating it for 
great national purposes, and in a territory of which 
the government was the guardian? But the gentle- 
man told us we had no power to make this appro- 
priation; and had criticised the word “grant.” He 
(Mr. Tariwapes) admitted that in this technical 
difficulty’ there was some foundation for criticism 
but it had been changed to the word “appropriate.” 
Had not the government a right to’ appropriate? 
‘What had it done for States and other Territories? 
Could not as much be done for a Territory as for a 
State? Bes 

500,000 acres of land were granted to each State— 
the same amount. of land was granted to each ter- 


Fitory when it became a State, in order to putit on l 


-~ ceeds: as: it 
. The senator had found that, on a former occasion, 


an equality with the. rest. of the Sates.: This wasa 
technical grant. It was the language on the statute- 
book;: and: there is: stood now:.. Had Congress hot 
a right to set: apart these lands, and say they should 
be. sold hereafter? If it had a right-to appropriate 


in that way, it had a right to appropriate these lands, 


and: on the sale of them to receive the proceeds. 


There was. nothing, therefore, in this criticism on j 


the word “grant” or “appropriate.” Congress had a 
right. to appropriate lands as it pleased, or the pro- 
pleased.. But the grant was limited. 


some.lands had been granted for making a canal 


` from Milwaukie to the head of Rock river; and 


that. there was leave given to a corporation to 
make a branch canal to Fox river; but there 
was no.company now; or if there was, it had noth- 
ing to do with the canal now proposed to be made. 
The improvements were for the purpose of making 
communication through the country for the purposes 
of commerce, and for improving the public domain. 
If they had the power to run a branch to Fox river, 
that had nothing to do with the improvements. But 
he agreed that it was necessary to get the money for 
the accomplishment of these improvements, before 
spending it. That they intended.to do; but they 
should never get it on the plan proposed by the 
senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywoop.] 
How was he to getthe money? Did he propose to 
wait till the “lands were sold, and the money in 
the treasury? Now he (Mr. T.) apprehended that 
the senator would refuse it, when called upon to 
appropriate money out of the treasury for this pur- 
pose, But the advocates of the bill proposed to 
raise means in such a way that neither the gov- 
ernment nor the States should suffer. They pro- 
posed to depend on the alternate sections reserved 
for the United States, so that the government would 
receive as much money as it would if the whole 
were sold at the minimum price. 

He hoped, therefore, that the question would be 
aken on the motion of indefinte postponement. If 
itshould be decided, as he hoped it would, he would 
then propose to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill ull to-morrow. 

The question was then put on the motion to post- 
pone indefinitely. . 

Mr. TAPPAN said there was one point of view 
whi oe senator from North Carolina had not con- 
sidered. 

The government of the United States was the 
greatest land speculator in the world. It bought land 
to sell. It trades in lands. It wanted to bring its 
lands into market in the best manner; which this im- 
provement, so far as the lands in that neighborhood 
went, would accomplish. He asked the senator 
from North Carolina, ifhe owned these lands, could 
he devise a better mode of improving his estate—of 

errs its value—than by making these improve- 
ents? The tiers of lands on each side of the canal 
were improved in price; and the half of them reserv- 
ed for the government would produce double the 
price with the improvements, that they would if no 
such improvements were made. 

Mr. HAYWOOD replied to the last remarks of 
the senator from Ohio,[Mr, Tapran,] by asking him, 
if the lands were his, would he give away half of 
them to make the improvement; and when that was 
made, the other half to the State which was to enjoy 
the benefit of it. 

The discussion was continued by Messrs. HAY- 
WOOD, TALLMADGE, and KING. 

At Mr. BAGBY’S suggestion, the further consid- 
eration of the subject was postponed until to-morrow, 
for the purpose of enabling him to make further in- 
quuries into the nature of the bill. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


The CHAIR announced thet the special order of 
the day wag the resolution offered by the Senator 
from lilinois on the 8th instant; which was accor- 
dingly taken up and read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the 3d article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the Government of the United States of 
America and his Britannic Majesty the King of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, on 
the 20th of October, 1818, and indefinitely continued, 
by the convention between the same parties, signed 
at London, the 6th of August, 1827. 

Mr. ARCHER said it would be in the recollec- 
tion of the Senate, that when this subject was last 


| under consideration; he waived the motion it-was 


then his purpose to make, in courtesy to the Senator 
from Illinois, the mover of the resolution.. He gava 
that. Senator notice, however, at the time, thatit: was 
only in courtesy to him that he (Mr. A.) postponed 
that motion. He now rose in pursuance of ‘his 
original purpose,-to move the: reference of the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

It was. well known to every senator that this-gov+ 


vernment was in- daily expectation of the arrival 


of a. minister from England,. charged with a 
mission of amity to this country in relation to this 
very subject. It did not seem to him, (Mr. A.) 
at such a moment, either. fit, decorous, or advisable, 
in any way to meet that minister—a minister 
charged with evidences of pacific solicitude—how?— 
with a declaration, at the very threshold, that how- 
ever amicable his mission, or the purpose of his 
government might be, the Senate of the United States, 
disregarding all such indications, had passed a reso- 
lution rejecting negotiation. 

He put it to the senator from Illinois, might he 
not consider: this resolution, a declaration that the 
Senate did not mean to sanction any negotiation at 
al? Did not the gentlemen on the other side, say 
openly on a late occasion, that it was their wish— 
their purpose—to obstruct every negotiation? Would 
not that declaration, in connexion with this resolu- 
tion, be conclusive evidence that, although the 
executive of this government had solicited the 
negotiation, and, at the instance of the British gov- 
ernment, it had been transferred to this country, ta 
be held in this capital, instead of in London, another 
branch of the government would render all negotia- 
tion fruitless? 

These were considcrations which ought to prevent 
any action of this government partaking so much 
of the character of indecorum. The government ‘of 
this country asked that of Great Britain to negotiate 
atreaty on the subject of Oregon. The British gov- 
ernment said, in reply, it was ready to make a trea- 
ty; and, for that purpose, would send its special 
minister to the seat of government here. And now 
this government says, notwithstanding our invita- 
tion, we will not treat with you at all. 

The Senate could not be prepared—the country 
could not be prepared—to recognise conduct to- 
wards the government of Great Britain, or any other 
government, so disreputable as this, independent of 
all considerations of the results of such a course. 
Where was the pressing necessity for legislative ac- 
tion on this subject? How long was it probable 
this negotiation should last? Some two or three 
months, perhaps; not more. He (Mr. A.) had learn- 
ed to-day, in a communication from New York, that 
Mr. Packenham, the British negotiator, had actually 
embarked. He would speedily be here, and it was 
evident the negotiation could not last so long as to 
throw any serious obstacle in the way of legislation 
on the subject, should it be rendered necessary this 
session. he delay, at most, would not exceed two 
or three months. If the negotiation terminates 
satisfactorily, there will be no occasion for such a 
resolution as this; because the new treaty will super- 
sede the old treaty. If it does not result satisfacto- 
rily, would there not be time enough to pass the res- 
olution then? Would notevery benefit of legislation 
be as available then as now; and with the-alditional 
recommendation that this government had violated. 
no decorum, had manifested no impatience, and had 
evinced no disposition to obstruct friendly overtures? 

If this government was to insist on its claims to 
the territory as an incontestable right—the gentle- 
men from the western States were resolved on hav- 
ing this Territory, whether the whole is incontesta- 
ble or not—were they resolved to have at the cost of 
the peace of this nation? He did not mean to use 
discourtesy; but he could not help declaring that it 
hed pressed itself on his mind that they had so 
highly excited and inflamed their Imaginations on 
this subject, that even if an arrangement could 
be made with Great Britain to surrender peaceable. 
possession of the territory to this government, the 
gentlemen would be almost unwilling to take it, 
because it was not obtained at the expense of a war 
with England; that it was not so much a desire for 
the territory itself, as a feeling of chivalry—a desire 
to “run a muck” at Great Britain, no matter which 
side came off victorious. 

Ata proper time he should be willing to go along 
with the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sexpus,] in 
asserting whatever it was roper for this govern- 
ment to assert, in relation to the rights of territory of 
this country. But he wanted to do this in a proper 
manner. He wanted te do it in such a manner-ag 
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-would not only é no. national. obligation, but | 
also in such a tnanner’as would violate no national 
decorum—in sucha manner as. to jeopard neither 
the honor nor the interests of the country. This 
was a confession of peace he was willing to make— 
although born South of Mason and ,Dixon’s lire— 
that he would rather obtain the rights of this nation 
in. relation ‘tothe Oregon Territory, without war, 
and without:any:vaporing exhibition of spirit not re- 
qoa on the: occaesion. He therefore would tell 
the honorable senator from Illinois that he made this 
motion; not with any purpose of action on the part 
of. the Comniittee on Foreign Relations, but that it 
might be detained by that committee till the négotia- 
tion about to take place should be determined one 
way or other, and which it might now be anticipated 
would be in progress within the next three weeks. 

[Here Mr. Bucuanan intimated, from his seat, 
that the motion to refer the resolution might throw 
an obstacle in the way of a reply from the senator 
from Ilinois.] 

‘The senator from Pennsylvania, he understood, 
suggested that his (Mr. A.’s) motion would obstruct 
reply. He had only to say,. that it was well 
known to the Senate that he was never deficient 
of courtesy to any senator, as he -trusted he had 
evinced no later than yesterday. But the motion he 
now made to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, was open to debate. He was, 
himself, reluctant to go into debate, and should not 
‘do so unless drawn into it. He had frankly avowed 
that his purpose was to obstruct action altogether 
till the period he had intimated shall have arrived— 

until the negotiation. is made or abandoned. It 

would then be time enough, he thought, for legisla- 
tion—time enough to adopt this proposition, which, 
he agreed with the Senator from Illinois, was the 
proper mode of action. 

Mr. SEMPLE observed, that after the resolution 
had been so long delayed, he did not anticipate that 
it would be subjected to further procrastination. He 
certainly had no objection, when it was first intro- 
duced, to its temporary. postponement till every 
senator should lave time to prepare himself 
for discussion on thé subject. He did not, at 
present, see any propriety in referring it to the 

ommittee on Foreign Relations—the object only 
being to postpone it to an indefinite period. When 
a reference was made to a committee, it was usually 
for inquiry; but the senator from Virginia had avow- 
ed his object to be to prevent, by its delay, any inter- 
ference with a negotiation on the subject now in 
progress. The senator said that no obstacles should 

e thrown in the way of that negotiation. Now, 
he (Mr. S.) thought this was a matter to be consid- 
ered in two points of view. He doubted, in the 
first instance, whether the passage of this resolution 

: would have any effect whatever on the negotiation. 
The existing treaty was one made some time ago; 
and it provides in itself its mode of termination. It 
is to continue in force until one or the other of the 
parties bound by it shall think proper to put an end 
to the treaty, by a' year’s notice of discontinuance. 
The very terms of the treaty presuppose that the 
party which insisted on that clause was not satisfied 
with the joint occupation provided for in the treaty. 
What, then, was the object of this resolution, now 
under consideration, but to express the opinion of 
this government that. it. was not satisfied, and ask 
thatthe treaty should be abrogated? 

When- the notice of discontinuance was given, 
this government would bẹ- better prepared to begin 
negotiation, than it possibly could be with the treaty 
in. full force .and its termination undetermined, 
That notice must. begiven one year before the treaty 
could be. abrogated; and was the senator satisfied 
that, during the term of this notice, its existence 
would’ prevent negotiation? It seemed to him (Mr. 
S.) that there was a great difference with respect to 
the position of the two paroon to the treaty: Great 
Britain was satisfied with it; this.country was not. 
‘The resolution would show that. He would, there- 
fore, consider that the senator from Virgina was 
entirely mistaken in supposing that the passage of 
the resolution would be deemed by any one as dis- 
courteous. to Great Britain, or that it would at all 
interfere with. the negotiation. But there was anoth- 
er point, of view. The senator said no step ought 
to be taken that would interfere with the negotiation. 
Now, was. that true? One of the objects he (Mr. 
S.) had.in view was, to express the opinion of this 
Senate- that it could not agree to any treaty 
that would, ‘recognise . the joint. occupation . of 
the. territory.: Was it not proper to express. 
puch an opinion? Wag the Senate to sit thers, | 


and never say anything on the subject: till’ the 
treaty was made? - That was a 
cussed on ‘another resolution lately “before thée’Sén- 
ate, [Mr. Arien’s;] and had it been introduced in 
eXecutive session, that resolution would have been 
adopted. i ; 


He-did not siy that it was obligatory to pass this 
resolution, but that it was a. public matter, which 
could not interfere with the negotiation in any other 


“way than, in a proper manner, to express the opinion 


of the Senate as to what cannot be negotiated. Was 
it not best to do this before the negotiation was en- 
tered into? But the truth was, he had not unlimited 
confidence in negotiations as the best mode of se- 
curing national rights. He belieyed this country 
had been a good deal cheated in Be 


| it had been betrayed into giving up. a good deal of 


territory in that way; and he was, therefore, unwil- 
ling to let this negotiation go on without knowing 
what might be the final result. 

_, He did not intend to enter further into discus- 
sion on this resolution, and hoped that, after being 


laid-over so long, it would be allowed to pass with- 


out debate; but as the senator from Virginia seemed 
disposed to obstruct it by delay, it was obvious that 
such a course would call up debate; and as. sena- 
tors might not be prepared for it, he should have 
no objection to a postponement till to-morrow if de- 
sired. He had not risen to enter into discussion 
himself—his desire being solely to express the ob- 
ject he had in introducing the resolution, and then 
to let it go to the vote on its adoption. He would, 
however, much rather it were postponed toa fu- 
ture day, ifthe Senate thought proper, than to 
have it referred to a committee hostile to its con- 
sideration within the time it could effect the object 
he had in view. 


lt was well known that, in the western country, 
the people felt a deep interest with respect to the 
occupation of Oregon. He believed, something like 
a year ago, several public meetings were called ine 
the States of Missouri and Ilinois; at. which the 
universal opinion ,prevailed that the Territory of 
Oregon ought to be occupied by the government of 
the United States without delay. This wasan opinion 
expressed by persons of different political parties. 
There was one united voice of the whole section of 
country in favor of immediate occupation. There 
was a large meeting at the scai of government during 
the sitting of the last session of the legislature of 
Illinois, at which the most unqualified opinion was 
given that no delay should take place on this sub- 
ject. At the convention, held last summer in Cin- 
cinnati, it was resolved that they would not agree or 
consent to any negotiation that would give up any 
part of the territory of Oregon between the 42d and 
54th degrees of north latitude. Citizens. of the 
United States had gone to the territory for pur-, 
poses of hunting and trading with the Indians; and 
more recently for making settlements, The very 
last year, 1,000 or 1,500 went to make settlements 
there. They have gone to reclaim this vast wil- 
derness,and to unite, by civilization and human inter- 
course, the shores of the Pacific with the great 
West of this Union. The attempt to open an 
easy communication has been made, and that is 
now accomplished by wagons. This government 
is bound to support and protes her citizens 
there, on her own territory. itis impossible for it 
to to overlook the expression of pe opinion on 
this point, so emphatically and universally pro- 
nounced. How was it to act? Was it to allow Great 
Britain to exercise jurisdiction over its citizens? 
He thought not. He thought this government was 
bound to put an end to the treaty of joint occupancy, 
which gives Great Britain any pretext for arrogating 
territorial power in Oregon. ` 

This thing of joint occupation by nations. at peace 
wasan anomaly. He did not know that he had 
ever before heard or read of such a thing. He had 
heard of a country being jointly occupied by two 
contending powers; but not by two friendly powers. 
He recollected hearing of the joint occupation of 
Tennessee and Kentucky; but even in that instance, 
the people were very near having great difficulties, 
growing out of their mutual positions, the conse- 
quence of their joint occupancy. Governments are 
always tenacious on this subject. All had seen the 
difficulties between the States of Michigan, Ohio, 
and Missouri, and Iowa. The general government 
should be cautious how it allowed such an equivocal 
position to exist a moment longer than it could’ be 
avoided. a ht Senge ae 

These were the views and reasons which induced 


estion fully dis- 


) 


.a most incontestable case of title on 


from the ehairman of the Committee: or 
Relations. He thought it would be neither: 
spectful to Great Britain, nor obstructive tothe 
tiation, to adopt the resolution, He bèli 
was due to the interests and honor of thee 
try, that notice should be given ‘to. terminate 
the joint : occupation. He wished’ to say ‘a 
few words on this subject; but it: was’ late; ifs 
however, it was postponed, he would avail himself’ 
of the opportunity, when it came up again, to.sub- 
mit his views. Be et 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked: that he<felt a great 
interest in the subject, and would take occasion to 
express his views upon it. He had no doubt the 
whole merits of the question would be discussed on 
the resolution; and would acquiesce’ in- the sugges- 
tion of the senator from Pennsylvania as tothe prot, 
prey of postponing the resolution.’ "The treaty ale 
owing the joint occupation should never have’ be 
made. It was unadvisedly ratified at the tirne; fors 
the benefit of it accrued to England alone. ‘That 
government was well satisfied with the treaty asit? 
now exists, and would be willing -thatit should be 
continued to all time; for the reason’ alone ‘that she 
derives all the benefit. Gentlemen on the other 
side had resisted the passage of the bill for thé oc-'. 
cupation and settlement of that. Territory, hereto~- 
fore, because the notice now proposed ‘to “be: given: 
by this resolution had not been given;' but now they: 
were opposed to giving that notice, because they ap- 
prehended that it would have an injurious, effect an. . 
the negotiations about to be commenced for the set-’ 
tlement of the title. He hoped, however, the. reso- 
lution would pass. i we Oo 

Mr. ARCHER rose for the purpose of-coneurring’; 
in the ody eli of postponement made by the'sen- 
ator from ennsy ivana, and suggested to the senators, 
from Illinois, that. he had also better concur‘in.a 
ostponement for a longer time than Tuesday:next. 
That senator would recollect that, a few days agoy a: 
memorial was sent in by Mr. Greenhow, relative toa 
history of the Oregon etd he was preparing, of 
vast importance as regarded the title of the United 
States; which memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, of which he (Mr. A.) had; 
the honor to be the organ. The book has not. yet. , 
been completed. Only a part had yet been sent.to: 
the committee. The remainder was expected in a few. 
days. He suggested to the senator to. let, the. poste, 
ponement take place until the whole of that: book 
could be examined; if he did not do so, he (Mr..A.), 
would have the advantage of having deriyed all the 
information it afforded, while the rest of the Senate. 
would be entirely ignorant of its contents. eee 

Mr. BENTON. We on this side want no beoks 
in this case. E 

Mr. ARCHER. I have only to say to the Sén- 
ator from Missouri that his opinions will be strength-: 
ened bya perusal of this book; fer it: makes: out 
the: part.of the 


United States. : 

Mr. BENTON. I believe I can inform the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, that I have seen and read, and 
know more than can be written on this subject by 
Mr. Greenhow, or mare than that gentleman evep 
heard of it. T : 

Mr. ARCHER. Of that I have not the least 
doubt; because I must do the senator from Missouri 
the justice to say, that he is the most laborious and 
best informed statesman on all subjects of that kind, 
I know of. But we are not all so well informed; 
and if the gentlemen on the other side wish full in- 
formation, they will have the advantage of it by the 
postponement. mee 

The discussion was continued for a short time by- 
Messrs. ALLEN and MOREHEAD. 

Mr. SEMPLE then observed that the resolution: 
had been introduced.on the 8th instant; it was now 
the 25th. It-was evident he had not urged: it hase 
tily or impatiently. He would consent to its fare 
ther postponement till Tuesday next, (Monday bes 
ing the special order for Mr, McDurriz’s reply tg: 


Mr. Evanson the tariff policy, 
sentto a more distant: day. s = soo o A G 
The ‘subject was then. postponed to Tuesday next. 
.Mr. ARCHER asked the Senate to.go into execu- 
tive session a shorttime, as there was business of 
some moment to. transact -there. aa 
: Mr. EVANS said he rose for the purpose, before 
that: question. was put, of moving that, when the 
Senate. adjourn, it-adjourn till Monday next. He 
did this, not to delay business, but for the purpose of 
forwarding it; for he declared that-he had not time 
to discharge his. public.duties on the committee, so 
much had his time been occupied there. He did not 
think there was anything of a pressing nature before 
the. Senate; for if theré was, he would not ask the 
Senate to. adjourn over. l 
The question was put. on the motion; and it was 
agreed to. i 
On motion. of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after a short time spent therein, 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuoursvay, January 25, 1844. 
CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. ELMER, from the Committee of Elections, 
to which had been referred the memorial of William 
L. Goggin, contesting the seat of Tuomas W. Gir- 
MER, one of the.members of the House, from the 
State of Virginia, madea report thereon. [The report 
sustains the right of Mr. Grumer to his seat.] 

Mr. E. stated, in justice to the committee, that 
this report had been ready for presentation to 
the House a fortnight ago, but was withheld at 
the request of. the minority, who wished to present 
a counter report which they had not yet been 
able to get ready in consequence of the indispo- 
sition of one of their members. He moved that the 
report be referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, and printed. He was also instructed to 
move that the arguments and statements made by 
Mr. Goggin and Mr. GiLmer before the committee 
be also printed and referred. 


Mr. NEWTON called a division of the question 
so as to take the questions on printing the report 
and printing the argumients separately: agreed to. 

The question being taken on printing the report, 
and ere it to the Committee of the 
Hoese, was decided in the affirmative. 

The question then recurred in printing the argu- 
ments of the claimant and of the sitting member. 


Mr. ELMER stated that the memorial of Mr. 
Goggin, which was referred to the committee, was 
printed, and at that time no argument on’ the sub- 
ject was made by the sitting member. When the 
parties came before the committee, Mr. Goggin 
prepared a written argument, embracing some points 
not embraced in his memorial; and Mr. GILMER, on 
time being given, made his written answer; and 
these were the documents that he moved to have 
printed, so that the House might have the whole 
subject before them. 

Phe SPEAKER here called Mr. Bearpsiey to 
the chair. 


Mr. NEWTON deemed it his duty, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Elections, and as being the 
one who presented the memorial of Mr. Goggin to 
the House, to oppose the motion to print the argu- 
ment of that gentleman, submitted more than a month 
ago. 

“This argument was prepared Mr. Goggin upon 
a state of facts, which be supposed at the time to 
exist, but which he now found did not exist; and 
therefore a large portion of it did not apply to the 
case before the House. Under such circumstances, 
it would be an idle wast of public moncy to print 
these documents, as no good could be produced by 
it. He supposed that the object was not to en- 
lighten the House, as the report of the committee 
would perform that service; and if it did not, the ar- 
guments of the sitting member's friends would. In 
addition, he considered it would be discourteous to 
Mr. Goggin, who was detained at home by indispo- 
sition, to print his argument which was now inap- 
propriate to the matter before the House; and as a 
friend of that gentleman, and as an impaxtial judge, 
he deemed jt his duty to protest against the printing 
if, ‘without hig congent. 

` Mr. DOUGLASS, as a member of the committee, 
dissented from the views of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Newron.] He did not regard these 
spatements presented to the committee on the part of 


hole 


but could ‘not ‘con: 


l Mr. Goggin, and of the sitting member, strictly as 


mere arguments; they were more than that. ` 
After the memorial of. Mr. Goggin-was presented 


` to the House, and, with the evidence, was referred 


to the committee, the two claimants appeared and 
made their statements of facts, containing their con- 
struction of law governing the case and thé argu- 


- ments enforcing them, which they submitted to the 


committee in writing. . In these statements the gen- 
tlemen made many admissions of facts which they 
would not now controvert. For instance: the sitting 
member stated that he would not controvert certain 
facts stated by the memorialist; and that he would 
controvert other facts stated by him; while, on the 
other hand, the memorialist stated that he would ad- 
mit certain facts tated by the sitting member, and 
that he would controvert others. These statements, 
prepared by the parties with deliberation, and sub- 
mitted to the committee, constituted the pleadings of 
the case. Again: they were evidence in the case; for 
if the defendant in any suit comes forward and ad- 
mits that he will not contest certain facts alleged 
against him, it becomes a part of the evidence, and 
the court holds him to it. He therefore believed 
that, in holding the sitting member, and also the 
contesting claimant, strictly to the admissions the 
have made, they would be acting in tonformity with 
the practice of all judicial tribunals, as well as with 
the principles of justice. He considered, too, that 
they were important to the case, as containing the 
best of evidence. As to any injustice to the absent 
claimant, in printing his argument, he, on his part, 
thought it would be the grossest injustice to him to 
suppress it. The claimant was not here in person, 
and it was a strange inference that it would be un- 
courteous to him to permit the argument that he 
himself had presented to be published. He thought 
both these arguments should be printed, because 
they were necessary to a full understanding of the 
subject; and the cost, he understood, would be very 
trifling. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that, as to the brevity of 
the arguments, and the trifling cost of printing them, 
he thought the question would be best answered if 
the Clerk would hold up to the House the large roll 
of documents in which they were comprised. The 
truth was, this motion called for the printing of a 
large mass of matter—a great deal of which was 
entirely irrelevant, and not necessary to an under- 
standing of the subject. He believed nothing else 
was embraced in the motion but to print the argu- 
ments presented on both sides to the committee; and 
nothing was said about printing the testimony taken 
in the case. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Doverass] adduced, as an argument for printing 
the statements of the conflicting parties, that there 
were admissions made in both of them which were 
good evidence. Now, if this was a good argument 
for printing the statements, would it not also apply 
to the printing of the testimony, which was equally 
necessary for a thorough understanding of the sub- 
ject? So far, however, from this being the case, he 
could say that the report of the majority of the 
committee, jst presented, and the report of the 
minority, which he was authorized to say would be 
presented to-morrow, agreed essentially in facts, 
and did not contradict each other in any important 
particular. So there was no use in printing these 
statements on account of the evidence they con- 
tained. 

Mr. HAMLIN observed that he had antici- 
pated that this debate would arise on the motion of 
the chairman of the Committee of Elections, and 
that these objections would be made to the printing 
of these statements; for when the committee came 
to the canclusion to ask for their printing, they were 
informed that such a motion would be opposed. He 
was not, therefore, surprised at the opposition these 
gentlemen had seen fit to make to the printing of 
these two written statements. He was not in the 
House when the gentleman from Hlivois, [Mr. 
Dovuerass,] gave his reasons for supporting the mo- 
tion; and he trusted, therefore, that he should be exe 
cused, if, in assigning his reasons for coming to the 
same conclusion, he should make use of some of the 
arguments advanced by that gentleman. He would, 
in the first place, call the attention of the House to 
the state of facts as presented. Mr. Goggin came 
into the House, and presented a written memorial, 
signed by him, making up his case against the sitting 
member, Mr. Grrr, in his own, and presenting 
the issue, on his part, in the form that best suited 
him. He was bound by no limit, and bound by no 

rinciple, save what he deemed most conducive to 
his own rights, and his own interests. That memos 


rial. was printed, ahd referred to the committee; 
and then, when the parties, went before it, each made 
up.a written statement of his case, which was also 
suubmitted and considered. . 

The written statements of the parties, though not 
strictly evidence in the case, contained admissions 
that were material to a right understanding of the 
ease. And what wasthere to fear in the publication 
of these statements? He went on at some length to 
argue in favor of the printing of the documents. 

‘Mr. GILMER also spoke in favor of the printing 
of the statement of his competitor for the seat which 
he occupied; and if the argument in favor of econo- 
my in the expenditures for printing was deemed of 
much weight, he would pay the expense himself. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE thought it would be more re- 
spectful to the House, and more complimentary to 
the intelligence of its members, if this matter were 
allowed to be printed, so that each member could 
judge for himself what bearing these statements had 
on the question inissue, 

Surely the House might be trusted to decide how 
far the printed statement should be allowed to have 
a bearing upon their decision of the question, and 
how far it ceased to be a practice on account of an 
subsequent evidence which had been taken. e 
did not know that any great importance could be 
attached to the document; but, from the very great 
anxiety which had been exhibited, he was almost 
led to believé that there was some secret design to 
produce a particular effect by the printing or refus- 
ing to print it. It was sufficient for him to know, 
however, from the statement of the committee, 
that the statement of the two contesting parties had 
been prepared and submitted for the purpose of 
simplifying the proceedings, and of abridging the 
labors of the committee; that they were a part of 
the res geste; that they formed, in fact, a portion of 
the proceedings of the committee, and should not, 
therefore, be suppressed. He would, therefore, af- 
ter having expressed the astonishment which had 
been excited in his breast, by this effort to suppress 
the {publication of the papers in question, vote for the 
printing; as he should always do in reference to 
anything which a committee, through its chairman, 
might desire to print. 

They had been told of a minority report. And 
he would now set the gentleman from Ohio right. 
A minority report was not known in parliamentary 
law. The custom of receiving minority reports had 
grown up by the courtesy of the House; but it was, 
in reality, an abuse. The sitting members, in cases 
of contested elections, had been permitted to bring in 
written statements; and against this courtesy he had 
no objection, because it had become an established 
usage of this House. But acommittee alone could 
make a report; and there was a much stronger reason 
why a minority should not be permitted to make a 
report against the deliberate report of a majority, 
than there was against publishing explanatory state- 
ments of two contesting members. He could see 
no good reason why the documents should not be 
printed; and he would, therefore, give his vote for 
the printing. 

r. G. DAVIS said he thought the matter had 


| received a degree af importance which it did not de- 


serve. He felt totally indifferent whether this argu- 
ment should be printed or not. His principal mo- 
tive In rising was to notice the intimation thrown 
out by the gentleman from Virginia, that there was 
an attempt to suppress a part of the record, on the 
part of a portion of the committee. What was that 
record? 'The memorials and statements of the parties 
constituted the issue upon which the record was 
made up. And he appealed to the gentleman from 
Virginia, whether it was not ag necessary that the 
statements made orally should be printed, as those 
made in writing; for it was an established principle 
of law, that the decision of a case should be based 
upon all the evidence given in the case. But it mat- 
tered little about the arguments made in the case 

for the Fouse would make its own decision irrespect= 
ive of the force or the fallacy of the arguments em- 
ployed. It was of litle consequence, then, whether 
they were printed or not. But in regard to minori- 
ty reports, were minorities to have no voice? Were 
their opinions to be suppressed? Was this what the 
gentleman meant? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, I said expressly (and Ť re- 
ly upon my knowledge of pailiamentary law to sus- 
tain rae in the opinion) that a minority cannot make 
a report. And f will add that, in place of makine 
a report, their course is to come before the House 
and resist the report of the majority one by one. 
` Mr. DAVIS admitted that, by the parliamentary 


; [Continued from No. 12.] 

law of England—a government of moderate despot- 
ism—the minority had no right to be heard by a re- 
port; but this principle of despotic law had been re- 
versed by the American Congress. 

Mr. ELMER said he had been opposed to the 
printing because he thought it unnécessary; for he 
deemed -it altogether unimportant whether these 
statements should be before the House or not: but, 
as a majority of the committee were disposed to 
demand the printing, he would vote in favor of the 
proposition. 

Mr. THOMPSON advocated the printing. 

_ Mr. NEWTON desired to make a few observa- 
tions in regard to the suspicion which was said to 
attach to the minority of the committee, and to. the 
friends of Mr. Goggin. It was not desired to sup- 
press any facts, or inference from facts, which 
might be deemed important. If there was anything 
in the argument that was calculated in the least to 
enlighten the House, he would be perfectly willing 
it should be printed. There was no suppression, at 
all events; for the papers were placed upon the table, 
and might be examined. 

Mr. GILMER. observed that he trusted that his 
colleague and friend, [Mr. Newron,} when he rea- 
soned calmly to Mr. Goggin’s case and his own, 
would have no reason to censure him, whether he 
considered him a Greek or a Trojan; and he trusted 
that he would always consider him as a friend. He 
however, said Mr. G. treats me as a Greek—and 
thereby admits that he is a Trojan. But when his 
pollsague spoke of the Greek gifts he offered, he 
would ask what those Greek gifts were. Why, a 
proposition to. print Mr. Goggin’s own. argument, 
prepared by himself, and presenting his case in 
the strongest light he could. This, however, his 
colleague supposed, was not for the purpose of bring- 

- ing light to the House, but for Buncombe; and he 
. begged him therefore to recollect that he did not rep- 
resent Buncombe; and though his district was a 
very large one, it did not quite extend into North 
Carolina. As his colleague imputed to him the de- 
sign of printing Mr. Goggin’s argument to be 
used before the people, he would ask him which 
of them did that gentleman the most injustice— 
he who wished to publish his own statement 
of his case, or his colleague who sought to 
suppress it? Was there anything in this argument 
which the gentleman was ashamed of publishing to 
the world? He must be permitted to say that his 
colleague had done Mr. Goggin the most injustice; 
and that his course had injured him more than any- 
thing else. His friend had thought proper to allude 
to a subject he never should have thought of, and 
ascribed to him a pride in controversy. This he 
disclaimed; and he trusted that his colleague knew 
him too well to suppose that he entertained such a 
pride. He surely could not suppose that there was 
any personal controversy between him and Mr. 
Goggin; for he thought that there were higher 
objects of public justice and public interest in 
view than “a mere personal matter between 
two. individuals. The gentleman had thought 
roper to travel out of the record and al- 
ude: to the rains in that “misty valley of Vir- 
ginia;”. but he begged leave to say to him that 
Mr. Goggin himself never would allude to that sub- 
ject again, because" hewould find that he would lose 
more than he could gain by it. He referred to this 
subject, because it was the only original ground on 
which his election was contested, and on which Mr. 
Goggin gave him a notice; and the only one, there- 
fore, on which he was obliged to meet him here. 
He could have confined his opponent to that point, 
as he had.aright-to do; but he was unwilling to take 
any advantage, and therefore allowed him to brin 
testimony on any other points he chose. . He would 
now say, however, in reference to that matter, that 
it was-abandoned by all parties as utterly unworthy 
of any consideration. 

. Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the previous 
‘question; which having been seconded, and the main 
question ordered, 5 
“Mi. WELLER called for the yeas and nays. 

“Mr: NEWTON called fora division of the main 

question; soas to take it separately on printing: the 
yo arguments, ; i f 


| 


with it. 

Mr. NEWTON then observed that he would not 
ask for a division of the question. ` 

„Mr. GARRETT DAVIS renewed his call for a 
division of the question. j i 

Mr. WELLER again called for. the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. : 

r. DROMGOOLE submitted that the argu- 
ment of his colleague was a response to that of his 
opponent; and he considered the one inseparable 
from the other. j 

The CHAIR thought the question was divisible. 

Mr. BELSER called for the reading of the argu- 
ments. He understood that there were admissions 
in both of them; and, if so, they were evidence, and 
the best of evidence. Objections being made, Mr. 
B. withdrew his request. 


Mr. SHENCK called for the reading of the argu- 
ments, but objections were made by several; and 
the- Chair said, therefore, that they could not be 
read. 

The question was then put on printing Mr. Goe- 
Gry’s argument, and decided. in the affirmative— 
yeas 124, nays 51. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved that all the testimony in 
the case be printed. The House had agreed to pub- 
lish a part of the case, and he thought. the whole 
should go to the world together. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
SCHENCK, DROMGOOLE, CAVE JOHNSON, 
HAMLIN, GILMER, BIDLACK, DOUGLASS, 
BELSER, DICKINSON, and OWEN took part. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN said that he was a member 
of the Committee of Elections, but had not intended 
to say anything on these preliminary and incidental 

uestions. No one on the committee had ever 
thought of, much less proposed to publish, these depo- 
sitions. They related to matters about which there 
seemed, in the progress of investigation, to be but 
little, if any, disagreement of opinion. They related 
to the quantity of rain that fell on a certain day in 
certain counties of Virginia; whereas the controver- 
sy seemed to lic on altogether different grounds. 
Much of the testimony about the state of the weather 
was ludicrous and unimportant; the notices to take 
them, the preambles to them, and the certificates 
of those who took them, besides the desul- 
tory nature of the questions and answers, would 
make a book nearly as large as the one he held in 
his hand. It would cost a great deal of money, all 
for no profit to members here or to the people of “mis- 
ty valley of Virginia,” to which one of the members of 
that State [Mr. Newroy] had tauntingly alluded. 

The mover himself had stated that there was no 
controversy about the facts; none in the written 
statements of the parties that required any part of 
these papers to be published; but as the House had 
ordered the written statements, or pleadings of the 
parties, to be published, he thought it right to pub- 
lish everything. Why, this looks like asking it 
only in the way of revenge. Revenge for the decision 
of the House? He (Mr. B.) protested against doing 
it from this motive. The controversy, as far as 
there was one, turned on points not elucidated by 
the testimony—points of law under the statutes of 
Virginia. Why waste the people’s money on un- 
necessary printing? As a friend of true economy, 
he was opposed to it. ‘To save time, this was all he 
chose to say on the subject. ; 

Mr. SCHENK modified his resolution, by add- 
ing the following: 

“Omitting to print the notices for taking deposi- 
tions, and the official certificates attached to the de- 
positions, giving only the dates of the taking of the 
testimony.” 

Upon the adoption of the resolution as modified, 
the previous question was demanded, and seconded. 

Mr. THOMPSON asked of the chairman of the 
Committee of Elections whether there was any dis- 
agreement as to facts in the two reports of the ma- 
jority and minority. : 

Mr. ELMER said that, not having seen the re- 
port of the minority, he could not answer that ques- 
tion ponitively....He understood, however, that there 


was no disagreement as to facts, 


Mr. GILMER said that he did not wish his argu- 
ment to be printed unless Mr. Goggin’s was printed 


ditional evidence iri the case of a contested 


port from the War Dep 

was not heard. oa 3 
Mr. ADAMS called for the ‘thesda 
Mr. NEWTON asked leave to pr SON 


Mr. BLACK moved that the House ad 
Mr. SCHENCK. askèd. the gentlem 
Georgia to withdraw his motion ‘to adjourn ra 
der that he might give a notice from the Committee 
of Elections. eee ieee 
Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said that there 
were some executive documents on the Speaker's 
table, which ought to be laid before the House, and | 
disposed of before adjourning. : eee 
Mr. ADAMS insisted on the orders:of the day.: 
Mr. BLACK said he would withdraw his motion - 
for the executive documents’ and. for the notice of 
tho pendeman from Ohio, ‘but for nothing else. 
r. ADAMS objected to any. other business but 
the orders of the day. : fe eatin 
The GHAIR said that the gentleman, from Ohio 
[Mr. Scuencx] had a privileged question to offer: 
Mr. SCHENCK then gave notice that he would, 
on the part of the minority of the Committee of | 
Elections, to-morrow, present a minority report in 
the case of Messrs.’ Goggin and Gilmer; and:he 
moved that. leave be given ‘for “its recéption.’. ‘This ` 
was agreed to by general consent; and Mr.S; re> 
newed the motion for adjournment. : we 
Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to adjourn; but, a sufficient number not 
rising, the call was not sustained. ree 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL appealed to the House 
not to adjourn without disposing of the executive 
documents on the Speaker's table. PES 
Mr. ADAMS called for tellers on the question of 
adjournment; which were ordered; and the question, 
being taken, was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
82, noes 48. Pt E ae 
So the House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented: to-day: were 
handed to the reporters by the members, presenting 
them: 

By Mr. BYRAM GREEN: A petition of thein- 
habitants of the county of Wayne, New York, ask- 
ing for the abolition of the franking privilege, and.a 
reduction of the rates of postage. : 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Thomas 
Graves, of Russell county, Kentucky: referred. to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. FRICK: Two memorials of similar im- 
ort, from the inhabitants. of ‘Columbia county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for a reduction of postage, . 

with a proper restriction of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition.of George W. Rob- 
inson and others, citizens of McDonough and Han- 
cock counties, in the State of Illinois, praying: the 
establishment of a mail route from Macomb, in said 
counnty of McDonough, via Blandensvill 
Harpe, Camp Creek, Pontoome, and Appano t 
Nauvoo, iù the county of Hancock: referred” to tlie 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads: : 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The. petition of Alexander 
Wilson and 87 others, citizens. of Miami county, 
praying the establishment of a. mail route from.In- 
dianapolis to Peru, via Broad Ripple, Fannington, 
Shieldsville, and Green Town. | gad 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A petition of 40 citizens of 


“Oswego, New. York, praying for an appropriation to 


complete the harbor at Oak Orchard, on Lake On- 
tario.. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of iu- 
habitants of Canton, St. Lawrence county, New 
York, to reduce the pay of members of Congress to 
$4,and to abolish the franking privilege. Also, the 
petition of inhabitants of Brasher, to abridge the 
the franking privilege, and reduce the rates of post- 


age. 

S By Mr. McCLERNAND: The memorial of Na- 

thaniel B. Blackford and 49 others. Also, the mie- 

morial of John Saulsbury and 58 others, citizens of 

White county, Ilinois, praying the donation of the 

refuse lands in the Shawneetown ‘and Palestine. 
land districts, for the improvement of the naviga 


+ 


us,” read “This negotiating about what already be- 


‘whom he. contributed to give the privileges of the 


rëat Wabash xi £ -R 
„floor for the purpose of. truly. reporting what occur- 


ation of the g at Wabash river; which were re- 
erred to. the Committée on Public Lands. : 


“By Mr. STRONG: ‘The. petition of William || red in that House. -` B : 
Jones and others, praying: that-Cold Spring, on f.: Tt was unnecessary for him to. say that the whole 
Long, Island, New: York, may be constituted a port |f paragraph which charged. a number of gentlemen 


of entry: referred, together with:other papers on 

the ‘same ‘subject; presented at the Jast. session; to - 

the Committee on A mise: Viena! 3 

By. Mr.: FISH: The petition: of Charles Rhind; 

for additional com ensation’ for services in. negotia- 

ting a treaty with Turkey. Pea 
CA 


“with having created a fuss, and which imputed to 
chim impertinence, had falsified the whole transaction. 
-He would not ‘submit that such a statement 
: should go forth to the public, under the color of a 
report, having been reported by a stenographer. or 
other reporter. The article which he had read was 
signed “Oliver Oldschool,” a name which, he stated 
in hig representative capacity, was but the anony- 
mous one ofa man named Sargeant,to whom a special 
place had been assigned by the Speaker, but who 
was seldom in his place; but, on the contrary, roam- 
ing about the House where he had no right. He 
called upon the Speaker, as the distinguished organ 
of that House, to ascertain if the man to whom he 
alluded was the author of the calumny; and if so, to 
withdraw from him the privilege which he had con- 
ferred upon him of occupying a seatin the House; 
and he did this the more promptly because it was 
not an extreme case of personalabuse. Many gen- 
tlemen might think it a slight affair. It was a slight 
affair, and therefore the more promptly and unhes- 
itatingly did he lay his hand upon it. A gentleman 
of considerable experience had well observed (if he 
might be permitted to refer to what took place in the 
Committee on Rules) that, if something should not 
goon be done in relation to the admission 
of letters writers, their number would soon 
exceed the number of members; and, so far 
from anything like a fair report being made, they 
were represented to their constituents, and to foreign 
countries, as the merest blackguards in creation. He 
could take it upon himself to say, that a more or- 
derly representative body did not exisi—not even 
those of England, France, 


? Mr. DODGE, of Towa: The memorial of the 
mayor and alderman of the ‘city of Burlington, in 
the TRrritory of Iowa, earnestly praying Congress 
for the passage of an act—a form for which accom- 
panied the. memorial—to enable claimants to the un- 
‘sold lots: in said city.to perfect their titles: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. . S 


Erratum.—lIn the remarks of Mr -Owew, on the 
joint occupation of Oregon, delivery in the House 
on the 23d January; and given on pages 178.and 179, 


for “This negotiating about what does not belong to 
longs tous.” 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 26, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday having been 
approved— 


Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Retrenchment, reported the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Retrenchment 
be empowered to send for and examine persons and 
papers., 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose to a question of 
privilege; and referred to and read the 15th and 
16th rules of the House, in these words: 


“15. Stenographers, wishing to take down the de- 
bates, may be admitted by the Speaker, who shall 
assign such places to them on the floor, or elsewhere, 
to effect their object, as shall not interfere with the 
convenience of the House. 
~ «16, No person shall be allowed. the privilege of 
the Hall, under the character of stenographer, with- 
out a written permission from the Speaker, specify- 
ing the part of the hall assigned to him; and no re- 
porter or stenographer shall be admitted under the 
rules of the House, unless such reporter or stenog- 
rapher shall state, in writing, for what paper or 
papers he is employed to report.” 

He proceeded to state that he found, in a certain 
newspaper, called the United States Gazette, 
which had been sent to him this morning, the fol- 
lowing false account of a transaction which occurred 
in that House: 


«A scene of some little sensation, as the French 
term it, occurred in the House, upon Mr. Adams’s 
presenting some resolutions from the legislature of 
‘Massachusetts, similar to those he presented some 
time ago, and to those presented by Mr. Bates in the 
Senate. Objections were made to their reception; 
and the usual fuss was raised. Mr. Adams called 
for the ayes and noes. Some conversation occurred 
in regard to whether they were signed by the Gov- 
emor, &¢.; during which Mr. C. J. Ingersoll took 
occasion to inquire of Mr. Adams if the resolutions 
were not written by himself. Mr. Adams looked 
at Mr. I. a moment, without deigning to reply; and 
then, with a peculiar manner, and a calm dignity, 
turned to the Speaker, and said: “Sir, I have de- 
manded the yeas and nays.” This was a severe re- 
buke to what Mr. Adams considered an impertinent 
question; to which, had he chosen to answer it atall, 
he might have replied in the negative.” 

He asked for no special protection, upon this oc- 
‘casion or any other, from the Speaker; butas one of 
that body— 

The SPEAKER observed to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that any proposition upon this subject 
could only be entertained by general consent. 
. Mr. INGERSOLL said he trusted the subject, as 
a matter of privilege, would be entertained with- 
out objection. It was nota matter which concerned 
parties; it was a matter which concerned every in- 
dividual member of the House. Every gentleman 
in that House was liable to be vilified and abused; 
he had had his share of abuse, nor had he complain- 
ed. He had never winced ander any abuse; indeed, 
he might say, he had never regarded it; but, as the 
representative of 70,000 freemen, he would not 
kufer his conduct to be misrepresented by those to 


read and 


could be blind to the fact, that the character of the 
House, and the country itself, had heen undergoing 
a process of deterioration in consequence of the 
streams of calumny which were sent forth from 
this House, and which returned to it, after having 
awept the whole extent of the nation, He called 
upon the Speaker to take cognizance of the motion. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the first thing 
which had been done by him in-connexion with the 
duty imposed upon him by the rule, was to ascer- 
tain, as well as he could, whether the gentlemen ap- 
plying to be admitted were of fair standing and 
character, and whether they were regular reporters; 
and to such persons, as far as the Chair could ascer- 
tain, places had been assigned. In no case had a 
place been assigned to-a letter-writer; in all cases 
they represented themselves as reporters. 

Mr. INGERSOLL inquired whether the Chair 
recollected the application of Nathan Sargeant for a 


seat. 

The SPEAKER replied he distinctly recollected 
the application; and upon reference toa memorandum, 
he found that seat No. 4 had been assigned to him as 
the reporter for the the United States Gazette. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he wished the Chair to 
understand that he stated upon his responsibility 
that Nathan Sargeant was the author of the article 
alluded to. 

Mr. MORRIS inquired whether the matter rested 
entirely with the Speaker and an individual mem- 
ber, to determine upon and to enforce the expulsion 
from this hall of a reporter. He knew something 
of Mr. Sargeant, and he knew him tobe a man of 
unimpeachable integrity. 

Mr. ADAMS said, as he’was insome degree in- 
volved in this controversy, inasmuch as he wat al- 
luded to in the article complained of by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, he would take the liberty 
to call for a more explicit specification of the charge 
against the reporter than had_yet been made. He 
did not find, in the rules, any arbitrary power given to 
the Speaker to displace any of the reporters of this 
House. Still less should it be done on the call of a 
single member who might have taken displeasure 
towards the reporter. He asked for something more 
specific—something which would give authori- 
ty to the Speaker to act. ‘With respect to 
the facts stated by the reporter, though he 
would say nothing of the inference which the 
reporter had drawn, and in which it would appear 
he had taken the liberty to state what his (Mr. A.’s) 
feelings were with respect to the facts, he was at a 
loss to know what facts, as stated by the réporter, 
the gentleman complained of as being untrue. As 
fay as related to him, (Mr. A.,) they were strictly 


or Spain, which are the | 
only ones deserving of a comparison; but no one * 


W- true; and he took itfo 


| 


at it must have been 
apparent at the time, to every member of the House, 
that the proceeding of the gentleman was extremely 
disorderly. The reporter had, perhaps, misdescribed 
his looks, but he did not consider that his looks 
formed a part of the proceedings of the House. 
[A laugh.] He would be sorry if they did. But 
with rezard to the statement, so far as it related to 
himself, he would endorse it as being strictly true. 
The reason why he, did not answer the gentleman 
at the time, was because he did consider it a piece of 
impertinence. He turned then (as stated in the re- 
port) to the Speaker, said that he had called for 
the yeas and nays, and made no answer to the gen- 
teman. Buta circumstance occurred which the re- 
porter. had not mentioned; and that was, that there 
was a shout of laughter from all sides of the House. 

Mr. INGERSOBL. At your expense. 

Mr. ADAMS. Because perhaps it was supposed 
that he was afraid to answer the question. The 
House might amuse itself at his expense. He had 
no sort of objection. But, for the satisfaction of 
members who had amused. themselves at his ex- 
pensc, he would now state that he was not the au- 
thor of the resolution, nor did he know anything 
about it until it was presented here. 

If, for the offence of stating the facts as they oc- 
curred, the reporter was to be dismissed, he hoped 
it would not be by an arbitrary decision of the 
Speaker, but by the act of the House itself And’ 
he would add further, that if, for the inference which 
the reporter drew (without any communication with 
him) from his observations and from the transac- 
tion, he was to be dismissed, and he, by as- 
suming to himself the responsibility of vouching for 
the correctness of the statement, could relieve the 
reporter from the burden, he was ready to do it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS (leave being given for expla- 
nation) said that his reference to the Hartford con- 
vention was for the purpose of showing the origin 
of the proposition contained in the Massachusetts 
resolutions. His reference to the gentleman was 
not to show that he approved of that convention, 
but to show how it was revived; and that, though 
the gentleman was not connected with that conven- 
tion, yet he was connected with the revival of it. 
He did not understand the gentleman as saying that 
the inquiry that he (Mr. S.) made was impertinent, 
because he stated that he saw it contradicted that 
the resolutions of Massachusetts were not signed 
by the governor. 


Mr. ADAMS continued. It was not his inten- 
tion to intimate, on any occasion, that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina was impertinent, though 
he considered his questions out of order, ahd out of 
place in the gentleman who had frequently called 
him to order for irrelevancy. Now, how the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina could_show any rele- 
vancy between the doings of the Hartford conven- 
tion and the question then pending, he left it to the 
gentleman to explain. After dwelling at length on 
the irrelevancy of the Hartford convention to the 
pending question, he went on to explain why he re- 
fused to answer Mr. Incersoxx’s question. If (said 
he) I had been the author of the resolutions, why 
should I be ashamed of it? Am I afraid of any- 
thing? Though (said Mr. A.) I would not say—as 
a chivalrous gentleman once said here—I was born 
without fear, yet Iam not known to be given to 
fear. He was not, therefore, the author of these 
resolutions; and if he had been, he would not have 
denied them, for they met his approbation. After 
referring to the Latimer petition, on which these 
resolutions were founded, he said that his son was 
the author of these resolutions, and the presenter of 
that petition in the Massachusetts legislature, and 
that they passed both branches by almost a unani- 
mous vote. He believed that the amendment to the 
constitution, which those resolutions proposed—i. £. 
taking away the representation of the southern 
States founded on slave population—ought to be 
made; and he believed in his soul, if it wos not 
made before long, this Union would tumble into 
pieces. 

Mr. GILMER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL begged the gentleman 
from Virginia to permit the gentleman to go on. 

_ Mr. GILMER said he must object, if this sub- 
ject was to be continued. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped the gentleman 
would not interfere. He could tell him that he nev- 
er made a greater mistake than in interrupting the 
disclosures that were making. 

Mr. GILMER repeated his objections to the gen- 
ileman’s speaking on that subject; and said that, 


reranted th: 


when the subject:came inté the House in the report 
of the. committee, the. gentleman would have full 
opportunity of discussing it. e A EE 
r. ADAMS, after a few more remarks, conclu~’ 
ded by saying that he endorsed the report of Oliver 
Oldschool as correct. ; 
A Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL having. obtained the 
oor, : 

Mr. WISE asked the geritleman to yield it to him 

for an explanation. $ 


- Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL declined, stating that it. 


was a personal matter. 

Mr. WISE claimed the floor, on the ground that 
the gentleman had already spoken. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said this was a personal 
matter.to himself; and he declined acceding to the 
request of the gentleman. He claimed the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was then understood 
to say that the subject which he had brought 
before the House was one which was personal to 
himself and to every member on that floor; but, by 
the license of the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
was master of all the contrivances of personal im- 
punity, it had been made a much larger question 
than was submitted by him. . The House would 
therefore excuse him if he called upon the Speaker 
in the first place, and: on every member of the last 
Congress, to say if he had not, at all times, treated 
that gentleman [Mr. Apams] with more than the 
respect due to age or membership—with a deferen- 
tial and almost filial respect—so much so, that a rela- 
tive on that floor had deemed it necessary to caution 
him against carrying itto an extent to elicit the very 
opposite treatment of that to which it should have 
entitled him. And he would add, by appealing 
to all the members of the present Congress, wheth- 
er, during any period of the session, he was 
permitted to open his mouth, without some sarcastic 
taunt or illiberal impertinence from the member from 
Massachusetts—so that the public press, his con- 
stituents, and. personal friends, all admonished him 
that forbearance ought to cease, and that retort had } 
been rendered indispensable. 
trampled upon to such an extent, that it was impossi- 
ble any longer tamely to submit. The venerable 
member near me, (said Mr. Incerso.t,) put his en- 
dorsement upon the ridiculous portrait of the letter 
writer, of his “calm dignity.” The “calm dignity” of 
that irascible elder! Heaven. defend us from such 
calmness, and such dignity. None but such a letter- 
writer could so misrepresent the total want of both 
calmness and dignity of the member from Mas- 
sachusetts. And I will take this occasion to add, 
that every time that I have ventured to say one 
word in this House, to or of the. gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I have received anonymous letters, 
all signed “ Lynch ”—all in the same writing—all 
written in this House, (as two of my col- 
leagues, who have kindly investigated the mat- 
ter, are satisfied,)—and all probably proceeding, 
therefore, from some letter writer; some threaten- 
ing me with personal vengeance if ever I. ven- 
tured again to address a word to the pet of this 
Mr. Lynch—the member from Massachusetts. 
Now, I proclaim to him, and I proclaim to Mr. 
Lynch, that, as long as he persists in what I de- 
nounce as his wicked attacks upon the Union and 
constitution of this country, I will never cease to 
hold him up to the public reprobation which I think 
he deserves, and, I trust, will be his punishment. I 
have, Mr. Speaker, beyond my feelings as an 
American citizen, an attachment to this constitution 
of a peculiar character, though notso given to vaunt 
my fearlessness as the member from Massachusetts. = 
So help me God, I will lay down my life, if necessa-. 
ry, rather than that constitution shallbe torn, by rude 
and ungrateful hands, to atoms. And I now give 
the gentleman from Massachusetts notice that [am 
anxiously watching his course on this subject; and 
that I will, on all occasions, oppose, denounce, and 
defeat itif I can. IfI had had occasion to allude to 
the son he has mentioned, the delicacy from which, I 
trust, 1 never depart, would have prevented my na- 
ming him,but by some inoffensive parliamentary cir- 
cuinlocution; but since, he has mentioned that son, 
and. all the circumstances attending the resolution in 
question, is there any thing strange in the suppo- 
sition that the son may have taken the father’s 
advice. and assistance in so momentous a move- 
ment? Would it be strange that any son should 

„consult a parent who had heen chief magistrate of 
‘the. United States, and also charged for many years 
“with its chief executive department, before he as- 

sailed their constitution? and was there anything im- 
. -pertinent or offensive in a question respectfally sub- 


: which he says he is not ashamed of, and which I 


His rights had been * 


mitted, as mine was, to ‘ascertain. whether the “sot 
was not the father’s instrumentin a’ movement 


am ashamed to see that he appears to glory in? Sir, 
confidence, between gentlemen: is. sacre ; and rio 
power on earth should 

the name of my informant, who, without any confi- 
dential communication, without reserve or hesitation, 
stated -to me, two days ago, in the lobby of this 
House, that the resolution of the gentleman was writ- 
ten or prepared by the father, and hustled through 
the legislature of Massachusetts, in the confusion of 
the closing scenes of asession, without the knowl- 
edge of more than than: the eight or ten aboli- 
tionists who _ participated in the clandestine 
contrivance. My informant was a citizen of 
Massachusetts; a man of the highest standing 
and character—as much so as the~-member 
from Massachusetts himself—and whose word for 
any statement he makes would be,cither there or 
here, received with at least as much respect; and to 
this I must add, furthermore, that this very morning 
I was informed by another highly respectable per- 
sonage, no longer a member of this House, that 
when he was a member,some ten years ago, or 
thereabouts, he heard the member from Massachu- 
setts declare, in his seat, that his business here was 
the detestable errand of disorganizing the com- 


promises of the constitution, and separating a large . 


number of the ancient: commonwealths of the United 
States from their glorious confederacy. Yes, sir; 
a gentleman, under the mere color and pretext of the 
abused right of petition, is now to dismember this 
Union, not because there is slavery in some of the 
States, but because he and his own State have not 
had a due share of the advantages of the Union. 
He who was once a poor usher in a college, strug- 
gling for his daily bread—and I mention it not for his 
disparagement, far from it—and rose afterwards to 
fill every important office under the federal govern- 
ment; American ambassador at nearly every court 
in Europe; judge of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; Secretary of State; and at last President;— 
with all the emoluments .of all these places in 
full, is not content, because he has not had his 
due share of the current advantages of the Amer- 
iban Union; and that noble old Commonwealth, 
from which I am remotely descended myself, 
and whose honor and prosperity I therefore cherish 
with cordial affection, with her $300,000,000 of taxa- 
ble property, her own tariff act, and manufactures 
in immense prosperity, her navigation including 
Maine, which was once part of Massachusetts, ex- 
ceeding that of any other State in the Union, her 
commerce, her wealth, her everything that the fed- 
eral government can bestow. ` 

The SPEAKER checked the gentleman for irrele- 


vancy. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that he would follow the 
gentleman from Massachusetts no further in his 
aberrations than simply to add, (which was, indeed, 
all he intended to say,) that the oldest son and fa- 
vorite child was discontented, forsooth, and that old 
Massachusetts herself was dissatisfied, because she 
had not more of the benefits of the Union; and 
those infernal maniacs, the abolitionists, had com- 
missioned the member from Massachusetts to come 
here and put an end to it. 

The venerable gentleman had also rebuked an 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Saunpers,] for connecting the resolution of Massa- 
chusetts with its putative paternity, in an identical 
resolution of the Hartford convention. ; 

Mr. SAUNDERS here made some explanation, 
which was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. INGERSOLL resumed, Sir, I have no ex- 
planation to give on that subject to the member from 
Massachusetts, who, besides boasting of his courage, 
vapors likewise about the great dangers he over- 
came by waging war upon the Hartford convention. 
Now, [happen to know all about it; and, as he pro- 
vokes a mere disclosure of the truth, I take this oc- 
casion to say that we know, as yet, nothing of his 
hostility to the Hartford convention. When that 
detestable cabal made their attempt upon the Union, 
no worse then than his now, he was abroad in 
Europe, officially denouncing to the Russian prime 
minister the folly and weakness of the war we were 
waging against Great Britain; or at Ghent, negotia- 
ting a peace which he deemed necessary, because, 
with but three frigates for a navy, five regiments for 
an army, a weak and penurious government, what 
could we expect but defeat and disgrace?. He was 
saving us by peace from the Hartford convention, 
while we were saving ourselves by manly ware 


ion of every man, 
“and the member. from : Massac 
date for the presidency, none :so 
` nounce and trample upon the- ] 
Non constat whether, if he -had , bee 
~ session, he would have been. so: bi 


wring from me, on this floor,- 


After thüs; Mr: Speaker, 


fore the meeting of the House, behind your 


woman,’ 


Harifo 


eaker, following 
ber from . Massachusetts - through. the... 
bravery and patriotism, on which he 
proper to expatiate, let us come dow. 
subject I brought to the attention of | 
friend Oliver Oldschool, whose pottr: 
dignity” and innocent manner of the ve 
tleman from Massachusetts :proves bey 
tion that he is not much. of-a limner, however 
may excel as a letter writer: Sir, I object entirely 
to the ple of procrastination: which the member 
from Massachusetts has put in to defend -his friend 
the portrait painter from your immediate and’ abso- 
lute action, Mr. Speaker, which is what Idemand 
of you on this occasion, as representing the dignity 
aid power ofthe House, as it ought to` reflect. the 
dignity and power of a great people. eee 
The meal tes from Massachusetts, so patriotic that 
he abhors the Hartford convention, is also sọ. much 
of a democrat that he cannot abide, the absolute ac- 
tion of the presiding officer of this House upon a 
flagrant offender. Now, sir, that is exactly. what I 
call for at your hands. ` These reporters and letter- 
writers are all here tenants at sufferance+-tenants by 
good behavior. And so. are we ourselves: every 
member of this House holds his seat by the tenure 
of good behavior. We cannot censuré.and.abuse 
each other, without liability, to restraint and punish- 
ment; nor should the Speaker, whose duy it is to 
check us, suffer the interlopers of the Jobby. to` in- 
dulge in licentious calumnies derogatory to, our pro- 
shes, bila disgraceful to our country, and detrimente ’ 
al to our government. The rule of” this‘ House, sir, 
I read when I was up before; and 1 beg leave now 
to confirm it, by calling your attention to the new 
rules industriously elaborated in a special commit- 
tee, of which I was an humble member, under the 
chairmanship of the honorable gentleman from, Mas». 
sachusetts—who succeeded to that office after; the 
honorable gentleman over, the way, [Mr. Wisx,] 
whom you appointed to it, left us, on’a visit to his 
family. According to the rules of committee honor, - 


` I am not permitted to divulge individual sentiments 


there; but I am permitted to say that the new rules 
(which Mr. I. read) clearly indicate the great pains 
taken in that committee to exclude from the galle- 
ries of this House ail but fair and honest reports of 
the reality of its proceedings. Letter. writers may 
calumniate or caricature usif they will, we are al- 
ways liable to those abuses; but as representing 
70,000 respectable and decorous people on this floor, 
I willnever suffer their rights, of which Iam the 
real trustee here, to be violated by traduction, palm- 
ing itself upon the community as an authorized. ver- 
sion, a true report of the proceedings of this body. 
Mr. Speaker, the rules, both old and new, give. you 
the absolute power to admit (and of course, by irre- 
sistible implication, to exclude) reporters, letter 
writer, of a class unknown to our regulations, mul 
tiplying so fast upon our deliberations that, when- 
ever I go home, after a session of Congress, tam 
congratulated by my constituents and friends, asif 
I had escaped from scenes of daily. dreadful and 
deadly violence and danger. In vain do I endeavor 
to convince them that these. dangers are the chime- 
ras of the letter writers, and very seldom, part of the 
deliberations of the House of Representatives. It was 
justly remarked, I may be permitted to say, in the 
course of the industrious labors of the Committee on 
Rules—it was justly remarked bya gentleman of 
great distinction and “respectability, (looking round 
towards Mr. Wuirs, the late Speaker,) that unless 
the number and licentiousness of these letter-writers 
could be reduced, long before the next census they 
would exceed the number of members on this floor, 
and. usurp and abuse all its functions. Yes, sir, 
men addicted to fear—men who are not afraid of 
other men in the performance of their public duties, 
are obliged to dread the secret daggers of these calum- 
niators, and are often deterred from what they deem 
indispensable duty, by the anonymous pens brandish- 
ed al around us by the permission of our presiding 
officer, according to what seems to bea rule of this 
House. The scene which occurred yesterday. be 


not its indecorum be instantly put down, its repeti- 
tion punished, and, if reiterated, might not expul- 
sion be the only atonement for such disorder? And 
shall we permit these chartered libellers, who “cli 
us round about,” who live upon exaggeration afd 
excitement, who knead their daily bread by égregi- 
ous misrepresentation of (for the most part) quiet and 
orderly deliberations of this body—shall they be en- 
couraged or endured in these monstrosities? I venture 
to assert, from some personal experience of the truth, 
that no representative body is’ less disorderly than 
this; that the parliamentary representation of Eng- 
lund, France, and Spain, are more tumultuous, and 
oftentimes more disorderly; whereas this corps of 
letter-writers, these freebooters of the press, b 
strings of daily calumny ejaculated from this Capi- 
tol over the broad id ale of these United States, 
and returned upon us by general indignation and rep- 
robation, give Congress forth to the world as habit- 
ually guilty of those excesses which are the chime- 
ras, not of their imaginations, but, as in the present 
instance,of their downright and lubberly misrepresen- 
tations of what everybody here knows to be the 
truth. Therefore it is, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
taken up one of the first stones of this kind that, as 
fur as the subject has been brought to my attention, 
has been lately cast at me, and acting on a prompt, 
and I trust honest, impulse, I make a point of it. 
I call upon you, sir, as one of those who placed you 
where you are—I do not mean as one of any party, 
but as a member of this whole body—to RIERA 
the letter-writing facilities of tlis Oliver Oldschool. 
I tell you, upon my own responsibility, that his 
name is Nathan Sargent: I do not know that he will 
have the meanness to deny his name; but, if he 
does, I promise to prove it. ` I ask for no immediate 
action; Å submit no resolution; but I call upon you, 
as the presiding officer of this House of Represent- 
atives, to protect its members from interruption, in- 
consistent with deliberation, and extremely inju- 
rious to the well being of a body, which, I trust, 
without distinction of party, will feel that all are 
ee interested to put an end to such abuses. 

Mr. D. P. KING addressed the House at some 
length in relation to the resolution of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts for the amendment of the constitu- 
tion; in the course of which he stated that the peti- 
ions upon which that resolution was founded were 
signed by 60,000 freemen of Massachusetts. 

r. GILMER inquired whether that petition was 
not drawn up and signed by a runaway negro from 
Virginia. 

Mr. KING replied that, as to that, after he ran 
away, if his freedom was purchased, he was a free 
man. 

Mr. GILMER. Purchased without the congent 
of his owner. 

. Mr. KING proceeded. He presumed the peti- 

tion was signed by freemen’ only; for, in Massa- 
chusetts, they had no slaves; every man created in 
ihe image of hla Makerenes 


members. = > a . 
The SPEAKER observed that the gentleman 
could not be permitted to proceed, as objection was 


made: 
` Mr. CLINGMAN moved: that the gentleman 
have leave to proceed in order. j 
Leave being granted— J 
Mr. KING proceeded; and some debate ensued 
upon points of order; after which, j ; 
“Mr. WISE wished to saya word on this matter. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] 


had called on the members of the House to say what 


they knew about this man, in his character of a 
letter writer; for that he was a letter, writer could not 
be denied. Nathan Sargeant was not on the floor 
to speak for himself, and he therefore would not in- 
terfere with his character, if he was not connected 
with the privileges of the House. As he was thus 
called on to speak ofthat man’s character, as connected 
in some sort with the House, he would say, of his 
own personal knowledge, corroborated by his letters, 
and corroborated by the oaths of respectable wit- 
nesses, in one of the courts of this District, that he was 
amost mendacious letter-writer, continually false in 
his statements relative to members of Congress, and 

roceedings of the House; and this was proved upon 

im by the oaths of respectable witnesses on exam- 
ination in one of the courts of this District. Further- 
more, what he knew of his character was, that when 
called upon personally to account for his lies, this 
man’s cowardice proved to be commensurate only 
with his mendacity. ; 

Mr. C. JOHNSON made some remarks, which, 
from the noise of conversation in some parts of the 
House, the reporter could not hear. He was un- 
derstood, however, to express the opinion that some 
measure ought to be adopted to put a stop to the 
license taken by letter-writers, and to limit the num- 
ber admitted on the floor, which produced confusion 
inthe House and among the members. He there- 
fore submitted a distinct motion, that no reporters be 
admitted within the bar of the House, but those be- 
longing to the city papers. This, in his opinion, 
was the only way to get rid of the abuses they com- 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER remarked to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that his proposition was one that went 
to a change of rules, and could not be introduced 
without notice. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then said that he would, on 
the first opportunity, give the required notice. 

Mr. HOLMES would barely remark that, in his 
opinion, the best conclusion of the proceedings was 
in the very mode suggested by the gentleman. Sure- 
ly, if there was not in that chair the power and 
right and vigor sufficient to keep this House in or- 
der, and prevent these ebullitions of temper from one 
member to another, the dignity of the body, which 
was supposed to concentrate, in some meas- 
ure, that of nation, was at an end. The pow- 
er must extend in a circle from the Chair to 
control and keep in order not only all who were 
members of the body, but those who, by courtesy, 
were permitted to come within the hall to record its 
proceedings. The remedy was not to be found in a 
motion to expel—exciting those very feelings that 
ought to be suppressed—but in the exercise of the 

ower of the Chair So help him God, had the 
honor fallen on him to preside over that body, he 
would not hesitate an instant to call to order any 
member, be he the most distinguished or the most 
humble, if he transgressed against those rules of 
courtesy and decorum which should characterize 
their proceedings; and, if necessary, would call for 
the assistance of the House to aid him in preserv- 
ing order; and if any reporter or letter writer 
should interfere to excite angry freclings among the 
members, and misrepresent what took place here, 
he would expel him with ignominy. He was sure 
the families of members would bless the presiding 
officer as a peace-maker, for pursuing such a 
course. ; 

Mr. WINTHROP hoped, that whatever was 
done, either by the House or by the Speaker, 
would be done at least after a night’s sleep. He re- 
marked the other day that the House had been en- 
gaged in the discussion of first principles. They had 
had the habeas corpus act under consideration; and 
then the right of petition; . and now it seemed to him 
that they had the question of the freedom of the 
press before them. ¢ 

Mr. P. KING called the gentleman to order, on 
the ground that there was no question before the 
LOURA, Gic 


“Mr. Kine was here called to order by several | 


“Mr. HOLMES insisted that there was a question 
before the House, and that the member had a right 


_ to proceed. 


Mr. P. KING made some remarks on the point 
of order, which the reporter could not collect, as the 


` position of the gentleman is such that he cannot be 


n, and hardly heard, at the reporter’s desk. 
<The SPEAKER stated that the debate had heen 

ermitted to proceed by the general consent of the 
Fouse, amounting, as the Chair thought, to a sus- 
pension of the rules. He could not, therefore, call 
a gentleman to order after others had been permitted 
to speak on the subject. _ 

Some further conversation took place; when 

Mr. HOPKINS raised the point of order, that 
as there was, in fact, no question before the House 
on which the previous question could be moved, and, 
therefore, no way of terminating the discussion, it 
was out of order. : ; 30 

The SPEAKER again stating his opinion, and 
declining to arrest the discussion, 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed. Ves 

An irregular conversation ensued on the point in- 
volved, in which Messrs. DROMGOOLE, HOP- 
KINS, BARNARD, WINTHROP, C. JOHN- 
SON, W. HUNT, and SCHENCK, took part; 
when a motion was made by some ‘member to ad- 

journ; and ; $ 

The SPEAKER was about putting the question 
on adjournment; when . i 

Mr. SCHENCK insisted that a motion to adjourn 
was not in order while he had the floor. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the ad- 
journment, and resulted as follows: yeas 52, nays 
127. : 
Some irregular conversation then ensued, in which 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BIDLACK, Mr. SCHENCK, 
Mr. BARNARD, Mr. MORRIS, and others, took 
part. Ultimately, the subject was indefinitely post- 
«poned, on the motion of Mr. McCLERNAND. 

” Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then called for the orders 
of the day. 

The SPEAKER said the order of the day was 
the report of the Committee on Rules; on which 
Mr. J. A. Wricur had the floor. , 

Mr. HARDIN moved an adjournment; which 
was withdrawn, after an attempt to get the yeas and 
nays thereon. E ; 

Several members wished the order of the day to 
be superseded, as it could not be expected that the 

entleman from Indiana could calmly discuss that 
important question, after so much excitement had 
prevailed in the House. : , 

And, after some conversation, the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House resolve 
itselfinto a Committee of the Whole, in order to 
take up for consideration the private bills upon the 
docket. ke 

The motion was negatived, upon a division—66 
rising in the affirmative, and 78 in the negative. 

On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. HUBARD: The petition of the heirs of 
Capt. Wm. Evans for a revolutionary invalid pen~ 
sion: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. Also, papers containing additional evi- 
dence in behalf of the claim of the heirs of Major 
Tarlton Woodson for commutation pay: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. PRATT: Five petitions for a mail route 
from Prattsville, through Lexington, Westkill, and 
Millville, in the county of Greene, to Shandaker 
and Pattensville, in the county of Ulster; all in the 
State of New York: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. : 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of sundry 
citizens of Campbell county, Kentucky, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Newport, 
by the mouths of Five-mile and Twelve-mile creeks, 
and Carthage, to Beallmont, in said county: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of in- 
habitants of Dupeyster, New York, to abridge the 
franking privilege, and reduce the rates of posiage. 
Also, the petition of inhabitants of Gouverneur, New 
York, for the same objects: both referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

ay Mr. C. M. READ: The petition: of citizens. 
of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, asking a new 


mail-route from Lawrenceburg, in Armstrong coun- 
ty, to Lawsenham, in Clarion county. Also, the 
petition of Horace Leet, and 100 citizens of Potter 
` county, Pennsylvania, asking a reduction in. the 
rates of postage. Also, three petitions of citizens of 
Erie county, praying an appropriation to continue 
the public improvement in the harbor at Erie. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition and papers of 
John Elwyn, praying for relief: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. ; 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The memorial of numerous 
citizensof. Pennsylvania,asking that suchan alteration 
may be made in the law requiring coasting licenses, 
as may exempt from its operation all canal boats 
employed in the domestic coal trade, which are de- 
pendent upon the application of the external power 
of animals, or steam, to propel them: referred to the 
Conimittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Abner Tay- 
lor and 20 others, merchants of Bangor, Maine, in 
favor of a drawback on domestic spirits manufac- 
tured from foreign molasses, and exported from the 
country. Also, the petition of Jonathan Marston 
and 33 others, masters, ship-owners, and others, 
citizens of Maine, for an appropriation for the erec- 
tion ofa light-house at the entrance of Little river 
harbor, in the town of Cutler: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCONNELL: The memorial and ac- 
companying documents of Doctor R. R. G. Lee, of 
Cherokee county, Alabama, asking pay for services 
as surgeon in the Florida war. Also, the memorial 
of Captain Billy Casey, of Coosa county, Alabama, 
praying an increase of pension. Also, the memorial 
and petition of W. H. Cunningham, signed by 200 
citizens, praying Congress to refund certain mon- 
eys wrongfully collected by the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SLIDELL withdrew from the files the 
remonstrances of the General Council of New Or- 
leans, and of the Councils of the First. and Third 
Municipalities of New Orleans, against the exten- 
sion of the port of New Orleans, with other papers; 
and they were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 27, 1844. 
REPORTS AND REPORTERS. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON rose to make the motion 
of which he yesterday gave notice, to amend the 
rules of the House, in relation to the reporters of the 
proceedings of this House. He wished so to amend 
the rules as to confine the admissions to reporters 
of the city papers alone. He did not see how the 
matter could: be adjusted otherwise. 


The SPEAKER said the subject could only be 
entertained by general consent. And he further 
stated, that the business of the morning hour was 
the report of the: Committee on Rules. 


Mr. BLACK wished to offer a paper for the con- 
sideration of the House in connexion with the sub- 
ject alluded to by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. C. Jonson. ] 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WISE, from the minority of the Committee 
on Rules, made a report; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. BLACK again desired permission to offer the 
paper which he held in his hand; and he called upon 
the Clerk to read it for the information of the House. 

Objections were made to the reading. 

After some irregular conversation, the House 
consented to hear the paper read. 

The Clerk read it accordingly, as follows: 


For disseminating correct information of the pro- 
ceedings of this House among the people— 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appoint- 
ed forthwith, to consider and report, as soon as prac- 
ticable, of the expediency and practicability of insti- 
tuting, in licu of the present system of reporting, a 
corps of reporters, to be appointed and paid by the 
House, and located th@rein, whose duty it shall be 
to attend the House when in session, and to report 
faithfully and literally every thing that is done or 
attempted to be done officially therein, whether 
the same be in the affirmative or negative, truly 
and to the letter as it occurs; and also all decisions, 
motions, points of order, or otherwise; bills, resolu- 
tions, and every action of the House; of any mem- 

` ber thereof, in his capacity as such; and of the Com- 
mitees of the Whole House; also all the conversations, 
remarks, declarations, decisions, and speeches of the 


= 


Speaker, the members, or officers of the House, ad- 


dressed .to the House or to the Committees. of- the: |}: 
© Whole House, exactly as they are made, delivered, 
_or spoken. re + 


And that said committee inquire and report of the 


expediency and practicability of publishing said re~: ` 


ports by the House, or the authority thereof, from 
day to day, or at longer periods of time, in newspa- 
per, pamphlet, or other form, to be mailed free of 
postage, to any person or persons who may subscribe 
and pay.in advance therefor, the sum of —— cents 
per session. 

And that said committee inquire and report of 
the expediency of requiring said reporters, before 
they enter upon the duties of their office, to take an 
oath that they will well and, truly perform the du- 
ties assigned them as reporters of the House, to the 
best of their knowledge and ability; and that they 
will not, during their continuance in office, report, or 
write for any other newspaper, pamphlet, or other 
publication; and that said committee inquire. and 
report how many reporters ought to be appointed; 
what amount of money ought to be paid to each, 
as a compensation for his services; how these reports 
ought to be published—whether by means of a gov- 
ernment printing press, or by contract with individ- 
uals, or in what other way; and, also, as to the 
proper means of distributing the same to those who 
may subscribe therefor. 

he SPEAKER said the subject could only be 
entertained by general consent. ` 

Objections were made; and it went over without 
any action thereon. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 
The SPEAKER announced the business of the 


-morning hour to be the report of the Committee on 


Rules, on which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Weron], had the floor. 

“Mr. WRIGHT proceeded to address the House 
on the subject of the 25th (the old 2ist) rule, and on 
the right of petition, but only an occasional word 
which he uttered could for some time be heard. He 
was understood to say that he wished to define his 
position on the subject before the House; and he pro- 
ceeded to state that he could not vote for the retention 
of that rule; and then to reply to the remarks of gen- 
tlemen who had preceded him in arguments against 
the reception of certain petitions. He quoted, from 
the congressional reports of proceedings at an earlier 
period of our history, the language of Mr. Madison 
and others, to show what had been the course taken 
by those who must be supposed to know what 
power the constitution was designed to confer. 

The Clerk also, at his request, read the language 
of Mr. Grundy on the subject of the right of peti- 
tion. 

Mr. WRIGHT then resumed his argument. Gen- 
tlemen talked about the right of petition being a 
grant. He contended that it was a right which be- 
longed to man, asa man. It could be traced to no 
act of Parliament; it was guarded by the coxstitu- 
tion, but not granted by it. It existed in common 
with the freedom of speech. He believed the amend- 
ment of the constitution, in relation to this right, 
was introduced at the instance of Virginia; it came 
from the Old Dominion, though it was merely placed 
there, as he had said, by way of guard; for it 
was not considered necessary to be made a grant, but 
believed to be a primary right which was possessed 
and enjoyed by our Anglo-Saxon ancestors. They 
felt that they had a right to use their own language 
to participate in all the privileges belonging to free- 
men. There was nota department of the govern- 
ment, through all its different ramifications, with the 
exception of this House, where a rule like this ever 
existed. And if this House had the right to say 
what petition might or might not be introduced, they 
had assuredly the right to dictate to the States of 
this Union. He asked those gentlemen, whose mot- 
to was “the Union,” how they would like to see State 
sovereignty dictated to in this manner? How many 
times had the question been asked, during this dis- 
cussion, what should be done with these pe- 
titions? His answer was, that he would be gov- 
emed by circumstances. Though he regarded 
slavery as an evil, yet he looked upon the proceed- 
ings of those miserable abolitionsts as far worse. 


hen he witnessed such scenes of excitement as. 


had been witnessed within that House, he would 
be for taking the course best calculated to allay that 
excitement; he would alloy the petitions to bere- 
ceived and disposed of in the most summary manner. 
He would not object to their reception, for that 
would- only increase the ardor of t 


the subject at all. He was not:to be led 
tion, at this time, as to whether slavery: 
wrong. A great change in publies he 
taken place upon this subject within” the last 
fifty years. e movement of the. human.: mind 
was onward. A different state of things existed. in 
this hall fifty years ago; and, if they were disposed 
to be true to themselves, true to. their institutions, 
true to those who should come after them, and. to 
enable the government to go on. prosperously, they 
would avoid the encroachments which would neces- 
sarilyf ollow from too severe restrictions..wpon pop- 
ular rights. . D f 
Mr. STILES said, of all the dangers which threat- 
ened the Union, not one could be found more speedy 
in its operation, more sure in its consequences, or 
fatal in its results, than foreign interference with the 
democratic institutions of the South. Other divis- 
ions between citizens of this. wide-spread country, 
were but the honest. differences of: opinion, arising 
from diversity of interests, education and habits; and 
it was a wholesome difference, because it was found- 
ed in reason, and had for its object ‘the preservation 
of the liberties of the country. Very different were 
such divisions from those which were created.b 
the deluded fanatics who acted upon the principle 
that the end justifies the means, which end was 
the desolation of the fairest region’ of the earth 
the destruction of the most perfect system of 
social and political happiness. This danger 
was not only great, but increasing. The spirit 
of abolition had advanced, and was advancing. It 
increased by opposition; it triumphed by defeat. «A 
few years ago, the excitement occasioned ‘by-'the 
few fanatics who had then enlisted'in the cause of 
abolition, was but insignificant. . It was deemed: by 
the enlightened and reflecting citizen as an ignis. fa- 
tuus, which would expire with the exhaustion of 
the gas by which it was produced; or, if: grasped 
by icin hands, either by accident or design, that 
there was no combustible matter in its reach, and it 
would be extinguished by the first breath which 
swept over it. But time had proved this to be erro- 
neous. The spark which a few inflammable mate- 
rials had breathed into ignition, had increased 
into a flame, which had spread itself throughout 
the whole country; stopped by neither partiotism 
nor party, it was already causing principle to melt 
with fervent heat; and if permitted to extend; as it 
had done heretofore, he found it would involve this 
country in one great. conflagration. foes 
The question before the House, in which; this im- 
portant subjeèt was merged, was whether they should 
reject or retain the 21st rule. Being in favor of re- 
taining the rule, he proposed to notice a few'of ‘the 
objections which had been urged against it. First, 
it was contended that it was a violation of the con- 
stitution, and an infringement of the right of pe- 


„tition. What portion of the constitution’ did. this 


rule violate? The first amendment; and ‘what did 
that provide? That Congress should pass no law 
abridging the right of the. people peaceably to as~- 
semble and petition for. the redress of grievances. 
Had Congress passed any such law? Did they 
propose to pass any such law?. . This House was but 
one branch of the’ government, and a rule. of the 
House was not.a law of Congress; but it might be 
said that the rule violated the right of petition; that 
it was in opposition to the spirit and intention of the 
constitution. But it must be admitted by those who 
argue thus, that, before the constitution coui be 
violated, some legislative enactment must be passed. 
What was it that led to the adoption of this amend- 
ment to the constitution? It was the attempt, under 
theact of 13 Charles 2, in England, to punish, with in- 
carceration, the offence of violating the provisions of 
that act, which materially abridged the right of peti-:.. 
tion. The-great grievance there, was the right of the 
people to assemble and state their grievances. | It wasii- 
this subject, and not the reception of petitions: 


petitioners. || as stated by the gentleman from North Carolina, 


198 


Mr. Cumeman;] which. elicited the “eloquence of 
ox; and his opposition was to ‘the acts of Parlia- 
ment of 1795, prohibiting seditious meetings. But 
the gentleman ‘from North Carolina [Mr. Cime- 
man] said that Mr. Fox did nots eak upon the re- 
ception of petitions, because nobody doubted the 
fact that they ought to be received; but let him tell 
the gentleman that the proposition was never doubt- 
ed then, that Parliament had and did, constantly ex- 
ercise the right of refusing to receive Pa The 
gentleman from “Massachusetts, (Mr. Winraror,] 
not content with mere assertion, had attempted to pro- 
duce authority to that point; but though assertions 
in matters of law were the feeblest arguments ‘that 
could be adduced, it was but too evident that those 
who preceded him dealt chiefly in assertion, which 
was certainly the most politic course they could 
pursue. The gentleman had found a single instance 
which supported his position; and as it was an oasis 
in the desert, a single green spot amidst a sandy 
waste, it was not. surprising that he should have 
sagely siezed upon it, and desired its inscription on 
the pillars of this hall. That sentence, however, 
was the mere dictum of the author, and in opposi- 
tion to the constant practice of Parliament, and con- 
tradicted by the sentences which immediately pre- 
ceded it, as well as that which followed. He 
would read those sentences. They were as follows: 


(Mr. S. here read two sentences from Hatsel, 
which the reporter has not at hand to quote.] 


In the first sentence he had quoted (Mr. S. said) 
the practice of refusing petitions was clearly ac- 
knowledged, and, in the latter, the declining to receive 
them was considered as no hardship. fn the hasty 
view which he took of this work, he collected a 
few other instances of the rejection of petitions in 
the British Parliament, and he would cite the fol- 
lowing: [Here Mr. S. cited some fourteen or fif- 
teen cases in which the House refused to receive pe- 
titions.] This showed, he said, that the practice 
was not confined to the period adduced by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, but extended down to 
1668; and showed, also, that Parliament was in the 
constant habit of rejecting petitions, and that, too, 
on subjects of taxation—the most important ones to 
the people—andon which the right of petition should 
be held most sacred. The purpose, therefore, which 
‘the gentleman proposed by the rejection of this 21st 
rule, was not sustained by the English practice. 
But, said Mr. S., as we are referred by the gentle- 
man from New York to English practice to learn 
humanity, let us look at the reasons given by those 
who were for rejecting petitions there, and compare 
them with the reasons given here for receiving them. 
‘Che principle upon which this rule for rejecting pe- 
titions in England was adopted, appears to be this: 
that, as taxation was extended, in fact, over ever 
part of the kingdom, and imposed burdens on all 
the people alike, it could answer no purpose for 
ary particular portion of them to state this as a 
grievance to the House. Now, how did that reason 
correspond with the reasoning of the petitioners 
here? They say that a particular institution, not 
extending over the whole country, but confined toa 
particular section of it, and not imposing any bur- 
dens whatever—that it could answer no purpose? 
No, but that it could answer a good purpose for 
them to petition about a matter in which they have 
no interest or concern. 


The reasoning of the gentleman from Massachus- 
etts was, that the people of England, though bur- 
dened by taxation almost to poverty and ruin, must 
have their petitions rejected; but that these abolition- 
ists, burdened with nothing but their own sickly 
‘sensibilities, must have their petitions received and 
considered. The most objectionable feature that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts found in the rule, 
waa, that it attempts to prescribe on what subjects 
the people may petition. This, the gentleman said, 
was in opposition to the constitution, and at war 
with parliamentary practice. Why, the rule only 
attempted to reject such petitions as aim at the de- 
struction of the constitution, which he would at- 
tempt presently to show: but whilst he was on the 
subject of parliamentary practice, let us, said he, 
let us inquire what it is. 

The SPEAKER announced to the gentleman 

that the morning hour had expired; and Mr. 8. took 
his scat. 
f Mr. THOMPSON appealed to the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole, to take up the pri- 
vate calendar, which he said had not been taken up 
this session. 

The SPEAKER asked the gentleman to suspend 
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` CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


his motion until he laid before the House some ex- 


ecutive communications. - -_.-- : ; 

_ The SPEAKER then communicated the follow- 
ing: ; aes 
FLORIDA INDIANS. 


A. message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
War, containing the information called for by a res- 
olution of the House, respecting the number of In- 
dians remaining in Florida; which, on motion of Mr. 
LEVY, was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LEAD MINES. 


A communication from the War Department, in 
answer to a resolution of the"10th instant, containing 
information relative to the lead mines of the United 
States; which, on motion of Mr. DODGE, was 
laid on the table, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ‘ 


DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 

A communication from the War Department, in 
answer to the resolution of the 18th instant, trans- 
mitting a report from the Topographical Bureau, 
containing information respecting the Delaware 
breakwater. 

On motion by Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, enclosing a letter from the Secretary of State, 
accompanied by a note from the Spanish Minister, 
on the subject of the schooner Amistad; which, 

On motion by Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
HOUSE. 


Mr. BLACK again asked leave to submit the 
resolution (given above) in relation to reporting the 
proceedings of the House; and moved fora suspen- 
sion of the rules for that purpose. ‘ 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the motion so 
as to suspend the rules generally, and altogether. 

On taking the question, the motion was rejected, 
and the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. PARMENTER moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole, to take up 
bill No. 4. 

Mr. WELLER observed that this, regularly, was 
private bill day; and he supposed, therefore, it 
would require a vote of two-thirds to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for any other purpose. 

The SPEAKER said that the question would re- 
quire a vote of two-thirds, 

On putting it to the House, it was decided in the 
negative. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Gitmer in the chair,) for the purpose of taking up 
the private calendar. 

The first bill taken up was A bill to provide for 
the adjustment of titles to lands in the States of Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Ala- 
bama, and the Territory of Iowa, and to authorize 
oo to institute suits to try the validity of their 
claims. 

Mr. THOMPSON contended that this was a pub- 
lic bill; and that it ought to be set aside, and proceed 
to the next private bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL begged leave to observe, that he 
had consulted with many members of great expe- 
rience in the House, and he had been informed by 
them that this was a private bill, within the ordinary 
understanding of the term. He trusted that the 
committee would not pass it by because it was a 
long bill, for it was necessarily so to include the 
various private interests connected with the subject. 
It was a most important bill, and deserved the 
speedy consideration of the House. It affected the 
rights of individuals only, and provided the means 
by which those rights should be ascertained and 
settled. 

aa CAVE JOHNSON called for the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON said the point was whether 
this was a public or a private bill. He contended 
that it was a public bill. É 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
CROSS, SLIDELL, RAYNER, JAMESON, 
and others, took part, on that point. 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the reading of the 
bill, that the House might know what it was. 


Cries of “It’s too long.” - 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON made a few observa- 
tions, in which he was understood to contend that 
this bill was a public one, and should not be taken 
up amongst private bills. 

Messrs. VINTON, R. D. DAVIS, and others, 
having made some observations, i 

Mr. THOMPSON submitted a motion to pass the 
bill by. i 

The subject was further’ debated by. Messrs. Cc. 
JOHNSON, RAYNER, BARNARD, and SLI- 
DELL. 

The subject was passed over; and f 

The committee then took up for consideration the 
bill for the relief of John McLaughlin; which was 
adopted, with an amendment. 

he bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers and marines of the schooner Grampus, 
lost at sea, was taken up for consideration. 

A debate ensued upon the proposition of Mr. 
Hopxtys to amend the bill by striking out the provi- 
sion for the relief of the brothers and sisters of the 
deceased in case neither the widow, child, or paeent 
of the deceased existed. i 

The debate was continued by Messrs. THOMAS- 
SON and WISE in opposition to the amendment, 
and by Mr. RATHBUN in favor of it. i 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. LEVY moved an amendment so as to make 
the bill applicable to the Sea Gull, one of the vessels 
of the exploring expedition. 

Mr. WISE said the government had no official in- 
formation of the loss of the Sea Gull; and he recom- 
mended the reference of that subject to the Naval 
Committee. 

The subject was debated by Messrs. WISE, LE- 
VY, and PARMENTER. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. BELSER moved to amend by erasing the 
words which gave to the surviving relatives six 
months’ pay, in addition to the pay for the time of 
actual service of the deceased. 

Mr. SLIDELL opposed the amendment. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
SCHENCK and RATHBUN. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the enacting clause. 

This motion was ruled out of order; and, 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the committee rose, and 
reported progress. 

The amendment, made in committee, to the bill 
for the relief of John McLaughlin, was adopted; 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time on Monday. ` 

Mr. FICKLIN asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files the joint resolutions of the 
legislature of Hlinois, asking a grant of lands for the 
construction of the Northern Cross Railroad, in the 
State of Ilinois. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR presented resolutions of 
the legislature of New York, on the subject of the 
expenses of the general government; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
af the Union. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mih- 
tary Affairs, reported a resolution, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. FISH: Petition of Lewis B. Loder and oth- 
ers, fora grand of land to the State of Indiana, to 
aid in the construction of the Wabash and Erie 
canal. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of David Fisk and 
others, praying for the erection of a light-house. at 
the mouth of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and for 
yhe prosecution of unfinished works at that place. 

By Mr. DEAN: Petition of Samuel Clarke, a sol- 
dier of the last war, who was wounded on du- 
ty as asoldier, for an invalid pension. 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON: Petition of P. 
Cooney, and 156 other citizens of Ohio, praying for 
a reduction of the compensation of members of 
Congress to six dollars per day, without lany per- 
quisites, and for such a through system of retrench- 
ment as shall bring the government back to its prim- 
itive purity. 

By Mr. HAMMET: Petition of Woodson Wren, 
praying the confirmation of ‘the title of certain 
lands therein described, with certain papers showing 
his title to the same: referred to the Committee on 


Private Land Claims. 


By Mr. FARLEE: Petition-of S- B: Ranson and 
others, of the county of Hunterdon, New Jersey, 
asking for a reduction of postage, and the abolition 
of thefranking privilege: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of George W. 
Manypenny, of Muskingum county, Ohio, pray- 
ing for a law authorizing a patent to issue to him 
for, certain lands therein described: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


By Mr. IRVIN: Two memorials, numerous! 
signed by citizens of Columbia county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for a reduction in the rates of post- 
age, and a proper restriction of the franking privilege: 
referred to the appro riate committee. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: Petition of Josiah 
Cepley, of Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing Congress to inquire into the merits of a vessel 
of war. 

By Mr. STILES: Petition of the citizens of the 
county of Cass, in the State of Georgia, praying the 
establishment of a national foundry in the county of 
Cass, on the Etowalo river: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the National Foundry. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of 88 citizens of 
Oswego, New York, praying for an appropriation 
for continuing the construction of the harbor at 
Michigan city, in the State of Indiana. Also, the 
petition of 40 citizens of the same place, praying for 
a drawback on foreign goods exported to the British 
provinces. Also, the petition of 21 citizens of the 
same place, praying for the passage ofa law granting 
to the State of Indiana the public lands in the Vin- 
cennes district, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary to complete the Wabash and Erie canal. 

_By Mr. HAMMET: Memorial of P. B. Key, 
praying the passage of a law to authorize the proper 
officers to allow compensation for services rendered 
by the late F. S. Key, deceased, to the United States, 
as counsel in certain cases therein described: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACLAY: Petition of I. Herring, in 
relation to the sale of certain paintings: referred to 
the Library Committee. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Iowa: Four petitions very 
numerously signed by citizens of Iowa, represent- 
ing that an act was passed by the legislature of 
that Territory, chartering an institution of learning, 
called “The Iowa City College,” under the direction 
of a board of (twenty-five) trustees, which charter 
makes ample provision for the liberal education of 
all classes of citizens, praying Congress to grant a 
donation of thirty-six ‘sections of land for the use 
and benefit of said college, from the unsold lands 
within the limits of Iowa Territory; to be selected 
by a committee, to be appointed by the board of 
trustees for that purpose, or in such other manner 
as Congress, in its wisdom, may direct: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The memorial of the heirs 
of Captain Noble: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, January 29, 1844. 


Mr. SIMMONS, of Rhode Island, appeared in his 
to-day, for the first time this session. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial and resolu- 
tions, adopted by the legislature of Tennessee, on 
the subject of the establishment ofa naval depot on 
the western waters; which he moved to. refer to 
the Naval Committee having charge of the subject, 
and to have them printed: agreed to. ; 


© Mr. MERRICK. presented a petition from John 
H. Pennington, asking Congress to make an appro- 
priation to test the sufficiency of his invention to 
navigate the air: referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also presented several petitions—one signed by 
127 citizens of Alexandria, praying Congress to 
yecharter the Farmers’, Bank of Alexandria; from 
55 citizens of Virginia, to recharter the Farmers’ 
Bank of Alexandria and the Potomac Bank; and 
from citizens of the village of Piscataway, Prince 
George county, Maryland, to recharter the several 
banks of the District of Columbia: referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

“Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from Shaw & 
Corser, contractors for carrying the mail from Port- 
land to Augusta, praying Congress to passa law 
authorizing the Postmaster General to make them 
compensation for additional labor and expenses 
devolved on them as contractors, in consequence of 
the conduct of the department, which that officer 


| has no power to allow by p 
red to the Committee-on- the Post: Office and Post- 


rovisions of ‘law: refer- 


oe j ; es 
r. WHITE presented a petition from Michael 
French, a soldier Be the last an praying arrears of 
pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE made a proposition to withdraw 
from the files certain papers; but, after a few re- 
marks by Mr. KING, and the Chair, showing 
that the rules of the Senate forbid such withdrawal, 
he withdrew his motion. : 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from inhab- 
itants of Albion, Orleans county, New York, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the franking privilege and a 
reduction on the rates of postage: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition from Edward C. Dele- 
van, of Albany, New York, praying Congress to 
make a grant of land to the State of Indiana for the 
purpose of completing the Wabash and Erie canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial from Samuel 
Bartle, and numerous other citizens of Alexandria, 
representing that, under the charter granted to that 
town, the council have incurred a debt of upwards 
of $500,000, and that their proceedings have become 
so improvident as to render property there valueless 
to its holders; and they pray that Congress may pass a 
law to prevent the common council from incurring 
any further debts, and to equalize the taxes there, 
by authorizing the taxing of stocks as well as prop- 
erty of other kinds: referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
John Martin, of the town of Hamtramck, for an in- 
crease of pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from John 
Good, praying remuneration for injuries sustained 
by him from the location of the Cumberland road 
through his farm: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. FULTON presented a memorial from citizens 
of Arkansas, on the subject of purchases of land in 
what was called the Bowie claim, complaining that 
the law for the adjustment of land claims in Arkan- 
gas was defective in not permitting the occupier of 
the improvements to make an entry of his lands; 
and that the price of the lands fixed by the said law 
was too high. They ask legislation upon the sub- 
ject: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, showing the condition of 
the banks in the District of Columbia, was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Alexander McIntyre, of York, praying that a light- 
house may be erected on Western Point, at the 
mouth of that harbor: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of eastern Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing for a reduction of the rates of postage: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made adverse reports on the peti- 
tion of the children of Thomas D. Conover and 
the petition of Nahum Ward; which were ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Daniel G. Skin- 
ner, of Alabama, praying remuneration for supplies 
furnished certain Alabama militia, reported a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, and the report accompanying ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Joseph M. 
Hernandez, Duncan L. Clinch, John H. Mcintosh, 


| Malachi Hagan, and Alexander Watson, praying 


indemnity for certain Indian depredations in Flori- 
da, reported a bill to provide for the settlement of 
claims for losses of property, by reason of its milita- 
ry occupation, in the Territory of Florida; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. _ 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of Francis A. 
Kerr; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. _ $ 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to.inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a mail-route from Clacks- 


— 


“and Wheeling, in the western distic 


ville, i 
county, State-of Arkans: : 
Mr, ARCHER, on leaye, in 

ing the time of ‘holding the: cour 


which ‘was read twice; and referred: to the J 
Committee. =: =< : a a : 

Mr. ATCHISON, from. the: Committee ‘on, 
Post Office.and Post Roads, reported a biti for th 
lief of Francis A. Harrison, of, Kentucky; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. => 

Mr. PEARCE, from ‘the | x: 
fairs, reported a bill for’: ef 
tosh, a commander iri the navy of the 
which was read, and ordered’ to- a secon 
and the report:accompanying ordered to be p 

Mr. BATES, from the. Committee on’ Pe 
made an adverse report on the petition of citiz 
Indiana, in behalf of Simeon Kenton; which: wi 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. °° ~ 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on, Milita: 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of the 
General Assembly of Missouri, on the subject of 
establishing additional military posts for the de- 
fence of the western frontier, made an’ adverse ‘re+ 
port; which was ordered to lie on the table. if 

Mr. FULTON gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill in relation to 
donations of land to certain persons in Arkansas. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS.: 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
bill to grant a certain quantity of land to gid in the 
improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and 
to connect the-same by a canal, in the. Territory of - 
Wisconsin. J : g 

The CHAIR said that ‘the question pending wag 
on the engrossment of the bil. >: : 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the latter clause of the. first section, 
and the whole of the third section of ‘the bill, was ` 
stricken out. He had assented to those amendments 
the other day, and voted for them under the expecta- 
tion that the bill, as thus amended, would be satisfac- 
tory to all the gentlemen who were opposed to the 
bill; but he found that there was still some objection 
to it; and that there were others, who were better 
satisfied with the bill as it stood. He believed that 
it would be better to restore the bill to its original ` 
shape. Therefore, he moved to reconsider the vote’ 
striking out the last clause of the first section, pro- 
viding that the canal and improvements: shall’ be a 
public highway for the transportation of. the: troops 
&c. of the United States; and providing also, that 
no greater toll shall be collected than is necessary to 
keep the canal and improvements in repair. Also, 
the vote striking out the 3d section, providing that 
the,proceeds of the land shall be applied to the im- ' 
provement, under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, or the topographical engineers belonging to 
that department. After due consideration he believed 
that this section should remain; and that it was bet- 
ter, in the prenens, condition in which that country 
was, that the works should be constructed. under ` 
the charge of the federal government. It would 
take some little time before the proceeds would be 
received inte the treasury to enable the general 
government to goon with it, If the bill was passed 
in this form, it would have the effect to give securit 
to those who purchase the land, that the work will 
in due time be made. They will consequently ‘go 
on and improve theirlands. In the mean time, when 
this Territory comes into the Union as a State, Con- 
gress can, if it deem proper, confer the power on tke 
State of Wisconsin to finish the. works. 

Mr. TAPPAN said the Senate had decided, in 
making these amendments, that the federal gov- 
ernment should not . undertake the improve- 
ments, but that Wisconsin: should, when she shall 
be admitted as a State into the Union. The senator 
from New York had assented to these amendments, 
and the Senate was’ satisfied with them; but if the 
Senate (as well as the senator from New York) had 
altered their minds on this subject, and thought it 
better for the officers of the general government to 
undertake and build this canal, then the question 
should be reconsidered; but if they were satisfied, 
as he (Mr. T.) was, that the canal could be better 
and more economically done by the State of Wis- 
consin, then they ought to vote against the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE made some remarks in favor 
of reconsidering the votes striking out the section and 
clause alluded to. He showed the great importance 
of the work in a national point of view. He spowed- 


16 -route “On l m 
to. be: made, was one. conne ae e dake 
with the regions of the upper Mississippi—that 
“had been used. by the French many years ago as a 
great: thoroughfare from Quebec tothe Mississippi 
country. He maintained that the constructing of 
the canal by the plan proposed in the’bill would not 
cost the government a: cent. He alluded also. to a 
misprint “in’ some paper, not mentioned, of his. re- 
marks touching. the qualifications of the topograph-. 
ical bureau to take: charge of that work. He had 
been-made to say that; if that. corps were to take 
charge ofthe work, they would “be regandites of 
the expense, He did not say-so. What he.did say, 
in substance, was: he believed that as. scientific men, 
there were among those constituting that corps, some 
greater even than those which any nation in Europe 
could boast—some who would not lose by a com- 
parison with those to be found in the celebrated 
olytechnic institution of France; and in connection 
with this, that he. had no doubt that if any fault 
could hereafter be found with. the management of 
the works by that corps, it would not be as to the 
manner in which it was executed, but on the score 
_ of expense; for that, with them, ought to be asecond- 
ary consideration, though he believed all the econ- 
omy. would be used that was Possible; and at the 
same time to have the work well executed. 

The question was then put, and the votes were 
reconsidered, 

The question then recurring on striking out the 
last clause of the Ist. section, it was decided in the 
Negative. y 

he question now being on striking out the 3d 
section of the bill— 

Mr. HAYWOOD rose for 
ing his motion for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill. He said he was of opinion that the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill should be postponed; 
and he would give the Senate his reasons, in a ver 
few words, for being of that opinion. 'The princi- 

al clausé in this bill provides that two sections of 
and, of a certain width or depth, on each side of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and the lakes and 
canals from one end of the stream to the other, shall 

` be placed at the sole disposal of Congress, for the 
purpose of covering, by sale thereof, the expenses of 
the improvements proposed to be effecte by this 
bill; and that, where any part or parts of the lands 
contained or lying within those sections shall have 
been previously sold, then other public lands shall 
be given in lieu thereof, on application to and under 
the immediate direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He did not know the distance from the 
the mouths of either the Wisconsin or Fox rivers to 
that spot where the connexion with the canal was to 
take place; but, as far ag he could judge from the 
scale of a map, which he examined with some care, 
it could not be much less than two hundred miles. 
‘The proposition, therefore, was to improve, and in- 
crease the value of the public lands, to the extent of 
one hundred and fifty to two hundred miles; and, on 
the pretence alone of making those lands more valu- 
able, could the Senate give their sanction to it. But 
this pretence would not hold good if the fact was— 
and he. believed it to be so—that all the valuable 
lands in those sections were already granted, and 
were at this day the property, and in the possession 
of land speculators. The bill would, therefore, le- 
gislate for their benefit, and not for the benefit of 
the country. There was not, he was informed and 
believed, a township on either side of the two rivers, 
lakes, or canal, from one extreme to the other, worth 
$2 50 per acre, that was not at this moment en- 
tered on, and the property of private individuals. 
The bill that the Senate was called on to pass was 
one to improve an extent of one hundred and fifty 
or two hundred miles of the public lands; but if the 
greater and really valuable portion of those lands 
were in the hands of land speculators or private in- 
dividuals, then the benefit of the bill to the public 
was limited to the extent of those lands now unoc- 
cupied. Ee again stated, though his information 
was only on hearsay, that there was not an acre of 
those lands, worth two dollars and a hal f, that was not 
already bought up. He maintained that the bill 
was nothing more or less than an unqualified dona- 
tion to the Territory of Wisconsin; and, if the Sen- 
ate felt disposed to’ be generous to that ‘Territory, it 
should be done manfully and openly, and not under 
the Leen of public improvement. 

He had not an Opportunity to seek, nor wag he 
clothed with authority to demand, such official in- 
formation as he considered wanting on the subject; 
but he would tell the Senate, on information as au- 


the purpose of renew- 


| there-was not a township. now vacant, in any of 
| those sections, that was. not of a mountainous and 
|. sterile nature—in. fact, the worst description, and 
H wholly valueless. 


‘ instance on legislative record. It was so in every 


manner, which, from the peculiar state of his health, 


ic, in his opinion,.ae if it] ‘been official, that 


If, as he said before, the Senate 
was inclined to. the policy of ceding.to the Territory 
of Wisconsin, letit i done openly and above-board; 
but if not, and: that these improvements are to be 
made, let another course’ be adopted—let a proper 
scheme be devised, an appropriation made, and the 
work be effected; but let not this canal be cut at the 
expense of the United States, nominally for the 
public good, but really for. the benefit of land spec- - 
ulators and jobbers. š 

Mr. TALLMADGE did not wish to prolong the 
the discussion upon this subject. If the alternate 
sections reserved to the United States were to- have 
any Increased value, it was to be by means of the 
proposed improvements. lf the other sections were 
not improved, the increased value would not accrue 
to the general government. As to the allusion of 
the gentleman, [Mr. Haywoop,] that this was a 
“smothered cession,” for the special benefit of land- 
holders in the Territory, if the gentleman had been 
a little more familiar with these things, he would 
have found that this clause had obtained in every 


instance he (Mr. TaLLmaver) had ever read of, and 
had been known to Congress in questions like this. 
It wasa universal provision kept in view in the 
wording of this bill, in accordance with the lan- 

age adopted in all cases of a similar description. 

e had nothing more to say on this subject, only 
to express the hope that the gentleman’s motion 
for indefinite postponement would not prevail. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE was understood to read 
from a report from the War Department, upon the 
subject of this improvement, showing that the Jands 
in that section of country were still in the control of 
the government. 

Mr. WOODBURY said, the fact could be ascer- 
tained whether these lands were entered, by applica- 
tion to the land office. If a large portion of the fends 
were entered, certainly one of the advantages would 
not be obtained—that to the government; therefore, 
it was better for all concerned, that final action 
should be delayed upon the bill until they could as- 
certain to a certainty the condition in which the 
lands were. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that all he could do, was to 
protest against the Senate acting upon private infor- 
mation. He had offered the information which he 
had obtained, with the view of calling attention to 
the subject. It was not official. He had not offered 
it as such; but he had it from good authority, that 
there was not a township on the Wisconsin river, 
in which some sections had not been etitered. He 
did not undertake to investigate the matter then; but 
he hoped what he had said was enough to puta 
pruden; Senate on its guard. While up, he hoped 

c would be allowed to say a word in regard to his 


had perhaps more the appearance of excitement in 
itřthan was really intended. When he made use of 
the word “smothered,” he did not apply it to the 
bill itself, but to the mode of legislation by which 
“smothered cessions” were put forth in the shape of 
grants, 

Mr. KING said he was very anxious that some 

rovision should be made by which this work might 
pe carried into operation; but he confessed that the 
arguments made use of by the friends of the bill 
were very much weakened by the arguments of the 
senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Tlaywoop.] The 
senator was correct in regard to the work. That 
was not the most important consideration. If all 
the Jands, which it was proposed the canal should 
run through, were already sold, or the greater part 
of them entered, there was nothing to operate upon. 
It had been reiterated in the Senate that the alternate 
sections of land, which the bill proposed to set apart 
for the use of the government, would bring more 
money into the treasury than the whole would, if no 
improvements were made. Now, he would like to 
know whether most of these lands had not actually 
been disposed of? If so, how could the governmenit 
derive advantage by any reservation? If it was 
to be at the expense of the work, it would 
be much better that so much land should be set apart 
for these improvements. The best policy would be 
to make a grant at once. 

He would, . therefore, suggest to the gentlemen 
who were in favor of passing the bill, that, in order 
to understand precisely what they were doing, it 
should be suffered to lie over, in order that they 


“might obtain: information from the land office as to 


the ‘quantity of lands sold or remaining unsold, on 
the whole range through which the canal is to run, 
and the rivers to be improved. He was unwilling 
to vote.on the. proposition.of the honorable senator 


“from North Carolinas. [Mr. Haywoon,] being in 


favor of some action which would carry into opera- 
tion the contemplated work.. Ele trusted his friend 
from North Carolina would withdraw his motion 
for indefinite postponement, till the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Tatimapee} should have an op- 
portunity of obtaining the necessary information in 
relation to the sale of these lands. , 

Mr. HAYWOOD withdrew his motion; and, on 
motion of Mr. KING, the further consideration of 
the bill was postponed till to-morrow. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. McDUFFIE addressed the Senate during 
two hours anda half in reply to Mr. Evaws’s re- 
marks of Monday and Tuesday last. He stated 
that in addressing the Senate a second time on this 
great question, he could give the most sincere assur- 
ance that no consideration but that of its acknowl- 
edged magnitude, and the deep interestwhich a large 
portion of the people of the United States felt in it, 
together with his own profound sense of the respon- 
sibility of the station which he now occupied, and 
the duty which he owed to his constituents, could 
have induced him to trespass thus far on the time and 
patience of the Senate. [le regretted the necessity 
imposed upon him, for many considerations; among 
which he admitted was the embarrassing one in 
allusion to which the Senator from Maine 
had laid down the maxim that truth is eter- 
nal; that the same truths are involved in this 
question now that were twenty years ago; and that 
it. was impossible for any human mind, however 
gifted, to present new arguments, where the argu- 
ments which preceded had been exhibited in such 
a variety of forms. He felt the embarrassment 
growing out of this state of things; for he could 
with the utmost sincerity say, that if there were an 
one thing more disagreeable to him than another, it 
was, in addition to the repetition of his own ideas, 
to be obliged to repeat the ideas of another person. 
And he knew that he could say nothing now 
that he had not repeatedly said ten years ago, 
in the other branch of legislation, as well as 
out of it. He: was, therefore, conscious that 
whatever he might say, would revolve on the 
Senate like a twice-told tale, vexing the ear of a 
drowsy man. He would, however, endeavor to ad- 
dress the Senate with as much brevity as was con- 
sistent with the great interests involved in this ques- 
tion. Mr. Meb. then proceeded to review the re- 
marks of the Senator from Maine in the order in 
which they were presented. He regretted that when 
that senator had laid down for his rule of argument 
the inductive process of reasoning by which Lord 
Bacon superseded the syllogistic system of the an- 
cient philosophers, he did not adhere more closely 
to it in the progress of his remarks. Had the senator 
studied more attentively the inductive system, he 
would have found that its aims and object were to 
collect from all ages and all climates such an 
amount of facts as would enable the true 
philosopher to lay down laws of eternal truth with 
regard to things within the compass of human 
knowledge, as immutable as those by which the 
great universe was governed by the great fountain 
of truth and justice. Lord Bacon had laid the foun- 
dation of that system of political economy which, 
some hundred and fifty. years after hig time, 
was matured and given to the world by a very cele- 
brated Scoth philosopher, Adam Smith, The great 
principles of political economy, established by the 
latter, had, for the last fifty or sixty years, undergone 
the most rigid examination of philosophers and 
statesmen, and yet remained unchanged and un- 
changeable. It was upon these principles that 
he (Mr. McDurrte) had rested his assertions, 
(so slightingly alluded to as “theories” by the sen- 
ator from Maine,) that what you add in duty to 
an imported article enhances its price; and that it is 
no more the interest of.a nation than of an individ- 
ual to make for itself everything it consumes, to the 
exclusion of all exchanges with other nations; re~ 
ferring to Adam Smith’s illustration of every man 
being his own laborer, mechanic, artisan, &c.; the 
result of which would be that he must become “Jack 
of all trades, and. good at none.” The doctrine laid 
down by Adam Smith for nations was drawn from 
that which was best for individuals; and that was, 
for every man to sell all that he could make or pro- 


dtes; betier or eheaper than others; and buy of others || 


all he. wanted; which they could. make better and 
cheaper than. he could. ‘himself. And yet this 
warthe doctrine which he (Mr. McD.) had laid 
dovn. in relation to the exports and imports of this 
couatry; and. against this great truth, war had been 
waged. by the manufacturers of this country and- 
their friends ever since this protective-tariff system 
commenced. When they could not meet the great 
truth of this principle face to face, they attempted to 
sneer it down by calling it a “theory.” To prove 
it a “thedry” in the sense with which they wished 
to stigmatize it, they showed their ability for home 
manufacture, by manufacturing facts to suit their 
purpose., No people on the face of the carth could 
compete with them in that species of manufacture; 
they wanted no protection for it, for they could out- 
manufacture all the world in the fabrication of 
“facts,” in support of their system of enriching their 
own pockets, by draining the pockets of the rest of 
the community. j - 

The next topic to which Mr. McD. alluded was the 
doctrine of the senator from Maine, of doing away 
with poverty by refusing to lighten the burdens of 
the people, by taking off taxation. The senator 
seemed to-think that Congress was endowed with 
some magic power of legislation, and that they could 
pass an act setting forth “be it enacted, &c., that 
from and after the Ist of July next all poverty shall 
cease in the United States; and that forthwith indi- 
gence would vanish, and affluence. would take its 
place. What could Congress give, that it had not? 
Could the general government, acknowledged to be 
as poor as a church mouse, bestow on the poor 
wealth it had not to give? Would mere words do it? 
But the general government could do much to relieve 
those it has impoverished by its mischievous and 
iniquitous legis'ation; it could recall its oppressive 
and unjust enactments, by which one.portion of the 
people, and that vastly the largest, was made tribu- 
tary to another. It could unshackle industry, that 
it had bound and prostrated; it could set that indus- 
try free, and give all an equal chance to use, to the 
best advantage, the means and advantages that 
nature, soil, and climate gave them. AH this it 
could do by restoring the fruition of natural rights 
to those it had wantonly and oppressively debarred 
from enjoying it. They—and he spoke of the 
farmers of the Southwest and planters of the South 
—did not want any protection. They only claimed 
impartial legislation, and to he left free to take the 
fruits of their toil and industry to the best market— 
to buy what they wanted in exchange at the cheap- 
est market. 

In alluding to the quotation made by the senator 
from Maine from the statistics of England—showing 
that of $260,000,000 of manufactures in England 
she consumed 120 herself, and of the part exported 
only sent 10 millions to this country—Mr. McD. 
admitted that this ]-26th would have no greater effect 
on prices in England than that of a 26th portion; 
but he contended that the opening of a free exchange 
of the raw cotton of this country for the manufac- 
tured cotton of England would greatly extend the 
capacity of England to supply the world more large- 
ly with her manufactures, and that thereby her mar- 
ket for our cotton would become more extensive— 
exports larger. . ; 

Je pointed out the absurdity of the principle as- 
sumed as a fundamental principle by the manufac- 
turers, that in raising a duty, the foreign manufacture 
is made to bear part of the burden. Carry out the 

rinciple, and what would it lead to, but that it would 
Be best to so contrive our taxation as to make foreign 
nations pay it all?—put all the burden of our taxa- 
tion on the people of other countries? Suppose it 
is aitempted: will not these other nations retaliate, 
by putting the burden of their taxes on us? Then 
we refuse to pay their taxes, and forthwith they re- 
fuse to pay ours; there is an end to all interchange 
of commodities, till both agree to pay their own 
taxes themselves. 

If a system of this kind were at all practicable, 
it would break down any government -in twenty 
years. that should depend on it; the corruptions 
growing out of it would, in themselves, break it 
down, as did those of the Roman empire when she 
was sunk by the treasures of which she despoiled 
the nationsaround her. 

The Senator from Maine had asked who were to 
become consumers of forty millions of foreign goods 
brought into this market under low duties. He 
seemed to ask the question as if there were no con- 
sumers in this country but manufacturers. Thean- 
swer to his question was very plain: relieve the mass 
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of the ‘people from the 


the: burdens impo: 
to. supporta favored class, aad leave 


ive 


enjoy all-the advantages of soil, productiveness, and $f and N imo 
| their original, “uncongenial ‘clit 


climate “which they possess, and they will become 
the ‘consumers. i > ea 

Mr. McD. next took in hand the argument of the 
senator from Maine, that the result-of the act of 
1842 was a diminution of prices. Mr. McD. in- 
sisted that prices had risen and been rising; but he 
was interrupted by Mr. Evans, who said he meant 
the first effects of the act were to diminish -prices; 
but when its full operation revived the prosperity of } 
the country, the improved condition of the consum- 
ers would have the tendency to enhance prices.* Mr. 
McD: proceeded with his argument; in the course of 
which Fe attributed the rise in the price of cotton in 
England not tothe effects of the tariff law ofthis 
country, but. to the fact that it had been ascertained 
there would be a great falling off in the cotton crop 
here; that instead of 24,000,000, it would hardly 
reach 18,000,000—he believed himself not 16,000,- 
000. This was what had advanced the price of cot- 
ton in England. : 

This tariff law, it was well known, was concocted 
by speculators; and the manner in which they car- 
ried it through the committees was well understood. 
Each sent in his scrap of paper, not asking for a 
uniform duty, but for a discriminating duty here, 
and a protective duty there, anda minimum dui. 
elsewhere. The moment they had arranged all 
this, they abandoned -the halls of. Congress, and 
rushed to reap the harvest of their specula- 
tions. Some made their $100,000 each— 
some more, some less. And, asto the profits of 
manufacturers, he imagined they were enormous 
enough—enormous when compared with the inter- 
est on capital inthe South and Southwest, which he 
believed did not exceed 5 per cent.; at least hc knew 
that was more than was realized by the planters of 
South Carolina, unless in instances of great fertility 
of soil or other advantages. But he had the best of 
information that the manufacturers of Massachu- 
setts were dividing 20 per cent., and, in some in- 
stances, laying by a surplus fund besides. This 
was the result of partial legislation. 

After having gone through the principal topics of 
the speech of the senator from Maine, and answer- 
ed them individually, Mr. McD. proceeded to take a 
more enlarged view of the general bearings and prin- 
ciples of that senator’s remarks. He dwelt on the 
capabilities of England for becoming the manufac- 
turer for the world, growing out of her dense popu- 
lation, cheapness of labor, abundance of money to be 
employed at low interest, &c. He showed that, with 
China and India now open to her, she could consume 
all the cotion this Union might produce, if she could 
exchange her manufactures for the raw material. 
The demand throughout the world would increase 
for her manufactures, and that would create a cor- 
responding demand for our cotton. 

He adverted to the decline of commerce, and 
traced its causes to the tariff system. He showed 
that, at one of the earliest conventions of this gov- 
ernment at Annapolis, there was the greatest solici~ 
tude evinced for preserving and encouraging our for- 
eign commerce, which showed that such was the 
design of the framers of the constitution. He 
showed that if this Union were divided into three 
confederations, the North and Northeast as one, the 
Southwest as another, and the southern States as 
another, the manufacturing States could not adhere 
to the protective system one year. They would 
have no revenue, and would be driven to direct tax- 
ation; whereas the southern confederation would 
become the importing States, receiving, in exchange, 
foreign manufactures for their rice, cotton, tobacco, 
and sugar—that the southwestern confederation 
would be exchangers with the southern confedera- 
tion of their products for the products of Europe; 
for they never would be so foolish as to buy, of the 
New England confederation, its manufactures at 40 
per cent. higher in price than need be paid for the 
same goods in the southern confederation. The 
South would very soon export one hundred mil- 
lions, and receive back one hundred and twenty in 
imports; on which a duty of 10 per cent. would yield 
twelve millions of revenue for the government of 
the confederation. The northern confederation 
would not, at the same time, either export or import 
15,000,000, and could hardly realize 3,000,000 of 
revenue. In ten years there would be such a 
difference, that a person absent so long, returning, 


would be struck with the change in the condition of | 


these sections of country. The West he would see 
grown up into a great and flourishing empire- The 4 


them free to |] ci 
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England “he would: find the” prosper 
wealth, &c:, resulting from partial legi 


| gone; houses falling to ruin, cities deserted, fur 


ture selling. by auction, and. all ‘the indications of 
indigence prevailing. On asking how came all this? 
he could be answered, not by any act o#injustice or. 
oppression; but by. repealing unjust or oppre 

laws; by letting. industry seek. its own TA 
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pursue its own advantages in its own way, without | 


dependence on bounties or government fo 
support. : : eee. fee 

_ After a series of striking and eloquent: illus 
tions of this nature, (here very briefly. and imper- 
fectly sketched,) Mr. McD. concluded by. admon- 
ishing the friends of the protective system that there 
was a point beyond which oppression would not: be 
endured, even by the most enslaved: community in 
the world. f : ae 

Mr. EVANS said he was extremely weary of the. 
subject; but as the senator from South Carolina had 
not entirely comprehended a portion of his remarks, - 
and had also opened one or two new views, he de 
sired to make some reply. He felt unwilling, from 
the manner in which the senator had presénted the 
subject, that the discussion should close theres : He 

roposed to occupy the time of the Senate a little 
onger; and if it was agreeable to senators, would 
move to postpone the subject till to-morrow. | ` s 

Mr. HAYWOOD made some remarks not.dis- 
tinctly heard. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE said: that there were several 
senators who wished to discuss. the subject; and if 
the senator was not then prepared to go on, sowie 
other gentleman would. é : 

Mr. EVANS supposed the understanding of the 
Senate was, that the discussion of the merits of the 
question should terminate with the speech of the. 
senator from South Carolina; when the ‘vote 
would be taken on the preliminary question. If 
there were any senators who Wished to discuss the 
preliminary Dic the jurisdiction of the, Senate 
over revenue bills—they could do so. : 

Mr. MERRICK said that it was not a proper 
time then for any gentleman to commence a speech, 
He hoped the subject would, therefore, be passed 
over informally, and that the Senate would proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 0.) 

Mr. ARCHER said he-was. desirous, himself, to 
go into executive session, but it was suggested on all 
sides that it was too late to do so then; ‘he therefore 
moved that the Senate adjourn. i 

Mr. MERRICK said there were several messages 
to be referred in executive session, which would 
take but a few moments. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said there were several senators 
around him who were desirous to know if the de- 
bate was to be reopened on the merits of the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would certainly renew his 
motion, which he intercepted the other day to ena- 
ble the honorable senator from South Carolina {Mr. 
McDurrig] to reply to the senator from Maine. He 
was personally resolved that this discussion——which 
he deemed to be idle, improper, and irregular, (be- 
cause out of time,) should not go on, without.an 
attempt to stop it. It was not in their constitutional: 
competency to entertain the subject which was de- 
hated. He should, therefore, after the senator from 
Maine had concluded his remarks, certainly renew 
his motion. od ea 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the resolutions of 
the Committee on Finance, for. the. indefinite post- 
ponement of Mr. McDurrie’s bill; be laid on the 
table. 

The question was put, and. decided in the negative. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the subject was then 
postponed tll to-morrow. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the memorial 
and papers of Baylie Peyton. W 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from sundry 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a dry-dock at Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval AG 
fairs. 

Also, a memorial from Commodore Charles W. 
Morris, praying indemnity for certain expenses in« 
curred by him while in command in the Mediterra- 
nean: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the report of 
the Treasury Department concerning the 2 per cent, 


and 3:per cent. funds of his State was ordered to be 

printed. n z i E 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 

of executive business; and, after a short time spent 

therein, : i 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
= sMonpay, January 29, 1844. 

Thg journal having been read— es 

Mr. DANA asked leave to present a memorial on 
the subject of the reduction of postage; but 

The SPEAKER remarked that this day was as- 
signed by the rules for calling on the States for reso- 
lutions. 

Resolutions were then presented and disposed of, 
as follows: 

FROM FLORIDA. 

By Mr. LEVY: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
inquire into the propristy of making the usual pro- 
vision fox. the relief of thé surviving representatives 
of the officers and crew lost in the United States 
schooner Sea Gull. Agreed to. 

FROM MICHIGAN. 

By Mr. J. B. HUNT: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing an appropriation for the erection of a light-house 
at the mouth of the Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, 
n the State of Michigan. Agreed to. 


By Mr. McCLELLAND: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting an appropriation for removing the bar and 
obstructions at the mouth of the Clinton river, on 
Lake St. Clair, in the State of Michigan. 

FROM ALABAMA. 

By Mr. DELLET: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire if any person or persons 
have, in opposition to the laws of the United States, 
established offices, and provided conveyences for 
transporting letters, papers, and other mail mat- 
ter, in violation of the regulations adopted by Con- 
gress from time to time for the government of the 

ost offices of the United States; and report to this 

House the result of their inquiry. 
FROM MISSOURI. 

By Mr. RELYE: 

Resolved, Thatthc Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of establishing a post-route from New Mad- 
rid in Missouri, to Oseola, in the county of Missis- 
sippi, in Arkansas. Agreed to. 

(Mr. RELFE also presented a letter addressed to 
him by David Myerle, an agent appointed under 
direction of the late navy board, to give insiructions 
and encouragement in the culture of hemp for the 
use of the navy; giving statistical information of the 

rowth, produce, and manufacture of hemp in the 

nited States, and its adaptation to naval purposes. 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.] 
FROM ILLINOIS. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ma- 
king provisions for an examination of the harbors of 
Alton, Chester, and Cairo, in the State of Illinois, 
and St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, in connex- 
ion with the harbor of Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee, and such other points as they may 
deem expedient, with a view to ascertain the most 
eligible site for establishing a naval depot and yard 
for the building and repairing steamships, and other 
vessels of war. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a marine hospital at the junction of the Mis- 
sissippi and Ohio rivers. 

Resolved, ‘What the Secretary of State be requested 
toinform this House the reasons why the Biennial 
Register has not been delivered in conformity to 
law, and when the delivery thereof may be ex- 
pected. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to this 
House the amount of money expended in each of 
the States of Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, for the construction of 


cessary to complete said road to the city of Jefferson, 
in the State of Missouri; and also, that he report the 
amount of the two per cent. fund which has accrued 
in each of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri, upon the sales of public lands within 
their respective limits; and also, that the Secretary of 
War give his opinion as to the importance of said 
road to. this country, as a military post road. 
Agreed to. : 


By Mr. McCLERNAND: 


Resolved; That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting an appropriation for removing the bar and 
obstructions at the mouth of the Clinton river, in 
Lake St. Clair, in the State of Michigan. Agreed to. 


JOINT RESOLUTION FOR THE PURCHASE OF 
WATER-ROTTED HEMP. 


Mr. HARDIN submitted the following joint res- 
olution; which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That there is hereby appropriated the sum of $50,- 
000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, for the purchase of water-rotted 
hemp for the use of the navy of the United States; 
of which sum $30,000 shall be expended for hemp 
grown in the State of Kentucky, and the remainder 
for hemp grown in the States of Missouri and Mi- 
nois, and the Territory of Iowa. 


Mr. WM. J. BROWN moved to amend the reso- 
lution by inserting the State of Indiana; but the res- 
olution being objected to, lies over for one day. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Retrenchment 
be instructed to inquire and report the printing done 
for each of the two Houses of Congress separately 
each year since the 4th day of March, 1829; the 
names of the persons by whom the work was done 
each year for each House; the prices fixed for the 
work by the laws or resolutions in force at the sev- 
eral times the work was contracted to be done; the 
changes, if any, made in such prices by the laws or 
resolutions passed after contracts for doing the work 
were entered into; the aggregate amount of the dif- 
ferences, if any, between the prices actually received 
by those who did the work, and the prices fixed by 
the laws or regolutions under which they contracted 
to do it; and whether there have been any violations 
of their contracts or any imposition practised by any 
of the persons who contracted to do the work in the 
execution of or in their charges for the work; and 
if so, when, by whom, in what particular, and to 
what amount. Agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN offered a joint resolution to 
fix the adjournment of the present session of Con- 
gress on Monday, the 20th day of May next. 

It was read twice. 

Mr. CRANSTON moved to strike out “20th” and 
insert *¢1st;”? which was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

Mr. McDOWLELL suggested another amend- 
ment, by adding the words “provided the public 
business will permit.” 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, thought the 
resolution was premature. 

The SPEAKER said it was not debatable. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, then, would move to lay it on 
the table. 

Mr. REIETT inquired if it would not go over as a 
matter of course, under the rule, if it were objected 
to; and being answered in the affirmative, he ob- 
jected. 

Mr. HENLEY moved a suspension of the rules, so 
that the resolution could be acted upon now. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested to the gentleman from 
Indiana, that the same vote would take the resolu- 
tion from the table, that would be required to sus- 
pend the rules. 

The motion to suspend was, however, persisted 
in, and the yeas and nays were called for and order- 
ed, and they resulted thus—yeas 115, nays 59; so 
the rules were not suspended, two-thirds not voting 
in the affirmative. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS SMITH, of In- 
diana, certain papers were taken from the files of 
the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, by leave, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreéd to: 


the Cumberland road; and the estimated amount ne- ` 


~Risolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be: 
required to report to this House what amount the 


` district attorneys, clerks of the district and. eiruit 


courts, and marshals of the several districts of the 
United States have returned to the Treasury De- 
partment since March, 1841, as ‘having been receiv- 
ed by them respectively for fees and emoluments 
each year; what amount each has retained for com- 
pensation to deputies, and what amount for office 
and other expenses, and what amount for themselves, 
each year; also, at what time each annual return is 
required to be made by these several officers. 
BOUNTY LANDS. 
On motion of Mr. C. B. SMITH, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the. expediency of pro- 
viding, by law, that all persons who enlisted in the 
United States army between the year 1818 and the 
commencement of the late war with Great Britain, 
and served for a period of five years, and received a 
regular discharge, shall receive a quantity of bounty 
lands equal to that given to those who enlisted du- 
ring the war, and served for a period of three years. 

IMPORTS. 
On motion of Mr. SAMPLE, by leave, : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
required to lay before this House a statement, in a 
tabular form, showing the quantity of potatoes and 
wheat imported into this country for each year sep- 
arately from the year—— to 1843, both inclusive; and 
from what countries they have been imported, and the 
amount from each country; and also to what duties 
they were respectively subject for each year. 

COURTS. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, 


- Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of rearranging the district and circuit courts 
of the United States in the State of Virginia. 
MAIL ROUTE. 
On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing a post route from Moorsville, 
in Morgan county, Indiana, by the way of Wades- 
ville, in Owen county; thence to Mill Green; thence 
to upper falls of Eel river; thence to Samuel Kauf- 
man’s; and thence to Dyer post office, in Clay 
county; and that they algo inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing a post route from Mount Pleas- 
ant, in Martin county, by way of Harrissville, in 
said county, to Bedford, Lawrence county, Indiana. 

WABASH AND OHIO CANAL. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS presented the resolution of 
the general assembly of Indiana, relative to the 
completion of the Wabash and Ohio canal, (present- 
ed heretofore, February 4, 1843;) which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

MAIL STAGES. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana submitted the follow- 

ing resolution, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a daily line of four-horse 
post mail-stages from Louisville, Kentucky, by the 
way of Salem, Bloomington, Cloverdale, Putnam- 
ville, Greencastle, Parkersburg, and Crawfordsville, 
to Lafayette, Indiana, and to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

INDIANS. 

_Mr. McDOWELL moved the following resolu- 
tion, which was read; and debate arising thereon, it 
was laid over, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Committes on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to report to this House a bil 
providing pensions for the surviving Indian-fighters 
who were engaged in the Indian war in the West 
from the year 1783 to the treaty of Greenville, in the 
year 1795; and that the same conform, in its princi- 
ples and provisions, with those set forth in the bill 
reported to this House by the Hon. Mr. WELLER, 
of Ohio, some time since, and referred by them to 
said committee. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. EMERY D. POTTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ap- 
propriating the refuse and unsold Congress lands in 
the State of Ohio not embraced in the alternate canal 
sections granted to the State of Ohio for the purpose 
of draining, and otherwise improving said lands, 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
was read: 
Resolved, That from and after the first Monday in 


February next this House, when it adjourns, will 
adjourn to meet at H o’clock, a. m. 


Mr. BLACK. of Georgia, moved to strike out 11 


a.m. and insert 3 p. m.; which amendment giving’ 


rise to debate, the resolution was laid over. 
: MARINE HOSPITAL. 
On motion of Mr. ASHE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a marine hospital at the city of Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee. 

“MAJOR GENERAL GAINES. 

On motion of Mr. SENTER, by leave, 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to furnish to this House a copy of the 
report of Major General Gaines to the Secretary of 
War, dated October 10, 1842, together with a copy 
of the letter of the Second Comptroller to Capt. J. B. 
Grayson, U.S.army, dated April 7 1843; the lat- 
ter being necessary to an explanation of the former. 

MAIL“ROUTE. 
On motion of Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, 


‘Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a mail- 
route from Rogersville, in Hawkins county, to Rus- 
selville, in Jefferson county, Tennessee; and that 
they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

NAVY PENSIONS. 

On motion of Mr. CULLOM, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding, by a general law, for placing all such persons 
on the pension roll as in their opinion are entitled to 
relief, so as to supersede in future the necessity of 
special enactments for the benefit of those who have 
been disabled in the army of the United States. 


SALES OF USELESS NAVALSTORES. 
On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, by leave, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to inform this House this quantity of old iron, 
copper, or other materials, which has keen collected 
and sold at the several navy yards within the last 
twelve months; at what yard; the amount of sales; 
whether sold for cash or on credit; the names of the 
purchasers, and their places of residence; and in 
what manner the proceeds have been disposed of; 
and by what authority, or under what law, the 
same has been done. 


WIDOWS OF REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the following joint reso- 
lution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United State of America in Congress assembled, 
That the benefit of an act entitled “an act grant- 
ing half pay and pensions to certain widows,” ap- 
proved July 7th, 1838, shall not be withheld from 
any widow whose husband Has died since the pas- 
sage of said act, or who shall hereafter die, if said 
widow shall otherwise be entitled to the same. 

PRIVATE CLAIM. 

On motion of Mr. GRIDER, 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of paying to 
Samuel Perry, the amount deducted from a freight 
bill, under a contract with McClure & Co., for trans- 
portation of Indian stores, and an additional amount 
claimed for detention and the expenses incurred 
thereby: adopted. i 

REPORTING DEBATES. 

Mr. EDWARD J. BLACK asked the Clerk to 
report the resolution which he had offered on Satur- 
day last, respecting reporters, as a resolution now 
offered by him. It was, he said, a mere resolution 
of inquiry into the expediency and practicability of 
employing a corps of report ersfor the House, and he 
hoped it would be adopted. 

r. FRICK said it was certainly a resolution of 
inquiry, but of that kind of inquiry which he 
thought ought not fora moment to be entertained. 

Mr. BLACK (debate being about to arise upon it) 
withdrew the resolution. 

POST ROUTE. 
On motion of Mr, BURT, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
$ . 


Mr. BLACKWELL offered the following; which 


pediency of establishing a post-route from Newber- 

ry court house, in Newberry district, to Woodville, 

in Abbeville district, in the State of South Carolina. 
LIBRARY. 

On motion of Mr. WOODWARD, 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Libra- 
ry be instructed to inquire into: the expediency of 
purchasing for the library of Congress, the library of 
the.late Hugh S. Legare. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL offered the following resolu-- 


tion; which lies over one day: 


Resolved, (two-thirds of both Houses of Congress 
cencurring,) That the following amendment to the 
constitution of the United States be proposed; which, 
when ratified by three-fourths of the legislatures of 
the several States, shall be. valid to all intents and 
purposes as a part of the same: : 

The seventeenth paragraph of the eighth section 
of the first article of the constitution shall read as 
follows: 

_To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases what- 
soever over the buildings and grounds owned by the 
United States within the District of Columbia; and 
to exercise like authority over all places purchased 
by the consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same may be, for the erecting of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
buildings; and shall, by law,’ retrocede to the States 
of Maryland and Virginia severally all rights of 
legislation over other parts of the said District here- 
tofore ceded by them. respectively to Congress, 
whenever the legislatures of those States shall have 
signified a willingness to accept the same. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. McK AY offered the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Repreeentatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That, from the price of all printing hereafter to be 
done by order of either House of Congress, and now 
directed to be paid for at the prices established by 
the joint resolution of 3d March, 1819, there shall be 
deducted fifteen per centum from said established 
prices. Provided, That the printing executed for the 

Touse of Representatives since the commencement 
of the present session, shall be paid for at the prices 


fixed by resolution of said House, adopted on the 
7th ultimo. 
After some conversation between Messrs. 


CAMPBELL, McKAY, and HOPKINS, the previ- 
ous question was seconded, and the main question 
ordered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR called for the yeas and nays on 
the main question; which were ordered, and the roil 
being called, the result was—yeas 131, nays 27, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, Bidlack, 
Jag. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Angustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, kich- 
ard R. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Deilet, Dickey, Dick- 
inson, Dillmgham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Farlee, Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, 
Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Uamlin, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Chas. J. Inger- 
soll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, McKay, Ma- 
thews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Rogers, Russell, St. 
John, Sampie, Schenck, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Taylor, Thomas- 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vanmeter, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
liams, Wilkins, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—131. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Belser, Buffington, Chilton, Col- 
Jamer, Cranston, Garrett Dayis, Deberry, Fish, Florence, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, McTvaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Albert Smith, Stephens, 
Summers, Vance, and Winthrop—27. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. FRICK then moved for a reconsideration of 
the vote just taken, but the motion was rejected. 


Mr. WISE asked permission to present to the- 


House a communication which he had received 
from a gentleman whose conduct had been im- 
peached, by a document some time since presented 
to, the House by the delegate from Florida,’ [Mr- 
Levy;] and on his motion it was committed to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, ~~ < 


and Post Roads be requested to inquire into the ex-- 


On the motion of Mr. NEWTON, certain p 
were withdrawn from the files of the Hou: 

Resolutions were then offered" 

FROM VIRGINIA. 

By Mr. STEENROD: : tg a Th 

Resolved, That the .Commitiee of Ways : 
Means be instructed to ihquire.and tg reportto this ~ 
House— ` ey egy eS aoe ont! 

1. ‘What retrenchment, if any, has -béen made in 
the expenditures of the government. since: the 
4th day of .March, 1841; ‘and, if any, in: what 
such retrenchments ‘consisted, to.. what. amount it- 
extended, in what department or branch of the pub= 
lic service, and when and by what law or resolutions 
it was made. Ee 

2. What was the difference between’ the’income 
and the expenditures of the government for the fiş- 
cal year immediately preceding. the 4th day’ of ` 
March, 1841, and what has been such difference for 
each of the fiscal years since that time. ; 

3. What were the appropriations for the ordinary 
services of the government annually for. the two 
years immediately preceding the 4th day of March, 
1841, and annually for the two years since the 4th 
day ‘of March, 1841. ce A 

4. To what amount the taxes upon the people 
have been increased in the form of ineregsed tariff 
duties, imposed by laws passed since the 4th day of 
March, 1841, giving the result of the comparison 
between the Jaws in force on that day, with those 
since passed, in detail, and in the aggregate, in tab- 
ular form. og 

5. What was the exact amount of the national 
debt on the 4th day of March, 1841; and in what 
the debt consisted; also, the exact amount of the 
debt at this time, and in what it consists. Agreed to: 

By Mr. TAYLOR: ; ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on: the Post Office 
and Post Roads be directed to inquire into ‘the expe- 
diency of establishing a mail route from Luney’s . 
creek, in the county of Hardy, in the State “of Vir- | 
ginia, to Crab Bottom, in the county of Pendleton, - 
ìn the same State; and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. Agreed to. i 


By Mr. HUBARD: ; 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be in- 
structed to inquire and report to this House, as.far 
as practicable, the number of persons who applied 
for the henefit ofthe late bankrupt law; the number 
who were discharged from the payment of their 
debts under that law; the number to whom such 
discharge was refused by the courts; the number. of 
applicants still pending; the aggregate number ofthe 
creditors given in by the applicants; the aggregate 
amount of debts given in by them; the aggregate 
amount of property surrendered; the aggregate per 
centum paid on the aggregate debts given in out of 
the aggregate property surrendered; and the aggro- 
gate costs of the judicial proceedings had under the 
law. The whole of the above facts to be arranged 
in tabular form by States and Territories respective~ 
ly. Agreed to. : 


By Mr. ATKINSON: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to inform this House what number of fna- 
rines and watchmen are now employed at the re- 
spective navy-yards; whether the waichmen.are,ma- 
rines or citizens; the amount paid to the watchmen; 
if citizens, by what authérity they are appointed, 
and by whom, and out of what appropriation are 
they paid. Also, a comparative statement; showing 
the difference between the pay of the watchmen now 
employed and of marines; whether there has been 
property stolen from the navy-yards in consequence, 
probably, of the want of sufficient. guards stationed 
within the said yards;and what arms, if any, the 
watchmen carry to protect the publicproperty; what 
would be the probable cost of transportation of ma- 
rines from one yard to another to form guards for 


* 


. sea-going vessels; and what amount of money, if 


any, can be saved by having sufficient guards at the 
respective navy-yards to meet such emergencies; and 
also; whether it would not be cheaper, safer, and 
more expedient, to employ marines as guards at the 
respective navy-yards, than citizens as watchmen. 
Agreed to. 


By Mr. CHILTON: , 

Resolved, That the petition and accompanying pa- 
pers of William Newton, for an increase of pension, 
which were before the last Congress, be taken from 
the files of the Clerk’s office of ‘this House, and -re 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 


Agreed te, : 


È ys 
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“By Mr. SUMMERS: ~ 


and Post Roads. be insjructed to inquire into the ex- 
ediency of establishing a post-route from Charleton, 
anawha county, Virginia, by way of the upper 
falls of Coal river and the falls of Guyandotte river, 
to. Wayne court house, in the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. _ 

By Mr, FOSTER: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be thstructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to Henry Newingham scrip for the bounty 
land to which William Marshall, a soldier of the 
revolution, was entitled in his life time; and that his 
papers, now on the files of this House, be referred to 
that committee. Agreed to. 


Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the House refused to suspend 
the rules to admit the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Browy,] fixing the day of ad- 
journment of Congress; and on this he called for 
the yeas and nays. “i 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to lay that motion on the 
table. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the 
motion to lay on the table; and as a division was 
called for, he counted the House, and reported 77 in 
the affirmative, and 15 in the negative; being less 
than a quorum. 

Mr. C. J, INGERSOLL moved a call of the 
House; which was negatived. i 

The question was again taken on laying the mo- 
tion of reconsideration on the table; on which 85 
voted in the affirmative, and 22 in the negative; þe- 
ing still less than a quorum. 

r. GILMER moved a call of the House, 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the yeas and nays 
thereon, as they would show who was present, and 
who was absent. ; 

Mr. FRICK moved an adjournment, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted as 
follows—yeas 19, nays 157: 

YEAS—-Mossrs. Cross, R. D. Davis, Dellet, Frick, Maclay, 
Marsh, Norris, Emery D. Potter, Stephens, and Vance—I0, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, Barrin- 
gor, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, E. J. 

Jack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, Wm. J. Brown, J. Brown, Buftington, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chilton, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, G, Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Kilis, Karlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, 
French, Giddings, Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, 
Merrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Hungerford, peeriingion Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. “Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Preston King, Daniel P, 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, MeCanslin, MeCleiland, McConnell, McDowell, Me- 
livaine, McKay, Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Owen, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, C, 
M. Reed, David 8. Reid, Relfe. Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, 
Russell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, Stiles, Stono, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thomasson, Thompron, Tibbats, Tilden, Tyler, Vannieter, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, 
Wise, and Yost—157. 

The motion to adjourn was negatived; and a mo- 
tion for a call of the House was withdrawn. ‘The 
motion to lay upon the table was then carried. 


PENSION LAWS. 
On motion by Mr. RAMSEY, 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House have pub- 
lished in pamphlet form for the use of the House, 


five thousand copies of the pension laws, now in 
force, with the forms of application, &c. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE ALLEGHANY RIVER. 
On motion by Mr. BUFFINGTON. 5 
. Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Alleghany river, from the city of Pitts- 
burg, in the State of Pennsylvania, to Olean, in the 
State of New York. 


BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the following resolution; 
which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the C ommittee on the Post Office 


Resolved, That a select committee of five members 
be appointed to inquire’ into the expediency of es- 
tablishing, in connexion with the Treasury Depart- 
ment, a bureau of statistics of commerce. 

Mr. P. said that the purpose he had in view was 
the establishment of a ‘bureau in connexion with 
the Treasury Department, whose duty it should be 
to take charge of the statistics of the country; that 
is, gather all the information of that character, as 
connected with the agriculture, commerce, and 
manufactures. of the country, and to reduce the 


and simplified as to make it easy of reference. The 
statistics thus embodied would be invaluable, not 
only to facilitate legislation, but to secure enlight- 
ened and correct legislation.. It was not only im- 
porant that the representatives of the peo le should 

ave a condensed view of the resuit of labor in this 
country, of every kind, in an official and authentic 
form, but that the people themselves should have it; 
for while it would assist the former in legislating 
correctly, it might direct the latter in the application 
of their labor. The plan he proposed was not one 
to increase expense, but to economize expenditure; 
whilst it was intended to lessen the enormous ex- 
pense of extra clerk hire, now consequent upon the 
frequent calls by Congress on the departments for 
information, which will be furnished by such a 
bureau, it is intended to have the information in 
such form as could be relied upon. It will be pro- 
ductive of a great saving of money for extra clerk 
hire, and great economizing of the time of the legis- 
lative branch of the government—which will be 
money saved. The sessions of Congress are pro- 
tracted in some measure, in consequence of the delay 
in procuring information from the departments, upon 
which to base legislation. This evil will be correct- 
ed by the adoption of the plan, for the bureau 
of statistics will be prepared at a moments notice to 
lay before Congress all the information of a statisti- 
cal nature which might be desirable. 


PRINTING. 


Mr. W. HUNT submitted the following; which 
lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Retrenchment 
be directed to ascertain the lowest priccs at which 
responsible printers will perform the priating of the 
present House by contract, with good and sufficient 
sureties; and that the sum allowed to the present 

rinter of the House shall not exceed ten per cent., 
in addition to the prices for which said printing may 
be obtained by contract. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
By Mr. BIDLACK: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the J udiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of re-ar- 
ranging the judicial districts of Pennsylvania for 
holding the United States courts. Agreed to. 


LIBRARY. 
On motion of Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, 


Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Libra- 
ry be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
urchasing the library of the Durazzo family in 
taly. Agreed to. 


` HARBOR AT PULTNEYVILLE. 
On motion of Mr. BYRAM GREEN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire as to the expediency of mak- 
ing an appropriation to improve the harbor at Pult- 
neyville, Wayne county, New York. 


MANUFACTURED WOOL. 
On motion of Mr. SEYMOUR, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish this House with a statement 
showing the quantity of “coarse wool unmanufactured, 
the value whereof at the last port or place whence export- 
ted to the United States,is seven cents or wnder per 
pound,” which has been imported into the United 
States, and paid duties since the present tariff went 
into operation, and for two years previous, at eight 
cents or under, and the amount of such duties. 


PRIVATE. 
On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, 


Resolved, That the papers in the case of Maria 
Ostrander, Elizabeth Elsworth, and Tabitha Wil- 
liams, be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Resolved, That the papers in the case of John EL 
win be taken from.the files and referred to the Com- 


| mittee of Claims; and that the papers in the case 


same to convenient tabular form, so systemized 


of Peter W-Short be taken from the files and refer- 
red to the Committee. oñ Invalid Pensions. 

i PORT JEFFERSON, 

By Mr. STRONG: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the preservation and improve- 
ment of the inlet to Port Jefferson Bay, on Long 
Island. i 

POSTAGES. 

Mr. MURPHY offered the following, which lies 

over one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office . 
and Post Roada be directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by law that the postage on let- 
ters between New York and Brooklyn, and between 
New York and Williamsburg, be the same as is 
now established for letters between the upper and 
lower post offices in the city of New York, or of 
making some other provision for facilitating the 
transmission of letters between those places through 
the mail. 

NAVAL OFFICERS ON FURLOUGH. 

Mr. DANA presented the following, which lies 

over: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quired to report to this House the number, rank, 
and names of the officers of the navy who are now 
on furlough, the length of time they have been on 
furlough, the length of time they have been in ser- 
vice, and the amount of their pay when on duty 
and when on furlough respectively. 

LIGHT-HOUSE. 

On motion of Mr. J. B. HUNT, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


Instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 


ing an appropriation for the erection of a light-house 
at the mouth of Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, 
Michigan. 

Mr. CARY presented the resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York on the subject of re- 
trenchment in the expenses of the general govern- 
ment; and on the subject of a reduction of postage, 
and of abolishing or modifying the franking privi- 
lege. They were ordered to be printed. 

ARMY OFFICERS ON FURLOUGH. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to transmit to this House the names and rank of all 
officers of the army of the United States absent 
from duty, on furlough or otherwise; the term for 
which such furlough or leave of absence was grant- 
ed; the amount of monthly or yearly pay received 
by each of said officers while so absent from duty, 
and also the amount of such pay while on duty; 
and that he be also required to transmit to this 
House the names and grade of all officers of the 
corps of topographical engineers who are absent on 
furlough, the time for which such furlough was - 
granted, and the amount of pay monthly or annu- 
ally received by each while on duty. Agreed to. 


Mr. DANA moved to suspend.the rules, to ena- 
ble the resolution, which he had previously offered, 
to be considered. ‘And upon this motion the vote 
was taken by tellers; and resulted—5! in the afirm- 
ative, and 47 in the negative. 

No quorum voting-— 

Mr. DANA moved acall of the House; which 
motion not being seconded, was withdrawn. 

Mr. ELLIS moved the adoption of the following 
resolution, which he had previously offered, and de- 
manded the previous question: 

Resolved, That, with the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate, the two Houses of Congress will adjourn sine 
die on the first Monday of May next, 

Mr. BLACK desired an Opportunity to offer an 
amendment, to the following effect: 


“Provided, That, by that time, the tariff law 
should be modified, or remodelled and brought down 
toa revenue standard.” 


Mr. WISE rose to make some observations, but 
was reminded by the Speaker that debate was not 
in order: the resolution must lie over. 

Mr. WISE said he merely proposed to tell an an- 
ecdote; if that was equivalent to debate, he pre~ 
sumed it would have to lie over. 

RIVER THAMES. 

Mr. CATLIN offered the following; which 

over: 


Resoleed, That the Committee on Commerce be 


* 


lies 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the river Thames, in Connecticut. 


Mr. SIMONS offered the following; which lies . 


over: . 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruct- 
ed to furnish, in tabular form, for the use of this 
House, the salaries: or wages, daily, monthly, or 
yearly paid to the officers, overseers, and laborers, 
and the prices paid for job work, in the arsenals and 
public works under his department in each and du- 
ring the years of 1840, 41, 42, and 1843. 


PROSECUTIONS IN THE UNITED STATES 


COURTS. 

Mr..WILLIAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States be instructed to make an annual report to 
the House of Representatives of the official business 
done by him in court during each preceding year, 
specifying the suits and prosecutions to which he 
may have so attended; that he ascertain and report 
the number of persons prosecuted in the several 
courts of the United States, the crimes for which, 
and the districts where such prosecutions were had, 
the result thereof, and the: punishments awarded 
therefor; that he make such observations and state- 
ments as, in his opinion, the criminal jurisprudence, 
and the proper and economical administration of the 
criminal laws of the United States shall warrant and 
require. Also, that he ascertain, as far as practica- 
ble, and report a statement of the criminal prosecu- 
tions in the several States of the Union, specifying 
the nature of the offences, and the punishments 
awarded therefor. 

DISUNION. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had no resolutions of his 
own to offer, but he begged leave to present the res- 
olutions of the legislature of Massachusetts, which 
he offered the other day, asking for an amendment 
to the constitution, so as to take away the represen- 
tation founded on property in slaves. 

Objected to by several. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the objections would be with- 
drawn; otherwise the action of the committee which 
had the same subject in charge would be delayed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the minority of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, presented the minority report on 
the case of Messrs. Goggin and Giumer, for which 
leave was given the other day; and, on motion of 
Mr. S., it was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following; which lies 
over one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to report to this House a bill abolish- 
ing West Point Military Academy. ` 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quired to furnish this House with a copy of the let- 
ter from Commodore Charles Stewart to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, of the 23d March, 1843, re- 
specting the organization of the navy. 

SHEEPSCOT RIVER. 

Mr. MORSE submitted the following resolution; 
whch was considered and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting 
an npproprianon for the removal of obstructions in 
the Sheepscot river, in the State of Maine. Agreed 
to. 


offered the following, 


KENNEBECK RIVER. 

Mr. SEVERANCE submitted the following resc- 
lution; which was agreed to, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to improve the navigation of the 
Kennebeck river. Agreed to: 

REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


Mr. DUNLAP submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the claims of 
Amaziah Goodwin to a pension, upon papers. here- 
with submitted, with leave to report by bill or other. 
Wise, : 


FORTIFICATIONS ON THE PENOBSCOT: :. 
_ Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following: resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing an appropriation for the erection of a fortification 
upon Penobscot river, Maine, near Bucksport, upon 
the site lately purchased by the United States for 
that purpose. i - 

_ Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That an additional standing committee 
of five members shall be appointed at the first ses- 
sion of each Congress, whose duties shall continue 
until the first session of the ensuing Congress, to be 
styled the Committee of Coinage and Currency, 
who shall take into consideration the matters which 
concern the coinage and metalic currency of the 
United States, which shall be referred to them by 
the House, and to report their opinion thereon. 


PUBLIC LAND SALES. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public 
Larids, reported a bill to confirm the sale of public 
lands in certain cases, and for other purposes: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 


POST ROUTE. 


Mr. CALDWELL submitted the following reso- 
tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post route from Somerset 
to Paint Lick, in Kentucky, by way of Crab Or- 
chard; and report by bill or otherwise. 


GENERAL JACKSON’S FINE. 


Mr. LYON presented the resolutions of the legis- 
lature of Michigan, instructing their senators, and 
requesting their representatives in Congress to use 
their best endeavors to procure the passage of a law 
to refund the fine imposed on General Jackson by 
Judge Hall: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. HOLMES moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee on Commerce from the further consideration of 
the bill, in relation to the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and to refer the same to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

This motion, after being opposed by Messrs. 
THOMASSON and TIBBATTS, and supported by 
Mr. HOLMES, was decided in the negative. 

On the motion of Mr. HOLMES, the Committee 
on Commerce was discharged from various papers, 
that they might be referred to other appropriate 
committees. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Samuel 
Hebard and 93 others, praying a reduction of post- 
age. The petition of Abel E. Fisk and 42 others, 
praying a reduction of postage. The petition of 
Asa B. Hebard and 27 others, praying a reduction 
of postage: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: The petition of Samuel 
Dalton and others, citizens of Indiana, praying Con- 
gress to reduce the price of postage: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of Sarah Teas: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. DROMGOOLE: The petition of Isaac 
Malone, praying a pension for revolutionary ser- 
vices. The memorial and petition of Harrison Bar- 
ner, praying a pension for revolutionary services: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of Jo- 
seph Latshaw and 11 other citizens of Knox county, 
Indiana, asking a donatton of land to improve the 
navigation: of the Wabash river. The petition of 
B. Graham and 47 other citizens of Daviess com 
upon the same subject. The petition of James B. 
Bryant and 96 other citizens of Martin county, upon 
the same subject. The petition of Edward Mooney 
and 200 other citizens of Knox county, upon the 
same subject. The petition of Thomas Paull and 


fy nearly 300 other citizens of Wheeling, Virginia, 


“upon the same sub 


a ; as 
Morgan and 35 other citizens of Green county, .In- 
diana, upon the’ same subject- The ‘petitio 
Charles Smith and 263 other ‘citizens of Kü 
county, upon the same subject. Di 

By Mr. BELSER: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Macon county, asking for the establishment - 
ofa mail-route from Tuskegee to Enon, in Macon 
county, Alabama, and also two. post offices—one’ at 
Hendersonville, ‘and ‘the other. at Powell's’ steam 
mill, on the same route. The petition of certain cits = 
izens of the counties of Macon and Barbour, in: the” 
State of Alabama, asking, if a mail-route be estab- 
lished between Tuskegee and “Enon, in. Macon’. 
county, that the same may. be. extended: to: Spring 
Hill, in Barbour county: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. : om 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of Samuel GC. 
Guy and others, for the extension of post route No.. 
3854 from Slateford to Rockford, in Jackson county, 
Indiana. i 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The petition and. 
documents of George Wintling, of Lancaster coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, asking to be placed on the pension’ 
roll, under the act of 7th June, 1832. ; 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Simeon - 
Dennin, of Oxford, Maine, fora pénsion: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRICK: Two memorials of similar im- 
port, from the citizens of Columbia county, Penn- 
sylvania, for the reduction of postage, with a proper 
restriction of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Bryant Slone, 
praying the passage ofa law directing the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to place him on the roll of invalid 
pensions: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons. : 


By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition of 
Samuel Mullen, and two hundred and twenty-six 
other citizens of Vigo county, Indiana, asking that.’ 
the Congress of the United States would grant to the 
State of Indiana a portion of the vacant lands lyin 
unsold in the Vincennes land district, Indiana, and 
of the lands lying in the Shawneetown and Palestine ` 
land district, Tilinoik; for the purpose of improving 
the navigation of the Wabash river, by removing 
the obstructions in said river; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. Also, the 
petition of James S. Freeman, and two hundred and 
one other citizens of Vigo city, Indiana, asking that. 
the poner of the United States would grant to the 
State of Indiana the vacant lands in the Vincennes’ 
land district, for the purpose of continuing the 
Wabash and Erie from Terre Haute to Evansville, 
Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Also, the petition of David W. 
Claver, and seventy-five other citizens of Vermillion 
county, Indiana, asking for the vacant lands in the 
Vincennes land district for the purpose of continuing 
the Wabash and Erie canal to Evansville, Indiana: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. BOYD: The proceedings of a meeting of 
the citizens of Paducach, Kentucky, proposing that 
place as the most suitable for the location of the. 
contemplated western armory. The petition and 
papers of the heirs of St. John Townes. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of Cyrus Russell 
and others, inhabitants of township 33, in- range 4: 
east, in the county of Madison, Missouri, asking 
Congress to authorize a change in location of the 
school section in said township: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 7 : 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Phebe Hosien 
for a pension. The petition of Sarah Banks for a 
pension. ar, i 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Robert 
Swartwouth and others, cilizens of the city of New 
York,’ for a reduction of postage and the abolition of 
the franking privilege: The memorial of citizens 
and payers of postage in the State of New York, 

r the same purpose. 

: By Mr. DANA: The petition of 125 citizens of 
Perry and Castile, in Wyoming county, New York, 
to reduce the rates of postage and restrict the frank- 
ing privilege. The petition of 100 citizens of Yates 
county, New York for the same: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. f 

By Mr. CATLIN: Petition of Elizabeth Ray- 
mond, praying fora pension, and for a revision of 
the existing pension laws: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition and pies of 
Nancy Haggard, of Cumberland county, Kentucky; 
referred to the Committees on Revolutionary Claims: 
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IN SENATE. 

; TutsnAy, January 30, 1844. . 

` Mr. PEARCE -presented a memorial from the 
‘president and directors’ of the Philadelphia, Wil- 
mington, and Baltimore Railroad company, praying 
a remission of duty on certain railroad iron: referred 
to. the Committee on. Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from Albert 
Herring, late a paymaster in the army of the United 
States, representing that he is indebted to the United 
States to an amount that he is unable to pay, and 
praying that an arrangement may be made by which 
certain valuable paintings may be received in pay- 
ment of said debt: referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented. a memorial from 
Messrs. Swaim,Abell, and Simmons, proprietors and 
publishers of the Public Ledger, Philadelphia, stating 
that, in the usual course of their business, on the 
31st December, 1842, they purchased a treasury 
note for $500, dated on the 5th February, 1842; that 
on the 22d April, 1843, the Treasury Department 
issued a circular, stating that a package of treasur 
notes, which “had been paid, and cancelled by wri- 
ting on their face, and by a receipt endorsed on 
them,” had been forwarded by the collector at New 
Orleans to the Treasury Department, so long before 
the date of the notice as the 26th July, 1842, but had 
not been received; that this $500 treasury note is 
among the number embraced in the circular of the 
„Secretary of the Treasury, but that it is neither can- 
celled nor defaced, nor is any receipt endorsed upon 
it; and this appears from the certificates of the col- 
lector and deputy-collector of the port of Philadel- 

hia, and of the district judge and district attorney. 

hey therefore request Cougress to pass an act to 
provide for the payment of the said note. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he had been thus minute 
in stating the facts alleged in the memorial, because 
he believed there were many similar cases, for which, 
he thought, provision ought to be made. He had 
himself seen one of these treasury notes in the pos- 
session of a friend, on which there were no marks 
whatever indicating that it had ever been paid. If the 
collector at New Orleans had neglected to cancel these 
notes or endorse a receipt upon them, and, in conse- 
quence, they had found their way into circulation, 
and were in the hands of honest purchasers for full 
value, the Government of the United States ought to 

ay the amount. The national faith required it. 

he neglect of a public officer to do his duty ought 
not to be visited upon the heads of those who had 
received these notes on the faith and credit of the 
government, without any mark cither upon their 
face or their back, to produce the slightest suspicion 
that they had ever been paid. Perhaps it might be 
best to passa general bill providing for all similar 
cases. Referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. B. also presented a similar memorial from the 
Savings’ Fund Society of Philadelphia, stating that 
they had received a $1,000 treasury note, and anoth- 
er of $50, in the course of business; which were in 
precisely the same situation of the note above. This 
memorial was also referred to the Finance Commit- 
tee. 

Also presented a memorial from the heirs of Da- 
vid Noble, deceased, late an officer of the revolution- 
ary war, praying to be allowed commutation pay: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also presented a memorial, signed by a number 
of citizens, similar to those he had already present- 
ed, stating that the canal boats which pass through 
the New Jersey canal line with coal, are subjected 
to taking out coasting licenses, to furnish a list of 
their crews, and to pay hospital money, as if they 
were seagoing vessels. They pray relief from the 
construction thus placed upon the laws by the cus- 
tom-house officers: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


RETRENCHMENT AND ECONOMY. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions, adopted by 
the legislature of New York, urging upon Congress 
the speedy adoption of such a system of cconomy 
and retrenchment in the expenditures of the nation- 
al government as shall reduce the ordinary and cur- 
rent expenses for the support of government to an 
amount coming within its current revenue, and to 
provide a sinking fund for the prompt payment of 
any present debt of the United States; calling upon 
their senators and representatives to urge the adop- 
tion of such policy: ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr 


Breese on the Mth December last, was taken up, 
on hig motion, and adopted, viz: ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate why the act of 
Congress of the 26th of June, 1834, entitled “An 
act to create additional land districts in the States of 
Illinois and Missouri, and in the territory north of 
the State of Illinois,” has not been carried into ef- 
fect, and the sales of the lands therein ordered, as 
required by the provisions of said act. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to amend the act entitled “An 
act establishing the northern boundary line of the 
State of Ohio, and for the admission of the State of 
Michigan into the Union upon the condition therein 
expressed;”” which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. The report accompanying was order- 
ed to be printed. 

THE FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill from the 
House to refund the finc imposed on General An- 
drew Jackson, reported the same back with an 
amendment, in the words following, to wit: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to express or imply any censure of ‘the con- 
duct or character of the Hon. Dominick A. Hall, by 
whom the fine was imposed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committce, reported a 
bill for the relief of Henry Gardener and others, di- 
rectors of an association called the New England and 
Mississippi Land Company; and 

A bill for the relief of John Atchison, of Galena, 
Illinois; which were read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to he communicated to the Sen- 
ate an estimate of what would be the additional ex- 
pense to the government, of requiring each of the 
armed vessels of the United States attached to the 
home squadron to leave New Orleans once a month, 
and visit alternately the principal ports on the east- 
ern shore of the island of Cuba, San Domingo, and 
Porto Rico, thence to sail down the coast of the Car- 
ribean sea and Gulf of Mexico, touching at the 
principal ports in Venezuela, New Grenada, Guate- 
mala, Mexico, and Texas, and thence return to 
New Orleans by Havana, Matanzas, and Kingston, 
Jamaica, to Chagres, and back to New Orleans. 


_Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the rule, 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding for the examination of some point at or near 
the confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
by some competent officer of the navy, to be appoint- 
ed by the President of the United States, and to be 
associated with some skilful officer of the corps of 
topographical engineers, to be appointed in like 
manner, and to report to the next session of Con- 
gress upon its advantages and capabilities for a 
naval depot and dock-yard; and into the expediency 
of appropriating a sum of money for that purpose, 
equal in amount to the sum appropriated for the ex- 
amination of the harbor of Memphis, in Tennessee; 
aud that the said conimittee be authorized to call be- 
fore them and examine competent civil and other 
engineers, acquainted with that locality, as to its 
capabilities for such naval depot and dock-yard; 
and also that they inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a marine hospital at or near said point, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduceda bill in recla- 
tion to donations of lands to certain persons in the 
State of Arkansas; which was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, in 
the case of Elizabeth Lomax, was taken up and 
concurred in by the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 
port ofthe Committee on Revolutionary Claims, in 
the case of the heirs of Daniel Trucheart, was taken 
up for consideration. 

This a claim for property destroyed during the 
war of the revolution by the army of Cornwallis. 
The property destroyed was occupied as a place of 
deposite for arms and munitions of war belonging to 
the American army. 


Mr. JARNAGIN defended the report of the com- 
mittee, adverse to the principle of paying clainis of 
this character, founded on transactions occurring at 
that remoie day. f 

Mr. RIVES and Mr. ARCHER took the ground 
that the principle was established by the acts of 1816 
and 1818, authorizing the indemnity for property 
destroyed by the enemy, in consequence of its oc- 
cupancy for the purposes of the army of the United 
States. The fact of the property being destroyed in 
such manner as to bring the claims within the prin- 
ciples of those acts they mentioned, was already 
established by respectable witnesses; and i 

Mr. RIVES moved that the report be recommitted 
to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the report was re- 
committed to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives reducing the price paid for the printing of the 
Senate to the price paid by the other House of Con- 
gress, was taken up, read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


FUGITIVE SLAVES AND THE ASHBURTON 
TREATY. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table, under the rules: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate the information, if any, 
which may be in the Department of State, in rela- 
tion to the slaves committing crimes and escaping 
from the United States to the British dominions, 
since the ratification of the treaty of 1842, and the 
refusal of the British authorities to give them up. 
Also, that he communicate to the Senate the in- 
formation, if any such is possessed by him, of the 
construction which the British government puts up- 
on the said article in relation to slaves committing 
crimes in the United States and taking refuge in the 
British dominions. 

FUGITIVE CRIMINALS“-AND THE ASHBUR-~ 


TON TREATY. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the rule: 


Resolved, (as the opinion of the Senate,) That the 
President of the United States ought to give notice 
to the government of Great Britain for the immedi- 
ate termination of the 10th article of the treaty of 
1842, being the article for the surrender of fugitive 
criminals. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be deliv- 
ered to the President. 

COMPROMISE ACT. 


The CHAIR [Mr. Bayarp] announced the un- 
finished special order; which was, the resolutions 
reported for the Finance Committee for the indefinite 
postponement of the bill introduced by Mr. Me- 
Derrre to reduce the rates of the tarif to the stan- 
dard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BERRIEN rose, and moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness—there being some of importance to transact 
there. 

Mr. EVANS was willing for the special 
order to be postponed till to-morrow, though he was 
prepared to enter upon the discussion. 

he question was put, and the Senate agreed to 
go into the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McDUIFIE rose to suggest, in reference to 
the constitutional difficulty which prevailed on the 
other side with respect to entertaining his bill, that 
he was prepared to offer an amendment which 
would obviate all such objections. This would 
supersede the necessity of discussing the prelimi- 
nary question; and thedebate could then be con- 
tinued on the tariff policy, so that every gentleman 
who wished to participate in the discussion might 
have.an cpportunity of doing so. He had made 
this suggesiion im consequence of what had fallen 
from the senator from Maine on a former day—that 
ifthe subject were presented in any form which 
would justify the Senate in entertaining it, he and 
his friends would not shrink from its discussion. 
The amendment he had prepared would supersede 
the necessity of the motion of the senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Arcnmr,] to get rid of the subject. 

Mr. ARCHER said the Senate had determined 
to. go into executive session, and it was not then in 
order to reply to the senator’s suggestion. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
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executive business; and after some time spent there- 
in, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspayv, January 30, 1844. 
The journal having been read— 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 

The CHAIR remarked that the first business in 
order was the report of the Select Committee on the 
Rules, on which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Sres] had the floor. 
`- Mr. STILES then spoke as follows: 

When I last addressed the House, before conclu- 
ding, [had shown, by reference to Hatsell’s parliamen- 
tary Precedents that petitions against taxes were re- 
jected by Parliament. Now, sir, as we are referred 
to England for the rule of our conduct, upon what 
principle was it that petitions against taxes were 
always rejected? It was that taxes necessary 
for the support of governinent, could not be 
petitioned against. But I ask, sir, if nothing be- 
sides taxes are necessary for the support of govern- 
ment? Can any government in the world last a mo- 
ment without them? Can dollars and cents be placed 
in the scale against faith and honor? Are not the 
faith and honor of the nation pledged upon the sub- 
ject of slavery? Would the slavcholding States 
ever have entered the Union—would our southern 
fathers ever have signed the constitution, unless 
their rights had been secured by that instrument? 
Will not that Union be dissolved, whenever the 
government shall, instead of protecting, plunder 
them of their property? Yes, sir, slavery and the 
constitution have flourished together; their existence 
is the same, and inseparable; and if folly and mad- 
ness shall destroy the one, the other will follow it to 
he tomb. But to return to the argument from which 
I have deviated, to reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. Parliament, I have shown, were in 
the constant practice of rejecting petitions. The intel- 
ligent framers of the constitution were familiar with 
this fact; and in guarding our country against the 
evils of such legislation as the riot acts, in protecting 
the great right of petition, their omission to provide 
that petitions should be received, is evidence irresist- 
ible and conclusive, that the reception of petitions 
was never intended to be embraced in the amend- 
ment, or comprehended under the right of petition. 
According to the letter of the constitution, this 
rule is not a violation of that instrument, be- 
cause no law ia passed or contemplated. Ac- 
cording to its spirit, it is not violated, because 
the object of the amendment was simply to 
prevent the passage of such acts as those of 
George Ist, and Charles 2d; and because the practice 
of rejecting petitions was common in England, 
familiar to the authors of the amendment, and not 
provided against by them. It is nota violation of the 
constitution, then. Isit a violation of the right 
of petition? But, instead of searching the constitu- 
tion, in order to ascertain what are the rights of pe- 
tition, strange to tell, we must, as the gentleman 
from New York says, throw the constitution aside, 
and go back to England, to the British Parliament, 
‘to the bill of rights, which grew out of the revolu- 
tion of 1688. A citizen of America, the freest coun- 
try in the world, (as the gentleman from North 
‘Carolina observed,) run away from his own country, 
and flee to England for his freedom! I leave the 
gentleman from New York to reconcile himself 
with the gentleman from North Carolina, his associate 
in feeling on this subject. I leave him to explain 
to that member how it is that a citizen of the freest 
country in the world can throw aside the constitu- 
tion of his country, and seek a cover for his rights, 
a shelter for his liberties, behind the acts of a British 
Parliament. * 

But why should we go back for instruction to 
England? as the gentleman from New York said. 
‘Is there any analogy between either the government 
or the people of England and our own? In England 
all power is in the government. Here it is in the 
people: There the Parliament, humanly speaking, 
is omnipotent. Here, our Congress is limited in its 
powers to a few specified subjects, marked out and 
defined by a written constitution. In Great Britain, 
the sovereign holds his office independent of the 
Poons and so do the members of the House of 

òrds. If arbitrary and unjust laws are instituted 
by the government, the people, however unanimous 
“against them, have no remedy but in an humble pe- 
‘tition for their abolition. Here the members of the 
goverment, are directly responsible to the people, 
‘hold their officers subject to the popular will, and, if 
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more faithful servants chosen in their places: It 
results, therefore, that whilst, in monarehical gov- 


ernments, the right to petition the rulers is the high- | 


est, or ultimate right of the subject in securing him 
from molestation at the hands of his government, 
here the right dwindles into comparative insignifi- 
cance; being only a right to - petition our own ser- 
vants to do that which we may command them to 
do, or discharge them for not doing. . In short, in 
England the people are listened to only when they 
speak in the harable tone of pelition. In America 
they will be heard, through the authoritative voice of 
instruction. 

What does this right of petition embrace? What 
would they have? The right peaceably to assemble» 
Do we propose to disturb that right? No. The 
right to prepare a petition. Do we propose to pre- 
vent them? No. The right to present that petition 
to this body. Do we oppose that right? Sir, the 
question has not been fairly met. Gentlemen argue 
as though we denied the right of petition. We 
make no such denial. We are as warm advocates 
of the right of petition as any persons on this floor. 
We know the importance of that right, and ‘would 
not touch. it. We are willing that gentlemen shall 
exercise the right to as full an extent, at least, as it 
is enjoyed in England, (for that seems to be the 
summit of their ambition;) but we come to issue 
with thèm as to the limits and extent of that right. 
What are the limits and extent of that right? There 
must be some point at which the right of petition 
ends, and that of legislating by this body commences. 
Where does the right of petition end? Just where 
that of legislation commences, Legislation cannot 
go back and interfere with petition; nor can petition 
extend forward and interfere with legislation. The 
right of legislation commences the moment the 

ouse is informed of the petition. If they havea 
right to go one step farther, and say we shall re- 
ceive, they have just as much right to say we shall 
refer, and we shall grant. The action of the House 
—the right of legislation—commences with the pre- 
sentation of the petition; and the refusal to accept is 
no interference with that right. We do not propose 
to interfere with their assembling; we do not dic- 
tate the manner in which they shall prepare a peti- 
tion, or how they should present it to this body. 
But, when they have. assembled; when they have 
prepared the petition; when they have presented it 
to this House, when, in short, their right has been 
fully exercised and completely exhausted, —then it 
is that our right commences: and, as we have not 
interfered with them, we should not permit them to 
interfere with us, and to usurp the legislative powers 
of the country, and dictate to us the mode and man- 
ner in which our duties shall be performed. 

But, says the gentleman from North Carolina, 
the petition should be received, “in order to know 
whatit is the petitioners want.” We undertake, 
(says the member from Maine,) by the refusal of 
the petition, “to prejudge the case,” and “condemn 
them unheard.” . 

Here is another step where gentlemen reason un- 
fairly. They assume, as a starting point upon which 
to found an argument, that we have never seen, 
read, or heard the petition. Now, sir, if this be 
reasoning, gentlemen have forgotten the very first 
rule in logic. They have failed to prove their prem- 
ises. Is it true, in point of fact, that we are unac- 
quainted with the objects of the petition? Is therea 
member here who can rise in his place and say 
that he does “not know what the petitioners want?” 
Have they not been presented beyond number for 
years past? Has not Congress heard, considered, 
discussed,and determined, that they cannot enter- 
tain jurisdiction of the subject; and how can the 
announcement of this House, of its judgment in the 
matter, (for that is the whole sum and substance 
of the rule,) be considered as ignorance on the part 
of this House of the wants of the petitioner? 

But “we prejudge the case.” “We condemn 
them unheard.” What do gentlemen mean? Am 
I to understand that the petitions have never been 
read? They have been read over and over again, 
whilst before the question of reception is put, the 
petition can always be read upon the call of any 
member of the House. Is it meant, by not being 
heard, that these petitions have never been discussed? 
They have been discussed in this hall to the fullest 
extent for weeks, and even months, whilst the ques- 
tion of reception not only admit discussion, but ad- 
mits itin the most ample manner. } i 

Gentlemen argue as though we had no right, for 


any cause, or under any circumstances, to reject a. 


unfaithful to their trusts, they are turned out, and ` 


etition:. Is the right illimitable? Is every petition, 
owever disrespectful to. this: body, -to.be received? 
Is there any one-who, in his zeal for. the freedom of: 
petition, goes that ‘far?’ I presume- ‘not. is, 
then, some limit to that- right. We have the power to: 
reject; the right to refuse is conceded. And isnot this 
rejection an abridgment of the great right ‘of :peti- 
tion? Oh no! And why? Because it would bean’ 
interference with the dignity of our honorable selves, 
and be perhaps ‘an interruption’ of the: business of 
this House... This great“ inherent and inalienable 
right cannot stand, then, when brought’ into contact 
with our dignity or our business, These are to be 
rejected; but all others are to he received. These 
petitions may be as-disrespectful as their authors 
please, to our constituents or.our States; but so as 
they do not touch our noble selves, they are to-be 
received. They may treat with contempt the:con- 
stitution of the country, and trample on its chartered 
rights; but so as they do not impede our- business 
here, they are to be received. From whence did we 
obtain our dignity? Are we in a monarchical gov- 
ernment, and was it born with us? No, sir. It was 
derived from the people; yet we would reject a peti- 
tion here, disrespectful to ourselves, who are the 
servants; but receive one insulting to, and defama~ 
tory of, the people, who are the masters. “Whence 
do we derive our powers of legislation? From the 
constitution; and we would reject a petition im- 
peding our legislation, and yet receive one viola- 
tive of the constitution, from whence all our powers 
of legislation are derived, and upon which the wel- 
fare of the country depends. The right illimitable? 
Then where the necessity of, that rule of: this 
House which makes it incumbent on the introducer 
to give a statement of the contents of the petition? 
Where. the necessity of a. statement, unless ‘its ob- 
ject be to determine whether or not Congress has 
jurisdiction over the subject. If there be no dis- 
cretion, where the necessity of that other rule which 
requires the question of reception to be put. ‘Where 
the necessity of a question at all, if we are pro- 
hibited from voting, or answering in the negative? 
The right of petition involves two considerations: 
jst. The right of the citizen aggrieved to petition: 
2d. The power of the government over the subject 
of the petition. 

1. Then the citizen must 
can petition. | : 

The only petitions excluded by this rule are those 
upon the subject of slavery. Is a majority of this 
House prepared to pronounce slavery teva 
Can an institution recognised and secured by the 
constitution be a grievance? Are they prepared to 
pronounce the constitution (for it is the constitution) 
a grievance? Was it the intention of the constitu- 
tion to entail grievances on the people? The same 
constitution which guaranties the right of petition 
guaranties the existence of slavery. | Both rights 
are equally: secured by the same high authority. 
Can one portion of the constitution be used to. de- 
stroy another? Could the framers of the constitu- 
tion have been guilty of such an absurdity as to 
have given the people a right to petition against the 
instrument which they had formed for their welfare 
and happiness? Can they be chargeable with the 
folly of creating and sanctioning a grievance, when 
they have conferred the right of petitioning against 
such evils? In short, can anything in the constitu- 
tion be considered such a grievance as the people 
are allowed to petition against? No, si: by no 
sane and unprejudiced man can the existence of 
slavery be considered a grievance in the contempla= 
tion of the constitution. ‘ : 

But again. Whose grievances does the constitu- 
tion contemplate should be, the subject of petition? 
Certainly those of the petitioners—the grievances 
of the petitioners themselves, and not those. of any 
other body or person. Will any gentleman on this 
floor attempt to show how slavery at the South is a 
grievance to the people of the North. How can 
hey ask us to consider as a grievance that which 
those who-are alone concerned neither know nor ac- 
knowledge? ‘There are- those, doubtless, at the 
North, if not in this hall, who look upon slavery in 
the abstract as an evil; but is it therefore a griev- 
ance? I call upon any constitutional lawyer on this 
floor, and more especially the strict constructionist, 
to say that itis such a grievance as was contem- 
plated by the authors of the 1st amendment of the 
constitution, ; 

2. The power of the government over the subject 
of the petition. ‘ . 

What is the object which petitioners profess to 
have in view in the presentation of petitions? What 


be aggrieved, before he 
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is the end to be attained, and upon which Congress 
canalone recognise their right of application? Itis re- 
dress: And a grievance which Congress has no right to 
redress, they may have no right to petition agaist; 
because grievances which Congress can redress are 
the grievances, and the only grievances, contemplated 
in the amendment. a 

Now, if there is a single constitutional principle 
which, more than. any other, may be considered as 
settled beyond the possibilty of dispute, it is that the 
institution of. slavery is municipal, not national. It 
belongs exclusively to the States, and can only be 
effected by State legislation. 
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“The domestic. institutions. of the South are her 
own, They were brought into the Union with her; 
secured by the compact which makes us one people; 
and he who looks upon itas a grievancé is an enemy 
to the constitution, and opposed to the peace and 
prosperity of our common county: 

I have thus attempted to show that slavery is not 
a grievance. Ifitwerea grievance at all, it is not 
one affecting the people of the North; and that, if it 
were a grievance affecting the people of the North, 
it is not one which can be redressed by the govern- 
ment; and therefore no one hasa constitutional right 
to petition for its abolition. A petition to any per- 
son or authority presupposes the power of relief. A 
right of petition cannot exist where there is no duty 
to hear the complaint; and the duty to hear cannot 
exist without a commensurate power to redress. 
There is, then, no duty to receive a petition upon 
which Congress has indisputably no power to act; 
and the refusal to receive such petition cannot be 
tortured into a violation of the right to send it, which 
never existed, 

Again, say gentlemen, “let the petitions be re- 
ceived, and they will vote with us for their rejection 
immediately after reception.” To such I say, there 
is one point in which we agree; and that the most 
important of the whole matter. It is in the refusal 
or denial of the prayer of the petition. Reception 
is all that divides us. But I ask, does not reception 
carry with it jurisdiction over the subject-matter of 
the petition? Does not reception carry the implica- 
tion, inevitably, that the petition may or may not be 
granted? Reception either carries the implication, or 
it does not. ‘The proposition must be answered af 
firmatively or negatively. If it be answered affirm- 
atively (if the reception carries jurisdiction over the 
subject of slavery) if itcarries the implication that 
the prayer for its abolition may or may not be grant- 
ed, are they willing to stand forth as the advocates 
of reception? Clearly not; because, in the outset, 
they agree that the prayer could not be granted, be- 
cause, if Congress would, she has not the power to 
grantit. If, then, reception carries jurisdiction, they 
are Spree to it. If, on the other hand, the propo- 
sition be answered negatively, if reception does not 
carry jurisdiction and the implication that the prayer 
may or may not be granted, where is the use of iv 
Where the difference between reception, and instant 
rejection after it is received? What is to be 
gained by reception? Is it any advantage to 
the petitioner that his prayer is rejected immedi- 
ately after, instead of immediately before, reception. 
How does the simple, naked vote of reception bene- 
fit him? The prayer of a petition is its vital part: 
take away the prayer, and you deprive it of all vi- 
tality—make it a dead letter. If, therefore, we reject 
the prayer, do we not reject the petition? ‘The dis- 
tinction is loo refined and abstract for a question of 
such universal and vital importance. It is but adis- 
pute about terms, and wholly overlooks the sub- 
stance. Itigs at first and at last a rejection of the 
prayer of the petition; but a refusal of the petition is 
a rejection in a mode to save time and money, put an 
end to such applications, and prevent discussions 
dangerous to the Union. 

But (says the member from Maine, and it is reit- 
erated by the gentleman from New York and others) 
separate the right of petition from abolition, and see 
how we will come up to the mark; how we will sus- 
tain our obligations to the Union. Sir, the right of 
petition and abolition ought never to have been 

lended.. To connect them is a mere trick—an 
artful scheme to excite the sympathies and delude 
the judgment of this legislative body. And who, 
pray, are the authors of this base trick? Who the 
projectors of this artful scheme. Who connected 
the right of petition with abolition? Are we at the 

South, the slaveholding community, subject to the 
charge? It will not be pretended. {t will not be pre- 
samed for a moment that we would throw any ob- 
siacles in the way, and create interference with the 
mentenance of our just and constitutional rights, j 


Are our friends of the North, the anti-abolitionists, 
chargeable? Surely not, They deprecate . the. diffi- 
culty; they pray deliverance from the embarrass- 
ment; and we have no reason: to question their sin- 
cerity. If neither the South nor those opposed 
to abolition in the North, are the authors of this 
scheme, who are? There is but one other party in 
the country upon this subject, and it results inevita- 
bly that they are its authors—viz: the abolitionists 
themselves. I appeal to our. intelligent and reflect- 
ing friends from the North—I put it to them, wheth- 
er they will suffer themselves to be thus entrapped; 
caught in the snare set for them by these fanatics; 


| deluded by this miserable subterfuge, the pitiful cry 


of the violation of the right of petition. But it has 
already been hinted, $ may be answered, that 
though this may be but a trick, yet the abo- 
litionists have so fully succeeded m poisoning 
the minds of our constituents, so thoroughly and 
extensively have they persuaded them that the 
non-reception of their petitions is a violation of 
their unalienable rights, that unless we carry out 
their views, the relation between us, of representa- 
tive and constituents, will be dissolved. Sir, such 
a suggestion scarcely deserves a passing notice. 
Any man who legislates here with a view to get 
back into this hall, will of course not be guided by 
reason. Such a member is unworthy of his station, 
because he legislates for himself, and not for his coun- 
try. Their constituents think the right of petition 
abridged, when we are daily receiving petitions 
without objection, over which Congress has juris- 
diction, and reject only those over which Congress 
has no control.” Cannot they understand the diffe- 
rence between the abuse and use of an important 
right? The same amendment which guaranties 
the right of petition, guaranties also freedom of 
speech and of the press; and because those rights 
are secured, is there therefore no such thing as 
slander or libel? If their constituents cannot now 
be brought to understand the difference between a 
proper and an improper petition, upon a subject of 
which Congress has cognizance, and one where it has 
no jurisdiction, how it is proposed to make them 
understand the difference between the rejection of 
a petition and the rejection of the prayer of a peti- 
tion? How can they be made to comprehend how it 
is that a petition is of so much consequence as to be 
received, and is yet, at the same time, of so little 
consequence as to be rejected? F trust that our 
friends of the North will not suffer themselves to 
be alarmed by the delusive cry ofa ‘false issue” 
being made, or be deterred from pursuing their true 
course for fear of consequences which do not and 
ought not legitimately to follow. 

The gentleman from North Carolina has attempt- 
ed to illustrate this matter of “false position,” by 
a “simile of a battle.” Let me tell the gentleman 
that he has himself assumed, in the outset, “false po- 
sitions; and, in some cases, false characters for his 
parties in that battle. He represents a general to 
have taken a pesition with his own troops behind 
a secure breastwork; but has stationed his allies on 
exposed ground, where they are rapidly falling by 
the enemy’s fire. The secure breastwork is the 
constitution. Where, I ask, are the allies—where the 
exposed ground? Who are the contending parties in 
this engagement? The enemies and the friends of the 
constitution? The gentleman can make no other an- 
swer. Who are the enemies? Of course the aboli- 
tionists. Who are the friends of the constitution? 
The anti-abolitionists. Where, then, are the allies? 
Are the anti-abolitionists ofthe North any less the 
enlisted soldies and interested defenders of the con- 
stitution, than we at the South? Surely not. Where 
the exposed ground? We are behind the breast- 
work, (as the gentleman considers the constitution.) 
Have we pushed our friends of the North beyond that 
constitution? or are they beyond, and in any exposed 
situation? No, sir; we both stand together upon 
the same ground—the battlements of the constitu- 
tion. The enemy—the abolitionists—are alone with- 
out; they are ‘striving to enter the citadel, sla- 
very is the weak point in the fortress. Itis there they 
design a breach. We have there constructed a 
barrier: that barrier is the rule. Whilst that re- 
mains, the fortress stands. When itis gone, the 
fortress falls. That barrier can be removed only by 
some one within. The fortress can be taken, the cita- 
del lost, only by treachery inthe camp. I will pur- 
sue the simile no further. But let me tell the 
member from North Carolina, that if this rule is 
lost, from the relation in which he stands to, and the 
part which he has borne in this transaction, he may 
go home to his constituents, and to his grave, cove 


| ered with the unenviable immortality of having be- 


trayed the interest of the South, and in having sur- 
rendered the constitution of his country. 

I hoped to have had time to have commented 
upon the motives of these abolitionists. But what- 
ever they are—whether to destroy the institution of 
slavery, or, by their petitions, only to annoy and insult 
the South——will not the rejection of this rule by the 
House be to them a triumph? No one can dispute 
the point. Aye not the abolitionists the enemies of 
the country? No one will deny the assertion. Are 
our friends in the North willing to contribute to ac- 
complish the triumph of the enemies of the country; 
and especially when their victory would be over the 
constitution of the land, the liberties of the people? 
Sir, let me tell gentlemen of the North that on 
this subject there is no neutral ground. There are 
but two parties in this contest—the friends and the foes 
of the constitution. They must take sides with one 
or the other; and wherever their influence settles, 
victory must perch upon that banner. The whole 
responsibility is with the North. Let them not 
shrink from their high destiny; let them glory in 
the occasion; let them meet it like men; Jet them do 
their duty, and leave consequences to take care of 
themselves. 


Sir, will gentlemen hesitate? Is this a time for 
hesitation, when the government is agitated to its 
very centre? Is this a time io cavil about 
terms, when the foundations of the nation are 
shaken? Is this a time to make hair-breadth 
distinctions about the extent of rights, when our 
very days seem numbered? F tell gentlemen of 
the North, the South is in danger; and will the 
hesitate? Was such the conduct of the Sout 
when the North was in danger—not from a feeble 
band of fanatics, but from the most powerful nation 
of the world? Sixty-eight years ago, when the re- 
port of the musketry at Lexington gave token of 
the danger of our brethren of the North, a cargo of 
powder was captured off Savannah, by Georgia en- 
terprise and Georgia valor. Was that ammunition, 
at the time so scarce in the country, retained at 
home to await the arrival of the enemy on our own 
shores, and to defend our own firesides? No sir; I 
am proud to say, that with that disinterested pa- 
triotism which has ever characterized the South, it 
was immediately shipped to Boston, and it arrived 
in time to thunder from the heights of Bunker’s hill 
defiance to oppression. ; 


And in our late war, waged for ‘free trade and 
sailors’ rights,” did the South stop to inquire wheth- 
er the owners of the ships, or the impressed seamen, 
were natives of a southern latitude? It was enough 
for them to know that the flag which had been dis- 
honored, was the American flag; that the seaman op- 
pressed was an American citizen; and they were at 
their posts, and ready to lose their last life drop for 
he protection of the one and the defence of the 
other. 


Sir, the people of the South love the Union. They 
venerate the constitution as the bond of that Union, 
and will be the last to engage in its infractions. But 
they love the constitution as it is; as it was con- 
strued by those who made it; as it has been ap- 
proved by near half a century’s successive legisla~ 
tion—suflicient for all the purposes of our govern- 
ment, and all the glory of our country. Butnow, if 
the North, regardless of the claims of the South, 
will suffer that instrument to be violated—if the 
constitution, like the right of petition, is of 
so much consequence as to be preserved when for 
their gratification, and, at the same time, of so little 
consequence as to be violated when for our destruc- 
tion,—if the constitution is to be thus mutilated, the 
South will not respect mere fragments, scattered in the 
struggle of other States to overthrow her institu- 
tions. If that hour comes, (which God avert!) she 
will hesitate not to appeal from the cancelled obliga- 
tions of a once-venerated constitution, to her own 
inherent and “inalienable” right of self-protection. 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON obtained the floor, 
and moved to postpone the subject until the morn- 
ing hour of to-morrow; which motion was carried— 
90 voting in the affirmative, and 30 in the negative. 

The subject was accordingly postponed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House several 
executive communications, which were read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 


1. A. letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report, in obedience to the resolution 
of the House of the 12th instant, in relation to the 
selection of lands for the continuation of the Wabash 
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and. Erie: canal west of Lafayette. Laid. on the. 'f 


table... . ye 
222. A letter from the Secretary.of. the Treasury, 


submitting a report in answer to a resolution of. the. 


House of the 18th instant, in relation to locations of 
land by. the State of Missouri, under the act of Con- 
gress of September 4, 1841, to appropriate the pro- 
eeeds of the sales of the public lands, ‘and to grant 

re-emption rights; which ‘letter and report were 
aid on the table. ; 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. ` 


On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the House then 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Campseus of South Carolina 
in the chair, and took up for consideration. the bill to 
authorize the transfer of appropriations in certain 
cases. 


Mr. HUGHES desired to postpone this subject 
and take uP the resolution: reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, relating to Oregon. 

The motion did not prevail. ` f 

Mr. MoKAY said, he hoped the committee would 
act upon this bill, as he intended, as soon as it should 
Re piepese? of, to move to take up the appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. McKAY then proceeded to explain the ob 
ject of the bill before the committee. All the de- 
partments of the government had similar powers to 
that asked to be conferred on the Secretary of the 
Navy. ; 

He would admit the appropriations heretofore 
made had been improvidently expended. A million 


of dollars had been expended, he believed, within . 


three or four months. after the commencement 
of the Jast calendar year. Well, the whole 
appropriation was gone, and how stood the de- 
partment in regard to. liabilities?’ This transfer 
was not for the purpose, as some supposed, of 
enabling the department to put workmen at the 
navy-yards in employment. No; it would only en- 
able that department to meet its liabilities now rest- 
ing on that K opariment to meet which there were 
now no funds whatever. There was an amount of 
liabilities of $787,000 incurred beyond the appro- 
priations made, some of which might not be called 
for until the next or a subsequent year. _He had 
written to the head of that department, to ascertain 
how much of that sum would be wanted for the 
fiscal year; and he was informed that, for the de- 
partment of construction, repair, &c., $100,000 
would be required; and for the department of ord- 
nance, &¢., $272,000 would be necessary. Thus, 
then, $372,000 was required to meet liabilities which 
had been incurred beyond the appropriations in 
those branches of the public service; and why 
should the. House hesitate to make the transfer? 
The objections to the bill were predicated on the 


improvidence of the department. The department | 


had illegally incurred these liabilities, it was said; 
but they had been incurred, and it was the duty of 
Congress to provide the means to discharge them; 
and, if any appropriations on hand. could ‘be spared 
from those branches to which they had been appro- 
priated, why should not the transfer be made? This 
was no new power thatthe bill would give to the 
executive departments, for it had existed almost 
from the foundation of the government. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON was very sorry to hear 
his friend from North Carolina (Mr. McKay] taking 
such a course: ‘The gentleman from North Caro- 


lina was the last man im this, House that he should 
have expeeted would have taken such a course. 
And what kind of reason had been assigned for 


Le he not only expended the sum 
im 
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to Congress and ask for appropitiations to meet those 


liabilities? - Because’ Congress would want to.know- 


what he had done-with that million of dollars which 
had ‘been ‘appropriated, and how it had been ex- 


pended. “Te. (Mr. J.) “regarded this” application ‘to... 


transfer appropriations, ‘as an indiréct application for 
an appropriation of: $200,000: more than. the million: 
of dollars to which Congress had limited the expen- 
ditures of those branches. of. the ‘public. -service. 
“And what was to become of that sum of $200,000? 
Before. he would vote for such an appropriation, he 
would call upon the Secretary to’. show. where it 
was to go; for should they trust the management 
of the expenditure of this sum to a Secretary who 
had thus squandered: the public money? He was 
opposed.to sucha course; and he would vote noth- 
ing beyond the regular appropriations, unless an in- 
vestigation into this matter should take place. Such 
an investigation should be at once commenced; and 
if it were discovered that wrong was ‘done, they 
should punish the wrong doer: 


Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said it appeared this 
application was predicated on the abuses of the de- 
partment; but if claims on Congress could be made 
to rest on such a foundation, he knew not where 
they should find a stopping place.. For a series of 
years there had been an outcry fora diminution of 
expenditures, and Congress had limited the sum to 
be expended by the Navy Department; and the 
members of the last Congress went hometo their 
constituents satisfied with what they had done. 
And what do they see now? Why, that the sec- 
retary went on, and in the short space of two 
months expended the whole of the sum to which he 
was limited, and incurred liabilities of upwards of 
4700,000; and then came here and asked Congress 
to cover either the deficiencies of a former Congress, 
on the extravagance of the Navy Department. He 

Mr. B.) would consent to no such appropriations. 
ow were they to limit the expenditures in the re- 
cess of Congress? The constitution provided that 
there should be no expenditures but by virtue of 
appropriations made law. But that was set 
aside, and there would be no check on the expendi- 
tures if this system of incurring prospective liabili- 
ties were to be allowed to go on. If gentlemen 
wished to maintain a wise economy in the public ex- 
penditures, he could assure them this was not the 
way to do it. It had been well observed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] some 
days ago, that administrative economy was not their 
Husiness; but economy in the appropriations was 
their business, and the department should be. made 
to understand that, when Congress asserted that 
there should. be economy, it should be maintained 
in administration. If they did not do this, there 
would be no limit to the extravagance of the execu- 
tive departments. Congress might agree, in ac- 
cordance with a report and a bill of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to limit the naval expendi- 
tures for the coming fiscal year to five millions and a 
half, instead of nearly nine millions, hitherto asked 
for; butof what avail would this be, if Congress 
was to set the precedent of making appropriations 
to fulfil contracts of the department, which had been 
made without reference to existing appropriations? 
TYRee country was in no immediate and pressing 
want ofa navy—noneat all, True, they were bul- 
lying poor, weak Mexico, and, according to appear- 
ances, were about to back out of a just contest for 
our rights with Great Britain; but there. was no ne» 
cessity for great naval service, and now was the 
time to tell the departments that they must and shall 
limit their expenditures to the appropriations. He 
should vote against this bill, They had been ac- 
cused ofa want of; friendship for the navy. He 
liked the navy, but Ke-did not like ita faults. The 
navy fought its way to public favor, some twenty- 
odd years ago; and if it could be shown that the na- 
vy had now as fair an escutcheon as it had then, he 
would vote liberal appropriations. But he did not 
believe that its character was in consonance with 
what it was twenty years ago, He believed, and 
the public, too, believed, that there was a 
efficiency and of manly energy in that department of. 


the government: there was a want of a proper moral. 
The country believed: that” 
that wanted lopping off; and |} 


s footings nnet Sipie, 10 
“yet out the abuses:and corruptions which impaired 


want. of. |] its efficiency. 


a greater part of the administration: of í 
son, and the-whole of the: ad 
Van Buren, and during the subsequent 
tions of this government down to. a lat 3 
very practice which was now under consideration; 
and ‘which was so fiercely objected to, existed, ard! 
the power of making transfers from one appror ie~ 
tion to another, was held under their control without 
submitting it to this body. Did “the gentleman re-" 
member that during these two administrations, while: 
he was in Congress, not one word was. said ,about 
the exercise of this power by the War Department, 
the Department of State, and by the Treasury: De- 
partment. Even the Navy Department, which: was: 
now so: fiercely and systematically attacked, was 
then lët alone. Even the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, with all his notions of economy and retrerich= | 
ment, said not one word about this power of making: 
transfers until the present administration came into 
ower, and then it suited the Whig party to. thwart 
him, and take away from him the power-which was’ 
exercised by all the administrations which: preceded: 
him, aswas done by the act of the last session. 
They all knew: where: this act came. from—it was 
from the other side of the House, and was designed’ 
to thwart.the executive. In furtherance-of: this: ‘ob= 
ject, they notzonly attacked the navy, but wished: to 
strip the department of its legitimate head, and‘it 
was now exhibted to the country without:a) head. 
There was. no Secretary of the Navy now, and ihe- 


next movement would be to cut the navy down toa 


few frigates. Was this just, or was it:proper?. On 
what principle would gentlemen justify it to them- 
selves or to thecountry, to trust this power in the... 
hands of General Jackson, Mr: Van. Buren, and. 
General. Harrison, and deny it to Mr.'Tyler? ‘There 
was no justice in it, and he hoped tht that view of 
the subject alone would induce them to vote. for this: 
il. E egg 
It was not his purpose to enlogize this administra- 
tion; but he was willing to treat itas he had done all 
other administrations, and judge it by its acts; and if 
they should be found consistent with the constitu- 
tion and the welfare of the country, he should give.. 
it the same support. After commenting on and an- 
swering the various objections that had been. made 
to the bill, Mr. B. went on to show that it was one 
of limitations and restrictions, and came. strictly 
within the principle contended for by gentlemen’ who 
were in favor .of specific nppropriatoba; for. the 
transfer was now to be under the authority of Gone 


< gress, instead of, as heretofore, under the authority of 


the departments. In answer to the objections that 
had been made against an increase of the navy, Mr. 
B. said, that these gentlemen who were in favor'of: 
organizing the Territory, of Oregon -should not 
oppose the navy; for without an. increase” of. 
that arm of our defence, they must: not: expect” 

to accomplish the objects . they “have In) view. jy) ” 
Yet gentiemen who were in favor of the organiza~ 
zation of this territory, were the very men who were 

for. cutting down the navy. He did snot Kuew that 

he himself should go for it; but-he was.confident that 

he would not, unless. another. organization and the 
admission of another territory was provided for. 

Mr. HUGHES asked Jeave’ to explain—as he 
presumed the gentleman alluded to. him as one of 
those in favor of the organization of the Territory of 
Oregon; he would: take. occasion to say. that he was 
not an- enemy to’ the navy; but he was opposet to 
the, corruptions. existing In it, of which he had 
abundant evidence. . Fe wished it to be distictly ur 
derstood that he was not hostile.to’ the navy—that 
he wished. to see it placed on a useful and effective 
but he was determined, if possible, to fer- 


Mr. BLACK éontinued. If there were abuses and 
corruptions existing in the navy, that was no-argu- 


¢ the transfers contemplated dependent..oy 


: ment eri this bill, for it went to. reform abuses 


and 1 


bë othe 
tion. 


gentleman from Georgia did. The gentleman spoke 
of it as amere transfer of money; but, in his opinion, 
it did more, and involved additional appropriations. 
For instance: if there should be, after the expiration 
of the fiscal year, a deficiency in the appropriation 
for the pay of the navy, there must be an additional 
appropriation. Now, if gentlemen intended this as 
a mere transfer of appropriations from one head to 
another, they would not object to the amendment he 
was about to offer, which was to strike out the 
words “during the fiscal year;” and this would 
make the restriction general, and leave the expenses 
of the navy within what was, contemplated by the 
last appropriation bill. If this was donc, he should 
make no objection to the bill, though he must say 
that he preferred the principle of specific appropria- 
tions. He would not adopt the precedent here that, 
wher Congress has made specific appropriations, 
any department shall carry the expenditures beyond 
them, and thereby compel it to make additional ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. H. concluded by offering to amend the bill 
by striking out the words “during the present fiscal 

ear? 

Mr. WISE replied to the objections that had been 
urged against.the bill, and showed that the principle 
contained in it was not a new one. The power of 
making transfers of the balances of appropriations 
trom one head jo another, had existed in all the de- 
partments of the government, and had been exer- 
cised by the Navy Department up to the time of the 
passage of the bill for its reorganization. 

Before the passage of that bill, as the gentleman 
from New York had observed, the Secretary of that 
department had the power, when an appropriation 
was made for an item of expenditure, and a balance 
‘remained idle in the treasury, to transfer that bal- 
ance to another object, for the accomplishment of 
which there. was a deficiency of appropriations. 
This power now existed in the War Department; 
and, indeed, in all others except the Navy; and the 
object of depriving that department of that power, 
was to prevent abuses which might occur; but the 
attempt to prevent abuses sometimes defeated itself. 
'Those who were so much opposed to corruption, by 
passing this bill, were not hitting the right nail on 
the head. When the appropriation came up, and 
the question arose as to the propriety of voting a 
large or a small sum, gentlemen would have an op- 
portunity of determining, and of taking the respon- 
sibility of suspending the works; but, in regard to 
this money, it was already appropriated. ‘The bill 
had came unanimously from the committee. It 
came from the friends of economy on that commit- 
tea, as well as from the friends of the navy. Some 
gentlemen had intimated that, if it was proposed to 
make a definite appropriation, they would vote for 
it; but they cannot trust the power to transfer ap- 
propriations to the Secretary of the Navy. The 
bill was intended to authorize the transfer of a spe- 
cife sum, which must He idle unless this power 
were given. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired of the gentleman 
whether the committee had ascertained that, this 
$200,000 Leing taken from the appropriation for the 
pay ofthe navy, and applied to the object proposed 
by this bill, there would not be necessity for a fur- 
ther appropriation hereafter to supply the -de- 
ficiency. 

Mr. WISE said he would remind his colleague 
that there was a long list of items under the last ap- 
i jation act, besides the pay of the navy. Cer- 

nuy the officers, non-commissioned officers and 
en, who had been enlisted and employed, must 
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pe paid: 
tion; there was the item for provisions, that for 
transportation, ‘and’ maniy others; the effect would 
be; neither to. inerease nor diminish ‘the whole 
amount to be granted; it merely took from one hand 
and put into the other. : : 

Mr. HUGHES inquired of the gentlenfan from 
Yireina, under what head this sum of $200,000 was 

laced? ca OS z 
P Mr. WISE said it did not matter under what head 
it might be, whenever a balance was left, it was au- 
thorized to be transferred; and of course, when no 
balaiice existed, none could be transferred. 

_ Mr. HUGHES called the attention of the gentle- 
man to the statement contained in a. document pre- 
pared by y 
that $17,000 had been paid for ninety-five cypress 
canoes, each capable of carrying about three men. 
That account, it appeared, had been audited and paid 
within the last year. 

Mr. WISE said he had himself had considerable 
experience in auditing accounts, and he would give 
gentlemen a little information upon that subject. It 
might be that Lieut. McLaughlin had wasted a great 
deal of money, but he would inform the gentleman 
that this charge made by him was one of the smallest 
he had ever heard of. . 

Mr. HUGHES. The canoes were worth about 
$5 apiece. 

Mr. WISE. As to that, I would myself give $10 
apiece, and take the whole. But he would inform 
the gentleman that this very case was now undergo- 
ing investigation; and he would add that, in his 
opinion, four times the abuses complained of in 
this case, existed in regard to others. And in regard 
to the navy generally, he considered it far more 
pure than many other departments. Take, for in- 
stance, the Indian bureau. Take the collectorship 
of the Treasury Department. Look at the Land 
Office and the Treasury Department itself. He 
would infinitely prefer Gen. Jackson, with all his stern 
severity—he would prefer Van Buren with whatever 
claim to confidence his friends were disposed to admit. 
They mightgo to their navy-yards, to their rope- 
walks, to any branch of the naval service, and, he 
repeated, as compared with many others, this 
branch of the public service was as pure as any. 
Just at this moment, when the board of naval com- 
missioners .was abolished—when the system was 
very imperfect—when its machinery rubbed in 
working for want of more aid and more force in 
that department,—just as they were about to perfect 
a system of responsibility in that department—this 
course was to be pursued towards it. | 

Congress had left the Navy Department without 
organization for some forty years, and without rules 
and regulations to this very moment. Congress 
also kept nearly every clerk employed in answers 
ing inquiries, and furnishing information which 
could bé obtained from the document room, where 
it had been again and again transmitted. Congress 
should, therefore, take blame. to itself for much of 
that which was now complained of. 

He went on to specify calls on the department for 
information which had been already supplied, thus 
giving useless trouble to the clerks, who were not 
now sufficiently numerous to discharge the other 
duties devolving upon them. 

Some explanations were also given in a conversa- 
tion in which Messrs. WISE, BRINKERHOFF, 
and McKAY, took part, more especially in relation 
to the prospective contracts for which the present 
liabilines were created. oa 

Mr. WISE then resumed, and concluded with a 
eulogy of the navy and naval officers, and a defence 
of the system pursued in entering into prospective 
contracts. 

Mr. BARNARD opposed the bill at some length, 

Mr. B. contended that this was nothing more nor 
less than an appropriation bill, and involved an ap- 
propriation of $200,000, which he would prefer 
making ina direct way if it must be made, rather 
than in the manner now proposed. Mr. B. in con- 
clusion submitted an amendment, the effect of which 
was to make the bill directly an appropriation bill. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS said that if he understood the 
matter in question, (and he wished to state how he 
understood it,) he should vote for the bill; preferring 
itin the present form to an appropriation bill. Ap- 
propriations, he undersiood, were generally made for 
expenditures under different heads; and were made 
to cover what was supposed, from the estimates of 
the departments, would be the amount of expendi- 
ture for each particular head. The diffenlty which 
now embarrassed the Navy Department, as he un- 


i but there were other items: of appropria- 


the Medical Bureau, where it appeared « 


derstood it, was, that the money. appropriated for.one 
of thesé¢ objects had been exhausted, (w. ether correct- 
ly or not; he would not pretend to say,) while there 
remained. an. hand unexpended balances appro- 
priated for other objects that were not wanted.” 
The proposition now made to the House was to 


enable a transfer to be made- out of appropria- 


. tions from which a sum, could be saved sufficient to 


supply the deficiency. ‘The bill enabled the depart- 
ment to transfer a surplus fund, in cases where, by 
economy, enough’ could be saved to- supply the de- 
ficiency occasioned bythe transfer. But, concede 
that all that had been said against the bill were true, 
and that no money could be saved from other a 
propriations, the result would be merely that a di- 
rect appropriation would have to be made to supply 
the place of that which was taken; as, without the 
transfer, it would have to be made for the purpose 
for which the transfer was proposed. 

After some further discussion, in. which: Messrs. 
DAVIS, OWEN, and MILTON BROWN took 
part, the question was taken upon the amendment 
to strike out the words “during the remainder of the 
fiseal year,” and decided in the affirmative. 

The amendment some time since offered by Mr. 
BARNARD, and published at the time it was offered, 
was also agreed to. $ Ta ; 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment, which 
was understood to be a proposition to change the 
bill from its present shape to one appropriating 
$200,000 for the branches of the Navy Department, 
to which the original bill proposed to make the 
transfer of appropriations heretofore made. 

The amendo was rejected, by a vote of 53 to 
56, taken by Messrs. Wintnrop and Borge, tel- 
lers. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
and the amendments to the House; and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays on 
the question of the engrossment of the bill, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved an adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were called for, but not or- 
dered; and the motion was agreed to-—81 voting in 
the affirmative, and 45 in the negative. 

The House thereupor adjourned. 

The following notices of petitidns presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
desenting them: 


By Mr. HUGHES: Petition of Mr. Querry, of 
Ray county, Missouri, praying Congress for a com- 
pensation for services rendered during the revolu- 
tionary war. é 

By Mr. GILMER: Petition of Churchill Gibbs: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: Petition of Peter Von 
Schmidt, of this city, in relation to a dry-dock: `, 

By Mr. DODGE: Resolution of the Council and 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, relative to a ship-canal around the falls of 
St. Mary, at the outlet of lake Superior: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. The petition 
of the inhabitants of the town of Mineral Point, Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to pass a law 
confirming their titles to their lots in said town, in 
accordance with the several acts of Congress hereto- 
fore passed to enable the claimants in said town to 
perfect their titles, and to obtain their patents: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. The pe- 
tition of citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for a road from 
Sheboygan, on Lake Michigan, to Tychedah and 
Fond dù Lac, on lake Winnebago, to Grand lake, 
on Fox river: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 


Mr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files of the 
Clerk, and presented the petition and papers of the 
heirs of Henry King, deceased, of Kentucky: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Lovel G. Miek- 
les, of the city of New York, praying for an appro- 
priation by Congress, to be expended under the au- 
thority of the War Department, in applying and 
testing an invention to protect boats navigating the 
Mississippi and its tributaries from injuries occa- 
sioned by snags and sawyers. Also, the petition 
of Luther Allen, and others, praying for the erec- 
tion of alight-house at the mouth of Cattaraugus 
creek, N. Y., and for the prosecution of the unfin- 
ished works at that place. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The petition of 
Dr. J. H; Kurtz, Dr. H. B. Bowman, and 115 others, 


~ 


ter county, P. ‘praying that Con- 


ogress ‘will take he 
ing their dail 


reditcin daily pay and ‘mileage. .. Doas 
“By Mr. ROBERT: MITH: The, petition of 270 
‘citizens of Perry and Randolph. counties, Tlinois, 
praying: additional; mail facilities: referred. to ‘the 
‘Committee on the Post Office and Post. Roads...” - 

_By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: A joint resolu- 
‘tion of the legislature of the State of Indiana, in- 
structing the senators of the State of Indiana, and 
tequésting the representatives, to procure. the pas- 
Sage of a law refunding to General AndrewJackson 
the unjust fine imposed upon him at New Orleans, 
in 1815, by Judge Hall; and further, that they vote 
against any proposition or bill which may be intro- 
duced into Congress to assume the Staté debts by 
the general government, or the adoption of what. is 
generally known as William Cost Johnson's plan 
for paying the State debts, or in any manner further 
the’ distribution of the proceeds of the'sale of 
the public lands; which was ordered to be print- 


_ed, and was committed to a Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
petition of William Kyle and forty-five other 
citizens of Vermillion county, Indiana, askin 
that the Congress of the United States woul 
grant to the State of Indiana the vacant lands 
inthe Vincennes land district, for the purpose of 
continuing the Wabash and Erie canal from Terre 
Haute to Evansville: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. R 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: Petition of citizens of Ohio, 
asking retrenchment and'reform in the administration 
ofthe general government; especially to correct cer-. 
tain abuses known to existin certain departments 
of the government: referred to the Committee on 
Retrenchment. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: Petition of Geo. Leebrick 
and other citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylva- 
nia, asking a. modification of rates of postage, and 
restriction of the franking privilege, 


The following resolution was submitted yester- 


day by Mr. Bossier, and agreed to: 


` Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the ex ediency 
of reporting, in the general appropriation bill, the es- 
timated amount necessary br the repairs of the 
light-house and buoys at the mouth of Vermillion, 
in Vermillion bay, State of Louisiana. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Wenpnespay, January 31, 1844. 


My. MILLER presented a preamble and resolu- 
tions adopted by the inhabitants of Somerset county, 
New Jerscy, declaring that the postage on letters is 
exceedingly burdensome and inconvenient, and ought 
to be reduced, and that the franking privilege ought 
to be abolished or restricted. They pray according- 
ly. -Referred ta the Committee .on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

_ Also presented a petition from James H. Ball, the 
executor of Samuel Ball, deceased, praying the pay- 
ment of a loan certificate issued by the United States 
in 1779. Referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

' Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions of the legis- 
lature of New York instructing the senators and re- 
questing the representatives from that State to use their 
earnest efforts materially to reduce the present rates 
of postage; to abolish the franking privilege, or so to 
restrict and regulate it as to make it a more equal 
charge upon the people, and to prescribe for the 
Post Office Department a more rigid system of econ- 
omy: ordered to Jie on the table and be printed. 


Mr. BATES presented a petition from citizens of 
Needham, Massachusetts, recommending that the 
United States will, in all future treaties. with foreign 
nations, insert a provision for the settlement of all 
national disputes by their reference to a third power: 
referred to the Committee on F oreign Relations. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from a 
number of citizens of Missouri, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a muil route from Savannah. to the 
Fork of Nodaway river: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials from 
citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
make an appropriation of money for the purpose of 
completing the works commenced there, In order to 
make its harbor a safe and gommod'ous one: refer- 
red io the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.“ STURGEON. presented a memorial from 
Hezekiah Houghtelin, and others, of Alleghany 


nisideration. the. propriety: of f 


cou: Pennsylvania; 


anty \ ‘asking fora. reduction 
rates of postage, and a modification of the fre 
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Rhode Island, asking for the establishment: ofa mail 
route from Providence, Rhode Island, to Framing- 
ham, Massachusetts: referred: to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads.: ae 

_Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked 
day there was referred.to the Committee on Milita- 
y Affairs, the. petition of John H. Pennington, of 

altimore, asking. for an appropriation to test the 
efficiency of his. invention. for navigating theair; or 
flying. Mr.C. said he had not been able to perceive 
that it was referred to the military cọmmittee with 
any sort of appropriateness. It was. not the art of 
fiying they had to do with, but that of standing and 
fighting. “He therefore moved that the committee 


_ be discharged from considering ‘the petition: agreed 


ito. i : 
“Mr. WHITE, from the Committee. on Indian 


Affairs, to which had been referred the petition of 
William Henson, praying compensation for enrol- 


Jing and subsisting certain emigrating Indians, re- 


ported a bill for his relief} which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. ; 

Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following res- 
oluiion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to report-to the Senate, if there be 
any Indians of the Cherokee tribe remaining east of 
the Mississippi river, and if so, why they were not 
removed with that tribe in 1837 and 1838... That he 
state whether or not the Cherokees, now in the 
State of North Carolina, were allowed the righis 
of citizenship under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-6, 
and if the State of North Carolina did not, by an 
act of her legislature, recognise said, Indians’as a 
part of the population of North Carolina; and wheth- 
er this was not the reason said Indians were not re- 
moved west. That he state whether any person has 
been appointed by the United States, or ‘any officer 
thereof, as enrolling agent for said Cherokees, when 
appointed, the duties assigned, and compensation al- 
iowed. How many person, and who, have been 
engaged since the commencement of the year 1841 
in and about the proportion, for the emigration o 
said Indians, by what authority engaged, and the 
amount of money paid out by the United States, and 
to whom paid, since the date aforesaid, in subsisting 
said Indians, and in all other matters pertaining to 


| their emigration, so as to show the whole amount 


expended about said Indians since 1841. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he had been instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, to which had 
been referred. the message of the President of the 
United States, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate, copies of the proceedings 
of the court martial in the case of Second Lieuten- 
ant Buell, of the 3d infantry, to move that the same be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Sem- 
PLE yesterday, was taken up and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be be communicated to the 
Senate an estimate of what would be the additional 
expense to the government, of requiring each of the 
armed vessels of the United States attached to the 
home squadron toleave New Orleans once a month, 
and visit alternately the principal ports on the east- 
ern shore of the island of Cuba, San Domingo, and 
Porto Rico, thence to sail down the coast of the 
Carriscan sea and Guif of Mexico, touching at the 
principal ports in Venezuela, New Grenada, Guate- 
mala, Mexico, and Texas, ant thence return to New 

drleans; and-also of sendinga vessel once a mowth 
from New Orleans, by Havana, Matanzas, and 
Kingston, Jamaica, to Chagres, and back to New 
Orleans. , 

The following resolution, submitted yesterlay by 
Mr. Brerse, was taken up and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding for the examination of some point at or near 
the confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
by some competent officer of the navy, to be-ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, and to 


be associated with some skilful officer. of the corps | 
. of topographical engineers, to. be appointed m like 


manner, and to report to the next session of Gon- 


SIMMONS presented a petition from Luther | 
Metealf, and others, citizens of. Massachusetts and “f 


that the other . 


ony 
m appro 
ee 


that they. report: by tal or other 
“The following résolution, submitte 
‘TON yesterday, was taken up atid.agreed: 
Resolved, ‘That the President be reque 
municate to the Senate ` the information 
which may be in the Department: of State, in rel: 
tion to the slaves committing crimes and. es ping: 
from the United States to the British dominions, 
since the ratification of the. treaty in. 1842, and ‘the 
refusal of the British authorities to give them up. 
Also, that he communicate to the Senate the-infor- 
mation, if any such is possessed by him, of the con- 
struction which the British government puts upon 
the said articles in relation to. slaves ‘committing 
crimes in the United States and taking refuge in the 
British dominions. ` dite ond ake gee a 
‘The resolution introduced by Mr. Benton’ on 
yesterday, for expressing the opinion of the Senate 
that the President of the United States ought to give 
notice to the government of Great Britain forthe 
immediate. termination of the 10th article of :the 
treaty of 1842,- for the surrender of fugitive crimi- 
nals, came up for consideration; but 
Mr. BENTON said it was not his wish that the 
Senate should act on this ‘resolution,: until after the 
information was received under the resolution’ just 
adopted. He therefore. moved that it be postponed 
till this day two weeks. The motion was agreed 


to. eas eS 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr; Sg- 
vier yesterday, after the Senate came out of execu- 
tive session, was taken up and agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be instructed to’ inquire into the expediency of re- 
pealing the third section of an act, entitled “An act 
authorizing the Governor of the Territory of Ars . 
kansas to lease the salt springs in gai territory, and : 
for other purposes,” approved thé 20t day of April, 
1832, or else of granting the title of the United States: 
to the subject-matter of said third section ‘to the 
State of Arkansas. x AT 

The adverse report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, on the memorial of the general assembly of 
Missouri, in relation to the establishment of addi- 
tional military posts for the defence of the western 
frontiers, was taken up and concurred in, : 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of prinung several documents; 
which was concurred in by the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the adverse 
report of the Committee on Commerce on the peti- 
tion of Enoch Baldwin was taken up, and concurred 
in by the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the petition and papers of 
Isabella J. Martin, the widow of John T. Martin, * 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, it was ordered ‘that. 
the petition of Robert Carr Lane, attorney in fact 
for John Hanes, late marshal of Alabama, praying 
compensation for the maintenance of a namber ‘of 
recaptured Africans, be taken from the files, and ree 
ferred io the Commitee on the Judiciary. : 

Senate bill to grant a certain quanticy of Jand to 
aid in the improvement of the’ Fox’ and Wisconsin 
rivers, and to connect the same hy a canal in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, came"up 1n the Senate, the 
question being on siriking out the 3d section of the 
bill. That question was put, and disagreed ‘to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
question bemg on ordering it to be engrossed for a 
third reading — i 

Mr. FALLMADGE moved that. its further cok- 
sideration be postponed till Monday next, by whic! 
time he hoped to receive information of the condi- 
tions -of the lands proposed to be appropriated to the 
making of this canal. The motion was agreed to. 


INSANE ASYLUM. 


Senate bill providing for the Insane Asylum. of 
the District of Columbia, was taken up, as in com- 


_ mittee of the whole, on an amendment proposed by 
` the Committee on the District of Columbia to 'appro=: 


priate $3,000 for the maintenance of the idisane per- 


:for thë reception of ‘patients.: To 


sons of the District of C 
morevasylume 2: : 


“Mr. MILLER, in: explaining the circumstances * 


which: called for.:the amendment, said: that, in the 
year: 1842, an‘act:passed Congress appropriating the 
sum of $10,000 for: the purpose: of converting’ the 


old jail-of the’ city, then: lying useless, into an asy-. 


jum for thé ‘insane: of the: District. Thatact was 
carried. into effect; and: the building was now ready 
rovide for this 
afflicted class, the practice had been for years to. ap- 
propriate annually- a‘sum. of $3,000, which. was 
paid over. to the insane asylum at Baltimore, where 
all insane persons or lunatics of the District. of Co- 
lumbia. were received, provided for, and attended to, 
under te direction or order of the President; but 
Jast year such appropriation was not made, from 
the fact of ‘its introduction to the House of Repre- 
sentatives being at almost the last hour of the ses- 
sion; and; consequently, leaving no time for its pas- 
nage through this branch. i 
~ The building was now ready; and, to account for 
the sum called for, he would, from an estimate made 
by onè. of the most respectable physicians of the 
city, on which the committee placed much reliance, 
mention. the following items: To-three inspectors 
$250 each—$750; secretary at $ — per day for fifty- 
two days §—; steward, $500; resident physician, 
$500 per year.: This estimate also provided for 
servants and attendants, for board of patients, fuel 
and lights, for the furnishing of forty-one domito- 
ries and eight large rooms, and amounted in the 
whole to the sum of $10,968 00. This amount the 
committee reduced to $10,000; satisfied that it 
would be sufficient for the firstyear. Hereafter, 
the committee thought that a sum of $5,000 would be 
required for the annual support of that institution. 
Mr. SEMPLE inquired if any account had been 
furnished of the manner in which the former grant 
of $10,000 had been disposed of. 


Mr. MILLER said he had examined the accounts 
inthe commigsioner’s office, and found that the sum 
appropriated had been expended according to the 
intentions of Congress, with the exception of $14 64, 
which still remained on hand. 


Mr. TAPPAN expressed the hope that expend- 
itures for the support of the insane in the District 
of Columbia would cease some time or other. Sev- 
eral appropriagions had been made for that object, 
and when it was done, it was the understanding that 
the last amount appropriated was all that would be 
required. The evil had increased, instead of being 
diminished, by continued appropriations. It was 
his opinion that the people of this District were com- 
petent to support their own poor and insane. Other 
communities supported theirs, without the aid of 
the general government; and he knew no reason 
why the government should support the paupers of 
this District, any more than of any town or county 
in any State in the Union. He therefore demanded 
the yeas and nays on the engrossment of the bill. 


Mr. MERRICK did not wish to argue this ques- 
tion. The senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] was 
right in saying that privisions heretofore had been 
made for the purpose of supporting the insane of 
this District. An appeal had been made to Congress 
to provide means for the support of this destitute and 
suifering class of individuals. They were sent to 
the asylum at Baltimore, and there supported at the 
expense of Congress, for $300 a head, annually. The 
inconvenience, both to the individuals suffering and 
to the State itself, of not having them provided for 
here, was obvious to the framers of the bill. At the 
last session of Congress, a Jaw was passed for the 
conversion of the old jail, in this city, into an insane 
asylum for the District, and Congress was to take 
upon itself the charge of supporting the insane of this 
District. The bill now betore the Senate, proposed 
to carry out this plan. The jail was already con- 
verted into an asylum. All that remained to be done 
was to furnish and fit it up in a proper manner. There 
was nothing more in it than that. It proposed, in- 
stead of continuing to send the insane of the District 
to hospitals in foreign or different States, having 
them provided for here. Congress was called upon 
to provide the necessary furniture for the institution. 
‘Thus institution would greatly reduce the annual ex- 
pense of taking care of the insane and destitute, and 
be much more convenient than sending them to 
neighboring States. ‘There was not to be any ex- 
penditure of money except what would be actually 
necessary for food, clothing, lights, &c., and the very 
moderate salary of the officers. He could not see 
what plausible objection there was to this in the re- 


marks of the Senator from Ohio... Why ‘should th 
; nper and. the. insane of the District be- supported 
y the: inhabitants of the District. Hospitals. were _ 
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supported in the States by the: State Governments, 
and: Congress -was the only: source from which 
the District: could expect. assistance. ~ It. made 
laws, and conducted the affairs of the District; and 
bore the same relation towards it that the State 
governments bore towards. the States.. A great 
number of the destitute here came from distant parts 
of the country; for the purpose of presenting to Con- 
gress just claims against the government. They 
were necessarily compelled to stop here, because of 
its being the seat of the general government. ‘The 
institution was not designed to be a permanent home 
for paupers of this description; buthumanity and 
justice requirgd that they should at least be taken 
care of, until they could obtain the means of return- 
ing tothe States which are bound to provide for 
them. 


Mr. SEMPLE said he was favorable to the gen- 
eral object of this bill; but he was not satisfied with 
some of its provisions, especially that concerning 
domiciled paupers. He was also in favor of having a 
more accurate account given in relation to the former 
appropriation; and thought the best policy would be 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill till 
Monday next. He submitted a motion to that ef- 
fect. 


Mr. MILLER had no objection to the bill being 
postponed until Monday next. ‘The clause referred 
to by the senator from Illinois was not intended to 
exclude from the benefits of the asylum, any one 
afflicted, or who might become afflicted in the District, 
no matter whether residents or not. Butit was in- 
tended by it to prevent the residents of other States, 
who might, from sudden attacks of lunacy or other 
causes, obtain admission, from remaining a burden 
on the establishment, after their residence had been 
ascertained, and the particular State discovered that 
was bound to provide for them. He believed the 
senator from Ohio to be mistaken in’ asserting that 
the former appropriations were granted under the 
impression that no further sums for the purpose 
would be required. Those grants, with the excep- 
tion of the one of $10,000, being annual, showed on 
their face a proof that further sums for the purpose 
would be required from time to time. He had al- 
ready explained the cause of last year’s appropria- 
tion not being made; but that did not do away with 
the necessity of its being now made. The afflicted 
of the District had been supported last year without 
the payment of a cent; but it had been done on the 
faith of the government. There was now due for 
their support, to the Baltimore asylum, $3,000, 
which government was bound to pay; it was a debt 
incurred in fulfilling a contract entered into with 
the full sanction of Congress; and as such its pay- 
ment could not be denied. 


Congress was the legislature of the District, and 
the District looked to it the same as the several 
States looked to their legislatures for the support of 
such establishments ag that provided for by this bill; 
and if the different State legislatures thought it their 
duty to establish such institutions, Congress could 
not be wrong in doing the same. . 


Mr. MERRICK. would object to the postpone- 
ment, except the senator from Illinois would de- 
clare that he sought the delay only to examine the 
provisions of the bill, and not for the purpose of 
throwing any obstacle in the way of its final pass- 
ing. In the latter case, he would resist the post- 
ponement. 


Mr. SEMPLE remarked that he distinctly stated, 
in moving the postponement, that he was favorable 
to the bill, and that his object was to obtain time to 
examine its provisions. He thought if the senator 
from Maryland insisted on the bill proceeding at 
that moment, it probably would not pass. 

The bill was then postponed till Monday next. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EVANS said he had come there this mom- 
ing with the expectation of proceeding in his re- 
marks on the subject of the tariff} but, with the 
hope that the opportunity would be afforded him 
to-morrow morning of proceeding in the discussion, 
he wonld interpose no objection to the motion to 
go into executive session. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, i 

Adjourned. 


S: 


fje - HOUSE: OF- REPRESENTATIVE 
Saat ‘Wabwespay, January 31, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER announced the order of the 
morning hour -to be the report of the Committee on 
Rules, on which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
A. Jounsow] had the floor. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON proceeded to address the House 
on the pending question. He said, if he understood 
the question before the House, it was the motion to 
recommit the report of the Committee on Rules, 
with instructions to report the 21st. rule, (now. the 
Q5th,) which the committee had erased from’ the 
rules for the government of this House; and in pre- 
senting the few crude and desultory remarks which 
he had to offer on this subject, he did not wish to 
turn utopian. In debating a question which he con- 
sidered one of the first magnitude, he felt no disposi- 
tion to become a mere idle talker; and, as time was 

recious, under the operation of the one-hour rule, 

e should at once march right up to some one or 
two points on this subject which he deemed the 
most important. It was true, there had been some 
positions discussed here that were not legitimate] 
before the House for its consideration, but whic! 
had grown incidentally out of other questions; and 
if he should be a little irrelevant in meeting and in 
attempting to answer some arguments made on 
those points, he trusted it would not be considered 
irrelevancy m him. 

It had been gravely contended, before the House 
and before the country, that the Congress of the 
United States had power to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia; and on this point, although 
his opinion might be unimportant, and his argument 
might be as weak as his opinion was valueless, he 
begged leave to differ from some able men who had 
occupied the floor before him. They were told, he 
repeated, that the Congress of the United States had 
power to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 

ia. But whence did Congress derive this power? 
All the power that the Congress of the United States 
can exercise over the District of Columbia, was de- 
rived from the States of Virginia and Maryland; 
and the question which first presented itself to the 
mind was this: had the States of Virginia and 
Maryland, when. they exercised jurisdiction over 
the District of Columbia, power to abolish slavery 
in this territory, now called. the District of Colum- 
bia? He thought, when they examined this ques- 
tion with deliberate minds, they could not resist the 
conclusion that the legislatures of Maryland and of 
Virginia could exercise no such power; and if the 
legislatures of Maryland and Virginia could exer- 
cise no such power, how could they delegate 
the greater power to a creature which was 
brought into existence by those sovereign States? 
How, he asked, could they delegate a great- 
er power to a creature of those States, than 
those States themselves possessed? When they 
turned to the bill of rights of the States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland, they found that to the citizens 
of those States was secured the right of property. 
They found that private property could not be taken 
and appropriated to the public use without just com- 
pensation made therefor, much less to take private 
property, and apprepriate it to no use at all. But 

eshould not dwell on this point, for it was conclu- 
sive. There was no citizen of either Virginia or 
Maryland that would pretend that the Legislatures 
of those States, anterior to the cession, had power to 
abolish slavery within their chartered limits. But 
suppose there were no guaranties—admit, for the 
sake of argument, that they had such power: there 
was other ground to rely upon of equal magnitude 
to his mind. What was it? The constitution of 
the United States secured and guarantied to every 
individual in this confederacy the right to private 
property, and it said that private property should 
not be taken by the general government for the pub- 
lic use, without just compensation. This ground 
then, aside from the want of power in the State 
legislatures to delegate such power to the general 
government, was sufficient, and might be securely 
relied on, in his humble opinion. But, to make 
himself understood on this point, he proposed. to 
state a case; and he desired to be understood, and 
he desired the position which he occupied on this 
subject to be understood. For instance, then: there 
were two citizens residing in what is called the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, previous to the acts of cession of 
the States of Maryland and Virginia.. One of those 
1 indiyiduals had a negro, which is made, by the con- 


stitation of the country, one ‘ofthe forms of prop- 
-erty——a. negro slave’ worth $500; this individual 
sells that slave to the other cititizen for that sum of 
$500; the contract is made, ‘and ‘is -to -be completed. 
somé time-thereafter.- But, before the completion 
of the’contract, Virginia and. Maryland make the 
acts: of cession, ceding this District to the general 
government. Now, in what position did -they 
stand?. Previous to the act of cession, neither of 
thë: States could pass a law impairing the obligation 
of contracts; and, if this bona fide contract was en- 
tered into previous to the act of. cession, he asked 
every: member on that floor, if those States could not 
pass'a law impairing the obligation. of contracts, if 
the general government, deriving its power from 


the States over this District, after it had passed un- ` 


der its jurisdiction, could pass any act impairing the 
obligation of such a contract? as there any .one 
on that floor that would maintain such a doctrine? 
He was willing to admit that the legislatures-.of 
those States could legislate, not to impair the obli- 
gation of contracts, but to make contracts more per- 
fect; and thus far Congress could go after this Dis- 
trict passed under its jurisdiction. Congress could 
pass a law to cure defect in legislation, but no law 
impairing the obligation of contracts; and on this 
position he defied opposition. 

. He, however, must necessarily be brief, as. his 
time was short; and he should, theréfoie, not- dwell 
longer on that point. He had neither the time nor 
the disposition to discuss the questions involved, in 
detail. He merely. desired to be understood ` on 
some principal points. He had no wish to discuss 
what was called the evil of slavery, or the origin of 
slavery. He had no intention to go back to the 
year 1442, and take-up the introduction of slavery; 
nor to the year 1620, when it was introduced into 
the State of Virginia; nor to trace its progress from 
that time to the present. Itwas sufficient for him to 
know, on the present occasion, that slavery had ex- 
isted for 6,000 years. They read that some of the 
servants of the Lord had slaves; and, when Joshua 
went to take possession of the land of Canaan, he 
had divine authority to make the inhabitants thereof 
“hewers of wood and drawers of water.” In short, 
slavery had existed ever since man. formed a com- 
munity; and he defied any, even the most intelligent, 
to put his finger on any spot in the habitable globe 
where slavery had not existed at some period in the 
stream of time. The attempt, however, had been 
to make a false issue before the country on the sa- 
cred right of petition. They were asked, “what, 
will you debar the freemen of this country of the 

oor privilege of coming here as petitioners?” Now, 

e wished the House to understand this point. He 
did not assume the attitude of petitioners and of 
humble suppliants for his constituents, asking for 
mercy at the foot of power. No; they were free- 
men, and they had the right tospeak to the Congress 
of the United States authoritatively, and not in the 
humble attitude of petitioners; they had the right to 
speak by the ballot-box, and the mojority had the 
right to command. His constituents need not ap- 
proach-—him, their representative, their servant—in 
the humble attitude of petitioners; but as his masters, 
and to command him to do what they desired to be 
done. What did they mean by the right of petition? 
Why, it was said, it was a great inherent right. 
Now, he understood that the order of things had 
been reversed in this government. He knew the 
time had been when the people were only tolerated 
in the exercise of certain privileges, all power being 
in the Grown. But he repeated, the order of things 
had been reversed, and now all power was in the 
people; now the people were the sovereigns in this 
country:.and would they place the sovereigns in the 
strange and extraordinary position of petitioners to 
their servants? The people as the sovereigns had 
the right to demand authoritatively through the ballot- 
boxes, or to instruct the members on that floor what 
they should do. But it was said that the adoption 
of the 21st rule was an infringement of, and an en 
croachment on, the great right of petition. One oi 
the gentlemen who had taken_part in this discussion, 
[Mr. Wrieur of Indiana,] had said that it was a 
rejection of the petitions.of thcir constituents at the 
door; and he made the inquiry—and it was one of 
some consideration—how the House was to know, 
legislatively, what the petitioners asked for; and how 
they were to know, In their legislative capacity, 
whether they.could or could not grant the prayer of 
the ‘petition, if it, were. rejected before it was re- 
ceived. -But was that the state of things? Was that 
all that: was \réquired?. Whenever. a member 
on that floor rose: to present a petition, what 


ae 


i ‘was required of chim? Tha he: should. state 


lative. capacity? “He thought they. were.. But, 
sald. another gentleman, [Mr. AY perey OF Jand he 
brought:a philosophic. figure from. Mr. Burke: to 
to show. the error they had’ got in—it was irue.they 


“midnight, but they could not tell the precise point 
where the day terminated and the night commenced; 
and so it.was-with the right of petition and of legisla- 
tion. Now he (Mr. J.) wanted to make an appli- 
cation of this, if he. could. . The. gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winruror] said that Mr. Hat- 
sell had laid down the true doctrine: and what was 
it? That all petitions were to be received and heard 
and considered, with two exceptions—the one when 
the petition was. not presented decently, and. the 
other when the language in which it was couched 
was not respectful to the House. Now he (Mr. J:}) 
found little difference between these two grounds of 
exception: but where, he would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Winrurop,] was the 
precise point at which decency. terminated and. in- 
decency commenced?’ Where was the point at 
which respect stopped and disrespect began? Would’ 
. that gentleman inform the House how he discovered 
the difference? “According to that gentleman’s no- 
tion, he could meet his constituents at the door, and 
say that their language was not so respectful as he 
had a right to expect, and therefore he had the pow- 
er, under the constitution, to turn them out of doors; 
but would the gentleman say where disrespect, 
which gave him the power to reject the petition, be- 
gan? Some gentlemen had great tact, when they 
. could not march up to a point and meet it by irresist- 
ible argument, in getting up a fog, and leaving 
the whole thing in doubt and uncertainty. But he 
(Mr. J.) thought the point where the right of peti- 
tion stopped and legislation began, was just as clear 

as the difference between midday and midnight, 

The petitioners could excuse all the functions con- 

ferred on them by the constitution, and then they 

came to- the door of the representative hall, and 

there, through their representative, the petition was 

brought up. The representative got up, and, in ac- 

cordance with the rule of the House, stated its sub- 

stance, and offered it for the consideration of the 

representative body; and from that moment the right 

of petition ceased; and at that very same instant 

the right of legislation began. That was the stop- 

ping point; there was'a distinction between the 

right of petition and of legislation, and they were not 
like two liquids running into each other, so as to 

defy the defining of distinction. The petitioners 
had the right to exercise all the powers conferred 
on them by the constitution; but had the representa- 
tive body no powers? It was a thinking, intelligent 
body, and must exercise some discrimination. Had 
that body not the power to say to the petitioners at 
the door, as well as after they got a little further in, 
what disposition should be made of their petitions? 
The petitioners were met by the 21st rule, as it was 
commonly called. When a member rose and stated 
the substance of a petition, he was met by that rule 
as the recorded consideration of the House on that 
subject, and hearing on the case. The subject 
had been considered, and the petitioners were thus 
told that they were asking fora thing to be done 
which the House had considered, and that that rule 
stood as the recorded judument of the House there- 
on. Were the petitioners turned out of the House, 
then, without consideration? He thought not. 

But what had been the course of the Senate on 
this subject? The honorable gentleman here quoted 
the rule of the Senate requiring a motion’ to be 
made for the reception of such petitions; which mo- 
tion, for aseries of years, the Senate had laid on 
the table, thus recognising the principle that these 
petitions could be rejected. : i 

Again: some gentlemen had said we have the right 
to petition for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. Let us, (said Mr. J.) examine this 
subject for a few moments. Congress, say, those 
gentlemen, has the exclusive right of legislation 
within the District. Well, admit this: yet, let me 
tell them, that when Congress is acting upon the busi- 
ness of the District, it is, to all intents and purposes— 
what? The legislature of the District; and while act- 
ing as such legislature, and passing laws in relation 
to the affairs of the District, the people of the Dis- 


people of any State do to the legislature of that State; 
and e converso, Congress’ stands in relation to the 
District, precisely as the legislature of & State to the 


# 


the» substanee.- of <-the : petition. to. -the . House. 
Were. they. not. informed, theh, in. their, legis- 


knew the difference . between fair. midday.and deep - 


trict stand in, the same relation to Congress as the ` 


repi 


House; but “when petitions are-presented, $p 
disrespectfully of our masters; those: from. w 
we derive the little power we. possess, . ¥ 
bound to give them a respectful. consider 
When ` petitions come. here. asking us’ 
that which ‘would drench. this landi: with: 
we must receive and ‘consider. them, becausi 
sooth, they are not disrespectful to: ourselves, 
is agitation, say the the gentlemen; andthe continu- ; =: 
ance of this rule. has produced it... .Abrogate this: ` 
rule, and all. will be calm and quiet... But. we were 
told by the distinguished gentleman from Mass 
chusetts that a mere repeal of the rule would not:do;. ` 
it would not satisfy the abolitionists; -nor -have we: 
any reason to believe that it would. ` Do we not see: 
the strife that is carried on to see who shall have the 
honor of achieving this important step in procuring... 
the repeal of the rule? Strike out that rule, and you: 
will hear the shouts of victory resounding from: one. 
end of the Union to the other. Strike. that rule 
from existence, and they: will then beable: to: make. 
another advance. ; Pete eae 
The gentleman from Massachusetts, in-hisspeech y 
laid down the rule that we ought to consider every pe~. 
tition in proportion to itsimportance. -Let us examine 
this alittle. Suppose a petition comes here proposing. 
to destroy the basis of representation in the, eleven. 
slave-holding States, with a view of excluding from, 
this House a portion of its members: how much con; 
sideration would such a petition deserve? There was’ 
a petition offered yesterday from a man who: wanted: 
to be divorced from his wife, and: to be.remuneratéed: 
for loss of ‘time while he had been: married, &¢. 
There was a petition the other day. from an individ-: 
ual who wanted permission to go to. Canada.: How’ 
much consideration would the gentleman be disposed : 
to give to these petitions? I want the rule laid down, 
how much consideration we shall give to each; how 
much our sympathies shall be excited in each case. 
I merely wish to show the fallacy of the gentleman’s 
position. But sometimes the consistency of these 
great champions of the rights of petition and of the 
rights of the people should be examined. Which is 


„the most important to freemen, the privilege of 


coming to the ballot-box and of exercising that 
right, so peculiarly the right of freemen, giving their 
suffrages according to their inclination, or the priv- 
ilege of petitioning? Would you believe it, Mr. 
Speaker, one or two of these great champions of the - 
right of petition have recorded their votes against— 
what? Against allowing to free white men the poor. 
privilege of voting. Upon the passage of a bill for 
the incorporation of the town of Alexandria, we 
find——and it seems to me somewhat strange that it 
should be so—we find these champions of the peo- 
ple’s rights standing up and voting against a propo~ 
sition to permit white men to vote. We find the 
distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts refu- 
sing to allow free white men the privilege of voting; 
and, on travelling a little further upon the record, T 
find the name of Mr. Cuaries Hupson in oppo- 
sition to giving the right of voting to white 
freemen-—a gentleman who has expressed so much 
sympathy for. the great right of petition, as he calls 
it. But when a freeman. comes forward and asks 
the poor privilege of voting at the ballot-box, the 
gentleman ‘folds his arms, and treats him with con- 
tempt: Yet these are the champions of freedom— 
champions of the right of petition—champions of 
the people’s rights. A little further on, I.find a 
motion, made by the venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that the bill be recommitted, with 
instructions to the committee to strike out the word 
“white;” so that, if the bill passed with the amend- 
ment, it would enable every woolly-headed, bandy- 
shanked, flat-footed negro to vote. Such is the 


| course taker by the great advocates- of the right of 


petition, when called on to record their votes in fa~ 


| vor.of allowing a privilege to free white men: such 


is their consistency, 


< Perhaps j 
‘to come: tothe conclusion’ I have. upon this-subject; 
but the conviction: fixes itself upen-my mind irre- 
sistibly, and I will speak my sentiménts, let the con- 
sequences: be what they may... I do “believe, and 
have believed for-sòtne time, ‘that there is a deliber- 
ate designon: the part of some gentlemen to effect, if 
possible,’a dissolution of the Union.” But when we 
of the South; who represent the interests of the slave 
States; contend: foi our. rights, gentlemen-say, Oh! 
you are too. much excited—too much’ heated; your 
passion outruns your judgments anything that -you 
may say is not entitled to so much weight as'that 
which’ proceeds from: our. calm and sober judgment. 
di of what is 1t-which ovcasions that excite- 
3 


that‘amount of Property. at once, we are told, if we 
ing upon: the subject, -it is southern 


Mr. J, here referred to an opinion formerly ex- 
pressed by Mr. Avams, that he believed there was 
no possibility of a continuance of the union of the 
United States; that a dissolution must necessarily 
take place; that he saw no propriety in recommend- 
ing New England men to promote the literary insti- 
tutions of the South, because Southern men must 
become their enemies. This opinion was expressed 
as long ago as 1803; and he referred to it now, to 
show how long this feeling of hostility to the south 
had existed. Sad in a speech made in the last Con- 
gress, the gentleman held this language: In case of a 
servile war, and the free States being called upon to 
put down slavery, Congress, under the treaty-mak- 
ing power, would emancipate them all. Why is 
this lure thrown out? Whom is it calculated to encour- 
age? Is it not saying to the incendiary who is stand- 
ing with his torch ready lighted, prepared for the 
destruction of the South—Proceed; you will be assist- 

` ed by the power of Congress; all the slaves shall be 
liberated under the treaty-making power? Gracious 
God! are we prepared for scenes like these? Are we 
prepared to surrender our firesides, our homes, and 


our golden harvests, to the torch of the incendiary, | 


to be converted into—what? into fields of carnage and 
of blood, producing, to use the language of the 
poet— ‘ 


“Shrieks so loud, so shrill, so clear, 
That listening angels stoop to hear.” 


And yet we are to be calm and deliberate. Ina 
speech made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
a short time ago, he says he thinks the consumma- 
tion of the Christian religion will not take place un- 
til the emancipation of the negroes is effected. And 
then, I suppose, we have the commencement of that 
glorious millenium which has been so long prophe- 
sied. I wish that day would come; but i do not 
wish to attain it by means of bloodshed and the 
sacrifice of thousands of lives. The gentleman has 
also declared that the institution of slavery has the 
curse of Heaven upon it; and that, in course of 
time, Providence wil bring about emancipation. 
Great Britain, while she tramples upon the necks of 
her subjects, roves abroad to find subjects for sym- 
pathy. She can discern the oppression under 
which she says the negro suffers here, but cannot 
see the sufferings of her own white men at home. 
An interposition of Divine Providence! I am not 
superstitious, but. I do believe the Almighty 
does now and then manifest his power in various 
ways, as in olden time; like the case of Saul of 
Tarsus, when, journeying from Jerusalem to Da- 
mascus, he was struck with blindness. We read 
also of Herod addressing the people upon a certain 
day set apart for the purpose of receiving honor, 
such as was due only to the Supreme Being; and all 
the people shouted, and said his voice was like the 
voice of a god; and the angel of God smote him, 
wud he waseaten of worms, and gave up the ghost. 
Sometimes we see the power of God mani- 


it willbe considéred aucharitable in me’ 


i fested in tempests,-.in the agitation of the ‘mighty. 
: acep; sometimés we see his ‘indignation. flashing 


forth> ih the forked , lightning; .. sometimes He 
sends. forth a baleful- comet, emitting from 
its: fiery tail- pestilence and death. I might re- 
fer to-instances in modern times; Í might refer to the 
occurrences of 1840, when a most extraordinary ex- 


| citement pervaded the community; when reason was, 


dethroned; and confusion and profanity reigned par- 
amount; when hard cider and coon skins: were sub- 
stituted as the very emblems to be used with all the 
sacred rites of the holy communion; when men 
were diverted from the worship of the true and 
living God, to honor him whom they had succeeded 
in elevating to the highest pinnacle of human ambi- 
tion, and whom the Almighty, in the. display of his 
power, struck as a star from its sphere, down to 
the level of the tomb. I give this as an instance of 
Divine. interposition. May we not trace it some~ 


: what’ farther? Who knows what might have been 


the résult of his admiristration of the government? 
Who knows but God expressly’ interposed to 
set an-obstacle in the way of the accomplishment of 
those mighty calamities which-would, peradventure, 
have been produced under his administration of the 
government—the abolition of slavery, and the disso- 
tution of the Union? No, sir: I am not superstitious, 
but—— Gay 

The expiration of the morning hour was an- 
nounced by the Speaker. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN then obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURKE offered a resolution authorizing the 
Speaker to adjourn the House to-day at 2 o'clock. 
Mr. B. accompanied the presentation of the resolu- 
tion with afew remarks, but in so low a tone that 
the reporter could not well hear him. He was un- 
derstood to say, however, that the resolution was in- 
tended as.a mark of respect to his colleague, [Mr. 
Repring,] the funeral of whose lady would take place 
to-day. 

Mr. WILKINS desired to know if the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. een who had obtained the 
floor, wished to address the House on the subject of 
the rules. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN said that he did, and that it 
was immaterial to him whether he went on to-day or 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the morning hour 
had expired. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
taking up the general appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there were some 
executive communications on his table that he wish- 
ed first to lay before the House. 

The question being put on Mr. Burxx’s motion 
to adjourn at two o’clock, it was carried. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 
following executive communications: 

A. letter from the Postmaster General, submitting 
a report of the number of clerks and other persons 
employed in his department during the past year. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


A communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, submitting a report of the late F. R. Hassler, 
late superintendent of standard weights and meas- 
ures, 

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, stating that 
he is required to distribute to the incorporated col- 
leges, societies, judges, &c., the different congress- 
ional documents, and that he is not supplied with a 
number of the said documents sufficient to furnish 
allto whom he is required to distribute; and re- 
questing that he may be furnished with fifty addi- 
tional copies: referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


A report from the Treasury Department, in rela- 
tion to the claim of Jeremiah Smith: referred to the 
Comunitiee of Claims. 

COAST SURVEY. 

A letter from the Treasury Department, transmit- 
ting the report of the late superintendent of the coast 
survey, showing the progress of the work during the 
past season: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed, 

MILITARY ACADEMY. 


A communication from the War Department; 
made in answer to a resolution of the House of the 
15th instant, in relation to the number of cadets at 

+ 


: the military. academy, &e.t referred to the Commit- 


tee on. Military. Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

` The SPEAKER said. that the first business in òr- 
der would’be the bill to authorize the transfer of na- 
val appropriations that was. reported with amend- 
ments yesterday from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN said he wished to re- 
commit the bill, with instructions to add an amend- 
ment he held in his hand. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON remarked that, as the. 
House was to adjourn to-day at 2 o'clock, he hoped. 
his colleague would not press his motion, but would. | 
permit him to move for a suspension of the rules, 
to receive such reports from the’ standing commit- 
tees as would not give rise to debate. 

- Mr. MILTON BROWN, on being informed by 
the Speaker that his motion would’ be in order when- 
ever the bill came up, withdrew it. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved that the 
rules be suspended, for the purpose of receiving re- 
ports from the standing committees, which would 
not give rise to debate. This motion being carried, 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of William 
Thompson and George W. Dent: laid on the table. 

Mr. V. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed bills of the following titles, viz: : 

“A bill for the relief of Daniel Dean; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Fessenden; 

Accompanied in each case by reports: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made 
a report upon. the petition of Matilda Drury, ac~ 
companied by’ a bill for the relief of Matilda Drury, 
and other legal representatives of Captain William: 
S. Tillard, late of Maryland, deceased: referred to: 


the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. COBB, frora the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Daniel Steenrod: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. , 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of Gervis Foote; and 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen; | 

Which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. - À ; 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made a report upon the petition of the 
New Orleans and Carrollton Railroad Company, 
and a bill for their relief: referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana made an adverse report 
on the petition of the citizens of Decatur county, In- 
diana: faid on the table. i 

Mr. HUBARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill further to extend the time for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, and return= 
ing surveys thereon to the General Land Office: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred “an act for the relief 
of John Hollingsworth, of Blount county, Alabama,” 
reported a bill amendatory, with title amended, to 
read, “a bill supplemental to an act for the relief of 
John Hollingsworth,” approved 25th June, 1838, 
accompanied by a report. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Adam Bartletiand the heirs of John Paul Jones: laid 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, it was ordered 
that the Committee on Manufactures be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Windham, Vermont; and that it be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Daniel Pratt. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Elizabeth 
Ragan. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of the 
widow of Robert Rogers, claming a pension: laid 
on the table. 

’ Mr. B. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Thomas 
Quantrill, and leave was given to withdraw the 
papers, 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committec on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Simeon Caswell. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
the heirs of Wilfred Knott: laid on the table, 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported a 


| bill for the reliefof Joseph Watson. 


algo, froin the Committee ‘on. Inivalid 
reported a bill for thë relief of Levi Col 


mus. 1 ie 
o AMr. Ci also, from. the Committee on Invalid 
-Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Arthur R. 


te Me RUSSELL, from the Comittee 64, Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the petition 


of Dennis Dygers: laid on the table. 


Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Jolin Burlin: laid on the table. yi f 
Mr. R. also, from` the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition of 


Samson Brown: laid on the table. _ 
Mr. R. also, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition of 


John Owen: laid on the table. 
Mr. R. also, from the Committee: on Invalid 


Pensions made, an adverse report on the petition of 


George Lynch: laid on the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report on. the petition 
of Catharine H. Johnson: laid on the table. 

‘Mr. R. also, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, made a favorable report on the petition of 


Isaac Justice, and asked leave to report a bill for his 
relief. ; $ : 
Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on: Invalid 


Pensions, made an adverse report:on, the ‘petition. of 


Darius Hawkins. - . : Si, 8s : 
Mr. T. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of Chauncy G. 
Storm; which was ordered to lie on ‘the table. 
Mr. T. also, from the same. committee, made a 
report on the petition of Palmer Branch. 


Mr. A. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition of 


Jeremiah Kimbel. i 
„Mr. 8; also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the:relief of John Farnham. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Frederick Hopkins. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Bonnell. 


Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
the heirs of James Green. 

. Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, made an adverse report on the petition of A. 
M. Ritzmiller. 

Mr. DELLET, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Helena Dill. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of Wm. H. Cook; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
Diswict’ of Columbia, reported a bill to authorize 
the sale of a part of. public reservation No. 13 in 
the city of Washington, and for other purposes, 

The hour of 2 o’tlock having arrived, ° 

The SPEAKER announced that the House stood 
adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
Banded to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. OWEN: The memorial offJohn A. Ste- 
phens and 481 others, citizens of Posey county, In- 
diana, asking a grant of land for the completion of 
the great national thoroughfare between the lakes 
and the Ohio, by the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Wabash river. Also, the memorial of 
Alexander Devin and 294 others, citizens of Gibson 
county, Indiana, upon the same subject. Also, the 
memorial of Wm. Kurtz and 28 others, citizens of 
Gibson county, Indiana, upon the same subject. 
Also, the memorial of E. M. Cullock and 30 others, 
citizens of Gibson county, Indiana, upon the same 
subject: Also, the memorial of A. F. Allen and 202 
others, citizens of Orange county, Indiana, upon the 
dame'subject. Also, the memorial of Samuel Hall 
and-131 others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana. 
Also; the memorial of John R. Montgomery and 

: Q4 others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana. ‘Also, 
„the memorial-of Clement Whiting and 36 ‘others, 
citizensof Posey county, Indiana. Also, the me- 
“mofial of FT. D: “Allis and 33 others, citizens of Van- 
denburg coutity, Indiana. Also, the memorial of F, 
E. Goodsell and 66 others, citizens of Vandenburg and 
‘Warwick counties, Ia. Also, the memorial of John 


{Mr Ry also, from the*Committee.on Invalid || 


Burbatilt-dnd’80 othe: ; citizens’ ande 


baa t : den burg ce 
ty, Indiana. Also, thé mefvorial.of John Gardnera 


48 others, Citizens of Pike and Gibson: counties, In- 


diana. “Also; the memorial of Nathan Beach.-and. 
26 others, citizens of Warwick. county, Indiana. 
- LAlLof ‘the above eight memorials praying. Con- 
gress to donate the-ansold lands in the Vincennes 
land -disttict tothe State of Indiana; to- aid her 
in finishing the entire linë of canal front Lake Erie 
to the Ohio river; at Evansville] 

Also, the petition of James Reilly and 201 others, 
citizens òf Vandenburg county, Indiana, praying 
Congress for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of M: Farrington, for 
a pension. Also, the petition of Jacob Dunham, for 
losses sustained by pirates. Also, the petition of 
Walter Vondenson and others, of Chatham, fora 
reduction of postage, and the abolishment of the 
franking privilege. oe te 


By Mr. BYRAM GREEN: Petition of. the citi- . 
zens of the counties of Wayne and Tompkins, New. 


York, asking for a reduction of the rates of. postage: 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and. 


Post Roads. AS, > 
By Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF: A. petition 


from citizens of Knox, Franklin, and Licking coun- 


ties, Ohio, for a reduction of postage. f 
Myr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files of the 


Clerk; and peened to thé. House, the petition and 
‘papers of 


lexander Noel, of Adair county, Ken- 
tucky: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. Also, withdrew from the files and pre- 
sented the petition of Fielding Pratt: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ‘ 3 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of Thomas 
Fowler, praying for arrears of pension: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Four petitions from citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, numerously signed, praying 
Congress to grant an appropriation for a dry-dock 
at the navy-yard at that port. 

: By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Thomas 


| Hunter and Alexander Caldwell, of Kentucky, 


praying to be released from a judgment of the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the Kentucky 
district, for §2,000 against them, as bail for William 
Hunter; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

__By Mr. C. M. REED: The memorial of Oliver 
Newbury, and two hundred ship owners and for- 
warding merchants of Detroit and ports in Michigan, 
praying that the general provisions of the law ap- 
plicable in cases on the high seas and in the coasting 
trade of the United States, may be extended over 
the commerce, shipping, and navigation of the lakes, 
and to crimes and offences arising thereon; and 
that admiralty jurisdiction may be conferred on the 
federal courts in such cases. Also, the petition of 
citizens of McKean county, Pennsylvania, asking a 
reduction in the rates of postage. Also, the petition 
of citizens of northwestern Pennsylvania, for an ap- 
propriation for the harbor at Erie. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of John J. 
Janney, and eighty-five other citizens of Warren 
county, Ohio, praying for a reduction of postages; 
for a limitation of the franking privilege so as to 
cover only the transmission of congressional docu- 
ments, and for a reformed and uniform rate of post- 
age on letters, and all other mail matter: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 


Tuurspay, February 1, 1844. 


Mr. WHITE presented a memorial signed by a 
number of citizens of Indiana, praying for a grant of 
land in the Vincennes land district, to complete: the 
Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio river; which, 
with documents upon the same subject, were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. W. spoke for some time, explaining the na- 
ture of these documents; of avhat had already been 
accomplished by the State of Indiana, in the way of 
internal improvements, by the grants of land made 
her; and the future prospects of the State, resulting 
from the extension of this canal. 

He concluded by moving that the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Indiana of the last session, on this 
subject, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. í 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, it was order- 


ed: that: the petition of Joseph Raby; asking to- be: 
confirmed in his claim to an Indian reservation, be: | 


+ 


eration. They did so; and instead of approvir 
‘Cas had been expected,) they had the daring to: 


tit 
ae 


of the Hon. John M. Berrien, one of our senators.in 
Congress; ‘withdrawing their confidence from him, >> 
‘and’ declaring that they would neither receive from, °-< 
nor address to: him, any communication to further. °° 
the interests or defend. the rights..of: thé people-of: 
Georgis,—this.. general assembly feel constrained 
to restore the relations thus dissevered between the 
people of Georgia and their faithful senator, and to, 
express their confidence. in his, worth and patri- 
otism: : pa Aroi ek 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate.and House of 
Representatives of the State of Georgia in general assem- 
bly met, That we and our constituents approve the 
course of the Hon. John: M. Berrien, in the Senate 
ofthe United States, and cherish: an honest pride in 
his enlighténed patriotism, and distinguished ability. 

Resolved further, That we especially commend his 
uncomipromising resistance to the disorganizing doc 
trme of legislative instruction. `. DA 

Resolved further, That this general assembly here~ 
by express their unqualified confidence in their hon-. - 
orable senator; that it will always be their pride and 
pleasure to communicate with him; and that, in‘any 
and every emergency, they: will address themselves 
to him as the willing champion and able defender of 
the rights and interests of the people of Georgia. <; 

Resolved further, That the governor be requested 
to transmit a copy of these resolutions to oursena~ 
tors in Congress, with the request that they be laid 
before the Senate of the United: States, a 

In Senate: agreed to. 22d Dec. 1843. 

: CHARLES DOUGHERTY, 
President of the Senate. 


Attest: 
Bess. F. HARDEMAN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. C. said: You will perceive, sir, that these 
resolutions have strong claims on your: sykpathy, 
since they possess the peculiar merit of paying a 
compliment to my honorable colleague, without tax- 
ing you with either reason or argument, In order 
that you may be enabled to comprehend more fully, 
and appreciate more definitely, the propriety of this 
action upon the part of the legislature, you must be 
refreshed with a brief history of the last few years 
touching the subject they embrace. 


You, sir, will remember that, at the close of the 
ever-memorable extra session in 1841, my-colleague, 
associating with some of his whig friends ‘then, in 
Congress, published a manifesto to the. pepe of 
the Cited. States, lauding what. they had done, 
and excusing themselves for what they had 
left undone. From the spirit of that pub- 
lication, they did not-seem, ‘for a- moment, to 
doubt but that the people, ‘as in duty bound, would 
sond forth long, and-loud pealis. of applause, mingled 
with the shouts of: “well done good and faithful ser- 
vants.” Flattered with the. certainty, if they could 
but elicit-a popalar response to their: deeds, that the 
universal replication of cheering: sounds, issuing 
from mountain and from vale, sould make the “Ti- 
ber tremble underneath her banks,” they invoked 
the State legislatures to speak out in the potency of 
their might.. The legislature .of the State of Geor- 
gia, which was elected some months after the ad- 
journment of that session, and after this- publica- 
tion had been. made; convened on the first. Monday- 
in November of that year.. It was natural enough 
that, in ‘obedience to an. invocation, coming fror so 
high a source, the legislature should have exam- 
ined the various topics presented for publie consid- 


They ¢ 


robate some of its leading measures. The 
; pare 


the chartering ofa, United States bi i 
of the public lands ‘among’ the States; the policy 
of a protective tariff; the recommendation: to change 
the constitution, -by limiting the veto:power of.the 
_ President, and: perhaps. some others. These, mea- 
sures. had been. supposed tobe, in the -State 


of Georgia, “for. many years, opposed to the - 


faith of the republican party of the country; which 
faith: my: colleague, for a season, roféssed, but 
not: until after the. war. Having: thus: expressed 
theix opinions upon the topics. ‘presented’ in the 
manifesto, they raised no question as to the right of 
instruction; but inquired; what does our senator mean, 
when he tnvokes'us to use our constitutional - power 
“to. carry out. the popuiar will? - Does: he intend to 
mock us?’ or does he intend to execute our wishes, 
when’ made known; or; differing with® us, to give 
“way to one Who will? In solving their queries, the legis- 
lature—most wrongfully, as time “has proven—con- 
cluded that. this appeal made by the senator and his 
friends; wasan honest’ appeal, intended for the ascer- 
tainment-of public opinion, and to direct the action 
of public servants. “This mistake, I trust, will meet 
the indulgence of your charity. They ought to. have 


known that the legislatures were called on as a mere . 


matter of form—not to condemn, but to approve; that 


resolutions of approbation would have been a proper. 


exercise of constitutional. power; but that resolutions 
of condemnation were. transcending all constitutional 
limit.. Those resolutions, however, passed the legis- 
lature, and weresent here; when my colleague taught 
them, by his senatorial bearing, how much regard a 
senator of the United States ought to pay to the legislative 
resolves of a State, from which he receives his com- 
mission, After the adjournment of Congress, my 
colleague wrote another address to the people of 
Georgia, holding himself in no wise responsible to 
the legislature; and appealing to the people. In this 
address, he instructs the people how high he stands 
as a senator, and says, he “is not an officer of the 
government of Georgia.” Immediately after this last 
publication, a new legislature was elected and con- 
vened. The indifference that had been manifested 
by the senator to the resolves of the former legisla- 
ture, which had been invoked, induced the legisla- 
ture of 1842, to express for him their contempt. 
That. you may have a more correct idea of their 
spirit, I will read the resolution: 


“The Committee on the state of the republic, to 
whom were referred that portion of the message of 
his excellency the governor, relative tothe preamble 
and resolutions of the legislature of the last year, 
, transmitted to our senators in Congress, and to the 
recent address of the honorable John M. Berrien, 
beg leave to offer the following report and resolu- 
tons: 

“The committee have read with care and attention 
the address of the honorable John M. Berrien,. and 
fecl that they would be unworthy of the trust dele- 
gated to them, did not they give that notice which 
its principles and doctrines seriously demand. 

“The address is in reply to the preamble and reso- 
lutions passed by the last legislature, on the subject 
ofmany important measures of national concern; 
and whilst we admit the perfect right of the senator 
to address the people—the source of all power—yet 
we deem that it would have been nothing more than 
common courtesy for him also to have addressed his 
immediate constituents, the body from whom he 
derived his office, and upon whose action and opin- 
ions he was commenting. 

“The address was promulgated just previous to the 
general elections, and was evidently intended to 
operate on their results. But the people were not 
convinced, and the signal rebuke which they gave to 
the senator, by the election of representatives in Con- 
gress, and a majority of the representatives in both 
branches of the general assembly, professing opin- 
ions diametrically [opposite] to those advanced by 
him, should have carried conviction to his mind that 
he was no longer a fit and proper representative of the 
State of Georgia. He appealed to the people—and 
should he not be governed by their verdict? A man 
who loves his country and its institutions better 
than his. own personal aggrandizement, would never 
hold office a moment after he had lost the confidence 
of the people. 

“The committee are free to acknowledge that this 
legislature has no power to compel a senator to re- 
sign; but the theory of a representative government, 
end the delicate connexion between the constituent 
und the representative, imperiously demand that, 


the passage’ 
ofthe ‘bankrupt law; thé ‘distribution of the proceeds’ | 


I} wherever hie ceases- to subserve the. object of his- 


appointment, he should at once-surrender -the dele- 
gated trust... Testet by this plain and obvious rule, 
Mr. Berrien will utterly defeat the end and: aim of 


| representative government, should he continue to 


retain the office of senator in Congress, ‘The com- 
mittee; however, would not advise you- to derogate 
from ‘your official: dignity. so far as ‘to. prefer any 
request to an agent who. disavows your ‘authority. 
The man-who disregards the twice. expressed will of 
the people of Georgia, will, in all probability, pay as 
little attention to the wishes of their legislature. We 
feel it, however, due tothe majesty ofthe State of 
Georgia, that we her servants, should withdraw our- 
selves from all official contact with the honorable 
John Macpherson Berrien, and leave him in the 
isolation he has chosen for himself, to hold (if it so 
please him) the office to which he has been elected; 
to enjoy (if that can comfort him) the wages of his 
office. 


“Cassio, | loved thee, 
» But never more be officer of mine.” 


“The people of Georgia are opposed to a national 
bank, to the distribution of the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, to the abolition or modification 
of the veto power; and with Judge Berrien, in the 
palmy days of his intellect, they utterly deny the con- 
stifutional power of Congress to enact a tariff of protec- 
tion, and regard such a tariff as unequal in its operation, 
oppressive and unjust; and yet, upon each, all of these 
important questions, the people of Georgia differ 
materially from Mr. Berrien. 

“Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the State of Georgia, ‘That the opin- 
ion of the Hon. John M. Berrien, on the subject of 
a national bank, the adjustment of the tariff, the dis- 
tribution ofthe procecds of the sales of the public 
lands, are in direct opposition to the principles of a 
large majority of the people of this State. 

“Be it further resolved, That the veto power is the 
great conservative principle of the constitution, and 
its abolition or proposed modification would leave 
our rights and the constitution itself the sport of 
irresponsible majorities in Congress. 

“Be it further resolved, That the senators in Con- 
gress are the representatives and officers of the States 
electing them; and the opinion of the Hon. John M. 
Berrien, that he ‘isnot an officer of the government of 
Georgia,’ renders him unfit to represent this State 
in the Senate of the United States. 

“And be it further resolved, That this legislature 
hereby withdraws its confidence from the Hon. 
John Macpherson Berrien; we will receive no com- 
munication from him, nor will we, in any emergen- 
cy, address ourselves to that honorable senator, to 
further the interests or defend the rignts of the peo- 
ple of Georgia. ` 

“Be it further resolved, That his excellency, the 
governor, be requested to forward a copy of the 
pea and resolutions to the Hon. Alfred Cuth- 

pert, with our instructions to lay the same before the 
Senate of the United States.” 


The legislature of 1841 made no question as to 
the right of instruction, but acted upon the invita- 
tion of the senator and his friends. The legislature 
of 1842 does not claim to instruct, but refers to the 
action of the former legislature, and the conduct of 
the senator towards that body, and his doctrines, 
expressed in his address. Having cut himself off 
from them, they very unnecessarily cut themselves 
off from him. Now, sir, you will be enabled to un- 
derstand the importance of the resolfitions which I 
have had the honor to submit. The legislatures of 
1841 and 1842 made, alike, gross mistakes as to 
their constitutional power. Neither placed a proper 
estimate upon senatorial importance. ‘They seemed 
to think they had as much right to censure as to 
praise. It was, then, very important to have these 
errors corrected at once. For this purpose, in part, 
itis manifest the legislature of 1843 passed these res- 
olutions. Itis now settled, so far ag the action of 
the last legislature of Georgia can settle it, that reso- 
lutions of censure are disorganizing, and that resolu- 
tions of praise are legitimate, proper, and orderly. 
All three legislatures passed resolutions. The two 
first condemned, and are, therefore, unconstitutional. 
The last takes the legitimate coursc, and establishes 
that the true limit of legislative power over a United 
States senator is to praise. I note one other differ- 
ence in the character of these different legislative re. 
solves. The preceding legislatures discussed politi- 
cal opinions and actions, condemning such as they 
deemed wrong. ‘The last (those just read) include 
all actions and opinions in a significant parenthesis, 


# 


Ji and isus the apnator,. irrespective of ‘political does 


trines: I cannot commend too highly the. ingenuity 
displayed: in: this-‘feature of these resolutiors, but 


| will not ask a patent. right for the draftsman. You 


will doubtless: admit: that it’ isnot every inventor 
that could have. stumbled- upon a process by which 
he could compliment a friend, without particulariz- 
ing some act of his life worthy of praise. In mathe- 
matics, the whole is considered equal to all its parts; 
but these resolutions deinonstrate that the reverse is 
true in political science. Here they approve the sena- 
tor’s whole course, when they did not. risk the pas- 
sage of a resolution approving a solitary act. ‘The 
legislature of the State of Georgia never has, and 
never will, pass a resolution giving sanction 
to a protective tariff. The legislature of the 
State of Georgia. never has, and never will, 
pass a resolution approbating the bankrupt law, ‘as 
passed at the extra session. The legislature of the 
State of Georgia never has passed, and never will 
pass, a resolution declaring that the decision of the 
upreme Court upon a constitutional question be- 
comes a part, and the strongest part, of the constitu- 
tion. The legislature of the State of Georgia never 
has passed. and never will pass, a resolution asking 
a change of the constitution, limiting the veto power 
of the President. The legislature of the State of 
Georgia never has passed, and never will pass, a 
resolution requesting the proceeds of the public 
lands to be distributed among the States. But I 
confess, sir, notwithstanding all this, that the last le- 
gislature has passed resolutions approving the course 
of the senator here. The resolves of the legisla- 
tures of 1841 and 1842 had no sensible effect upon 
the senator; and I doubt not he is as much above 
legislative praise as legislative censure, and that he 
will not be reached, therefore, by the resolutions 
jat introduced. Inasmuch, therefore, as the reso- 
utions which have just been presented say that 
those of 1842 ‘‘dissevered the relations” which ex- 
isted “between the people of Georgia and their 
faithful senator”—of course, without his Inioipledge, 
and certainly without his consent,—it is hereby 
creed, as far forth as these resolutions can accom- 
plish it, that a full and complete restoration take 
place between the senator and. the people, without 
their knowledge or consent. Ang to this end, 1 move 
that the resolutions be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN said, I am quite sure there is no 

one who hears me, whatever may be the difference 
of political opinion which divides us, who will not 
readily accredit the sincerity of the declaration 
which I make, that 1 present myself on this occa- 
sion to the notice ofthe Senate with the most un- 
feigned reluctance. 
À Ï have been called to do this without the slightest 
intimation from my colleague of his intention to 
make this assault. He received the resolutions of 
the legislature of Georgia, and, concurring in opinion 
with me that it became him rather than me to pre- 
sent them to the Senate, agreed to do so, without 
any notice whatever of his intention to accompany 
their presentment with the remarks which demand 
this reply. Of the propriety of such a course, honora- 
ble senators will judge. “I regret it sincerely, but 
not fom any consideration wich is personal to 
myself. For the sake of the State which we repre- 
sent—for the sake of my colleague, as a representa~ 
tive of the people of that State, 1 sincerely regret it. 
So far as I have any personal concern in this matter, 
itis too: utterly impotent to awaken any such feel- 
ing, If, in the faithful discharge of ‘the various 
duties which have devolved upon me, I have at- 
tained my present years without being elevated 
above and beyond the reach of such an assault, from 
such a source, I have lived in vain; life, in such an 
event, Is utterly valueless. 

Mr. President, I cannot be induced » No consider- 
ation would tempt me, to follow my colleague in the 
path which he has traversed. I cannot be tempted 
toenter into a discussion of the merits or demerits 
of the resolutions of the successive legislatures of 
1841 and 1842, whose conduct, in adopting thom, he 
has labored to vindicate. That question has been 
already decided; their merits have been, already de- 
termined by the people of Georgia. I cannot, there- 
fore, be seduced to seek a deviation frora propriety 
to such an abandonment of my own self-respect, 
as to enter upon a vindication of my conduct against 
the charges contained in those resolutions, which 
have been already stamped with the reprobation of 
that people. Before them that vindication has been 
made, and it has been made triumphantly. 

I cannot, however, consent that the legislature of 
Georgia, by whom the resolutions now on your 


; were: adopted; -6x 
. feelings of the ‘people o 
State, and -defy contradiction—-Icannot consent that 
` that legislature; speaking the. language and express- 
ing the: feelings. of their constituents, shall be mis+ 
represented: in. this enlightened assembly. It is to 
correct these misrepresentations, and only for that 
purpose, that I trouble you with a brief'remark. 
ssir, itis not true that, at any time, or in any situa- 
tion in which [have been ‘placed, I have invited the 
legislature of Georgia to transcend their constitution- 
al-powers, by- entering upon the scrutiny of my 
conduct.as a member of this body. It was a simple 
misrepresentation, which was exploded and put 
down in the place where it originated: The appeal 
was to the people—and not to the legislature—who 
wereinvited to ascertain, and, within their constitu- 
_tional sphere, to give effect to the will of that people. 
It was. under such an appeal that the legislature of 
1841—elected within a few weeks, before there could, 
by any possibility, have been an expression of pub- 
lic opinion on the subject which it embraced—as- 
sumed to be the exponent of. the public will, and 
undertook to instruct mein the discharge of my du- 
ty on this floor. _I-refused obedience to theirin- 
structions; I denied their authority; and, in an address 
to the people, discussed this doctrine of instruction, 
and the several questions of public policy which 
were in controversy between. us. his brought 
upon me the censure of the legislature of 1842, 
ina series of resolutions presented to this body, 
of which I forbear to speak in the only language 
which would be appropriate to them. 

At the close of the last session of Congress, I re- 
tumed to the State and presented my personal appeal 
to the people. I addressed myselfto my fellow- 
citizens as opportunities offered, and particularly to 
several hundred of the most intelligent citizens of 
Georgia, assembled in convention in the Capitol of 
the State. For the first time during the last year, 
the. several issues between the legislatures of 
1841 and 1842 were presented directly to the peo- 
ple, in time to permit their discussion, and they 
were fully discussed. I need not tell you, sir, what 
was the result of that reference. I need not tell you 
that the people of Georgia have thrice spoken in a 
language which cannot be misunderstood—in a lan- 
guage which, if the present legislature of Georgia 
were as little restrained by the constitutional limi- 
tations of their powers as their predecessors, my 
colleague would not fail to understand. ; 

And now, sir, what is the attitude in which he has 
thought proper to present himself to the Senate this 
morning? He stands here as one of the representa- 
tives of Georgia, avowing opinions which are in 
conflict, not merely with those of the legisla- 
ture, but of the people of the State. Such a 
position is certainly not a desirable one. It has 
bees my lot to bear, (though I never sought it,) 
and I have borne it, regardless of the impotent as- 
saults which were made upon me. My colleague 
may have assumed this antagonist position; he cer- 
tainly can do so with perfect confidence that he will 
be exempt from these assaults—that no wanton ag- 

ression will be made upon his feelings. He®nay 
ferive this confidence not simply from the terms of 
the resolutions which he has presented to you, nor 
from any mere inference which he may deduce from 
them; but from the high sense of their constitutional 
duty, which is an essential principle in the creed of 
that great party which now happily predominates in 
the legislative councils of the State. 

My colleague objects to the resolutions which he 
has presented, that they bestow praises on me with- 
out offering an argument to you to sustain them. 
Sir, such an argument would have been singularly 
misplaced. They meant to express their opinions 
and feelings in relation to a public agent, who, 
ur their judgment, had been unwarrantably as- 
Séulted by their predecessors; and in giving the 
assurance of their confidence, they did not fecl that 
they were called upon to enter into a disenssion of 
the political questions which were connected with 
it. From this omission, my colleague has ventured 
to draw the inference that the legislature of Georgia 
did not dare to express their approbation of those 
principles, which was necessary to justify that con- 
fidence; and, in doing so, he misrepresents the char- 
acter of that. legislature. Sir, that assembly of the 
freemen of Georgia is composed men as little prone 
to shrink from the expression of their opinions, on 
all proper occasions, as any assembly on earth. 
They have not entered into the discussion of these 
questions,’ for reasons which have been distinctly 


ressing the ‘opinions ‘and: 
“the State—-I say emphati~- 
cally; the:opinions:and feelings. of the people of the | 


_ avowed in the progress’ of their’ ge 


red "in ‘the prog eir session. They 
were assembled únder the constitution of Georgia, 


The peculiar interests of that- State: were the ob- | 
jects‘of their care. They loiew that the national in- 


terests of that people, had-been’ by them’ confided: 
to a ‘distinct class of agents, ‘and the had, at an’ 
early period:of their session, and in the’ discussion 
of a totally distinct subject, disclaimed their obliga." 
tion to interfere-with them. On a motion to refèr to 
a committee so much of the message of the out-go- 
ing governor as related’ to the tariff, the bank, and 
other questions: of ‘national policy; they ‘refused’ the 
reference. It ig therefore that, ‘in their legislative 
proceedings, and in the resolutions which have been 
presented to you to-day, they have abstained from 
discussing these topics. But these same individuals, 
acting as individuals, have not hesitated to proclaim 


.and publish to the people of Georgia their opinions 


in relation to each and all of them.” These, with the 
conflicting opinione of their opponents, constituted 
the issues which were submitted. to that people at 
the recent elections, and’ my colleague remembers 
the dicisions which were rendered on each succes- 
sive trial. It is in vain then, sir, to impute to the 
legislature of Georgia the want of courage to ex- 
press their opinions. The imputation is unfounded. 

That legislature, sir, had abundant occupation for 
all their. time, during a session of forty or fifty days, 
in reclaiming the affairs of the State from the ruin- 
ous condition in which they had been left by the 
mismanagement of their predecessors, who, with a 
solitary exception, had for the last ‘ten years con- 
trolled the councils of the State. They addressed 
themselves to these, their appropriate duties, with a 
zeal, assiduity, and intelligence which have secured 
to them the approbation of their constituents. The 
regulation of their currency; the renovation of their 
finances; the redemption of the credit of the State; a 
compliance with their constitutional duty in districting 
the State; regulating the reduction of their State 
representation; providing for carrying on their 
preat work ofinternal improvement;—these, and other 

indred subjects, occupied their attention, under a 
sense of duty, and not froma want of nerve. If 
other motives had been required, they were admon- 
ished by the fate of their predecessors—by the con- 
demnation pronounced by the people ‘on their 
conduct. Sir, if there was any one consideration 
which more largely than another entered into the 
recent canvass—which more especially induced the 
people of Georgia to repel from their confidence 
those who, for ten years, had enjoyed it, it was that, 
overlooking the interests of the State, and their own 
appropriate duties, they had spent their time in vain 
and unprofitable discussions, and had thus brought 
its affairs into confusion and embarrassment. The 
strong expression of public feeling which was given 
at the recent elections was an emphatic admonition 
to the new depositaries of the people’s confidence 
not to sin in a similar manner. They have obeyed 
the injunction, and have retired from their legisla- 
tive labors with the unqualified approbation of their 
constituents; in my humble judgment, with the ap- 
probation of frank men of all parties. 

If, in the resolutions now presented to you, they 
have seemed to deviate from the course they had 
thus prescribed to themselves, let it be recollected 
that their predecessors, disregarding the ordinary 
rules of courtesy which ought to prevail between 
public agents, as well as individuals—disregarding 
the higher obligations of justice—had deemed it 
their right, as it well accorded with their inclination, 
to hold me up to the censure of the people of the 
United States. They had declared their determina- 
tion to hold no communication with me, although 
they had manifested the puerility of the attempt, by 
subsequently calling upon me, a few days after, 
to aid by my exertions in accomplishing their 
wishes in this body. It was then the right—may I 
not say it was the duty—of the present legislature 
of Georgia to restore those relations between them- 
selves and a senator of that State; and, in so doing, 
to express, if they felt it, the confidence which they 
reposed in him. 

I am not disposed to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate. I cannot be drawn into a reply to the remarks 
of my colleague in the spirit in which they were 
made. Having honestly discharged the duties of 
this station according to the best of my ability, I 
have always felt my responsibility to the people, 
but not to the legislature of Georgia. Ihave de- 
nied their right of instruction. I did so publicly, 
at the seat of government, before I was elected, 
professing, at the same time, my willingness freely 
to express my opinions on any subject which might 


l 


for me 
fore my 


upon my duties in this -chamber,.. after. 
declaration that I could: not. sacrifice. the dictates 
my own judgnient to legislative instruction, í 
I would: ‘not violate the constitutiò of. 
office, nor sacrifice the. rights of an. American sena- - 
tor by retiring from my station at the summons: of 
party, I have had the impenetrable armor: of con-’ 
scious rectitude to sustain me under the assaults: of 
my political opponents, having. been’ cheered at all 
times by the unfaltering approbation of my political 
friends. g E 
Summoned, as I have been again to-day, before the: 
people of the United States by the wanton assault 
of my colleague, this is my answer; ‘and to'that peo- 
ple Icheerfully commit the decision of this most 
extraordinary controversy. - ee 
Mr. COLQUITT said. I am. satisfied, six, that 
‘the people of Georgia will be truly gratified to learn 
that my colleague is not so much elévated by his 
election to the Senate, but what he -feels and. esti» 
mates legislative praise, no matter howlittle he regards 
legislative censure. My colleague throws. himself, 
however, upon his dignity, and refusea to respond to 
such things as are intimately connected: with the wel- 
fare of the people of Georgia, and for which’ the. 
legislatures of 1841 and 1842 censured his conduct. 
He occupies truly a singular’ position: stilted upon, 
his high conceptions. of senatorial elevation, he re- 
fuses to recognise legislative requisitions, when. 
they relate to the public weal, but receives, them 
with joy, when they pay a personal. compliinent to 
himself. The Senator has boasied of the nerve 
which the last legislature possessed; and pronounces : 
with emphasis, that they could have dared to.do what= 
ever was their will. It was not my purpose, when - 
I said they did not dare to risk’the passage of a. 
resolution approbating any particular act. of the 
Senator, that they were wanting in courage; for they’ 
gave manifold proofs of their daring. The manner 
they divided the State into senatorial and congres~' 
sional districts, affords evidende enough of their 
boldness, but I aver'that they could not haye 
passed a resolution, approving a solitary leading mea- 
sure of the extra session of Congréss. The Senator, 
however, excuses them upon another ground—that 
they did not feel themselves justified to express their 
opinions upon subjects of national interest. I 
should be glad to learn how long it has been, since 
the members of that legislature imbibed that doc- 
trine. It is very strange that this motive should 
have been so powerful at this time, when the légis- 


dature of Georgia has passed resolutions upon 


the tariff, the bank, and almost every other national 
question in which the interest of the State was in- 
volved. This last legislature originated resolu- 
tions, asking Congress to remit the duty’ on 
railroad iron: it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and while under discussion in the 
Senate, a substitute was proposed by a democratie 
member, condemning the whole protective policy; 
and, although it was a whig Senate, the substitute 
was adopted. Does the senator deny the right to 
the legislature of the State to indicate their opin- 
ions of the interestd of the people? Sir, this is new 
doctrine, utterly at war with the action of every 
State legislature inthe Union. This doctrine is a 
part of the whig policy of the Statė of Georgia; they 
have sought studiously to avoid every issue upon 
national politics; and, by local questions, have been 
gradually transferring the people of the State into 
the arms of federalism. The majority of the peo- 
ple of Georgia are decidedly and uncompromisingly op- 
posed to the “American system,” and the whole 
whig policy of the extra session. Prudence, therc- 
fore, and not a want of confidence in their right, 
prevented the last legislature from meddling with 
national politics. Let the issues be fairly made in 
the State of Georgia, and, my word for it, the peo- 
ple are still true to the republican faith of their 
fathers. Railroads, pecuniary difficulties, and some- 
times ambition, may give our adversaries an ad- 
vantage; but the people are still true to a strict con- 
struction of the constitution. The senator has said 
that never, until the last election, were all their issues 
made; and then that they were made, and the elec- 
tions prove theirtriumph, L insist, sir, that the sens 


ator knows that it 

all-important not to present national issues; and that 
the. late elections: have turned upon: véry . different 

questions. 2 ee ee 
‘The ‘elections. which took place immediately 
after the adjournment of the extra session are surely 
the very best tests. The acts of ihe whigs were 
known; there could be no disguise; deception could 
“hot, be practised; and the people everywhere con-. 
demned them.” Other and local questions haye since 

taken their place, and produced different results: . 
~The senator has strange notions of his responsibil- 
ity. He says he never did invoke the State legisla- 
tures. to make any expression of opinion, but that 
he called on the people directly. I may be mistaken 
inthe address, but I never should have conceived, 
under our form of government, the necessity of such 
an appeal. It is a mere quibble. An appeal to the 
people by a senator, has a proper and legitimate re- 
sponse by the people’s representatives. If it had 
been favorable, the senator here would then, as he 
does now, have proclaimed it the people’s voice. But, 
sir, to whom does the senator acknowledge respon- 
sibility, if he does not to the State legislature? ~The 
Senate is said to represent the State sovercignties in 
Congress; the House of Representatives more im- 
mediately the people of the States. He says he ap- 
ealed to the people, and not to. thè legislatures. 
hat people? The people of Georgia? Oh! no; 
the people of the United States, because he is a 
United States senator. My. colleague says he made 
it publicly known, before his election, that, if he 
were elected, he should disregard legislative instruc- 
tion. This may beso. It was not, however, pub- 
lished, I think; and I am quite sure I never heard 
that the. senator notified the legislature, before his 
election, thatit was his purpose that, so soon as 
they commissioned him, he should hold himself in- 
dependent of and irresponsible to them. I may be 
mistaken, but I think such a proclamation would 
have lost him many afreeman’s vote in that legisla- 
ture. The senator has been pleased to say, 
but for the sentiments. entertained by the last 
legislature, of having no right to intermeddle with 
national politics, that I might feel what he has 
felt for the last two years. I have no doubt the last 
legislature could have passed resolutions, if they had 
thought proper, asking me to resign; that I was un- 
worthy, destitute o$ talents, &e.; but I deny that 
they could have passed any resolution, pointing out 
any course of political conduct, which £ could not 
have cartried out. . I had no fear upon this subject; 
and if ever the people of Georgia, by their legisla- 
ture, shall become the advocates of the odious meas- 
ures advocated. by the whigs at the extra session of 
Congress of 1841, and advocated by a large majority 
of them throughout the Union, itwilibe when the fires 
of party shall have bumed up every vestige of con- 


sistency and honor. If the reason I have assigned | 


is not the true reason, why the legislature of 
Georgia did not endorse whig doctrines at its late 
session, my colleague will pardon me if 1 suppose 
that it was a kindness to him that they did not set 
them out in their resolutions; for, by so doing, they 
would have passed laudatory resolutions; but at the 
the same time held him up in the ridiculous attitude 
of standing now in opposition to every measure 
which a few years ago he advocated, 

Tam myself the advocate of principles, and am 
prepared to put my brand upon the changeling who 
abandons them. Others may be content to go with 
the crowd, and boast of thelr consistency; because 
they continue in company with a majority of their 
old friends, while they trample down those princi- 
ples upon which the happiness and perpetuity of 
the government depend, and which they, for full 
many a year, did battle. Having discharged what I 
believe to be a duty to the- legislatures of 1841 and 
1842, as well as to the legislature of 1843, I again 
ask that the resolutions be printed. 

The question was put, and the resolutions were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition signed 
by a number of citizens of Calhoun county, in the 
State of Michigan, asking Congress, at its present 
session, to provide means for the speedy construc- 
tion of a canal around the falls of Sault St. Marie: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also presented joint resolutions of the legislature 
of the State of Michigan, requesting the senators 
and representatives in. Congress. from that State to 
use their best exertions to procure an appropriation 
of land owned by the United States lying within tue 
vicinity of the line of the Grand river; in Michigan, 
to repair and finish the Grand river road, 


hat. it Was in: most paris of the State || 


the resolations now, as the legislature of ‘Michigan 
no longer assumed the high pretension of embarras- 
ing the members of this body by undertaking to dic- 
tate to them what they shall do, or not do. : They 
had contented themselves by passing resolutions re- 
spectfully requesting. their senators to act. He 
moved that the resolutions be: read and printed: 
agreed to.” a 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from citizens 
of Detroit, praying that the general provisions of 
law applicable to cases. on the high seas, and in the 
coasting trade of the United States, may be extended 
over the commerce, shipping, and navigation of the 


` lakes, and the controversies and offences arising 


thereon, and that admiralty jurisdiction may be con- 


ferred on the several courts in all such cases: refer- , 


red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from Wil- 
liam D, Conover, praying to be placed on the pen- 
sion roll of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Joseph Pulsifer, a soldier in the United States army 
during the last war with Great Britain, praying for 
arrearages of pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was ordered 
that the petition of Rufus R. Lane be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and, with a communication 
he then presented from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions upon the subject, be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. . : 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the petition of John Hibbert, a soldier of the last 
war with Great Britain, praying for a pension, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause 
the Commissioner of the Gencral Land Office to in- 
form the Senate what registers and receivers of the 
land office have exacted fees not allowed by law; 
also the names of such registers and receivers, to- 
gether with the amount of fees so exacted, as far 
as the same has been ascertained by the Commis- 
sioner; and whether such fees, so illegally exacted, 
have been refunded, or ordered by the Commission- 
er to be refunded. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office . 


and Post Roads be directed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a mail route from Pales- 
tine, in Crawford county, to Livington, the county 
seat of Effingham county, by Robinson, the county 
seat of Crawford county, and Newton, the county 
seat of Jasper county, in the State of Illinois. 


Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition from Robert 
Purkins, a citizen of Rhode Island, praying the 
payment of his claim against the United States for 
recapturing of the sloo Little Sarah, and four men, 
in the late war with Great Britain: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. 8. also, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported in favor of printing a report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; which was concurred in by 
the Senate. ' 


Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Miles | 


King, and of James Robinson and others, assign- 
ees of the Pennsylvania Bank of the United States, 
praying the payment of a debt due by the United 
States to the said Miles King, and by him assigned 
tothe Bank of the United States: referred to the 
Committée on the Judiciary. 

‘The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Jar- 
NAGIN, yesterday, came up for consideration, and, 
after a few explanatory remarks by that gentleman, 
was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to report to the Senate, if there be 
any Indians of the Cherokee tribe remaining east 
of the Mississippi river, and if so, why they were 
not removed with that tribe in 1837 and 1838. That 
he state whether or not the Cherokees, now in the 
State of North Carolina, were allowed the rights 
of citizenship under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-6, 
and if the State of North Carolina did not, by an 
act of her legislature, recognise said Indians as a 
part of the population of North Carolina; and wheth- 
er this was not the reason seid Indians were not re» 


| Mr. W. expressed much ‘pleasure in presenting | 


. ficer- thereóf, as. enrol 


| ‘moved west. That he state whether any person 


has been appointed by:the United States, or any of- 

ing agent for said Cherokees, 
when appointed;: the. duties assigned, and compen- 
sation allowed. How many, persons, and. who, 
have been engaged since the commencement of the 
year 1841, in and about the proportion, for the emi- 
gration of said Indians, by what authority engaged, 
and the amount’ of money paid out by the United 
States, and to‘whom paid, since the date aforesaid, 
in subsisting said Indians, and in all other matters 
pertaining to their emigration, so as to show the 
whole amount expended about said Indians since 
1841. 

The resolution’ from the House, instructing the 
Library Committee to consider the expediency of 
adopting some system for the distribution of dupli- 
cate specimens of natural history, belonging to the 
government of the United States, was taken up, 
read twice, and a motion made to refer it to the 
Committee on the Library. oo 

After a few remarks by Mr. TAPPAN, intima- 
ting that it might not be expected that that commit- 
tee would sanction any distribution until after the 
classification of the specimens of natural history 
belonging to the government was completed, and the 
work in connection therewith, in course of prepara- 
tion, was published, the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

COMPROMISE ACT. 

The CHAIR announced the special order, being 
the consideration of the resolution reported from the 
Finance Committee, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by Mr. McDurrix for redu- 
cing the rates of duty under the present tariff, to the 
standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. EVANS, who was entitled to the floor, was 


_ understood to express a wish that the subject 


should be postponed till Monday next. 

Mr. ARCHER, in view of the remarks made by 
the senator from Maine, moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McDUFFIE had no objection to the post- 
ponement desired; but suggested the propriety of 
placing the question in such a form before it was 
postponed, as to enable senators (such as desired 
it) to discuss the whole merits of the tariff, in~ 
stead of restricting the debate to the preliminary 

uestion of senatorial jurisdiction over revenue bills. 

e was prepared so to modify ‘his bill as to make 
the debate legitimately in order. 

Mr. ARCHER intimated a desire, as also did Mr. 
MOREHEAD, to have the debate reopened upon 
the merits of the bill. 

Mr. EVANS suggested the impossibility of any 
modification of the question, so as to bring the merits 
of the tariff legitimately in order before the Senate. 

After a few further remarks by Messrs. ARCHER, 
EVANS, and HUNTINGTON, 

Mr. HAYWOOD was understood to say, that if 
the debate on the merits of the tariff was not to be 
fully opened, but was to be restricted to the rejoin- 
der hy Mr. Evans, he ‘should resist every effort to 
stop the debate. If the debate was to stop on one 
side, it should also stop immediately on the other. 

The subject was then postponed till Monday 
next, 

The Senate then agreed to the motion of Mr. Ar- 
cHER, and proceeded to the consideration of exec- 
utive business; and after some time spent therein— 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 1, 1844. 

The journal having been read— 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the report of the Select. Committee on the 
Rules, on which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McCausixn] had the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked the House to take up 
the resolution submitted by him some days since, 
calling on the Post Office Department for certain in- 
formation; in order that he might amend it. 

But the motion, being out of order, was not put. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN, after a few remarks not 
heard, said it appeared to him that on this question 
gentlemen in the opposition had entirely mistaken 
the character of this government, and the powers of 
this House. They seemed to imagine that this 
House was a great central power, overshadowing 
all other departments of the government, and center- 
ing in itself all the powers granted by thé constitu- 
tion, He had been so fortunate—or, as some 


entlemen.: may. aps 
asto havé been taught in a different school. Where 
was the great ‘central -power of this government? 
Was it here, in. the representative branch of ihe na- 
tional legislature?’ No: it was in the people, where 
the power to wield the destinies of this republic was 
céntred;’and. Congress only derived: its power. in 
thé second degree: from the people. If he tinder- 
Stood the nature’ of this government, Congress was 
organized for the purpose of carrying out the pow- 
ers granted by the States, or the people ‘of the 
States, in a state. capacity, and for the purpose of 
doing and performing certain things - forthe people 
or for the States. hen was there no limit to the 
power of Congress? Yes, there was. It was con- 
fined within limits and bounds, beyond which it 
could not pass. He would premise’ that he was oc- 
cupying a position on this aue non somewhat differ- 
ent from that of other gentlemen on both sides; and 
he acknowledged that he had not found that diffi- 
culty, where constitutional scruples are involved, 
that had been encountered by other gentlemen, He 
viewed the question clearly as one of expediency, 
‘and not of constitutional law, but one involving the 
best interests of the country. 

It had been said that, by refusing to receive peti- 
tions of a certain character, the House denied the 
right of petition. This was a very plausible argu- 
ment, he admitted, and was. calculated to make a 
deep impression on party polities; but when he came 
to examine that question a little closer, it appeared. 
to. stand out in a different point of view. Now, what 
-was the object of the discussion on the passage of this 
rule? It was barely to decide the question of reception; 
and the adoption of ‘the rule decided it. It was act- 
ing prospectively on petitions of a certain character; 
and it was no less the action of the House because 
it was prospective. But this left the question open 
for designing men to mount it as a hobby, and ride 
it for their own selfish purposes; and though he 
voted for the rule, more because he was opposed to 
agitating the question than for any other reason, 
not finding any constitutional difficulties in the way, 
yet he was willing to see it repealed; because, in- 
stead of preventing agitation, as it was supposed it 
would, it furnished additional food for it. Tie had 
remarked that some gentlemen, in discussing this 
question, seemed to mistake the nature of this gov- 
ernment; and, in order to show to them distinctly 
in what their mistake consisted, he would barely re- 
fer the House to a remark of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson.] That gentleman had 
declared that Congress had the right of exclusive 
jurisdiction over this District. This he denied. 
Congress had the exclusive power of legislation over 
the District—the power to make laws for it; but their 
were other departments which had co-ordinate ju- 
yisdiction with it. What was it that Congress had 
not the right todo? Why, it had not the right to 
prevent the people of this District from petitioning 
Congress. And what else had it no right to do? 
Why, Congress could not abridge the freedom of 
speech or of the press. Was there anything else 
Congress had no right to do? Yes, there was. It 
had no right to deprive a man of his property in this 
District. Gentlemen seem to have forgotten that 
there were conditions which limited the power of 
Congress inthis matter. He would refer gentle- 
men to the clause of the constitution which ap- 
peared to him to cover the entire ground. The con- 
stitution provided that no person ‘‘shall be deprived 
of life, liberty, or property, without due process of 
of law; nor shall private property be taken for 
public use without just compensation.” 

Now, how could the people of this District be de- 
prived of their property? By the act of Congress? 
No; that question was to be settled by another 
branch of the government now sitting in the Cap- 
itol—the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
by due process of law. Congress had no right to 
enter upon and discharge the duties of another de- 
partment of the government, and when gentlemen 
said that they had the right to deprive the citizens of 
this District of their property, why, they usurped 
functions that did not kelong to them, and establish- 
eda perfect despotism. Gentlemen seemed to for- 
get that there are other departments in the govern- 
ment which are sustained by, and dependent on, the 
constitution of the United States. Whata spectacie 
would Congress present to the world, if they at- 
tempted to arrogate to themselves all the ae of 
all the departments of the government! hy, they 
would not only make themselves rediculous in the 
eyes of their ‘constituents, but of the whole world. 
But (said My.'M.,) let us examine for a moment 


“perhaps say, so. ~unfortunate— 


‘what kind of a thing this abolition hobby iss—for he 


Considered “it one. of ‘the veriest, hobby horses that - 


ever was ridden by a political demagogue. ` What 


was i? Wh „it presented itself. in different põr- 
nion, under various forms and various : 


tions of the 
disguises." Sometimes it had -been ridden’ double; 
and under the passage of the ist rule it had kicked 
up; and now what was called. the liberty party had 
set up for themselves, and that was become a great 
question. He had proof—and proof that gentlemen 
must acknowledge to be corréct—to show that this 
liberty party was gotten up for political purposes. 
Mr. M. here read the following extract from the 
Baltimore Sun: . 
. COMPLIMENTARY. —Mr. Lloyd Garrison, in the 
last Liberator, says:‘Morally speaking, I am more and 
more convinced by inquiry and conversation that the 
ilberty party, as such, in New England, is utterly un- 
principled, and the most insidious, and therefore 
the most dangerous foe with which genuine anti- 
slavery has to contend.’ ” ; 
The honorable gentleman then proceeded to reply to 


the position taken by other gentlemen on this subject, ` 


more especially on that part of the subject which 
embraces the nght of petition; and contended that it 
would be the least evil to receive, and refer, and re- 
port upon these petitions. They were told that, if 
this course were adopted, they should be flooded with 
these petitions; but he could not conceive that the 
state of things could be much worse than it was at 
present. There was, he knew, a committee in one 
part of this country, engaged in the preparation of 
pentions that would evade the rule: and hence it was 

etter to meet the subject fairly; for so long as they 
attempted to smother the question, political dem- 
agogues would take advantage of the circumstances. 
He glanced at the course pursued by England on 
this subject—a nation possessing great regard for 
liberty while she enslaved her own white population. 
The fact he apprehended to be, that England dedm- 
ed the question of slavery the one by which she 
could the more easily assail the principles of our 
overnment. It was not simply a question of phi- 
anthropy with that nation; for if it v she had 
objects enough on whom it could be exereiséd, in her 
people, who had, unfortunately, less comforts than 
the slaves of the South. Hespoke of the govern- 
tnent of England as tyrannical and oppressive to her 
own people; and he intimated that, amongst the op- 
position in this House, there was a coincidence of 
public policy which was not a little remarkable—a 
policy which would oppress the people with high 
protective tariffs, national banks, and other systems 
which amounted to class legislation. = 

He pursued this subject until he was cut short by 
the expiration of his hour. 

Messrs. GIDDINGS, and SEYMOUR of Con- 
necticut simultaneously rose, and after some conver- 
sation as to who was entitled to the floor, the Speaker 
assigned it to f 

Mr. GIDDINGS, who proceeded to observe that 
he had scarcely expected an opportunity to address 
the House again upon this quesuon, inasmuch as he 
had made some ineffectual attempts to get the floor; 
but having at length succeeded, he would now com- 

«mence the course of remarks which he proposed to 
submit to the House; and in doing so, he would first 
take leave to express the gratification he felt at the 
manner in which the discussion of this important 
question had been conducted—for he considered it 
an important question as it regarded the fu- 
ture destinies of this country; at the cool and 
deliberate and dispassionate manner in which gen- 
tlemen from the various sections of the country had 
seen fitto meetas friends, and compare their ideas 
upon this subject, which had been so frequently 
called an incendiary and exciting subject, and one 
which ought not to be discussed. It gave him great 
gratification, for it showed him that they were ap- 
proaching a very different state of things; that the 
time had arrived when they could meet in that hall 
as statesmen, worthy of the name, and in a spirit of 
confidence and generosity of feeling, compare their 
sentiments, and come toa mutual understanding. 
He hailed the present appearances as the harbin- 
ger of better times; and he believed the country 
would rejoice at the indications which had been 
manifested here. 

As far as he was individually concerned, he was 
not ignorant of the feeling which existed in regard 
to himself personally; but he intended that if gentle- 
men carried beyond that hall a feeling of ill will or 
ofhostility towards him, it should not be attributed to 
any want of courtesy or disposition on his part to 
wound the feelings of any gentleman; and if the 


_ After some ‘conversation ‘as to the precise ques- 
tion pending, it was determined by the Spe i 

be upon an amendment proposed’ by: Mr. 
Brown to add the following: ~ : 


“Nor shall such transfer be made from atiy head 
of appropriation which may require another appro- 
priation at any future time .to. supply the +d 


ciency occasioned by such transfer.” i 


Mr. M. BROWN said. he’ had no desire that the 
question should be taken in any form: which would 
avoid a direct vote upon the question: of authorizing 
these transfers. The operation of the bill, if he cor- 
rectly understood it, would beto take from a. funid 
which might be supplied by another appropriation; 
in fact it was in reality a bill for. the urpose: of 
increasing appropriations for the present fiscal: year. 
And it was. because he believed such would be-the 
effect of the bill, that he had proposed the amend- 
ment, i ; 

Mr. PARMENTER remarked. that there was:a 
provision in the bill which would. accomplish ‘the 
very purpose which the gentleman designer to effect 
by his amendment. The bill itself provided. that no: 
transfer should, be made from any fund ‘of which the 
unexpended balance would. be. required within the 
fiscal year. The object of the gentleman: was‘a. prop- 
er one; but the amendnient was liable, from:the broad 
terms in which it was couched, to be misunderstood. 
He. could inform ‘the gentleman that. it would not. be 
necessary to make any appropriation to’ supply a 
deficiency occasioned by a transfer during the fiscal 
year. : : 
_ Mr. BARNARD made a few remarks. in ‘support 
of the amendment. 


The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
as follows—yeas 105, nays 58: l = 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff,, Aaron - 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell; Cary, 
Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Coles, Colamer, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Gar- 
rett Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dick- 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, Fish, Flor- 
ence, Foot, French, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grider, 
Hale, Haralson, Harper; Henley; Hopkins, Houston, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Jameson, Jenks, Cave’ Johnson, Perley. B. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, La 
branche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClelland, MeClex- 
nand, McConnell, McIlvaine, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newe 
ton, Payne, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Read, 
David S. Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Scheack, 
Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, 
Summers, Thomasson, Thompson, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, and Joseph A, Wright—105, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Beardsley, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Campbell, Catlin, Chilton, 
Richard D, Davis, Dean, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Fariee, Fos- 
ter, Gilmer, Grinnell, Hamlin, Herrick, Hubbell, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Preston King, Leonard, Me- 
Causlen, McDowell, McKay, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. 
Morris, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Relfe, Russell, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Stetson, John 

tewart, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Tibbatts, Weller, Wil 
liams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, and Yost—58. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and to 
be read a third time now; and it was read accordingly. 

On the question of its passage, the yeas and nays 
were taken, and resulted as folows—yeas 101, nays 
68: i 


YEAS-—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Beardsley, Benjamin Black, Edward J. Black, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Brodhead, O. Brown, W.J. Brown, 
Buflington Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, Garrett 
Davis, R. D. Davis, Dear, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, Frick, Gilmer, Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Hale, Herriek, Holmes, Hopkins, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Charles’ J. Jngersoll, Joseph R. Inger. 
soll, Irvin, Jameson, Preston King, Danici P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, McCauslen, MeLowell, Mell- 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Murphy, Nes, 
Owen, Parmenter, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Purdy, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, Sample, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wheaton, White, Willioms, Wilkins Winthrop, Wise, 
William Wright, and Yost—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnard, Belser, Benton, Blackwell, 
Boyd, Jacob’ Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Burke. Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A Chapman, Cranston, Cullom, Dane, 
John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Douglass, Ficklin, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Grider, Hamlin, 


Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Houston, Hudson, Hungerford, 


Washington. Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jenks, Cave: Johnson, | 


Perley B. Johnson, Andrew. Johnson; George W. Jones, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClelland, McConnell, Mathews, 
Moseley, Newton, Norris, Pattérson, Payne, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B: Smith, 
Robert. Smith, Stephens, Summers, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vin- 
ton, and Joseph A. Wright—68. 


So the bill was passed. : 
- Mr. BELSER desired permisssion. to inquire. of 
the chairman of the Committee of Elections when 
it was intention to move to take up the report made 
by that committee on the subject of the return of 
the return of members elected by general ticket, for 
consideration. f 

Mr. ELMER rose to reply, but was prevented 


by— 

Yk. HUGHES, who moved that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the. purpose of taking up the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs respecting Oregon. 

Mr. J. R: INGERSOLL moved a reconsideration 
of the vote which had just been taken upon the pas- 
sage of the naval appropriation transfer bill, and de- 
manded the previous question. 

. The demand for the previous question not being 
seconded, the motion was lost. 

Mr. OWEN desired the postponement of all other 
business, in order to go into committee in pursuance 
of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. ©. J OHNSON said he had no objection that 
all other bills should be postponed except the first 
upon the order of the day, which was that in rela- 
tion to the Wyandott Indians. 

The question being upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill, it was taken, and decided 
in the affirmative. 

The question upon the passage of the bill was 
then put, and decided affinaatively, 

Mr. CARY, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of George W. 
Allen and Reuben Allen; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and made the order of the 
day for to-morrow. 

Ir. HUGHES renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole; which motion prevailed, 
and the House resolved itself into committee, (Mr. 
Campsext in the chair. 

Mr. HUGHES then moved to take up the reso- 
lution relative to Oregon; and upon this motion a 
division was called; and ‘the vote being taken by 
tellers, (Messrs. CLINGMAN and McCuernanp,) re- 
sulted thus: 59 in the affirmative, and 60 in the neg- 
ative. 

_ So the committee refused to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. McKAY moved to take up House bill 29, 
making appropriations for the Indian department; 
which was carried. 

The bill having been read, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he had an amend- 
ment, which he had been instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to offer. 

The CHAIR said that the rule required the bill 
to be acted on by clauses, and the gentleman must 
reserve his amendment until the clause it applied to 
was reached. 

After some conversation between Messrs. C. 
JOHNSON, DROOMGOOLE, and DICKEY, 

The Clerk proceeded with reading the bill by 
clauses till he came to the following clause: “for the 
necessary buildings required at the several agencies, 
and repairs thereof authorized by the act of June 
18, 1834, $2,000. 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out this item. 
Since the bill was reported, he had learned from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs that there would 
bean unexpended balance of a former appropriation 
on his hands sufficient for the objects in that item of 
the appropriations to last during the present fiscal 
year. 

‘The clause was accordingly stricken out. 

The Clerk continued poling till he came to the 
following clause: “for permanent annuity stipulated 
i ae Ath article of the treaty of the 7th August, 

791, 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he should like to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
what. was the consideration which the government 
received for the permanent annuity which was pro- 
posed to be given in this article. 

“Mr. Me AY replied that it was impossible for 
him to-say at this moment what induced the stipu- 
lation in this or any other treaty the government 


_CONGRESSION 


had entered into. All he could now say was, that | 


he and two other members of the committee carefully 
compared the items in’ this bill, with the treaty stip- 
ulations on which they were based, and found them 
to be correct. The treaty was made by the execu- 
tive, with. the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
was the law of the land; and the faith of the govern- 
ment was pledged to fulfil it. The gentleman could 
refer to the treaty and ascertain this matter for him- 
self. : 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he would ask the gentleman 
if the condition was not for the return of negroes, 
and for which they were now making this appro- 
priation of money. : 

-Mr. McK AY said that he had no information on 
this subject farther than what he had already given. 
The gentleman was much more deeply, interested in 
matters of this sort than he was; and he was sur- 
prised that he had not made himself acquainted 
with such facts as were necessary for his purpose. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved të strike out the 
clause. He read extracts from treaties, to 
show that this item was stipulated to be paid to the 
Creek nation for the return of negro slaves. Hav- 
ing made his explanation, he withdrew his motion. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the gentleman had 
not stated the objects of the treaty correctly. The 
sum stipulated was to pay the Indians for a large 
tract of land, which they had ceded to the govern- 
ment, and not for the purpose the gentleman stated. 
There were stipulations that the Indians should pay 
for the negroes and other property they had stolen; 
and this was to be deducted from the’ price of the 
land, and that was all. 

The next item was as follows: “for permanent an- 
nuity, stipulated in the second article of the treaty 
of 16th June, 1802, $3,000.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS made a like motion and speech 
on this item, 

Mr. PAYNE denied that this sum was paid for 
slaves, and said it was for the land which they 
ceded to the general government. The object of 
the gentleman from Ohio was quite as fair in this as 
it was in reading a letter of Cassius M. Clay to his 
constituent¥;in a way to induce them to beliéve that 
it was written by Henry Clay. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE wished the House and the 
country to understand, that the gentleman from Ohio 
had made a motion to strike out an item of this bill, 
which was, in effect, a motion to violate the public 
faith; and on this he had hung a speech for political 
effect. If the gentleman was not in earnest, (as he 
had a right to presume he was not, by withdrawing 
the first motion,) his object was to trifle with the 
House by making a speech for political effect. One 
or the other of these objects the gentleman had in 
view, and he wished the country to understand it. 
It was either to violate a treaty stipulation, and 
break the pledged faith of the nation, or else to get 
in a speech for political effect, based on a fictitious 
motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he was here as the 
representative of freemen, with a high moral duty to 
perform, and was not to be deterred from the dis- 
charge of it by personal assaults. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Surely I made no personal 
assault on the gentleman. I said nothing that was 
Not strictly parliamentary. 

Mr. GIDDINGS continued that he had a right to 
bring this matter to the notice of the country; and 
he wished them to be informed that one of the con- 
ditions on which this treaty was made was the pay- 
ment for captured slaves. He had no apology to 
make to the member from Alabama; for he stood 
fearless in the discharge of his duty, and was not to 
be intimidated by anything that could be said on 
that floor. Having attained the object he had in 
view, he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PAYNE replied that the gentleman was mis- 
taken in supposing that he could make political cap- 
ictal out of this matter. It was well known that the 
appropriation was in pursuance of the stipulations 
of a treaty that had been in existence for years, and 
the payments annually made; and that the considera- 
tion was fora large tract of territory ceded by the 
Indians. As to the stipulation of payment for slaves, 
it was for slaves they had stolen, and was on the 
same principle that provision was made for other 
stolen property to be deducted out of the money to 
be paid the Indians. As to the gentleman saying 
that he owed him no apology, why, he would scorn 
to accept one from him. 

The CHAIR said that it was notin order to make 
personal allusions. : : i 

He (Mr. P.) would refrain, on this occasion, from 


saying what his. feelings would. induce him to say; 
and barely add, that the facts being now known, the 
gentleman might. make what political capital he 
pleased of it. = ~ : : l 

Mr. GIDDINGS was proceeding to reply, when 
he was called to order, on the ground that there was 
no motion before the committee. . 

Mr. HARALSON observed that he would pro- 
pose to the House to allow the gentleman from Ohio 
full liberty to write out a speech, and circulate it 
among his own constituents, and make what politi- 
cal capital he pleased of it. This would be a great 
saving of time to the House; and he therefore 
moved that the committee rise. 

The committee then rose, and 

The House adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. NORRIS: The memorial of Gen. John 
McNeil, asking for arrears of pension on. account 
of wounds received in the battle of Pridgewater, 
January 25, 1814; and for injuries receiyed in the 
United States service at Chicago, in December, 1822, 
while in command at that post. 

By Mr. IRVIN: The memorial of B. Leas, and 
100° others, citizens of Huntingdon and Bedford 
counties, Pa., praying for the establishment of a 
post route from Orbisonia, in Huntingdon county, 


‘to Fort Lyttleton, in Bedford county. 


By Mr. FICKLIN: The preamble and resolu- 
tions of the legislature of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing a grant of land on the line of the Northern 
Cross rail-road, in the State of Illinois; and a com- 
munication from J. J. Peddicord on the same sub- 
ject: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. A. V. BROWN: The petition of Mr. 
Owen Lloyd, of Hardin county, Te., praying a pen- 
sion for his revolutionary services: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. FISH: Petition of A. Hathaway for the 
redemption of a treasury note alleged to have been 
catealtads but which exhibits no mark of cancella- 
tion. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition: of Horatio 
C. Merriam, and others, of Massachusetts, in rela- 
to the operation of the tariff upon the agriculture of 
the country; and for the appropriation of the Smith- 
sonian bequest for the purposes of agricultural edu- 
cation. i 


By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Noyes Pal- 
mer, and 190 others, citizens of Cayuga county, N. 
Y., praying for the reduction of the present rates of 
postage, and for the abolishment of the franking 
privilege. 

By Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF: The petition 
of Ira Carpenter, praying compensation for losses 
of property during the late war: referred to the Com- 
mittce of Claims. The petition of citizens of Green- 
field, Huron county, Ohio, praying an appropria- 
tion for the harbor of Sandusky: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Petition of certain cit- 
izens of Huron county, praying a distribution of 
the public lands to non-freeholders: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. Petition from citizens 
of Huron county, Ohio, praying an appropriation 
for the repair and improvement of Huron harbor, on 
Lake Erie: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Charles Beggs, 
Samuel Brown, and others, citizens of Chatauque 
county, New York, praying for an appropriation 
for repairing the public. works at Dunkirk harbor, 
New York. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of Jesse 
L. Davis, and 29 other citizens of Indiana, asking a 
post route from Washington to Carlisle, via Ed- 
wardsport and Robbin’s Prairie. Also, the petition 
of John R. Stone, and 65 other citizens of Lawrence 
county, Indiana, asking an extension of mail route 
No. 3,940. Also, the petition of Robert Hoggatt, 
and 81 other citizens of Vigo county, Indiana, ask- 
ing a donation of land to improve the navigation of 
the Wabash river. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of Miles King 
and others, praying the payment of certain claims 
that have accrued under his agency as navy agent at 
Norfolk: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Robert Dick- 
ey, of Hagisburg, Pennsylvania, heir of Lieutenant 
William Dickey, for compensation for services ren- 
dered during the revolutionary war, 


Mr. THOMPSON withdrew from the files the 


petitioni of Benjamin’ Evans; 
the Committee on’ Commerce. = ay 
“By Mr. DODGE: The resolution of the Council 
and. House of Representatives of the Territory of 
‘Wisconsin; asking Congress for an appropriation 
for a. light-house at Lank harbor, on the western 
shore of Lake Michigan, in said Territory: referred 
to.the Committee on Commerce. The resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the Territory of 
‘Wisconsin, requesting the passage of a law estab- 
lishing a post-route from Madison, in the county of 
Dane, in said Territory, by the way of New Prairie, 
Columbus, and Beaver Dam, to ———-, in the 
county of Fond du Lac; also the establishing a post- 
route from Fort Winnebago, county of Portage, by 
the way of Green Lake, to Fond du Lac: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The resolution of the House of Representatives, 
asking the passage of a law to establish a post-route 
from Madison to Fort Atkinson, in Jefferson county, 
to connect with a post-route already established, 
from the last named place, via White Water and 
Elkhorn, in Walworth county, to Genesee: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The petition of the citizens of Eagle Prairie, and 
Milwaukie, Territory of Wisconsin, asking the es- 
tablishment of a mail-route from Prairieville, North 
Prairie, Eagle Prairie, White Water, Fort Atkin- 
son, and Snell’s Lake, to Madison, the seat of gov- 
ernment of said Territory: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Charles 
Pendleton, Frederick and Joseph W. Pendleton, and 
others, praying the passage of a law granting them 
a pre-emption right to a certain parcel of land there- 
in named. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of 110 citizens 
of Knowlesville, New York, for an extension of the 
pension laws. . 

The following resolutions, offered on Monday 
last by Mr. THomas Smitu, (and inadvertently 
omitted,) lie over for consideration: 


Resolved, That the heirs of Captain Robert Bealle, 
claiming commutation for the services of said Cap- 
tain Robert Bealle, of the 15th Virginia regiment, 
on continental establishment, be taken from the 
files of this Iouse, together with all the papers and 
evidences in the possession of this House relating to 
the petitition and application of said heirs, and be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of Mary D. 
Dibble, of Switzerland county, Indiana, claiming 
commutation and other allowances due her father, 
Wm. M. Smith, who was a Colonel in the revolu- 
tionary war, commissioned by the State of Massa~ 
chuseits, be taken from the files of this House, and 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Friary, February 2, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday having been read, 
Mr. BARROW rose and announced to the Senate 


* THE DEATH OF JUDGE PORTER. 


He said: Mr. President, it is with unfeigned sorrow 
that I announce to the Senate an event of the most 
ainful character. My colleague and friend, the 
on. ALEXANDER Porter, departed this life on the 
13th ultimo, at his residence in Louisiana, aged fifty- 
eight years. 

By the death of Senator Porrer, Louisiana loses 
one of her most talented and honored citizens, and the 
nation is deprived of the valuable services, in this 
body, of a pure patriot and an enlightened states- 
man; and under such a national calamity, it would 
be unmeet for me to speak of the personal bereave- 
ment I have sustained by the death of my friend. 
Tt is the usage, on occasions like this, to pre- 
sent a brief sketch of the life and character of the 

- deceased; and I should most deeply regret my lim- 
ited knowledge of Judge Porrsr’s parentage and 
early life, if I did not know that history takes care 
of men of his order of genius and distinguished 
public character; and that she looks to other sources 
for information concerning the lives of her great 
great men, than to the ephemeral eulogies of partial 
friends. 

Judge Porter was born in the land of Curran, 
and his father was a cotemporary and friend of that 
brilliant orator and incorruptible patriot. The 
father of Judge Porrer was a man of piety ind classi- 
gal education, and waa by profession a minister of 


and it was F to: 


the Gospel; but th 


liberty glowed. so warmly in his bosom, that: 


W 
nishéd armor of a soldier, resolved ‘to conquer. or 
die in defence of his country’s freedom.. History 
informs us what was the result of the patriotic but 
indiscreet attempt made, in 1798, by some of the 
pre and most gifted sons of Ireland, to emancipate 

er from the thraldom of England. And from the 
pages of the same history we learn that the father 
of Judge Porter fall a martyr in the cause of free- 
dom, and: was executed as arebel. ` Judge Porter 
thus became, in early life, fatherless and without a 
home; and he was. forced. to abandon his own, his 
native land, and seek refuge in a land of stran- 
gers. To this country, the asylum of the oppress- 
ed of all nations, Judge Porter, in company 
with his widowed mother and a younger brother, 
emigrated, and settled in Nashville, Tennessee, 
amongst whose ever-generous citizens he found 
many ready to comfort the widow and protect the 
fatherless. In Nashville, he entered a mercantile 
house, in the capacity of clerk; and, while he was 
engaged in that vocation, he did not neglect the cul- 
tivation of those high faculties with which nature 
had so bountifully endowed him. 

In a few years, while thus laboring for his own 
and a widowed mother’s support, he not only ex- 
tended the sphere of his general knowledge, but he 
laid the broad and deep foundation of that legal 
Jearning which was the pride and ornament of his 
mature age, and which will transmit his name to 
the latest posterity as one of the brightest judicial 
lights of this age. At this period of his life, we find 
Judge Porter once more seeking a new home; and, 
about the year 1809, he removed from Nashville 
to the Territory of Orleans, and settled in the 
county of Attakapas, where he lived and died, loved 
and admired for his many_ private virtues, and hon- 
ored for his talents and public services. 

The first high station of trust in which we find 
him placed by the confidence of the people among 
whortt he had settled, is in the convention which as- 
sembled in 1812 to form a constitution for the people 
of the Territory of Orleans. In that body, which 
numbered the ablest men of the Territory, Judge 
Porrer soon acquired a reputation for integrity, 
learning, and statesmanship, which placed him, at 
once, most conspiculously before the people; and he 
was, not long after that period, elevated to the 
supreme court bench of the State of Louisiana; which 
station he occupied for about fifteen years. , It was 
in that office that Judge Porter rendered services to 
the people of Louisiana above all appreciation, and 
acquired for himself a reputation as imperishable as 
the civil law itself; and as that system of jurispru- 
dence has survived the wreck of empires, it is likely 
to continue as long as civilization finds a resting 
place on the earth. {am confident that the distin- 
guished jurists of the nation, to whom Judge Por- 
TER’s judicial character must be well known, will not 
consider it the exaggerated language of eulogy, 
when I say that the opinions which he delivered as 
judge of the supreme court of Louisiana display a 


judgment, which justly entitle him to a niche in the 
temple of fame in juxtaposition witheven the great, 
the pure, the immortal Marshall. 

The health of Judge Porrer, at last, sunk under 
the severe and incessant labors of his office, and he 
was compelled to retire from that brench from which 
he had, for go many years, dispensed justice with the 
inflexible integrity of a Hale, the intrepidity of a 
Holt, and the legal acumen ofa Mansfield. 

He was not, however, long permitted to enjoy the 
ease and happiness of private life; but was called 
upon, in 1833, by the people of his State, to serve 
them in the councils of the nation: and here, in this 
chamber, he acquired new laurels, and added new 
lustre to his already bright fame, his brilliant wit, 
his infinite humor, his general courtesy, and gentle- 
manly bearing: and I know that, with me, you sin- 
cerely lament that he has been stricken down by the 
cold hand of death, at the moment he was, for a sec- 
ond time, summoned by the State of Louisiana to 
take his seat on this floor, as one of the representa- 
tives of her sovereignty. While I consider that the 
nation has sustained a grievous loss by the death of 
Judge Porter, I know that the loss to Louisiana is 
irreparable. ‘This vacant seat here cannot be filled 
with his equal, no matter who may become his 
honored successor. 

My feelings, Mr. President, admonish me to for- 
bear further observations on this sad occasion; and 


threw aside the sacerdotal robe, and put on the bur- | 


‘depth of learning, a power of analysis, a force of 
reasoning, and a comprehensiveness and accuracy of 


tat m 

monial of the hig 
memory, I submit for ih 
the following résolutions: 


{the Hon. 
State of 


. The resolutions having been read, Mr. BENTON 
rose and said: eee a 
I rise, Mr. President, to second the motion which 
has been made to render the last honors of “this 
chamber to our deceased brother Senator, whose 


death has been so feelingly announced; and ‘in. doing 
so, I comply with an obligation of friendship, as 
wellas conform to the usage of the Senate, Pam 
the oldest personal friend which the illustrious de- 
ceased can have upon this floor, and amongst the old- 
est which he can have in the United States. Itis now, 
sir, more than the period of a generation—more 
than the third of a century—since the then emigrarit 
Irish boy, ALEXANDER Porter, and myself met on 
the banks of the Cumberland river, at Nashville, in 
the State of Tennessee, when commenced ‘a friend- 
ship which death only dissolved on his part. We be- 
longed to a circle of young lawyers, and students 
at law, who had the world Petore them, and nothing 
but their exertions to depend upon. Firsta clerk. 
in his uncle’s store, then a student at law, and. al- 
ways a lover of books, the young Porter was one of 
that circle, and it was the custom of all that be- 
longed to it to spend their leisure: hours in the'de- 
lightful occupation of reading. History, poetry, 
elocution, biography, the ennobling speeches of the 
living and the dead, were our social recreation;. and 
the youngest member of the circle was one of our 
favorite readers. He read well, because he com- 
prehended clearly, felt strongly, remarked beauti- 
fully upon striking passages, and gave a new charm 
to the whole with his rich, mellifluous Irish accent. 
It was then that I became acquainted with. Ireland 
and her children, read the ample story of her wrongs, 
learnt the long list of her martyred patriots’ names, 
sympathized in their fate, and imbibed the feelings 
for a noble and oppressed. people which the extinc- 
tion of my own life can alone extinguish. 

Time and events dispersed that circle. The 
young Porter, his law license signed, went to the 

ower Mississippi; I to the Upper. And, years 
afterwards, we met on this floor, senators from dif- 
ferent parts of that vast Louisiana which was not 
even a part of the American Unionat the time that he 
and I were born. We met here in the session 1833, 
84—-high party times, and on opposite sides of the 
great party line; but we met as we had parted years 
before. We met as friends; and, though often our 
part to reply to each other in the ardent debate, yet 
never did we do it with other feelings than those 
with which we were wont to discuss our subjects of 
recreation on the banks of the Cumberland. 

I mention these circumstances, Mr. President, be- 
cause, while they are honorable to the deceased, they 
are also justificatory to myself for appearing as the 
second to the motion which has been made. A per- 
sonal friendship of almost forty years. gives me a 
right to appear as a friend to the deceased on this 
oceasion, and to perform the office. which the rules 
and the usage of the Senate permit, and which so 
many other senators would so cordially and so faith- 
fully perform. 

In performing this office, I have, literally, but lit- 
tle else to do but to second the motion of the sena- 
tor from Louisiana, [Mr. Barrow.] The mover has 
done ample justice to his great subject. He also 
had the advantage of long acquaintance and inti- 
mate personal friendship with the deceased. He 
also knew him on the banks of the Cumberland, 
though too young to belong to the circle of young 
lawyers and law students, of which the junior 
member—the young ALEXANDER Porrer—was the 
chief ornament and delight. But he knew him— 
long and intimately—and has given evidence of that 
knowledge in the just, the feeling, the cordial, and 
impressive eulogium which he has just delivered on 
the life and character of his deceased friend and 
colleague. He has presented to you the matured 
man, as developed in his ripe and meridian age:- hẹ 


has presented to “you. the finished‘ scholar—the 
eminent lawyer—the profound judge—the distin- 
guished seriator—the ` firm - patriot—the constant 
friend—the honorable. man—the brilliant ‘con- 
verser—the social, cheerful, ‘witty companion. He 
has presented to you the ripe fruit, of which 1 saw 
the early blossom, and of which F felt the assurance, 
more than thirty years ago, that it would ripen 
into the golden -fruit‘;which we have all beheld. 

Mr. President, this is no vain or empty ceremo- 
nial in which the Senate is now engaged. Honors 
to the illustrious dead go beyond the discharge of a 
debt of justice to them, and. the rendition of conso- 
lation to their friends: they become lessons and ex- 
amples for the living.. The story of their humble 
beginning, and noble conclusion, is an example to 
be followed, and an incitement to be felt. And 
where shall we find an example more worthy of 
imitation, or more full of encouragement, than in 
the life and character of ALEXANDER Porter?—a lad 
of tender age—an orphan witha widowed mother 
and younger children—the father martyred in the 
eause of freedom—an exile before he was ten years 
old——an ocean to be crossed, and a strange land to 
be seen, and a wilderness of a thousand miles to be 
penetrated before he could find a resting place for 
the sole of his foot: then education to be acquired, 
support to be earned, and even citizenship to be 
gained, before he could make his own talents availa- 
ble to his support: conquering all these difficulties 
by his own exertions, and the aid of an affectionate 
uncle—(I will name him, for the benefactor of 
youth deserves to be named, and named with honor 
in the highest places)——with no other aid but that 
of an uncle’s kindness, Mr. Alexander Porter, sen., 
merchant of Nashville, also an emigrant from Ire- 
Jand, and full of the generous qualities which be- 
long to the children of that soil: this lad, an exile 
and orphan from the Old World, thus starting in the 
New World, with everything to gain before it could 
be enjoyed, soon attained every earthly object, 
either brilliant or substantial, for which we live and 
struggle m this life. Honors, fortune, friends; the 
highest professional and political distinction; long a 
supreme judge in his adopted State; twice a senator 
inthe Congress of the United States—wearing all 
his honors fresh and growing to the last moment of 
his life—and the announcement of his death follow- 
ed by the adjournment of the two Houses of the 
American Congress! -What.a noble and crowning 
conclusion to a beginning so humble, and so appa- 
rently hopeless! Honors to such a life—the honors 
which we now pay to the memory of Senator Por- 
TER—are not mere offerings to the dead, or mere 
consolations to the feelings of surviving friends and 
relations: they go further, and become incentives 
and inducements to the ingenuous youth of the 
present and succeeding generations, encouraging 
their hopes, and firing their spirits with a gencrous 
emulation. 

Nor do the benefits of these honors stop with in- 
dividuals, nor even with masses, or generations of 
men. They are not confined to persons, but rise to 
INSTITUTIONS—to the noble republican institutions 
under which such things can be! Republican gov- 
ernment itself—that government which holds man 
together in the proud state of equality and liberty— 
this government is benefited by the exhibition of 
the examples such as wenow celebrate, and by 
the rendition of the honors such as we now pay. 
Our deceased brother senator has honored and ken- 
efited our free republican institutions by the man- 
nerin which he has advanced himself under them; 
and we make manifest that benefit by the honors 
vhieh we pay him. He has given a pra 1 iias- 
tration of the working of our free, and equal, aad 
elective form of government; and our honors pro- 
claim the nature of that working. What is done in 
this chamber is not dene in a corner, but on a lefty 
eminence, seen of all people. Europe, as weli as 
America, will see how our form of government has 
worked in the person of an orphan, exiled boy, seek- 
ing refuge inthe land which gives to virtue and tal- 
ent all that they will ever ask—-the free use of their 
own exertions for their own advancement. 

Onr deceased brother was not an American citi- 
zen by theaccident of birth: he became so by the 
choice of his own will, i; 
laws. -Fhe events of hi 


uquity. [borrow the thought, not the language of 
Cicero, in his pleading for the poet Archias, when I 
place the citizen who becomes so by law and choice, 
on an equal footing with the citizen who becomes só 


by chance. “And, in the instance now before us, 
we may say that our adopted citizen has.repaid us 
for the liberality of our laws: that he has added to the 
stock of our national ‘character by the contributions 


which he has brought to it in the purity of his pri- 


vate life—the eminence of his public -services—the 
ardor of his patriotism, and the elegant productions 
of his mind. > 0 - Sods 

And here let me say—and I say it whh pride and 
satisfaction—our deceased brother Senator loved and. 
admired his adopted country, with a love and admira 
tion increasing with his age, and with his better know- 
ledge ofthe countries of the Old World. A few 
years ago,.and afterhe had obtained great honor 
and fortune in this country, he returned on_a visit 
to his native land, and to the continent of Europe. 
It was an occasion of honest exultation for the orphan 
emigrant boy toreturn to the land of his fathers, rich 
in the goods of this life, and clothed with the honors 
of the American Senate. But the visit was a mel- 
ancholy.one to him. His soul sickened at the state 
ofhis fellow man in the Old World, (I had it from 
his own lips;) and he returned from that visit with 
stronger feelings than everin favor of his adopted 
country. New honor awaited him here—that of a 
seeond election to the American Senate. But of 
this he was not permitted to taste; and the proceed- 
ings of this day announce his second “brief eleva- 
tion to this body, and his departure from it through 
the gloomy portals of death, and the radient temple 
of enduring fame. 

The question was put, and the resolutions were 
unanimously agreed to; and i 

The Senate (according to previous agreement) 
adjourned till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 2, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. ` 


Mr. THOMPSON announced the arrival of his 
colleague, Mr. Tireuman H. Tucker; who, after 
being sworn, took his seat. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, on leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of em- 
ploying a portion of the navy, and the officers and 
seamen, in removing the snags, and keeping open 
the Mississippi and Missouri rivers. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Ramsey; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day. 


REPORT ON RULES. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
report on rules. 

Mr. GIDDINGS being entitled to the floor, pro- 
ceeded to address the House. 

We have arrived (said Mr. G.) at that stage o 
our duties in the progress of legislation, where we 
find ourselves unfortunately divided upon a ques- 
tion which, as I remarked yesterday, deemed by 
many of great importance. That question has been 
so frequently stated and restated, that itis unneces- 
sary for me to say more than that itis simply 
whether we shall retain what was formerly the 
twenty-first but now the twenty-fifth rule, which 
excludes from our consideration petitions of a cer- 
tain character—petitions that had becn denomi- 
nated abolition petitions. Butin the progress of the 
remarks wiser shall make upon this question, | 
shall not use any of those terms abort which men 
areapt to difer. Tt is my intention to speak of 
ingsas they are. And here let me take occasion 
say that the term “abolition” is one which ought 
l a place in the discussions of this House, 
No two men probably understand the same thì 
the term abolition; one attaches to it one se 
another another; end therefore I shail av 
use of the term altogether; but will endeavoy, where- 
ever I comment on the peculiar character of the pe~ 
titions, to comment upon them as to the subject-mat- 
terof the prayer. ‘The whole difference of opinion 
regarding the receiving of these petitions, arises 
from the different views which we entertain of iie 
rights and duties of the governments of the several 
States respecting the institation of slavery. And I 
may say this difference of senliment is not new. Tt 
has exisied from the time of the adoption of the 
constitution, although there has been silence im- 
posed upon its discussion for a period of forty 
years, This restraint upon discussion and investi- 


gation has led-to the state-of feeling which now 


| exists; an I think, therefore, that wè. should go 
` back to.the origin of the whole matter—to the adop- 


tion of the constitution—and see how far our minds 
agree as to the rights which are due to the States 
and to the people of the South, as well as to those 
of the North, in order to ascertain and develop the 
true point in controversy. between us, and place 
the'question before’ the world in such a manner 


` that it may be clearly understood. 


We should be unworthy the. character of states- 
men if we lack the moral courage and ability to ap- 

roach the question in a liberal spirit, and with en- 
fzhtened views and feelings endeavor to divest it of 
all which has heretofore seemed tò render its discus- 
sion disagreeable: I say we should coolly examine 
and ascertain the point on which we differ; for I qe- 
clare to you that I cannot this day point out precise- 
ly wherein we differ. I, have compared my ideas 
upon the subject, with those of the slaveholders of 
the South—mien of honor and of candor—with whom 
I have conversed, and I am yet unable to lay my 
hand on the principle which they deny and I main- 
tain, or which they maintain and I deny.’ It is time 
that we should understand each other, and ifwe disa- 
ree, it is time we should know in what respect we 

isagree; the point of our disagreement should be 
ascertained. And now I will ask the attention of 
southern gentlemen here, whilst I proceed to give 
my views regarding the constitutional rights of the 
several States of the Union, in regard to slavery; 
and I hope that gentlemen will meet the arguments 
which I shall advance, if they deem them 
worthy of being answered, and refute them if 
they can be refuted. And first, I say, that at the 
formation of the constitution, the same difficulty 
existed among the members of the convention 
which exists among usto-day. Up to the time 
of the formation of the constitution, the States of 
this confederacy had the right to dispose of the 
subject of slavery precisely as every government 
has the right to dispose of all its institutions accord- 
ing to its own will, or the will of the people. Up 
to the time of the formation of the constitution, 
your State, Mr. Speaker, held her institution of 
slavery as independently of any other State or power 
now within this confederacy, as she did independ- 
ently of England. There was no power in the 
Northern States to interfere in any respect. And 
I ask, may I not lay it down as the doctrine 
which you hold, in common with southern men, 
that there was no power on earth which could 
rightfully interfere with the institutions of one 
of your States—Virginiaf, or example? The su- 
preme willof your people guided your councils, and 
you continued the institution of slavery, according 
to their supreme dictation. Massachusetts, at the 
dictation of her people, saw fit at an early day to 
strike the skackles from her slaves. Scarcely had 
the smoke ascended from her battle fields, before 
she set them free. There was no portion of the 
face of the earth which could interfer with her, at 
the time she did this,in respect to the abolition of 
her slaves, or of any other of. her institutions. . She 
was as independent and supreme as Virginia was. 
They stood on the same broad level. Ther was 
no distinction; they were acting under the dictation 
of no other power, but the will of their own people. 

At the time of the formation of the constituiion— 
and here I think southern gentlemen will agree with 
me—it was distinctly put forth as an ultimatum 
that the institution of slavery should never be inter- 
fered with. The members of the convention were 
not authorized to enter into any compact by which 
the contro} of the tution of sl : 
surrendered to the fi d gover 
you do not now, in the State of 
cisely that unlimited power over } 
ry that you cid prior to tha formation of the 


ion? Have 


if 
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yeu parted with any portion of 


int where gentlemen will be 
i agree with me, if they do at all. 
ay it down asa prinei that 

the free States retai 
empt from the i 
spect. And} 


avery in 
take issue y 


ple of m St 
nore 

1 you did to involve the 
souther pohtion of slavery. This is 
no new doctrine; it is the doctrine which I have at 
all times Maintained in pubbe speeches, in my wri- 
fings, and in private conversation—that we of the 


se, the disgrace, and the 


moral turpitude of. savery as ‘you of the South have 


to-retain slavery.. You of the South have one view. 
of slavery, and we of, the North another. You: 


think it right; proper, and just; we of the North 
entertain:. a. different view. We dislike the 
institution; “we hold it in execration.. No 
forthern ‘man could have been brought to. con- 
sènt to the formation of the Union, and it conse- 
quently never-could have been formed, if, by its 
Gperation, the North would have been bound to sup- 
port slavery. à a 

“There is one particular (and I will refer to it now) 
in which the constitution empowered the federal 
government to act in reference to slavery; and that 
is, in reference to the recapture of fugitive slaves, or, 
rather, the surrendering them to their masters, who 
chose to pursue their slaves into the free States. 
Without this, we all know, if a slave had set his 
foot upon the soil of a free State, either.as a fugitive, 
or by his master’s consent, that moment he was a 
free man. j i 

I will not argue.upon this point: the principle is 
recognised by every court in Great Britam, and was 
so by every court in the Union, And it was to 
remedy this defect that the South insisted on the 
right of the recapture of their fugitive slaves, when- 
ever they should escape. And, as Tam upon this 
point, T will go a little further into its history. An 
amendment was introduced by the member from 
South Carolina, that fugitive slaves should be ap- 
prehended as fugitives from justice; but, as itis well 

nown, that was rejected, without a dissenting voice. 
It was refused, lest the North should be involved in 
the expense of apprehending and retaining fugitive 
slaves. So cautious were the people about. inter- 
fering between slaves and their masters. 

Now, if gentlemen are prepared to go with me 
thus far, I say to southern gentlemen that, in all 
my future remarks upon this subject, this is the ba- 
sis of my position—that the government should not 
involve us in the turpitude, expense, and disgrace of 
slavery. I am not for invading any man’s rights; 
nor are the abolitionists.of the North disposed to in- 
vade the rights of any. ‘There is, on the part of all 
the people of the North, a moral influence against 
the institution of slavery: but I am speaking of the 
political power of this government; and I say no 
abolitionist ever asked this House,to interfere with 
the rights of any portion of the people of this 
Union. 

I will now make an exception to the rule which 
T have laid down, for I have been speaking of the in- 
stitution as it exists in time of peace; but in case of 
war, when the existence of this nation is threatened, 
when waris raging with all its horrors and its 
dangers, and consequences, this is a case beyond the 
constitution and the law, when men are driven to 
the first law of nature—the law of self-preservation— 
to defend their lives at any sacrifice of interest which 
may he necessary. We have the example of Gen. 
Jackson, who abolished slavery at New Orleans; we 
have the example of Gen. Gaines, and, I believe, of 
Gen. Scott. When they found it necessary for the 
public safety, they did not hesitate to take the slaves 
from their masters. But I have no desire, neither 
have I time, to go further into this part of the’ sub- 
ject. Now, having fixed the rights of the several 
States, and having assumed, as the basis of my 
position, that the federal government has no 
power to infringe upon the rights ‘of the people 
of the North, and to involve them in-the suppor} 
of the institution of slavery, I will merely say, 
that, almost from the very commencement of the 
government, reiterated abuses of this kind have been 
enacted. The government was involved in pe- 
euniery expenses, and to an amount which could 
mot. fai te wstonigh the people of this country, if 
they could be put in possession of the whole of the 
facts, 

The power and influences of this government, and 
the power and influences of the executive, had been 
exerted in support of slavery; and here he would 
say to the gentlemen of the South, ihat they of the 
Worth had a common interest in this government, 
as much as the South had, and that the government 
had no right to-take the money of the North, and 
prostitute its powers by expending it m support of 
the odious and detestable institution of slavery. 


Gentlemen of the South must pardon him when he 4 


spoke in this way; for ifthey spoke in such harsh terms 
of abolition, he, who detested slavery as much as they 
did abolition, hadan equal right to speak harshly 
efit. Sir, (said Mr. G.) this government is cur 


e ‘Supreme uncontrolled power to 


) to degrade it: by makini 
ers and slave- tradin shall yi 
on. the influences of the North, to 


of the Nor aid in the support 
_ ofa commerce which we regard as detestable, ‘and 

hold in the utmost abhorrence.. You have *no right 
to compel. us to support.a commerce which you 
have declared to be piracy, if carried on in certain 
longitudes, and whicha man would, if caught therein, 
be hanged for. “We hold this trade in utter abhor- 
rence wherever it is carried on, and consider it as 
detestable on our own coasts, as on the coast of Af- 
rica. Mr. G. here referred to several instances in 
which he averred that slavery was upheld by the 
government of the. United States. He might, he 
said, cite numerous instances in which. the army and 
navy had been employed in capturing and 
bringing back into bondage the panting fugitive, 
who was sighing for that liberty for which our 
fathers fought and bled.. 

He would now ask the attention of the House to 
one class of abolition petitions which were excluded 
by the rule. These petitions asked that the abuses 
to which he had referred might cease forever, and 
that they might no longer be involved in the moral 
guilt ae | turpitude connected with them. “Will gen- 
tlemen from the South (said Mr. G.) stand up and 
say that we of the North are bound to step forward 
and imbrue our hands in blood, in order that this 
institution of slavery shall be sustained? If they 
will, it is time that the people of the North knew it, 
and it is their duty to speak out plainly and tell the 

eople of the North what is required at their hands. 

e tendered to gentlemen of the South this dis- 
tinct issue; andhe asked them to meet it, or to dodge 
it, he cared not which. He asked them if they con- 
tended that this government.should involve the peo- 

le of the North in the disgrace and guilt of slavery. 
We do not (said Mr. G.) seek to interfere with the in- 
stitutions of the South within the limits of their States; 
but we deny that they have the right to carry these 


ple of other States to sustain them. 


tention of the House was another class of petitions, 
praying for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia; and others askmg the repeal of the 
laws which sustain slavery here; and by iis means, 
relieve the people of the North from the moral 
responsibility which rests on them, in consequence 
of the continuance of slavery here. On this point, 
Mr. G. argued, that as slavery was altogether a con- 
sequence of municipal regulation, it could not 
have existed here for one moment, after the assump- 
tion of jurisdiction by Congress over the District, 
but for the act declaring all the laws of Maryland 
and Virginia, which were in existence at the time 
of the cession, to be still in force. Among the laws 
thus existing at the time of the cession, and re- 
enacted by Congress, were those establishing 
slavery; and as the act of Congress was passed 
by Northern, as well as Southern representatives it 
followed that slavery existed in virtue of an act of 
Congress, and that the continuance of that act 
was amoral reproach to the North, as well as to 
the South. 

Mr. G., in support of this position, referred to the 
deeds of cession from Virginia and Maryland, and 
to the laws of those States, in relation to negro 
slavery. 

Mr. RAYNER asked if the gentleman from Ohio 
would allow him to ask him one question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. The gentleman says that slavery 
is a consequence of municipal legislation; now I ask 
him if he believes in the decalogue. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do; but I would not, if it 
sanctioned slavery. 

Mr. RAYNER. The tenth commandment says, 
thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s man servant, 
nor his maid servant. What does the gentleman un- 
derstand by that? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have servants—hired ser- 
vants; I hope the gentleman does not covet them; 
and God forbid that I should covet his slaves. 
Mr. G. contended that slavery in this District was 
the consequence of. municipal regulation, and was 
+ sustained only by the power of the government. 
Withdraw that power, (said he,) and slavery will 
be immediately abolished; for it it was only by the 
power of the government that the master had the 
right to subject his slave to his own will. 

‘Another ‘class of petitions to which he wanted to 
call the attention of the House, was that declaring 
that slavery existed in this District in virtue of a 


institutions beyond their limits, and compel the peo- 


The next point to which he wished to call the at- 


this District: came into the possession of Congress, 
it-¢amé as a blank shéet, on which could ‘be inscribed: 
the. dark record of slavery,-or: the gloriot : 
mation of universal freedom: | Mr: G. then referred 
to the slave trade carried oñ inthis District, from the: 
sin of which, -he said, his constituents desire to: be: 
relieved; but at this stage of his remarks, he was in-’ 
terrupted by : eee 
Mr. WINTHROP, who introduced his colleague, 
Mr. Rocxwett, lately elected a member of: the” 
House from the State of Massachusetts. - Fine 
Mr. ROCKWELL then presented himself at the 
Speaker’s table, and the oath to support the consti- 
tution of the United States was administered ‘to him. 
The SPEAKER then declared that the morning 
hour had expired; when . Sum, 
Mr. HAMMETT next obtained the floor; bút-he ` ` 
gave way to ` pi h 
Mr. SLIDELL, who called the Speaker's`atten- 
tion to a communication which had been received 
from the Senate. ; 


THE DEATH OF SENATOR PORTER. - ' 


The Speaker directed the Clerk to read the com- 
munication from the Senate in relation to‘the death 
of Senator Porter; and it was read accordingly. 


Mr. SLIDELL then rdse, and spoke as follows: 


Mr. Speaxer: The message which we have just 
received, communicating the intelligence of the 
death of a senator of Louisiana, devolves upon me, 
as one of the representatives of that State, ‘in con- 
formity with an established and salutary. usage, the 
duty of making some brief observations on the 
character and history of the deceased. ¥ It would, 
perhaps, be sufficient to say that ALexanner Por- 
TER had twice been chosen to discharge the august 
functions of representing the sovereignty of onè of . 
the States of this great confederacy. Sopatihuited 
as the Senate of the United States has: heretofore 
always been, (and as I trust it ever will be,) of the 
men most distinguished throughout the Union ‘for 
intelligence, virtue, and patriotism, this fact- alone 
affords his most emphatic eulogium. But. in that 
body, among the very élite of the nation—the intel- 
lectual giants of the land—A.exanoer PORTER oc- 
cupied a conspicuous place. He offered a striking 
illustration of the happy working of our free insti- 
tutions, for he had attained this proud eminence un- 
aided by any adventitious advantages of fortune, 
connexion, or education. He wasthe son ofan Irish 
clergyman, who died upon the scaffold, a: martyr 
in the cause of liberty, in that memorable struggle 
which, ending unsuccessfully, has been stigmatized 
as a rebellion; but which, had it resulted differently, 
would have been recognised asa glorious revolution 
—for all revolutions are but fortunate rebellions. 
The orphan child was brought to the United States 
by an uncle, at a very tender age. He received in 
Tennessee such an education as could then be ob- 
tained ata common country school; and while at- 
tending during the day to the business of a village 
shop; he acquired at night, in the hours devoted by 
others to amusement or to sleep, such simple rudi- 
ments of law as he could glean from a. few elemen- 
tary books loaned to him by those who felt an in- 
terest in the young student. With this scanty out- 
fitof learning, he, soon after arriving at manhood, * 
about the year 1809, emigrated to Louisiana, and es~. 
tablished himself in the practice of law, in the west- 
ern partof the State. The best evidence of the ra~ 
pidity with which he established himself in popular 
favor and consideration in a land of strangers, was 
his election in 1811, as a member of the convention 
for framing the constitution of the State. He 
soon attained distinction in his profession; and af- 
ter some years of arduous and well-recompensed de- 
yotion to its practice, he accepted aseaton the bench 
of the supreme court of Louisana, the reported de- 
cisions of which, during his fifteen years’ service, 
attest the industry and ability which he brought to 
the discharge of his judicial duties—duties requir- 
ing, from the peculiar character of our jurisprudence, 
a greater range of legal studies than in any of our 
sister States. He was intimately acquainted with 


years to withdraw from public life; but he was again 


elected to.the national Senate at the last session of | 
The disease which had ¢ 


the legislature of Louisiana. 
long been preying upon his body, without impair- 
ing the energy of his mind, assuming. greater in- 
tensity, he was unable to take his seat; and he died 
on the 13th ultimo, at his plantation, after a protract- 
ed and painful illness. Reecaspen Porrer was a 
learned lawyer, an eloquent advocate, and an up- 
right judge. His extensive and varied reading, his 
-great colloquial powers, ready wit, and social dis- 
position, fitted him’ to appear to advantage in the 
most brilliant and refined society. His tempera- 
ment was ardent; and he was zealous in his politi- 
cal creed; but he did not permit political differences 
to affect his relations in private life. Widely dif- 
fering from him on all great party questions, T have 
been for many years. honored by his intimacy; and 
knowing him as I did, I can with confidence assert, 
that the manifestations of respect which I am now 
about to propose, could not be bestowed more fitly. 

Mr. VANCE seconded the resolutions, in some 
pertinent remarks. : 

The resolutions, in the usual terms, were then 
agreed to; and i 

The House adjourned, 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: i 


By Mr. WHEATON: The petition and papers 
relating to the claim of Dearin Farren, for relief. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking that such an 
alteration may be made in the law requiring coasting 
licenses, as may exempt from its operation all canal 
boats employed in the domestic coal trade, which 
are dependent upon the application of the external 
power of animals or steam to propel them. The pe- 
tition of Joseph Potter, of Schuylkill county, Penn- 
sylvania, asking compensation for losses sustained 
in the late war. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 3, 1844. 
The minutes of yesterday were read and approved. 


SLANDEROUS ATTACK ON MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS BY NEWSPAPER CORRESPOND- 
ENTS. 

Mr. BELSER rose and asked the indulgence of 
the House while he called its attention to a letter 
which has appeared in the Boston Atlas, which he 
pronounced to be false, seandulous, and malacious. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
general consent. [Cries of “Leave, leave.”] 

Mr. BELSER having obtained the consent of the 
House to proceed, first read the letter of which he 
complained to the House. [The letter professed to 
give an account of the late collision between Mr. 
Weier and Mr. Shriver, with which Mr. Ber- 
ser was mixed up. He was accused of a partici- 
pancy in the affray; and both he and Mr. Payne 
were termed “bullies,” and otherwise designated in 
very offensive terms. The affray, too, was charged 
as premeditated by several members of the House.] 
He then said his object in bringing this communi- 
cation before the House was not to ask for 
. any protection for his person, but that he might 
have the opportunity of pronouncing, in the pre- 
sence of the representatives of the people here as- 
sembled, that this publication is wilfully scandalous 
and malicious. He never had borne the character 
of a “bully” any where, and be did not wish such 
a character to be stamped upon hnn here, or that 
his constituents should believe he had given any 
reason to justify the application of such a term to 
him. Bat he would further state, in the presence of 
the representatives of the people, that he had no 
part nor participancy in the matter therein alluded 
to, (the affray,) nor did he know what was going to 
take place beforethe occurrence. Mr. Shriver was 
a perfect stranger to him, and the only agency 
he had in the transaction was to ask that the par- 
ties might be separated when they were engaged 
in the contest. a 

He (Mr. Bexser) took no part in the transaction 


e (Mr. BELsER) understood that 
that correspondent had left this city; if he had not, 
he (Mr. B.) would have made an example of him 
which he would. long have remembered. ., 

Mr. PAYNE rose to make some observations. 

The SPEAKER said he could only proceed with 
general congent. . : 7 

Mr. GIDDINGS hoped the gentleman would be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. PAYNE then proceeded; but for some time 
he was imperfectly heard. He was understood to 
say, that, ever through life, it had been his desire to 
do what was right; and, since he had been here, the 
same desire had governed his actions, whether with- 
in or without the bar of this House. But when he 
was assailed, as he had been in this instance, by an 
unprincipled writer, the only notice of which his 
feelings would permit him to take of such a person; 
was to kick him out of his path as he would any 
other loathsome thing. But, inasmuch as this mat- 
ter had been brought to the notice of the House, 
that there might be no mistake in relation to his 
conduct he begged leave to say that he knew noth- 
ing whatever of the affair until after the conversa- 
tion began between Mr. We.xer and Mr. Shriver. 
He did not know that any unpleasant feeling exist- 
ed there until the fight began. It was true, he oc- 
casionally heard a word between them; and it was 
also true that he expected, from the language used 
by Mr. Shriver, that Mr. Wenier would resent it; 
but he was sitting at his seat, fifteen feet from the 
parties, until the first blow was struck. This was 
enough to exonerate him from any agency in the 
matter. The language which he heard used by Mr. 
Shriver was of an insulting character; and when the 
fight commenced, he took the liberty to say that no- 
body should interfere until it was ended; and he 
would do it again, when a friend was assailed. He, 
however, would say further, that the friends of Mr. 
Shriver were under some obligation to him, for he 
it was that pulled Mr. WELLER off him. In con- 
clusion, as his colleague had done, he pronounced 
this letter an unprincipled calumny, fabricated b 
an unprincipled wretch, and he so characterized it 
before the American people. - 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia rose to corroborate the 
statement of the gentleman from Alabama; but he 
gave way to 

Mr. HAMMETT, who had been appealed to by 
Mr. Bersen. He said he was one of two or three 
persons, who happened to be present at the unfor- 
tunate occurrence which had been alluded to. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bexsrr] and himself 
were sitting behind the Speaker’s chair at the time 
of the occurrence; they were in conversation on a 
subject in which he was interested, when a conver- 
sation commenced between Mr. WELLER and Mr. 
Shriver. He (Mr. Hammerr) knew nothing of it, un- 
til it had commenced: he had no previous intimation 
of it from any person whatever; and when the first 
harsh word was uttered, he was much surprised, 
and was struck with deep regret. The gentleman 
from Alabama had given a true statement of what 
occurred, and had properly characterized that pub- 
lication as a tissue of unprincipled, unprovoked 
falsehoods. ‘There was scarcely a line of truth in 
the whole publication. It did the greatest injustice 
to the gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. Brnser and 
Mr, Payns,}] who took no other part in the affair 
than that which they had explained to the House. 
He (Mr. Famanrr) regretted this unpleasant affair 
very deeply; but, if it were necessary, he would 
bear the same testimony on oath elsewhere that he 
had borne here. 


WASHINGTON TREATY-~EXTRADITION—-FU- 


GITIVES FROM FLORIDA. 

Mr. LEVY moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to present a resolution having reference, 
as he considered, to a subject of great national in- 
terest. A case had occurred of gross violation, by 
the British government, of an important clause of 
the treaty of Washington. The circumstances were 
of a nature demanding the prompt and very decided 
action of this government; and he was desirous, in 
his place, as the representative. of the people of 
Florida, to bring the matter before the House and 
the nation. The particulars of the transaction would 
show it was specially fis duty, of all others, to 


| 


move in this subject. He had been waiting for the 
reception’of the nécessary official intelligence to put 
him in possession. of the precise facts.. Having re- 


ceived these: facts bythe mail: of yesterday, he 
‘wished to lose no time in bringing forward the mat- 


ter. He should, as a basis for the subject, present 
a. resolution, which he asked. might be read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
a recommendation by this House to the President of 
this Union, to signify to the government of Great 
Britain the wish of this government that the tenth 
article of the treaty of Washington be terminated. 


The motion was not agreed to. ~ 

Mr. STILES offered resolutions of the general 
assembly of the State of Georgia, in support of the 
claims for losses sustained by James L. Daniel and 
others, by occasion of the-late Creek war, and 
which have been paid by the State. : 

The SPEAKER. announced the business in order 
to be the report of the Committee on Rules, on 
which Mr. Hammerr had the floor. 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved the postponement of 
that order of business to Monday next. 

Mr. ADAMS called for some reason for the post- 
ponement. 

Mr. CHAPMAN replied that it was in conse- 
quence of the indisposition of the gentleman who 
was entitled to the floor. This courtesy had been 
extended to other gentlemen, and he now asked for 
nothing more than the usual courtesy. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. CHAP- 
MAN, Mr. ADAMS, Mr. DROMGOOLE, and 
others. 

- Mr. CLINGMAN said he was in favor of ex- 

tending to the gentleman the courtesy of postpone- 

ment, although he certainly thought it was high time 

that this question should. be decided. He would 

move, if it were in order, to amend the motion for 

postponement so as to make it the special order for 
onday. 

The SPEAKER said he did not think the amend- 
ment would be in order, inasmuch as a motion for 
postponement required only a majority, while that 
making the subject a special order required two- 
thirds. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether it would be 
in order to submit a motion forsuspending the rules, 
in order to go into Committee of the Whole on pri- 
vate bills. g 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 

Mr. WILKINS said he had been very anxious 
for some days past to catch the Speaker’s eye, that 
he might get possession of the floor; for he was so 
situated that he would be obliged to deliver his sen- 
timents upon this interesting question on some occa- 
sion or other. If he had supposed the gentleman 
from Toe would not go on to-day, he would 
himself have been glad to occupy the floor, though 
not so well prepared as he could wish. 

_ Mr. PATTERSON inquired whether it would-be 
an order to move that the subject go over until Mon- 
ay. , 

Mr. ADAMS observed that Monday was the day 
fixed by the rule for the reception of petitions. 

Mr. PATTERSON moved that the further consid- 
eration of the subject be postponed until Tuesday 
next; and made the special order for that day. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 132, nays 
40, as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, 
James A. Black ckwell, Bossier, wer, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacoh 26H, Aaron V. Brown, Ailton Brown, 
Wilan J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. p Chilton, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Coles, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dick son, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ebner, ®arlce, Vicklin, Fos- 
ter, French, Gilmer, Byram Greon, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Henley, Herrick, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Jchnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, Me 
Xay, Edward J. Morris, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Pratt. Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Almon H. Read. David S. Reid, Belle. Ritter. Robinson, 
Russell, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, Joha JÙ 


Barringer, 


Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, S Stone, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, 
Thompson, ‘Tibbats, Tucker, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 


Wheaton, White, Wiliams, Wilkins, William Wright 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—139. ens 

NAYSg Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Brodhead, Buf 
fington, Clingman, Cranston, Cullom, Garrett Davis, Dickey, 
Fish, Florence, Friek, Giddings, Willis Green, Harper, 


ist SESS. 
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Hudson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. John- 
son, Daniel P. ‘King, McIlvaine, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, 
Reckwell, Rogers, Schenck, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Winthrop, and Woodward 


THIRD READING OF ENGROSSED BILLS. 


‘The bill for the relief of John McLaughlin was 
read a third time and passed. 


A bill to authorize the location of certain lands, 


occupied by branch pilots in Louisiana, was read a 
third time. 

Mr. POTTER, chairman of the select. committee 
which reported the bill, moved that it be recommit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole House; which 
was carried. : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the State Department, in answer to a 
resolution of this House, communicating the reas- 
ons why the Biennial Register had not yet been 
transmitted to the House for distribution. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the communication 
be laid on the table, and be printed. $ 

Mr. THOMASSON asked for a division of the 
question. He thought there was no necessity for 
Pee a 

Mr. HOPKINS said the reason why he thought 
the communication should be printed, was, that the 
call upon the department had been printed, and that 
call inferred some degree of imputation upon the 
department. He desired, therefore, that the reasons 
assigned by the department should be printed. 

r. THOMASSON withdrew his objection to 
the printing; but desired that the Clerk should read 
the communication; and it was read accordingly. 

The communication was then laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following executive communication: 


HARBOR ON LAKE ONTARIO. 


A letter from the War Department, transmitting 
a report of the plan and estimates for constructing a 
harbor at the mouth of Sandy creek, upon Lake 
Ontario, in the State of New York: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. BLACKWELL, the petition 
of N. G. Frazier and others, volunteers, praying re- 
muneration for forage for horses, per diem pay, &c., 
was taken from the files, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Jas. S. Hall for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Wm. Kerr: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. VANCE, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Gumer 
of Virginia in. the chair,) for the purpose of acting 
on private bills. 


UNITED STATES SCHOONER GRAMPUS, 


The CHAIR: announced that the first business 
before the committee was the bill for the relief of 
the widows and orphans of the officers, seamen and 
marines of the United States schooner Grampus, 
and that the amendment pending when the bill was 
last up, was that offered by Mr. Berser to strike 
out that part of the bill which provides a gratuity of 
six months’ pay to the relatives over and above the 
pay actually due at the time of the loss of the ves« 
sel, F 
Mr. BELSER, after a few preliminary remarks, 
said that he was one of those who believed that 
they had no right whatever to appropriate the pub- 
lic money in this way. He differed with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] who took the 
ground that when a man entered into the naval ser- 
vice of his country, a contract was formed with 
the government that his widow and orphans should 
be provided for. 

He contended, on the contrary, that there was no 
such contract, and that when a man entered into the 
naval service, he did so with reference to the dan- 
gers of the service; and that he had no right to ex- 
pect any other reward than the pay he contracted 
for. He wished to know why the relatives of those 
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who ‘were lost in thè 


caught the seeds of disease there of which they 


nessee and Alabama volunteers, so many of whom 
were lost in that service, and particularly cited the 
case. of two companies of Alabama volunteers, 
who were massacred almost to a man. Were the 
relatives of these men entitled to no more sympathy 
and favor than those of the officers and soldiers of 
the Grampus, because they fell on the land, instead 
of being lost at sea? If the bill was to be passed on 
the principles of justice, did not justice as well 
apply to” those who died in the service of their 
country orland as at sea? Such a bill as this 
never could be passed in any of the State legis- 
latures where the money to provide for it being col- 
lected by direct levies, the people would see and 
know for what purpose they were taxed. It was in 
consequence only of indirect taxation that such ap- 
propriations could be made. He was not unfriendly 
to the navy, and he would tell gentlemen that if they 
wished it to be kept up, they must not ask for ap- 
propriations like this. He was as charitably dis- 
posed as any one on that floor, and as ready to con- 
tribute to the relief of the sufferers out of his private 
pocket; but there was a stern principle of justice that 
governed him, and under which he ul not con- 
sent to distribute the people’s money for unathorized 
purposes. One of his greatest objections to this bill 
was that the money appropriated by it must be 
raised by taxation, and if it was passed, it would be 
taking the bread out of the mouths of all the indi- 
gent widows and orphans in the country, to give it 
to widows and orphans of a more favored class. 
This he looked upon as a species of legalized agra- 
rianism, and agrarianism of the worst kind. To 
illustrate the great injustice of bestowing bounties 
on one class, while others were oppressed by the 
severest taxation, Mr. B. cited the case of a ‘poor 
widow, who was lately frozen to death, almost in 
sight of the Capitol, for the want of a blanket to 
protect her from the inclemency of the weather; and 
which, in consequence of the ‘high price which the 
system of protection put on the article, she was 
unable to procure. The gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. Levy] the other day attempted to get in an 
appropriation for the widows and orphans of the 
officeyggand seamen of the Sea Gull, whose claims, 
he <i as strong as those provided for in the 
bill before the House. Suppose the gentleman suc- 
ceeded, and suppose other gentlemen succeeded in 
getting appropriations for the widows and orphans of 
those who fell in Florida, and of those killed in the 
the Dade massacre: where was it to end? There 
would be no end but in the discretion of Congress, 
and an amount of expense would be incurred that 
would exhaust the treasury. He wished to avoid 
all unnecessary and unauthorized expenditure of 
the people’s money; to levy no more taxes than 
would be sufficient for an economical administra- 
tion of the government, and for the government to 
be just before it was generous; and these were the 
reasons which induced him to offer his amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON observed that he had listened 
very attentively to the objections which gentlemen 
had been pleased to urge against the bill under con- 
sideration. He had attended most closely to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Ber- 
SER,] because he stood on this floor professing to 
be governed by as strict principles of economy as 
that gentleman or any other onthe floor. He was 
the representative of a people economical in their 
private affairs; and who always evinced their admi- 
ration for those public servants who had gone for an 
economical administration both of the Federal and 
State governments. But this people, though eco- 
nomical, were just and generous; and he acted in ac- 
cordance to their views when he gave his support to 
this bill. 

With a view to inform himself on the subject, 
and feeling a deep interest in the widows and or- 
phans of the officers and seamen of the ill-fated 
Grampus, he had examined the proceedings of Con- 
gress from the time when Mr. Jefferson came into 
office up to the present time, for the purpose of as- 

certaining if this was the only case of the kind; 


the Grampus had more claim to | 
the bounty of Congress than the widows and or- ` 
phans of those who fell in battle in Florida, or — 


afterwards died. He referred to the gallant. Tens ` 


To 
prove this, he would call the attention of the House 
to the various acts of Congress that had been passed 
for the benefit of those who have served their, coun- 
try in the navy. Here Mr. A. read fromthe public 
documents a list of the acts giving rewards to naval 
officers, and providing for the widows. and-orphans 
of such as have fallen ‘in the service, for the purpose 
of showing that those who enter into the navy do 
so under the implied contract that their services will 
be properly considered by the government, and that 
thelr widows and orphans will be provided for, 
should they be lost in the service. ; 


Mr. HALE replied, and asked the House to look 
at the condition and circumstances of the mountain. 
eers of New Hampshire, and the citizens-of the Uni- 
ted States in other parts of the Union, who paid for 
the splendor of the cabins of the ships of war. He 
opposed the system pursued, and denounced it as a 
wasteful expenditure of the means of a people, many 
of whom were living in humble stations, in submis- 
sion to many privations. : 

Mr. MORRIS spoke in opposition to the amend- 
ment. He would make retrenchment where. re- 
trenchment was necessary, in order to bring the ex- 
penditures to a proper economical standard; but he 
desired first of all, that gentlemen who were sv eager 
for reform in the navy would bring forward sou2¢ 
specific charge of abuse. Gentlemen must recollect 
that that important arm of the service. of the coun- 
try was not quite so easy in its discipline, so luxu- 
rious in its. comforts and enjoyments, and so munif- 
icent in its rewards as had been represented. by some. 
No, the discipline was an iron discipline; the. duties 
were most arduous; and the officers and sailors 
of that service were deserving of rewards not only 
in their own persons, but in the persons of their 
surviving relatives. There was no navy in the 
world, the officers and seamen of which practised 
so much self-denial as the American navy; nor was 
there any navy better calculated to render imme- 
diate and efficient service. He hoped the bill would 
pass. 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed to gentlemen tọ defer 
the discussion as to the general merits and demerits 
of the navy, until the subject should come up upon 
a bill of a more general nature. 

Mr. HOLMES urged the passage of the bill and 
the rejection of the amendment. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
PARMENTER, BARNARD, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
McDOWELL, and SMITH, of Ilinois, when the 
question was taken on the pending amendment; 
which, being rejected, the bill was laid aside; and 

The committee proceeded to the consideration of, 
and passed on, the following bills, viz: a bill for the 
relief of Jane McGuire; a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Kimball; a bill for the relief of Isaac’ Plummer; a 
bill for the relief of Jonathan Bean. 

The bills acted upon in Committee of the Whole 
were reported to the House. ? 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON renewed the motion 
made in committee to strike out the words which 
provided for the payment of certain sums tothe re- 
latives of the persons lost in the Grampus, SO as 
to prevent the payment to “brothers and sisters.” 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows—yeas 85, nays 


81 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRICK moved to insert the following words: 
“Or the minor brothers and sisters, provided such 
minors be orphans.” 

‘Mr. SCHENCK observed that, in a previous 
part of the bill, the words “if there be no parents” 
were used; it was unnecessary, therefore, to add, in 
this amendment, “provided such minors be or- 

hans.” 

Mr. FRICK thereupon amended hia proposition, 


~ 


226 — 


Mr. ‘THOMPSON moved. that the: 


House ad? 
journ; which motion: prevailed. an 
And the House adjourned. z 4 


The following ‘petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: f > 


By Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF: Three .me- 
mortals from citizens’ of Florence, Vermillion, and 
Birmingham counties, Ohio, praying an appropria- 
tion for the completion of Vermillion harbor, on 
Laké Erie. 

By Mr. CLINTON: The petition of Stephen T. 
Callahan and others, citizens of Orange county, New 
York, praying a reduction of postage, and a restric- 
tion of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. A. H. READ: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Bradford county, Pennsylvania, praying for a 
reduction of postage. Also, a petition of citizens of 
Bradford county, praying for a new mail route along 
the south side of the Chemung river, from Athens, 
Pennsylvania, to Elmira, New York: both referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Benjamin 
Jarrard, of Suffolk county, New York, for a pension. 
Also, the petition of the heirs of Robert Nickols, for 
thesame object. 
_ By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of William F. 
Pain and thirty-nine others, citizens of Illinois, 
praying a grant of lands in the Wabash valley, for 
the improvement of the great Wabash river, from 
Terre Haute to the Ohio river: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. Also, the petition of 
Wiliam Munn and forty-eight others, citizens of 
Hlinois, praying a grant of lands for the improve- 
ment of the Wabash river, from Terre Haute to the 
Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: A memorial of ship 
masters and ship owners, asking Congress to make 
compensation to Robert Huguenin, for a chart of 
Lake Eric; and to provide for extending the said 
chart: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, a petition of inhabitants of the town of Her- 
mon, New York, to abolish the franking privilege, 
and reduce the rates of postage. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: A. petition of merchants of 
Portland, Maine, praying for a drawback upon do- 
mestic spirits distilled from foreign materials and 
exported: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. PRATT: The petition of Mildad Butler, 
for a pension for services in the revolutionary war. 


IN SENATE. 
Moypay, February 5, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting abstracts of the latest returns of the mi- 
hitia of all the States and Territories, with their 
arms, accoutrements, and ammunition, made to that 
department under the requirements of the law pro- 
viding for the national defence by the establishment 
ofa uniform militia system throughout the United 
States; which, on motion by Mr. EVANS, was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting annual 
statements of appropriations for the War Depart- 
ment, for the service of the year 1843, showing bal- 
ances of appropriation to the Ist of January, 1843, 
the appropriations made in 1843, the repayments 
and transfers in 1843, &c., and the balance applica- 
ble to the surplus fund; which, o» motion by Mr. 
EVANS, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


Mr. BATES presented a petition from Peter 
Amie, of New Bedford, a seaman in the naval ser- 
vice, asking for a pension: referred to the Commit- 
tec on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memoria] from sundry 
commissioned and warrant officers on board the 
United States ship Vincennes, at Boston, praying 
that the office of professor of mathematics may be 
abolished in the navy, and that naval schools of in- 
struction be established in its stead: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
John Tucker, president of the Philadelphia and Read- 
ing Railroad company, and other presidents of sun- 
dry railroad companies, and individual citizens, urg- 
ing the restoration of the law admitting raidroad 
iron free of duty: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


Also, presented four memorials from citizens of 


Pennsylvania, asking that an’ alteration. imay: be 
made in thé law regulating ‘the issuing of coasting 
licenses, so as to exempt canal boats from its oper- 
ation: referred to. the Committee on Commerce. `- 

Also, a memorial-from a number of citizens of 
Mercer county, Pennsylvania, asking a reduction in 
the rates of postage: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from Asa 
Clapp and other merchants of the city of Portland, 
Maine, largely interested in the trade with Cuba 
and other West India islands, asking that a draw- 
back may be allowed on spirits exported, which 
were distilled from foreign molasses: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE presented joint resolutions of the 
legislature of Indiana, asking Congress for an ap- 
propriation of the unsold land in the Vincennes land 
district, to complete the Wabash and Erie canal to 
the Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. j 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented joint resolutions, 
adopted by the legislature of Indiana, in relation to 
the Oregon Territory. Mr. H. said that those reso- 
lutions expressed the feelings of that body in a most 
decided form, in touching that question. He was 
happy to say to the Senate (as he had been assured) 
that they were passed with singular unanimity; that 
there was not a dissenting vote in either House. At 
the present time, he (Mr. H.) would not trouble the 
Senate with any remarks; but would, when the bill, 
upon the subject came up, take an opportunity of 
addressing the Scnate. e moved that the resolu- 
tions be read, and printed. They were read as fol- 
lows: 


Whereas the district of country known as the 
Territory of Oregon rightfully belongs to our na- 
tional government; and whereas the insatiate ava- 
rice and grasping spirit of the British government 
seems already directed to its subjugation and con- 
version; and whereas the slightest infringement of 
national right is a prelude to more highhanded and 
audacious aggressions: therefore, be it 

Resolved, That our senators in Congress be in- 
structed, and our representatives be requested, to 
use their proper instrumentality to provide for the 
immediate occupation, organization, and defence of 
the Oregon Territory-——peaceably, if we can; forci- 
bly, if we must. 

. Resolved, That the governor forward to each of 
our senators and representatives in Congress a copy 
of this preamble and resolution, immediately on its 


passage. 


Approved, Jan. 13, 1844. 

They were ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of the northwest land district of 
Illinois, praying for a removal of the land office from 
Dixon to Galena, in that State: referred to the Com- 
mittee on_ the Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE presented a report of the Commit- 
tee of Internal Imiprovement, and resolutions adopted 
in the Ilinois legislature in its session of 1842~'43, 
on the subject of the Northern Cross Railroad, and 
a resolution instructing the stnators, and requesting 
the representatives from that State to urge the pas- 
sage of a law granting to that State the alternate sec- 
tions of land six miles on each side of said road, for 
the purpose of completing it, extending from Spring- 
field to the eastern line of the State: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was ordered, that 
the petition of Aaron Payne of Putnam county, 
Illinois, for arrearages of pension, be taken from the 
files, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MERRICK gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
providing for the transfer to the State of Maryland 
the stock held by the United States in the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal Company. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from 
Reuben M. Gibbs, of Kent, in the county of Litch- 
field, Connecticut, a soldier in the last war, praying 
for arrears of pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented preamble and resolu- 
tion, adopted by the legislature of Ohio, instruct- 
ing the senators and requesting the representatives 
from that State to vote for an appropriation for build- 
ing a bridge over the’Ohio at Wheeling. 

Mr. T. remarked that, the other day, the senator 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sturcxon] presented reso- 
lutions instructing the senators and requesting the ii 


representatives from. that. State to oppose an ap- 
propriation -for : the purpose of building a bridge 
across the Ohio at that place. From his (Mr. T.’s) 
reading of those instructions, they were not peremp- 
tory. He wished to.call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, to which those resolu- 
tions were referred, (and to which he proposed to 
refer these,) that they were only hypothetical. 
They were not opposed to. the making of a bridge, 
if it could be done without incurring Injury or ob- 
struction to the navigation of that river; so there 
was no conflict between Ohio and Pennsylvania, as 
to the proposed work. Referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. o, . 

Mr. T. also, presented a joint.resolution adopted. 
by the legislature of Ohio; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, 
That as the Indian title to the lands in the county of 
Crawford, formerly owned by the Wyandott In- 
dians, has been secured by the general government; 
and, by the fifth article of the treaty, it does not get 
full possession of said lands until the Ist day of 
April next; and, inasmuch as the Indians have all 
left for their new homes in the West, and as all, or 
nearly all of said Indian improvements are, at this 
time, occupied by white settlers, by permission of 
the former occupants, and that the present occu- 
pants, generally, have seeded large quantities of 
wheat and rye on said Jands,—the Senate and House 
of Representatives therefore recommend to our sen- 
ators and representatives in Congress to use their 
influence in procuring the passage of some law that 
will protect the present occupants. 


Mr. TAPPAN remarked that it was the under- 
standing that the value of the improvements made 
by the Wyandott tribe of Indians on their lands 
should be ascertained by the United States govern- 
ment, by persons appointed for that purpose, and 
paid tothem. Persons had been appointed as com- 
missioners (and he was sorry to say it) who were 
totally incompetent. They made an ne aig ee 
so enormous that it was rejected by the Senate. 
These Indians were now entitled to compensation 
for their improvements. He hoped it would be 
made to them. As the Senate had -rejected the ap- 
praisement, it was the duty of the government to 
cause a reappraisement. He therefore gave notice 
that he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
purpose, as the senators and representatives from 
that State were requested to use their influence to 

rocure the passage of some law upon the subject. 
He moved that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks expressing the 
belief that the President had sufficient authority, un- 
der the law, to reappoint commissioners. 

The resolutions were then referred to the Commit~ 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition from Hiram O. 
Read and others of Vanderburgh county, Indiana, 
praying for the abolition of the franking privilege, a 
reduction of postage on letters, and an equalization 
of postage on printed matter: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial from a number of citizens of 
said county in favor of a donation of the worthless 
land in the Vincennes district, for the completion of 
the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio river: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the petition of Abner E. 
Van Ness. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented additional documents 
in support of the claim of John G. Tibbets, for 
work’ done on the New York custom-house; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PORTER presented a preamble and joint 
resolutions of the legislature of Michigan, request- 
ing the senators and representatives in Congress 
from that State to urge the passage of a law ma- 
king a grant of land or other appropriation for the 
construction of a road from Saginaw and Michili- 
macinac and Sault Ste Marie: ordered to he on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER presented documenis upon the 
subject of the claims of Miles King, assignee of the 
Philadelphia United States bank; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from Joha 
Pemberton. Hutchins, of the city of Philadelphia, 
asking payment for certain diplomatic services: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from James 


-A+ Stevens, 
him in carrying into effect-certain’ experiments with 
a'view to the improvements of models of steam ves 
sels: referred: to the Gommittee on Commerce. >; 

~ Mr. FOSTER presented. additional evidence: in 
support-of a claim of =~ name not, heard; which 
was referred. to the Committee on. Revolutionary 
Claims: `. . ` 

*Ow motion. by- Mr. JARNAGEN, the Commit- 
tee-on Pensions was ‘discharged from the considera- 
tion’ of the ‘petition of the widow. of William C. Mo- 
Call, arid it-was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ~ zA 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, moved that that committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memo- 
rial of the heirs of Admiral Count de Grasge, pray- 
ing compensation for his services guring the revolu- 
tionary war. He said thiscase present no ground 
of:claims against the United States. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the motion to 
discharge the committee was laid on the table. 

Also, on motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, that com- 
mittee was discharged from the consideration of a 
document in support of the memorial of the heirs of 
Thomas de Conover; and it was ordered to be filed 
with the adverse report of the committee on this sub- 


jeet. E 

-Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of the heirs of Amy Babbit, asking compensa- 
tion for services during the revolutionary war; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Also presented, from the same committee, an ad- 
verse report in the case of Daniel B. Truehart; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of William 
A. Weaver, asking compensation for superintend- 
ing the publication of the sixth census; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 
to Lieutenant Silas Chatfield, now of McHenry 
county, Illinois, a pension for his meritorious and 
gallant conduct at the head of his company of vol- 
unteer riflemen in the sortie of Fort Erie, on the 27th 
of. September, 1814. 

The bill from the House, authorizing the President 
of the United States to make a transfer of appropri- 
ations for the naval service, under certain circum- 
stances, was taken up, read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Several reports of standing committees, adverse 
to private claims, were taken up, and concurred in 
by the Senate. 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Committee 
on Finance, for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill introduced by Mr. McDurrix to reduce the rates 
of duties, under the present tariff, to the standard of 
the compromise act. 

Mr. EVANS addressed the Senate for three hours. 
He commenced by stating that so long a time had 
elapsed since the Senate had been addressed on the 
subject of these resolutions, and so much of the ex- 
citement of the occasion had passed off, that he al- 
most regretted that he did not permit the discussion to 
close with the remarks of the senator from South 
Carolina. Fle had already more than once express- 
ed his opinion of the irregularity of all such discus- 
sions, which it was evident could be attended with 
no public benefit or’ practical good. There still 
seemed to be a disposition to argue the matter fur- 
ther, but for what end or purpose he was wholly at 
aloss to know. The honorable senator from South 
Carolina could not for a moment expect that this 
measure, or any other of the same nature that he 
might be disposed to substitute for it, could become 
a law, even if brought to a vote; and he (Mr. E.) 
could therefore only suppose that the discussion was 
intended to take an effect elsewhere, which it could 
not be hoped to take in this body. It seemed the de- 
sire of the honorable senator to send forth from this 
place instructions to the people. ‘The Senate was 
called on by him to convince the people, whether 
they would be convinced _or not, that, according to 
the elementary principles of political economy, they- 
were the most injured, oppressed, and bound down 


‘asking an appropriation of money; to.aid 


race of. p 
they had more ‘to dread:from'a-free government that. 
they had from the enemies of. their.country, or: from 
pirates or-plunderers of the ocean. a 


He. did not believe there.was any necessity for ; 


such action; he thought it, would be time enough-for 
this body’ to act for the alleviation of any public 
evil, when evidence’ was. given of its existence— 
when those who felt ‘the evil or oppression came 
forward to. demand its redress; and he believed it 
wodld be admitted that when: the people felt them- 
selves aggrieved, they were not slow in speaking out 
and demanding from the proper gaarter. redress. 
Jn his opinion, the disposition to continue this dis- 
cussion was only an endeavor to impress the pub- 
lic mind with a sense of injury, without manifesting 
any inclination to resort to an effectual remedy for 
its relief,- As such, however, was the object, it 
should be met; and the result would be the convin- 
cing of the people that the doctrine of injury, ema- 
nating from elementary principles, was wholly un- 
founded. ; 

In the course of his remarks on this subject on a 
previous day, he casually, and without the most re- 
mote intention of adding ground for prolonged de- 
bate, stated that the honorable senator [Mr. Mc- 
Durr) did not follow the mode of inductive rea- 
soning, but rather adhered to the fashion of con- 
ducting arguments two centuries back, by starting 
with speculative theories, and then endeavoring to 
reconcile them with facts—a mode much employed 
by writers on political economy. This the honora- 
ble senator had turned against him (Mr. Evans) in 
his reply, and said that he had not himself ad- 
hered to the mode of inductive reasoning which 
he so strongly recommended for his adoption. Now 
it would be easy to show whether he had done so or 
not, by tuming to (in the opinion of the honorable 
senator) the main matter of controversy to which in- 
ductive reasoning could apply; the tariff act of 1842, 
described by him as a monster of fraud and deceit, 
bearing on its face marks of all that was vile and in- 
famous; and further pictured by every epithet of 
odium which his fertile imagination or free com- 
mand of language could supply. Wherein, he 
would ask, consisted the justice of that character? 
The first specific charge against the bill was, that it 
would cause such a decline of the revenue as to 
leave the people no escape from the dangers of op- 
pressive taxation. The treasury would become bank- 
rupt, government would not have means to go on, 
and commerce and business be inevitably destroyed. 
The next was the great burden it would impose on 
all sections of the country by enhancing the price of 
all congumable articles, and, by its high duties, pro- 
hibiting the people from the use of all necessaries of 
foreign importation. The next, and not the least, 
was the injury that it would do the southern and 
planting States. How were all those predictions 
borne out? Not by facts, for they proved the contrary. 
When on this subject before, he showed that, instead 
of the frightful consequences predicted by the oppo- 
nents of the bill, and by none more strenuously 
than the honorable gentleman opposite [Mr. McDur- 
FIE,] the revenue rapidly and steadily increased; 
and in showing that fact, he gave inductive reasons 
for it, furnished by custom-house books, and other 
obvious sources of inference. Then came the. de- 
cline of commerce; but where was the evidence? 
Who complains of this decline? Not those engaged 
in commerce; they seemed satisfied. But, if he had not 
stated it before, he would then. Commerce, instead 
of declining, was on the increase. Inward freights 
had increased 30 per cent.; vessels were in greater 
demand. Those were facts, and not speculations— 
facts borne out by reference to custom-house books, 
which proved there was no decline, but an increase 
of revenue. Our internal commerce has increased; 


business has become active, coast trade has become. 


better, and vessels for it are in greater demand. 
Now, from those facts, the writers on political econ- 
omy, from whose books the honorable senator has 
taken his views on the subject, would draw the in- 
ference that the revenue had declined, and that 
nothing could save us from national bankruptcy. 
As to the South, has the tariff occasioned there 
a depression of the price of produce? The an- 
swer is, certainly not. On the contray, prices 
have largely risen. In stating those facts, he 
(Mr. Evans) adhered to inductive reasoning, 
and not to the incorrect doctrine of elementary 
truth, which would lead the honorable senator [Mr. 
McDurrre] to say: “I do not dispute those facts; 
but such or such a writer ae that the policy of a 
protective tariff, or any similar policy, must be fol- 


eople“on the face ‘of: the earth} ando that | 


e. 


| 


r. McDUFFIEsaidthe gentleman was mi 
His statement: was, that according he i 
demand abroad, prices would, diminish. is <; 
Mr. EVANS: said- he gas. then alluding. tc 
honorable senator’s first speech, He woul 
to the second before he finished. °° {sess 
Mr. McDUFFIE said, Mr. E. ascribed, 
of 1842 what he ascribed to the working of 
tem for twenty years. A P ATR 
Mr. EVANS said the'act of 1842 was-the subject 
of discussion. It was part of the system; and’ he 
supposed the argument drawn from jits.workings 
was equally applicable to the whole. Af out éxpe- 
rience, from the first introduction of protective du+ 
ties, shows them not to be productive of decrease of 
revenue, or destruction of commerce; of augiien- 
tation of the prices of articles imported from foreign 
countries, or depression of: prices. of- articles 
sent to foreign countries for sale. “When a long 
course of observation and experience shows ‘one 
event to be followed by another, we may cordlude, 
especially when beforehand predicted, that when the 


first happens, the second will follow: in its train. ` 


Now he would ask the honorable senator if, dur- 
ing the last sixteen years, whenever the tariff was 
agitated ‘either in Congress or before the people, it 


had not been advanced in its favor, that it would go’ 


to the increase of both revenue and commerce; and 
if, on the other side, it was not invariably. met with 
denunciations of what the honorable senator ‘not only 
predicts but asserts—destruction of revenue and 
commerce, increase of prices, and national bank- 
ruptcy. But have the results verified those prophe- 
cies? He need not say they proved the contrary. 
The act of 1828, (as it was termed by the. honor- 


able senator, the bill of abominations,) was met by > 


the most vehement denunciations, as calculated for 
the destruction of revenue and commerce, and cer- 
tain to be productive of direct taxation. But how 
was that bill described by the late colleague-of the 
honorable senator from South Carolina,: whose’ hos- 
tility to it was well known? He argued that, it pro- 
vided for the destruction of the country; and that it 
did so, he went on to prove, by showing that it 
paid off the public debt, filled the treasury to over- 
flowing, and enabled the Bank of the United States, 
and other local banks, to give a stimulus to over- 
production, which led to the revulsion of 1836 and 
1837, and the distress which followed. Now, if 
experience proved that the bill of 1828 filled the 
treasury, increase commerce, and caused the rapid 
progress of wealth and business, he thought the 
elementary truths brought to hear in opposition 
would have but little effect on public opinion. With 
this experience he would ask any unprejudiced mind, 
if the policy of the act of 1842 was not sounder than 
any clementary truths that could be offered in oppo- 
sition. He would now ask what was the state 
ofthe country previous to the year 1824. Why, 
with all our immense imports and seeming national 
prosperity, governmént was forced to  borrrow 
money to go on; business declined; the shipping im- 
terest was neglected; and the country was going 
rapidly into ruin; but after 1824, the protective 
system gave a new impulse to trade; business reviv- 
ed; and after 1828 things wore still a better aspect, 
and continued to do so until the compromise 
act reached its lowest point of duty: then came 
another change; foreign articles increased, while 
the home fabrie decreased. in price; there was no 
revenue; commerce declined, and the country was 
compelled to resort to loans to enable government 
to carry on its operation. He might go back to the 
year 1789, and from that to the present he would 
be enabled to show the same causes producing the 
same effects—the -lowest rates of duties: injurious 
to revenue, commerce, and the general good of 


the country; and the highest productive of directly _ 


opposite results. : ee A 

The honorable Senator will say all this is in op- 
position to elementary principles, and is not laid 
down by Adam Smith; it does not reach the con- 
clusion which he reached three quarters. of a cen- 
tury back, and which, as he declared it true then, 
must be true forever. In mathematics and geome- 
try, a truth once attained, is a truth for ever; but in 
moral philosophy, it is quite different. A true line 
of action to-day may be changed by to-morrow by 


Q28 


causes springing ‘up in the interim.  What—in the 
time of Adam Smith- mi ave been ‘admitted as 
truth, experience since mai hare roved not well es- 
tablished, Since then, what has’ been the history of 
the world? Manufactures -have improved, and steam, 
the great agent, was ‘then unknown; and so little 
was thought of any benefit to be derived from man- 
ufactures, that Adam Stith himself expressly re- 
commended this. country. (then colonies) to’ make 
agriculture their pursuit, and not to think of manu- 
factures.. The very article on which the honorable 
Senator seems to set so much value, was not then 
known as an article of pli duce; it is since that pe- 
riod. cottén has become a staple of the country. 


The views of Adam Smith were not entitled to the 


fullest credit. ; 
Mr. McDUFFIE said that Adam Smith’s policy 
was never questioned except in the United States. 
Mr. EVANS believed it was questioned in 


France and Germany; but, however, that was of lit- . 


tle consequence. Adam Smith, and all those wri- 
ters on political economy, on whom the honorable 
senator relied so much, were subject of Britain, 
from whence we received their doctrines like their 
fabrics—too much of both. Their doctrines were, 
no doubt, very favorable to their own manufac- 
tures, and justin proportion averse to the manu- 
facturing interests of every other country. He 
thought the advice of such men as Franklin and 
Washington far preferable to the doctrines or views 
of Adam Smith. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Franklin is against you. 

Mr. EVANS said he thought not. “Franklin 
told them to “go to manufactures and build them- 
selves up a nation;” and General Washington gave 
similar advice. Mr. E. then went on to show that 
Mr. McDurriz was in error, in supposing him to 
say that Congress could legislate poverty out of 
the country. He said nosuch thing; but he said 
that if there was any legislation on it, it should go 
to provide suitable employment, affording reasona- 
ble remuneration to those in want; and, by doing so, 
add to the wealth, competency, and comfort of the 
country, This the senator from South Carolina 
said could not be done; that any ‘such attempt 
would be only transferring wealth’ from the pocket 
of one to another; but if so, and that it went 
to transfer the gold and silver of a foreign 
country into our own. he, for one, could 
sce no objection to it. He then went on to review 
the naval’ law of England, showing how, by its 
protective policy, it raised that country in the 
course of 150 years from being one of the most tri- 
fling maritime powers, to the rank she now holds 
among nations as mistress of the seas. That pro- 
tective policy gave employment to countless thou- 
sands, and in the above space increased the tonnage 
of England from halfa million to nearly four mil- 
lion tons burden. He further illustrated the ad- 
vantages of the protective system by entering into a 

. lustory of the sugar trade in Louisiana; he argued 
that it increased the riches of all concerned in it—in- 
creased commerce, built up navies, and was to the 
honorable senator from South Carolina a direct 
benefit, inasmuch as it diminished the rivalship in 
cotton. Again he would ask what injury railroads, 
the fruits of protective legislation, did to any one. 
The answer would be, none. On the contrary, the 
country through which those roads passed became 
benefited, farm produce increased in value, new 
markets were opened, and the facilities for trans- 
portation gave a stimulus to the producer, which re- 
sulted in the doubling of his produce, and conse- 
quently of his wealth. 


As to the honorable senators accusation of his 
on Evans) having said that it was beat to buy 
ear and sell cheap, he wholly denied it. He never 
advanced such a doctrine; he thought about this 
buying cheap there wag a great delusion; his idea of 
buyirig cheap, was the obtaining the most of an- 
other’s industry for the least of his own. If the pro- 
tective duties were or could be productive of the evils 
laid to their charge, he maintained that the current 
of trade would ruin an article free of duty, such as 
linen, silks, &c.; but such was not the case. Sup- 
pose, said (Mr. Evans,) two vessels freighted with 
cotton, and despatched to Liverpool: arriving there, 
their cargoes are sold; one returns, laden with dutia- 
ble articles, the other with articles free of duty; both 
are brought into market; will then the owner of the 
dutiable articles be worse off by the amount paid for 
duties than he who has imported articles wholly 
free? By no means; one is as well off as the other; 
and if it were not so, the trade, as being most profit 


| able, would at once: be “confined to ‘articles free ‘of 
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duty. 3 ja ASEAS ` m Aen AS 
' When “he'had, ona former occasion, stated: that 
the usual effect of an.-incréase ‘of, duties was: not 


` alone to reduce prices: here; but abroad, it was upon 


general principles he: grounded his argument, and 
particularly in: reference to articles commonly im- 
ported;, but it- was evident this did not apply to ar- 
ticles not required by us, or raised by fordign coun- 
tries’ as articles of export. to this country; such as 
potatoes, grain, pork, beef, butter, &ec. . The price 
of such articles could not be effected either here or 
in foreign countries, by any duty we could impose, 


| because we have enough of these things for our 


own consumption; and they are not looked 
to by foreign countries as articles to be ex- 
ported by them to this country. He (Mr Evans) 
therefore. maintained that the arguments of the 
senator from South Carolina had not shaken his po- 
sition, that duties on articles of general importation 
reduced prices both here and at the place of foreign 
manufacture. He referred to the doctrines of po- 
litical economy in support of this position; and also 
in support of another, namely, that a duty on im- 
ports falls peeks on the manufacturer of the article 
taxed, and partly on the intermediate dealers, and 
finally on the consumer, but not wholly on either. 
Each has to pay a portion of the duty; the former 
by a sacrifice of profits. f 
Then, with regard to the senator’s astonish- 
ment at the idea that, to exclude from com- 
etition an additional supply, has the effect of 
owering prices, it was plain that, if the. sub- 
ject was fully investigated, it would turn out 
that there was nothing strange in it at all; for, 
the home manufacturers having security in the 
market,. would extend their business; more cap- 
italists would go into it; a greater quantity would be 
produced more skill brought into competition, and 
the result must be lower prices. And besides all 
this, cheapness did not depend on the mere nominal 
money price, but on the exchangeable value. Ifthe 
price remained nominally the same, yet the con- 
sumers were so much improved in their ability to 
consume, by the protective system, they would find 
what they had to buy in exchange for the products 
‘of their improved industry cheaper than when 
they had less means to buy. As an instance, 
he es a man had a bushel of wheat, 
which he wanted to exchange for a shovel; and 
he went to the importer of Simian shovels, 
and asked him the price. The importer says 
ninety cents. The farmer then goes to a merchant 
who sells home-made shovels as good in every re- 
spect, but asks $1 for his shovel. He returns to the 
importer and says, I have not money, but I have a 
bushel of wheat which I will exchange witkgyou. 
The importer replies, I must have money my 
shovel; but, if I am obliged to take your wheat in 
exchange, all I can allow you for it is seventy-five 
cents, and you will consequently have to pay me 
fifteen cents in addition. The farmer does not ap- 
prove of this, and goes to the merchant who has 
the home-made shovel. He tells him that he has 
no objection to the price of the shovel, if his bushel 
of wheat will be taken in exchange at the same 
price, $1. The merchant at once agrees to the ex- 
change. Now, is not the shovel cheaper to the- 
farmer by fifteen cents, than that which nominally 


was priced at only 90 cents instead of $1? This . 


went to show that it was the facility of exchange, 
and exchangeable value, that should be considered, 
and not the nominal price. Mr. E. next went into 
a recapitulation of his former arguments with 
regard to the idea that the exchange of exports for 
imports was a mere exchange of our labor for so 
much of the labor of another country. He main- 
tained that, even by the admission of Adam Smith, 
this never could be an equal exchange, as it was 
laid down in his book on political economy that a 
country exchanging its raw productions for the 
manufactured fabric, gave a large amount of home 
labor in exchange for a very small proportion of 
foreign labor. Hence he argued that it was always 
a disadvantageous exchange for the exporting coun- 
try. Mr. E. next touched on the supposed advan- 
tages of dividing this country into three separate 
confederations, as imagined by the senator from 
South Carolina, to be most advantageous for their 
respective productions—the southern and export- 
ing States forming one confederation, the west- 
ern and agricultural States the second, and 
the northern and manufacturing: States the third. 
The senator had imagined this to be the 
most natural division, because the industry of each 


confederation would be homogeneous. Now, so far 

from Believing that the ‘framers-of the. constitution, 
or the convention at Annapolis, dreaded the diver- 
sity of interests which must prevail in a confedera- 
tion of States differing so much in climate, soil, and 
indigenous productions, he (Mr. E.) could show, 
from Mr. Madison’s writings, (which he quoted,) 
that they considered ‘this very diversity the element 
of harmony and bond of union, inasmuch as it ren~ 
dered the whole, as a nation, independent of other 
nations, and created a dependency of interests 
among the States one upon another. He considered 
no country capable of sustaining itself when it had 
but one source of. industry; and referred to the ele- 
ments of the priiperity of England as proof that 
her diversity of interests had ‘contributed to her 
eminence. She had her manufacturing interests, 
her marine interests, (the largest. in the world,) and 
her agricultural interests, paramount to all, to sus- 
tain; and this she did by a judicious and timely pro- 
tection of all. He argued that not one of the three 
distinct confederations imagined by the senator from 
South Carolina could, for any length of time, main- 
tain itself on the strength of its isolated homoge- 
neous interests. 

In support of the doctrine of protection, he allu- 
ded to the history of the navigation act passed in 
England in 1650, at a time that Holland was the 
chief commercial state of Europe, and the shipping 
of England was inconsiderable and unable to keep 
the seas against Holland. In, forty years a change 
came; the navigation of England, in consequence of 
the protective act, ascending rapidly, and that of 
Holland sinking; and so it continued till the foreign 
commerce of Holland became extinguished, and that 
of England progressed until it reached its present 
pre-eminence. ‘i 

With respect to the difference of profits on capi- 
tal in the South and in the North, Mr. E. maintain- 
ed that the senator from South Carolina did not 
place the two sections on an equal footing in his 
argument. For instance: when he attributed to 
southern capital a profit or dividend of only 5 per 
cent., he took as that capital not only the invest- 
ment in lands, but that in slaves whose labor pro~ 
duced the cotton of the South. Now, if the labor of 
the North be taken as part of the manufacturing 
capital, and the dividends struck in the same manner 
as in the South; or, if the capital in labor, with re- 
gard to both, be disregarded, it will be found that 
the planter’s dividends are as large as those 
of the manufacturer.. But if the southern plant- 
er chooses to embark in a business, the labor of 
which has not only to produce cotton for him, but 
in addition to produce sustenance for itself, suste- 
nance for two-fifths more, unemployed, it was unrea- 
sonable of him to expect as much profit as those 
who maintained none but productive labor of a less 
expensive character. 


Mr. E. referred to Professor Tucker’s new work 
on the comparative industry of different sections of 
the Union, with a view of showing that the slave 
property, in the slave States, had not only to sus- 
tain itself, but two-fifths of the slave population un- 
employed, such as helpless men, women, and child- 
ren. But, by that work, it appeared that the pro- 
ductive industry of South Chrolina was, per capita, 
$87 each, (free persons, including slaves, $52,) and 
of New England, only $84. Some of the southern 
States ran up to $100, $110, $120, $130. In the 
western States, such as Indiana, the rate, per capita, 
was but $44. 'This, however, proved nothing but 
that the people of the western agricultural States 
could do with less capital, which counted, for the 
most part, in labor; whereas the people of the manu- 
facturing States had capitals largely invested, the 
interest of which they had to earn, as well their own 
subsistence. After a variety of arguments in answer to 
the several topics of the speech last made by the 
Senator from South Carolina, Mr. E. not appearing 
to have time to conclude, (4 o'clock having arrived,) 
gave way fora motion to adjournment; and, 

On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownnay, February 5, 1844. 
The journal having been read, 
The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the call on the States for petitions. 
Mr. VANCE moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of receiving such reports from the standing 


į committees as would not lead to debate. This course, 


‘he: though 
- House: ; ; 
‘The motion was rejected. 

FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 


_ Mr, LEVY moved to suspend the rules ‘seas to | 
enable him to offer the resolution which he unsuc- | 


cessfully “presented. on Saturday, for rescinding the 
10th article of the British treaty, providing: for the 


delivery of fugitives from justice. -He hoped ‘the ` 


House would, from the importance’ of the subject, 


excuse him for pressing it on their attention; and . 


he only asked them to suspend the rules for one 
hour. 


Mr. SEYMOUR called for the reading of the res- | 


olution. f 

Mr. SMITH of Ilinois hoped the question 
would not-ask for as-much as one hour for introduc- 
ing his resolution. 

“Mr. LEVY would state the reasons for asking an 
hour for the consideration of the resolution. It was 
based on circumstances which required explanation 
on his part, and it might be necessary for some ad- 
ditional explanations to be made by the chairman of 
the Committee of Foreign Affairs, or some other gen- 
tleman. i . 

On taking the question, the motion was rejected. 

ORDER OF THE DAY. 

The SPEAKER stated that the receptionof peti- 
tions was the order of the day; and the first ques- 
tion before the House was the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Weer] to lay on the table 
the ‘question of the reception of the petition present- 
ed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brarps- 
Lry,] praying for the repeal of the act of 1793, pro- 
viding for the arrest of fugitives from justice, and 
fugitives from labor. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY observed that, as this petition 
seemed to. have created some excitement, he wished 
to have a fair expression of the opinion of the 
House in relation to it, by sending it to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary; and in order to have å full vote 
on that question, he moved that there be a call of 
the House. 

The question was taken, and the motion for a call 
of the House rejected. - 

Mr. TIBBATTS called for the reading of the pe- 
tition; and it was read. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired to know the effect of 
laying the question of reception on the table. 
‘Would the petition be then received? 

The SPEAKER replied that, if the motion pre- 
vailed, the petition would not be received. 

The ycas and nays were then called through by 
Clerk; when 

Mr. BIDLACK roseand said that since he gave his 
vote he had read the petition, and had therefore come 


to the conclusion that it was wantonly, designedly - 


insulting to a large portion of this Union. He now 
wished to change his vote; and voted ay. Mr. Bs 
vote was so recorded; and 

The SPEAKER announced that the question was 
decided in the affirmative: yeas 97, nays 70, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—~Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, W. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, J. W. Davis, Deberry, Del- 
let, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
french, Gilmer, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Chasles J. Ingersoll, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lueas, Lump- 
kin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, McDow- 
ell, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, Payne, Peyton, 
Emery D. Potter, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Ritter, Russell, St, John, Saunders. Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stevens, John Stewart. Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Woodward, and Yost--97. 

NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Beardsley, 
Benton, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Collamer, Cranston, Dona, Richard D. Da- 
vis, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, Florence, Frick, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, 
Herrick, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, MeClelland, MecJivaine, Marsh, E. J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Patterson, E. R. Potter, Purdy, 
Romsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
and Winthrop—70, 


So the question of reception was laid on the table 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE SOUTHERN 


STATES. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY presented a petition from sun- 


ty would expedite: the business : of the f 


dry citizens of New. York; praying: for an amend- 
ment.of the constitution so-as:to ef 

of slavery in the: southern: States.: -` . ; ia 
~The SPEAKER decided that. this- petition. came 

within the rule-prohibiting the reception of abolition 

petitions; and it was. therefore not received. > + 


‘Qisk RULE. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY presented a petition from 
sundry citizens.of New York, praying for the repeal 
of the 2ist rule; which was laid on the table. 

Petitions were also presented from the State of 
New York, by Messrs. SEYMOUR, DANA, and 
FISH. : : 

Mr. HUNT presented a petition praying that the 
ordnance of 1787, which prohibits. t 
slavery in the Northwestern Territory of the United 
States, may be extended over all the Territories of 
the United States lying west of the Mississippi river. 

The SPEAKER was of opinion that this petition 
did not come within the rule. 

Mr. CAMPBELL inquired if it did not pray for 
the abolition of slavery in all our Territories west of 
the Mississippi river, and consequently in our Terri- 
tory of Texas. He raised the question of reception; 
but, after some conversation, withdrew it that the 
vote might be taken on a motion made by 

Mr. PAYNE to lay the petition on the table. 

Mr. HUDSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYNE withdrew his motion after some con- 
versation, in which several members took part. 

Mr. BRODHEAD renewed it, and the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: yeas 118, nays 56. > 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Jam@s Black, James A. Black- 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker 
hoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown. William 
J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, 
Agustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, J. W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Delet, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Elmer, Karlee, Foster, French, Gilmer, Grider, 
Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Holmes, Houston, Hu- 
bard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King. Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, ae McCauslen, Maclay, 
McClernand, McConnell, Mathews, J. Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Rayner, David S$. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Simons, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, 
Stetson, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wilkins, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost— 
118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Beardsley, Jer- 
emiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Catlin, Cranston, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap; Ellis, Fish, 
Florence, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hardin, Har- 
per, Herrick, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King,” 
McClelland, McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. 
Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H, Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, John Stewart, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, White, Williams, and Winthrop—s6. 

So the petition was laid on the table. 

Petitions were also presented by Messrs, DANA, 
BEARDSLEY, SEYMOUR, FISH, HUNT, 
KING, ANDERSON, STETSON, ELLIS, HUB- 
BELL, CARROLL, and PATTERSON. 

Mr. CATLIN, on presenting certain petitions, 
said he had been entrusted with several petitions 
upon a subject which was considered by the peti- 
tioners to be of great importance, not only to the 
navy, to which they more particularly related, but 
to the country. The petitioners assert that the 
spirit ration in the navy is the great enemy of sea- 
men, leading to vice and intemperate habits, pro- 
moting disease and insubordination; and hence the 
necessity for so great a number of punishments in 
the navy. They assert, moreover, that the evils 
which proceed from the spirit ration are not con- 
fined to the seamen themselves, but that they extend 
to their families, and finally to the whole nary, af- 
fecting its honor and its usefulness; and thus the 
whole country is affected by it. They assert, more- 
over, that the developments of science and the sound 
judgment of the age, based upon the experience 
of the past, condemns the use ofall intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage, and pray that the cup of pollu- 
tion may no longer be administered by the hands of 
the government. They pray that the spirit ration 
may be abolished, and such other beverage substi- 
tuted as, in the judgment of Congress, may be best 
calculated to promote the welfare of the navy. ‘They 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. SEYMOUR presented the petition of Alvin 


ect the abolition” 


_mémbers.: ‘gil Pat 
à not STEWART, o 
said. committee 


e existence of. 


rh 


ORM 7 
eference, was. referred: 


oo ston o 
Mr. ADAMS presented . the- resolutions -of the 
legislature of Massachusetts, asking for .an amend» 
ment of the constitution, so asto exclude that: por- 
tion of the’ representation of ‘the southern States, 
which is based on their slave ‘population. | [These *. 
resolutions were presented -on last petition: day “by 
Mr. Apams, and ‘the. question. of reception” being 
raised on them, and giving rise to debate, they were 
laid overs i ; ; iara 
Mr.. BURT, of South Carolina, objected to the 


. reception of the resolutions, and gave notice'of -his 


intention to debate the question: : 

The SPEAKER. said that, debate arising, the 
rules required the question to go over. - ae 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the gentleman would debate 
the question now, and let it be decided. The sub- 
ject embraced in these resolutions had been already 
referred to a select committee, of which’ he was a 
member, on similar resolutions, passed: at the pro- 
ceding session of the Massachusetts legislature; ‘and 
it was desirable that the committee should present 
their report, which they could not do until ‘these 
resolutions were referred. ; . 

The SPEAKER said that it was notin- order të 
debate the question. . ` my 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON begged leave to suggest 
to the gentleman from South Carolina to withdraw 
his objections, as these resolutions were the same as 
those already before the. committee, and the com- 
mittee could not report until they were referred.“ . 

Mr. BURT, in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, observed that this. committee was raised out. 
of courtesy to the State of Massachusetts; butit now 
appeared that there was a design to make it a stand- 
ing committee, to serve as a receptacle for all those 
incendiary petitions and resolutions which could be , 
manufactured to order. B 

The SPEAKER interrupted the gentleman from . 
South Carolina, and stated. that it was not in order 
to debate the question. ; 

Some conversation ensued, in which Messrs. 
ADAMS, CAMPBELL, BLACK, SAMPLE, and. 
WINTHROP took part, resulting in the Speaker’s 
deciding that the question of reception could then be 
taken—Mr. ‘ADAMS having stated that, in present- 
ing the resolutions, he had called for the decision of 
that question. i 

The yeas and nays having been called for by Mr. 
ADAMS, and ordered by one-fifth of the members 
present, were taken on the question, Shall the ques- 
tion of reception be now considered; and -resulted— 
yeas 74, nays 91, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Beardsley, James Black, 
Brodhead, J. Brown, Buffington, Burt, Cary, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Chilton, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, 
Fish, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Gilmer, Grider, Harper, 
Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, Joseph Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Nes, Parmenter, E. R. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Sykes, ‘Thomasson, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Williams, 
Wilkins, Winthrop, Woodward, and William Wright—74, 

NAVS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. B ack, Black. 
well, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 
Dana, Deniel, Jehn W. Davis, Dellet, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, Willis Green, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, 
MeClemard, McConnell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Rayner, D. S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Saunders, Simpson, Slidell, John F. Smith, Thomas. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, 
Summers, Taylor, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—9l. . 


So the resolutions were not received, 

Mr. ADAMS then proceeded with the presentz- 
tion of petitions, and laid before the House a grest 
number ona great variety of subjects. Amongst 
others, there was one from Elmyra, New York, 
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praying for an amendment of. the constitution: sọ ag l 
to secure the extinction Gfmplave representation: = 

"Lhe yeasand nays were called: for and ordered on 
the question of reception; and being taken, they’ re- 
sulted—-yeas. 73, nays 75, as follows: 

YEAS—Meéssrs.. ‘Adams, eardsley, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah “Brown, Buffington, 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Garrett Davis,- Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foster, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, 
Hale, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B: Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, P, B. Johnson, Daniel P, King, Kirk- 
patrick, Leonard, Lyon, Jay, McClelland, Mellvaine, 
Marsh,Morse, Moseley, Nes@rlisha R. Potter, Purdy, Chas, 
M. Read, Ritter, Rockwell, .Rogers, Severance, .'Thos. H. . 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Sykes, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
Wilkins, . Winthrop, Wm. Wright,and Yost—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Edward J. 
Black, James A. Black, Bossier, Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Reuben. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, 
Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Drom- 
goole, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Willis. Green, Grider, 
Hammett, Haralson, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lump 
kin, McCauslen, McConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
phy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Rathbun, 
Rayner, David S. Reid,Relfe, Russell, Saunders, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tucker, Weller, and Woodward—75. 


So the petition was not received. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a petition, the reception 
of which was objected to, and the yeas and nays de- 
manded, upon the question of seconding the demand 
for the yeas and nays, 49 voted in the affirmative, 
and 52 in the negative. So the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

Mr. HAMMETT moved that the House adjourn; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House, and 
upon this question the yeas and nays were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted: yeas 71, and nays 89. 
So the call was negatived. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 
The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Wesley Jones 
-and 86 other citizens of Orange county, Indiana, 
asking a grant of lands for the completion of the na- 
tional thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio 
by the improvement of the navigation of the Wa- 
bash. The petition of Nelly Hawkins and 63 other 
citizens of Indiana and Kentucky, praying Congress 
for a grant of the unsold lands in the Vincennes’ land 
district, to complete the entire line of canal from lake 
Erie to the Ohio river, at Evansville. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Solomon 
Price and 33 other citizens of Illinois, praying a 
grant of publie lands for the improvement of the 
Kaskaskia river. The memorial of Lewis 8. Jones 
and 83 others, ciuzens of Ilinois, praying a grant of 
lands in the Wabash valley, for the improvement of 
the navigation of the abash river from Terre 
Flaute, the terminus of the Wabash and Erie canal, 
to the Ohio river: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, The petition of S. G. Whitby 
and 195 others, citizens of the State of Ilinois, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Lafayette, 
in the State of Indiana, through Danville and Deca- 
tur, to Springfield, in the State of Ilinois: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Thomas Hadley 
and 45 other citizens of Bath, New Hampshire, pray- 
ing for a reduction of postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The pe- 
tition of ©. C. Hutchins 22 others, citizens of Bath, 
New Hampshire, praying for a reduction of postage: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HUNT of New York: The petition of 
208 citizens of Lockport, New York, in favor of the 
reduction of postage. The petition of John Robin- 
son, praying compensation for losses in the late war 
with England. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The petition of James Lin- 
ton and 73 others, citizens of aston, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the reduction of the rates of postage, and 
a revision of the Post Office laws. The petition of 
E. W. Hamlin and 34 others, citizens of Wayne 
county, Pennsylvania, of a similar import: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

_By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Dun- 
ping R. MeVair for extra compensation as mail con- 
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tractor. ‘The petition of Peters, Moore & Co, for 
extra compensation as mail contractors. The. peti- 
tion of FJ. B. Crane and others; in' favor of are- 
duction in the rates of postage. . 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Henry 
King’s executor, ‘praying the passage of a law for 
the settlement of the accounts of his testator, for ser- 
vices as an officer ‘in the revolutionary war: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 6, 1843. 


Mr. WHITE presented joint resolutions adopted 
by the legislature of Indiana, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from that 
State to use their best exertions to secure necessary 
appropriations from the national treasury, or to pro- 
cure a grant of land for the purpose of improving the 
navigation of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Wabash 
rivers: ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also presented three several joint resolutions 
adopted by the legislature of Indiana, instructing 
the senators and requesting the representatives from 
that State to vote as follows, viz: 

For a donation of land sufficient to enable that 
State to construct a canal at the falls of the Ohio 
river: referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

For the passage of a law reducing the rates’ of 
postage, and to enable those who transmit newspa- 
pers and pamphlets by mail to endorse their names 
thereon: referred to the Committee on’ the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

For an appropriation to erect a light-house in the 
harbor of City West, Indiana: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Also presented three several memorials from citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying for an appropriation of 
land, to be applied to the completion of the Wabash 
and Erie canal to the Ohio river: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Philadelphia and Reading railroad company, asking 
the passage of a law allowing them to import, free of 
duty, railroad iron sufficient for the completion of 
said road. The memorialists represent that that 
company was incorporated in 1834; that in 1835 
they commenced the work, and completed a single 
track; that a double track is indispensably necessa- 
ry for the purposes of that country; that they were 
prevented from completing the road in the time 
prescribed by law, by the embarrassments which oc- 
curred intermediately; that they are willing to pur- 
chase the requisite amount of iron for the completion 
of the road in this country, but they find it impossi- 
ble to procure such as will suit the heavy burdens 
carried on it: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. 'TAPPAN presented a preamble and joint 
resolutions, adopted by the general assembly of 
Ohio, instructing the senators and requesting the 
representatives from that State to use their efforts, 
and all the means in their power, to effect the pas- 
sage of a retrenchment measure, reducing the com- 
pensation and pay of officers and agents under the 
general government at least 333 per cent. on their 
present compensation and pay: read, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial from Richard 
Stanton and others, of the county and town of Alex- 
andria, representing that various laws, affecting 
their interests, have been proposed to Congress, and 
remonstrating against their passage, execpt the law 
requiring that one of the judges of the cireuit court 
of the District of Columbia shall hereafter reside in 
the town of Alexandria: referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from David 
Jones and Erastus Bailey, of Brown county, in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to pass a 
law confirming them in a joint pre-emption: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred a certain portion of 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon the subject, made a further and final report, 
accompanied by a bill to amend the Judiciary act of 
24th September, 1789. The bill was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading, and the report to be 
printed. 

Also reported back, without amendment, the bill 
to increase the salary of the judge of the district 


court. of the United States, for the eastern, western, 
‘and middle districts of Tennessee. A 

Also . reported back, with an amendment, the. bill 
changing the time of holding the court at Clarks- 
putek and Wheeling,. inthe western district of Vir- 
ginia. > wE , : 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition and papers of 
Thomas M., Latham; praying compensation for 
services rendered as master of the fishing sloop 
Marion, in assisting to take from the ship Charles 
Wharton, stranded upon the bar at the entrance of 
Tampa Bay, Florida, in the month of December, 
1837, United States troops and property belonging 
to the United States, made a report, accompanied by 
a resolution referring the matter to the Secretary of 
War, with instructions to ascertain and report all 
the facts in the case to the Senate at the present ses- 
sion. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made adverse reports in the following cases; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and he 
printed, viz: 3 , 

The petition of the heirs of Nicholas Thomas, 
praying to be allowed the amount of the pension 
due him for revolutionary services., i 

The petition of the widow of Benjamin Coit for 
a pension. i 

The petition of the widow of Abraham Gailes, a 
soldier in the revolution, praying to be allowed a 
pension. ; . 

The petition of Jacob Olingey for a pension. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Ephraim D. Dickson; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Arcuison on Thursday last, was taken up and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to in- 
form the Senate what registers and receivers of the 
land office have exacted fees not allowed by law; 
also, the names of such registers and receivers, to- 
gether with the amount of fees so exacted, as far 
as the same has been ascertained by the Commis- 
sioner; and whether such fees, so illegally exacted, 
have been refunded, or ordered by the Commissioner 
to be refunded. 


House bill for the relief of J. McLaughlin was 
taken up, read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 

Mr. ALLEN inquired of the Chair what was e 
situation of the bill restoring to General Jackson 
the fine imposed on him at New Orleans. 

The CHAIR said the bill had been reported from 
the Judiciary Committee, with an amendment; and 
that it had been assigned to its proper place on the 
general orders. 

Mr. ALLEN was understood to say that he did 
not know that there was any particular reason ‘for 
delaying action upon the bill. He did not think it 
would require much time to dispose of it, and there- 
fore moved that the previous orders be postponed, 
with a view to take it up for consideration. 

Mr. EVANS expressed a hope that the bill would 
not be taken up until the subject now before the 
Senate (the tariff) was disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN did not understand that the bill 
would consume much of the time of the Senate. 
He suggested the propriety of speedy action upon 
it, Ifit really was a bill, one of the main objects of 
which was to remove what the illustrious individum 
to whom it refers believed to be an imputation or 
censure on his conduct, whilst defending his coun- 
try, and inasmuch as he was now in an advanced 
stage of life, and there was no certainty-of that life 
being much longer attenuated, it was of the utmost im- 
portance that the bill should pass as speedily as pos- 
sible, if the Senate really designs to execate the pur- 
poses of it. He had some information, informally, that 
such direction would be given to the bill as would pre- 
vent the necessity of consuming one hour of the tinie 
ofthe Senate inits consideration. Ifsuch wag the 
fact, there could be no objection to proceeding to its 
consideration. Every hour’s delay was productive 
of greater injustice to him to whom it was intended to 
render justice. 

Mr. BARROW said he was as well prepared to 
vote on the bill then as he would be at the last day 
of the session; but he was opposed to taking it up 
this morning, and suggested to the senator from 
Ohio to fix upon some day, and make ita special 
order for that day, 


therefore move ‘take’ the “bill üp and make it" 
the special order for Thursday next. os 


. Mr. KING remarked that unless the subject now 
pendine-—-the tariff bill—was got through ‘with be- 
foré- Thursday next, the object of the’ senator in 
making the bila special order for that day wòuld 
be ‘defeated; for this subject would override it as the 
-unfinished business: The best: plan would'bé to 
léave the bill irits present condition; and it could be 
called- up” during the morning hour of any- day, 
when ‘there was but little of the ordinary morning 
business to be disposed of. ` 
~Mr. ALLEN had no objection to such a course. 
His object was to call. the attention of the Senate to 
the subject, so as to obtain as speedy action as possi- 
ble upon it. He therefore would withdraw his mo- 
tion to take the bill up; and would barely say to 
the Senate, by way of notice, that he would move 
to’ take it up previous to 1 o’clockon Thursday 
next. 
LUNATIC ASYLUM IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill providing for the insane asylum in the 
District of Columbia came up in order, the question 
being on ordering it to be engrossed dnd read a 
third time. = 

Mr. TAPPAN said that the yeas and nays had 
been ordered on that question. He did not intend 
to say anything more upon the subject than what 
he had already said; but he thought it time to stop 
draining the national treasury for the support of the 
people of the District of Columbia in all their ex- 
penses. He hoped the time was not far distant 
when there would be a majority in that body satis- 
fied that they had no constitutional power, if not 
that it was not just and right, to give away the pub- 
lic treasure for the support of the insane of any 
city in the Union., , 

Mr. KING was of the impression that. the sum 
to.be expended for furniture was too extravagant. 
He called upon the chairman of the Committee on , 
the District [Mr. Mirer] to state the amount of 
the proposed expenditure, and the objects for which 
it is proposed to be incurred.. - : 

Mr. MILLER made an explanation, restating 
the remarks he made when the bill was last up, 
(which were published in the Globe on Wednesday 
last.) He showed that the amount required for fur- 
nishing forty rooms, large and small, was $3,000; 
and that the whole amount required to pay the sala- 
rics of officers of every kind, and to furnish pro- 
vision and medicines, was $7,000-—-making in the 
whole $10,000. This amount, he said, was much 
larger than would be required for the support of the 
institution. An annual appropriation not exceeding 
$5,000 was all that would be required hereafter. 

Mr. KING inquired whether there was nota 
claim. due for the maintenance of the hinatics who 
were authorized to be sent to the Baltimore institu- 


tion. 

Mr. MILLER remarked that there was $3,000 
due the Baltimore institution, for the maintenance of 
lunatics sent there by order of Congress. It re- 

uired $3,000 per annum for their support there. 
‘ongréss failed, at the last session, to make any ap-" 
propriation for that object. If the lunatics were 
continued in Baltimore till the spring, a larger sum 
would be required to pay their expenses. ‘The com- 
mittee had reported an amendment to the bill, 
(which was adopted,) appropriating the sum of 
$3,000 to cover the amount due for their support 
ast year. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired of the Chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, [Mr. Miz- 
Ler] how long it was expected that the government 
would have to pay $5,000 annually for the support 
of that institution. ; 

Mr. MILLER replied: so long as they think 
proper soto do, hey can withhold any appropri- 
ation whenever they please. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he would simply inquire of 
the chairman, (Mr. Mitver,] whether the estimate 
of the expenses did not include a salary of $250 a 
year for three inspectors? He supposed these in- 
spectors were only occasionally to visit the institu- 
tion, and superintend its management and direction, 
and see that the unfortunate subjects were properly 
attended to. Now, he asked, if Congress went to 
the expense of erecting a building, and paying all 
current expenses for the support of the insane of this 
District, whether there were not citizens here of high 
respectability and worth, who would be willing, 
without compensation, to take upon them this office? 
For his own part, he woul infinitely prefer trust- 


su purse; and |} “ing 


| ing attention to the subject: 


In thë hands o ns 
their services; to: trasting itn th 


would volunteer’ 


` hands of such persons-as it was likely to fall into: He’ 


made these suggestions, merely with a’view of” call: 


‘Mr. MILLER, in reply ‘stated “to the senator 
[Mr. Wriont,} that, inthe bill passed in 1842, au- 
thorizing the’erection of ‘this building, there was a 


provision which authorized the President to appoint ° 


three persons forthe purpose referred to; -but-look- 
ing to the fact that there was no appropriation made 
the President did not appoint those persons. , 

As to the appointment of inspectors or superin- 
tendents, in the present instance, he’ would 
state to. the honorable senator, [Mr. Wricnr,] 
that the. framers of the bill intended these super- 
intendents should be physicians belonging to the 
District, who asked no compensation that would 
at all pay them for the services which it “was 
expected they would render, With that pro- 
fessional liberality which characterized the faculty 
here, they were willing to devote a great part of their 
time to superintending these unfortunate persons. 
The salary appeared to him to be very small—not 
at all proportionate to the services to be rendered. 
He understood that the inspectors were to be resident 
physicians—perhaps young men of talents, to whom 
the salary, small as it was, would be very necessa- 
ry, and who would reside in. the building, and de- 
vote their time chiefly to the institution. e hoped 
the gentleman would see that the provision was not 
for the emolument of the persons to be employed; 
but merely a just, though trifling consideration, for 
actual services to be rendered. 


Mr. WRIGHT said that if persons could not be 
found withinsthe District to take the office, it went 
very far to show that the appropriation had better 
be stopped; and he would gnfinitely rather have citi- 
zens, physicians or not, who would be willing to 
superintend this institution, as a task of human þe- 
nevolence, than a class of people Who would neces- 
sarily seek the trust under more interested cir- 
cumstances. If it was made an object to obtain 
cee ayear, it was most likely that persons the 
east serviceable would obtain the money. Besides, 


‘it was an expense which ought not to be asked of 


Congress; Congress erected the building, and was 
willing to pay all necessary expenses. If it was 
necessary to pay this at all, the community should 
do that much without an appropriation. 


Mr. ALLEN did not understand the chairman as 
to what would be the annual cost of keeping the es- 
tablishment up. > Š 

Mr. MILLER replied that the estimate was about 
$5,000. 


Mr. ALLEN said that this District now tontained 
a population of forty or fifty thousand; and the an- 
nual appropriation necessary to support the insane 
would be about $5,000, or one dollar for every ten in- 
habitants. Apply the rule to any State in the Union, 
and what would the result be found to be? In the 
State of Ohio, there were two millions of people; 
and in the same proportion, the appropriation would 
be about $200,000. Was this reasonable? He be- 
lieved that the annual expense of the institution in 
Ohio, which took charge of all the unfortunate in a 
population of two millions of people, did not exceed 
$5,000, the estimated expense of the institu- 
tion for this District. He spoke this without 
having examined statistics upon the subject; 
but he believed that $5,000 covered all the ex- 
penses of the Ohio institution. He was sure that 
not less than $200,000 would be required to do it, if 
the same rule were observed in regard. to the State, 
as it was proposed should be observed in regard to 
the population of the District. The sum of $5,000 
was enormous for an institution of this kind, where 
the population was so smal]. He would venture to 
say that all the insane of the District could be pro- 
vided for at an expense of $1,000 annually. It 
looked like money-getting, because it- was an expen- 
diture which every one. knew was disproportionate 
to the size of the community. This system of con- 
tinually drawing upon Congress to minister to the 
wants of the people in one particular part of the 
Union, he was opposed to. It.was time to put a 
stop to it. He was by no means unfriendly to the 
District. He would do for it as much as he would 
for any part of the Union; but he was not willing 
that the government should be imposed upon. The 
institution, if at all supported by Congress, should 
be supported at an expense proportionate to the 
State institutions. Hereafter the plea for. increased 


expenditures would be, would Congress Jet:-the - 


-Ohio and elsewhere. 


proportion to ‘similar’expenditures 


(M 


inequality was forth 
this uw 


from Maryland whether the laws of ‘that State did 
not authorize the removal of such persons to théir 
proper residences. i 

Mr. MERRICK was understood to reply that ` 
there was a law of the State authorizing the removal 
of the poor, but he did not believe it was ever enforced. 
Certainly the senator would not have us: remove lu- 
natics, and throw them loose ‘upon other communi 
ties. He knew that he would not. These unfortunate 
beings were to be found here, and must be provided’ 
for, either by the humane and charitable, or by Con- 
gress, or be permitted to perish. ' As to the amount 
which would be required hereafter, it could not ‘be 
correctly known until the institution was put into op- 
eration. The $5,000 might, by experiment, be found 
more than sufficient. “We should then at least have 
some data to go upon. But if it should ‘not be suffi- 
cient, and $20,000 annually were required to keep. 
these unfortunate beings from perishing, he had no 
doubt that hereafter a Congress would be found suf” 
ficiently humane to_approptiate even that amount 
for their support. He hoped the number would. not 
be so great as to require even the small sum of $5,000 
hereafter for their support. a 

Mr. EVANS said he would give a single reason 
why the appropriations for the support of institu- 
tions in the States were, less than an appropriation 
could be for: the support of an institution of this 
kind in the District. A large proportion of the ex- 
penses was defrayed by: the patients themselves, 
many of whom were able to pay, or had friends to 
pay their expenses. The insane for whom this in- 
stitution was intended, would be composed of desti- 
tute persons, who could pay nothing. - This was 
the reason why the expenses were so different in the 
States. 

After a few further remarks by Mr. ALLEN, the 
subject was, : 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, postponed till to- 
morrow. j : 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


The CHAIR then announced the unfinished busi- 
ness—being the resolution of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, for the indefinite postponement of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. McDurrie: to reduce’ the rates of 
duties under the present tariff. to the standard of the 
compromise act. m 

Mr. EVANS addressed the Senate for two hours, 
in continuation of his remarks of yesterday. He 
said it was with reluctance he conseniéd, yesterday, 
to postpone until this morning what little. remained 
for him to say in reply to the honorable senator 
from South Carolina; and he hoped, if the discus- 
sion-was to go on, that it would be so conducted as 
to render it unnecessary for him to participate fur- 
ther init. The view which had been offered of the 
benefits to accrue to the South from a dissolution of 
the Union, if offered as an illustration, was, he con- 
sidered, a ‘most unhappy one, and could only ke 
viewed in a favorable light by men (if any could be 
found) possessed of more zeal, but much tess dis~ 
cretion, than the honorable senator. He [Mr. Mce- 
Durrie] had painted, in most inviting eolors, the 
happiness that the proposed southern confederacy 
would enjoy, when freed from the shackles of the 
government of the Union, and careering onward un-: 
der the direction of some form. of separate legisla- 
tion. He had: permitted his imagination to dwell 
on the unexampled prosperity that was, under a isy 
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solution of: the Union; to -bless. his~ section sof. the 
country, quite reg ; 
correct) the result would be to all other portions of 
the States.. He. had -the sagacity not to hold forth 
on any. wrong that a disruption of the Union would 
inflict on our common country; but he described, 


in glowing colors, the. great: advantages, the un- . 


bounded ‘wealth, , and indescribable improvement, 
which such disruption: would confer on one part.of 


the broken confederacy.. All these great advanta- . 


ges, he maintained, the South would gain by sever- 
ance: from the Union. e southern . confederacy 
would,under selfgovernment,out-tival the Hesperian 
gardens, and be blessed with perpetual verdure and 
eternal spring; become the depository of unbounded 
wealth, the land of unparalleled happincss—free 
from political convulsions, ‘proof against national 
earthquakes, no possibility of being involved in war, 
but ever blessed with smiling peace. But (asked 
Mr. E.) by what process of inductive reasoning has 
the honorable senator reached these most flatter- 
ing conclusions? He says this southern confedera- 
cy, whose capital is to be wholly sunk in bringing 
forth the produce of the country, will be able, of 
that produce, to export to foreign countries to the 
value of one hundred millions annually; and that, 
in return, they will receive,in foreign imports, one 
hundred and twenty millions; consequently giving a 
yearly profit of twenty millions. Part of this, 120,- 
000,000 he appropriates for sale to, or exchange 
with, the western States; but he does not say how 
much, nor does he clearly lay down what is to be 
received from the West in return. 

The 100,000,000 sent out is to consist of cotton, 
tobacco, and rice; and the return, of foreign imports. 
In drawing this very pleasing picture, the honorable 
senator has not said who are to be the recipients of 
the $20,000,000 profits; not the southern confederacy 
most assuredly, for he has described their capital as 
altogether sunk in the raising of produce. The 
profits must go to those employed in the transporta- 
tion of those goods out and homeward; and, as it is 
admitted the southern confederacy is not to bea 
shipping or maritime country; and as, after the dis- 
ruption of the Union, it could not be hoped that 
northern. or New England ships would be so far 
favored as, to obtain from the. southern confederacy 
employment—so the only conclusion to be drawn 
is, that this profit of 20,000,000 must go into the 
pockets of English ship-owners, being the only per- 
sons that the southern confederacy could consistent- 
ly employ in the trade. Again, this 120,000,00 of 
forcign imports. is to be consumed, according to 
the honorable senator, by a_ population of five or 
rix millions. Can this e done? Decidedly not; 
for, in the United States, with a population of 
sixteen or seventeen millions, we find that a foreign 
importation of 100,000,000 is more than enough. 
What do these foreign importations in chief consist 
of? Take one of the principal articles—woollens. 
The climate of the South renders a moderate sup- 
ply of this article sufficient; and letit be remembered 
that there is a large class of inhabitants who cannot 
indulge in any expenditure on foreign produce. 
It is true that the free population may use a larger 
proportion than others, but the greater number are 
not those who can be reckoned customers for wool- 
lens, silks, glass, iron, &e. The amount of imports 
which the honorable senator reckons on, amounts 
to one-sixth of all the manufactures of England; and 
yet he states that a population not one-fourth that of 
Great Britain—now twenty-six millions—can con- 
snme this immense quantity. He holds out to the 
Westa promise of supplying it with foreign im- 
ports at low prices; but how is it to be done? He 
proposes taking live stock in exchange—nothing else 
—for the South will produce her own breadstuffs. 
He cannot take from the West cotton-bag- 
ging; his doing so would destroy his own 
theory, and would tend to injure the trade of 
Glasgow and Paisley. He will not take hemp 
or wool, though wool must speedily become a great 
article in the West. He says the West will find op- 
portunities of exporting all that the southern con- 
federeracy do not require from their own ports. If 
so, his whole argument is destroyed; for if the peo- 
ple of the West send abroad provisions, they will 
bring back other necessaries in return. What then 
becomes of their portion of the 120,000,000 imports? 
The glorious prospect of wealth held out to the 
West, by devoting countless millions to raising 
live stock for the southern:confederacy, must fall to 
the ground; and with it, the theory of the honorable 
Seeator, that the West could never become the 
country of manufacture, but must remain always a 


less of -what (if his views were”. 
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: seller, instead. of à buyer. The ‘West he (Mr. : 
}: Evans). contended, was destined to become a-great 


manufacturing country; its growth.of wool was (as 


iin every.other nation) rapidly increasing; and the 
only danger to be dreaded was, that it might -here-* 


after be imported so cheap as to. break down the 
trade here. The: great. staples of the , south- 
ern confederacy -were tobacco, cotton, and rice. 


: Virginia, with a population-of one and one-fourth 


million raised. tobacco, having no cotton or rice, to 
the amount of three and a half million dollars. Here, 
then, is about one-fourth of the population of the 
confederacy contributing, toward the annual export 
of 100 millions, the amount of 34 millions? Then 
South Carolina, witha population of about one-half 
that of Virginia, raises cotton and rice to the amount 
of about 6 millions; and Alabama. raises in still greater 
proportion. What is to be the result? how are the 
profits of the confederacy to be satisfactorily distrib- 
uted? Virginia raises nothing that other States will 
take; and with her the question will grow up as to 
the rates of duties. She will say, on my tobacco is 
charged a duty abroad of 2,200 per cent., while your 
cotton goes free. This is not fair; we must have a 
reciprocity we must be equal. She will insist, and 
with justice; on an equal paricpanon in the ben- 
efits of the confederacy; and not obtaining them, will 
turn their attention to her natural and great resources— 
her mineral wealth, her navigable rivers—and will 
become, as she ought to be now, a manufacturing 
and navigating State. She will turn and say—lI 
have iron; I have artisans; I will supply you with 
the wares now supplied you by Sheffield and Bir- 
migham; and will take in payment your cotton, 
which I will spin, and again return to you in its 
manufactured state. 

Mr. Evans went on to* draw a comparison be- 
tween the population and produce of South Carolina 
and Mississippi; showing the former, with 600,000 
persons, producing 6,000,000; while the latter, with 
375,000 inhabitants, produced 15,472,000; which he 
contended would require a consumption on the part 
of 375,000 Mississippians of twice and one-half as 
much of foreign imports as would fall to the share of 
South Carolina. It could only end in another con- 
federacy, and then the dispute would be not between 
the northern and southern States, but between the 
northernand southern ends of the threatened con- 
federacy. If the trade in flour and corn was closed 
inthe West, and the West was compelled to rely 
for importations on the South, how was it to get 
along for revenuc—it should under the proposed 
system, pay duties tothe South, and then duties to 
the West. The honorable senator had not taken 
‘into considération, in speaking of this disruption of 
the Union, what effect a single year’s war would 
have—not a war with England, that would be out 
of the question; she being the favored nation and the 
only market of the confederacy, any demand made 
by her would be submitted to; but if a war (for ever 
to be deplored) with the South was to take place, the 
contest would be on the ocean, and- the South could 
only contend by aid of its ally, Great Britain. . T'o 
protect the South, a British fleet would be neces- 
sary on its coast. And how long, under such guar- 
dianship, those States could preserve their indepen- 
dence, was easily foreseen. 

‘What was there in the aspect of the times to lead 
to the conclusion that the interests of the South 


| would be more carefully guarded and protected by 


any foreign alliance she could make, than by her ad- 
herence to the Union, under which her institutions 
are now held sacred? Was she to expect it from an 
alliance with England? Was the whole policy of 
Great Britain in relation to the emancipation of 
slavery to be suddenly. changed? Had not the 
South a guaranty in the constitution, and in the de- 
termination of the mags of the people to adhere to 
it, which she could not have were it possible for 
her to set herself loose, to form a new confederation 
of her own, composed of mere homogenous inter- 
ests? Would Great Britain, after abolishing slavery 
in her own colonies, be likely to protect and foster 
the institutions of the South? The history of all 
countries had amply recorded evidences that no na- 
tions, merely producing raw materials to be exported 
for manufacture, ever became wealthy or great; 
while abundance of testimony could be adduced that 
they generally dragged out an impoverished exist- 
ence as mere colonies, dependent on the country 
which converted their labor and raw productions 
into fabrics for gencral consumption and commerce. 
Such a separate confederation as that supposed 
by the senator from South Carolina, were it practi- 
cable atall, must, ultimately, lead to dependence on 


Great Britain; for- the moment its market was sus- : 


ended, its -ownexistence must become precarious, 
ity productions worthless, and its soil an’ uncultiva- 


“ted waste. ‘The South could: have but one of the 


alternatives—cither to submit to any terms dictated to 
her by England, or to seek again for an alliance 
withthe North, which she had discarded, were it - 
possible the North could survive the calamity which 
the senator supposes would: fall upon it by the sep- 
aration. But another difficulty would be formed 
by this southern confederation. All its homoge- 


’ neous interests being centred in the growth and ex- 


portation of tobacco, cotton, and rice, its whole 
capital would be vested in those productions. It 
could not devote any part of it to navigation; for, if 
it did, that would be a breaking up of the principle, 
and a diversion of so much force from the homo- 
geneous interests. She would not, of course, on the 
same principle, allow the navigation of the North to 
become transporters of her exports, and carriers of 
her imports. In compliance with her theory, she 
should give all that to England, in order to enable 
her great market to become consumers, to a larger 
extent, of her produetions. Thus she must become 
a subsidiary of the naval power*of a foreign nation. 
If the South was, in the first instance, the importing 
confederation, what would it do with its 120 mil- 
lions of imports? 

It may be said, a great part of this amount of 
imports would be sold to the western confederation 
—the northern being excluded upon principle. The 
western confederation would not, however, take 
them, unless in exchange for its own products. But 
what would the South do with so much western 
products, unless to export them in exchange for 
fresh imports? and that would be cutting off so much 
from the southern exports, or inducing an excessive 
importation, for which no market could be found? 
Then there would be a greater difficulty still; the 
southern confederation would add ten per cent. of 
duty, according to the senator’s pena upon imports, 
to make up its revenue of $12,000,000. What was 
the West to do for a revenue all this time to support ` 
its government? It would not submit to direct tax- 
ation; and consequently must resort to an ad- 
ditional duty on the goods it would import 
from the southern confederation. The South 
would retaliate, by putting a duty on its 
importation of live stock from the West; and so 
matters would go on till strife and anarchy would 
arise; and the two confederations would find that, 
instead of mending their condition, by seceding 
from the general Union, they had enfeebled and im- 
poverished themsleves, and destroyed all their for- 
mer prosperity, power, and strength. 

He (Mr. E.) would now refer to a document 
which he wished was studied more than it is, and 
acted upon by those who have studied it. He 
meant the farewell address of him who was em- 
phatically and justly designated the Father of his 
country—General Washington. 

Mr. E. here read from that address various pas- 
sages, urging the necessity of a permanent union of 
the States under our general government; and en- 
joining the people of the United States to preserve 
and perpetuate that Union. 

He (Mr. E.) had not the least idea that the sena- 
tor from South Carolina contemplated any disrup- 
tion of the Union. Ha was confident he only used 
his arguments as illustrations of elementary prin- 
ciples. But they were, he feared, calculated to 
alienate from the Union (which is now the nation’s 
bond of strength and prosperity) weaker minds, 
and to raise up questions of distrust as to the per- 
manency of our institutions. 

To those who, under the influence of discontents 
more imaginary than real, would venture to attempt 
the carrying on of such a visionary scheme as that 
of forming separate confederations founded on ho- 
mogeneous interests, he (Mr. E.) would recommend 
the study of that portion of mythological histor 
which records the adventure of him who, but for 
one day, attempted to drive the chariot of the sun. 
They would find that his life was the forfeit of his 
temerity. Whoever attempts the dismemberment 
of this Union will live only in the reproaches of 
mankind; he may live in history, but it will not be 
on the page where are inscribed the names and deeds 
of the good, and wise, and great, the benefactors of 
mankind; but on that page where are recorded the 
names and acts of those were the authors of civil 
discord and national calamity. He (Mr. E.) did not 
believe any portion of the South desired such re- 
sults. He believed that they felt, with the people of 
the North, that all were bound together in one com- 


mon eause, as, one community—one nation. As 
such, we; had: achieved independence; renown. and 
an ascendency unparalleled in so-short a times: To 


preserve ‘these, we must preserve the Union which: 
2 : 


as conferred such blessings. 


Mr. WOODBURY next obtained the foor; and: 


observed, that-he was prepared to. proceed with: the: 


remarks:which:it was his intention, on a former oc- 


casion,:to- offer to. the Senate; but the hour being. 


late, and. some business’ being required to be. trans- 
acted in executive session, he presumed it would .be 
agreeable to the Senate to pass over informally the 
present subject of discussion. : 

A short debate arose on the subject- of taking a 
vote on the preliminary question, with a view of 
getting rid of the constitutional difficulty of enter- 
taining the subject, Messrs. DAYTON and BATES 
desiring that question to be settled first, and Messrs. 
MOREHEAD, ARCHER, BERRIEN, and SE- 
VIER, being in favor of allowing the discussion to 
go on, Jeaving the preliminary question to be after- 
wards decided by the vote on the Finance Commit- 
tee’s resolutions. . 

Finally, the subject was passed over informally, 
with the understanding that Mr. Woopsury, if 
ready to-morrow to proceed. with his remarks, 
might, at 1 o’clock, call it up. 

The Senate then went into executive session, and 
shortly after adjourned. í 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Tuespar, February 6,1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, (general consent being accorded to him for 
that purpose,) reported a bill for constituting Ban- 
gor a port of entry; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WELLER asked and obtained leave to pre- 

‘sent the following resolutions; which were laid up- 
on the table, and ordered to be printed: 

‘A resolution of the general assembly of the State 
of Ohio, instructing the senators and requesting the 
representatives from said State, in the Congress of 
the United States, to use their influence in procuring 

the pasmes of alaw to protect the present occupants 
of the lands in the county of Crawford, in said 
State, formerly owned by the Wyandott Indians. 

Alzo, a resolution of the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, instructing the senators and request- 
ing the representatives from that State to appropri- 
ate money to build a bridge over the Ohio at Wheel- 
ing, Virginia. . 

Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. BELSER asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill authorizing the payment of certain claims 
of the State of Alabama, and amendatory of the 
act of the 16th day of August, 1842, on the same 
subject. 

Mr. B. presented sundry records and documents 

in support of the said claims of the State of Ala- 
bama: read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. . 


REPORT ON RULES. 

The House then proceeded to the order of the 
day for the morning hour. 

Mr. HAMMETT being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the House. -Nothing was more foreign to 
his expectation when he left home, than that he 
should be called upon to debate a subject like this, 
at this session of Congress. His constituents 
thought his time would be devoted to business very 
different from this, and that the feelings of this na- 
tion would not have been taxed or trespassed as they 
had been by the inrtoduction of this subject. They 
supposed, in the part of the country where he lived, 
that after the signal defeat which their political oppo- 
nents‘had experienced, after the reversal of the major- 
ities of former times atthe elections throughoutalmost 
ali the States at the last time the elections were held,— 
they thought, after these reverses, that they would be 
relieved from legislation upon this subject; and that, 
with the sweeping majority which they of the polit- 
ical creed to which he held now possessed, they 
would not thus be again assailed in reference to 
their of property in their slaves. But as it 
had turned out, the question now arose, whether 
or not they had any right to such property at 
all; and as it had become a question, and perhaps 
a matter of duty, in the minds of some, how 
long they should be Cane either through cour- 
tesy or kindness, to hold this property, it was a du- 
ty which he felt that he owed to the State which he 
in part represented—a duty which he owed to his 


| own féclings—a duty which he owed to everything 
: that was dear-to him, to make, if possible, such an. H 
“impression upon the Housé.as would convince them: |) 


of their error, and to:.show-them “that, to pressit: 


‘further, would be dangerous to.the happiness'of. the : 


country. fF DEE aes FS ` : E 
This debate professed to have. arisen: upon a sin-=- 


: gle question; and that-was, whether a particular rule 


of this‘Elouse shall be-retained by the House for its: 
government during the present Congress.: But in 
determining this question, small as it appeared to be, 


latitude which had been given tọ the debate, the in- 
terests which had been brought up, the feelings 
which had been aroused, and perhaps, in some in- 
stances, the feelings which had. been newly excited. 

The battle professed to be waged upon one single 


of the several States of this Union should have the 
right to petition the government. This was the point 
which it was professed was in issue; but he 
trusted he would be able to show that this was not 
the object they were aiming at. The right of peti- 
tion was a right which no one on the other side pre- 
tended to deny; but the extent to which that right 
was to be carried, the length and the breadth of that 
right, was a matter which was susceptible of much 
argument. He would not enter into’ this question 
at this time, because his. friend from South Carolina, 
and his friend from Alabama had already done am- 
pe justice to that subject. It was enough for him to 

now that, whatever could be said, whatever was ne- 
cessary to be said, to arrive at a correct understanding 
of the right of petition as it exists in England 
under the various acts of Parliament, had been 
fully explained in the speeches of those two gentle- 
men; and it was unnecessary, therefore, for him to 
repeat what had been said upon that topic. The 
right of petition had been guarantied under the consti- 
tution of this country: this no one pretended to deny; 
but, in his opinion, there was a great misapprehen- 
sion—a fearful misapprehension—as to the extent 
which some give to the meaning attached to the 
phrase. . 

The right of petition was established in England 
to protect the people; the right of assembling, and 
expressing their opinions upon any subject, was 
granted to them to guard against the oppression, the 
tyranny under which the people of England groaned 
previously to the enactment of those acts of Parlia- 
ment which refer to the subject. The framers of 
the constitution determined that whenever it pleased 
the people to assemble peaceably together and peti- 
tion the government upon any subject, it shovld not 
be considered a punishable act. Here was the dis- 
tinction; Congress should not have the power to 
abridge the right of petition, nor to deny the people 
the right of assembling peaceably together, and pe- 
titioning the government—that is, the people should 
not be punished for so doing, as they were pun- 
ished in England; but Congress did not contemplate— 
the framers of the constitution did not contemplate— 
the people never contemplated—no one ever thought 
that, because this right was thus granted—that be- 
cause they were thus authorized peaceably to assem- 
ble and petition—-that because the constitution and 
the laws protected them in doing so,—that there- 
fore they had aright to petition for anything they 
might choose, and that their petitions were neces- 
sarily to be entertained and acted upon by the 
House. i 

There was a vast difference between securing to 
the people the right of ‘assembling and petitioning 
the government, and the granting the prayer of any 
sort of petitions which they might.choose to bring 
forward, or even acting upon them; for, if they 
were to undertake that, they would find a mass of 
business which they would be unable to dispose of 
during the whole session of Congress. He denied 
that they were obliged to entertain all the petitions 
which ihe people chose to present. Congress had 
its rights, as well as the petitioners had theirs. This 
House had the right to make rules for its own gov- 
ernment; it had a right to discriminate between this 
and that petition. ‘There was one thing in which 
he was very sure gentlemen would agree with him 
—that they had no right to entertain a petition, m 
any manner, which. prayed them to do something 
which the constitution forbids. The constitution 
forbade them. to meddle with private property, ex- 
cept for public uses. Slaves in this District had al- 
ways been recognised as private property: this, he 
believed, no one would pretend to deny. . They had 
no right, then, under the constitution, ‚to meddle 


. ready settled that que Fae! 


‘it ‘would -be found that no small. degree of import- ` 
ance would be attached to it, in consequence of the . 


The (S) - ter behind the judiciary.. -He asked those.-gentle-; 
principle; and that was, whether or not the citizens - 


property; the- decisio: 


Ohio, where a iti 


by ean if. necessary;. which’. decisi 
sustained upon appeal to the Supreme 
United States. oe ae ae ee 

It had been said that there was: sometimes:a d) 
position. on the part of some gentlemen to: take: she 


men, who look with so much reverence and: favor'to*:. 
the decisions of the United States courts; whether or: 
not they: would regard the decision. in these ¢ases'as’ 
having any influence with them? ` What did ‘these. < 
decisions amount to? -They not only secured tothe 
people who owned slaves’ the right of ‘property in 
their slaves, but the ‘right to follow that property, if 
necessary, into a free State, and bring them back. : 
This was the decision of the courts under the act of: 
Congress of 1793—an act which was passed to tar- 
ry out the intention of the framers of the constitu.’ 
tion. k E 

The gentleman from New York the other day, in: 
the violence of his feelings, in: the high swell .of -his: 
patriotism, said that he was not the representative ` 
of a particular district of New York alone, but the 
representative of the whole Unión; that he was not. 
only willing, in the exuberance of ‘his:generosity,. to” 
give $15,000,000 for the improvement of the rivers.. 
and harbors of the West, but he would even borrow 
the money in order to give it. The gentleman re-: 
minded him of an honest militia captain, who, being: 
tremendously drunk, after. trying repeatedly: to 
mount his horse, and as often failing, prayed'to the’. 
Virgin Mary to help him; when, ‘making ʻa: 
powerful effort, he overleaped and fell upon the. - 
other side. “Troth,” said he, ‘Mary, when ‘you: 
are good, you are too good.” The gentleman, in 
his opinion, was a little too. good. | fe) hes 

But with all his respect for the judiciary, with’ all. 
his. respect for the opinion of the tourts, let him ask . 
the gentleman where he ‘was when, during the ad=: 
ministration of Gov. Seward and Bradish; and when, 
with a legislature of his own party, they passed 
laws in the State of New York, making it a peniten- 
tiary offence for a man to attempt the recapture ofa 
negro, who had run away from one of the States, in 
which negroes are slaves! Where was the gentle- 
man’s veneration for the constitution and the judi- 
ciary then? Was he for protecting the South then? 
The constitution declared, and the Supreme Court 
declared, that this species of property should be pro- 
tected. Where was the gentleman’s veneration for 
the constitution, for the judiciary, and where was 
his great love for the Union, and for the whole coun- : 
try, when he permitted this law to pass without op- 
position on his part? The gentleman from Ohio, + 
{Mr. Gsppmves,] the other day, when he wanted an: 
appropriation for the mouths of. a few creeks, that” 
happen to runinto the Jakes, in the depth of his : 
philanthropy cried out that he was willing to pro- 
tect and secure the rights of the whole Union... But 
there was when he was for getting an appropriation 
for the mouths ofa few creeks, which are now dig- 
nified as harbors; and he also said that there was a 
great trade on them. There was a great trade on 
them, to be sure; but the principal trade’ was to 
transport runaway negroes. into Canada, one of 
these creeks being part of the line of communication. 
Moreover, if report spoke truly, the gentleman him- | 
self was one of the partners: of the firm carrying on 
this commendable trafic. —- : 

The SPEAKER: here. called the gentleman to 
order, 

Mr. HAMMETT. Why, sir, I am only showing 
the extent of the gentleman’s patriotism. . The gen- 
tleman professed so much patriotism when he 
wanted to get money.out of the treasury; but when 
he was called on to protect the constitution and put 
down fanaticism, then his patriotism was dormant. 

Having proved that. negro slaves were property; 
that such property was protected by the constitution; 
and that private property could not be taken unless 
for the public. use, and upon making just compensa- , 
tion , therefor, -he “would: now -proceed to consider. 
what these petitioners contended for, and the argue: 
ments used. for the reception of their petitions I~ < 


was claimed, in‘ the first place, that. the reception. of 
these petitions wotild’a stop to. the flood of abolition: 

etitions that were continually pouring in upon the 

ouse; and thereby: allay-the-excitement which.they 
occasioned. Now, he would ask gentlemen, what 
was this 21st rule adopted for? Were there no abo- 
lition petitions before that rule was brought into 
being? What was it. adopted for? Why, it was to 
prevent. these abolition petitions from coming 1n, 
which then, as. now, interrupted the business of this 
House, and created jealousies and. heart-burnings 
throughout the country; and yet gentlemen told him 
that the repeal of this rule would. diminish their 
number. . They flattered themselves that-by putting 
down this rule there would be no more abolition pe- 
titions. Gentlemen who argued thus were mistaken. 
They would find to their cost that. it would be 
enly yielding so much to the. enemy; they would 
find to their sorrow that, when this rule was taken 
away, the whole time of the. House would be taken 
up in receiving these petitions and legislating on 
questions connected with them. But it was said that 
these petitions ought to be received because they re- 
lated to the District of Columbia, over which Con- 
gress possessed exclusive jurisdiction, and therefore 
had the right to abolish slavery in it. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts asserted it as a fact that 
could not be doubted, that Congress possessed that 
right; that it would be monstrous to assert that Con- 
gress had not the power to abolish that abominable 
traffic, as he termed it, which was carried on in 
this District. Highly as he respected that gentle- 
man’s talents and his influence in this body, he must 
differ with him in the opinions he thus ex- 
pressed. The power of exclusive legislation 
over the District, as given in the constitution, 
did not mean universal, unlimited legistation—the 
right to do everything. It only meant that Con- 
gress alone, and no other legislative body, should 
have the power to pass such laws as are needed for 
this District. If Congress could do this, it would be 
as omnipotent as the Parliament of Great Britain. 
Let us look (said Mr. H.) and see what it prohibits 
Congress from doing, It cannot make laws respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; nor can it establish titles of 
nobility, nor can it pass a law by which a citizen 
may be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb, for the 
same offence, nor compelled to be a witness against 
himself, It has not the power to take private prop- 
erty for public use, without making just compensa- 
tion therefor. Lere were several things that Con- 
gress could not do; and when gentlemen told him 
that Congress had the power to abolish slavery in 
this District, he pointed to the constitution, and ask- 
ed them where would they find the power to do it. 
He denied, in toto, that the power of exclusive legis- 
lation given to Congress over this District, meant 
absolute, unlimited power, This constitution (said 
Mr. EL) keeps you within certain bounds, beyond 
which you cannot g0; and. you cannot set at liberty a 
single slave without violating it, and violating your 
oaths. Much as he respected the talents and stand- 
ing of the gentleman from Massachusetts, he joined 
issue with him on the position he had taken. If the 
doctrine be true that negro slaves are private proper- 
ty—if the doctrine be true that you cannot touch pri- 
vate property uniess you make compensation for it—I 
ask you, and Lask the abolitionists, how you can dare 
to touch the question of slavery in this District with- 
out violating your oaths? No, sir, exclusive legis- 
lation does not mean that you can take a man’s 
property without his consent, unless it is required 
for the public use; and then you must make him 
compensation. You eannot take it for the public use, 
for there is no public use which it can be putto. 
He should like to know what use this government 
had for negro slaves. Do you, said be, want to 
buy them to wait in the President’s House? Do 
you want to employ them in keeping the Penn- 
sylvania avenue in repair, or to keep the public 
grounds in order? or do you want them to run on 
errands from this House fo the post office? He 
knew of no other public use they could be put to. 
He would therefore tell gentlemen, once for all, that 
go long as the constitution lasted, all the abolitionists 
in the world could not touch a single negro slave in 
this District. Fle would go further. He denied 
the power of the State legislatures to abolish slavery 
in the States. -It was true that it had been done by 
the legislatures of some of the States, and acqui- 
esced in; but he denied their constitutional right to 
do it. Where (said he) is the power given to the 
legislature of Mississippi to- take my property? The 
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| game supreme law that secures “tome my horse or 
` my ox, Secures to me my. negro; and itis notin. the 


ower of the legislature or of Congress; ‘aided by all 
ihe abolitionists in the country, to deprive me of it. 
He- set this down. asa doctrine that could not be 
controverted. ‘There-was one thing, however, he ad- 
mitted, that Congress had the power to do; and that 
was to.receive petitions for a redress of grievances. 
‘Well, the people of the North who petition on the 
subject of abolition, considered themselves as suffer- 
ing under great grievances, because negro slavery 
exists in the South; and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gropives]. declared that the grievance had be- 
come so intolerable, that the northern people had to 
support the southern slaves. This was a new idea; 
and the gentleman from Ohio had the merit of origi- 
nating it. He confessed, however, that he could 
not understand it; and he did not believe that the 
gentleman understood it himself. But the gentle- 
man considered negro ŝlavery as a great grievance; 
and he would, therefore, examine the condition of 
the free negroes at the North, and compare them 
with the slaves of the South. Mr. H. here con- 
trasted the happy, well-fed, healthy, and moral con- 
dition of the southern slaves, with the condition of 
the miserable, vicious, and degraded free blacks of 
the North. He showed, from the tables of the cen- 
sus, the vast disproportion there was between the 
number of the insane and idiots among the northern 
free negroes and the slaves of the South; and idiocy 
and lunacy, he said, in the lower classes, had been 
shown by medical men to be invariably caused by 
vice and misery. 

He next contrasted the amount of crime found to 
exist in the black population of the North, with that 
existing in the same population at the South. In 
Pennsylvania, for instance, the tables showed that 
there was only a population of 50,000 free negroes; 
yet the tables showed that, out of every nine con- 
viets in the penitentiaries there, seven of them were 
blacks. Look (said he) at any penina in the 
Southern States, and you will find that there are very 
few blacks init. Then the abolitionists think that 
it is another grievance to them that the blacks in the 
South are cruelly treated. It had been his fortune 
to travel a great deal in various parts of the world; 
and he could truly say that there was not a laboring 
population on the earth so happy, so well treated, 
and go contented as the negroes of the South. In 
Italy, France, Spain, and the British dominions in 
Europe, the laboring classes were ina state of abject 
wretchedness and want, which might make them 
envy the negroes ‘of the Southern States. 
From want and destitution, they were led to crime; 
and, as a natural consequeuce of their misery, the 
property of the higher classes was rendered inse- 
cure. How was itin the Southern States? There 
the laboring population were not driven by starva- 
tion to theft and robbery. In Mississippi, locks 
were never used; and the planters, with their wives 
and their little ones, slept secure without them, in 
the midst of their slaves. Our houses and. our corn- 
cribs are never locked, unless, indeed, it may be in 
the neighborhood of villages occupied by Yankees. 
We are not afraid of our slaves, because we give 
them enough to eat, and they have no temptation to 
plunder. We are not afraid to go away and leave 
our wives and our children, for our slaves, being 
treated with kindness, love their masters and mis- 
tresses, and are always ready to protect them. But 
reverse the picture, and go to New York; go to Phil- 
adelphia, or any other town in the North; and 
of all he miserable, degraded, down-east wretches 
it had ever been his lot to see, the free blacks 
there were lowest in the scale. Those gen- 
tlemen who were so anxious that the South 
should set the negroes free,-~what had they done to 
ameliorate the condition of their black population. 
Had they put them in stations of honor or trust? 
Did they invite them to sit at their tables, and asso- 
ciate with their families? Why, so far from asso- 
Giates with them, they would hardly suffer them to 
exercise the daily employment of driving a cart. 
There was, however, one exception to this harsh 
kind of treatment of the biack race, and he was glad 
now to notice it. The ladies of the town of Reho- 
both, in Massachusetts, petitioned the legislature to 
repeal the law prohibiting marriages between blacks 
and whites. The legislature accordingly did repeal 
the law, and this was the only good thing they did 
for the black race. He did not know what sort of 
ladies these petitioners might have been—perhaps 
they were old maids, or they might have heen mar- 
ried women tired of their husbands, and_anxious to 
experience the charms of variety. They might 


have been ladies of taste, but they certainly were not 
ladies ‘of smell. o n i eee 

But in the midst of this. hurrah of the old maids, 
or whatever they: were, the black ladies got alarmed, 
and said, if this were to be allowed, they should. get 
no husbands at all; and they petitioned against. per- 
mission being allowed to the white ladies to marry 
the blacks, But the legislature of Massachusetts, 
always true to its principles and purposes, told the 
black women they must do the best they could for 
themselves, for the ladies wanted to get the blacks 
for their husbands; and that legislature repealed the 
prohibitory law, and there it stood. This was the 
way, he supposed, they wished to relieve the African 
race. He had said that Massachusetts was true to 
her principles; she was still pouring her petitions 
upon Congress, not only for the abolition of slavery, 
but for money to pay her gallant militia for their 
services in the last war. [Laughter.] Yes, peti- 
tions were gravely presented foran appropriation for 
the militia of Massachusetts for their services in the 
last war! But the House never got any such peti- 
tions from Georgia or Louisiana. The women of 
those States stayed at home to take care of their 
husbands and of their domestic concerns, in- 
stead of running about to get up petitions 
on such subjects; but. gallant Massachusetts-— 
Massachù etts, which was so brave in the last war 
—came here, not only to petition for the blacks, but 
for large sums of money to pay the -militia for the 
noble stand they took in the last war. (Laughter.] 
"The militia of Mississippi were at New Orleans; the 
militia of Kentucky were at New Orleans; the mili- 
tia of Tennessee, and of other States too, were like- 
wise at the battle of New Orleans; their cannon were 
there; but no petition came here asking Congress 
for any favor; what they did was done in their coun- 
iry’s Service; and in whatever glory the country 
then acquired they felt that they participated. No: 
the petitions that came here came from another quar- 
ter; they came from the North; and there was noth- 


ing that could be named under heaven, down to the 
building of an insignificant cabin on a farm, about 
which they would not have petitions from the North. 
He was tired of these petitions, and he wished an 
end to be put to this pitiful business; but he must 
be permitted to say, that if they thought nothing 
more was meant in'this than the right of petition, 
they were very much mistaken. There was a power 
behind the throne, in the North, greater than the 
throne itself. There was a foreign influence at 


work, and if it was not now seen it would 
be soon felt. Great Britain, or some of 
her people, were at the bottom of all this. 


Look at the world’s convention, with a German 
beggar (Prince Albert) for its president—a German 
who was pensioned on the people of England at the 
sum of £50,000. year, because the Queen of Eng- 
land expressed the wish to sleep with him, And 
that upstart young man, (now a pensioner on the 
people of England) was to regulate the world’s 
affairs, for he presided over the world’s convention; 
and they saw the abolitionists of this country run- 
ning over to take counsel with British traitors how 
to break down our constitution, and overturn our 
government. These things struck him with aston- 
ishment and sorrow. He was sorry, too, a few 
months ago, to see that a person named Brougham 
thought fit to assail the executive of the United 
States, because the President of the United States 
was disposed to sympathize with the people of Ire- 
land on the subject of Irish repeal. Now it was 
known the the president of the world’s con- 
vention—the husband of the Queen—the poor 
pennioner on the oppressed people of England— 
nad meddled with the affairs of this country, and 
yet it was supposed that the President of the United 
States should have nothing to say about England 
and her affairs with Ireland. It was humiliating 
enough, and mortifying to the national pride, to see 
the head of this nation assailed, as he had been by 
the press of this country—this was sufficiently gall- 
ing to the national pride; but they were obliged to 
submit to it, however much they might regret it, 
because they could not abridge the liberty of the 
press; but when an English abolitionist, an upstart 
aristocrat, a mountebank politician, and a traitor to 
his principles, took the liberty to assail the head of 
this nation, he assailed us all; because the President 
was put where he is by the American people, and 
he had sustained himself on occasions the most try- 
ing and important, ata time when the country was 
in danger, when the constitution was threatened, and 
when no one hardly knew what a day would hring 
forth, with a moral firmness worthy of Jackson 


; - not break own the 
two-thirds; but if éven that number could be obtain 


: opposition to the criminal design. “There was also 
4 a strong feeling at the North against it... He found 
| gallant New Hampshire in the North, as true.to the 
constitution as the needle to the pole. But in Ohio 
he could not forget how much of proper feeling ex- 
isted, and he would'as soon trust. her as he would 
Mississippi or Louisiana. In-Pennsylvania, like- 
- wise, there was reliance for the South. Should the 
South, then, not feel that she possessed strength? 
The South herself was united as one man on that 
subject, with perhaps one exception. [He was un- 
herstood to allude to Mr. Cuineman, of North Caro- 
. lina.] Let the struggle, then, come when it might, 
in the South there would be no distinction between 
whig anå democrat. 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of the 
morning hour. 


THE DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF FOUR STATES. 


Mr. ELMER moved that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
proceeding with the consideration of the reports of 
the majority and minority of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, on the case of the members from Mississippi, 
Missouri, Georgia, and New Hampshire, who were 
elected by general ticket. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the gentléman from 
New Jersey to give way for a motion to discharge 
‘the Committee of the Whole from the entire subject, 
so that it might be brought into the House and there 
debated. The question of election, like a question 
of privilege, ought to be decided in the House, and 
not in the Committee of the Whole; he therefore 
moved to discharge the Committee of the Whole. 
He had no desire to cut off debate by this; for he 
desired that there should be a full and free discus- 
sion on the subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL agreed with the gentleman 
from Virginia, that the Committee of the Whole 
was not the place to discuss this question; and that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe 
Union should be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, that it might be brought into the House; 
but he would appeal to that gentleman to waive, for 
the present, pressing that motion, as the House had 
before it now, perhaps, one of the most important 
subjects that could occupy its attention. He trusted 
the gentleman would permit the discussion on this 
subject (the rules) to go on some time longer before 
he pressed on that other question; and_he trusted, 
also, that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Eimer} would not press his motion. 

Mr., ELMER was understood to say that he 
was willing to withdraw his motion if that should be 
the sense of the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK. said he should vote against dis- 
charging the Committee of the Whole. There 
ought to bea full, fair, and free discussion; and, 
though gentlemen avowed that they had no inten- 
tion to abridge discussion, yet his own experience 
satisfied him that there would be the apprehension 
of the gag of the previous question hanging over 
them. He hoped the discussion would take place 
in Committee of the Whole, where it could be more 
free than in the ETouse. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said he should like to hear some 
reason assigned for discharging the committee. 
Why should the subject be withdrawn from the 
committee before its discussion was entered upon? 
It was a novel and important subject, and should 
have the fullest and freest discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would give the gentle- 
man from Kentucky one reason. Questions of 
election had been determined to be questions of 
privilege; and questions of privilege must always 
be determined in the House, and not in committee. 
He went on to explain how this point was setiled 
in the New Jersey case. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said his friend from South Caro- 
lina had given him no answer. In no case did the 
Committee of the Whole. make a decision; but it 
made a report to the House, and the decision was 
in the House, and not in Committee of the Whole. 
He contended that the discussion on this subject 
should be in Committee of the Whole, where the 
discussion could be carried on with more freedom 
than in the House.. He said there was no danger 
of the minority abusing the right of debate, as the 
majority could at any time take it out of the com- 
mittee by a vote of iwo-thirds, which its majority 
would enable it to do. i . : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied. He did not deem it 


all abolitionists at defiance. 
pealed to the fears of the South, 
i South would do if the Union 
were, dissolved.: They asked what the South would 


rather than loge our rights.” 
Why, the God of Heaven had lavished upon them 
everything that a nation could want. 
son’s and Dixon’s line they had sufficient bread- 


stuffs to supply the wants of all their people. ‘The 
South, too, abounded in mineral wealth: all the gold 
ofthe Union was found there; part of the lead of the 
Union was found there: they had coal without limit; 
and God had given them the finest harbors the 
world ever saw. All the sugar, and all the tobacco, 
and every other thing which brought wealth to this 
country from foreign nations, was raised there; and 

et they were asked what they should do. He 
would tell the House that, if they had nothing but 
money to bind them to the Union, they would not 
stay init a single day: it was a love for the Union 
which bound them up in the Union. They of the 
South loved the Union; they never petitioned for an 
abolition of the Union; they never petitioned to 
break down the constitutién. No, sir; they had 
never sent such a petition to this House. They 
were satisfied to maintain the Union, if they were 
only given their rights. 

Sometimes their weakness was thrown in their 
face; and it had been intimated that it was intended 
to make them feel their weakness: but he would 
tell gentlemen who entertained such an intention, 
that they had better be cautious how they attempted 
to‘make the South feel her weakness.. She had 
strength, and she had power, to make it felt in other 

uarters. Deny to the South justice; refuse to the 

outh the protection of her property; oppress the 
South, and the interests of the South, with unjust 
taxation,—and another quarter would be made to 
feel its weakness. He would tell them, if Congress 
should rise without doing justice to the South, the 
day would come when they would rue it. He 
called upon the democratic Congress openly, as 
men, to do it: he called upon them to look to the 
Constitution, before they suffered themselves to be 
led astray by treasonable fanatics. He would tell 
them that, if this Congress rose without doing jus- 
tice to the South, they need not be astonished if the 
whole current of southern feeling should be changed. 

He had barely time, as he had before intimated, 
even to glance at what he wished to say; and there- 
fore he must hurry on. He would, however, re- 

eat that an appeal had been made to their fears. 

hey had been asked what they should do in case 
of invasion or of a revolution; and they of the South 
answered that they had twice the strength now that 
the whole Union possessed at the time of revolution. 
They had now a white population of 6,000,000; but 
besides, there were Indiana and Illinois close by 
them, and united to them both by interest and by 
feeling. Let them take care, then, lest, instead of 
curtailing the limits of slavery, and bringing it into 
narrower bounds, they made those two States slave 
States before long. He called upon gentlemen 
around him to look out: there might be danger from 
other quarters. They could not separate Indiana 
and [linois from the southern States, identified with 
the South as those States were by interest and by 
feeling; but there was another quarter still. They 
must recollect that there was a country called Tex- 
as, and that country was coming homeagain. Texas 
was willing and the South was willing, for Texas 
and the South were likewise identified in feelings 
and in interests; and what God himself has bound 
together let no abolitionist, either of England or 
elsewhere, put asunder., Thus, then, they would 
have the men of San Jacinto—the conquerors of that 
fight—by their side; and, so far from the South 
having fears on the subject, there never was a peo- 
ple that felt more confidence than is felt now by the 
people of the slave States. They could not, with all 
the petitions from Massachusetts poured in 
upon ‘them, carry the abolition point in that 
‘House;and, in the Senate, the South had one 
half of itg. body to rely upon for protection. 
But, besides: ‘these, there were the guaranties 
of the constitution opposed toabolition, They, could 
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sit on this subject as’a House, or i 


j And-he i 
how, in such a case as that of the® gentle: 
Virginia, [Mr. Spee if the: parti 
desired to be heard, by themselves or by coun 
the House would hear them: would it bein co: 
mittee? Certainly not; but the House would ‘per 
mit them to appear at its bar, under the’ privileges: 
of the House. vpn gat 

There had been a number of cases in which. per 
sons contesting their elections had been heard by 
counsel, not in Committee -of the Whole, but: at ‘the 
bar ofthe House; and it certainly seemed “to “him: 
that that was the proper place to decide them: The 
House had to decide judicially, and the judgment 
was to be recorded: by the Clerk as the judicial dè- 
cision. It would be an amusing spectacle to see a: 
motion made in the Supreme Court, thatit resolve 
itself into a committee of the whole. PLAE SEA 

He concluded by disclaiming any idea by the mo-' 
tion he had made, of curtailing the privilege of de- 
bate; and he protested against gentlemen ‘preju« 
dicing the decision of the House, by throwing out 
insinuations to prove that the majority desired’ to 
curb or suppress the debate. Bed 

“Mr. BARNARD said he had-heard nothing, not 
even the report of the majority of the committéé, 
which had struck him with more amazement than 
the speech of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Dromcoore.) The Committee of Elections, after 
great deliberation, report to the House, and ‘their 
report, on their own motion, is referred to the Com= 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, ‘and 
on their own motion’ a day is specially set apart for 
its consideration; and this was done as long as two 
weeks ago, the subject remaining all the while in: 
Committee of the Whole; nobody anticipated sucha 
change as this; and now the Committee of the 
Whole was to be discharged from its consideration, | 
and for what reason? or rather, what ‘apology is’ 
offered? Why, because it is said. it is a question of 
privilege. What privilege was it as it. the 
privilege of those members, whose seats were con- 
tested, to have the House brought to a decision 
whether they should be turned out their seats or 
not? 

It was necessary to go into Committee of the 
Whole on all important questions. Would it be said 
that this was not an important question? He thought 
they ought not to depart from the prescribed form 
on this occasion, and take the subject out of com- 
mittee until they had an opportunity fully to dis- 
cuss and consider it. 

Mr. HOLMES said it was a custom of antiquity; 
before going into the consideration of important ube 
jects, which effected the fundamental principles of 
the government, for men to retire for a while to ‘a 
sanctuary, and there to divest themselves of all 
prejudices, and prepare for solemn meditation: 
This, he thought, would be an admirable ‘practice 
to be here adopted. What was the question which 
it was now proposed should be taken from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Was it an ordinary question 
of meum and tuum—was it one of those light ques- 
tions which arose and were despatched every day in 
that House: He declared that he never yet came to 
the consideration of any subject with a greater:de- 
sire for calm deliberation; for itso happened that his 
particular friends, his party: colleagues (if he might 
use the expression,) were involved in the decision. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoore] 
placed the question upon a mere technicality, that 
this House was a judicial tribunal, and, as such, 
could not resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole. The absurdity of such a figure could not 
throw ridicule upon the proposition to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole; nor would it be a sufficient 
reason against going into Committee of the Whole 
if it were admitted to be a privileged question. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he saw no necessity for a 
further debate in Committee of the Whole. He 
had long since made up his mind upon the -ques- 
tion, and was ready to act; and he would venturg ` 


the ‘assertion that there was no man .on=that floor, 
with the exception, perhaps,. of -his: friend. from 
South Carolina, whose mind: was not. already 
made up.: 7., oy us 

. Mr. CAMPBELL of South. Carolina. expressed 
the opinion. that the minds of all the members were 
not made: up; and that many of them wished to have 
the subject discussed. pom t ; 

Mr. KENNEDY said that the gentleman might 
be right, and that the minds of many were not made 
up; but he would venture to make one prediction, 
and that was, when the vote cgmeto.be taken, all 
the whig members would vote against the gentlemen 
who were elected under the general-ticket. system, 
and all the democratic members would vote for 
them. He saw no use in a protracted discussion. 
The people would much rather they would act. The 
subject had-been amply discussed when the law was 
passed; and subsequently as amply discussed before 
the people, who fully understood it, and had de- 
cided.on it He denied thatthe present majority of 
the House had shown any disposition to curtail dis- 
cussion, or infringe the rights of the minority; and he 
appealed to the candor of the old whig members to 
say ifthe last Congress was not more obnoxious to 
the charge than the present one. He was here at 
the time of the passage of this mandamus act, and 
remembered the time allotted by the majority for the 
discussion of it. He also referred tothe hot haste in 
which the same majority hurried through the bank 
bill, without allowing an hour’s debate on it. He 
repeated that his mind was made up; and he be- 
lieved the minds of a majority were also made up, 
and saw no good that could arise from a further dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. HALE said that this preliminary discussion 
kept off the discussion that must ensue on the main 
question; and, as he was anxious for that to com- 
mence, he would, for the purpose of bringing it on, 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered—ayes 80, noes 63. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays 
on the main question, which was as follows: Shall 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the report of the Committee of Elections? 

And the yeas and nays being ordered, 

The roll was called, and the vote taken; but be- 
fore it was announced by the Chair, 

Mr. CAMPBELL raised the point of order, 
whether the gentlomen whose seats were contested 
could vote on this question, inasmuch as they were 
‘interested. 

Mr. PAYNE called the gentleman to order, and 
demanded the annunciation of the vote. 

The CHAIR said he saw nothing in the present 
question to which the rule could apply. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN said he would remind the 
Speaker and the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that if the interest mentioned was such an one as to 
exclude members from voting, it excluded every 
member of this House. Not one could vote; for all 
were interested, all having been referred to the com- 
mittee, and the claim of all to membership had been 
reported on. His motion, therefore, was impossi- 
ble of execution, or it would take the whole subject 
from before Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL begged the Chair to decide 
his point whether the gentlemen were entitled to 
vote. 

Mr. HARALSON wished to call attention to—— 

The CHAIR interposed, and said there was 
no question before the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK wished to make an inquiry, that 
he might know whether he ought to appeal. He 
understood the gentleman from South Carolina to 
object to the counting of the votes of certain gentle- 
men on this floor, (the gentlemen from Mississip- 
pe Missouri, Georgia, and New Hampshire,) and 
1e understood the Speaker to decide that those gen- 
tlemen were not so interested as to disqualify them 

from voting. If that was the decision of the Chair, 
he should appeal. 

After some conversation between the CHAIR 
(Mr. Bearnsiey) and Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia rose to a question of 
order. It was not in order for the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. J. Campsett] to raise his 
question at the time he did, and hence no question 
arising out of it was in order. At the time the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina made his point, the 
House was voting, (forthe yeas and nays were being 


the previous question was called. 


taken,) and it was the-bounden duty of the Speaker 
to pronounce the decision of the House, before any 
other business could be.in order. Then, as the 
point of the. gentleman from South Carolina. could 
not properly intervene, the:appeal of the gentleman 
from Ohio must fall with it. = - 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called the gentleman from 
Georgia to order, for no debate was in order when 


Mr. BLACK said he was not debating the 
tion; he simply rose to a point of order, which he 
was siating. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
appeal of the gentleman from Ohio. f 

r. HARALSON said he had a decision in 
point, made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
in the celebrated New Jersey case, this very ques- 
tion being then under consideration before the 26th 
Congress. Mr. Apams, then in the chair, made the 
decision, which he would send to the Clerk to be 
read, as, by the rules of the House, he could not be 
allowed to speak. It was read as follows: 


“The chairman (Mr. Apams) here stated what he 
conceived to be the rule. He conceived the rule to 
be that the persons who presented the evidence re- 
quired by the constitution of the United States and 
the laws of the State of New Jersey, were entitled to 
sit and vote in the House until deprived from doing so by 
the act of the House. 
éxpressed himself with the more confidence, because 
he had declared it before he was placed by a vote of 
the House in the chair he now occupied.” 

“The Chair decided that the five members from 
New Jersey, who were commissioned by the gov- 
ernor, were not prohibited from voting under that 
rule; they themselves were not immediately and 
personally interested; it was their constituents only 
who were interested.” 

Mr. COBB inquired if the appeal was debatable. 
(Cries of “No, no.’’) 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said it was debatable, 
according to decisions made during the present 
session. 

Mr. COBB said, if it was debatable, he desired to 
show his right to vote on this or any other question 
coming before this House. 

Mr. BLACK again urged his point of order. 

The CHAIR decided that the appeal was in order. 

Mr. BLACK inquired if the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Campsett] had made any 
distinct motion before the appeal was taken. He 
understood the Chair to say that there was nothing 
before the House to which the appeal could apply. 

The CHAIR reiterated the decision. 

Mr. G. DAVIS was understood to call for the 
reading of another precedent set by the New Jersey 
case. 

The Clerk read it accordingly; and it was under- 
stood to show that Messrs. Halstead, Stratton, and 
Yorke, of New Jersey, were not counted on a vote. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE explained that, at that time, 
the gentlemen from New Jersey had not been quali- 
fied, or recognised as members on this floor. 

Some further conversation ensued between Messrs. 
G. DAVIS, DROMGOOLE, and CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HUNT called for the yeas and nays on the 


aopeal, and they were ordered; and the Clerk pro-' 


ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACK rose, when his name was called, and 
said the question he understood to be, whether cer- 
tain members elected by general ticket had the right 
to vote; believing in his own right to do so, he voted 
fla: 72? 

Mr. SCHENCK wished to raise the question 
whether the gentlemen from the four States should 
vote. 

Cries of “Go on!” “Go on!” “Call the zot”) 
The Clerk accordingly procceded with the call. 

And the question on. the appeal resulted—yeas 

117, nays 52, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bossier, Bower, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Dana, Daniel, Richayd D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farice, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Gilmer, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, A.Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, 


ues- 


This was his opinion, and he . 


aterm tte 


Aa bccn or a 


read, ‘ 
Mr. BELSER moved that it be substituted for the 
resolution of the majority. 


Joha- T. Smith, Thomas. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Wise, Woodward, Joseph A, 
Wright and Yost—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nara, Belser, Milton Brown, Jeremiah.Brown, Buffington, 
Campbell, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florence, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Har. 
per, Hudson, W. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Meilvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Mose- 
ley, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Read, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Scheuck, Senter, Severance, Albert’ Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, White, and William Wright—s2. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained by the 
judgment of the House. 

. The vote was then announced on discharging the 
Committee of the Whole, and resulted—yeas 107, 
nays 72, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower. Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, 
Dean, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, 
Farlee, Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Chas. J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew John- | 
son, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, 
McClellan, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Ritter, Robin- 
son, Russell, Saunders, Simpson, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stcenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, Jos. A. Wright, 
and Yost—107, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bel- 
ser, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickin- 
son, Fish, Florence, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Harper, 
Holmes, Hudson, W. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, P. B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rayner, Charles M. Read, Relie, Rockwell, Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Stone, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
White, Winthrop, Wise, Woodward, and Wm. Wright—72. 

Mr. ELMER then moved a postponement of the 
subject until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CAMPBEEL proposed that it be postponed 
until to-morrow week. 

The postponement being objected to, 

Mr. BELSER asked for the reading of the reso- 


lution reported by the minority; which having been 


Mr. ELMER said that motion might be made 
when the gentleman should come. into possession of 
the floor in the regular course of debate. He pro- 
posed now to offer a few observations upon the re- 
port made by the Committee of Elections, which. 
committee had been instructed to examine and report 
whether all the members of this House had been 
legally returned. The committee had examined the 
credentials of the several members, and also the 
law under which they claimed to be elected; and 
they found certain members, sitting in that House, . 
who had been elected under the system provided by 
the act of 1842; and certain others, who were 
not elicited in conformity with that law, but in 
conformity with the existing laws of the several 
States which they claim to represent; which laws 
were enforced previous to the passage of the act of 
Congress of 1842. The committee had’ inquired as 
to whether that act of Congress was or was not a 
constitutional Jaw—whether it was such a lawas, by 
its own operation, repeals and makes void the laws 
of the States which stand in opposition to it. The 
majority of the committee deeming this a fair subject 
for their inquiry and for the consideration of the 
House, had thought it right to bring the question. 
directly before the House; and they accordingly 
reported a resolution, declaring ‘that the sec- 
ond section of the act which apportions the repre- 
sentation among the several States, was not a law 
made in pursuance of the constitution, and was not 
valid and binding upon the States. In that resolution 
he concurred, afier the most careful, deliberate, and 
unbiased consideration which he could give to it. And 
concurring in this proposition, he rose now to 
give the reasons which had brought him to 
that conclusion. He rose to give his reasons. 
for holding that the law of Congress was not 
such a constitutional law as did repeal and 


make void the. laws of the several. States. They 
were salled “upon heé; 3 
important-questiona question affecting the-organi- 


gation of, that “House—affecting the rights of the - 


peöple who ‘were tobe represented here, and. af- 
ecting the constitutional power of Congress. It was 
declared: by the congtitution that this House 
should be the judge of the qualification and return of 
its own members; and in forming their judgments it 
‘was absolutely necessary that they should consider 
not only the construction of the law, but its validity. 
No‘ question of election returns could come before 
the House without involving the very same duty of 
deciding upon the constitutionality of the laws which 
regulated the elections. He made this remark, þe- 
cause the right had been questioned. The same du- 
ty, in such cases, was imposed upon the House as 
would be upon the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which court has the right to go into all ques- 
tions concerning the constitution and laws, and to 
decide as to their constitutionality and validity. He, 
for his own part, was very far from desiring to de- 
cide upon the constitutionality and validity of an act 
of Congress; indeed, he lamented the necessity 
there was that such a question should come for de- 
cision before a body constituted as that was; but it 
was a necessity which they could not avoid. The 
` question could not come before the ordinary judi- 

cial tribunals of the land; it must be decides Tere: 
and if they should decide that the law was uncon- 
stitutional, it would not be the first which had been so 
decided. The joint resolution of 1819, approved by 
the President, and having the force of a law, direct- 
ing in what manner the printers of the two. Houses 
should be elected, was subsequently declared un- 
constitutional. . There were various other cases 
which might be mentioned. 

But gentlemen holding high stations—gentlemen 
whose opinions were entitled to much weight—had 

come forward and prejudged the right of certain 

members in that House to their seats, and declared 
that they had not even the color of a claim to their 
seats, although that claim had been authenticated by 
the broad seal of the States from which they came. 
This, to say the least, was a very precipitate judg- 
ment. It was the remark of Elihu, the friend of 
Job, that great men were not always wise. Had 
Elihu lived in these days, he would have found his 
saying verified. But, to come to the point, as to the 
constitutionality of the law. He had come to the 
conclusion, as he had already remarked, that this 
law was unconstitutional, though his individual 
opinion was certainly not entitled to much weight, 
upon this or any other question, and he had come 
to it as the friend of the districting system, which 
this law professed to establish. It was not because 
he had any hostility to the system, or because he 
had any doubt as to the right of the States to estab- 
lish that mode of election, that he determined this 
law to be unconstitutional. 

He was for taking a' middle course, keeping the 
federal government within its own proper bounds, 
and respecting the rights of the States; and in this 
way our complicated system of government would 
work harmoniously, and the federal and State gov- 
ernments would not jár each other. The gentleman 
had said that he could not contemplate a conflict be- 
tween Congress and the State governments without 
the. most gloomy forebodings. What cause for 
alarm. was there? Why should not Congress re- 
trace its steps if it had gone wrong? They were 
brought to a point at which they must decide whether 
their laws which they could not sustain, or the 
State laws which came in conflict with them, must 
prevail; then it was their duty to recede from the 
ground they had taken. Mr. E. here tock a review 
of the powers of Congress in relation to the man- 
ner of holding elections, and contended that though 
they might pass a law prescribing a. rule of action 
for the people of the United States, they had no 


power to pass a law directing the State legislatures - 


to act in the matter; and, therefore, the law of the 


last Congress was void, and not binding on the ` 


States. i 

Mr. E. pursued this course of argument fora 

brief.space, when he gave way to 
Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina, on whose 
motion, 

The House then adjourned. 

The. following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were: handed to the reporters. by the members 
presenting.them: ae 

‘By. Mr. HUGHES: -Petition of W. Farmer, of 
Pade comity, ‘praying Congress to establish a mail 


ro 
‘thisinstaicé; to deade:a most- Humansville; in “Polk coun 


Hu y, Dade cow 
‘Dade county, to Saréoxee, in Newton county: > 


By Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: The joint resolution | 


of the Legislature of Indiana on the‘subject of com- 4] - 


‘pleting. the Wabash and Erie. canal to’ the Ohio | 
river.” The petition of Elijah Chapman, and “fifty | 
other citizens of Davis county, Indiana, asking a j] 
donation of land to complete the Wabash and Erie 


canal to the Ohiovriver. Petition of Elizabeth Wil- 
son of Indiana, asking a pension in right of her late 
husband, accompanied by sundry vouchers, and a 
copy of Butler’s History of Kentucky: : 

_ By Mr. McCLAY: Petition of 275 citizens of the 
city of New York, praying for-a reduction of post- 
age, and the abolition of the franking privilege. , 


By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of various citi- f 


zens, praying the establishment of a post route from 
Lancaster, by way of Crab Orchard, and Elkins- 
ville, to Somerset, in Pulaski county, Kentucky: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The memorial of 
a number of the members of the Tennessee bar, 
praying that Congress cause the reportis of the 

upreme Court of the United States to be published. 

Mr. RELFE withdrew from the files the papers 
relating to the land claim of James Journey, of 
Missouri, and they were referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. . 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: Petition of citizens of 
St. Mary, State of Louisiana, protesting against the 
removal of the surveyor general’s office from Don- 
aldsonville to Baton Rouge: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: Petition of Juliana Shaw 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. J. BROWN: The petition of John 
O. Mahany and one hundred and eighteen others, 
praying the establishment of a_mail-route from In- 
dianapolis (via Broad Ripple, Bethlehem, Farming- 
ton, Shielville) to Peru: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, the peti- 
tion and accompanying papers of Richard S. Paris, 
Isaac Whitman, and Phineas Thomas, citizens of 
Clinton county, Indiana, praying indemnity for dep- 
redations committed by the Miami Indians: referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition of 
John Burson and sixty other citizens of Polk coun- 
ty, Indiana, asking for a portion of the vacant lands 
in the districts of Palestine and Shawneetown, 
Illinois, and Vincennes, Indiana, for the purpose of 
improving the rapids of the Wabash river: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, the 
petition of General Arthur Patterson and seventy- 
five other citizens of Polk county, Indiana, asking 
for the same purposes; which was referred to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. AUGUSTUS C. DODGE: The petition 
of sundry citizens of Jackson county, Iowa, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail-route from Galena, 
Ilinois, via Bellview, Iowa, to Andrew, the county 
seat of Jackson county, Iowa: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, 
three petitions from citizens of Wappello county, 
Iowa, praying Congress to continue the mail-route 
from the late Sac and Fox agency, in said county, 
via Ottumwa, to Eddyville,in Wappello county, 
Iowa; which was referred to the same committee. 

By Mr. FRICK: Petition from 238 citizens of the 
borough of Milton, Pennsylvania, praying for a re- 
duction of postage on letters, periodicals, and news- 

apers. Petition from the citizens of Northumber- 
and and Columbia counties, Pennsylvania, for the’ 
establishment of a post route from Sunbury to Dan- 
ville, on the east side of the Susquehanna river, via 
Snydertown and Rushville. 

By Mr. STEWART of Connecticut: Petition of 
H. Trowbridge, Sons & Dwight, and 160 others, 
praying Congress to erect a permanent beacon or 
ight-house on the southwest ledge, at the entrance 
of New Haven harbor, Connecticut. 'The petition 
was signed by many shipmasters from Maine, Mas- 
sachusetts, New York, and Philadelphia. Also 

resented the report of the plan and expense of said 
lient bodes: Peiition of F. R: Griffin, and other citi- 
zens of Guilford, Connecticut, for the erection of 
a light-house at Sachem’s Head, on the north shore 
of Long Island sound. es 

By Mr. SLIDELL: Petition of James Pepper, 
for the confirmation of certain entries of land: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: Petition of Abner E, Yan: 


| the American citizens were driven. 


OREGON TERRITORY.» ao 
Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial: from 60 
or 70 citizens of the United States, residents of: the 
Territory of Oregon, setting forth the great injuries 
to which they are subjected by the British.author 
ities there; and, among. other things, that they. are 
driven from their homes by the Hudson Bay com» 
pany, or the principal agents of that company;and 
that a Dr. McLaughlin, an English subject, wasin 
the habit of selling and making déeds for land which 
belonged to the United States.alone, and from which 
This, the -me- 
morialists, after stating other complaints, pray, Con- 
gress to extend to them the protection of the laws 
of the United States. : pd 
Mr. A. also presented copies of deeds made there 
by the English subject: alluded to.. He remarked 
that, in the report made to the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, by a Mr. Elijah. White, a sub-Indian 
agent, the following paragraph appeared, viz: ` 
“A petition has started from this'‘country to-day, 
making bitter complaints against the Hudson Bay 
company and Governor McLaughlin. On reference - 
to it, (as a copy was denied,) I shall only say, had 
any gentleman disconnected with the Hudson Bay 


* Company been at half the pains and expense to es- 


tablish a claim to the Wallamette falls, very few 
would have raised an opposition. His half-bushel 
measure I know to be exact, according to the Erig? 
lish imperial standard. The gentlemen of this com~ 
pany have been fathers and fosterers of the colony, 
ever encouraging peace, industry, and good‘order; 
and have aia a character for hospitality and 
integrity too well established easily to be shaken.” 

Mr. A. said an issue was made up between this 
Indian agent and the petitioners; one ‘side or the. 
other had stated a falsehood as to the conduct of the 
Hudson Bay company. He believed it could. be 
easily shown, from the pape he then submitted, 
that this agent, and not the petioners, had told the 
lie. The petition clearly proves the lie on the agent. 
For that reason, he moved that the petition and pa 
pers accompanying be printed. e motion. was 
agreed to by unariimous consent. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial signed by 
A.A. Bradford, and a large number of citizens of 
Holt county, Missouri, representing that, within the 
last year, a great many murders had been committed 
on the northwestern frontier, by the Pottawatamie 
and Ottoe Indians, and asking that military posts 
may be established on that frontier for the better 
protection of the inhabitants there: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. iia 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial from a 
large number of citizens of New, Castle county, 
Delaware, asking that. an appropriation’ may be 
made by Congress for the repair ofthe piers at 
Fort Penn, in the Delaware river. ‘The. memorial- 
ists represent that these piers were originally built 
at the expense of the State of Delaware, and that 
the work was ceded to the United States in 1820, 
with the understanding that it would be kept in re- 
pair by the government: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial from Anna 
Maria Baldwin, who was brought to Washington 
by the government as a witness against the Whites, 
charged with burning the treasury building, repre- 
senting that she was 149 days in the service of the 
United States as a witness, and that she was com- 
pelled to travel 1,448 miles in consequence; and rep- 
resenting that the compensation allowed her by law 
as a witness did not cover herexpenses. She prays 
Congress to pass a Jaw. allowing her further com- 
pensation: referred to the Committee on the Jugis 
ciary, Ba 


238. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, signed 
by James McConnell and a number. of citizens of 
Bakerstown and vicinity, in. Alleghany county, Pa., 
remonstrating against the admission of. Texas into 
the Union: ‘ordered to lie on the table. 1 

Also, a memorial from William D. McMurtie, 
who was appointed a member of the scientific corps 
of the expiring expedition, asking remuneration 
for his losses sustained in consequence of the revo- 
cation of that appointment: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. f : 

Also, a memorial from the Delaware Insurance 
Company of Philadelphia, stating that, in the course 
of business, they purchased a $500 treasury note, 
which was one of those abstracted. from the mail; 
and asking Congress to make provision for its pay- 
meni: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, the memorial of Lardner Vanuxem, in be- 
half of the heirs of James Vanuxem, a merchant of 
Philadelphia, who lost property by the depredations 
of the Pench prior to 1800, praying Congress, if 
they cannot appropriate money for thè payment of 
the claim now, to take measures to collect and pre- 
serve the evidence of such claims: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial and 
oint resolutions, adopted. by the legislature of In- 
iana, instructing the senators, and requesting the 
representatives from that State to use every reasonable 
exertions to procure liberal appropriations for the 
construction of the Cumberland road in Indiana. 

Also, joint resolutions adopted by the said legis- 
lature, setting forth the fact that a number of the 
bridges on the Cumberland road are in such a dilapi- 
dated condition that there is great danger of their fall- 
ing down, and obstructing the carrying of the mail; 
and instructing the senators and requesting the rep- 
resentatives to use their influence to procure an ap- 
propriation to prevent such an occurrence: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Allen Munroe and other citizens of the town of 
Eldridge, in the county of Onondaga, New York; 
and a petition from S. Williams and other citizens 
of the town of Newburg, New York, praying for 
a reduction of the rates of postage, and a restriction 
or the abolition of the franking privilege; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Charles H. Witherbee and others, praying that a 
pension may be granted to Elizabeth aces the 
widow of Peter Barrows, a soldier of the revolution; 


after considering the recommendation, resolved, that 
the constitution of the United States was the result 
of mutual concessions and compromises among the 
several States; that the: federal fags, as established 
by that instrument, was a concession to the slave- 
holding. States of the Union; and that any attempt 
now to strike from that instrument that feature, would 
bea gross violation of the faith plighted upon its 
‘adoption. Las 

On motion, read and-ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also presented resolutions adopted b 
the legislature of that State, declaring that it is 
inexpedient to ‘abolish the franking privilege, and 
requesting the senators and representatives from 
that State to procure the passage of a law re- 
ducing the rates of postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and or- 
ordered to be printed. 


BONDS ‘OF COLLECTORS. 
On motion of Mr. BARROW, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
porting a bill to repeal the existing law which 
gives collectors of the customs three months to fur- 
nish bond and security for the faithful discharge of 
the duties of their office. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the memorial of the general 
assembly of Missouri upon the subject was referred, 
reported a bill to authorize the school trustees, or 
other lawful authorities having charge of the subject 
of common schools, of surveyed badges 48 in 
range 18 west, in the county of Cooper, and State of 
Missouri, to enter a section of land in lieu of section 
16, in said township, for the use of schools; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading; and the 
report accompanying ordered to be printed. 


SOLICITOR OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
On motion of Mr, ATHERTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of abolish- 
ing the office of the solicitor of the General Land 
Office. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, to 
which was referred House bill authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to make a transfer of ap- 
propriations in the naval service, under certain cir- 
cumstances, reported the same back without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass. 


anda petition from Eunice Sawtell, the widow of On motion by Mr. E., the previous orders of the 
Jonas Sawtell, praying a pension for the revolution- day were postponed, and the Senate took up the 


bill, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that he did not wish to 
say anything against the passage of this bill; but 
he should be very glad to have an opportunity of 
expressing the feelings of indignation which he en- 
tertained in relation to the constraint which was 
thus put upon Congress for making appropriations 
for objects which were not designed, and for taking 
from the legislative branch of the government the 
power of making appropriations, by this species of 
executive usurpation. It was monstrous, and one 
of those things which would never be tolerated un- 
der any other form of government. It was one of 
those propositions which the British Parliament, in 
a resolution which passed that body, declared to be 
a matter meriting impeachment. He hoped that 
such a resolution as this might be passed in the 
House of Representatives, and that a check would 
thus be imposed upon this kind of executive usurp- 
ation. At some other time, he would take occasion 
to express his feelings on. this matter, and his opin- 
ion in regard to the policy of diverting appropria- 
tions, made by the legislative department for par- 


ary services of her husband; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial from Aud- 
ley Clark and other citizens of N ewport, Rhode Isl- 
and, praying Congress to adopt such measures as 
will secure to them separation for French spoilations 

rior to 1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign 

élations. 

Mr. PORTER presented a petition from Eunice 
Pawling, widow of the late Colonel Albert Pawling, 
of the revolution, asking the commutation pay to 
which he was entitled: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Also presented joint resolutions, adopted by the 
legislature of Michigan, instructing the senators and 
requesting the representatives from that State to co- 
operate with the senators and representatives of 
other States interested in the accomplishment of 
such a work, to procure an appropriation from Con- 
gress to have constructed by the general government 
a ship canal around the falls of St. Mary river. 

Mr. PORTER made some remarks, not distinct- 
ly heard, on the importance of the work in a na- 
tonal point of view. He was understood to say 
that the Committee on Roads and Canals have al- 
ready had the subject referred to it, on several me- 
mortals, and had delayed action upon it, until the 

degislature of Michigan (before which he knew these 
resolutions were pending, on a differcnce of opin- 
ton as to the best mode to have the work accom- 
plished) had disposed of them. On his motion, the 
resolutions were referred to the same committee, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented rerolutions 
by the Legislature of Georgia, 
the opinion of that body on the amendment 
proposed to the constitution of the United 
States by the Legislature of Massachusetts—that 
18, So to amend that instrument, as to disallow 
slave representation. The Legislature of Georgia, 


compelling Congress to advance money which it wag 
never designed should be otherwise used than in the 
manner specified. He had no objection to this bill, 
guarded as it was in its language. It was against 
the general policy of bills of this kind he argued; 
and he had merely expressed his indignation on the 
subject of executive usurpation over the rights of 
Congress. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that he did not consider 
it worth while to say anything about these objec- 
tions, since it was evident that the senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Bavaro] did nat thoroughly under- 
stand the purpose of the bill. By the late report of 
qhe Secretary of the Navy, it seemed that the ap- 
propriation for the increase and repair of the navy, 
for 1843-4, passed at the last session of Congress, 


adopted 
expressive of 


ticular purposes, to others not designed, and thus’ 


had. hee found inadequate for the purpose: for 


which it was designed: _ - ; f 

Mr. E. here read the following passage from the 
report: è : 

“The appropriation for in@tease, repairs, &c., for 
the year 1843-4, having been heavily drawn upon 
in payment of contracts made, and in the execution 
of plans, and the completion of works in progress 
anterior to the commencement of the present fiscal 
year, it was deemed necessary, in October last, to 
discharge a large portion of the persons employed 
under this head; leaving, however, it is believed, 
enough of funds unexpended to meet most of the 
outstanding demands against the department, charge- 
able to this appropriation. The act of Congress of 
the 31st August, 1842, which forbids the transfer of 
appropriations from one to another branch of ex- 
penditure in this department, has operated injudi- 
ciously. Were these transfers permitted, it is be~ 
lieved that sufficient means might be found among 
the various balances of appropriations to pay most, 
ifnot all, needful outlays in the fitting, completing, 
and repairing of vessels, and for payments on un- 
completed contracts; and I am fully persuaded that 
the public interests would be promoted were Con- 
gress to authorize these transfers early in the ensu- 
ing session.” 


That was to say—that the appropriation made was 
exhausted in meeting other contracts. Congress did 
not appropriate enough to meet the outstanding 
liabilities. Other branches of the service consumed 
the greater part of the appropriations. There was 
still a considerable sum left, ($200,000,) under other 
heads, which might be made use of, for the object 
designed by this bill. He was in favor of restrict- 
ing these appropriations to specific objects; but be- 
fore making them, the objects should be looked into, 
so as to make the appropriations adequate to those 
objects. He did not wish, however, to have the 
morning hour consumed in the discussion of this 
matter, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON wished to say a single 
word. His object, in rising, was not to o ject to the 
passage of the bill; but he was unwilling to let that 
occasion pass without expressing his views in rela- 
tion to the expenditure, by the departments, of appro- 
priations made by law for one specific object, for 
other objects not designed by law; and thus making 
the departments the a ropriating body, instead of 
Congress. It was well-known that this appropri- 
ation was made by Congress for a specific object. 
If a sufficient amount had not been appropriated to 
accomplish that object, let the demand be made for 
a new appropriation; and not be put in the form of 
asking Congress to take from one branch of the 
naval service, to apply to another. This would be 
in conformity with the spirit and the letter of the 
restriction placed by the act of Congress, of 1842, 
upon the Navy Depariment. He hoped this would 
be done; and he suggested tothe senator from Maine 
[Mr. Evans] the propriety of such a course. 

Mr. BUCHANAN hoped that there was no ob- 
jection to this bill, and that it might be suffered to 
pass, before the whole morning hour should be con- 
sumed, Whilst the Senate was talking about the bill, 
against which he had not heard a single reasonable 
objection advanced, many laborers belonging to the 
havy-yards were destitute, and almost starving for 
want of employment, 

Mr. BAYARD observed that it was the condition 
of these people, as represented by his friend from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucttawan,] which induced him 
to give his vote for the passage of the bill. It was 
hot out of kindness to the departments. Nothing 
else but. the destitute condition of these laborers 
would induce him to adopt such a course. He did 
it for the benefit of persons of this kind who were in 
the public employment; and not from any confidence 
he had in that branch of the adminisiration. It was 
the principle thus established by the action of the 
departments (of thwarting the legislation of Con- 
gress) to which he was opposed. Tt was one of the 
modes by which the executive branch of the govern- 
ment usurped legislative powers. He did hope, to 
prevent such encroachments in future, that Congress 
would not depend upon the uncertain remedy of im- 
peachment, but that they would provide a penalty to 
be inflicted on any officer who would thus wantonly 
disregard the laws of Congress. Such conduct as 
had been alluded to should be punished with a 
specific penalty. It should be made a penitentiary 
offence. Until something of this kind was done, 
they would never be able to arrest this tendency toe 
wards executive usurpation. 


able senator: from Delaware [Mr. Bavarn]} had ex- 
pressed. so. much. indignation, on a mere proposition 
to transfer. from one ‘branch of naval service, an ap- 
proprigtion more: thang sufficient for the exigencies 
of that branch, .to another for which it was absolute- 
ly necessary. The appropriation heretofore made 
was foùnd ‘insufficient to accomplish the object for 
which it was designed; and, consequently, great num- 
bers of workmen were thrown out of employment. 
It was now proposed to transfer. from another head 
of appropriation, wliere it was not wanted, a sum 
sufficient for that purpose. Was that a proposi- 
tioi to give rise to indignation? Was it an evidence 
of mal-administration? Or were the gentleman’s 
strictures of a general nature? : 

Mr. BAYARD said, in reply, that he had only 
thrown out those views in reference to the subject- 
matter ofthe bill. He had oprasta himself wil- 
ling to vote for its passage, and he did not object 
“particularly to this bill. 

Mr. KING remarked that he now understood 
thatthe gentleman’s indignation did not apply to 
this bill; but that it was of a more general character. 
He would not detain the Senate, as the senator’s re- 
marks were only applicable to an imaginary case, 
and were not intended to operate ‘against this bill.. 
He (Mr. K.) would vote for the bill. 

There being no amendment to the bill, it was re 
ported to the Senate, read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had. been referred the petition of 
James Smalley and others upon the subject, report- 
eda bill for the payment of the 4th regiment in the 
2d brigade of the 3d division of the Vermont mili- 
tia, for services at the battle of Plattsburg; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr D., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of George Tyler, and 
other citizens of Vermont, praying compensation 
for services rendered at Plattsburg during the war, 
made an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
Leah Gray, for a pension: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Philip C. S. Barbour, praying confirma- 
tion of title to certain lands; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Hiram 
March; which was read, and ordered to a ‘second 
reading. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented further documents in 
support of the claims of Mr. Myerle, a naval con- 
tractor; which were referred to the Committeee on 
Naval Affairs. 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


The CHAIR announced the unfinished business 
—hbeing the resolution of the Committee on Finance 
for the indefinite postponement of the bill introduced 
by Mr. McDurriz, for reducing the rates of du- 
ties. under the present, tariff to the standard of the 
compromise act. 

Mr. WOODBURY addressed the Senate for 
two hours.. He stated that he was one of the 
committee to whom the bill introduced by the hon- 
orable senator from South Carolina, and now under 
consideration, was referred. He did not agree with 
the majority of that committee; as he was in favor 
of passing the bill, but not without amendment. 
He thought if offered to the Senate, not precisely as 
it then stood, but in some points new modelled, it 
would be more acceptable to the majority than in 
its present state. Nothing advanced on either 
side, in the discussion of this bill, had since caused 
him to change his opinion. In the discussions of 
all questions of this nature, the disproving or ad- 
mission of asserted facts went far to enable those 
engaged, to see more clearly the grounds on which 
they should act. On this question he admitted there 
was great contrariety of opinion—a great variety of 
principles involved; and, as it was truly said, “prin- 
ciples were eternal; no matter how men might 
change.” In arguing the necessity for a revision of 
the. tariff bill of 1842, he intended to ground that ar- 
gument on :facts—not theories, as employed or used 
by those advocating a different policy. ian 

_¥le-differed with the honorable chairman of the 
committee, who deprecated all agitation of the sub- 
ject, and sued for a longer trial of the law which the 


Mre KING said he did not know why the honor- | 
j; peal: he asked that it should be allowed further ti 


“which its ‘advocates contended it. bestowed on the 
_nation. 


` from Kentucky, m which he says, “if defects exist 


} that up to 75 per cent.; woollens then 30 per cent., | 


bill under consideration proposed to amend or re 
J 


to develop itself, and show the immense ‘advantages 


This’ request would be very well, and 
come witha better grace, if it wasa new, doubtful, 
or untried proceeding; but, unfortunately for its ad- 
vocates, instead of a new or untried measure, it 
was in operation since the year 1816, or, if it suited 
the gentleman opposite [Mr. Evans] better, at-least 
since the year 1824—during which period it was, as 
itis now, the subject of complaint. And yet it is 
said now, ’Tis a sacred measure; no hands must be 
laid on it. Mr. W. contended that this attempted 
prohibition from meddling with or amending this 
ill did not correspond with the declarations of many 
who, by their votes, assisted in carrying it through the 
Senate, by a majority of one, in the session of 1842; 
It was carried through the Senate under declarations 
of its being full of faults and pregnant with evils, 
and only to be continued a law until an opportunity 
would offer, in the next session, of fully amendin 
it. An honorable senator from New York describe 
the tariff bill of 1842 as a bill loaded with defects, 
unproductive to the revenue, and without any pro- 
vision for collection. A former colleague of the hon- 
orable chairman said, if any other, means could be 
devised by which provision for the operations of 
government could be made, he would not support it;- 
but as it was, he would only give it his aid until 
another Congress would substitute for it a better and 
more constitutional measure. An honorable senator 
from Pennsylvania accepted it only as the least of 
two evils; he did not receive or admit it, even as a 
minor good. And yet, after those declarations by 
senators who helped to make it a law by their votes, 
it is now declared by its advocates that any interfer- 
ence, any attempt to amend or disturb the provisions 
of this bill, on the part of the Senate, is not only im- 
proper and incorrect, but is absolutely overstepping 
their bounds of duty as laid down by the constitution. 
He had, however, further, and, with the advocates 
of the tariff, he should suppose higher authority to 
advance in support of his views; and that authority 
was contained in a letter dated Ashland, and writ- 
ten by an honorable and distinguished ex-senator 


in the tariff bill they ought to be corrected.” But, 
lest this should*not be deemed an admission that 
defects did exist, he (Mr. W.) would quote 
another portion of that letter, which could leave no 
doubt as to the opinions of the writer. He says: 
“Provisions of the bill of 1828 are highly discredit- 
able to American legislation; and he hoped, for the 
honor of the country, they would never be re- 
peated.” If the bill of 1828 was discreditable to | 
the legislation of the country, the bill of 1842 was 
equally, if not more so. It might be called a tran- 
script of the bill of 1828, with the admission that, 
where there were any alterations, they were for the 
worse. This was no idle theory, advanced for the 
support of his argument, as he was prepared to 
show by facts. Mr. W. proceeded to show, from a 
list of duties imposed by the hill of 1828 and the 
bill of 1842, that, on all leading useful articles, there 
was, by the last law, a heavy increase. The tariff 
of 1828 put on boots a duty of 10 per cent.; that of 
1842 raised it to 40 per cent. On coal there was a du- 
ty of 6 cents per bushel; raised by the act of 1842 to 
$1 75 per ton; cordage, an article more or less used 
by poor and rich, was raised from 4 to 43; cotton, 
instead of 80, was raised to over 100; cotton bag- 
ging, from 33, as imposed by the act of 1828, was ; 
increased to 4 cents per square yard, and on some 
descriptions to 5 cents; laces from 5 to 20; glass 
from 100 per cent. to between 200 and 300, and on 
some descriptions, to 500 or 600 per cent; shoes, that. 
by the bill of 1828 were admitted on a duty of 25 
per cent., were now charged 30 per cent., and from | 


now ranged from 40 up to 60 per cent.; and so with | 
all the leading articles most required by the people. 
The bill of 1842, he maintained, was a bill framed 
wholly and solely for the protection’ of one small 
class of the population, at the expense of all the 
others; it was a bill benefiting the few by sacrificing 
the many; and if he satisfied the Senate that such 
was the fact, he did not suppose that any principle 
could be found, or would be advanced, to justify its 
continuance. It was not sought for by the body of 
the people, nor wasit pretended, when the subject 
was discussed in the ycars 1816, 1824, or 1828, that 
it was -for any other purpose than that of. protect 
ing the manufacturing interests. This was sus- 
ceptible of proof by yeference to official doc- 


ed in the same spirit, 
fore, until an amount: 
bill now in existence 
known here or elsewhere: ‘These s 
could not, for a moment, be-placed 
the revenue, as it was too well kn: 
all countries where duties were. levied t 
revenue, they never. exceeded 10, 15, 
highest, 25 per cent. England, France, ‘or, Spain: 
could not be quoted in opposition to this fact; for, 
where they placed higher duties than 10,.15; 0r 25 
per cent., they openly avowed it was for protection, 
and not for increase of revenue. Mr Woovseas : 
here quoted from another list of duties, showing the 
heavy tax imposed on what might be termed th, 
hecessaries—articles in use by high and low—and’ 
contended against the injustice of thus burdening the 
many for the benefit of the few. As® to the 
so-styled protection afforded. to the: farmer or 
agriculturist by the duties on flour: and: farm 
produce, it was altogether visionary. No protec- 
tion was required where ‘there was’ no:competition; 
and they might as well have imposed a like protec: 
tive duty on acargo of ice or granite going into the 
State of New Hampshire If thif’ bill was bona fide. . 
a bill for the increase of the revenue, why did it not 
impose a duty on the luxuries and elegancies of life, 
ane not on the absolute necessaries? On sugar, in 
the year 1840, the duty on imports’ amounted’ to 
$3,000,000. This was three millions out of the pock- ` 
ets of the people, to protect the “planters. of 
home produce. In the same year, the dut 
on silks imported was $3,500,000; tron’ .$1,500,000; 
spirits $2,000,000. This latter item was, he ad~- 
mitted, right in a moral sense. There were other 
sources, making altogether an amount of ‘sixteen 
millions; and this enormous sum was ‘wholly de-. 
rived from duties imposed on every-day necessaries, 
which, if not for the protective system, could be had 
by the mass of the people for exactly sixteen mil- 
lions of dollars less. That those duties were im* 
posed to increase the revenue, could not be admit- 
ted; for if so, would not similar or greater duties: be 
imposed on luxuries which none but the wealthy can , 
indulge in? or, if that was not sufficient, why not the 
duty on all other articles be equal and in proportion? ` 
That would not do: the favored class to be protect- 
ed do not manufacture luxuries, however they ma 
use them. Then, as to the share of protection af- 
forded by this bill to the agriculturist or producer, 
what benefit did it bestow? The raw article was 
protected, perhaps, by a duty of 1 per cent.; while, 
m a manufactured state, it was shielded by a duty 
of from 15 to 20 per cent. f 
Gentlemen advocating the tarif as it stood, when 
hard pressed on one side, vaùnted its benefits to the 
revenue; if pressed on that side, they spoke of its 
advantages as protective of manufactures; and when 
closely hemmed in on both, then they boasted of 
its good qualities when mixed up—a little of either. 
Hides, for instance, the produce of every farm, if 


- taxed for revenue, would bring the same amount of 


duty as leather; but this was not the case. ‘The 
raw hide carried a duty of 5 per cent.; but, when 
manufactured, the duty was 35 per cent.: so that 
the farmer selling a hide had the benefit of a pro- 
tecting duty of 5 per cent.; but, if he went after- 
wards to buy the same hide ina manufactured state, 
he would have to pay, exclusive of its real value, a 
duty of 35 per cent. So mich, then,: for the pro- 
tection afforded to the farmer by the tariff of 1842. 
Since the passing of the bill of 1828, its friends 


‘had but one excuse for: continuing its advocacy, 


and but one hope for their success in doing so; and 
that excuse was ‘the same given by the boy, when 
accused of cruelty. in skinning a live eel—he said 
the eel was used to it, and, consequently, submitted 
without resistance. In like manner, the friends of 
the tariff say, “Oh, the people are used to it, at least 
since 1828; and being used to it, they will submit.” 
Linseed and flaxseed were the same as hides—raw, 
a duty of 5 per cent.; but linseed manufactured into 
oil was 15 per cent.; so that the raiser of the linseed, 
if he required oil for painting, or other purposes, 
had, in addition to its value, to pay 15 per cent., as 
a premium to the manufacturer. ‘The wool-growers 
of Vermont were protected by a duty of 5 per cent; 
but let them look for their own produce jn a manu- 
factured state, and they had to pay 25 ta §0 per 


Widss of 


ed on the mass of Y 
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t expense oF la hat’ of ‘his f 
“children, could produce. On raw silk -there was a 
oduty-of 50 cents per pound; but on manufactured 
“silk the: duty was 92°50; thus’ giving to thè- manu- 
‘facturer; over the’farmer, a ‘premium of two: dollars 
on every pound weight. Se 2 
“Mr, gopsurY went on drawing “the same 


~ deductions ‘from: the: duties—on ` brags in the lump 
‘and manufactured; flax, cotton, tin, and’ other ar- 
` ticles; and contended that placing: a protective duty 
on articles that were not imported, or imported in 
-such small quantities as to render the duty nominal, 
was too: frivolous a pretext to ‘blind the farmers or 
agriculturists, or lead them to suppose that it was 
intended for aught élse than fo keep them in the 
dark, while the real principle of the bill was to pro- 
tect and enrich the’ manufacturers at their (the peo- 
ple’s) expense. If the bill was not for this purpose, 
and this’ alone—~if it was a bill for the increase of 
‘revenue—the great variations in the amount of du- 
tieswould not appear on its face ; all would be 
- equally and ‘proportionably taxed. It is not shown 

‘that, from 1790 until 1816, the country suffered for 
want of high protecting duties; and yet, during that 
period, no legislature attempted to impose duty over 
10 or 12 per cent., but in most cases not exceeding 
Sor 7 per cent. „But a still stronger instance of the 
determination of the legislators of that day to act 
for the benefit of all, and not for a part, is shown by 
the fact of the war duties of 1812 not exceeding 20 
per cént., and, in many instances, not more than 8 
or 9 per cent. He understood that it was said by 
General Harrison to Mr. Clay that 20 or 25 per 
cent. of cash duties should be the highest allowed 
for any protective interest; and that, if manufactu- 
rers did not find that sufficient, they should turn 
their industry into some other channel. The gov- 
ernments of Madison and Jefferson never resorted 
to those high duties; and there not doing so, gave 
weight to ihe question—was this protective system 
legitimate under any principle? The honorable 
chairman of the committee had quoted Dr. Franklin 
in Sapport of his views; now he would read from 
Dr. Franklin’s works sufficient to prove that he en- 
tertained entirely different opinions from those at- 
tributed to him by that honorable gentleman. 

Here Mr. W. read several extracts from the wri- 
tingsof Dr. Fraklin—all favorable to free trade, and 
strongly deprecating the opposite policy. 

__ This principle of taxing the whole community for 
the: special benefit of a few individuals, never was 
‘before tolerated in any country, acting upon prin- 
ciples. of equal rights. The senator who contends 
that the act of 1842 is a revenue act, and not for 
protection 

Mr. EVANS observed that, in answering the sen- 
ator from South Carolina, who maintained that the 
the act of 1842 was destructive to revenue, he had 
shown it increased revenue, but did not say it was 
exclusively an act for revenue. 

Mr. WOODBURY continued: he was happy to 
find the gentleman ready to admit that it was an act 
for protection. The changes against the act were, 
that it was for the protection of the manufacturers. 
Other, gentlemen, however, had contended that’ it 
was arevenue measure. On that point the present 
issue was taken. Now, his position was, that it was 
not for purposes of revenue, but subversive of rev- 
enue, and intended to benefit one class, and much 
the smallest class, at the expense of all other classes. 
He denied that it yielded revenue, as a revenue act 
ought to yield it. It would not do to take effects of other 
causes, and attribute them to the act, for the purpose 
of making it appear thatit alone had accomplished 
that which, from its very nature, it was calculated 
to frustrate. It goes 15 or 20 per cent. beyond the 
revenue point. The revenue act of 1816 did not go 
beyond 17: per cent., and many articles were con- 
siderably under that rate. The framers of the con- 
stitution never looked to imports for more than a 
duty for revenue, They calculated, should more 
be necessary for the government than duties at the 
revenue point from imports would yield, that other 
sources of taxation should be resorted to. They 
provided for the resort to other kinds of taxation, 
in order that the revenue point of duty on imports 
should not be transcended. No government in the 
world undertakes to get allits revenue from customs, 
but this. France takes but one-eighth of its reve- 


nue from customs; England about one-third, or a | 
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tion of its framers, to get, from customs alone, even 
énough for its expenses. It was found, when du- 
ties at the revenue point would not yield enough, to 
go to those other modes of taxation provided for in 
thé constitution. He objected to the mode of sus- 
taining this tariff law, by inconclusive calculations 
made of the proceeds of the revenue by a single 
month or quarter; because in that way it could ea- 
sily be made to appear. that the revenue would be 
forty millions for the year, although, on the whole, 
it might fall short of one-third of that amount. 

Mr. EVANS observed that he made no calcula- 
tions on a month’s receipts, nor had he estimated 
that the revenue would be forty millions. "What he 
had said was, that there was a prospect it would be 
from twenty-two to twenty-three millions this ycar. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that the senator had 
referred to the receipts of New York; and he (Mr. 
W.) was going on to say, that, taking a single 
month’s receipts in New York, (being a million and 
three quarters,) and supposing the other ports as 
much, It would be three and a half millions for the 
month, or, over forty millions, at that rate, for the 
year; showing that such calculations, whether for 
months or quarters, were exceedingly inconclusive. 
But the senator had said that high duties always 
produced an increase of revenue and deerease of 
prices. Now, duties in 1816 were only 174 per cent.; 
yet the revenue was thirty-six millions: and he 
would presently show that when the tariffs of 1824 
and 1828 were laid on, the revenue, instead of in- 
creasing, diminished. In 1817, the revenue was 
twenty-six and a quarter millions, as the act of 1816 
had added 42 per cent. to duties, causing a re- 
duction of ten millions of revenue. In 1818, 
the revenue was further reduced nine millions. 
In 1819 it was twenty and a quarter millions; 
in 1820, only fifteen millions; and in 1821, thir- 
teen millions. Yet we were told the revenue 
always rose with the increase of duties. Then 
came the act of 1824, increasing duties, and the 
act of 1828, afterwards, also increasing them, but 
not as high as they were in 1817. 

Mr. W. quoted a variety of tables to show that 
revenue fell off in consequence of each addition of 
duty, and accounted for the surplus revenue on oth- 
er and different grounds than those of high duties, 
showing that the treasury was filled, not by them, 
but from other causes, and it spite ofhigh duties. 

Mr. W. next showed, from the statistical tables, 
that, ofthe population of the United States, only 
one-eleventh was engaged in manufactures, or be- 
came beneficiaries of the protective system; while 
ten-elevenths had to pay the bounty imposed by the 
protective policy, for the aggrandizement of the 
one-eleventh. Now, he asked, would this be tole- 
rated one moment, only for the delusions with which 
the system was veiled from the comprehension of the 
mass of the people? It was held out to them that they 
were made better able to pay these duties by the in 
creased prosperity which the protective system gave 
to the country. If nothing but the plain simple 
truth was told to them, and particularly to the farm- 
ers—that, by the imposition of these duties of 1849, 
they had to pay 40 per cent. more for what the 
buy, and sell the produce of their farmers so muc 
less, than if no duty existed, the protective sys- 
tem would not be tolerated a single day. The 
senator from Maine had, yesterday, somewhat mod- 
ified his former assertion, that high duties always 
reduced prices. He seemed to admit that there 
were cases in which such’ might not be the fact. 
But it was strange that he did not see how incon- 
sistent it was to maintain, contrary to the experience 
of the world, and all the doctrines of political econ- 
omy, that a duty, instead of increasing prices, dimin- 
ished them: for, if such were the fact, why would 
the manufacturers be so anxious for high duties, or 
why would there even be a necessity to ask Con- 
gress for drawbacks? No matter what the theory 
might be, the facts were palpable, that it was because 
the importation of foreign goods into our market 
lowered the profits of our own manufacturers, that 
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Now- he ~ held: 


by.the imposition. of pro- 
duties Ferh were Hottie 
ould they have to: object’ to, but the 
‘tempo glut the market?-and- that they could 
‘avoid - by-restraining. their supply, and making it 
-only equal to the demand, including their own goods 
‘and those imported: + Their @pposition ‘to imported 
‘goods was-on ‘that. very ground, .that their prices 
would ‘be reduced;-and because they want to keep u 
the prices, not te reduce them, as’ the Senator from 
“Maine contends, they have importuned Congress to 
carry out the protective system by the imposition 
of the excessive duties of the act of 1842, > 
The senator had contended that the imposition of 
duties had always lowered prices. Tt might 80 happen 
that, at the time duties were laid on, prices were falling 
from other causes;and the prices of many articles with- 
in the last quarter of a century had fallen so rapidly 
and so much that it was evident the great decline 
must be owing to other, and much more extensive 
causes than could-be produced by a mere act of le- 
gislation. Look at the reduction in the prices of 
manufactured cotton goods, since Watts improved 
and applied steam power to the useful arts, and 
since the improvements in machinery made by Ark- 
wright. The vast facilities thus afforded of produ- 
cing, by the art of machinery, what used to be pro- 
duced by manual labor, had caused the reduction of 
prices in America, as well as in England, and all 
over the world; yet if prices were rapidly coming 
down from such causes, was it not manifestly ab- 
surd to attribute the decline to tariff acts, in spite 
of which that downward course continued? : 
Mr. W. referred to the writings of Adam Smith, 
McCulloch, Huskisson, &c., to show that it was a 
well-established principle in political economy, that 
the increase of duties enhanced prices. He also 
quated largely from Doctor Franklin’s works to 
show that he not only maintained the same doc- 
trine, but was fully sensible of the advantages which 
any country must derive from free trade and open 
ports to all the world. f 
He showed what had been the effectin England 
in reducing duties on a great variety of articles. 
Among them, he mentioned coffee, which had been 
subject to 2s. 6d. per lb. duty, and then yielded 
£342,000 of revenue; but when the duty was re- 
duced to one half, (1s. 3d.) the revenue on coffee 
ran up to £770,000, and the price to the consumer 
became lower than in proportion to the reduction 
of duty. 
Mr EVAN S asked if coffee wasa domestic prod- 
uct of England? : l 
Mr. WOODBURY said it was of a portion of 
her dominions. Mr. W. next went into a great 
mass of statistical details, furnishing a large collec- 
tion of facts to show that every reduction of duty in 
England to the revenue point had increased the rev- 
enue, and rendered the articles of consumption 
cheaper to the people. Hence, he argued that the 
reverse would be the fact here, according as duties 
were laid on in support of the protective system. 
By this protective system the consumer is doubly 
taxed; first, on what he consumes, and next, on 
what he sells; for it is the same whether he is taxed 
on what he sells, or forced by legislation to sell his 
products for less than he could obtain, but 
for that legislation. If the exports of the coun- 
try were one hundred millions, and, by the 
imposition of duty on imports, the exporter got 
back in return for his products so much less 
than he sent, by the amount of duty, (say twenty mil- 
lions,) was itnot he had to pay all the duty, because 
he did not get back within twenty millions of what 
he exported? The gentleman says he may get mo- 
ney for his exports. True; but what is he to do 
with his money, only to purchase what he wants? 
and if he goes into the market at home to buy: the 
goods he might have imported in exchange for his 
exports on equal terms, will he not find that he has 
to pay 40 per cent more for their home manufac- 
tured goods, in consequence of the protective duty? 
and is not that the same to him as if his exports 
had been taxed 40 percent? Again, the senator 
says, you have a home market raised up for you, as 
good as, if not better than the foreign market. Here 
was another fallacy, or at least a delusion to a great 
extent. The home manufacturers atipresent con- 
sume about 300,000 bales of cotton out of the usu- 
al annual crop of 2,500,000; this year perhaps 
1,800,000—that is; one-sixth. Whathas been ihe 
increase of England during the last year, on her 
consumption of raw cotton, irrespective of her 
manufactures sent here? Considerably more than 
the whole quantity consumed by the manus 
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facturers of the United States, all put togeth- 
er. The reason was plain. England manufac- 
tures for all parts of the world; this country 
chiefly for its own consumption. And were the 
cotton growers of this country to be told that they 
should give up such a market as England for the 
sake of building up for themselves an inconsiderable 
market at home? But our exports of cotton to 
France were very large—next to England, larger 
than to any other country. Were we to give up 
that market too, and all the other markets of Europe, 
and forego the increasing advantages of the increas- 
ing demand all over the world, as well at home in 
their own dominions, for their manufactured fab- 
rics, and consequently for the material of which 
those fabrics were made? Now it was somewhat 
remarkable that foreign countries—those of Europe 
~—laid all their heavy duties on articles of luxury, 
and put their lightest duties on articles of general 
consumption, thereby reaching, at once, the true 
revenue point; yet the very opposite was the policy 
we pursued. We lay the heavicst tax on articles of 
general consumption, and prohibitory duties on 
those which enter into competition with our own 
manufactures. But ifthe raw material for manufac- 
ture is imported, we put a light duty on it to favor the 
manufacturer. We make a show of great impartiali- 
ty, too, by putting very high duties on the agricultu- 
ral products of other countries,that they never dream of 
sending here, duty or no duty; but we want to show 
the farmers how careful we are to protect them as 
well as manufacturers, by excluding foreign butter, 
potatoes, cheese, beef, pork, &c., from coming in 
competition with the products of our own soil. It 
may be said England taxes our tobacco excessively, 
and also spirituous liquors: but these are articles of 
luxury, not of necessity; and are legitimate sources 
of taxation to as high a point as they will bear. 
Tobacco, even at the high duty of England, is found 
there to be a source of revenue; and that alone is 
the object for which it is taxed, for it has no tobac- 
co of its own growth with which our tobacco can 
come in competition. She taxes these things for 
revenue, not for protection. 

The usual hour of adjournment having arrived, 
and Mr. W. not having got through his argument, 

On motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, February 7, 1844. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Lake county, Illinois; and also 
citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, for a mail 
route from Libertyville, Lake county, through Bris- 
tol precinct, Lake county, and the town of Salem, 
‘Racine county, Wisconsin, to Burlington, Wiscon- 
sin. 

Also, from a large number of the eitizens of Ver- 
million county, Illinois, raying for a grint of land 
for the improvement of the Wabash river. 

Also, from a large number of the citizens of Cook, 
McHenry, and Boon counties, for a mail route from 
Chicago, via Monroe, Elkgrove, Wickliffe, Mil- 
ler’s Grove, Cornishville, Chrystalville, McHenry 
Centre, Hartland, Cold Spring, Hunter, and Ama- 
zon, to Roscoe. 

Also, from a large number of the citizens of. Chi- 
cago, praying for a harbor at Manitowoc, Wiscon- 
sin. 

Also, from sundry citizens of Chicago, remon- 
strating against the admission of Texas into the 
Union. 

Also, from sundry citizens of Vermillion county, 
Illinois, praying for a mail route from Georgetown 
to Chillicothe, Illinois. 

Also, from sundry citizens of Kendall county, 
Illinois, for the reduction of postage, and the abo- 
lition of the franking privilege. 

Also, from sundry citizens of Waynesville, Mc- 
Lean county, remonstrating against the admission 
of Texas. ; 

THE ELECTION BY GENERAL TICKET. 

The SPEAKER announced the business in order 


to be the report of Committee of Elections, in relation j 


‘to the election of ihe members of four States by 
general ticket. 
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Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, desired permission ie 


make a report from a committee. 

Mr. ELMER said the business announced 
from the. chair was a matter of privilege, which 
overrode all other business;.and he could not yield 
his right to the floor. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he wished to report a 
qill of great importance. 

Mr. ELMER however, claimed the floor, and 
proceeded to address the House. 

He then proceeded to recapitulate the arguments 
he adduced yesterday, and resumed his speech at 
the point at which he was interrupted, and 
afterwards said that this act of Congress pro- 
fessed to regulate the elections of representatives of 
the people in this House, so far as to direct the dis- 
tricting of the States; and if that act of Congress had 
districted the States so as to be a rule to the people 
to guide them in electing their representatives, he 
would admit that that law of Congress would have 
overridden the Jaws of the States, and been the su- 
preme law of the land on that subject. But this law 

id no such thing; it established no district; it laid 
down no rule; and could be considered only as a di- 
rection to the States—to do which no power had been 
vested in Congress by the constitution. He main- 
tained this argument at some length. He denied that 
Congress had the right to control the acts of the le- 
gislatures of the States at all; and he also denied that, 
under a right to alter a law, Congress possessed the 
power to repeal a law. This position he proceeded 
to illustrate. 


it was a true principle in the construction of con- 
flicting laws, that the last law shall be the rule of ac- 
tion. But it was claimed in this case that, under 
the authority to repeal and alter the laws of the 
States, Congress has the right to repeal and leave 
the States without any law. Was this right? Truly, 
it was a strange mode of altering laws. The object 
of conferring upon Congress the power to alter and 
amend the laws of the States was, that it might pro- 
tect itself, in case the States should not pass such 
laws as were necessary for electing members to 
Congress. In such case, it was thought proper that 
Congress should pass its own laws to regulate the 
matter. Did it ever enter into the minds of gentle- 
men, that, under the right to prescribe rules in refer- 
ence to this matter, they hada right simply to do 
away with all laws upon the subject his was 
what was contended for. Under the pretence of al- 
tering the laws, it was claimed that Congress had 
the right to repeal and leave the States without laws. 
He contended they had no such right. Their rights 
were totally different and distinct from this. 

The hour having expired, 


Mr. BELSER next obtained possession of the 
floor, and addressed the House. He approached 
the subject before the House, he said, with a desire 
to discuss it fairly and candidly; and he was anxious 
to deliver his views upon it, because of the fact that 
he should probably take a course different from a 
large portion of that party which it was his pride 
aiid pleasure, when he could act with them, so to act 
upon that floor. be eal 

This question wasa great constitutional one, and 
above all party considerations. It was one which 
addressed itself to the judgment and conscience of 
every man upén that floor. Ittvas one which was 
to operate upon the welfare of this country for ages 
to conie; and he called upon gentlemen belonging 
to either of the great political parties, in that House, 
to pause and consider the magnitude of the question 
involved in this discussion. When, at the com- 
mencement of this session of Congress, he had had 
the honor to address a few remarks to the House, 
in regard to the protest which was attempted to be 
spread upon the journal, he had stated to the 
House that hedid not consider the act of Congress, 
which directs the districting of the States, as a nulli- 
ty. His objection to placing that protest upon the 
journal of the House, which he desired now to ex- 
plain, in order that he might set himself right before 
this House, and before those who had given him a 
seat upon that floor, was that he could not consent 
that the Clerk of that House should be the judge of 
what should and what should not be spread upon 
its journals; that the constitution had invested 


the members of this House with that power; and he, 


_ VoLUME 


for one, was not p epared to subs 
of the Clerk of the House for the judgmeni 
jority of the- members.: He could not. conse: 


at 
that officer should be permitted, by any mode What- 
ever, while a qu@ftion of this imp rtance: was pend- 
ing before this body, to. spread:a protest upon the 
journal, in defiance of a` -will of a majority of the 
puse. Ha wots he 
The honorable. gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Barnarp,] in his argument upon that protest, 3 
that those gentlemen to whom the protest re 
came to this Huse claiming seats without the 
ofa title; that they came here like so. many men 
who might step out of that gallery into.this hall: - 
If the gentleman really took that. view of the mat- 
ter, he was right in asking to have: his protest 
spread upon‘the journal. But he took a very different 
view of it. He took the view that those gentlemen 
presented prima facie evidence of their right to their 
seats, when they produced. the authority. of their re- 
spective States, signified under the seal of such 
State; and that such authority was to be held as 
valid until controverted by better testimony. “And 
all the research which he had been able to devote to 
the subject, had served to confirm him in the con- 
clusion that the sitting members upon: that floor, 
who had come there by virtue of election under: the 
general-ticket system, had a right not only to sit 
there, but they had a right to vote upon every ques- 
tion which should come before the House, until an 
adjudication of the House by which they should be 
expelled from their seats. $ 


They were assembled there under a particular 
clause of the constitution declaring that that House 
should be the judge of the qualifications and returns of 
its members. There was another reason why he 
would not consent to spread the protest ‘upon the 
journal of the House. “Each member of the House, 
as well as the majority, was interested in preservin; 
the judicial purity of that body; and whut kind ọ 
judges would they be who would deliberately make 
up their minds to prejudge a case which they were 
called on to determine in the last resort? - It would 
bea valid and just cause of challenge against the 
competency of such judges to deeide upon the ques- 
tion of the qualification of members of that House. 
The reasons, then, why he was not prepared to con- 
sent that the protest should be spread upon the jour- 
nal of the House were, first, that the constitution 
gave them no such right; and, secondly, that it was 
the duty of that House to preserve its judicial 
purity. 

He held the doctrine (and he was prepared to 
maintain it by authorities) that the States, indepen- 
dently of the action of Congress, had no right to be 
represented upon that floor. He might be called a 
latitudinarian, or by whatever name gentlemen pleas- 
ed; but this he would say, that whenever the States 
delegated a power to Congress, they were bound, 
upon a principle of probity, and upon every 
other great ‘principle, to aid the general 
government in carrying that delegated power. in- 
to effect. He understood, from the report. of 
the majority of the committee, that the law 
of Congress of 1842 was pronounced to be no 
law at all; that it was inoperative; and that, 
consequently, those gentlemen elected by the 
general-ticket system were entitled to their seats 
upon that floor, There were two clauses of the 
constitution which bore upon this subject, both of 
which he proposed to discuss; but before he pro- 
ceeded to them, he would’ ask gentlemen what was 
the rule by which they should be guided in this 
matter? They were a. judicial tribunal; they were 
sitting in that House as so many judges, to pro- 
nounce judgment upon the validity of an act of 
Congress; and in determining upon this matter, by 
what rule ovght they to be governed? If they were 
to take the example of any legal tribunal, there 
would be no difficulty in the matter. They should 
be governed by the rule which holds in ail well- 
constituted judicial tribunals. What would be the 
rule adopted by Chief Justice Marshall, if he were 
alive, and sitting here? He would say, if called 
upon to pronounce upon the validity of an act of Con- 

ress that it was a grave, delicate, and important 
otya duty which should be approached with the 
utmost deliberation, 


Let gentlemen recollect that it- was not exactly a 
conflict between the constitution and State laws; but 
between State laws and the laws-of the general gov- 
ernment, said to.bé passed in conformity with the 
constitution. The. rule. in all concurrent jurisdic- 
tions. was; that the tribunal or legislative department 
which was -supreme would- outweigh those which 
were not supreme. X 

It -was‘asserted, upon high authority, that, when 
we speak of the people of any place, we mean the 
whole people of that place; and he argument at- 
tempted to be drawn from this was, that no repre- 
sentative on that floor could be considered strictly 
and legally a representative of the people uniess he 
were elected by the whole people. He denied this 
doctrine in toto. ‘There was no ground on which it 
could rest.: Who were the people of the States? 
The people of the States were the successors of 
those who originally contracted to become members 
of the: federal union; the free white population— 
not only those capable of voting, but minors; they 
were the people of the United States. The people 
of the United States were the successors of those 
who gave consent to the formation of the Union, 
and who were now capable of changing the fun- 
damental principles of this government. 

He contended that the power of electing repre- 
sentatives might be exercised by a portion of the 
people of the United States; and the first authority 
which he would produce was that of Mr. Msdison. 

[Mr. B. here read the authority referred to.] 

Could language be more strong, clear, or ex- 

licit? If the doctrine which gentlemen had avowed 

ere should grow up in this country, what would 
“become, then, of their property qualifications? Go 
into one portion of the Union, and they would find 
universal suffrage spreading itself; go into another, 
and they gould find universal suffrage curtailed, 
and the property qualification enforced. The doc- 
trine had nothing substantial to rest upon. 

The second clause of the constitution which bear- 
on this subject, is in the following words: “The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
senators and representatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may, at any time, by law, make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing sen- 
ators.” Now the States, for upwards of half a cen- 
tury, had been éxercising this power, under the 
constitution, of electing their representatives, and 
sending them here; and the honorable committee 
had attempted to draw a construction in regard to it 
not warranted by the authority of law. He main- 
tained that, in the construction of statutes and con- 
stitutions, there was no difference between the word 
“shall” and the word: ‘may.’ One was just as im- 
perative as the other. In support of this position, 
Mr. B. cited the authority of Tadge Swift, of New 
York. The States, then, having exercised this 
power for upwards of half a century, from whence 
did they derive it? They derived it from the consti- 
tution; and independent of the clause he had cited, 
they had no right to a representation on this floor. 
Let not honorable gentlemen tell him that, laying 
aside that clause, they had the right to appear here. 
He denied such a doctrine in toto. Now what was 
the power given to Congress on this subject? It 
was the power at any time, by law, to make, or al- 
ter, or amend any portion of the regulations of the 
States, except as to the places of choosing senators. 

What was the meaning of the word “make” It 
meant to create, or produce. Congress can create, or 
produce, or alter, or amend the regulations of the 
States on this subject, with the exception before 
stated; and the language of all commentators on the 
constitution was, that the power was primarily 
lodged in the States, and ultimately in Congress. 
Now the reason why the States have been sending 
representatives here was, that Congress had not 
thought proper to exercise this power, having per- 
mitted it to lie dormant until the last session, when 
they passed a law which changed the aspect of 
things. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) it is important that 
while we guard against the centripetal force of this 
government, we should not fly off by its centrifugal 
force. While we endeavor to escape the rocks of con- 
solidation, let us not be drawn into the whirlpool of 
anarchy; let us not go into extremes. Let us place 
ourselves on the isthmus of safety, which divides 
consolidation from anarchy; and let the ship of state 
be guided into that haven where it will be secure 
from the dangers that beset it on either of these two 
extremes. ‘The language of the constitution is, that 
Congress may make or alter such negotiations, ex- 
geptas to the places of choosing senators, That 


was-the only exception. 
either create.a new law, or alter the whole or any 
art of the laws under which the States have been act- 
ing. He understood gentlemen to say that the cotem- 
poraneous construction of this government was in 
favor of the report of the majority. He should like 
gentlemen to show some authority for this assumption. 
He maintained, on the contrary, that the cotempora- 
Heous construction of this government was in favor 
of the validity of this law. Why, at the time 
that this clause was adopted in the constitution, 
it met but little opposition in the body that framed 
that instrument, the concluding speech made by 
Mr. Madison having silenced all opposition to it; 
and it was not till the constitution had been ratified 
by the States, that any hostility to it was seen. It 
was then proposed to repeal this particular clause, 
authorizing an alteration of the regulations the States 
might make on the subject. He knew that the 
honorable gentleman who preceded him, and other 
gentlemen in that body, had maintained that the 
contemporaneous construction given to it by the 
States was against the law. It was true that seven 
of the States were opposed to giving this power to 
Congress; but it was equally true that, though they 
inveighed against it, they came into the constitution 
recognising it; and if gentlemen examined the de- 
bates of that period, they would find that they never 
denied it, but opposed it as a dangerous power. 
Now South Carlin was one of those States; 
and they would find that, in the legislature of 
of that State, shortly after the adoption of the con- 
stitution, Mr. Burke endeavored to change this 
power; Mr. B. here read the amendment proposed 
y Mr. Burke to the constitution. This amend- 
ment (Mr. B. said) was proposedin 1789, andit was 
voted down. He would now come down to 1817; 
for he was going to trace not only the cotempora- 
neous construction, but he was going to trace the 
action of Congress down to the present day, in order 
that he might give the reasons which brought him 
to the conclusion that the gentleman elected by gen- 
eral ticket could not retain their seats on that floor. 
Now, in 1817 the legislatures of North Carolina 
and Massachusetts both recommended amendments 
to the same effect, but they both failed. He would 
now refer to the celebrated report of Mr. McDuffie, 
and would take the occasion to deny that that great 
statesman ever acknowledged that Congress had not 
the power to pass such a law as the one before 
them, though he considered it a dangerous power. 
Mr. McD. at that time enveighed bitterly against 
this power, because it had been lodged in Congress, 
and his object was to get rid of it. He would next 
refer to the law passed at the last session, and which 
was now the subject of discussion. Tell me not, 
said he, that awhig Congress passed this law. 
Such arguments had no weight with him; and he 
never would admit that, on grave constitutional ques- 
tions, the Congress of the United States could be 
influenced by them. In the discussion on that law, 
every argument that ingenuity could raise was 
brought forward to defeat it; and if gentlemen would 
turn to the Congressional Globe, they ‘would find 
that, in the speeches made on that oceasion, the whole 
history of the country was ransacked for materials 
to defeat it. All these efforts failed, and the bill 
became a law. i 
What would be the effect of this. He knew a 
question of expediency had been raised, and a ma- 
jority of the States had adopted the district system. 
It was contended that the law of Congress was un- 
constitutional, and that these gentlemen were right- 
fully entitled to their seats; but what be the effect if 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Virginia should 
adopt the geveral-ticket system? It would be to 
swallow up the rights of the smaller States. He 
had no doubt if this question were proposed to that 
honorable and enlightened man, (Mr. Calhoun,) 
who brings light on every subject that he touches, 
he would not hesitate to say that this law of Con- 
gress was constitutional, and should be obeyed. He 
could not do otherwise, consistent with the address 
which he has put forth to the people. But to secure 
uniformity, he contended that Congress had the 
right to pass this law, and it was the interest of the 
States of the Union to adhere to it strictly. But, if 
this House voted that these gentlemen were en- 
titled to their seats on this floor by virtue of an 
election by general ticket, they in effect set at 
nought a law which this government had passed; 
and, for one, he never would do it. And if, in this 
great contest, one man fell, his place could be sup- 
pHed; but if they frittered away this government 
and this constitution, where was such a course to 


Thus Congress’ might . 


stop, but in anarchy? “He said again it was their 
duty to uphold the government in its delegated pow- 
ers, and not to rush to so dangerous an extreme. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM contended that Congress, 
by the second: article of the constitution; had the 
power to determine, for the States, the number of their 
representatives... That wasa question with which 
the States had nothing to do; nothing in that-respect 
was granted to them.or reserved. to them, Con- 
gress, then, being given that power, the constitu- 
tion went on to fix the qualifications of voters; and, 
in the 4th section of the constitution, prescribed the 
duty of carrying out the representative principle. 
The power to prescribe the times, places, and 
manner of holding. the. elections, was vested 
in the State legislatures; but the same section 
(and this, he apprehended, was the one on which 
the existing difficulty arose) said that Congress 
might, at any time, by law, make or alter the State 
regulations. This duty, then, was imposed on the 
legislatures of the States, by whom it was consid- 
ered a privilege to be represented here; but the 
framers of the constitution, apprehensive, possibly, 
of an apathy or unwillingness on the part ‘of the 
States, and that a wilful neglect to discharge this 
duty might cause a failure of the government. of 
this Union, incorporated this .clause vesting this 
power in the Congress of the United States. He 
did not, for a moment, entertain the idea that it was 
supposed that Congress would exercise the power 
to regulate the times, places, and manner, of holding 
the elections of the States, and not neglect it. He 
supposed it was a high delegated power, to be used 
m case of necessity; and that was to be demon- 
strated by a clear neglect or refusal of the States to 
discharge that duty. The power conferred on the 
States, too, he would remark, was a power that was 
entire in itself. It was to be exercised by the legis- 
latures of the States; but if Congress took it in hand, 
it was incumbent on Congress to exercise itin a full 
and perfect manner: but if Congress did not exer- 
cise that power in a full and perfect manner, he con- 
tended that it remained in the hands of the States, 
as though Congress had not meddled with it. He 
variously illustrated this position; and said there 
was no partnership between Congress and the State 
legislatures, and this power must be fully exercised 
by one or the other. He referred, also, to the dis- 
cussions which ensued on this very point in the 
State of Virginia, at the time of the adoption 
of the constitution; and fortified his position 
by quoting the language of Mr. Madison, who 
said the adoption of this clause of the consti- 
tion was to prevent the dissolution of the Union 
by a neglect or refusal of any of the States 
to discharge this duty. But Congress was only 
to exercise this power in an extreme contin- 
gency, and any other exercise of it would be marked 
by the reprobation of the people; and by the ap- 
pearance of the present House of Representatives, (a 
great portion of its members being new on that 
floor,) he was impressed with the prophetic nature 
of that remark of Mr. Madison. 

It was thrown out in the early part of this debate, 
that inasmuch as this law of Congress was an act 
apportioning representatives among the several 
States, which was itself constitutional, every- 
thing which the act contained was constitutiona 
likewise. This was a great error in reasoning; for 
while one section of an act was constitutional, the 
next might be unconstitutional. He did not deny 
that Congress had the power to district the States; 
but he did not concede that Congress had the power 
which had been attempted to be exercised under the 
circumstances. 

What did the Congress then endeavor to do? 
They endeavored to exercise the great constitution- 
al privilege of providing for the Statesa law by 
which they might be represented here... It was the 
imperative and bounden duty of the States to do 
this, if Congress had not stepped in and done it for 
them, in virtue of their constitutional prerogative. 
What did Congress do? Congress provided that 
there should be representation by districts. That 
wasall. Well, was this a prudent user of the pow- 
er, if they have it? No man would contend for 
such athing. Why? Because they left the States 
in the dark as to the manner in which it should be 
accomplished. 

But gentlemen now declared that there was no 
dictation or mandate to the States toform districts. 
That was the whole difficulty. The constitution 
never clothed Congress with this mandatory power; 
and if it did, it should be exercised under cireum- 
stances which would recommend it to the bosom 


of‘all-patriotic:men.-; If Congress acted at all in the 
“premises, -they were bound to act so as to give to 
the States an entire guide for their proceeding.” It 
was impossible to distinguish between the extent to 
be-exercised by each authority, if it were to be di- 
vided. Ifthe States attempt to exercise the power, 
and yet, either through the imperfection or the pau- 
city of their laws, leave the matter in sucha condi- 
tion- as.that they could not be represented, then 
he held it was the right of Congress to step in 
and enable the States to do what they had failed to 
do themselves. He supposed it was the intention of 
the framers.of the constitution to keep the powers 
of the general and State governments seperate and 
distinct; and in his judgment, if there was, on any 
occasion, an gffort to keep the powers of the general 
and State governments separate and distinct, it was 
in regard to this very branch of it, which they had 
had under consideration. Much as he had been 
taught to reverence the powers of the Congress of 
the United States, he had, on the other hand, been 
instructed and educated in the belief that equal rev- 
erence and equal respect were due to the legislative 
power of the States when they exercised that power 
according to the true extent to which they were en- 
. titled to go. And while he would pay all due re- 
spect to a law of Congress, he would claim the priv- 
ilege of inspecting it, to ascertain whether that law 
„was constitutional; and he would exercise this right 
just as fearlessly as he would if he had to examine 
only a law of one of the States. Here, they were placed 
ina position where they were obliged to examine a 
law which had been disregarded; in respect to which 
the will of Congress had been rendered of no effect. 
And he had no hesitation in saying that, in his opin- 
ion, Congress having failed to prescribe a perfect 
guide, had left the States at liberty to resort to the 
authority originally possessed by them; and that 
they had done but a constitutional act in sending 
members elected under their own laws; and that act 
must be sustained by that House. 

He had made these brief remarks in explanation 
of the ground he took. He would have said noth- 
‘ing were it not that, at an early day of the session, 
some of the protesting members made a very grave, 
and, as he‘ believed, objectionable charge against 
‘those gentlemen whose elections were questioned, 
that they had been guilty of perjury. Men sometimes 
set up the feeble standard of their own corrupt 
hearts, by which to judge others; but from such 
judgments, he prayed God might deliver him and 

em. 

Mr. WOODWARD said he should address the 
House on this subject without any of that prepara- 
tion which was ordinarily resorted to, by those who 
were desirous of acquitting themselves with cred- 
‘it. The subject had been sprung upon him some- 
what by surprise. He had intended to discuss it, 
not, however, without making such preparation 
as would enable him to do something like jus- 
tice to it. He proposed, however, notwithstanding 
his want of formal preparation, to embrace this early 
opportunity to lay his views before the House; be- 
cause, on this occasion, as on every other on which 
he should address the House, his purpose would be 
to furnish arguments. This was not a place for ora- 
torical display; it was a place of deliberation—such 
deliberation as would satisfy the understandings of 
men. He scarcely knew how to take up the various 
‘points involved in this discussion. There was the 

` question of jurisdiction, whether this House, as a 
. judicial body, could entertain a question involving 
the constitutionality of a law of Congress; and there 
was the question whether the States were amenable 
to the commands and orders of Congress. He would 
roceed, however, in his own way,as he should 
ring before the House points which had not yet 
- been touched upon in debate, etther in that hall or 
elsewhere. He would pursue his own particular 
order. 

When this question was first made before the 
community, he, like most other persons, forming his 
opinion on the first blush, entertained no doubt as 

- to the right of Congress to pass this law. When he 
left home, he entertained no doubt upon the subject; 
but it so happened that, on his way to Washington, 
he fell in with a friend, a member from one of the 
States which had pursued the general-ticket system 
of election; and being consulted by him as to what 
the prospects were, he had_ stated that, in his opin- 
ion, these members elected by general ticket would 
have aright to take their seats in the first instance; 
but he saw no prospect of their retainingthem. He 
came here, then, without prejudices, and under no 

-party constraint or restraint; and the opinions which 


he: now rose 


ose to advance before the House.were the 
very opposite from his first impressions‘ upon the 
subject, and the very reverse of all his predilections. 
He had looked upon the subject only for the pur- 
pose of being assured that his first opinions. were 
not wrong, from a sense of duty that, before acting 
on the rights. of his friends, or undertaking to ex- 
clude gentlemen from their seats upon that floor, he 
ought to be assured that:he was sustained in the de- 
termination to which he hadarrived. He proceeded 
to argue that the power of Congress with regard to 
elections could only be claimed as a forfeiture, 
through the delinquency or the laches of the States. 
He contended that Congress had not the power to 
district the States themselves; and if they had, they 
had no right to coerce the legislation of the States. 
There must be a place indicated, a mode of holding 
the elections indicated, and the time must be indi- 
cated; neither of which, Mr. W. contended, would 
be sufficient without the others. He maintained, 
therefore, that the constitution gave to Congress the 
least possible adequate power; and that the enu- 
meration of time, mode, and place, was not to en- 
large the powers of Congress, but simply to give 
adequacy and sufficient -nothing more. - There 
was one proposition laid down by gentlemen that 
he must notice, for it was out of the fallacy of this 
proposition that sprung all their fallacious reason- 
ings on the subject. "They confounded the hold- 
ing the elections with the elective franchise it- 
self. Under the power to provide for the man- 
ner of holding elections, they undertook to legis- 
late on the manner of exercising the elective fran- 
chise. There consisted all the fallacy. He held 
that the elective power of the people of South 
Carolina belonged to them, like all other rights, 
subject to the regulation of the legislature; and 
the elective franchise belonged to them as an 
inherent right, and not by virtue of the constitution. 
Now, it was true, that the constitution creates the 
offices of the government, and that the members 
had no right to office on that floor, unless the con- 
stitution created the office; but when the office was 
created, who was it that elected the officer, and by 
what righ? The community whom he is to serve 
must elect him, and this was a fundamental right 
belonging to them. Congress might determine what 
the office should be, but could not determine for 
them who is to choose the person to fill the office. 
The power as given under the constitution is, that 
the people of the States shall elect their representa- 
tives. Now, if Congress claimed the power to dis- 
trict the States, where the people held the franchise 
jointly as an organized community, it undertook to 
cut them up, and divide them into integral parts, and 
thus essentially impair their rights. Under such 
authority, Congress might make a law creating dis- 
tricts of vast inequality, which would most material- 
ly affect the franchise of the citizens. Here Mr. 
W. cited several supposed cases, to show how the 
exercise of this power by Congress invaded the 
elective franchise. After some further remark, Mr. 
W. said that the proposition he intended to estab- 
lish was, that the power of Congress to regulate 
the tune, place, and manner of holding elections 
was restricted to the operation of the election itself, 
and in no degree involved the manner in which the 
people shall exercise the elective franchise. 

e begged leave to draw the attention of the 
House to a distinction which he deemed an import- 
ant one. With regard to the power of the States, 
there was no subordination, nor any relation of sub- 
ordination, between the State legislatures and the 
Congress of the United States. They were coherent 
bodies, deriving their powers from a common source. 
Their positions were collateral to each other, and 
their legislation was co-ordinate, and Congress could 
not repeal a law of a State legislature. He was 
illustrating this position, when the Speaker apprized 
him of the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. M. BROWN said the question before the 
House was involved in a very narrow compass. It 
was, however, a question of vital importance to this 
country. This, he contended, was not a question of 
the reserved rights of the States; it was not a ques- 
tion of strict construction. The clause in the con- 
stitution under discussion provides that the States 
shall regulate the time, place, and manner of hold- 
ing the elections. Butit went on, and provided that 
Congress might, at any time, alter those regulations. . 
Now, what was the obvious legal effect of this 
clause of the constitution? There was a discretion 


given to Congress respecting the exercise of: this 
power, “at any time,” for that was the langusge of | 
the constitution. : i 


"It was admitted: that- ý 
whole ground,  Whatthen w 
law: of the 27th Congreeg? Jt was. 
that power was void, because it di 
that is, if Congress had gone the fu 
pled the whole: ground, the power twas 
able. Now he understood ‘the possess 
whole power includes any and every j 
was conceded: that Congress possessed the powe 
occupy the whole ground, it must be conceded that 
Congress could occupy. any part of ground. 
In relation to the concurrent powers ‘of the State 
legislatures, and of the Congress of the’ United 
States, he quoted Chancellor Kent, ahd Mr. Justice ; 
Story, to show that, if those powers were: conflict. 
ing, the legislation of the supreme power: must 
govem. The State legislatures could’ legislate 
until Congress occupied the ground. Now. this 
clause of the constitution gives the State legislatures 
power to prescribe the times, places, and manner of 
olding elections; and it likewise gave to Congress 
the power to control that legislation.: In the exer- 
cise of this power by the 27th Congress, it had 
been contended that political capital was sought to 
be made of it; but he contended that Congress, in 
passing that law, was governed only by a desire to 
produce uniformity. 
Mr, COLLAMER obtained the floor. 


Mr. SENTER moved that the House adjourn; 
and ‘the vote being taken by tellers, resulted thua: 
45 in the affirmative, and 60 In the negative. 

So the motion did not prevail. 

Mr. COLLAMER then proceeded to address the 
House. It was the first occasion, he said, which 
had ever arisen, where one branch of the legislature 
of this Union had been called upon to decide as to 
the validity of an act of the Congress of the United 
States, which had been passed by all the various 
branches of the law-making power. And it seemed. 
to him, therefore, that a very great degree of caution 
was demanded on the part of that House, foras- 
much as they had themselves constituted a branch 
of that law-making power, by which this act was 

assed, ‘ 
Mr. C. argued at considerable length in favor of 
the constitutionality of the law, and the obligation 
on the part of the States to acquiesce. At the con- 
clusion of his remarks, f 
The House adjourned. 


ty 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of sundry 
citizens of Randolph county, Ilinois, remonstrating 
against the pledging of the public lands, for the 
purpose of borrowing money: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Randolph 
county, Illinois, praying the annexation of Texas 
to the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Randolph 
county, Illinois, praying a modification of the natu- 
ralization laws, so as to prevent abolitionists from 
becoming naturalized: referred to the. Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Charles W. Hunter, and one 
hundred ani fifteen others, citizens of , Madison 
county, Illinois, remonstrating against the annexa~ 
tion of Texas to the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign. Affairs. : È 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Mrs. Lydia 
Turner, of Scituate, Massachusetts, for an amend- 
ment of the pension act of 1838. Lé 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of John 
Bredin and ninety-eight others, citizens of Butler 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the construction 
of a national Macadamized road from the Cumber- 
land road,.near the base of Laurel Hill, by the ar- 
senals of Pittsburg and Meadville, to the harbor of 
Erie. . i 

Also, the petition of Samuel A. Gilmore and six- 
ty-four others, citizens of Butler county, Pennsyl- 
vania, of similar import. i 

Also, the petition of Jacob Libengood, a revolu- 
tionary invalid soldier, praying for a pension. — 

Also, the petition of James Donahay, a soldier of 
the revolutionary and Indian wars, praying for a 
pension. a . 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Moses Davis, 
praying to be placed on the roll of invalid pensions 


“By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of citizens of 


244 
Naw York, 


Te creek. 


newspaper and. pamphlet postage. 

‘Alle a vetition of J ohni Spear, of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, for himself and others, soldiers in 
the northwestern army of the United States in 1794, 
praying for pensions. 


By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of Washington 
Strange, praying Congress to grant hima small 
quantity of land for services rendered in the last war. 

By Mr. RITTER: A memorial from a num- 
ber of persons interested in the transportation of 
coal from the mines of Pennsylvania, praying that 
canal boats employed in the domestic coal trade 
may be exempted from taking out coasting licenses: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. V. BROWN: The petition of L. P. 
Cheatham, of Nashville, Tennessee, praying com- 
pensation for losses sustained by him in conse- 

uence of the non-fulfilment of a contract made by 
the United States with him for the removal of the 
Cherokee Indians: referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The petition of 110 citi- 
zens of New Castle county, Delaware, praying Con- 
gress to grant an appropriation for the repair of the 
government piers at Port Penn, on the river Dela- 


ware. 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of Susannah 
Powell: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. i 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of W. R. Morse 
and others, citizens of Chautauque county, New 
York, praying forthe further prosecution of the un- 
finished works at Barcelona harbor, New York. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Samuel G. 
Chambers and fifty-eight other citizens of the coun- 
ties of Muskingum and Licking, Ohio, praying for 
the retrenchment of the expenditures of the general 

overnment. Also, the petition of Samuel G. 

hambers and forty other citizens of said counties, 
praying for the reduction of the present rates of 
postage. 

By Mr. HENRY DODGE: The petition of the 
inhabitants of Racine county,,Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congrens for an appropriation for a har- 
bor at the mouth of Root river, town of Racine: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a petition signed by three hundred citizens 
residing at the town of Potosi and vicinity, in the 
‘Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to repeal 
the proviso of the fifth section of the organic law of 
said Territory, and passing a law allowing every 
free white male inhabitant (foreigners included) to 
vote at all elections, after having arrived at the age 
of twenty-one years, and resided six months in the 
Territory, and having declared his intention to be- 
come a citizen: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a petition of the inhabitants of Jefferson 
county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to 
establish a mail-route from the town of Milwaukie, 
through Jefferson, (the county seat of Jefferson 
county,) to Madison, the seat of government: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

The petition of the inhabitants of Washington 

county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress 
for an appropriation for a light-house at or near the 
town of Washington, on_ the western shore of Lake 
Michigan, Territory of Wisconsin: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
_ The petition of the inhabitants of Back river, ask- 
ing the establishment of a mail-route from Prairie- 
vile, Milwaukie county, to Fort Atkinson, in Jef- 
ferson county, Territory of Wisconsin: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Two petitions of the inhabitants of Green county, 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an ap- 
propriation for a harbor at the mouth of Root river, 


town of Racine, in said Territory: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


The petition of the citizens of Green Bay, Terri- § 


tory of Wisconsin, as of C € estab- 
lishment of à mail-route from Madison, the seat of 
government, to Sun Prairie, in Dade county, to Co- 
Iumbus, in Portage county, to Brown, in Dodge 
county, and to Wapun, in Fond du Lac county: re- 
fred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
oads. : 
By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The-petition 


_ of Mary Ann Brunner, of Putnam county, Indiana, 


and of other citizens, asking that Congress would 
grant relief to Mary Ann Brunner for the sum of 
$77 57, which she advanced and paid into the regis- 
ter’s office at Crawfordsville, Indiana, for the pur- 
pose of purchasing a certain tract of land therein 
named, which was not so applied: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of Henry Van- 
derlyn, and 154 inhabitants of Oxford, New York, 
for the reduction of postage, and regulation of the 
franking privilege: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIDER: The petition of Elisha Adair 
for an indemnity from government for continental 
paper: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Petition 
of the president and directors of the Alexandria 
Canal company, praying further legislation for the 
protection and security of said work: referred to the 


- Committee for the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. TIBBATTS: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Campbell county, Kentucky, praying that a 
mail route may be established -from Newport to 
Bellmont, in said county, by the way of Four-mile, 
Twelve-mile, and Carthage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PARMENTER: Petition of Ebenezer 
Hobbs, jr., and 40 other citizens, of Waltham, Mas- 
sachusetts, in favor of a remission of duty on rail- 
road iron imported for the Fitchburg railroad. : 

By Mr. CATLIN: Memorial of Erastus Dickin- 
son and others, citizens of Connecticut. The me- 
morial of John C. Martin and others, citizens of the 
same State. Also, the memorial of Jared Clark 
and others, citizens of the same State, severally re- 
monstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
the Union: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 8, 1844. 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 

After the reading of the journal, Mr. BATES 
rose and said that, some days since, he presented to 
the Senate resolves.of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts upon the subject of amending the constitution 
of the United States, so as to apportion representa- 
tion and direct taxation among the States, according to 
the free population in each. He presented them 
because, as a senator of Massachusetts, he thought 
it his duty to do so. He moved to lay them on the 
table. here was not within his contemplation 
more than one event that could happen that would 
induce him to call them up. He was not for dis- 
turbing the foundations of the government. He 
moved also, as was usual in such cases, that the 
be printed. The Senate refused to print them, It 
was now too late to move a reconsideration of the 
vote; and he would not move it if he could. 

Yesterday the honorable senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Berrien] presented counter resolutions of the 
legislature of his State upon the same subject. He 
moved to lay them on the table, and to prmt them. 
The Senate ordered them to be printed. He (Mr. 
B.) voted for the printing. He rose then to bring 
the fact distinctly and formally to the notice of the 
Senate, that it might, if it thought proper, correct 


| the difference in its action; or, if not, that his State 


might see the discrimination which had been made, 
and the measure of justice or injustice which had 
been meted out to her. 

The CHAIR inquired whether he intended to 
submit any motion. 

Mr. BATES remarked that he had no motion to 
submit to the Senate. He rose only to submit these 
remarks to its consideration. 

Mr. T'APPAN presented a memorial from Joshua 
Meyers and other citizens of Lorain county, Ohio, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage, and 
a discontinuance of the franking privilege: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. i 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from John 
Beckford and 225 persons of Eastport, Maine, pray- 


ing for the repeal of’ the law allowing spirits:in the 
navy: referred to the Committee on aval Af- 
fairs. : a 

Mr. WRIGHT presented joint resolutions, aont 
ed by the legislature of New York, instructing the 
senators and requesting the representatives from 
that State to use their influence in favor of the. pas- 
sage of a law which shall continue to each widow 
of an officer or ‘soldier of the revolution, who was 
entitled to a pension under the act of Congress 
passed July 7, 1838, the pension to which such 
widow was entitled, for and during her natural life: 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 4 . 

Mr. BAYARD said, some short time since a 
series of resolutions was introduced *by one of the 
senators from Illinois; one of which instructed the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to inguire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a marine hospital at or near 
the confluence of the Ohio. This wasa matter, he 
said, entirely belonging to the commercial marine; 
and, as such, should have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs have nothing to do with that branch of the 
subject; he, therefore, moved that that committee 
be discharged from its further consideration. The 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from the 
Alexandria Canal company, praying that power 
may be granted them to make the necessary by-laws 
for the protection of their works: referred, with the 
papers accompanying, to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. i . 

Mr. SEVIER presented documents in relation to 
the application of Peter Engles, a soldier in the last 
war with Great Britain, for a pension; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish the Senate with all correspondence on file 
in his office, or on file in the office of the Command- 
er-in-Chief of the army, upon the subject of a se- 
lection of the site for Fort Wayne, on the frontiers 
of Arkansas; and also to inform the Senate if the 
building of a fort was commenced upon said site, 
and with the reasons had for abandoning the erec- 
tion of Fort Wayne at the point aforesaid; and also 
that he further inform the Senate whether it is in 
contemplation to place any more troops upon the 
frontiers of Arkansas, for the safety and proper pro- 
tection of the people of that State. 

Mr. JARNAGIN asked leave to take from the 
files of the Senate the petition of the administrator 
of Andrew Stewart, praying compensation for a 
wagon and team lost in the service of the United 
States. 

Messrs. KING and MERRICK made some re- 
marks against any such departure from the rules; 
and 

The Senate refused the leave asked. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a petition from a number 
of persons residing in Benton county, Arkansas, 
praying for the establishment of a military post at 
or near Fort Wayne, to protect the inhabitants from 
Indian depredations: referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from Theron 
Brownfield, jr., praying thata patent may issue to him 
for land entered in the land office in Arkansas, and for 
which a patent was refused, on the ground that the 
entry was incorrectly made. The petitioner repre- 
sents that he has made large improvements on the 
land: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of the citizens of Erie county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying that the harbor of Erie may be comple- 
ted: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial, numerous- 
ly signed by inhabitants of Richmond, Virginia, 
and by many members of the legislature of that 
State, asking for a reduction of the rates of postage, 
and that the franking privilege may be reformed: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
‘William Lacon and Lewis H. Bates, asking indem- 
nity for damages sustained by them in consequence 
of a suit of the United States for duties not due, and 
of seizures by the government: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 


i structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 


to Esther. T. Burroughs, the widow of N. Bur- 
roughs; a revolutionary soldier, the benefit of the 
law of Congress granting half-pay and pension to 
certain widows of those who served in the revolu- 


tion. 
`. Mr- FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Ephraim D. Dick- 
_ g0h;’ which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
> ing; and, with the report accompanying, ordered to 
A be printed. 
~ Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the Senate bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of William Walk- 
er, reported the same back without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report in writing, in favor of its in- 
definite postfonement; which was ordered to be 
rinted. 
Š Mr. MERRICK, on leave, introduced a bill to di- 
recta transfer to the State of Maryland of the 
stock held by the United States in the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal, on certain conditions; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which had been referred a memorial 
of Henry Newman, praying to be refunded certain 
purchase money paid by him for a tract of land, and 
a bill for his relief, made a report in writing; which 
was ordered to be printed. > 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill to autho- 
rize the payment of equitable commissions to the 
agents or attorneys of persons in whose favor 
awards have been madle under three several treaties 
made between the United States and certain foreign 
powers, whose awards have been returned into the 
treasury, in payment of debts due the United States; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the law to provide for the settlement of 
the claims of the.State of Georgia against the gov- 
ernment of the United States, as. to effect a more 
prompt and equitable adjustment of the same. 


' FINE ON GENERAL JACKSON. 


‘Mr. ALLEN moved to postpone the previous 
orders of the day, with a view to take up the bill 
from the House to refund the fine imposed on 
General Jackson. 

Mr. ARCHER said, it seemed to him desirable 
that some notice should be given in regard to the 
proposition to take up this bill, before the Senate 
proceeded to its consideration. He believed that 
several gentlemen were desirous of giving their vote 
upon it one way or another; and as the Senate was 
rather thin to-day, he hoped the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Aue] would have no objection to postponing 
it till to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN replied that the Senator [Mr. Ar- 
cuer) would remember that, two days ago, he (Mr. 
A.) had given notice of his intention to make a mo- 
tion this morning to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill. : 

Mr. ARCHER said he was not aware of that 
fact, having been abent on that day. 

Mr. MOREHEAD desired that the gentleman 
would postpone his motion to take up the bill till 
to-morrow. The Senate was so thinly attended that 
many could not vote upon it who were anxious to 
give their votes. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that the Senate was quite 
as full to-day ag it was likely, from the appearance 
of the weather, to be to-morrow. 
` Mr. MOREHEAD suid he should suppose it 
could not be a matter of very groat consequence 
whether the bill be considered to-day or to-morrow. 
Several gentlemen were absent in another quarter of 
the Capitol, attending a case of deep interest. He 
hoped the senator (Nr. ALLEN] would not press the 
subject. To-morrow he would concur with him in 
bringing it up. As a matter of courtesy towards 
those senators who were absent, he suggested the 
propriety. of not pressing its consideration this 
morning. 
` Mr. ALLEN replied that, if this were a mere 
matter of feeling, there would be a manifest pro- 


te should be taken upon it, as a matter of 
course it “would become the subject-matter of con- 


fict; ‘but, otherwise, he did not believe such would 


be the case. “In'saying this, however, he felt bound 
to say, likewise, that he was not authorized to 
make the declaration from any intercourse he had 
had with senators on the other side; but from: that 
general understanding which it was well known 
sometimes existed between members of this body, 
in reference to matters upon which there was no 
very great differenice.of opinion. He had risen to 
express the hope that the appropriate hour of the 
day might be disposed of in the way which he had 
suggested. He had given due notice that he would 
move to call up the bill; and he now said to the 
senators on the other side, that if they agreed to 
take it up to-morrow, and would shape the busi- 
ness of the morning hour so as to leave time to 
take it up, he would cheerfully acquiesce in the sug- 
gestion. In the motion which he had made to call 
itup this morning, there could be no impropriety, 
since his reason for making it was, as he had stated 
the other day, thatthe speedy action of the Senate 
upon it was rendered extremely desirable by the 
precarious health of a venerable man; and the un- 
certainty ofits passage previous to his death. There 
was every prospect of his death ata period not far 
distant; and if it was the object, by the passage of 
the bill, to relieve him from the imputation which 
rested upon him, it was necessary that it should be 
done immediately. 

If senators would say that they would take it up 
to-morrow morning, previous to 1 o’clock, and come 
with a determination to act upon it, whether the 
Senate was full or thin, as a matter of course it 
would be improper in him to press the motion to 
take it up now. 

Mr. MERRICK said that his colleague [Mr. 
Pearce] had, while a member of the other House, 
taken an active part in this question, and he knew 
that gentleman was desirous to give his vote upon 
it. e (Mr. P.] was absent from the city, and was 
expected here to-day. He had not yet arrived; but 
probably would to-night. Itwas not particularly 
urgent that the bill should be considered at this time; 
and he (Mr. M.) hoped it would be postponed for a 
day or two. 

Mr. ALLEN was understood to say that he could 
not defer his motion upon any such uncertain con- 
tingency. 

Mr. SEVIER rose to a question of order, as to 
whether the pending motion was debatable or not. 

The CHAIR intimated to the senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Sevier] that the pending motion, being 
to postpone the previous orders with a view of 
taking up the bill, was debatable. ° 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he had no great concern 
about this matter, so far as he was personally inte- 
rested. It was his purpose, when the bill came up, 
to make a few remarks, with a view of assigning the 
reasons which would induce. him not to vote for it. 
Ever since the question had been pending before the 
Senate, he had desired to assign some reasons in re- 
gard to the vote which he contemplated, wholly in- 

ependent of any personal reference to Gen. Jack- 
son, or political opinion; but in reference to what he 
considered the great principle involved in the ques- 
tion. He had referred to some authorities on the 
subject, with a view of showing how far it would 
become the Senate, under existing circumstances, to 
act favorably on this bill, regarding it as having a 
tendency to decide a great question in which the 
principles of government were involved. He was 
not prepared to address the Senate now, but if the 
bill should be taken up, he was prepared to vote. 
He preferred, however, that the subject should lie 
over till to-morrow, as there was no pressing neces- 
sity for its consideration at this time, in the point of 
view suggested by the senator from Ohio, [Mr. AL- 
LEN.] a day would not be likely to produce any 
material difference. 

He should be extremely pleased to minister to the 
gratification of General Jackson’s friends, and facili- 
tate them in the accomplishment of any purpose 
they had in view on the subject suggested by the 
senator from Ohio. If the bill was to pass, he should 
be glad himself that it would pass before General 
J on descended to the grave; but he did not sup- 
pose one day would make any difference. He did 
not regard this as a question which involved any 
political or party considerations, and he would. not 
speak upon it or vote upon it assuch, If the Senate 
thought proper to take it up now, very good; but he 
prefered waiting till to-morrow. | l 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that, if the senators on 
the other side would permit the bill to be taken up 
and ordered to be engrossed, the senator from Ken- 


ASSAJE 
The question w: 
| Mr. ALLEN to perp t dérs; witha 
view to take the bill up; and decided inthe negative. 


—22, 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT... 
The CHAIR announced the unfinished business 
—being the resolution of the Committée on: Finance 
for the indefinite postponement of the bill introduced 
by Mr. McDorrig, for reducing the rates of; duties 
under the present tariff to the standard of ‘the com- 
promise act. f f 


Mr. WOODBURY resumed his address to the 
Senate, and spoke for two hours. When he stöp- 
ped yesterday, he was demonstrating that the presy 
ent high tariff was destructive in its effects: to. the 
home markets, and injurious and oppressive to nav- 
igation, commerce, and every useful article of do- 
mestic produce. It was not on opinions that he had 
formed this conclusion; nor was it opinions that he 
would offer to the Senate to support his views: ‘he 
would offer facts, drawn from ‘such sources as to do 
away with the possibility of a doubt of their au- 
thenticity; and those facts, he felt convinced, if dis~ 
passionately considered, would. satisfy the support- 
ers of the ‘tariff that there was but a slight differ- 
ence in principle between its advocates and oppo- 
nents. 

Mr. W. then preceeded to quote from a tabular 
document published under the authority of the 
Treasury Department, and which showed that, from 
the year after the passing of the tariff of 1816—name- 
ly, from 1817—up to the year 183], the revenue, in 
spite of its protective duties, continued annually to 
diminish; and when, in 1831, it did increase, that 


| was effected by importing, in enormous quantities, 


foreign goods, the produce of foreign loans—import- 
ations, not for the supply of a steady or whole- 
some demand, but the poe of speculative credit; 
the consequences of which, he need scarcely ‘say, 
were felt by the disastrous revulsions of 1836 and 
1837. : : 
When speaking, yesterday, of the effect that a re- 
duction of duty had. on coffee in England, he was 
asked what its price was. He had since referred to 
a book then before him, and found that, at the pe- 
riod of the reduction of the duty, coffee was lower 
in price than it had been for years before; and that, 
when the duty was reduced from one shilling to six- 
ence per pound on West India, and from two shil- 
ings and sixpence to one shilling and threepence on 
foreign coffee, the effect on price wasa proportionate 
reduction, and an increase ofnearly double in revenue. 
Under the high duty, the revenue on coffee amount- 
ed to £420,988; and when that duty was reduced 
one-half, the revenue swelled to €921,551—being 
more than double what it was under the high duty. 
Thedoing away with duty on coffee had precisely 
the same effect in this country: previous to coffee 
being made free in 1832, its price was, on an'average, 
21 cents per pound; but since that period it could 
behad for 5 cents per pound. He then alluded to 
the article of sugar, the duty on. which the late Mr, 
Huskisson expressed himself afraid to meddle with, 
lest he should, by doing so, earn for the British 
government the hostility ofthe East India company 
and the body of West. India- planters, whose direct 
interests would be interfered with by such reduc- 
tion. The duty on sugar remained unchanged; on it 
there was no reduction, but onthe revenue there 
was a great reduction. The high duties on sugar lim- 
ited its demand to such an extent as to educe the rev- 
enue arising from it full one-half; while coffee, with 
duties reduced one-half, returned double the amount 
of revenue paid by it before the reduction. There 
was-one illustration nearer home, which would go 
far to show the improvements effected in the bill 
of 1828 by that of 1842. The latter increased the 
duties on dye-wood, used in cotton printing, over 
100 per cent. This fact spoke for itself. He did 
not think it necessary to go into further details on 
those heads, but was ready to do so if questioned. 
“When the bill of 1828 was under consideration, the 
minimsim.price of printed cotton was put down to 
30 cents per square yard; to which was added a 
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duty: of 25° per cent.;. this made it actually. 74. cents: | 
per yard." But how did the bill of 1842 legislate. 
on this -article?,.-It.took the same minimum of 
thirty cents per square yard, and then added 30 
per cent. duty: being 5 per cent. more than the bill 
of 1828; and, by-doing so, raised the price actually 
100 per cent., Inasmuch as cotton, that cost eight 
cents per yard in 1828, only cost four cents per 

ard in. 1842,/ On the subject of markets, he 
tad with him the: authority of Dr. Franklin, who 
says: “Youcamnot find markets for your produce, ün- 
less you become buyers ‘as well as sellers.” The 
present tariff; Mr. W. contended, had a direct ten- 
dency to check both selling and buying; and its re- 
sult, if persisted in, would be to cut off all trade with 
foreign nations; there was nothing reciprocal 
in it, and its supporters might, with benefit to the 
country in this case, follow the example of England. 
England took more than one half of our domestic 
exports—not merely cotton, but grain, flour, and 
wheat—those hei essentials on which the pros- 
jerity of the West depends. He held an official ta- 
Bie in his hand, showing the amount of domestic 
exports taken by Great Britain in the years 1822, 
1832, and 1842, from which it appears that the? in- 
crease from the first-mamed year to the last continu- 
ed rapidly progressing. In the year 1822, England 
and her dependencies took from this county $1,000,- 
000 value of breadstuffs. In 1832, she took $2,386,- 
000; and in 1842, she took $6,500,000. In the face 
of this fact, was it well, he asked, to say “foreign 
countries do nothing for us; why should we do any- 
thing for them?” Here we have England taking 
from us, out of $9,998,000 of breadstuffs, more 
than two-thirds. 

“Mr. HUNTINGTON wished to know if he was 
correct in understanding the honorable senator to 
say that England took two-thirds of the whole of 
our agricultural produce. 

Mr. WOODBURY was speaking of breadstufts, 
not of other domestic produce; to those he would 
come before his argument was closed. But what he 
did say, was, that England took more than two- 
thirds of all our surplus breadstuffs; that she gave a 
market to the West and centre for more than two- 
thirds of their surplus produce. The North, he 
said, was interested as much as the West; their 
beef, butter, and cheese found way to English and 
foreign markets; and from the table before quoted, 
he showed that one-half the exports under those 
heads went to England and her dependencies. The 
above might be termed the New England interest. 
Pork and lard, the exportation of which increased 
ina similar ratio with articles already mentioned, 
was the interest of the West. And then, how did 
the South stand? Why, by the returns of the year 
1842, it was shown that the State represented by 
the honorable senator before him, [Mr. McDurris,] 
produced not only cotton, but naval stores to the 
amount of $742,329, and out of that there was ex- 
ported to England $617,478, being fully six-sevenths 
of the whole. From those he would pass to an 
article produced in abundance, and without aid, in 
the far-distant Missouri and Illinois. That article 
was hemp; it found its. way across the equator, 
rounded Capes Horn and Good Hope, was to be 
had in the Pacific and in the Sandwich islands, and 
could be bought in China. In the year 1832, the 
exportation of that article amounted to but a few 
dollars, but in 1842, there went from our ports 
$90,482 worth. But the exports to foreign countries 
were not confined to produce alone; for the same 
document shows that, in the year before quoted, 
there was exported from ‘this country to 
the British possessions in the East Indies, 
manufactured cottons to the amount of $144,000, a 
great part of which went to clothe a portion-of 
the English troops then on service in the country. 
Mr. Woopsury went on to show the benefits accru- 
ing to the people of America from .the exportation of 
salt, soap, candles, shoes, boots, which he said were 
sent to Pagland and other countries in larger pro- 
portions than were used at home. The tariff of 
England he described as so equitably founded as to 
allow her people all the þenefits of foreign markets 
without depriving, by any miscalled protective system 
foreigners from supplying them and leaving fair profit 
for their goods, On no article that could be deemed a 
necessary, was there in England a higher duty than 
25 per cent., except on luxuries. Tobacco, for in- 
stance, which was there considered a luxury, was 
highly (it might be said enormously) taxed; but that 
was done more for the purpose of prohibiting its 
use, than for the increase of the revenue. . Its price 
to the consumer was now the same that it was 


CONGRESSION. 


“halfa century ago. If (said Mr. ` V 
were- to legislate in a. spirit of ‘reciprocity, what. 


Woonzury) we 


effect would our doing so have on the article of 
wheat? That article brings now, in the English 


market, $1 75 per bushel; but if our producers were 
enabled, by the removal of restrictions inflicted by 
their own legislators, to procure even $1 50, or still 
less, $1.25 per bushel, the addition to the growers 
would beimmense. . The western and central States 
produce annually 530 million bushels of wheat; 
and if there was received an additional half dollar 
for every bushel, (which would be, at the prices 
above quoted,) the gain to the grain-growing 
States would be between three and four millions 
per year. 

The exportation of beef and pork under a free- 
trade system, would be equally profitable. In lieu 
of these advantages, what is offered by the support- 
ers of the tariff, and friends of the protective system? 
Why, they offer to the people of America, as a gen- 
eral set-off, a market of one and a quarter million, 
instead of a market of eight hundred millions. In- 
stead of having the population of the world as buy- 
ers, they offer to the American producer liberty to 
supply one million and a quarter. England, com- 
peed with the world, is but a trifling portion; but 

ow has she built up her producers and manufac- 
turers? By hunting out markets in all parts of the 
world; and lest foreign demands should fail, she 
formed colonies, and founded empires in ever 
quarter of the universe—in India, New Holland, 
and America—and thus she furnished markets for 
her manufactures. 

Mr. W. here read an extract from a recently- 

ublished statistical work, showing the amount ad- 
Fed to the revenue of Great Britain by the consump- 
tion of her manufactures in the colonies. ‘The agri- 
cultural interest of England might be considered, in 
some degree, typical of the manufacturing interests 
here—the one protected by the odious and execra- 
ted corn-law, the other by the almost as odious 
tariff. There the manufacturing consumer of home 
produce had to pay 40 per cent.; and paying this, he 
was compelled to save it by taking it from the 
wages of the laborer and artisan, and they, in turn, 
ground down for the benefit of the landowners, whose 
dwelling was where power dwelt—in Parliament— 
became rioters and incendiaries, driven to it by a law 
similar to the tariff—protective of the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. e thought he had said enough 
to prove the insufficiency of a home market; but if 
not, he would say what could be proved in an in- 
stant, that the present system would leave an annual 
surplus of one million of produce for which no 
market could be found. Was it a proof that the 
home market gave satisfaction, that vessels were 
lying rotting at our wharves, and that our farmers 
and merchants were almost stimulated into insurrec- 
tion? He asked the attention of the Senate to two 
or three calculations. Iron, an article in universal 
use, might be reckoned on at 25 pounds per 
head. Say that the population of the country 
amounts to twenty millions; then the increased duty 
of 3 cents per pound will take from the pockets of 
the producer and consumer fifteen millions of dol- 
lars, being two-thirds of the whole revenue of the 
United States. Allow 14 pounds sugar to each per- 
son per year; that will give 280,000,000 pounds; 
which, ata duty of 2$ cents per pound, amounts to 
seven millions of dollars, or one-third of the whole 
revenue. Salt (that great and essential necessary, 
which tax-ridden England, as she is called, gives 
free to her people) pays a duty of 8 cents, which, 
at the same calculation, gives one and a half million 
of dollars. He then referred to the State of New 
Hampshire, where the annual duty on iron was 
$225,000, being more than four times the amount of 
the whole State tax; duty on sugar double; and the 
duty on salt one-half the State tax—those three ar- 
ticles alone paying more than seven times the 
amount of the entire State tax; and this was occa- 
sioned all, not by a legitimate or equitable, but a 
forced hot-bed system of protection to manufactures. 
A farmer offers to one of the favored few (a protected 
manufacturer) a bushel of wheat for $1; the manufac- 
turer replies, I will allow you a dollar for your bush- 
el of wheat; but you require an article of Birming- 
ham or Sheffield manufacture, that you cannot get but 
I will manufacture a similar article, equally as good, 
for which you must pay me in addition to your 
wheat, 40 cents—thus charging the farmer $1 40. 
But, if the firmer. sends his wheat to England, he 
sells it there, after all expenses, at least for $1 25, 
and gets what the American manufacturer would 
charge him $1 40 for, for $1. Thus, instead o 


‘losing 40 cents, he gains 25 cents—making to him 
a difference of 65 cents on one article. 

Mr.. W, then went on to show that the manufac- 
turing interest itself was injured by the operations 
of the present system, and illustrated the fact, by 
showing that the additional duty on hemp was, in the 
expenditure of ship-building, equivalent to $5 per 
ton. Thus, in building aship of 300 tons, this duty 
occasioned an increase of outlay of. $1,500. This 
fifteen hundred dollars fell on the owner, and he 
consequently could not carry as cheap as if the 
duty on hemp had not increased to such amount the 
expense of building. He cannot, with high freights, 
compete with the foreign ship-owner, who pays no 
such duty. What, then, is the operation of the 
American system? It encourages the foreigner, 
who pays no duty on hemp, iron, or cordage, and 
who can take freight at the old prices; while the 
American navigator, owing to those heavy duties, 
cannot compete with him? It has been advanced 
that our internal navigation increases, but the high 
duties must effect it, as well as the other branch. 
The same facts apply to both. By the above calcu- 
lation, a mercantile navy.of two millions.tons burden 
would be liable to a duty of ten millions of dollars; 
and supposing that navy renewed every five years, 
the cost would be, to the owners, two millions per year. 
This navy, he contended, had not grown up by car- 
rying our own, but foreign produce; and if the pres- 
ent system was to continue, it could compete no 
longer with foreign shipping. Much had been said 
about foreign vessels crowding our ports and harbors; 
but how was it before the tariff? American ships 
then brought home seven-eighths of our imports, and 
took out three-fourths of our exports. hen the 
honorable senator from Maine said our commercial 
navigation had increased, he should have added 
that our ships were employed, on homeward voy- 
ages, in carrying ballast, or freights at so low a rate, 
as in justify their owners in saying they worked for 
nothing. 

Mr. ‘EVANS said he did not speak of an increase 
of navigation; what he stated was, that inward 
freights had risen 30 per cent. 

r. WOODBURY would tell the honorable "sen- 
ators that freights from Liverpool that were from 
30 to 50 shillings sterling per ton, were now reduced 
to 8 shillings per ton, 

Mr. EVANS. When were freights from Liver- 
pool at 50 shillings pr ton? i 

Mr. WOODBURY. Some years ago. He then 

roceeded to show the advantages our shipping en- 
joyed when taking produce—tish, oil, &¢—from 
this country to the West Indies, were freighted 
thence to north of Europe, whence they returned 
with iron, hemp, &c., to their home ports. 

He showed that we had no records of the amount. 
of carrying trade, in relation to this country, carried 
on by the navigation of the Hanse towns and 
Sweden. 

He hoped the Senate would excuse him if he 
spoke more strongly on the subject of our navigation 
interests than on any other; but it would be recol- 
lected that this was a subject in whicli his State was 
deeply interested. A large portion of the business 
and interests of that State was on the ocean. The 
people of New Hampshire are patriotic, energetic, 
and enterprising; they had shed their blood in de- 
fence of the country dicing the late war. They did 
not now want their interests to be prostrated; all they 
expected was equality of legislation. An open sea, 
flowing sail, and a fair fight, was all they ever ask- 
ed. They expect their industry to be as much re- 
garded as the industry of any other section of the 
Union; but they did not want it to be oppressed as it 
was by this tariff act. And, to show its oppression 
on the navigating interests of that State, he 
would advert to the effects of the act of 1842 on 
the town in which he himself resided. It is a 
town of about 7,000 inhabitants. They have, in 
foreign commerce, about 15,000 tons of shipping. 
‘The excessive duty of the tariff act on iron, cordage, 
sail-cloth, &¢., used in the construction of their ves- 
sels, amounts to $5 per ton. This, on their tonnage, 
makes 975,000; and, taking 5 years from the renew- 
al of vessels, the tax amounts to $15,000 annually. 
This is over $2 per head on the whole population-—— 
more than the combined taxation of the State and 
general governments in all other respects. 

Now, he asked, did England pursue such a par- 


tial system of legislation as this? It was beside the 
uestion to speak of the navigation acts of England, 
orshe had abandoned them long since, and taken 
| the wiser course of establishing reciprocity treaties 
` and treaties of commerce. How does she treat her 


shipping. interests? She allows them to get their 
timber and materials free of duty; and we benefit in 
some measure by. that, as is felt by those who 
dwell along the border of her territory adjoining us. 
She- taxes hemp only 24 cents per cwt. weight; we 
tax it 200 per cent. The dissimilarity is as great on 
duck, cordage, &e. : 3 
The Senator from Maine says, our domestic navi’ 
gation gains vastly by our having home manufac” 
tures. Certainly not by being taxed $5 per ton on 
its tonnage for the benefit of the manufacturers; for 
` the tax ig the same in respect to building vessels for 
internal navigation, as for building shipping for ex- 
ternal navigation. They cannot carry as cheap as 
without this tax; so that it is either a positive injury 
to those who carry, or to those who consume; the tax 
falls upon either, or both. And does the internal 
navigation get more to carry by domestic manufac- 
turs than by imported goods? It was worth while 
to examine into this matter; for the assumption that 
this act increases internal commerce, is a great falla- 
cy. In the first place, domestic navigation suffers 
just as much by the taxation imposed by the tariff 
act, as our external navigation. In the next place, 
it gains nothing whatever by the change in the Fonie 
market. Take for instance the coasting trade from 
NewjOrleans to Boston. If no tariff act existed, 
a coasting vessel would carry a bale of cotton 
from New Orleans to Boston, and put it on 
board a foreign vessel there to be carried to 
Europe. Her freight back would be. imported 
goods. Now, under the home-manufacturing sys- 
tem, what more would this vessel have to do? It 
would still carry the bale of cotton to Boston, and 
carry back the home-made goods. But would it, in 
the year, carry as much of either as before? Cer- 
tainly not, because the home manufacturer does not 
work upon so large a scale as the foreign manufac- 
turer. And, besides; the carrying will be growing 
shorter, as to distance, as the home manufacturers 
spread themselves more southerly than Boston. 
hen manufacturers get to the Alleghanies, or be- 
yond them, there will not be much more than half 
the distance for the carrying trade that there would 
be to Providence or Boston, for shipping thence to 
Europe. Thus the freights of internal navigation 
must suffer in two ways; first, by being taxed $5 
per ton on the capital invested in vessels; and next, 
y the distance of carriage being curtailed. Then, 
how does it act on the foreign commerce of this 
country? Does not our ee interest suffer by 
losing the carrying trade it would have from Boston, 
New York, Providence, and other ports, in transfer- 
ring the raw material from this country to the for- 
eign market? All that would be entirely cut off, so 
far as the home market could cut it off. 

The great boast and glory of England is, that she 
has her shipping interest spread all over the globe, 
even to possessions on which the sun never sets. 
Her productions are thus sent to all the countries in 
the world. Her commercial marine is the nursery 
from which the chief arm of her power is supplied 
with its strength and vigor. Are we to be compelled, 
by partial legislation, to neglect such an obvious 
seurce of national strength, when it is so pelpably 
our best policy to encourage our maritime States to 
accustom their people to that element which their 
circumstances of position and natural advantages in- 
vite them to direct their attention to? Is not a blow 
struck at our navigation, more disastrous in a na- 
tional point of view than protection to manufacturers 
is beneficialina national pointof view? Mr. W. went 
into details with respect to navigation and tonnage, 
to show the evil effects of the act of 1842 in regard 
our shipping interests. He also went at large into 
the statistics of our fisheries, showing that the tax of 
$5 per ton on the capital invested in vessels engaged 
inthe fishing business, must ultimately render it im- 
possible for them to compete with foreign vessels. 

He then took a review of the protective policy; 
‘considering it as a forced, hot-bed system, unnatural 
in its growth, and incapable of healthy existence. He 
-went back to its origin in 1816, and showed that all 
Mr. Dallas then contemplated, was protection for a 
few years; just to give particular branches of manu- 
factures a start, under the supposition that they 
-would then be able to maintain themselves without 
any support from the government. But the whole 
system being wrong, (being founded on the mistake 
that industry could be forced to succeed under cir- 
«cumstances not naturally leading to these channels,) 
ended in disappointment. At the close of the pre- 
‘seribed time of protection, the manufactures were 
found more clamorous than ever for support and 
‘protection. Their memorials stated that they were 


ruined by : competition; and would destroy 


if not permanently” and “effectually ` protected. « 

Hence came the high ‘tariffs of 1824 and 1828. 
‘They never have been any better off, and never will © 
be, under a forced system of stimulation. Even | 


now, the stimulus to overproduction keeps a surplus 
on hand, and it goes on increasing with a tendency 
to break them down. This forced and unnatural 
system had broken up the healthy, homely manu- 
factures, in every family—a species of manufactures 
so highly prized and idee by Mr. Jefferson; and 
substituted what Dr. Franklin denounced. as injuri- 
rious to any country—a diversion of its labor from 
natural channels into unnatural channels. These 
statesmen had the sagacity to see that no manufac- 
tures could be sound, healthy, or permanently pros- 
perous, that did not grow up naturally with the 
wants ofthe country; waiting rather to be called for, 
than stepping in advance of the demand by forced 
marches. 

There was a view of this subject, with regard to 
partial legislation, which he wished to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to. It was this: The shipping 
interests of this country, at a very moderate calcula- 
tion, might be taken to extend to seventy or eighty 
thousand persons. He believed the manufacturing 
interests extended to a like number. Now, 
he would ask, was it proper so to legislate 
as to throw a heavy burden and a destructive 
tax on eighty thousand persons engaged in naviga- 
tion, for the especial benefit and aggrandizement of 
etghty thousand manufactories? Krother view of 
this subject was, that these eighty thousand man- 
ufacturers, if all congregated together, would hardly 
be enough to fll one county in any of the large 
States; and he would ask, what sort of legislation 
it was to compel all the rest of the people of the 
United States to contribute their means for the ex- 
clusive support and aggrandizement of the people of 
one single county? 

In any point of view in which it could be placed, 
so that the truth could be distinctly discovered, it 
was monstrous. 

How much better would it be to let manufacturers 
and every other branch of industry rely on their na- 
tive energies? If they then flourished, their pros- 
perity would be permanent. If they could not do 
as well as others, it would be proof they were not 
wanted by the community, and they would soon 
find channels of industry in which there would be 
ample room and encouragement for their labor. 

‘here could hardly now be a doubt that if, in- 
stead of this forced system being adopted, there had 
been no interference of government, in the natural 
course of events, manufactories would have sprung up 
of themselves, and gradually advanced; keeping up 
with the wants of the community, till they would 
have attained a healthy maturity, and taken a per- 
manentstanding amongst the other branches of in- 
dustry, proportionate to them, and no more requir- 
ing peculiar protection than they did. 

He pledged his honor as an individual, and his 
judgment.as a senator, that it was his sincere and 
firm conviction, that New England would, at this 
moment, be immeasurably better off than she is, if 
this unnatural, forced, protective system, had never 
been adopted. Instead of her industry being divert- 
ed to channels that cannot exist but in the hot-bed 
of protection, it would have been exercised on the 
natural advantages she so largely possessed; every 
hill and vale would be peopled and cultivated to per- 
fection; her commercial relations would have been 
more assidiously pursued, and her whole condition 
would be that of flourishing independence, instead 
of a feverish dependence upon partial legislation. 

Had not every other branch of American industry 
the same right that manufacturers insisted upon, of 
coming to Congress and claiming protection? Why 
not give it to the growers of pine-apples and grapes, 
as well as to them? Why not give it to every m- 
dividual branch of industry? And if you did—if 
all possessed it equally—what would it amount to? 
That it would, at Jast, be much better to have no 
protection at all; to let industry seek its own pros- 
perity in itsown way, without partial legislation to 
stimulate it. 

Look at the hot-bed system of manufactures. 
See the laborers cooped =p in an unnatural and 
heated atmosphere. Is there anything healthy 
about it? Do they not want and sigh for the 
mountain breeze, the bracing atmosphere, and the 
physical enjoyment of more congenial porsas Do 
they not, when they can, give up the unnatural 
system, and revert to rural pursuits, and sources 
of industry more natural? : 


o 
ings-of ‘manufacturers: tate 
head, while. those of the: community at larg: 
under $52. [Mr. Evans ‘denied.that he ‘had. 
the earnings of manufacturers to be' $150 eaeh]. It. 
had been stated; and probably was the fact. If soy . 
was not it more. than 100- per cent. over the ordina~ 
ry earnings. of other branches -of- industry? In his 
own State, (New Hampshire,) -those engaged’ in 
navigation did not average more than $80 per head. 
r. Evans observed that, in speaking of manufac- 
turers, à deduction: for the interest of capital invest- 


ed should be taken into ‘account.} « anes 

He (Mr. W.) did not care which horn of the di- 
lemma the gentlemäñ took. . If. manufacturers 
earned 100 per cent., of 50 per cent., morethan their 
neighbors, in consequence of protective acts of Je- 
gislation, it was an evidence of partiality and in- 
justice that ought not to exist. If, in spite of. this‘ 
oppressive partiality, they did not earn aş much’ as ¢ 
their neck bors, it was an evidence that they were 
misapplying their labor, to the injury of their neigh 
bors, as well as to the disadvantage of themselves; 
and that, therefore, they ought to abandon such em- 
ployments. i 

Mr. W. next reviewed the statements: of. the sen- 
ator from Maine, in relation to the- statistical tables 
of England, which he quoted, showing that the labor 
performed for that country by machinery was equal 
to the labor of nine or ten millions of men. Now, 
this was an advantage only of a temporary. nature; 
for very soon all their improvements in machinery 
became known, and were adopted by other countries; 
and it was probable, at this moment, there was ma- 
chinery employed in manufacturing, in various coun- 
tries, amounting to the labor of fifty millions of men. 
These improvements were open to this country, as 
well as to any other. As long as England could 
keep ahead of other countries in such inyentions, she 
would have the chief supply of the markets. of 
consumption; but to attempt counteracting her by 
legislative prohibitions was not the way tò rival her, 
in contesting for the possession of her markets. 

He was ready to go as far as Dr. Franklin for po- 
litical independence. It was in vain to talk of other 
independence in relation to foreign nations. The 
condition of man was that of mutual dependence. 
Foreign countries are as mùch dependent'on our 
labor as we are on theirs. The advantages of foreign. 
commerce and interchanges are reciprocal. : Were 
the advocates of the protective system less dependent 
on foreign countries than others? ‘Did they not des 
pend on foreign labor to supply the manufacturers 
with the materials to be manufactured? Everyihing 
imported for use in manufactures, contained the ele- 
ments of dependency on foreign labor. Mr. W. 
went into many details in proof of this; and then 
concluded by invoking gentlemen to read and ponder 
upon that sacred legacy alluded to by the senator 
from Maine—the farewell address of the great father 
of our country, Washington. It would be found, 
from a careful perusal of it, that those who are pur- 


suing this protective system are engaged in a course 


that must inevitably Jead to the evil consequences 
against which that great man raised his warning 
voice. The tendency of this system is to dissolve 
this glorious Union—to break up the great compro- 
mise by which all were linked together—to unite 
with those fanatics whose infection had so ‘far gain- 
ed upon sovereign States as to induce one to send a 
memorial into this body, the effect of which, if 
countenanced, must be the disruption of all bonds 
of compact. These things can lead to nothing but 
separation, by putting the torch of conflagration to 
the national edifice, and producing an era of unpar- 
alleled anarchy for the page of history. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON next obtained the floor, 
and intimated a désire that the debate should be 
postponed till Monday. ; 

The CHAIR said that motion could not be en- 
tertained; but the subject could be passed over in- 
formally, or laid on the table, to be called up again 
at any time. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON assented to the latter sug- 
gestion of the Chair; and the subject was, on hig 
motion, laid on the table. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate went 
into executive session, and soon after 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 8, 1844. 
The journal having been read, 
The SPEAKER announced that the first business 


248. 


before the House was the repor. 


of the Committee 


of Elections; -on which subject the gentleman.from : 


New York [Mr. Beanpsiny| had the floor. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY addressed the House in favo 
of the report, and argued against the constitutionali- 
ty, as well as the expediency of the law of the last 
session for districting the States, which formed the 
subject of discussion. . eat i 

Mr- G.. W. JONES concurred fally with thé gen- 
teman from Alabama who addressed the House yes- 
terday, that this question was one of paramount im- 
portance, and that it roge superior to all party ques- 
tions.’ He then proceeded. to notice the constitutional 
provisions in relation to the representation of States 
in Congress, the. power of the States to preseribe the 
manner of taking the election, and the persons who 
were to exercise the elective franchise. He then in- 
quired whether the people of New Hampshire, Geor- 
gia, Missouri, and Mississippi, had chosen persons 
to reprepresent them on this floor. That they had 
done so, was not denied; and that they had done so 
in conformity with State laws, was not denied; nor 
was it denied that the persons so elected possessed 
the qualifications of age, residence, é&c., prescribed 
by the constitution. 

Was it not. true that the people did fairly and 
honestly,.as far.as this House was advised, proceed 
to select from among themselves persons possessed 
of the requisite qualifications prescribed by the con- 
stitution? The principle was laid down in the con- 
stitution, that each State should. have its representa- 
tion in Congress; and the duty devolved upon Con- 
gress to prescribe the number, under certain restric- 
tions, of which that representation shall consist. In 
1842, an act was passed by Congress, declaring 
how many representatives each State should be en- 
titled to upon this floor. The States of New Hamp- 
shire, Georgia, Missouri, and Mississi pi, had 
chosen the number of representatives to whieh they 
were entitled under that law—men possessing all the 
requisite qualifications of representatives, Then 
what was the objection which was raised against 
the right of those representatives to their seats upon 
this. foor? In opposition to their right, the second 
section of the apportionment law of 1842 was 
brought forward, which declares that representatives 
shall be elected by districts. And how was it 
contended that Congress had the right to enact such 
a provision, and to compel the sovereign States of 
the Union to obey it? He was aware of the provi- 
sion of the constitution which was relied on to sus- 
tain this power on the part of Congress. The 
fourth section of the first article states, that “the 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
senators and representatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may at any time, by law, make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing sen- 
ators.” This was relied upon as furnishing to Con- 
gress the authority for passing the act they did, or 
rather the second section of that act. How did this 
provision find its way into the constitution? Was 
it introduced and placed there as an original and 
substantive power of itself? No; it had been intro- 
duced clearly and evidently in order that the people 
might be able to comply with and follow up the 
provisions of the second section of the first article of 
the constitution; because, take from the constitu- 
tion the first provision upon this subject—namel A 
the second section—and the fourth section would be 
worse than a nullity. It would have been absurd to 
incorporate the latter provision without the first. 
Why was the power conferred upon the legislatures 
of the States of prescribing the time, places, and 
manner of holding the elections? It was because 
they were presumed to be better acquainted 
with the condition of the people, and to un- 
derstand better their sentiments, and wishes, 
aud feelings upon the subject. And in the second 
place, why was the power conferred upon Congress 
to make or alter such regulations? lt was that, in 
case the State legislatures should fail, refuse, neg- 
lect, or were prevented by any circumstances over 
which they had no conirol, to prescribe the times, 
places, and manner of holding the elections, Con- 
gress should do it for them, in order that the gov- 
ernment should not be brought to a close, but 
should have within itself the power of perpetuation, 
so far as the elections were concerned. But did the 
provisions of this fourth section ofthe constitution 
confer upon Congress the power to district the 
States, and to say that representatives shall be elect- 
ed from separate districts? He contended that it 
did not, because it would. be in opposition to the 
second section, which declares that the representa- 


favor 


l tained on this subject at the time of. the adoption of <- 
the constitution, anda good deal said about cotem-. 
poraneous opinions of distinguished ‘statesmen at. : 
the time. But it was remarkable that they had not 
heard a word to show that a single one of the states- 
men of that day held. opinions in ‘opposition «to the 
constitutional authority of Congress to exercise this 
power. Many of them expressed the opinion that 
it was a dangerous power, and that Congress should 
forbear to exercise it; but not one of them express- 
ed the opinion that it was unconstitutional. Mr. - 
Madison, Patrick Henry, and” all the illustrious 
statesmen of that period, admitted that Congress 
possessed the power, though they viewed it as a 
dangerous one, and thought that it should not be 
exercised. He understood that. those who denied 
the constitutionality of the power were not. united 
in their objections to it. One gentleman denied that 
Congress had the power to district the States at all, 
though it would be found that the report of the 
Committee of Elections conceded the power. > Yes- 
terday the gentleman from South Carolina took the 
extraordinary ground that Congress had this power 
only conditionally; and that was, when the ‘States 
committed laches in not exercising it them- 
selves, But the strangest argument of all was 
that of the gentleman from New York~who 
admitted that Congress had the power, but not 
having fully carried it out in the act of the last 
session, the act was null and void. Mr. S. then 
proceeded at length to reply to these objections; and 
contended for the constitutionality of the law. In 
conclusion, he expressed the opinions that the mem- 
bers from the four States which elected by general 
ticket, were here not only without the right to their 
seats, but without the color of right; and that, to 
make out a prima facie right, their certificates must 
show that they were elected by districts, in conformi- 
ty to the law of Congress. 

Mr. GRIDER defended and justified the protest 
made by the minority of the House at an ear part 
of the session; and entered into an argument in de- 
fence of the act of the last session, and against the 
right of the members from New Hampshire, 
Georgia, Missouri, and Mississippi, to their seats in 
this House. 

Mr. COBB said, being one of those whose right 
to a seat upon that floor was involved in the deci- 
sion of this question, he trusted it would not be ask- 
ing too much of the House, to ask an indulgent 
hearing of the reasons which had brought his mind 
to the conclusion, as one of the representatives of 
the State of Georgia, elected under what was de- 
nominated the general-ticket system; that he was 
entitled to take his seat, and to exercise all the rights 
and privileges of a member of that House. He did 
not intend to detain the House for any great length 
of time. He would endeavor merely to travel over 
one or two of the principles involved in this ques- 
tion, and leave the remainder of the subject to those 
who might feel disposed to go into the discussion of 
it. There were one or two points upon which it 
was absolutely necessary that they who had been 
elected by general ticket should be heard, either 
now or hereafter; and as another opportunity might 
not be afforded him, he would take occasion now 
to present to the House the reasons which had con- 
trolled him in recording his vote, and in exercising 
the rights and privileges which accrued to him as 
one of the representatives from the State of Georgia, 
the exercise of which rights and privileges he dared 
not forego. 

It had been said by his friend from S. Carolina— 
or rather the question had been raised by him, 
whether those members who had been elected by 
the general-ticket system, were entitled to vote upon 
such questions as might arise in the progress of this 
discussion, and in the decision of this question. He 
could not entertain a doubt upon this point. And 
he would proceed very briefly to assign the reasons 
which influence him in coming to this conclusion. 

At the opening of the present session of Congress, 
or ara e thereafter, the Mestion, was raised, 
whether the members upon this floor were entitled 
to hold their seats. A resolution was passed in- 
structing the Committee of Elections, not to inquire 
whether he and those other members of that House, 
who had been elected under the general-ticket sys- 
tem, were entitled to their seats; but to make the 
general inquiry whether the members of this House, 
now occupying seats here, were entitled to hold their 
seats. The committee had taken the matter into 
consideration, and had submitted their report to the 
Ftouse, which report concluded with a resolution to 
the effect “that all the members now occupying - 


tives: shall be cho e, le, and- not by al 
portion of the people of:a State-—not-by a few, but f 
y the whole people.. ‘The fourth section of the ; 
constitution would apply as well to the election of | 
senators as to the election. of representatives in Con- 
gress, in every particular, save as to the places of 
olding the elections.: Was there a gentleman upon 
that floor who would take the ground that Congress 
has the right to say that a State should be laid off | 
into two districts, and one senator be chosen from 
each? He thought not. He might be. told that 
another provision in the constitution gave 
to the legislatures the right of choosing sen- 
ators, but the people were above all other. powers 
in the country. He might. be charged with Speak 
ing. for Buncombe, which (as he understood the 
meaning of that cant term) meant speaking for the 
eople. In this sense, he did profess to speak for 
Banconibes and he trusted that, while he should be 
honored with a seat in that House, not only his 
speaking, but his votes, should be for the people of 
the country; and he thought if they all acted and 
spoke more for Buncombe, there would be less 
jarring and dissension than there was upon that 
oor. 

Here, then, (to return to the question,) was the au- 
thority of the constitution on the one side, and the 
second section of the apportionment law on the 
other, in opposition to each other. It was impossi- 
ble that both could stand. The House was brought 
to this alternative—that either the constitution must 
yield, or else the second section of this act of Con- 
gress must give way, and become a nullity. No 
one could doubt that this was the question; and he 
would ask, having all, before taking their seats, 
Sworn to support the constitution, could there be 
any hesitation as to which should yield? As far as 
he was concerned, he had no hesitation; and, be- 
lieving that the members of the four States had 
been elected according to the constitution which he 
had sworn to support, as far as his vote would go, 
they should retain their seats. 

Mr. CALEB SMITH observed that he had not 
the vanity to suppose, after the very able speeches 
that had been delivered on this question, that it 
would be.in his power to throw any new light on 
the subject, or to offer any additional arguments to 
those that had been already advanced. He regarded 
this as the most important question of the present ses~ 
sion; and knowing that the people he represented 
felt a deep interest in it, he considered it his duty to 

resent his views on the question involved. It had 
een weli remarked, that when this House was sit- 
ting in judgment on questions arising under the con- 
stitution, they should lay aside all party feelings and 
consider them calmly and deliberately, and in a 
spirit of fairness and candor. It was in that spirit 
that he now desired to address the House; and in 
doing so, he would be as brief as possible. It had 
been said that this was a party question, under 
which the leaders were to rally their forces and sup- 
port the interests of their respective parties; but he 
thought that they should be influenced by higher 
and nobler views, and consider the question in refer- 
ence only to the great interests of the country. This 
was the first time in the history of the government 
that an attempt had been made by Congress to ex- 
ercise the power given to it bythe constitution, in 
reference to the election of representatives in this 
body; and it was the first time, within his know- 
ledge, that the House had ever sat for the purpose 
of deciding on the constitutionality of a law of Con- 
gress. He was aware that the law had been the 
subject of great abuse throughout the country, and 
that the Congress that passed it had received its 
share of approbrium, and had been denominated a 
“Coon Congress; which sat here to advance the 
interests of a party rather than those of the nation. 
He did not stand up here to eulogize or defend that 
Congress; and would leave them to the people, on 
whose verdict they must be acquitted or con- 
demned; but in regard to the constitutionality of 
the law which was the subject of discussion, 
-he must say that, in his belief, no Congress ever 
adopted a measure more wise, more just, or better 
calculated to advance the great interests of the coun- 
try, than this, or more strictly within its constitu- 
tional powers. It was not now necessary to discuss 
the expediency of the measure; but if it was, he 
could offer abundance of arguments in favor of it. 
But expedient or inexpedient, it was enough to say 
that Congress had passed the law; and, as a law- 
abiding people, they were bound to obey it, unless it 
could i shown tobe unconstitutional. A good 
geal had been said in reference to the views entere 


seats upon this floor, were entitled to hold them, - 


` with the exception: of two whose seats ‘were con- 
tested upon different. grounds.” Now, when they 
should come to vote upon this question, he was told 
by his friend from South Carolina, that, under the 
fortieth rule of the House, he, and those elected as 
he had been, (under the general-ticket system,) were 
so immediately interested in its decision, that they 
were excluded from the right of voting. He would 
ask the gentleman if the resolution reported by the 
committee did not affect the right by which he held 
his seat upon that floor? The resolution was gene- 
ralin its terms, It applied to him as one elected un- 
der the general-ticket system, and it applied to his 
friend from South Carolina—yea, to every member 
upon that floor, no matter how elected. The gen- 
tleman might complain of the manner in which the 
committee had reported; and, if so, would he not be 
entitled to be heard? Suppose the committce had re- 
ported two resolutions—suppose they had reported, 
first, that those elected by the district systeme were 
entitled to their seats; and, secondly, that those elect- 
ed by general ticket were not entitled: when they 
came to vote upon the first resolution, he asked who 
would be entitled to record their votes?. Certainly, 
under the view presented by his friend from South 
Carolina, that gentleman would not be entitled to 
vote; nor would any member here, save those elected 
by general ticket. Hence there would be no quo- 
rum to vote, and they never could arrive at the 
second resolution, which declared those elected by 
general ticket ought to be excluded. When the gen- 
tleman relieved his mind from the effect of this 
course of reasoning, he would yield to him the 
point, and confess that he was not entitled to vote 
upon this resolution; but would allow the gentleman 
to decide the question. 

But there was one over view which he would 
take the liberty of submitting to the consideration of 
the. House. There was no question affecting him 
personally. A personal or particular interest in the 
question did not attach to him. It was a question 
upon which the people of the United States, through 
their representatives on that floor, were called upon 
to make a decision. Was Georgia to be excluded 
from having a voice upon this subject, because she 
differed in opinion from South Carolina? If they 
were to hold to sucha docirine as this, when they 
came to settle this question, the whole House 
would be hushed into silence. Was it 
because the members of Georgia were elected 
contrary tothe provisions of a law? That was a 
quran they were here to determine; and upon 
that question her voice, as well as that of every 
other State in the Union, must be heard, under the 
constitution of the United States. That, to his 
mind, was too plain and palpable to admit of argu- 
ment. He would proceed to another point collate- 
ral tothis question. A gentleman over the way 
expressed some little hesitation as to the propriety 
of the course of the House in taking this subject out 
of the Committee of the Whole; and gave, as a rea- 
son for it, the apprehension that there was a dispo- 
sition on the part of the majority to curtail the de- 
bate. It was needless for him to disavow any such 
intention on his part; and he was confident no such 
design was entertained on the part of other mem- 
bers. In addition to this, it had been remarked by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kennepy,] that 
allthe members of the House had made up their 
minds on the subject; and the reply was immediately 
made by several, that their minds were not made 
up. on it; and that they wished additional informa- 
tion. When he heard this, he felt a curiosity to as- 
certain if any of these gentlemen, whose minds 

` were thus running after light and knowledge, were 
among those who signed a celebrated protest against 
‘the rights of the members elected by general ticket 
to their seats here. It seemed to him strange indeed 
that gentlemen who had come forward, and, under 
‘their hands and seals, pronounced a solemin deci- 
‘sion on this question, should express the apprehen- 
sion that there would not bea full and ample dis- 
cussion of it. So much for these two preliminary 
and collateral questions. : 

He came now to the consideration ofthe law un- 
der which it was sought to exclude him and other 
gentlemen from their seats here. He could well 
conceive that there might be a wide difference 
of opinion between gentlemen on this subject. 

; one on which there might naturally arise a 
of ‘opinion, and he confessed that when 
first passed he was willing, on a super- 


nstitutional powers of Congress, and he thought 


.them in the constitution. 


ation of it, to agree that it came . within | 


it ought. to be enforced. His ition, howi 
forced him to 
far as the State of Georgia was concerned, the law 
was a dead letter. A further examination convinced 
him that it was unconstitutional, and therefore utter- 
ly null and void. To use the language-of a gentle- 
man of the other House when the act was under dis- 
cussion there, it wanted vitality; it had shape and 
form, but. the spirit of life had never been infused 
into it. That was the ground on which he claimed 
his seat on this floor. 
compressed within a nut shell, he would 
once to the section of the act which prescribed to the 
legislatures of the States certain duties, and which 
they, believing to be unconstitutional, had neglected 
to conform to. On this part of the subject he might find 
it necessary to use some of the arguments that had 
been advanced by other gentlemen; but he would, at 
all events, endeavor to be as brief as the nature of 
be subject would permit. The clause of the con- 
stitution which was involved in this question, was 
as follows: $ 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elec- 
tions for senators and representatives, shall be pre- 
scribed in each State by the legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter 
such regulations, except as to the places of choosing 
senatorg.” è 

He desired here to call the attention of this friend 
from. Alabama [Mr. Berser] to the distinction he 
puton the words “shall” and “may,” as he found 
Now, the moment the le- 
gislature of Georgia assembled after the adoption of 
the constitution, it was their imperative duty to 
obey the injumction in the clause above quoted. 
The language was plain and explicit, and admitted 
of no other construction: the duty was imperative 
on them, and they could not avoid it. 

Now, the gentleman contended that the same 
duty that was imposed on the legislatures of the 
States was conferred on Congress by that clause; 
but the gentleman would see that the word “shall” 
was used in reference to the State legislatures, 
while the word “may” was used in reference to 
Congress—-making it imperative on the first, and 
optional with the Teter Well, in porsuancè of this 
provision in the constitution, the State of Georgia 
proceeded to provide for the time, place, and man- 
ner of holding her elections. But how long was 
that provision to remain? Why, it was to remain 
until Congress chose to make either a new regula- 
tion, or alter or amend the act of Georgia, in re- 
ference to the time, place, and manner of holding 
her elections. Now, no one pretended to say that 
Congress had made any new regulation; but it was 
said that it had altered the law of Georgia. Let us 
(said he) analyze this position. The State of Georgia 
has made a law providing for the election of her 
representatives by general ticket, which she has 
never amended or altered. Now, gentlemen said 
that Congress had, in pursuance of the power given 
by the constitution, altered it by the second section 
of the apportionment act. Was that section an 
alteration of the law of Georgia? He always un- 
derstood that altering meant to displace one thing, 
and put another in its place. The people of Georgia 
cannot, under this act, proceed to the election of 
their representatives; but, in order to do so, their le- 
gislature must first take this dead_and shapeless 
mass, end inspire it with vitality. This, however, 
it was impossible for the legislature to do; for before 
it assembled, the representatives were elected. How, 
then, could the House exclude these representatives, 
who were elected before the legislature had an op- 
portunity to give shape, strength, and vitality to 
this law of Congress? 

He contended, therefore, that there was no altera- 
tion of the law of Georgia within the meaning of the 
constitution, and that the alteration could not take 

lace till the legislature had acted on the subject. 

his was the ground on which he based his oppo- 
sition tothe act of the last session, and on which he 
claimed his right to a seaton that floor. Mr. C. 
here replied to that part of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Barnarp] in relation 
to the concurrent jurisdiction of Congress, and of 
the legislatures of the States on this subject; and, in 
reference to the case cited by him of power to pro- 
vide for arming and disciplining the militia, went 


into an argument to show that there was no simi- | 
larity between that case and the one under discus-.” 


sion. ; 


. He contended that the provision of the apportion=- | 
“ment act of the last Congress neither came within J 


‘ 1 to go into. an éxamination of it, and upon |} 
that examination he came to the conclusion that, so -| 


As the argument might be - 
roceed at- 


. preservation. : 
general government to withstand the action of 


upp. 


of the general-ticket and the distr 
this would have been a proper subje d 
if it had arisen at the time the bill was oti 
under discussion, and before the passage: of th ety 
but now, how could the relative advantages of ‘the 
two systems be brought into. discussion?.. Suppose 
the district system were the best, and possessed afs 
vantages which should recommend it for adoption: 
if Congress or the State legislatures, possessing the - 
power to provide this district system, did not exer- 
cise it, what effect could that have here now, no 
“matter what might be its relative advantages or dis- 
‘advantages. He insisted that the general-ticket sys- 
tem presented many advantages; and, if this were 
the proper time to enter upon that subject, he would 
‘endeavor to call the attention of the House:to‘some 
‘of them. But he would not do it,’ for it:would be 
to ae on that time which ought to be engaged 
in the discussion of the real merits of the question, 
Let him, then, hear nothing more of the dangers to 
be apprehended by the large States adopting the 
general-ticket system, and thereby overriding the 
rights and privileges that were secured to the small 
States by the constitution of this Union. It was 
out of place to enter into the discussion. of that 
question, and they must come down to the iso- 
lated point, whether the members: from the four 
States had been properly elected .to seats on 
this floor. They were elected under laws passed 
by the respective State legislatures, in pursuance 
of ‘the constitution of the United States; and. no 
one intimated that those laws were an infringement 
of that instrument. Well, an act had been passed — 
by Congress; and he would inquire, was that act 
such an effective, operative, vitally energetic act, .as 
could be carried out by the people of the respective 
States? If it were not, then-he, and others in like 
position, were entitled to their seats as represerita~ 
tives Of the people on this floor, whether the district 
system be the best or the'worst. Reference had 
been had to the opinions of those who participated 
in the adoption of the federal constitution, andar- 
gaments were drawn from the proceedings of the 
respective State legislatures when the constitution 
was proposed for their adoption. He would not 
stop to read the amendments proposed to be incor 
porated in that instrument by the State legislatures; 
but if gentlemen would refresh their recollection b 
going back to them they would find that the post- 
tion which he assumed” did not conflict with them. 
He admitted that Congress had the right to lay out 
the States into congressional districts. He, for one, 
admitted that the right was to be exercised on the 
part of Congress, whenever Congress believed the 
time contemplated by the framers of the constitution 
for the exercise of that right had arrived. It was 
for Congress to determine that question. The last 
Congress thought the time had arrived for the exer- 
cise of that high, solemn power—of abolishing ‘the 
action of the State legislatures, and assuming. to 
itself the right of providing a new mode, ‘and a 
new manner, in which the people should elect 
their representatives; and he. repeated his ad- 
mission that Congress had the. right to exercise 
that power; and if Congress‘ had. gone on and 
passed a law by which the people of Georgia, 
without the intervention.of the State legislature, 
could have gone on and. elected their representa~ 
tives, his voice would not have been heard in oppe~ 
sition to it. Ofwhat use was it, then, to refer to the 
contemporaneous history of the adoption of the con- 
“stitution? But if they went to thearticles written at the 
time of the adoption of the constitution by Madison, 
and Jay, and others, they would find the principle 
which he had acknowledged to run through the 


whole. They would find that the incorporation of 


this exceedingly strong’ power to the general gove 
ernment into the constitution, was, by conternpora~ 
neous exposition, explained tobe a power of self 

It-was a power to enable the 


the- State Legislatures when they should ass 


‘sume to place themselves in a position. in-which 
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the functions of this government could: .not, be 
be exercised. If the legislature of Georgia had re- 
fused or failed to discharge. the duties which de- 
volved on it--if the contingency had arisen for 
which the good and wise men who framed the con- 
stitution made provision,—the time would have ar- 
rived for the exercise of this power by Congress. 
The-constitution left the power with Congress; and 
Congress must decide whee the time had arrived to 
exercise that power. In deciding on the propriety 
of its action, it must have reference to acts and cir- 
cumstances, and to the opinions of those who adopt- 
ed the federal constitution. But it might be asked 
why the amendments suggested. by the State legisla- 
tures, at the time of the the adoption. of the consti- 
tution, were not incorporated into that instrument; 
and he would reply that it was because this power 
was one which 1t was understood Congress would 
never exercise, except for one of two purposes— 
self-preservation, or to produce uniformity, which 
mightbe considered requisite for the preservation of 
the government in its original purity. When this 
occasion arose, he would go heart and hand with 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] in making provision to meet the emergency. 
He should be with that gentleman, as one of the 
representatives of the State of Georgia, to preserve 
this government; or if there should be such a want 
of uniformity in the action of the State legislatures 
as to induce the belief that it was necessary to pass 
such law. But, in relation to the act of the last 
Congress, he asked if the time had arrived; was 
there such discrepancy, such want ef uniformity, as 
to bring difficulties into the government, to call for 
the exercise of this power? Not at all. No one 
would pretend that such was the case. But if it 
had, he would say that Congress had failed to carry 
out the powers which our fathers had given it by 
the constitution. Congyress“had failed to apply its 
powers in such a way as would authorize the States 
to yield up all authority vested in them. When 
Congress exercised power, it should exercise it in 
such a manner that the people of the States could 
fully and freely elect their representatives under the 
constitution, without reference to the State legisla- 
tures, 

He had presented to the House the reasons which 
influenced his mind. They might differ from those 
reasons which influenced others, who, nevertheless, 
were on the same side as he was. For his opinions 
he held no one responsible but himself; but if all 
the reasoning there was not satisfactory to the 
House that their election was valid, let the House 
‘come up to the discharge of its duties, and let them 
return to their constituents: if, however, the House 
should deem their election valid, and the section of 
this law under discussion to be null and void, it 
was due to the people of Georgia, and to the consti- 
tution, that they should remain here, and exercise 
the privileges which the constitution secured to all 
the representatives of the people. 

The SPEAKER rose and stated the question to 
be on the adoption of the resolution reported by the 
Committee of Elections. No other gentleman rising 
to continue the debate— 

Mr. THOMASSON inquired if a motion had 
been made to substitute the resolution reported by 
the minority of the committee for that reported by 
the majority. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that no 
such motion was pending. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CRANSTON hoped the question would not 
now be taken with so thin a House. He was also 
understood to urge that several gentlemen, not now 
in their seats, were desirous to address the House on 
this subject before the question was taken. 

Mr. i. D. DAVIS moved an acjoumiment, 

The yeas and nays were called for, and being or- 
dered, they resulted as follows: yeas 51, nays 78; 
so the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. NEWTON rose and said that he had not 
come prepared to-day to speak upon this important 
subject; but he had never yet failed to do battle in 
the cause of his country, and, however unprepared, 
he would proceed to the discussion, if the House 
would indulge him with a hearing. 

A motion. was made to adjourn; which, being 
negatived, 

r. NEWTON proceeded. The resolution of 
the committee, if he understood it, waived the ques- 
tion of constitutionality. It had not been urged, he 
believed, that the law was unconstitutional, but only 
that it was inoperative and void, because it did not 


|| go to the fall extent of the- constitutional power of 


Congress over the subject. <<. a T 

The law was admitted -to have- been passed 
through all- the forms of legal enactment, and had 
been sanctioned by the President. of the United 
States. He did not.stand there as the eulogist of 
the present occupant of the executive mansion; but 
a maxim with him was, not to. war with the dead. 
De mortius nil nisi bonum. - If gentlemen would act 
in the spirit which the President had manifested, 


_and give to their doubts that weight which he had 


done, he would undertake to say that they would 


| not desire to decide this great constitutional question 


in the manner in which, from ‘the infirmities to 
which they were all liable, he feared they would ar- 
rive. 

Mr. N. proceeded to argue at some length in fa- 
vor of the constitutionality of the law; after which, 

Mr. THOMPSON obtained the floor; and upon 
his motion, 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. STRONG: Petition of the inhabitants of 
Brookhaven, on Long Island, for an appropriation 
to preserve and improve the inlet to Port Jefferson 
bay and Setauket harbor. 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of postage-payers 
at Richmond, Virginia, praying for the adoption of 
the principle of prepayment of postage; that it may 
be regulated by weight; for the reduction of postage, 
and the reduction and regulation of the franking 
privilege. A like petition of merchants and traders, 
and other postage-payers of Richmond, Virginia. 

By Mr. BIDLACR. Three petitions of similar ten- 
or from citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, 
asking for a reduction of postage, and a revision of 
the post-office laws generally: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. P. B. JOHNSON: Petition of James M. 
Booth and 206 other citizens of Washington county, 
Ohio, praying Congress to make Appropriations for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio river: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the 

etition of Jesse Skinner and 134 other citizens of 
ocking and Perry counties, in the State of Ohio, 
paying for the establishment of a mail route from 
ew Lexington, Perry county, through Straitsville, 
to Logan, in Hocking county: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: Petition of George 
H. Collins of East Haddam, in Middlesex county, 
Connecticut, praying Congress to refund to him 
moneys paid for land upon a certificate issued at the 
receiver's office at Detroit, bearing date January 13, 
1837, there being no such land as that described in 
said certificate: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: Petition of Edmund 
Page and 129 other citizens of Indiana county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a post 
route from the borough of Indiana to the borough of 
Blairsville. Petition of Wm. McCoy and 95 oth- 
ers, of similar import. Petition of Augustus Drum 
and 26 others, of similar import. 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. MILLER presented additional documents in 
support of the claim of Charles L. Williamson, for 
compensation for injuries received in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 
Charles Avery, and 59 others of Pittsburg, and Al- 
leghany county, Pennsylvania, praying for the con- 
struction of a ship canal around ‘the falls of St. 
Mary: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
sundry members of the tae of Michigan, praying, 
for reasons assigned therein, that the thirtieth sec- 
tion of the judiciary act, in regard to the taking of 
testimony, may be amended: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the petition of John Washing- 
ington, praying compensation for military services 
against the Indians, in 1790, made an adverse re- 
port thereon: ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 


| Publis Lands. reported a bill to authorize the issu- . 


ing-ofa-patent to Joseph Campau; for a tract of. 


land in the State of Michigan; and a bill for. the re~ 
lief of Joseph Campau; which were read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. ; 


Mr. HENDERSON presented joint resolutions, 


adopted by the legislature of Mississippi, instructing 


the senators and requesting the representatives from , 


that State to use their best exertions in urging on 
Congress the necessity of passing an act to reduce 
the fees of officers of the United States ‘courts in 
that State. Mr. H. said he would commend to the 
attention of the Committee on the Judiciary the 
subject of the resolutions. It was one of great 
rievance to the people of the State of Mississippi. 
hile the salary of the judges was insufficient 
compensation for the duties which they performed, 
the fees of the officers in the United States courts in 
that State were so high as to be a matter of great 
complaint on the part of the people. He moved to 
refer the resolutions to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. KING expressed a hope that the Committee 
on the Judiciary would not confine themselves to 
the bare state of the facts as it regarded Mississippi. 
There were other States laboring under the same 
grievance. i 

The subject was brought to the attention of Con- 
gress by the State of Alabama long ago. He hoped, 
therefore, that the committee would examine the 
subject, so far as it regarded that State, and relieve 
the people there from the excessive burdens by way 
of fees to the officers of the United States courts; 
for they were extravagant beyond measure. He 
trusted that they would be so regulated as to allay 
complaints, and at the same time afford fair compen- 
sation to the officers. 

Mr. BERRIEN (the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee) made some remarks upon the subject, 
so inaudible as not to be heard in the reporters’ gal- 
lery sufficiently distinct to be understood and re- 

orted. 
He was followed by some remarks from Mr. 
HENDERSON, which, for the same reason, cannot 
be reported. 

The resolutions were then referred to the Judicia- 
ry Committee. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the petition of Joseph 
Fletcher, for compensation for a wagon and team 
lost in the service of the United States. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Claims 
on the claim of ‘William A. Weaver, for services in 
compiling the sixth census, was taken up and con- 
curred in by the Senate. 


THE FINE ON GEN. JACKSON AND THE RIGHT 


g OF INSTRUCTION. 

Mr. DAYTON presented joint resolutions adopt- 
ed by the general assembly and legislative council of 
New Jersey, instructing the senators and requesting 
the representatives from that State to vote for the 
passage of the act now before that body to refund 
the fine to Gen. Jackson, together with interest upon 
the same from that time to the time of its payment, 
as an act of justice to that distingushed patriot and 
able defender of his country. 

Mr. DAYTON said that, inasmuch as he did not 
propose to address the Senate on the bill itself, he 
would briefly, but respectfully, respond to these res- 
olutions now. I am (said he) most happy to receive 
instructions in the course of my offical duties from 
any source; but when those instructions emanate from 
a source so high as the legislative council and 
general assembly of the State of New Jer- 
sey, I feel myself eculiarly honored. Should 
the bill in question þe moulded into such form 
as will justify me in my own judgment, it will give 
me pleasure to conform my action to their wishes. 
But I am unwilling, at this stage of the question, 
to announce what will be my final vote upon the 
bill. I am here for advisement; and so long asa 
single hour remains-—until discussion and delibera- 
tion are both exhausted—I hold myself “open to 
conviction.” Should I finally doubt, the instructions 
of a New Jersey legislature would have with me a 
controlling power. But, sir, while I thus, with 
unaffected sincerity, acknowledge the high egs- 
tumate I place upon the opinions of that body, 
let me not be misunderstood. I utterly deny the 
binding force of these instructions. I will not 
shield myself from a just responsibility by sub- 
terfuge or evasion. I repeat, that I utterly deny 
the binding force of these instructions. This cham- 

er was not intended as an automaton chegs-board, 
Ror wè as senseless pieces with which others play a 


+ 


gamie. If the legislature of New Jersey go further 
than ‘to advise me of their wishes—-to communicate 
what they believe to be the sentiments of our com- 
mon constituents, they usurp a power which does 
not belong to them. They were elected for no such 
purpose. I hold my place on this floor subject to 
no limitation save that affixed by the constitution; 
and fesponsible to no power save that of the peo- 
ple. ‘Between them and me, I acknowledge no such 
“go-between,” Firmly, and yet respectfully, I 
shall repel every attempt to encroach, in this or any 
other form, upon my constitutional rights. 

Sir, I was not elected to this body for any specific 
object, but for general legislative purposes. Sosoon 
as I assumed my seat, not New Jersey alone, but the 
entire Union was entitled to the benefit of my judg- 
ment, of however little value it might be. 

Although New Jersey may be satisfied, as far as 
it is concerned, to have its legislature think for me, 
will Massachusetts, will Georgia, will Kentucky 
consent? As a senator of the United States, I have 
relations with them. IfI substitute the judgment 
of a New Jersey legislature in place of my own, 
what becomes of those relations? how are those du- 
ties satisfied? 

But, as a member of this body, the initiatory 
step upon my part was an oath to support the còn- 
stitution of these United States. Has this doctrine 
of instructions its origin there? Far from it. The 
object of that provision which gives to the office its 
duration, was expressly intended to provide against 
those constant changes which this doctrine must 
bring about. © This was intended as the conservative 
department of government—a something above and 
beyond the reach of popular impulse, or sudden 
change; and yet this doctrine assumes that a legisla- 
tive body, elected annually, may direct us in our 
official action here, or drive us from our seats. If 
this be so, the constitutional provision is nullified. 
But it it not so: the very act of resigning sooner than 
violate one’s conscience by obeying, admits away 
the whole argument. The reasoning by which this 
doctrine is attempted to be enforced, if I understand 
it, is, that senators being appointed by the legisla- 
ture, represent the State—the one as the principal, 
the other asthe agent. That wherever the princi- 
pal, through its legislature, chooses to instruct, it 
takes the responsibility, and the agent is bound to 
obey. And yet those gentleman who profess to act 
upon this doctrine, uniformily resign when instruct- 
ed to vote in conflict with their own judgments. And 
yet the vote to be given is rarely, if ever, a question 
of moral right or wrong; it is a question of judg- 
ment only—a mere matter of political expediency. 
And yet upon such a question, and where the prin- 
cipal assumes, as they say, all the responsibility, 
the advocates of the doctrine resign sooner than vio- 
late their consciences by obedience. Sir, the act of 
resigning is an admission that, in despite of instruc- 
tions the responsibility is yet with them. If the 
legislature have the right to direct us in our duties 
here, how, on such a question, involving no moral 
principle, can it affect the conscience or the honor to 
obey? This 1s one of those difficulties growing out 
of this doctrine, and the practice under it, to which 
l apprehend there is no satisfactory solution. 

‘My viéws upon this subject are fortunately not 
the growth of my present position; they were ex- 

ressed long ago, and under other circumstances. 

nthe year 1838 I had the honor to be a member of 
the legislative council of New Jersey. General 
Wall, a highly respectable citizen of that State, then 
held a seat in this body, politically opposed, as he 
was, to a large majority of both branches of our 
legislature. is friends had, a few years preced- 
ing, been liberal in their instructions to Mr. Freling- 
huysen and the late Mr. Southard; and their want 
of obedience had been denounced with the utmost 
bitterness. Butthe face of things had now changed; 
their weapon was in our hands. It was sup- 
posed by some that it was our duty to strike; 
and that General Wall must obey or leave his 
seat. I then assumed the position for which I 
contend now—the right to express our opinions, 
our sense of what we believed to be the views of our 
constituents, but that the same was not, and could 
not, constitutionally, be binding upon a member of 
this body. In this modified form, resolutions were 

assed. They were utterly disregarded by General 
Wall. He said they were not instructions. Nor 
were they, in the sense that he understood the word. 
But if we were the principal, and he the agent; if 
we were the master,and he the servant,—of what im- 
portance was the form of expression? The servant 


who knows the will of his master, is as much bound- 


to conform thereto as though he had his. command. 


‘Words are but the shell; it is the sense: which con- 
stitutes the kernel. f . 

But, if I correctly understand the speech of my 
respected predecessor, he would not have obeyed in- 
structions, as such, emanating from us, because we 
did not believe in them; or, in other words, he would 
make our rule of faith hisrule of conduct. He says: 


“While I acknowledge the duty of. obedience to 
instructions, it is right for me to say thas I do not 
acknowledge the right of the legislature to play with 
it as wax, and mould it to any form. I will not be 
made the instrument of its abuse, nor shall it be 
prostituted to fraudulent purposes through my aid. 

am no Jew; and do not believe, if my enemy disre- 
gards the Sabbath, and makes war on me on that 
day, that the command to keep it holy forbids. self- 
defence. I now announce that, if those who do not 
believe in the doctrine of instruction, but trample it 
in the dust, and laugh it to scorn, attempt to destroy 
my political friends and principles by fraudulently 
availing themselves of our reverence for that doc- 
trine, they will not find me disarmed or unpre- 
pared for defence. I will not lend myself to any 
purpose to make the doctrine a sword for its ene- 
mies to destroy its friends, or a shield to save the 
enemies of the doctrine from all possibility of haz- 
ard. If they mean to blow hot and cold, they must 
select some other person to try that experiment 
upon.” 

This, Mr. President, will limit the doctrine, in 
its practical operation, within a very narrow com- 
passs. Itis needless for our friends to instruct, be- 
cause our views conform already; and if the adver- 
sary instruct we will not obey, because they do not 
believe in the doctrine ! 

Sir, when I find myself instructed by the party 
now in the ascendant in the New Jersey legislature, 
Iam constrained to refer tothese things. They 
contain the last practical exposition of the doctrine 
as maintained by the representative of that party 
upon this floor. The New Jersey legislature, it has 
been well said, has been an “instructing legisla- 
ture;” but its instructions here have always received, 

actically, but one exposition. Nothing, I think, 
in the way of politics, would so much surprise her 
citizens of both parties, as the resignation, at this 
day, of a member of this body, in obedience to. the 
doctrine of instructions. But, sir, so far as affects 
my own action, I care not who regards, or who dis- 
regards the doctrine. In my judgment, it is a doc- 
trine at variance both with the letter and the spirit 
of the constitution, and therein I place my justifi- 
cation. 

Mr. MILLER remarked that he, also, had receiv- 
ed from his State similar resolutions to those pre- 
sented by his colleague. He would send them to 
the Chair. He would not, on that occasion, trouble 
the Senate with any response to these resolutions. 
He would reserve his answer until the bill he was 
called upon to vote for was taken up for considera- 


tion. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred a memorial from 
a number of citizens of the town of Weston, Mis- 
souri, praying for the adoption of some measures to 
secure their titles to the holders of town lots 
therein, reported a bill for the relief of citizens of 
towns on lands of the United States under certain 
circumstances; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
John Brooks, praying compensation for certain 
military services. 

THE FINE INDEMNITY BIULL. 
Mr. ALLEN said it would be remembered that 
yesterday he gave notice, (after the refusal of the 

enate to take up the bill restoring the fine to Gen- 
eral Jackson,) that he would to-day renew the mo- 
tion. Since that time he had had some conversa~ 
tion with several senators, which induced him to 
waive the motion to take the bill up then, with the 
understanding that he would make the motion on 
Monday morning next. : 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, remarked that the un- 
finished business of yesterday—the tariff question— 
would come up on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLEN was aware of that. That subject 
would not come up in order until after 1 o’clock. 
He proposed to take up the indemnity bill during 
the morning hour of that day. E 

LUNATIC ASYLUM. 
On motion by Mr. MILLER the Senate resumed 


ration (an: 

he bill providing for the insane ho 
trict of: Columbia.: s 

Mr.: MERRICK remarked, that since 
lastundér discussion, he. had: received. aco: 
cation from the president in charge of the M: 
hospital at Baltimore, in which-the pauper lunati¢s .: 
of the District were now: provided for and supported 
under the law of Congress, upon the subject-of the 


amount due that institution for. such service.’ A 
sum of $3,000, it seemed, was provided by the-bill .. 
to defray the expenses of those unfortunate beings 


for the yer 1843. The president of that institution ` 
said in his communication that. the-sum of $3,000 
would only pay until the 10th of December last, 
and that another quarter. would be due. before. the 
institution in the District could be made ready to re- 
ceive them. On the 10th of March, $975, in addi- 
tion, will be due. He, therefore, proposed to strike 
out $3,000 from the bill, and insert $4,000, ‘to. be 
applied to the purpose indicated, or so much’ as 
would be necessary. 

The question was put on the motion, and it was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLEN said he had asked the senator from 
New Jersey [Mr.MiLLER] several questions the other 
day, which he deemed it important should be answer- 
ed. One was, how many of those unfortunate per- 
sons there were to be provided for? Another question 
was, how many of those persons properly belonged 
to the different States, and were not residents.of the 
District? These were very material questions, inas- 
much as the main argument referred to the fact that 
most of the persons for whom the bill proposed to 
provide were not residents of this District, but were 
transient visiters, drawn here by the action of the 
government. He again submitted these. questions, 
and desired that the senator [Mr. MiLLER] ‘would 
state what was the aggregate number of those’ per- 
sons, and the proportion of them who were not res- 
dents of the District. 

Mr. MILLER said he would give the gentleman 
and the Senate all the information he had in relation 
to this subject. There were, he understood, twenty- 
five pauper lunatics who had been declared such by 
the authorities in the District, under the act of Con- 
grese: He had learned from the marshal of the 

istrict, as the best source of information, that où. 
of the number provided for by Congress in the Bal; 
timore asylum, fifteen. were not natives or residents 
of this District; that they were brought here either 
on business connected with Congress, or came for 
other purposes. They had all, however, been de» 
clared lunatics within the District, under the act of. 
Congress. 

Mr. M. then proceeded at some length to show. 
the necessity which existed for the establishment of 
au institution of this kind at the seat of government; 
referring, in support of his argument, to the attempt 
made by a lunatic to assassinate the President of the 
United States, to explain the reason why ‘such 
an institution would necessarily require a larger ap- 
propriation for its support, in proportion to the pop- 
ulation of the District, than similar establishments 
in the States would require, regarded in the same 
point of view. 

When this bill was before the Senate some days 
ago, the senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] had rers 
marked that it appeared to him to beakind of 
scheme for money-getting. Now he wished’ to. re- 
lieve the bill, and those concerned in it, from, any 
such imputation. If it was a money-getting bill, he 
confessed it was the poorest contrivance for that 
purpose that was ever conceived by:man. Who 
was to get money by it? the steward? the officers? 
the inspectors? The whole salary only amounted 
to $1,250, to be under the control of the President. 
Would this be a money-making affair to any of the 
persons concerned in the institution? Certainly the 
physicians would not find it a very lucrative busi- 
ness; for, of all men in the world, none were so 
poorly paid for their services as the physicians oflu- 
natic asylums; and if it were not for that philanthro- 
py which did honor to the profession—if mere sal- 
ary were any consideration—the office would not be 

erformed. What did the bill propose to do? To 

ire three inspectors, at a salary of $250 per annum; 
aphysician, at a salary of $500; the steward, at 
$500; and this man was to live in the building, and 
support a family on his salary. Was this money- 
getting? Congress was called upon by its previous 
legislation—by its duty to itself, by every motive o 
humanity—to make this appropriation. He would 
hold the strings of the public purse with as strong a 
grasp as any man, to protect it from rapacity; but 


Vod Op $ S-Ch ; 
and cherish destitute persons throw: 
instanée, they could expect to derive aid. He hoped, 
. therefore, that the bill would meet with the favora- 
ble consideration of the Senate. 3 


Mr. ALLEN said-there was no membér of the © 


Senate that would not readily accord with the char- 
itable sentiments just expressed. by the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey. But the question was not 
one-of charity; it was, whois to pay for this lunatic 
asylum, and on whom did the obligation rest to de~ 
fray the expenses of it? Was it the nation, or the 
District `of Columbia? The honorable gentleman 
Said it was not 'a money-getting concern; but he 
(Mr. ALLEN) would ask what was said when the 
bill to convert the old jail into an asylum was under 
consideration in this Renate two years ago. ‘Ten 
thousand dollars were then sought and granted to 
enable the government to fit up that building for the 
reception of the afflicted and unfortunate; and now, 
if itis asked how that sum has been expended, 
the answer is, that it has provided accommodation 
for 25 patients. ý ; 

Mr. MILLER. The building, as now fitted up, 
will accommodate from 75 to 100 persons. 

_ Mr. ALLEN said that made but little difference. 
Tt was only two years since the last appropriation of 
$10,000, and now a further appropriation of a like 
amount was demanded to maks the first available, 
with an addition to cover arrearagos, What was the 
prospect? That of an increased demand every year. 
No proclamation of charity, he contended, could jus- 
tify senators in allowing trespasses on the public 
money. It was their duty to look carefully to those 
who, at all times and in all places, are found ready 
to sink their arms to the elbow in the long purse of 
the treasury; and to prevent their doing so. The 
people of the District of Columbia should be bound 
to take care of their own afflicted, the same as ever 
State in the Union was bound to do. The bill itself 
contained an answer to the only argument ad- 
vanced in its favor, in providing for the return 
of the afflicted patients found within the Dis- 
trict, to the States to which they belong. 
Was it reasonable to ask for an appropriation for 
their support, when there was an express provision 
for their being sent to the States they belonged to? 
To show that the appropriation required was ex- 
cessive, Mr. Arren quoted from the official report 
of the superintendent of the insane asylum in Ohio, 
showing the annual grant from the State legislature 
for support of that institution to be $14,000; which, 
with $2,300 from other sources, made up its yearly 
income. Thus the State of Ohio, with a population 
of two millions, supported an institution which, 
for magnificence of structure, cleanliness of interior, 
regularity of management, or provision for the 
health and comfort of its unfortunate inmates, could 
not be spr are at an annual expenditure of 
$14,000; while the District of Columbia, with a 
population of 43,000 persons, asks $5,000 per year 
for the same purpose. If, under the proposed bill, 
the people of the District of Columbia did their duty, 
they would send to their different States all the 
lunatics not bona fide residents of the District; and, 
by doing so, they would reduce the number from 
twenty-five to five or six. It was not too much to 
premise they would do their duty; and if so, they 
would, according to this bill, ask Congress to sup- 
port the remaining five or six at the moderate rate 
of ney per head; and this they would do 
while Ohio was supporting her insane patients at 
96 per head. Grant the sum now asked for, and 

ouble the amount would be looked for next year, 
and so on ad infinitum; for, when the neighboring 
States found the government so liberal, it was not to 
be doubted that they would take advantage of that 
liberality by sending as many of their own afflicted 
into the District as they could get there. The bill 
proposed for the care of twenty-five patients and 
twenty attendants—nearly one to each. 

Mr. MILLER said the family of the steward, 
who would live on the premises, was included in 
the twenty persons counted in the estimate—all 
reckoned at seventy-five dollars per head for sup- 

ort. 

Mr. ALLEN said it amounted to the same thing, 
the only difference being that families were to be pro- 
vided for. He thought, when there were so many 
excuses to. get money from the public treasury ex- 
pended in the District, and when an application for 
a dollar to remove river obstructions, that caused a 
frightful annual loss of life and property, was sure 
to be met with a cry of reform and ‘retrenchment, 


nthe mer: 
cy of Congress—the only source from which, in this 


{| members of the Senate should 
| As to himself, except the avpropriation was reduced, 
and that considerably, he would ‘vote ‘against the 
bill, and continue to’ vote ‘against similar measures 
introduced ‘hereafter, i aoe 
Mr. MERRICK said there was not the slightest 
danger to apprehénd that the pasaing of the bill would 
occasion any inctease of insane subjects in the Dis- 
trict; ‘The neighboring ‘States of Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, and: Pennsylvania, had institutions for the 
cure of their own afflicted; and those are not going 
to be abolished.. As to the amount of appropriation 
complained of, the senator from Ohio should rec- 
ollect the difference of prices between his State and 
the District. ‘There, ali necessaries of life were 
cheap in the extreme; while here, and ‘in the adjoin- 
ing country, those articles were comparatively 
dear. He also pointed out the expense of sending 
lunatics to their home—for instance: a raving man to 
Ohio: his expenses, with that of a care keeper, should 
be paid there, and the expenses of the keeper back. 
r. ALLEN did not consider the explanation of 
the senator from Maryland at all satisfactory; and 
went on to show that it was unconstitutional for the 
government so to favor the District by the appro- 
priation in its behalf of the public moneys. ‘Too 
much had been done for it; and when Congress paid 
the debt of the District, it would have been equally 
justified in assuming and paying off the debt of the 
State of New York. 

Mr. MERRICK said the honorable senator from 
Ohio took an erroneous view of the reasons that led 
Congress to assume the debt of the District. It was 
from a conviction that, in good faith, it was due by 
the United States to the District. Government owns 
here a large and valuable property, which, if taxed 
by the authorities the same as their own property 
was taxed, would leave government, after taking 
credit for all appropriations, deeply indebted to the 
District. 

Mr. ALLEN. The expenditures of government 
within the District were more than equivalent for 
any benefit that the District could derive from taxes 
on government property. Remove the seat of gov- 
ernment, and Washington would become a wilder- 
ness—the foxes would burrow on Capitol Hill. 

Mr. MILLER inquired how many pauper luna- 
tics were supported in the institution in Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN was not prepared to state the num- 
ber of paupers—the whole number was 145. 

Mr. HAYWOOD was opposed to the clause giv- 
ing to three inspectors a salary of $250 each. He 
thought ita reflection on the character of the Dis- 
trict, which said they could not get three individuals 
of character who would perform the duties of in- 
Spectors for charity. Ifthere should be hired in- 
spectors, he thought they should be paida salary 
sufficient to make them faithful to their trust. He 
believed the lunatic asylum would be a curse and 
nota blessing to the District. He would move that 
that portion of the bill providing for the payment of 
inspectors be stricken out. 

Mr. MILLER te ee that where labor was re- 
quired to be performed honestly, it was necessary 
to have some hold on the responsibility of the per- 
son performing it; and this could only be done by 
giving compensation. .The inspectors under this 
bill would, with other general duties, be required to 
meet once a fortnight, to examine and regulate all 
accounts of expenditure, &c., and to prepare a faith- 
ful yearly report for the information of Congress. 
The bill only provided for a year, and then, if the 
duties were not well performed, Congress have the 
remedy in its own hands. : 

Mr. Haywoop’s amendment was then put, 
but did not prevail. 

The question that this bill be engrossed for a 
third reading, was then put. 

The yeas and nays, were then called for, when 
there appeared, yeas 29—nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fulton, Jarnegin, 
King, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, 
Porter, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Up- 
ham, Walker, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben 
ton, Breese, Colquitt, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, 
Huger, Tappan, and Wright—13. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved the postponement of the 
previous order, so that a bill for changing the time 
for holding courts in Clarksburg and Wheeling, in 
the district of Virginia, might be taken up as in 
committee of the whole. 

Ihe motion having been agreed to, and the bill 
rea 


Mr. SEVIER said that, last spring, one of the 


k carefully into it. 


judges was hot able, im consequence of the dificul- 
ties of travelling at that season, to reach  the’court 
in Arkangas, at the time appointed for opening it; 
and he moved, therefore, as an amendment, ‘that the 
second Monday in “April be substituted for the 
fourth Monday in March, as the time for holding 
the United States court in that State. 

` The amendment was concurred in; and the bill 
having gone through the necessary stages, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a certain act passed by 
the Virginia legislature, amendatory of the charter 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company, in 
which the acquiescence of Congress was asked. It 
was committed. 

On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate ad- 
journed, it would adjourn till Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, in re- 
ply to the resolution of the Senate concerning the 
erection of Fort Wayne on the site heretofore select- 
ed for that purpose, on the Arkansas frontier: order- 
ed to lie on the table. 

Also laid before the Senatea communication from 
the President of the United States, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 9th 
of January, reports from the Secretaries of State and 
War, giving information of the number of Indians 
living in the limits of the United States, who receive 
pensions or annuities from the British government: 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
the Navy, in compliance witha resolution of the 
Senate of January 21, showing what would be the 
additional cost of employing the home squadron in 
cruising between the port of New Orleans and the 
island of Cuba, &c. &c.: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business; and after a short time 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 9, 1844. : 


The joornal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the resolution reported by the Committee 
of Elections. 

Mr. HAMLIN desired permission to present a 
petition upon a subject upon which the Committce 
on Commerce had made a report, and upon which 
he had been called before that committee to give tes- 
timony, in order that the petition and the report 
might be printed together. 

bjection being made— 

Mr. HAMLIN moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to enable him to present the petition, and 
move that it be printed; which motion was neg- 
atived, and the House then proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the order of the day. 


THE FOUR STATES. 


Mr. THOMPSON being entitled to the floor, pro- 
ceeded to address the House. His right. to his seat 
upon this floor being involved in the decision of this 
question, it devolved upon him to undertake, and if 
possible to demonstrate, the rightfulness of his title. 

e could not be induced to retain his seat, and to ex- 
ercise the high functions which appertained to him as 
a member of that House for a single day, if he be- 
lieved that the people who sent him there had no right 
to elect members to Congress, and that a majority of 
their voices had not called him to the situation he 
held. The constitution made this House the judge 
oi the qualification, election , and returns of its mem- 

ers. = 

_ The members of this House, then, were the sole 
judges of the question now before them; and from 
their decision lay no appeal. Being judges of the 
question, they ought to approach it with coolness, 
and endeavor to lay aside the garb of the partisan, 
and not seek to make political capital out of it. A 
great right was involved—the dearest right of free- 
men—the right of representation—the right to have 
a voice in the making of those laws by which they 
were to be governed: that right was involved in the 
decision of this question; and the people’s repres 
aoa should be slow to tamper with such a 
right. ` 

Mr. T. then entered into an argument to show 
that Congress had not the power to compél the 
States to legislate in reference to the regulation of 
their elections; ‘and that, if Congress, under the au- 
thority conferred upon it by the constitution, took 


any step in: the matter, its action must be complete, 
or else:it was inoperative. What was the question 
now before the House? Four States—Georgia, 
New Hampshire, Missouri, and Mississippi—had, 
under their election laws, which prescribed the time, 
places, and manner of holding their elections, agree- 
ably to the wishes and views of the people, sent 
representatives to Congress. There were three par- 
ties to this contest—the Congress of the United 
States, the legislatures of the States, and the people. 
The people possessed the inherent right of representa- 
tion; and it was a most clear construction, that where 
there were conflicting statutes they must be so con- 
strued aş, if possible, not to defeat the right. The 
right which the people had was to have a voicein 
the. making of ws by which they were to be 
governed. The people had an election system by 
which their elections had been held. He would not 
now discuss the point whether the legislatures of 
the States were bound to conform to the legislation 
of Congress or not.: They did not not conform; 
they did not intend to be defeated or deprived of the 
right of representation; and, as was said by the 
gentleman from Virginia, if a statute were in its 
terms impossible to be complied with, it was of no sort 
of force or validity. In this case the people could 
not conform to the act of Congress; and this he held 
to be a sufficient answer to the argument of those 


who contend that Congress may exercise legisla- | 


tive power to a certain extent, and leave the re- 
mainder untouched, and call upon the States to carry 
out and complete the enactment, and then to comply 
with it.in all its particulars. If anything was clearly 
established, it was. that Congress having the supe- 
rior power, if they take upon themselves the ex- 
ercise of it, must exercise it in sucha way as 
not to defeat, but to secure, the right of re- 
presentation. This point had been so ably ar- 
gued by the gentleman from New York, that he 
need not now dwell upon it. If Congress had the 
power contended for, he could only say it had been 
exercised most imprudently. Suppose the repre- 
sentatives of these four States were rejected: the peo- 
pe who elected them would probably send them 

ack, and again call upon Congress to admit them 
to their seats; and what then would be the course ta- 
ken by this House? Would they persist in the 
stand they had taken, and occasion a dismember- 
ment ofthe Union? This would be the inevitable 
result. Itseemed to him that they were compelled 
to admit that these members were entitled to their 
seats. It was said the act of Congress was no man- 
damus to the States; and yet, if they do not comply 
with it, it was said their representatives were not en- 
titled to their seats. Ifit were not a mandamus, it 
must be just what the President of the U. States said 
it was when he signed it, viz:—that it was an act mere- 
ly advisatory and recommendatory in its terms; and, 
without this construction, it never would have had 
a place among your statutes. Mr. T. then referred 
to the powers of Congress upon various sub- 
jects analogous to the one under consideration, 
and argucd thatin all these cases Congress was 
bound, if they took action at all, to carry out and 

erfect that action, or else their proceedings would 
fe amere nullity. It would be no more, at all 
events, than a mere advisement or recommendation 
to the States. 

He took for granted that the right of representa- 
tion wasa right which characterizes every free gov- 
ernment. Just in proportion as this right was- secured 
to a people, in that proportion hberty could be said 
to exist. Why was the Russian a slave? He pos- 
sessed no right of representation. He might be 
contented, prosperous, nay, even happy in his con- 
dition; wearing the trappings of his lord and mas- 
ter, he might even be proud of his condition; but he 
was, nevertheless,a slave. He could not partici- 

ate in making the laws by which his rights were to 

e determined. What was the great distinguishing 
differerice between a slave anda freeman? It was 
that the one had a voice in the making of laws, by 
which he himself should be governed, and the other 
had no. such right. He conceived, then, that the 
right of representation was the dearest boon of free- 
men, and should be jealously cherished. 

How often is the complaint heard in-the different le- 
gislatures that the districts are not made in conformity 
with:-the-wishes of the people? Once begin and tamper 
with the subject, and acknowledge that Congress can 
district: the. States, and the party that is defeated 
im any State’will petition Congress to district it anew. 
If Congress.could do this, it could district one State, 
and have another undistricted; and in the hands ofa 
corrupt .party here, having the control of this and 


the other House, and. the presidential ehair 


ter EO ai, what 
corruption might not grow up? Could they natlay 
off the districts, and give toone ten members, and ta 
another of equal. size- only one? It could not have 
escaped-the minds of those who attended-this.con- 
vention, if they suppósed that Congress would ever 
claim this. power, that its exercise would -produce 
these tremendous consequences. Had they supposed 
that such would be the results, they.would have 
taken the alarm, and stricken the power from the 
constitution. But how did the States derive the 
power of districting? He held that the first article of 
the second section gave that power, by declaring 
that the House of Representatives shall consist of 
members to be chosen every second year by the peo- 
ple of the States; and that when any.one member 
1s elected from a State, he is the representative—not of 


a portion of the State, but of the whole State. That - 


being the case, what power has the legislature to 
lay off the States into districts? It was done on the 
principle that all having equal powers, the legisla- 
ture may so lay off the State as to suit the conve- 
nience of all the people of theState. Having, as he 
hoped, made himself understood on this point, he 
would proceed to another. He would agree that if 
the States derived the power of districting from the 
fourth section of the constitution, Congress had 
the right to do it ander the same section. He held 
that they had not the right from that section, but 
that they held it by the article of the amendments 
reserving to the States and the people thereof the 
rights not granted to the government, and by the 
principle of agreement between the legislatures and 
the people, by which they may district the States to 
suit the convenience of the latter. He denied that 
the four States had shown any factious opposition 
to the law; it was impossible for them to obey it, 
and Congress had no right to require it of them. 
The gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. BeLser,] asked 
what would be the consequence if the large States 
should adopt the general-ticket system. 

He looked upon such a measure as most disas- 
trous and ruinous to the small States. Now, he 
(Mr. T.) looked upon it as far more dangerous to 
them, that a corrupt majority here should have the 
power to district the States at pleasure; and if they 
should adopt the principle that Congress may in- 
struct or command the States, where was it to end? 
In conclusion, Mr. T. said that, Congress having 
discharged its duty imperfectly, their act was null 
and void; and, as a consequence, the members from 
the four States were entitled to their seats. Con- 
gress, he thought, had no right to prescribe to the 
States; and all it could do was to designate the time 
when, and the place where, the elections are to be 


held. 

Mr. STEPHENS observed that he was aware 
that the House was wearied with this subject; and, 
as so much time had already been occupied with it, 
he should be brief, and should endeavor to confine 
himself strictly to the question before the House. 
The gentleman who had just concluded his 
remarks, advanced the opinion that it never 
was intended by the fourth section of the first arti- 
cle of the constitution to confer the power of dis- 
tricting the States on Congress. It seemed to him 
that the gentleman, and all those who occupied the 
same ground, were forced to this position. Now, 
he contended that the power was given to Congress 
by this article; and to prove this, Mr. S. quoted 
the opinions of Mr. Madison in the convention. 

The gentleman made another remark that he must 
notice: he said that, if he believed the law was con- 
stitutional and binding, he would not take his seat 
here. Now, he (Mr. S.) held differently. He held 
that the law was constitutional; yet he would take 
and retain his seat here so long as the House would 
permit him todo so. He had been asked by gen- 
tlemen how he could maintain this position; and his 
reply was, that the question was not for him to de- 
cide: the constitution. had constituted this House 
the tribunal to adjudicate it; and to that tribunal it 
was his duty to leave it. He would not set up his 
judgment in opposition to that of the tribunal desig- 
nated by the constitution. Believing the law to be 
constitutional, he would not violate it, but would 
stand here to support and defend it, to the utmost 
of his ability; and, if he could convince the House 
to-day that the members returned from the four 
States which elected by general ticket were not en- 
titled to their seats, it would be his pleasure to do 
so. Notwithstanding he held these opinions, he be- 
lieved he had a right to take his seat here; and he 


also believed that he had a right to vote. on all the... 
-questions that might come. before the “House. . He 


y a member of that party, [Mr. Camppent,] and he 
was glad to find that, in the settlement of this great 
constitutional question, the two parties were not are 
rayed against each other.. He would here take oc- 
casion to reply to a remark made by his colleague 
the other day, that, in the State of Georgia, both par- 
ties were in favor of the general-ticket system, < Hee 
begged leave, respectfully, to. differ with his col- 
league; for, so far as his observation extended, he 
was satisfied that a majority of the people. of that 
State were in favor of the district system.. : Mr. S. 
here noticed the act of the democratic legislature 
districting the State, which was vetoed by the gov. 
ernor, and the state of parties in relation to this 
question. 

He then proceeded to discuss the constitutionality 
of this law of Congress. He contended that: Con- 
gress had a full. and absolute power—a power, the 
exercise of which depended on no. contingency—to 
district the States. This power was conferred by 
the clause of the cgygtitution which had. been-relied 
on throughout oe and, as contemporaneous 
exposition had bé@W referred to, he affirmed that 
such exposition also supported his views of this ques- 
tion. He quoted authorities to. show that an amend- 
ment to the constitution was proposed by a State con- 
vention, so as to limit the exercise of this power by 
Congress, but it was negatived; and the whole case 
showed clearly that it was then understood that 
Congress possessed the absolute power. . Mr. Madi- 
son, who must be supposed. to have known ‘what 
was meant by the constitution, so. understood it. 
It was admitted that Congress. ‘possessed ‘the 
power; but it was said that if Congress: acted at. all 
it must exercise a complete power, and must go 
into detail. He went on to reply to his colleague 
{Mr. Coss] on this point, and instanced many al- 
terations of statutes, which were effected without 
repealing the statutes altered. He also quoted the 
language of Mr. Madison on this point, who under- 
stood that general powers were conferred on Con- 
gress, and particular powers on the State legisla- 
tures. His colleague had contended that, if Con- 
gress exercised its power on this subject, it must 
supply something for that which it displaced: to 
this he replied that Congress had, in the exercise of 
its general powers, as described by Mr. Madison, 
supplied the district system for the genera]-ticket 
system, on which the State legislatures were to.ex- 
ercise their particular powers. He illustrated his 
position in various ways; and then went on to con- 
contend that Congress might exercise powers. which 
would require legislative action on the. part of the 
States to secure to the people of the States their 
rights. i Bile ots 

Suppose Congress had regulated the naturalization 
laws for all the States; suppose they had declared - 
that no individual should be naturalized in Georgia 
without a residence of four years: could an individ- 
ual, in such case, be naturalized there without com- 
plying wtth that law, unless the State legislature 
should act upon the subject? , : 

There were one or two other doctrines in the re- 
port of the committee, to which he wished to allude, 
and he did so to show the extravagance of that re- 

ort. 

[Mr. S. here read a portion of the report.] He 
would ask if the passage of the districting clause 
of the apportionment act, had entirely uprooted the 
whole system of legislation in the States? Did not | 
their legislatures assemble every year as. before? 
Had this law any such operation as that stated. He 
referred to the doctrines of Mr. Madison, upon State 
rights and the powers of Congress; and declared that 
he-held similar opinions.to those promulgated. by 


that ‘distinguished “man. : -He held: that all: power 
“emanates ‘from the’ pedple;’and ‘the will of each 
articular: portion of the’ - people should: ‘be 
a eslared. and have its due weight. Let the 
doctrine. be.. once established, that minorities 
should’ be represented; let the’ majority vacil- 
late from ‘one side to’ the other in succession, and 
let the legislation-of a country rolland rock from 
one side‘to the other, and the government: must fall. 
Your.men of power. could never stand these repeated 
surges. It was another remark of Mr. Madison 
that a patriotic people ought to impose checks upon 
themselves, to guard against these ebullitions of 
feeling. “If,” said Mr. Madison, “the people of 
Greece had been gaverned by this principle, they 
would have been relieved. from the humiliating 
spectacle of voting the hemlock on one day, and a 
statue on another, to the same individual.” He 
wished, as far as he was able, to save the people of 
this country from such a condition. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN next addressed the House. 
It would be vemembered that, at an early period of 
the session, he had introduced a bill proposing to re- 
peal the second section of the apportionment law, 
which was the subject of this discussion. The sub- 
jects were identical, and the arguments must neces- 

*’sarily be the same; and when this debate came to an 
‘end, he intended to move the adoption of that bill, in 
order that the question might be settled at one and the 
same time. Standing in responsible connexion with 
‘both these measures, he trusted he would be excused 
by the House for participating in this debate, yet he 
was free to declare that, if he entertained the opin- 
ion which had just been advanced by the gentleman 
from Georgia, and if he stood in the situation of 
that gentleman in regard to this question—if he en- 
tertained the opinion that he had no right upon that 
floor—that he was not. legally there,—he would not 
remain an hour in that House, nor take part, in the 
slightest degree, in the discussion here going on. 
He would never take upon himself the responsibili- 
ties of a situation in which Hlbclieved he was not 
entitled by law to exercise any jurisdiction. The 
manner of the introduction of the second section of 
‘the apporiionment bill was too remarkable-and ex- 
traordinary to have escaped the attention of gentle- 
men. More than fifty years had rolled over the ex- 
istence of this country, and no such legislation as 
` this had been proposed. State after State had risen 
up, and become members of this confederacy, no 
one of which had ever failed faithfully to perform 
its duty in peace and war, in prosperity and adver- 
sity. And during the severest conflicts of party, 
all had done their duty; and no one State of the 
Union had ever failed to furnish its full proportion 
of the national representation. And he would ask 
the House, and, if it were possible, he would ask 
the people of this country, what could have induced 
the Congress of 1842 to wage this unprofitable war- 
fare against the constitutional rights and the ancient 
usages ofthe States? No petition or memorial had 
come up from any of the eighteen millions of the 
people of this country, praying for this action on 
the part of Congress. ‘The introduction of that sec- 
tion was the work of party; it was the result of that 
party spirit which gentlemen were desirous should 
not now be introduced into this discussion. 
the effort of a party to perpetuate a triumph in this 
country, (whether by fraud or chance,) for without 
such a resort, they saw that their power was likely 
to be lost. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (by permission of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee) explained the origin of the 
second section of the apportionment act. It would 
be recollected, he said, that a resolution was intro- 
duced by him instructing the Committee of Elec- 
tions to inquire into the expediency of regulating 
the elections in such a way, by law, as to 
make them uniform throughout’ the United 
States. The committee, in conformity with those 
instructions, reported a clause which was afterwards 
incorporated in that bill; and being somewhat mod- 


ified upon his motion, assumed the shape it now . 


hore, as the second section. He had originated the 
proposition in the first instance; and, in the second 
instance, he had given itits present shape. 

Mr, BROWN said he was not at all ata loss 
upon this subject. He was. erfectly familiar with 
the whole circumstances. The apportionment bill 
had never been intrusted to the Committee of Elec- 
tions; and it was the rankest usurpation on the part 
of that committee to have any thing to do with it. 

_ He only adverted to this subject because it had 
been announced to the House by the gentleman 
from Georgia that the law originated with the dem- 


It was: 


ocratic: party. He: ‘had: tthis second sec- 
tion of the ‘apportionment act was’ introduced by a 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Hatstep] who 
‘was at the head’ of the Committee of Elections, and 
amember-of the whig party; and-that this second 
section had no~ democratic origin. It was neither 
democratic in its origin, nor in its progress through 
the House. The’ democratic party opposed that 


section at every stage of its progress; they contested - 


every inch of ground; and finally recorded against it 
a unanimous vote. 
Mr. CAMPBELL here rose to correct the gentle- 


man. ` 

Mr. BROWN continued. - Unanimous, did he 
say? No, he was wrong; the vote was not unani- 
mous. The gentleman from South Carolina went 
over to the cnemy; and that enemy was so delighted 
atit, that they promoted him to the command of their 
cohorts, which he led on to victory. He would not 
have adverted to this subject had it not been first 
brought up by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Sre- 
PHENS.] He need not repeat the result. A reference to 
the journal would show that the democratic party was 
overcome by a vote of 101 to 99, so that the vote of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, and one other 
member from his State, would have turned the 
scale, and have saved the members from four States 
from the mortification of having their rights to their 
seats contested. Such was the history of the rise 
and progress of this whig measure at the cele- 
brated session of 1842. Now (Mr.B. said) his com- 
plaint was not that the measure was originally in- 
troduced by the gentleman from South Carolina; not 
that it was referred to the Committee of Elections— 
a reference which he thought an unfortunate one— 
but that it was incorporated in the apportionment 
bill, which must, of necessity, have been passed, or 
the government dissolved. hen this measure was 
incorporated in the apportionment bill, the vote was 
101 to 99; every democratic member but the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina voting against it. On 
the engrossment, the whole democratic vote was re- 
corded against it. And again, when Mr. Cooprr 
of Georgia moved to lay it on the table, the 
whole democratic party voted for it, though the mo- 


. tion was rejected. Finally, when the bill came back 


from the Senate, still retaining this second section, 
which it had been in vain attempted to get stricken 
out there, an ineffectual motion was made in the 
House to strike it out; in favor of which motion the 
same vote was recorded. Every effort was made, 
but without success, to enable the democratic party 
to get clear of it. Mr. B. then went on to discuss 
the constitutionality of the law, and contended that 
it was inoperative, and not binding on the States. 
The ground he took was, that Congress, if it acted 
at all in the matter, should so construe the provii 
sions of the constitution involved, that the right of 
representation shall not perish. The law was such 
as it was impossible for the States to execute, and, 
therefore, not binding on them. He denied that the 
words “manner of holding the elections,” related to 
laying off the States into districts, within the sense 
or meaning of the constitution; and that there was 
meaning enough in the phrase, without having to 
resort to this construction. He took the ground 
that the meaning of this part of the constitution was 
to be ascertained from the construction given to it; 
not by the convention which framed the instrument, 
but by the construction given by those who ratified 
it; and cited the construction given by seven of the 
States, under which they consented to the ratifica- 
tion. 

Mr. CHILTON next took the floor, and com- 
plained, at the outset, that the report of the major- 
ity of the Committee of Elections had not decided 
the question of the constitutionality of this law; 
and yet, under the circumstances of the case, he as- 
sumed that the whole strength of the argument, on 
that side of the question, was embodied in that re- 
port. He then went into a constitutional argument, 
and an examination of the several powers of the 
State and general governments, and occupied his al- 
lotted time in an argument against the rights of the 
members elected by general ticket to their seat on 
that floor, and in justification of the act of the last 
Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE observed that it was not his inten- 
tion to detain the House long; and he would not 
have claimed their attention at this time, were it not 
that he did not wish only one side of the question to 
be presented from the State he had the honor in part 
to represent. Another reason with him for rising at 
this time, was that topics had been introduced in the 
debate by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr, N Ew- 


-TOX 
sou ‘have. been intended for no other 


equal. 


which-were entirely foreign to it, and which 
1 urpose than 
to produce effect outside of these wal + He had 
supposed that this question, was to be discussed on 


- its merits; and not that party questions, long since 


gone by, should be dragged into it. The murdering 
ghost of the army bill had been brought up by the 
gentleman; and he was lbloeny when he heard 
such a subject as that brought up, that the old story: 
ofthe “gold spoons” was not added to it. Cer- 
tainly the gentleman might, with as much 
propriety, have introduced the gold spoons, 
as this worn-out humbug of. the army bill 
both of which were only remembered with scorn 
and contempt by the reflecting men of both parties. 
But the gentleman said that Mr. Van Buren strongly 
recommended the army bill. Here he joined issue 
with the gentleman, and asked for the proof... He 
recollected that, accompanying the report presented 
by Mr. Poinsett, there was a paragraph, not more 
than two inches long, calling the attention of Con- 

ress to the organization of the militia, as presented 
in this report; and if gentlemen would turn to the 
messages of all preceding Presidents, he would find 
similar recommendations. In addition to that, they 
had the declaration of Mr. Van Buren, under his 
hand and seal, at the same session, that he had never 
seen the army bill till it was presented to Congress. 
Now, would the gentleman be so good as to tell him 
where Mr. Van Buren recommended it. 

Mr. NEWTON said he had always understood 
that brevity was'the soul of wit; and it was the 
brevity of Mr. Van Buren’s recommendation which 
constituted it strength. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, for the same reason, the 

entleman might refer to the messages of General 
Saeko. Mr. Adams, Mr. Monroe, and even Gen- 
eral Harrison, in all of which he would find recom- 
mendations similar to Mr. Van Buren’s. Why, it 
was agreed on all hands, now, that it was as much a 
humbug as the story of the gold spoons; and the 
gentleman, when he brought it up, could only have 
intended it for effect beyond this House. He recol- 
lected to have heard ‘of a celebrated painter who 
drew a likeness that was so ridiculous that he ac- 
tually died of laughter; and he wondered at the time 
how the gentleman was able to keep his countenance 
while he was expatiating in this exploded humbug. 
Having noticed and repelled this importation of the 
gentleman on Mr. Van Buren in regard to the army 
bill, he would next reply to his assertion that it was 
adopted by the Democratic party, They all recol- 
lected that the bill did not pass the House, and it 
because a majority could not be found to vote for it, 
Now, as the democratic party had the majority at 
that session, it followed that it was not their meas- 
ure, or they would have passed it. . 

He now came to the measure before the House. 
His friend from Virginia, [Mr. Curtton,] who had 
just taken his seat, (for he was emphatically his 
friend, he having drawn his first breath in the same 
atmosphere with him, and continued in the most cor- 
dial relations with him ever since, though he be- 
longed to a different school of politics,) took the 
ground that this was a confederated government. 
He agreed with him cordially in that position. This 
was a confederated government; and, being so, he 
asked if the State sovereignty must not be represent- 
ed in that House. When he spoke of state sove- 
reignty, he meant the people of the States; for they 
were the sovereign power. 

It followed, then, that those who were on that 
floor were the representatives of the people of the 
States; and in this opinion he was borne out by eve- 
ry clause of the constitution which referred to repre- 
sentation. The constitution invariably spoke of 
representatives as being the representatives of the 
people of the States. Mr. P. here cited the different 
clauses of the constitution relating to this subject. 
Mr. P. next proceeded to answer the objections that 
had been made to the general-ticket system, arguing 
that it was the fairest for the small States, as well as 
the large; and showing that, under it, it would be 
impossible for thé large States to oppress the small 
ones, as had been urged on the other side, while the 
representation in the Senate of all the States was 
He said that, before a majority of this 

ouse, elected by general ticket, could oppress the 
small States, they must get the consent not only of 
the Senate, but of the executive. One of the great 
advantages of that system was, that it destroyed 
local legislation, and effected a representation in that 
House of the principles held by the majority. As 
an instance of the beneficial effects of the sysiem, he 
referred tọ the State of New Hampshire, which was 


. always democratic; ; 
shad: been won- over:to federalism, had stood true to 
her principles, and as firm as her own granite hills. 
: Another advantage was, that it was the best pre- 
servative of the sovereignty of the States. But the 
evils of the district system were corresponding with 
the advantages of the general-ticket system. There 
was theevil of local legislation as well as the de- 
struction of that body in which alone the sovereign- 
ty of the States could be preserved. It was impos- 
sible to have two different systems of electing rep- 
resentatives of the people to act harmoniously. The 
4th section of the Ist article of the constitution pro- 
vided that “the times, places, and manner of hold- 
ing elections for senators and representatives shall 
be prescribed in each State by the legislature there- 
of; but the Congress may at any time, by law, 
make or alter such regulations, except as to the 
place of choosing senators.” ‘Thus, lt was seen, 
Congress had full power to change the times, places, 
and manner of holding elections of representatives 
to occupy seats on that floor; but he denied that 
Congress had authority to change the manner of elect- 
ing members of Congress. The manner of electing was 
a constitutional right, and it was secured by the con- 
stitution. It was placed as far beyond Tegislarign 
as any other power which the people possessed. 
The constitution declared that the election should be 
-by States: “The House of Representatives shall be 
composed of members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States;” and it was for 
the people of the several States to fix and prescribe 
the times, places, and manner. But he would ask, 
if the act of the last Congress had been implicitly 
obeyed, whether it would have been a change of the 
times, places, and manner of holding the elections? 
The people of Alabama had changed from the gen- 
eral-ticket system to the district system, but their 
elections were held by judges appointed as hitherto for 
the purpose; and the officers were sworn precisely as 
hey were under the general-ticket system: there was, 
in short, no change of the times, places, and manner 
of holding the election. What, then, did this prove? 
That Congress was exercising a power that did not 
belong to it; for the law of Congress could be obeyed 
without touching the times, places, and manner of 
holding the elections. Again: Congress had declared 
that the States shall elect their representatives from 
districts composed of contiguous territory; and 
this, it was said, was done on the ground that it was 
necessary to produce uniformity. But did it effect 
that object? Not at all. There was nothing in that 
law to prevent one district being composed of 50,000 
citizens, and another of 70,000 or 80,000. Sucha 
proposition was made in another branch of this gov- 
ernment, at the time of the passage of this law, as 
would have secured uniformity, but it was stricken 
out; and, as the act now stood, if such was the in- 
tention of any of its friends, it failed to accomplish 
that. purpose. 

But he had always understood that, to make any 
law effective, there must be a penalty attached to its 
violation; and here again this law was defective. 
Congress had attached no penalty to this law; but 
now they were asked to reject the members 

elected by general ticket, by an arbitrary ex- 
ercise of power, and thus to supply defects 
in their own legislation. There was no legitimate 
power in this land by which they could do it; and 
the exercise of arbitrary power, he hoped, was re- 
served for the despotisms of the eastern world. If 
they did reject the representatives of the four States 
here claiming their seats, by virtue of an election by 
the general-ticket system, what might not properly 
be the action of the representatives of those States 
at -the-other end of this Capitol? The senators from 
those States, seeing their representatives turned out 
by an. exercise of tyranny, without law, might 
withdraw from the other branch of Congress, and 
do home. Such would be the course he should 
pursue, if he were placed in such a position; he 
would cast from him the robes of office, and return 
to-the. sovereign State that sent him there, and his 
form should not darken the doors of Congress un- 
til. justice was done to the State from which he 
came, -He would tell the House that such a course 
would bring about a crisis in the affairs of this na- 
tion, such as had never been known before. If they 
‘looked: at British history, they would find thata 
controversy. of such a character once arose there. 
“Wilkes, in the arrogance of the British Parliament, 
: wag deprived of his seat on the floor of the House 
-of -Gommons.. He was re-elected, and was 
~agaim expelled; and a controversy arose which 
shook the British nation to the centre. And if such 
a $ s 


and which, when other States 


more excitement would be-produced here, by the 
rejection of the representatives of four sovereign 
members of this confederacy, and the denial to them 
of any participancy in die le islation of this coun- 
try? There would. certainly be some new cases: of 


nullification. It was said, a few days ago, that this 


act was passed to keep. this government within:the 
orbit assigned to it, and the States within the orbits 
assigned to them. Now, he (Mr. P.) desired that 
it should be so. It was said that the only point of 
safety was the isthmus that stood between nullifica-. 
tion, on the one hand, and consolidation, on the 
other. Let, then, this government. beware that it 
did not, by an exercise of arbitrary power, produce 
the disunion which the gentlemen on the other side 
professed to be so anxious to avoid; but, if they de- 
prived sovereign States of this Union of their repre- 
sentation, and those equal rights which were se- 
cured to them by the constitution and the laws of 
the federal government, the consequences of such a 
destructive act would fall on this Congress; and, in- 
stead of gaining the gratitude of posterity, by such 
an act of outrage on sovereign States, they would 
win for themselves an ignominious immortality, and 
they would sink down into the grave the scorn and 
mockery of those that would come after them. 

Mr. HUNT next obtained the floor; and he re- 
marked that he wished it to he understood that, in 
giving the vote which he should feel it to be his 
duty to give when the question should. be taken, he 
was actuated by no unkind personal feeling to the 
gentlemen whose right to occupy seats on that floor 
was under discussion. He next proceeded to jus- 
tify himself for signing the protest which was pre- 
sented to the House on the first day of the ses- 
sion; and contended that that was not such a pre- 
judging of the case as should disqualify him from 
voting on its decision now, or of judging impar- 
tially of its merits. 

Several executive communications were presented 
by the Speaker. 

Mr. NORRIS then obtained the floor, and the 
House adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Memorial of Allen Luckri- 
der and 507 other citizens of Clarke county, Illinois, 
asking a grant of land from contiguous land dis- 
tricts, to complete the national thoroughfare between 
the lakes and the Ohio river, by the improvement 
of the navigation of the Wabash. Also, the memo- 
rial of David Baily and 76 other citizens of Edgar 
county, Illinois, upon the same subject. 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Ripley county, Indiana, praying Con- 

ress to establish a post route from Napoleon to 
ottstown, a distance of six miles in said county. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: Petition of John Gil- 
christ and fifty-four other citizens of Butler county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the construction of a na- 
tional road from the Cumberland road, near the base 
of Laurel Hill, by the arsenals of Pittburg and 
Meadsville, tothe harbor of Erie: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, the petition 
of James Miles, and sixty-eight other citizens of 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying for an appro- 
priation to improve the harbor of Erie: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of citizens of the 
town of Rye, Westchester county, New York, ask- 
ing Congress to granta pension to Peter Wilson, a 
revolutionary soldier: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYS: Petition of citizens of Crawford 
county, Pennsylvania, for a reduction of letter-post- 
age, toallow newspapers by mail free to all parts 
of the country in which newspapers are published; 
and to alter and amend the rates of newspaper and 
pamphlet postage, so as to make them more equal: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Also, the petition of Dennis Doyle, 
of Butler county, Pennsylvania, a soldier of the late 
war, for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: Petition of John Anderson 
and 71 other citizens of Fulton, Miami, and Wa- 
bash counties, Indiana, praying the establishment of 
a mail route from Rochester, in Fulton county, via 
Troy, Gilead, Nicanza, Joseph Beckners, to Wa- 
bash, in Wabash county. Also, the petition of A-E. 


Rhodes, and thirty-two other citizens of the same . 


counties, for the same object. 


a case produced such a conflict there, how much | 


By Mr. FISH: Petition of 
seduction: of. postage an 


York, forr 

the franking privilege. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV., 

Sarurvay, February. 10,1844... 

Mr. HOUSTON was ‘understood to-ask for 
mission to presenta memorial from the State of “Al 
abama, for the pieces of ‘having it referred: to: the 
Committee on Public Lands, which was acting on 
the subject to which it referred. eee 

Leave was not granted. ae ae 

THE FOUR STATES. ` Lyo 

The SPEAKER stated the order of the day: tobe 
the report of the Committee of Elections, on: which. - 
the gentleman from New Hampshire had. the floor... 

r. NORRIS rose, and, after a few introductory 
remarks, said, notwithstanding the manner and feel- 
ings which have characterized the debate on’ this 
subject, from the very first moment of the session; 
notwithstanding the high-toned charges which had 
been preferred against the representatives of four 
sovereign States on this floor, of which New Hamp- 
shire (which he had the honor in part to represent) 
was one,—he prayed and hoped. that the House 
would be able to approach this subject as a great 
constitutional and legal question, and calmly and 
dispassionately to meet it; on legal and constitution- 
al grounds. It was said by a gentleman from New 
York, yesterday, that the difficulty in this case arose 
in a conflict of the powers of the general and State 
governments; but he (Mr. N.) dissented from that 
position. The legislatures of New Hampshire, 
Georgia, Mississippi, and Missouri, had : the 
right to prescribe the regulations for their several 
States. The contest was not between:the State and 
the general governments, but between the sovereign 
people of the four several States and this Congress 
of the United Stajgg.. The people of those States 
demanded their Me sione? rights of representa- 
tion on this floor. vhich certain members on this 
floor were opposed. There, then, was the contest; 
and he wished to call gentlemen back to the true 
question. 

In presenting to the House the few simple propo- 
sitions which he designed to offer, it might become 
necessary for him to say much that had been already 
said; but he deemed it necessary to make such rep- 
etition, that the conclusions which. he intended to 
draw from the positions he should take might be 
correctly understood. The first question which he 
proposed to discuss, was this: what are the consti- 
tutional rights,and privileges, and constitutional duties 
of the people of the several States? And what are 
the powers and duties of the State legislatures and 
of Congress in regard to the subject of election? To 
a right cideanting of those points, and that they 
might arrive at correct conclusions, it became neces- 
sary to recur to the constitution, the second section 
of the first artigle of which provides that ‘The 
House of Representatives shall be composed of 
members chosen every second year by the people of 
the several States; and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for electors. of 
the most numerous branch of the State legislature.” 
Then there were certain high constitutional - priv- 
ileges and rights vested in the people of the States; 
and there were high constitutional duties, too, ‘ims 
posed on them. The people had the right and the 
privilege of electing members to this House; and 
not only so, but theconstitution imposed upon them 
the duty to do it; and without the exercise of this 
privilege and duty the government here could not 
exist. It had been said—and he believed it was first 
said by the honorable gentleman from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. J. Campreii,] in a speech which had 
been often referred to on this floor—that the only 
power given to the State legislatures to regulate the 
imes, places, and manner of holding elections, was 
granted by the fourth section of the constitution. 
But was Sat so? There was the high constitutional 
ground to which he had adverted—the high consti- 
tutional rights and duties to elect representatives, 
Did not the first section which he had quoted, give 
all the power to regulate the times, places, and-man- 
ner of holding the elections, without any aid from 
the fourth section? He was satisfied that every 
lawyer on this floor would sustain him in his posi- 
tion; but it might become necessary to inquire 
then, why the fourth section was embraced in the 
constitution. Why, the framers of the constitution 
were cautious men. There was a sufficient implied 
power in the States; but it was deemed mecensary 


Certainty 
not; but to enable them to use their powers at all 


times. Well, then, the proposition which he laid 
down was, that it being a constitutional duty enjoin- 
ed on the States to perform, to furnish these regula- 
tions for the States, it was not within the competent 
jurisdiction of. the general government to take away 
from the people those regulations with which they 
had been furnished, without furnishing others. No, 
their State regulations became a common-law right; 
they were a high constitutional right, and could not 
be abrogated and. taken away without, others being 
furnished; for the very reason that, if it were other- 
wise, Congress itself might put an end to the Union. 
Congress could not take away any of the machinery 
by which these great constitutional rights were 
secured to the people, without furnishing others; for 
the people had constitutional rights which could not 
be taken away. To illustrate this position: New 
Hampshire, by its State constitution, required the 
people of that State to elect five councillors, 
and it enjoined on the State legislature the duty of 
laying out the State into five digġricts for their elec- 
tion, The legislature had df 0; and the people 
had enjoyed the privilege of @feeting their counsel- 
lors to this day. But (to put the case in a strong 
point of view) suppose the next legislature should 
absolutely repeal the district law when the next 
election came, and the people met to go into an 
election: would not the persons then chosen be con- 
stitutional and legal councillors? The legislature, 
he contended, had no right to take away these regu- 
lations. They belonged to the people as a common- 
law right; and they could not be taken away, 
without others being supplied, for the reason that 
otherwise the legislature might thus dissolve the 

overnment. Ele would suppose another case, for 
illustration. Suppose the present Congress should 
pass a law districting all the States of this Union 
mto double districts, except such States as could 
only be single districts, and the people should re- 
fuse (as he thought they would be bound to do) to 
obey that law, and the members that they elected 
came to this House: would this government be 
dissolved? According to the doctrine of some gen- 
tlemen there, the government would be at an end. If 
the doctrine of the minority report was correct, this 
government would be dissolved. But he assumed 
that it could have no such effect. Sitting there as 
constitutional judges, and as a court, what would 
be their duty? What, to use the language of the 
gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Bexszr,] would 
Chief Justice Marshal have said in such a case? 
Why, that there was applicable to such a case 
the plainest principle at law—that Congress 

assed this law with the intent that the 

tate legislatures: should carry it out; and that 
until that law was obeyed, the existing State 
regulations were not repealed. Why? Because it 
would lead to dneasohable consequences. It never 
could be intended that Congress should repeal State 
legislation until the States had assembled and passed 
laws to execute that act of Congress, or till Congress 
itself had done it. That was a legal consequence, 
and it covered the whole of this case; and every part 
of the ground there taken. 

Well, he would assume another ground; and it 
was, that this act of Congress was unconstitutional 
and void, because it controverted the intent and de- 
sign of the 4th section of the first article of the con- 
stitution. Some gentleman on the other side said the 
words were plain and explicit, and could not be 
misunderstood; and gentlemen on his side said the 
same; and yet there was a great contradiction in 
their conclusions. Where, then, were they to go to 
find a true exposition of this constitutional question? 
He would refer to an authority which he thought 


ave!some weigl 
d be found in 16 


Prigg vs. the Commonw 


of Pennsylvania: 


“It will probably be found, when we look to the. 


character of. the- Constitution of the United States 
itself, the objects which it seeks to attain, the. pow- 
ers which it confers, the duties which it enjoins, and 
the rights which it secures—as well as to the known 
historical fact that many of its provisions were mat- 
ters of compromise of opposing interests and opin- 
ions—that no uniform rule of interpretation can. be 
applied, which may not allow, if it do not positively 
demand, many modifications in its actual application 
to particular clauses. Perhaps the safest rule of interpre- 
tation, after all, will be found to look to the nature 
and objects of the particular powers, duties, and 
rights, with all the lights and aids of contemporary 
history; and to give the words of each just such op- 
eration and force, consistent with their legitimate 
meaning, as may fairly secure and attain the end 
proposed.” 

Well, then, they were to go to contemporaneous 
history; and what was it? He might, if his time would 
permit, quote the language of Strong, and Hamilton, 
and Davy, and Wilson, and Madison, and many 
others, who were members of the convention; but he 
would forbear, as they were summed up in the lan- 
guage of a learned judge, whose high authority the 
other side of the House would acknowledge, 
though he would not be accused of leaning too 
much to State sovereignty. What did he say after 
recounting the whole history of this matter, speak- 
ing of this fourth section? 

J, The objections, then, to the provision are not 
sound and tenable. The reasons in its favor are, on 
the other hand, of great force and importance. In 
the first place, the power may be applied by Con- 
gress to correct any negligence in a State, in regard 
to elections, as well as to prevent a dissolution of 
the government, by designing and refractory States, 
urged on by some temporary excitements. 

“2. In the next place, it will operate as a check in 
favor of the people against any designs of a federal 
Senate and their constituents, to deprive the people 
of a State of their right to choose representatives, 

“3. In the next place, it provides a remedy for 
the evil, if any State, by reason of invasion, or 
other cause, cannot have it in its power to appoint 
a place where the citizens can safely meet to choose 
representatives. 

“4, In the last place, as the plan is but an experi- 
ment, itmay hereafter become important, with a view 
to the regular operations of the general government, 
that there should be a uniformity in the time and 
manner of electing representatives and senators, so 
as to prevent vacancies when there may be calls for ex- 
traordinary sessions of Congress. If such a time should 
occur, or such a uniformity be hereafter desirable, 
Congress is the only body possessing the means to 
produce it.”—Story v. 2. p. 290. 

Now the proposition which he assumed was, that 
this law of Congress, according to the exposition giv- 
en to it, was to deprive four sovereign States of this 
Union of representation here; and this was in con- 
travention of the design of the constitution, which 
wes to remedy the very evil, to meet the very exi- 
gency, to overcome the very difficulty which here 
presented itself. It never was designed to enable 
Congress to produce this evil, and to bring about 
this state of things, but to apply a remedy 
when such a case should arise, and thereby 
save and preserve the rights and privileges 
of the people. But this act of Congress brings 
about the very state of things which it was 
designed that Congress should remedy when- 
ever it should occur. But he could not dwell on 
this point. There was, however, one thing in con- 
nexton therewith to which he wished to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
CamPBELL,} and other gentlemen on this floor. 
The gentleman from South Carolina, in his speech 
—and he (Mr. N.) had had occasion to refer te it, 
for it was often quoted on this floor—referred to 
the State of New Hampshire, which he had the 
honor in part to represent; he referred to the reso- 
lutions of both branches of the legislature of New 
Hampshire, by which that legislature refused to 
conform to that law. The gentleman knew, then, 
that the State of New Hampshire did not intend to 
carry out that act of Congress; the 27th Congress, 
then, was notified of what New Hampshire would 
do in this matter; and he asked the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and other gentlemen in this House 
who were members of the 27th Congress, and who 
were sworn before high Heaven to protect the con- 


A - Jj stitution, © 
the-case of. 


-prised to 


what was-their duty?.“ What was. that? 
It was to pro eptlations for the people of New 
Hampshire by which they: should choose representa~ 
tives to-occupy. seats on. this floor. . And did they 
do that? No; but-by the operation of their.own 
law they were going. to disfranchise the people of 
four States. ‘Lo use the significant language of a gen- 
tleman from. New. York, they were going to “liek? 
the people into obedience to a.law of Congress, 
which had itself neglected its. duty, in the face of the 


oath which its members had taken before God. . 


himself agreeing on one point with gentlemen on the 
other side. The minority of the Committee of Elec- 
tions assumed that this law had the same effect.as 
such a law would have if passed by the,State legis- 
lature of Mississippi. If that State had passed a 
law. providing that her representatives should be 
chosen by single districts, and had there stopped, it 
was said that that law would be in force, and that 
the people could not elect their representatives unless 
they complied with that legislation. 

He was at issue with the gentlemen upon this 

oint. He agreed with them in their premises, but 

he denied their conclusion. They declared, in their 
protest, that the people of the States could not elect 
their representatives, because, there were no districts 
assigned. This was the doctrine. upon which the 
whole whig party upon this floor stood. The law, 
as read by the gentleman from Virginia the other’ 
day, was applicable to this case, viz: that acts. of 
Parliament impossible to be performed, were of no 
validity. Now how were gentlemen to extricate 
themselves from this difficulty? Here was an act 
which could not be performed; and it was, therefore, 
of no validity whatever. Could such a law, then, 
repeal the existing laws of the States? It would be 
erfectly ridiculous to assume such a position. 
hat was the true construction of the act? Would 
gentlemen maintain that it was intended to be com- 
plete in itself, and that it required no action of the 
State legislatures to perfect i? Every act should 
have a reasonable construction. It should not be so 
construed as to deprive of a right those who before 
possessed it, in case it were susceptible of two con- 
structions. Well, what was the construction which 
they put upon this act? It repealed no law of the 
States. hy? Because this act, standing alone, 
would deprive the States of their representation. It 
was not intended that it should operate any such 
unreasonable consequence. But he happened to be 
one of those who believed that Congress had no 
right, by its own legislation or edict, to district the 
States; and he asked gentlemen if they believed the 
framers of the constitution had any intention to 
confer such a power upon Congress? Congress had 
no power to limit the qualifications of the elected; 
and if they could not do this, how were they going 
to abridge the qualification of voters? Who gave 
Congress such a power? whence was it derived? 

Another view of the case. It was the duty cf 
Congress to apportion representation and direct 
taxes among the several States according to their 
numbers. But would it be contended that Con- 
gress had the power to divide a State into districts, 
and then to sub-apportion representation and direct 
taxes according to the numbers of the population of 
these subdivisions? Where did they get such a 
power? Were they entitled to it on the flimsy pre- 
text of regulating the manner of holding the dec- 
tion? Such a conclusion was ridiculous; it was 
never intended. The rights of the voters were co- 
extensive with the rights of the elected; and he de- 
sired gentlemen to make the distinction in this case. 
But this ground had been travelled over so often 
and so well before him, that he would leave this 
part of the subject. 

The, argument of the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Coutamer] had been said by gentlemen upon 
that floor to be unanswerable. The gentleman re- 
ferred to the militia law passed by Congress, and 
said it was a mandatory act. He would inform the 
gentleman, at the risk of having the term nullifica- 
tion applied to the action of his State, that that man- 
datory act,in reference to the militia, had never 
been executed in that State. But there was a plain 
distinction between the two cases: there, there was 
no forfeiture; but in the present case there was a 
forfeiture—neither more nor less than absolute dis- 
franchisement. There was no similarity between 
them. The gentleman hold told them that the act of 
Congress in regard to weights and measures was 
cern weed upon the States. He was somewhat sur- 

ear the gentleman make the declaration 
after what he had told them of his legal learning, 


But he must proceed, and he was happy to. find 
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He ‘took leave. 
“point. 


the-value thereof; and to fix the’ standard ‘of weights 
vand measures: But Congress, he believed, had not 
interfered with the:subject_ until 1806, when a-reso- 
lution. was adopted establishing. a complete set of 
weights. and measures; and they were: forwarded 
to each State, in order that the standard might be 
uniform. In that case, Congress exercised its full 
‘powers; and it needed no State legislation to. carry 
out the intention of Congress. But he would pass 
to another learned decision of the gentleman,. that 
another mandatory act of Congress was that in. re- 
‘gard to choosing the electors of President. and Vice 
President. Would the gentleman have delivered 
this doctrine. sitting in his judicial capacity upon the 
bench?” The State legislatures of some of the States 
had the gry of choosing those electors. The peo- 
vple-could do without any regulation to be prescribed 
on the part of the Congress: ; 


“One word in reference to what had been said by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hunt]. That 
gentleman seemed to think that it was disrespectful 
towards the States of this Union, because these four 
States had refitsed to comply with the act of Con- 
ress. If he were permitted to use an argument ad 
ominem, he would ask the gentleman what the great 
‘State of New York had done in regard to this mat- 
ter? Did the States of New Hampshire, Georgia, 
Missouri, and Mississippi, stand alone in this mat- 
ter? No,no. The legislature of the Empire State 
had solemnly declared this act of Congress to be a 
usurpation—a. violation of the spirit and intention of 
the constitution: nay, they went further than this; 
they sent their resolution to the members upon this 
floor, (and he knew not but the gentleman had it in 
his pocket,) instructing her senators, and requesting 
her representatives, to vote for the repeal of that 
‘law; ‘and yet the gentleman talked about a want of 
tespeet on the part of those who omitted to comply 
with it.’ If the four States in question had paid no 


respect to some of the States, they had, at least, 
pria due respect to the great State of New York. 
t did not come very well from the gentleman from 


New York to taunt the four States with a want of 


respect 
There was another thing which had ben much 
talked about. They had been told not to make this 
a party question; Heaven knew he did not wish to 
make 1t a party question. If it had been made a par- 
ty question, who was answerable for making it such? 
Vho came into that House, on the first day of the 
session, and declared that certain persons on that 
fioor, who had been sent from four sovereign States 
to that House, had been guilty of a proceeding revolu- 
tionary in its character, overthrowing law and order, 
and having a tendency to the destruction of a free 
form of government? These very gentlemen come 
forward and say, pray do not make thisa party 
question; while their main arguments have been 


based upon party principles. But the gentleman 
from Kentucky madea remark the other ay which 
touched him. more nearly than any other. The gen- 


tleman questioned the patriotism of the four States. 
He thanked God the character of the people of New 
Hampshire was established long before this ques- 
tion arose. He would point the gentleman to revo- 
lutionary times, and to the conduct_ of the people of 
that State during the last war. Their patriotism 
was too. well recognised to be detracted from by the 
gentleman’s insinuated doubts. He would tell the 
gentleman there was nota more pureand enlighten- 
ed people on the face of the earth; and he believed the 
same might be said of the people of the four States. 
Mr. CHAPPELL observed that nothing short of 
his sense of the obligations growing out of his posi- 
tion on that floor, and his being one whose right to 
his seat there was called in question, would have 
called him up on that debate; for in addition to that 
weariness of mind arising from continual: waiting 
for an opportunity to obtain the floor, his physical 
ability scarcely left him strength to. perform in a 
proper manner the task he had undertaken. It was 
no light matter for one even so humble. as himself, 
but who had nevertheless been chosen by the whole ` 
body. of freemen of his. State to represent them in 


to differ with:the gentleman upon.this : l 
€ The. constitution. declared that : Congress : 
‘should have power to coin money and. to: regulate - 


| 


this august assembly of. the nation, it was, he re- 
peated, no light mātter. for one circumstanced-as he 
was to forego his speech and argument, as well -as 

is vote and..action, for the maintenance of those 
rights. which his: constituents, in. their free. choice, 
had placed him -here to defend. “Did he regard the 
question before the House as one which merely 
concerned him personally, high as he deemed the 
honor ofa seat in that House; he should. consider it 
scarcely worth the length of the contention : which 
the question.called forth. But viewing it’ in its true 
character; viewing it as a question of a division of 
the powers made by the federal constitution between 
this government and those of the States; viewing. it 
as a question touching the rights of the people, not 
only of four of the States, but of .all the States of 
this Union, so far as thé abstract right of representa- 
tion was concerned, the question rose to an impor- 
tance that demanded the most grave and serious 
consideration. It involved the successful workings 
of the system under which we. live; it involved the 
question, whether the federal government. shall, at 
every session of Congress, at its own caprice, under 
the impress of the numerous and various motives 
which may influence political.and legislative action, 
have the right. to strip the people of one. or 
more of the States of this Union of their representa- 
tion on this floor. Sir, (said Mr.. C.) the -direct 
effect of the legislative action of the last Congress 
upon this questioM if it should be sustained by the 
judicial action of the House, would be to deprive 
the people of four States of their representation, 
and, under existing laws, to deprive them even of the 
right of being represented here. 


What were the great principles of interpretation 
which reason, which common sense, which all law, 
human and divine, required us to apply to the inves- 
tigation and decision of questions of this nature? 
Are we (he asked) at liberty to be astute?’ Are we 
at liberty to strain our ingenuity? Are we at liberty 
to torture our wit for the purpose of finding a pos- 
sible or plausible construction of the constitution of 
the United States, which shall work such an effect ag 
may enlarge the powers of the federal government at 
the expense of the States? Before these tribunals, 
whose sole business it was to construe laws and 
constitutions, and enforce them in particular cases 
as they may arise for adjudication, no principle 
was better settled; no principle was more sacredly 
respected and observed, than that in favor of life, 
liberty, and all the great rights which the constitu- 
tion and Jaws have secured to the people—that there 
shall be, on all questions when that life and that lib- 
erty, or those rights are assailed, a favorable con- 
struction in their behalf. If there be a law or con- 
stitution so framed as that, by a certain construction 
of it, life, liberty, or property, or any great interest 
of the people, is put at hazard, what is the principle 
of construction which all judical tribunals are bound 
to apply? Iltisa punapi which cannot be contro- 
verted; it is a principle which must give such a con- 
struction as may save the right, and avoid the for- 
feiture, as may secure the liberty of the citizen, and 
avoid the loss of it. Would any gentleman, whether 
of the majority or minority of the House, for one 
moment, treat that principle as debatable? Would 
they ask him to go into books of legal lore, and re- 
sort to the actual decisions of judicial tribunals to 
establish a proposition already so well settled? He 
was sure they would ask no such thing; and that 
the bare statement of that principle would be suff- 
cient to commend it to the conviction of all sides of 
the House. Might he not, then, consider as en- 
titled to some rebuke, the utter practical disregard 
of that great principle of construction which had 
been exhibited in the debate from one side of the 
House? He would appeal to gentlemen themselves 
who had occupied the ear of the House in op- 
position to the rights of the people of four 
States and who ask them whether upon an 


e 


examination of their own principles of construc- | 


tion, they had not strained hard against the 
right of representation—against the validity of the 
elections which had taken place in four States; anā. 


whether they had not strained hard for a construc- | 
tion. which ‘went to disfranchise those States, and - 
send back the representatives they had sent here. - 
He would appeal te gentlemen themselves if the - 


the. fact. that the gentleman from Vir; 
a distinguished law-writer in support. 
sition that the courts should strain hard in o 
find a construction which would save. the statute 


from being declared null and inoperative... o. 
Yes, sir, (continued Mr. C.) the gentleman quoted. 
authority to prove that the courts should strain hard . 
in order to reach a construction. which .would ‘give. 
effect and operation to the statute, and save. it fro 
becoming null-and of no effect; and the: gentleman’ 
did apply that principle to this question; and, by ape 
plying it, he was. enabled. to, reach a conclusion 
which would give effect to the second settion: of the 
apportionment act, though that: effect would.:pro- 
nounce sentence on the rights of. the people, of £9 
of the States of this Union, turn away their: reptes 
sentatives from that. hall, and deny thei an equal 
participation with. their brethren and their constita- 
tional coworkers within it.. Now, it ‘was not the: 
correctness of the. abstract. rule: of construction 
quoted by the gentleman from Virginia as a princi- 
le of English common law, to which he.objécted. 
n the English common law, there. was. nothing 
higher known to any court or. tribunal: than:a 
statute—than a mere act of Parliament. : Under the 
English common law, no question could everariseas 
to the invalidity of an act of Parliament, growing 
out of want of authority in Parliament to pass it. |” 


There was a question which might arise before’: 
any tribunal whatever—whether a law might not t 
void for want of sufficient precision existing within 
it, or in other statutes on which it depended... Henge: 
questions arose in the English courts ‘whether:-the ` 
law contains sufficient machinery to render ‘iv capa- 
ble of execution, and in. such cases.the court:of 
England will give their aid to carry it- into execu- 
tion, by adopting such a construction as will be suf 
ficient for that purpose. He was ready to concede 
to the gentleman from Virginia that a courts may 
properly and legitimately exercise its astuteness; it 
may strain hard as one means by which it’ ma 
avoid declaring an act of Parliament null and void; 
for an act of Parliament is to ke judged only by ‘its - 
own capability of execution, and not to be judged by 
its agreeing with any higher law. ‘What, therefore, 
he objected to was, that this. principle, which was. 
sound in English law as applied to acts of Parlia- 
ment, should be applied by the gentleman. to: the 
question before the House, where there: was: the 
broadest distinction between it and such cases as: 
might arise in the English courts. Did‘not gentle- 
men bear in mind, that. whilst they’ are straining 
hard—in the language of the English law authority; 
quoted by the gentleman from Virginia~to give ef- 
fect to the statute in question, they were ‘straining 
equally hard to give a construction to the ‘constitu- 
tion of the United’ States which would. enlarge: the 
powers of this government, and. control, those of 
the States? Was there any better settled proposi- 
tion in regard to the construction of the constitution, 
than that you shall: rot strain-hard; that you shali 
not be astute; that you sball-not, by far-fetched re- 
finements, so construe” it ‘as to enlarge the powers 
of the government, at the cxpense of. the rights 
of the States? Was. there any party. in this 
country that. would» not pronounce their as- 
sent to that doctrine. He knew not what to 
add, after ‘stating the simple proposition to the 
House, that could give it more force. It was enough, 
to repeat it, to gain for it the most ample attention of 
the House. He was not here for the purpose. of 
asking the attention of the House to old and “long- 
settled constitutional. questions, and. established 
principles; but for the purpose of reviving them in 
the memory of those by whom they seemed tò have. 
been forgotten'on the present occasion. . ‘That one 
principle of construction seemed to him to be sufi- 
cient for thé question, and to override completel he 


Virginia as soon as 
` and an applieatior 
What:wasthe cor 
down:reqúiređ: i 

nalsof the country? -He understood ıt to mean: that 
they must stand away from all the barriers” which 
the constitution has erected between. those powers 
which. belong to this: government, ‘and those which 
belong to. the States. by whom it was: created. 
And when:he heard gentlemen -descanting with so 


much eloquence onthe unappreciable value of har- 


‘mony in all the parts of the complicated ‘system of 
government under which we live, he implored them 
to’ bear in mind-that thé only way. to “preserve this 
harmonious action was the observance of the maxim, 
“Stand away from the barriers which the’ constitu- 
tion has erectéd between the powers of the federal 
government and the powers of the States;” avoid 
touching the great: boundaries which divide the two; 
and when a conflict arises between them, give such 
a construction as will bein favor of the latter. “The 
danger of collision from the workings of the dif- 
ferent parts of our system of government. being in 
the hands of different functionaries, all will admit is 
the great peril to which our political system is ex- 
posed. That was the great peril to which all fede- 
ral. governments must of necessity be exposed; and 
by no skill of contrivance, by no patriotism, by no 
enlightened conduct, can we guard against such col- 
isions, ‘which must of necessity occur, and which 
are sometimes so alarming as to threaten the exist- 
ence. of the system. 

- He would ask, then, if it wasnot the solemn duty 
of the. House to study the perils to which we are 
eXposed, and exercise its wisdom in avoiding them. 
How (said Mr. C.) can you do this, if this govern- 
ment will not act on the principle of carefully ab- 
staining from trenching on those rights which the 
States have reserved to themselves? Again: for the 

urpose of showing how utterly inapplicable the 
aw maxim of the gentleman from Virginia was to 
the question before them, he would suppose there 
were two conflicting statutes; and that on the side 
of one stood arrayed the States of New Hampshire, 
Georgia, Missouri, and Mississippi; while, on the 
side of the other, stood, in a position irreconcilable 
with it, the law of Congress: which of these two 
statutes opposite to, and irreconcilable with each 
other, should have the benefit of this hard straining 
to give such a construction to it as to give it opera- 
tion and effect, and save it from being pronounced 
null and void? 

He put that question to gentlemen, and he asked 
them how they would escape from the dilemma. 


‘When they undertook to apply such a principle of | 


construction.as that of straining hard to give such a 
construction to a statute as would give it a certain 
desired effect, he asked which enactment should 
have the benefit of such a maxim. It seemed to 
him to be too plain a question to require an answer, 
though it might not correspond with that which the 
argument on the other side had impliedly furnished. 
The statutes of State Legislatures must be tried by 
the same principle of construetion as was applied to 
the statutes of this government; and between two 
conflicting statutes of State and general legislation, 
they were not at liberty to apply the principle of 
straining hard’ to give effect and operation to the 
statutes of this government as against the statutes of 
the States. They should do no such thing, but 
carry them both to the grand and only test by 
which they could be tried—to the’ constitution to 
which they were both subordinate. To this test 
the House must take both the State laws and the 
enactment of Congress, which were both passed by 
legislative bodies, that were alike sworn to support 
the constitution of the United States—legislative 
bodies that were both empowered by the constitu- 
tion to judge of their respective powers under the 
constitution. If they had then two conflicting 
statutes, both passed by assemblies under the con- 
stitution, and under an oath to support it, they 
must not give one an advantage over the other in the 
application of a principle of consiruction, but try 
them both by the test of the constitution to whic 
they were both subordinate. And now he brought 
them to that test, as to a supreme law, to which 
they must equally bow. 

But having dwelt long enough on the principle of 
construction by. which they were to be governed, 
he would proceed to another part of his task. He 
begged leave to call’ the attention. of the House to 
one or two passages from the report of the minority 
of the Committee of Elections, He then read ex- 


eople without any regulations whatever. 
Mr. CATLIN then spoke as follows: ; 

‘TLhave not deemed. myself called upon to occupy 
the time of this: House with any remarks upon the 
various subjects which have been hitherto brought 
before it. for debate.. I may, perhaps, have felt that 
their discussion should be left to those whose con- 
stituents were more particularly interested in these 
subjects than were my own; or I may have been 
restrained by the sentiment that my frst introduc- 
tion here would excuse me in taking but few liber- 
ties in a hall graced by the presence of veterans in 
the work of legislation. 

But in the resolutions now before- the House are 
presented grave and important questions of consti- 
tutional law—questions involving the powers and 
duties of Congress and of this House, and deeply 
affecting the rights of the States and of the people. 
While upon one hand it is declared that the 2d sec- 


` tion ofan act of Congress, approved June 25, 1842, 


is not a law made in pursuance of the constitution of 
the United States, and valid, operative, and binding 
upon the States; upon the other hand, it is as- 
serted that four of the sovereign States of this con- 
federacy are not entitled to representations upon the 
floor of this House. These are, indeed, grave and 
important propositions; and, perhaps, I should have 
contented myself with listening {© the able and in- 
teresting debates to which they lead, and at their 
close have given a silent vote. 

But, sir, we have been told by honorable gentle- 
men upon this floor, that these questions are to be 
carried by them before the people—that there they 
will be discussed, and that the decision of the people 
will be sought upon them. Before the people of 
the State which I have the honor here, in part, to 
represent, these questions have been already taken; 
and before that people they have been already dis- 
cussed; they were discussed, too, at the extra ses- 
sion of the legislature of Conneétticut in 1842, and 
it was there solemnly resolved by that body, that 


_ the second section of the act in question was in- 
. valid, inoperative, and void. The chief executive 


magistrate of Connecticut, a gentleman distinguished 
for his high legal attainments, approved that reso~ 
lution. On the first Monday in April last, the people 
of that State approved it; and it now stands as 
their deliberate and solemn decision upon the prop- 
sitions now before this House. 

In vindication of the opinions of the people and of 
the legislature of Connecticut thus expressed—opin- 
ions in which I most fully concur, and in accordance 
with which I shall vote when the question is taken 
upon this subject here, I would submit a few re- 
marks to the indulgent consideration of this House. 

The fifth section of the first article of the consti- 
tution of the United States provides that ‘each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members.” In view 
of this provision of the constitution, I cannot doubt 
that this House is constituted the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of those claiming 
seats here, from the States of New Hampshire, 
Georgia, Mississippi, and Missouri, as well as from 
all the other States in this confederacy; and that it 
is as competent for this House to determine the 
rights of those claiming under elections by general 
ticket, as of those claiming under district elections. 

Of these questions, this House is constituted the 
sole, exclusive, and omnipotent tribunal to judge; 
and its decisions cannot be revised, reversed, or set 
aside, by any other branch or department of this 
government. Indeed, the question of jurisdiction 
scems to be fully settled by the section of the consti- 
tution to which I have referred. From the report 
of the committee to whom it was referred to inquire 
‘whether the several members of this House have 
been elected in conformity with the constitution and 
laws,” it appears that the members from the States 
of New Hampshire, Georgia, Mississippi, and Mis- 
souri were elected by general ticket, in accordance 
with the long established laws and usages of those 
States respectively—and that under these laws and 
usages, their elections, returns, and qualifications, 
were perfect and complete, 

But it is protested that, by the second section of 


ng tothe 
-Ji z 1842, “the election 
which: Ihave named, -so-far'as . 
e manner of. electing representatives” 
in Congress, have been altered, abrogated, or repeated; - 
and that, inasmuch; as the legislatures of those States 
respectively did not provide for the ‘election of their 
representatives by districts; ‘but suffered their'elec- 
tions to: proceed: by general ticket, the sitting memi- 
bers frorr those States were not elected’ in conform- 
ity: with the constitution and laws; and hence are 
not entitled to their seats upon this flaor. :$ 

This presents the direct question -whether:the 2d 
section of the-apportionment act of June 25, 1842; 
is or is not a law made in pursuance’ of the consti- 
tution of the United States, and valid, operative, 
and binding upon the States. If it is such a law; it 
is, of necessary consequence, paramount to the 
election laws of those States, so far as:it comes in 
conflict with them; the congressional election in 
those States must be held upon a principle new and 
unknown to their legislation at the time the elec- 
tions were in fact held; and it follows that the mem- 
bers from those States. are now occupying seats up~ 
on this floor to which, under the constitution and 
laws, they are not entitled. But, if the section in 

uestion 1s not such a law, then’ the election laws of 
those States at the time of their respective elections, 
were themselves in full force and binding, and there 
is an end of the doctrines of the protest. - 

This last proposition I assert: that the laws un- 
der which the late congressional elections were held 
in the States of New Hampshire, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, and Missouri, were then constitutional, in 
full force, valid, operative, and binding; and that 
the members elected under those laws were eleċt- 
ed in conformity with the constitution and laws, 
and are entitled to their seats in this House. : 

That the election laws of those States once pos- 
sessed the vitality, and power, and authority, which. 
I ascribe to them, is by no one denied. That all or 
any of those States had superseded or repealed those 
laws, is by no one pretended; nor is it pretended 
that either the legislatures or the people of any of 
those States had cast off or disavowed those laws, 
as unwise, unsafe, unequal, or unjust. .The legis- 
latures of those States had severally discharged the 
high and responsible duties imposed upon them by 
the constitution; they had respectively prescribed 
the times, places, and manner of holding elections. 
of senators and represenfatives; and of them the 
constitution required no farther action. The people 
of those States were thus fully supplied by their - 
several legislatures with all the means necessary to 
enable them to exercise the inestimable franchise of 
electing, in their own way, their own representatives 
in the councils of this confederacy. 

Has anything transpired which has had the pow- 
er and effect to annihilate or modify this hard- 
earned, dear-bought, invaluable privilege? Has any- 
thing transpired which has had the power and ef- 
fect to restrain or alter the mode or manner of the 
exercise of that privilege? No, sir, nothing. 

There are no provisions in the second section of 
the apportionment act of 1842 which can effect a 
change in the extent of this right, or in the manner 
of its exercise. 

For myself, I am prepared to admit that the pow- 
er to make regulations prescribing the times, places, 
and manner of holding elections for representatives; 
and the power to alter the regulations prescribed by 
the State legislatures touching the same particulars, 
is, by the fourth section of the first article of the con- 
stitution, vested in the Congress of the United States. 
The terms of the grant are full, clear, and explicit; 
the contemporaneous exposition of the constitution 
conceded this power to Congress; the seven or more 
States who, in their conventions, strongly objected 
to this clause of the constitution, fully admitted— 
nay, claimed—that it conferred dangerous power up- 
on Congress; and these States and statesmen who 
have vainly endeavored to procure the exclusion of 
this clause from the constitution, have left no room 
for doubt in my mind that upon . Congress has the 
constitution ofthe United States devolved the power 
in question. 

But, sir, itis a naked power. It was conferred 
with great jealousy and reluctance. It was not con- 
ferred with any view that Congress should exercise 
It, as matter of course. No, sir. It was admitted, 
the other day, by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee, that “this clause was inserted in the con- 
stitution so that the government should have the 
power of perpetuating itself, and for no other pur- 
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; “poses” dnd this was a wise and correct view of the 
, object'and purpose of the grant. i . 
Tiad any thing occurred to render the exercise of 


the power thus granted either necessary or expe- 
dient? _We have, indeed, been told by the honora- 
ble gentleman from Indiana that no law had ever 
been. passed which was wiser in its aims than. the 
apportionment law of the twenty-seventh Congress. 
But no mischiefs of the then existing State laws 
have-been pointed out. None have pretended toas- 
sertthat the existence of the government was endan- 
gered by the neglect or refusal of any of the States 
to pasa the necessary laws to secure a full repre- 
sentation in Congress; nor by the unequal and un- 
just operation of the laws which the States respec- 
tively have proriopd, No, sir. The States were 
satisfied, and the people were satisfied with-the ex- 
ercise of powers which had been confirmed as wise 
and. safe by the experience of more than half a 
century. 

But it is said that the district system which the 
second section of the apportionment bill attempts to 
force upon the people, 1s eminently democratic, and 
in most perfect consonance with the doctrines de- 
nominated State-rights doctrines. I am one of those 
who hold the district system in the highest regard; 
and I would rejoice that the people of this country 
would adopt it in referance to every crisis and every 
contingency where they are or may be called upon 
to act bydelegates or representatives. It has the 
pre-eminent advantage over all other systems in this— 
that it secures to the people the privilege and the 
power of electing in fact, as well as in. theory, 
their own servants or representatives; it breaks up 
the consolidating strength of the large States; and 
it securesto the people a just and equal representa- 
tion by those who are surely the exponents of the 
people’s will. : 

he district system had become, and was grow- 
ing to be, more and more popular. A great majori- 
ty including all the larger of the States in the con- 
federacy, had adopted it in their State legislation; 
and then, uncalled for and unexpected, came the man- 
damus act of the 27th Congress, which would compel 
the other States voluntary to act in accordance with 
congressional behests. In my judgment, sir, the 
exercise of the power conferred upon Congress by 
the 4th section of the Ist article, would have been 
the exercise ofa mere power, unwise, inexpedient, 
andin derogation of the dignity and the rights of 
the States and of the people. 

But it has been said that the apportionment bill 
received the sanction ofboth branches of Congress, 
and ofthe executive, and that hence all its provi- 
sions must be constitutionaland wise and just. 

But the honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Newron,] however much he was in favor of the 
apportionment act, seemed almost inclined to cen- 
sure the President of the United States for having 
given it his sanction; or rather, I apprehend that he 
was inclinéd to censure him because he denounced, 
as we do, the 2d section of the bill. The honorable 
gentleman, however, retreated behind his own dig- 
nity, and assured us that he “would not war upon 
the dead.” War upon the dead! Why, did the 
honorable gentleman mean to say that the President 
had fallen in political death? When, I ask, when 
did the President meet this fate? Was it when his 
name found a place on the ticket of the “universal 
whig party” in 1840. No, sir; for long after that 
event the honorable gentleman an his com-patriots 
were found rejoicing in “Tipecanoe and Tyler too. 
Was it when he refused his name to a bill creating 
a mammouth national bank—-one of the most dange- 
rous and demoralizing engines of corruption, op- 
pression, and tyranny, of which the mind can con- 
ceive—and returned that bill, with his objections, to 
the House in which it originated? Oh, no. The 
President was then mighty forgood. Witha firm 
and manly stride, he was then walking in the foot- 
steps of a truly illustrious predecessor; and like him 
he won the golden opinions of all honest men. Was 
it when he refused his assent to a second bill—a bill 
conceived in fraud, and born in corruption—granting 
to British and American capitalists a monopoly of 
all the financial, commercial, and industrial affairs 
of this great and mighty people? Surely not; for 
this act more strongly cemented and strengthened 
the ties which bound the President to the people. 
But when, sir, did he thus die? Was it when he 
refused his sanction to a bill which authorized this 
government to rob and plunder with one hand, and 
with the other to purchase up the freedom of the 
people? Was it when he vetoed the little tariff, or 


at the openi 
of the present session of Congress, he pr Pa ie 


he still lives; and although I stand not here either 
the apologist or eulogist of the present administra- 
‘tion, and approve not of all its acts, I may still be 
permitted to predict that the name of John Tyler 
will be cherished by posterity, as the name of one 
renowned for his virtues—as the name of an en- 
lightened statesman, and a devoted patriot; while 
the names of those who, from the fountains of their 
jealousy and malice, have poured out upon him the 
lurid streams of vituperation and abuse, will have 
passed into oblivion to be remembered no more 
forever. 

But what is the precise power claimed to be vested 
in Congress by the constitution. By the fourth sec- 
tion of the first article of the constitution, it is pro- 
vided that “the times, places, and manner of hold- 
ing elections for senators and representatives shall 
be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter 
such regulations, except as to the places of choosing sen- 
ators.” 


Tn this clause of the constitution is conferred all 
the power which Congress has over this branch of 
the subject. The legislatures of the four States had 
exercised all the powers, and performed all the du- 
ties enjoined upon them in this section of the con- 
stitution; and no further action, of any kind or de- 
gree, was required of them by that instrument. 
And how has Congress attempted to exercise the 
power with which itself was clothed by the section 
which I have read. The first section of the appor- 
tionment act of 1842 makes the apportionment of 
the representatives among the several States accord- 
ing to their respective numbers, as ascertained by 
the sixth census. 

The second section is in the words following: 


«And be it further enacted, That, in each case where 
a State is entitled to more than one representative, 
the number to which each State shall be entitled, 
under this apportionment, shall be elected by dis- 
tricts composed of contiguous territory, equal in 
number to the number of representatives to which 
said State shall be entitled, no one district electing 
more than one representative.” 


But the ‘four States were already provided with 
laws for the election of their representatives by gen- 
eral ticket; and how, let me ask, how does this sec- 
tion of theact of Congress supply any regulations 
for the election of representatives by districts. It 
does not attempt to make or supply any such regu- 
lations. It merely declares that the elections cf 
representatives shall be by districts, each district 
electing one representative, and no more; and there 
its attempted exercise of power ceases. Now, it 
must be apparent to the mind of every member up- 
on this floor, that this second section of the law 
must remain perfectly powerless and nugatory 
without the aid of the State legislature; or else the 
people must be deprived of their representations in 
this House, if their State legislatures refuse to sub- 
mit to the unauthorized dictation of Congress. 

I deny, sir, that itis in the power of Congress, by 
any act, to deprive the people of their right of repre- 
sentation here. It is a right. which they enjoy un- 
der the constitution, and not under Congress; and 
it is not in the power of Congress to abridge or de- 
stroy it. The legislatures of these States, acting 
under, and with fidelity to, the constitution, have 
fully prescribed the times, places, and manner in 
which this elective franchise may be exercised by 
the people; and if Congress would exercise the pow- 
ers over this subject which it possesses under the 
constitution, in such a manner as to be valid, opera- 
tive and binding upon the States, it must fully pre- 
scribe the time, or place, or manner, or some or all 
of those, in which thefelective franchise may be ex- 
ercised by the people, so that the people may enjoy 
this right in as free and ample a degree as under their 
own State legislation. So far as Congress attempts 
theexercise of its power over this subject, it must 
perfect its own acts. It can inno event call in the 


the black tariff, with the odious distribution clause jį aid of State legislation, nor yet deprive the people of 
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in force, and operative, so that an election may legally 
be held under them. | The State legislatures cannot 
be required again to interfere, to give them vitality 
and force. i 

But it is said that the second section of the act 
under consideration is not mandatory—that . the 
States may pass the necessary laws to secure an 
election by districts, or they may refuse to pass 
them; but if they refuse, the people of the States so 
refusing shall be shut out from a representation in 

this hall. If this is not the language of a mandamus, 
itis the language of the highway—“your money or 

our life’—“‘your legislation or your liberties.” 

s this the language which Congress may address 
to the sovereign States in this confederacy? Is this 
the tone and bearing with which Congress may.ap- 
proach the people of the States? No, sir. The 
people prize their liberties too high, in silence to per- 
mit them to be thus snatched away; and the inde- 
pendence and sovereignty of the States can never 
yield to such monstrous coercion. 

It has been gravely urged here during this debate, 
that it was the duty of the State legislatures to lend 
their aid in carrying out the provisions of thia law. 
But I affirm that unless that duty is imposed 
in the constitution in direct terms or by ne- 
cessary implication, the obligation does not ex- 
ist; for the States are subject to no duties 
which are not thus enjoined by the constitu- 
tion. If it were the duty of the legislatures of the 
legislatures of the States thus to lend their aid, what 
would, or what might, be the consequence? The 
States would pass their own laws; these would be 
altered by Congress; State legislation would become 
again necessary, and as soon as it was perfected, 
Congress, in its wisdom, might effect new changes, 
and the aid of Ståe legislation be again required; and 
so the legislation and laws of the States would be 
continually changing and vacillating to keep pace 
with the whims and caprices of Congress. The 
State legislatures might be required to hold perpetual 
session; and the people might never be able to deter- 
mine what were, or what were not their own rights 
and privileges. a a i 

Under such an exposition of constitntional obliga- 
tion and constitutional duty, who would ever think 
of speaking of State sovereignties or State rights? 
Such a doctrine, if carried out, would annihilate 
every vestige of State dignity and power; and while 
it virtually consolidated all legislative power in Con- 
gress, it would, at the same time, divest the people of 
their rights of suffrage and representation. 

And, finally, it has been urged that more than two- 
thirds of the States in this Union have approved ard 
acted under the section of the law in question. _ 

There is no proof to sustain this aaa 
That more than two-thirds of the States have adopt- 
ed the district system, is doubtless true. They had 
adopted it long before this mandamus act was passed; 
and they, in all probability, would have acted just 
as they have acted under that law, had the second 
section of it been entirely omitted. The States 
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“district system, ‘and are here represented by mem- 
bers elected by districts, it is clearly and unequivo- 
cally established that, although they” would still re- 
tain their own policy, and would:still adhere to the 
‘district ‘system, ‘yet, of the second section of the act 
in question they not only disapproved, but they de- 
nounced it as an impotent attempt at the assumption 
of power by Congress—denounced it as invalid, in- 
operative, and not. binding upon the States. As I 
have already had occasion to remark, this is true of 
the action of the legislature of Connecticut; it is true 
of the action of the legislature of Illinois; and it may 
be true of the action of other State legislatures with 
whose history:.Iam unacquainted. But these in- 
stances are enough to show the falsity ofthe prem- 
ises which gentlemen have assumed, as well as to 
establish ‘the very converse of the conclusions to 
which, by reasoning from these false premises, ‘gen- 
tlemen had. so triumphantly arrived. 

Entertaining these views as to the existence of the 
power in Congress, under the constitution, to make 
or alter the regulations of the times, places, and 
manner of holding the elections of representatives, 
though deeming the attempted exercise of that power 
as altogether uncalled for, and utterly inexpedient, I 
am, nevertheless, fully persuaded that the attempted 
exercise of this power was an utter failure, and alto- 
geier impotent in the States of New Hampshire, 

eorgia, Mississippi, and Missouri; and that the 
elections held in those States under, and in conform- 
ity to, their ancient laws and usages, were elections 
held in conforniity with the constitution and laws, 
and that those who elaim under them are entitled to 
their seats upon the floor of this House. 

Mr. SUMMERS observed that he regarded this as 
a new era in our history. Our institutions were 
again to pass through another ordeal; and, in his 
opinion, anew blow was struck at them in their prog- 
ress, of experiment, and it remained to be seen 
whether they would fall under it, or, with recupera- 
tive energies, survive it, as they had survived previous 
assaults, and pass on to the glorious destiny which, 
he hoped, awaited. them. te S. then went on to 
take a view of the act of the last session, and the 
responsibilities it imposed, adverting to the neglect 
of the four States to obey its injunctions. He then 
referred to the report of the ‘Committee of Elec- 
tions, which he eharasterized as nullification of the 
most dangerous kind, and which set an example 
which, if followed, must end in the destruction of 
the government. Mr. S. then went on to reply to 
the arguments in the- report of the Committee of 
Elections, which he considered the ablest argument 
that had been advanced on that side of the question; 
and arguing that the second section of the apportion- 
ment act of the last session was clearly within the 
constitutional powers of Congress; and endeavored 
to show that the members from the four States were 
not entitled to their seats. 

Mr. JAMESON said, in rising to address the 
House on this subject, he felt somewhat embarrass- 
ed, on atcount of the peculiar position in which he 
was placed in reference to it; and he should not 
have attempted to obtain the floor, had it not been 
that he wished to place himself right before that 
House and the country upon some of the collateral 
questions wnich had been raised in the discussion of 
this subject. 

It had been charged upon the four States, inclu- 
ding that which he had the honor in part to repre- 
sent, that they had becn guilty of the act of nullifi- 
cation in its most odious form. This charge had 
been frequently repeated. What was nullification? 
If he understood its meaning, it was an attempt, by 
an authority having no competent jurisdiction, to 
overthrow a law passed by competent authority. 
Had the people of Missouri attempted to nullify an 
act of Congress? Had they attempted to do an act 
by which this Union would be dismembered? No, 
sir; so far from doing anything to effect that object, 
they had done all that ‘was in their power to hold 
the confederacy united. If it should turn out that 


the decision of a majority of the members there ` 


would be that this law was: unconstitutional, inop- 
erative, and void,—would they be guilty of nullifi- 
cation? That would be a sirigular doctrine. As 
well might they charge the Supreme Court with 
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tribunal which should .detide this question; they 
were bound. to decide it; and unless. they happened 
to decide: that it. was constitutional, they would be 
guilty: of nullification. If nullification was to 
be- dareedl upon any quarter in reference to this 
question, it rested with those who had brought the 
subject before the House. 


e denied that Congress had the right either to 


district the States, or to command the States to do 
it themselves. But Congress had attempted to do 
more than this. They had added another qualifi- 
fication, besides those prescribed'by the constitution, 
to the representatives in that House from the sev- 
eral States. The constitution required that.the re 
resentative should be a resident of the State in 
which he was elected; but this law of Congress re- 
quired that he should be a resident of a particular part 
of the State; and they had not only added an additional 
qualification, but they had repealed the first qualifi- 
cation set down in the constitution, which required 
that the representative should be elected by the 
people of the State, and not by the people of a par- 
ticular district. Did it ever enter into the mind of 
Mr. Madison—to whom reference had been so often 
made—and his contemporaries, that Congress 
should have the power to repeal a part of the con- 
stitution, and to add a new qualification to the rep- 
resentatives of the people? Who ever dreamed 
that Congress would use the power given to it for 
the preservation of the constitution and the govern- 
ment, in order to destroy them? . 

_ Mr. J. put several cases in illustration of this po- 
Sition. 

Mr. J. replied to the arguments of Mr. BARNARD 
of New York, who, he said, expressed great alarm 
at the motion of the gentleman from Virginia to 
consider this question in the House, instead of in 
Committee of the Whole; and also expressed the 
most woful forebodings as to the permanency of our 
government. Where was the gentleman’s tender 
conscience, he asked, when the last whig Congress 
passed so many unconstitutional measures? oul 
the gentleman have been better pleased, he asked, if 
the Committee of Elections had reported a bill 
making a donation of $50,000 to a rich widow at 
the North Bend, or any where else? Or a bill ma- 
king a donation of $50,000 to a couple of whig 
printers, being more than they contracted to work 
for, and more than they swore the work was worth? 
‘Would he have been better pleased if they had 
brought in a bankrupt bill for the benefit of all the 
speculators in the country, to wipe out honest debts? 

r would he have been better pleased if they had 
brought in a bill for the assumption of the State 
debts; ora mammoth bank bil? Unless the com- 
mittee brought in such bills as these, he feared the 
would not be able to please the gentleman. Mr. 7 
then went on to argue against the constitutionality 
of the law of the last session, and contended for the 
rights of the members elected under the general- 
ticket system to their seats in that House. 

Mr. HARALSON next obtained the fioor; but 
he gave way to 

Mr. LUMPKIN, who proceeded to address the 
House, he deeming it right that his views should be 
expressed on the points mooted in the case before 
the House, affecting, as it did, his own seat on that 
on that floor. He proceeded to controvert some of 
the positions of one of his colleagues, Mr. STE- 
PHFNS,] and denied that the State of Georgia hade de- 
cided in favor of the district system, as his colleague 
asserted. He spoke, likewise, to some other points 
involved in the case, and then addressed himself to 
the constitutional argument by which he maintained 
his right to his seat. 

Mr. FRENCH next obtained the floor; but gave 
way to 

Mr. BOYD, who, by leave, presented a report 
from a committee; which was committed to the 
Committee ofthe Whole. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON also desired permission to 
present aresolution calling for information from the 

avy Department in relation to the recent appoint- 
ments of master’s mates; which was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented a memorial, which he 
offered at the sitting of the House, and it wasre- 
ceived and referred. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia desired permission to 
offer a resolution to seeure to all the gentlemen 


ht of charging 


_ The resolution was: not rece 
The House then adjourned... a 
The following. noticés.of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: . o o. ee ; 

: By Mr. BOSSIER: Papers in relation to.the case 
of John P. Lauderman, for the confirmation of: a 
land claim. © ` ETa tie (a oe ENRE 

“By Mr. CHAS. M. REED: Petition of William 

. Wilkison and 110. citizens of the city: of Buffalo, 
asking an appropriation to widen Buffalo creek and 
improve the harbor. Also, remonstrating against the 
outer harbor. Petition of Myron Goodwin and 115 
citizens of Erie county, asking an appropriation for 
continuing the work on the harbor at Erie. The 

petition of Peter L. Lake and 40 citizens of South- 
port, Wisconsin Territory, asking Congress to..im- 
prove the navigation of the Fox and Wisconsin 

rivers. i gA 3 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of R. Kenyon:and 
others, praying the furthers prosecution of the un- 
finished works at Barcelona harbor, Chautauque 
eounty, New York. f ii 

By Mr. HENRY DODGE: Resolution of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appro- 
priation of $5,000 to construct a road from. the town 
of Milwaukie, through the towns of Greenfield, Ver- 
non, New Berlin, to Maquanago: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. Petition. of the 
citizens of Walworth county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congress to pess a law reducing the 
postage, and abolishing the franking privilege, ex- 
cept as to the official correspondence of the Post Of 
fice Department: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Two petitions signed by 
citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the 

establishment of a mail route from Madison, the 

seat of government, to Sun Prairie, Dade county, 

Columbus, in Portage county, Beaver, in Dodge 

county, to Waupon, in Fond du Lac county: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads. Petition numeroualy signed by citizens of 

Racine county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 

gress for an appropriation for a harbor at the mouth 
of Root river, town of Racine, in said Territory: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Two peti- 
tions signed by George Batchelder, E. Tradewell, 
and 310 citizens of Racine county, Territory of Wis- 

consin, asking Congress for an appropriation for a 

harbor at the town of Southport, in said Territory: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. OWEN: Memorial of Samuel M. Mit- 
chell and 74 others, citizens of Posey county, Indi- 
ana, asking a grant of the unsold lands in the Vin- 
cennes land district, to complete the entire line of 
canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio river, at Ev- 
ansville. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: Petition of C. W. Turner, 
for refunding of foreign tonnage duties paid on ship 

Alexandria, at New Orleans. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 12, 1844. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a report and resolu- 
tions, adopted by the legislature of the State of 
Maine, upon the subject of French spoliations prior 
to the 30th of September, 1800, in which the “ sen- 
ators and representatives in Congress from that State 
were requested to call the immediate attention of 
both branches of Congress to the subject, and to use 
all their influence to procure the passage of a law 
making provision for those who suffered ‘by the 
French captures and spoliations aforesaid.” After 
being read, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said, most cheerfully, Mr. 
President, do I comply with the request of the legis- 
lature of Maine, in availing myself of this opportu- 
nity to call the immediate attention of the Senate to 
this highly important subject. This, I believe, 
(said Mr. Po) is the third legislature of Maine that 

“has expressed favorable opinions of the justice of 
these claims, and instructed the agents of the State 
here to use their best efforts to procure the exami- 
nation, allowance, and payment of them by Congress. 
Among the claimants, also, are a considerable num- 
ber of my own constituents; many of them. per- 
sonally known to me, some of them suffering all 


ie. poverty, and all of them smarting under 
a Sense of injury and long-delayed reparation, at the 
hands of thetr-own government. Add to this my 
own deep: conviction “of the justice and equity of 
these claims, and I trust (said Mr. F.) that I shall 
be pardoned for detaining the Senate a moment 
in offering a few suggestions in favor of the action 
of Congress upon this subject now. And, in the 
first-place; T beg senators not to indulge a prejudice 
against these claims -because they are old: Itis 
true, they are old. The right (if any) which ac- 
crued ‘to’ these claimants from the release of their 
claims: upon France, by this gqyernment, accrued 
more than forty years ago. But this, so far from 
constituting a valid objection against them, under 
all the'circumstances, increases your obligation to 
examine and allow them. For it will be observed 
that:the presentation of them is no new thought that 
has just occured to the claimants. They are not now 
for the first time awakened out of a sleep of forty 
years. If it were so—if the petitioners had but just 
made the discovery of the existence of their claims, I 
admit that a presumption against them, and.a strong 
resumption might arise, from the lapse of time. 
ut, sir, this is not the case. On the contrary, with- 
in a year, or. thereabout, after the final ratification of 
the treaty between this government and France, 
which forms the basis of these claims, they were 
presented to Congress, and reported upon by a com- 
mittee of this body. From time to time, from that 
period to the present moment, these claimants have 
een. demanding justice at your hands. Again: 
though presented early, and constantly followed up, 
yet if the claims had always, or even frequently, been 
decided against, I admit, said Mr. F., that a pre- 
sumption adverse to their soundness would naturally 
arise from that circumstance. But the reverse of 
this has been the case. Since April, 1802, eighteen 
reports have been made upon them in both branches 
of Congress; and out of the cighteen but four have 
been adverse. Among the distinguished men mak- 
ing these favorable reports Hay be reckoned Mr. 
Giles, of. Virginia, Mr. Livingston, of Louisiana, 
and Mr. Holmes, of Maine. But what is most re- 
markable, and I may add what is most tantalizing to 
the claimants, during all this period, no direct de- 
cision, by vote, has been had in either branch of 
Congress but once. In the session of 1834 and 1835, 
a bill appropriating five millions of dollars for the 
payment of these claims, was passed by the Senate. 
ith this exception, the claimants have had their 
hopes raised by'favorable reports, only to be dashed 
to the ground again by a refusal, or rather by the 
neglect of Congress to act. Now, is this right? Does 
not our sense of justice revolt at it? Is it not due to 
these claimants, that we say, and say at once, 
whether we regard their claims as good or bad? This 
constantly holding out a hope to them, and never 
making a single advance towards fulfilling that 
hope, is cruel in the extreme. I trust it will 
be so no longer. I trust that Congress will 
throw off this imputation under which it 
rests, and proceed at once to the faithful ex- 
amination of these claims, and to decide whether 
they are well-founded or otherwise. ‘Lapse of 
time,” says one of the adverse reports, “has soften- 
ed the features of the original grievance.” How- 
ever that may be with regard to the unlawful acts 
of France, it surely is not so in regard to the action 
of our own government. Lapse of time, instead of 
softening, but tends to aggravate and give promi- 
nence to the features of its injustice. 

These suggestions, it will be perceived, are made 
without respect to the merit of the claims. For, 
even if their want of merit be admitted, the claim- 
ants are nevertheless entitled to our decision. But 
Tam not disposed to close my remarks, if the Sen- 
ate will pardon me, without adverting briefly to 
some gi the prominent features of the case, to show 
that, If equity and good conscience, these claims 
should be paid. An elaborate discussion of the sub- 
ject would not, probably, be in place now; nor is 
such my design.. My only object is to say enough 
to put senators upon thinking of the matter, and to 
induce the committee, if I may, to make an early 
report. , 

And here permit me to say, sir, that I am not un- 
aware of the fact that several distinguished members 
of this body with whom I am proud to be political- 
ly associated, and whose opinions on most subjects 
I hold in great reverence, have heretofore expressed 
opinions unfavorable to these claims. And if, sir, 
this was a political or party question, this circum- 
stance would: induce me to'hesitate long before adopt- 
ing a course differing from: that of gentlemen of 


| 


tract—a question of -meum and tuum, not to “be de- 
cided by principles of expediency, but upon the 
eternal principles of right and justice. < 

The origin of these claims, it is well known, was 
in the illegal seizure and confiscation by France of 
American’ vessels-and cargoes, between the years 
1793 and 1800.. In regard to this there is no differ- 
ence of opinion. All agree that the acts of France 
were in violation of the laws of nations, and of ex= 


| press stipulations in treaties then subsisting. Be- 


tween six and seven hundred vessels. belonging to 
American citizens, estimated to be worth some fif- 
teen millions of dollars, were thus seized and confis- 
cated—thereby causing the ruin of many a mercan- 
tile house in this country, and carrying desolation 
into many a household. 

These aggressions very justly excited the indig- 
nation of our government, and came nigh, in con- 
nexion with matters of complaint on the part of 
France, involving the two countries in war. No 
complaintis made, or ever has been made against 
our government, for not prosecuting our claims 
against France with a vigorous spirit. Everythin 
was done that could reasonably have been expecte 
or desired. But is it right (as some gentlemen in- 
sist) that all this should be charged to these claim- 
ants? that all the efforts that were made, all the ex- 

enditure of time and money, were for the private 
interests of these individuals? Was there not, in 
fact, a matter of infinitely higher moment involved— 
I mean one affecting the national honor? Suppose 
the merchants, whose ships had been swept from the 
ocean, had made no complaint: is it to be supposed 
that the government would have taken no measures 
to have“avenged the insult to our national dignity? 
to have demanded no redress for national injuries? 
no reparation for broken laws and violated treaties? 

But I pass on. The claims of our merchants 
against France were admitted on all hands to be 
good, and'were pursued by our government with 
commendable vigor up to the period of the negotia- 
tion of the treaty of 30th September, 1800. Nor 
am I (said Mr. F.) disposed to complain, even of 
what was then done. If the government thought 
that the good of the country required the relinquish- 
ment of these claims to France, no one would ques- 
tion its right to relinquish them, either with or 
without a pecuniary compensation. The subject of 
complaint is, that having thus relinquished them, 
and for a valuable consideration, enuring to the whole 
country, the government refuses to make compen- 
sation to the owners of the claims. The complaint 
is for taking private property for public use, without 
making compensation, In violation of the express 
provision of the constitution, and, indeed, in viola- 
tion of natural rights. This point, however, is dis- 
puted; that is, that any valuable consideration was 
received by the United States for the relinquishment 
of these claims. In order, therefore, to determine 
this point, let us (said Mr. F.) recur for a moment 
to the then existing state of things. 

By the commercial treaty between France and the 
United States of February 6, 1778, the former claim- 
ed certain exclusive privileges for her vessels in our 
porta, which it was alleged she had been wrongfully 

eprived of. She complained, also, of many other 
wrongs committed on our part{under this treaty and 
the consular convention of 14th November, 1788. 
By the treaty of alliance, also, of February 6, 1778, 
there were certain reciprocal guaranties ‘then sub- 
sisting, and which France claimed to enforce. By 
the 11th article of that treaty, “the two parties guar- 
anty mutually, for the present and forever, against 
all other powers, to wit: the United States to his 
most Christian Majesty, the present possessions of the 
crown of France in America, as well as those it may ac- 

uire by the future treaty of peace; and his most 

hristian Majesty guaranties to the United States 
their liberty, sovereignty, and independence, abso- 
lute and unlimited, as well in matters of govern- 
mentas commerce; and also their possessions, and 
the possessions and additions or conquests that their 
confederation may obtain during the war, from any 
of the dominions now or heretofore possessed by 
Great Britain in North America, conformably to the 
5th and 6th articles above written: the whole, as their 
possession, shall be fixed and assured to said States 
at the moment of the cessation of the present war 
with England.” The French possessions in Ameri- 
ca, to which the guaranty on our part applied, were 
some eight or ten islands in the West Indies. Here, 
then, we see cownter claims: set ùp by France, not 


against the citizens of ‘the United States: whose | 


| stich eminence and experience. But, sir, this isnot {| 
a political or party question. It is- a case of con- 


e; 


France; and that the same shall not henceforth be 
regarded as legally obligatory on the government or: 
citizens of the United States.” But may not the’ 
validity and effect ofthat act well be questioned? Was 
it in the power of this government thus to’ abrogate. 
the treaty? Ifit takes more than one to make: 
bargain, does it not also take more than one to rescind 
i? It certainly would bea very summary way of 
getting rid of an obligation, to say the least of it, 
for one, after having given his note of hand promising 
to pay a sum of money, to declare “that he was of 
right freed and exonerated from his promise, and 
that henceforth it should not be regarded ‘as obliga- 
tory.” Be the right and power, however, of the 
United States in this respect what it may, this act of 
annulment should have no effect in considering: this 
question, inasmuch as the government never set it 
up asa bar to the claims of France under the trea- 
ties thus nominal! abrogated, On the contrary, so 
far from denying the validity of the claims of France, 
our ministers offered to pay five millions of: francs 
as compensation for failure. on our part to fulfil the 
stipulations in the 11th article of the treaty of alli- 
ance, and three millions of francs for’ all other 
claims. This was refused by the French ministers—~ 
they demanding ten millions, instead offive,for claims 
under the treaty of alliance. : ' 
By recurring tothe correspondence between the 
French ministers and the American envoys, it will 
be perceived that the former, under date of. August 
Lith, 1800, say: : ree 
“Thus the first proposition of the minister of 
France is to stipulate a full and entire recognition of. 
treaties, and the reciprocal engagement of compen- 
sation for damages resulting on both sides from their 
infraction.” If this is not accepted, they ‘then 
propose “the abolition of ancient treaties;” and) in: 
such case, “there would be no demand of compen. 
sation.” Th 
I could quote largely (said Mr. F.) from the doc: 
uments, ifit were necessary, ofsimilar matter, to show 
that France had claims—admitted claims—against 
the United States, and that onerous burdens were 
resting on the latter, under the treaty of alliance, 
from which they were desirous of being relieved. 
This point being established, the next inquiry is, 
were the United States, in point of fact, by the 
treaty of 1800, released from all their liabilities and 
obligations under the several treaties, before then 
subsisting between them and France, in consideration 
of a like relinquishment, on their part, of the claims. 
of American citizens for commercial spoliations? 
And to establish this, it would only seem necéssary 
(said Mr. F.) to refer to the second article of the 
treaty, and the subsequent action of the two govern- 
ments when respectively ratifying the treaty. The 
second article is as follows: “The ministers plenipo- 
tentiary of the two powers not being able to agrée, 
at present, respecting the treaty of alliance’ of the 
6th of February, 1778, the treaty of amity and com- 
merce, of the same date, and the convention of the 
14th of November, 1788; nor upon the indemnities 
mutually due or claimed, the parties will negotiate 
further upon these subjects at a convenient time; and un- 
til they may have agreed upon these points, the said 
treaties and convention shall have no operation.” 7 
The treaty (this article composing a part of it) 
was ratified by the French government; and’ was | 
afterwards, by the President, submitted to this body 
for ratification. on our part. The Senate refused its 
assent to this article, and struck it out, substituting 
in its placé the following: “Itis agreed that the 
present convention shall be in force for the term of 
eight years from the time of the exchange of the 
ratifications.”” A 
Thus ratified, it was returned again to France, 
laid before the first consul, and by him again ratified, 
but upon the following terms and conditions: “The 
government of the United States having added to its 
ratification that the convention should bein force 
for eight years, and having omitted the second ar- 
ticle, the government of the French republic con- 
sents to accept, ratify, and confirm the above con- 
vention with the addition, purporting thet the con: 


and with t t 
Provided; that, by this retrenchment, the. two States 


renounce their’ respective pretensions, which are the ob- 


Jett: T ‘said-article.? 


>. treaty, with this ratification by. the French | 


‘authorities, was again laid before the-Senate ‘by: the 
President of the. United. States; and thereupon, 
the Sènate “resolved, that they conside-ed_the con- 
vention as fully ratified, and. returned the same to 
the President for the.usual promulgation.” >; 
“Now, (said Mr. F.,)"can anything be clearer than 
that here was a mutual release of claims? - Indepen- 
dent of the subsequent action of: the. two govern- 
ments, does not the expunging of the second article 
from. the treaty which provided -for further, nego- 
tiation for the claims of ‘our citizens, touching their 
amount, and ‘not their existence, and for the claims 
of France upon this government, show clearly a 
willingness on the part of this government, to avoid 
future difficulties, by balancing accounts? -Is not this 
the only inference fairly deducible from the ac? But, 
however strong-the ‘inference, Bonaparte chose to 
leave nothing ‘unexpressed; and accordingly, in his 
second ratification, he does it in effect, upon the con- 
dition, that such was the meaning and intention of 
the government of the United States. And to end 
all doubt, and render certainty doubly certain, the 
correctness of this interpretation is admitted by the final 
resolve of the Senate. ba 
_ An the face of all this, it has been said that no 
valuable consideration was ever received by the 
United States. for the release of our claims; that they 
‘were pursued by our government so long as pursuit 
was reasonable, and finally abandoned as irrecovera- 
ble and worthless. I have, therefore, deemed it 
_ proper to refer the Senate to a correspondence be- 
tween Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, and Mr. 
Pinckney, minister to Spain, in which this subject 
is referred to, and which cannot but be regarded 
as a very important piece of evidence in the case. 
It seems that the Spanish government resisted our 
claim to indemnity for spoliations committed by 
French subjects, under the authority of Spain, or 
at least within her territories, on the ground of our 
demand on France, and the expunging of the second 
article of the treaty. Mr. Madison, in a communi- 
cation to Mr. Pinckney, under date of February 6, 
1804, says: 

“The plea on which, it seems, the Spanish gov- 
ernment now principally relies, is the erasure of the 
second article from our late convention with France, 
by which France was released from the indemnities 
due for spoliations committed under her immediate 
responsibility to the United States. This plea did 
not appear in the early objections of Spain to our 
claims. It was an after-thought, resulting from the 
insufficiency of every other plea, and certainly is as 
litle valid as any other.” 

“The injuries for which indemnities are claimed 
from Spain, though committed by Frenchmen, took 
place under Spanish authority. Spain, therefore, is 
answerable for them. To her we have looked, and 
continue to look, for redress. If the injuries done 
to us by her resulted in any manner from injuries 
done to her by France, she may, if she pleases, re- 
sort to France as we resort to her. But whether her 
resort to France would be just or unjust, is a ques- 
tion between her and France, not between either 
her and us, or us and France. We claim against 
her, not against France. In releasing France, there- 
fore, we have not released her. The claims, again, 
from which France was released, were admitted 
by France, and the release was for a valuable consid- 
eration, in a correspondent release of the United States 

_ from certain claims on them. The claims we make 
on Spain were never admitted by France, nor made 
on France by the United States. They made, there- 
fore, no part of the bargain with her, and could not 
be included in the release.” 

Now, when it is recollected that this was under 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, by whom the 
treaty had been ratified, can a reasonable doubt re- 
main that, in the release of the claims of France upon 
the United States, there was a quid pro quo—a valu- 
able consideration; and that, consequently, the private 
property of certain of our citizens has been appro- 
priated to “public uses?” 

Hlow has this plain case, and the obligations on 
the part of the United States necessarily resulting 
from it, been met by its opponents? In addition to 
what has already ‘appeared, it is insisted that be- 
tween 1793 and 1800, or, at all events, between 
1798 and 1800, actual war existed between this coun- 
ity and France; that, consequently, all private griev- 


vention shall bein force for the space‘of eight years, 
ith ‘the ‘retrenchment: of the second article: 


the part of France, she seized our merchant vessels, 


‘carried them into her ports, caused them. to be con- 
demned in her admiralty courts, and from the pro- 


-ceeds of sale replenished her treasury. But this was 


not done because we were at war. ‘The legal pro- 
ceedings forbid such an idea. It was done on the 
alleged ground of a violation of the Jaws of neutral- 
ity, (France and England being then at war,) and in 
violation of the edicts and decrees of the French 
Government; which, however unjust towards us, 
and in violation of treaty stipulations, were, never- 
theless, in form at least, peaceable, and not warlike 
proceedings. R 

On our part, our ships of war were authorized to 
take armed French vessels found hovering on our 
coasts for the purpose of annoying our commerce. 
Merchant vessels were also authorized to arm them- 
selves, and to resist any attempt of French cruisers 
to capture them. An army was ordered to be raised; 
all intercourse with France, for one year, was inter- 
dicted by law; and the treaties between us and France 
were declared to be void. These are the principal 
acts relied upon to show that the two countries were 
at war. On the contrary, (said Mr. F.,) I think, un- 
der the circumstances, they are explainable in perfect 
consistency with the true state of affairs—to wit: 
that our government was apprehensive of a war, and 
were: wisely making Preperation for that event, 
should it come. Our ships of war were not tò seize 
upon property belonging to French citizens, as they 
would have been in case of war. They were not 
even to attack or seize French vessels of war indis- 
criminately; but only those which should be found 
hovering on our coasts for the purpose of annoying 
our commerce. Our merchant vessels were only to 
arm in self-defence. The act authorizing the Presi- 
dent to augment the army, limited the power to the 
case of a war breaking out between the United States 
and some foreign prince or power. The attempt to 
annul the subsisting treaties was not upon the 
ground of a war existing—for that would have of 
itself put an end to the treaties; but upon the ground 
that France had neglected to fulfil their stipulations 
on her part—that she was guilty of the first breach. 
In all this, therefore, there is no evidence of an actual 
war. They are indications merely of an apprehen- 
sion or fear of war. 

But again; if war actually existed between the 
two countries, is it not unaccountable that no sug- 
gestion to that effect should have been made by the 
ministers on either side in negotiating the treaty of 
1800? This, if true, would have furnished a con- 
clusive answer to any claims that might have been 
setup. This course, if the facts would have war- 
ranted it, would have been the easiest and shortest 
way of getting rid of the difficulties growing out of 
the infractions of treaties. 

But, as a further proof that no war existed, I 
would refer the Senate (said Mr. F.) to the instruc- 
tions given our ministers sent to Paris to negotiate 
the treaty of 1800. After enumerating the multipli- 
ed aggressions of France upon our commerce, and 
her refusal to make indemnity, the instructions go on 
to say: “This conduct of the French republic would 
well have justified an immediate declaration of war 
on the part of the United States; but, desirous of 
maintaining peace, and still willing to leave open the 
door of reconciliation with France, the United States 
contented themselves with preparations for defence, and 
measures calculuted to protect their commerce.” 

Again: the American ministers, in a letter to the 
government at home, under date of August 20, 1800, 
in alluding to the act of Congress annulling the 
treaties, say: “if it had amounted to a cause of war, 
yet, as the wisdom of France reconciled it to peace, 
tts application on the principles of war, to the extin- 
guishment of claims, would be inexplicable.” Un- 
quetifiable and preposterous, also, might well have 

cen added. 

Without quoting further from public documents, 
which I tien 
this point, I submit whether this idea of war is not a 
mere figment of the brain—an ingenious suggestion 
made to evade the force of an array of facts other- 
wise irresistible and conclusive. 

Permit me, Mr. President, (said Mr. F.) to no- 


Hee one other objection to the allowance of these 


e |! claims, and: 


teasily do, (said Mr. F.,) in reference to | 


have. done. It is urged against 
allowance that -most of.them. are. owned 


their 


` byo- insurance- companies, and. the . remainder 


have. been bought-up. by speculators for a mere 
song- Now, sir, L. appeal to every fair. ahd can- 
did. mind, -whether the nature of the claim, its 
justice and fairness, can -bé affected by the circum- 
stance that the petitioners’ claim in an individual.or 
associated capacity.. If the owner. of the confiscated 
vessel hag received -her value from the insurer, 
should not that insurer, by every principle of jus- 
tice and right, be permitted to. stand in the place 
of the owner in case indemnity should be provided? 
But the fact is not if accordance with the allegation. 
On recurring to the documents it will be found that, 
among 956 petitions, only 18 are. from insurance 
companies. And, in regard to the allegation that the 
claims have been purchased up by speculators, I 
wish to say (said Mr. F.) that, so far as my knowl- 
edge extends upon this subject, in reference to my 
own State, I most solemnly aver that no such case 
exists. Not a solitary purchase of one of these 
claims has ever come to my knowledge; and I have 
no reason to believe that a different state of things 
exists in regard to these claims in other States. If, 
however, it were so, the objection may be easily 
obviated by making corresponding discrimination 
in your bill. Let the purchaser receive only what 
he has paid. Upon the whole, is it not clear: | 


1. That these petitioners, or those whom they 
represent, had valid claims against France for com- 
mercial spoliations between the years 1793 and 
1800? SÈ 

2. That these claims were released to France by 
the United States, in the treaty of 30th September, 
1800? 

3. That the release of claims on the part of France 
against the government of the United States, under 
treaty stipulations, and release from obligations on 
the part of the United States to aid France in main- 
taining her possession to her West India islands, 
constituted the consideration of the release aforesaid 
on the part of the United States? 

4. That the grounds assumed in opposition to 
these claims are unsubstantial, and cannot be main- 
tained? 

Tf these points have been satisfactorily established, 
it follows that further delay will be unjust and cruel. 
I trust, therefore, that the committee having charge 
of this subject will, after due investigation, report 
upon these claims at so early a day ag to ensure the 
final action of both branches of Congress at the pres- ` 
ent session; and thus, if not satisfy the ends of jus- 
tice, at least no longer tantalize these claimants with 
that 


“hope deferred, 
Which maketh the heart sick.” 


Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial from the 
heirs of John S. Russwurm, praying the allowance 
of legal interest on commutation money heretofore 
allowed him as an officer in the revolutionary war: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from James 
R. Howison, asking compensation for scientific du- 
ties in the exploring expedition: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. FOSTER presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Tennessee, asking Congress to 
pass a law authorizing the publication of the decis- 
ions of the Supreme court of the United States in a 
compact and cheap form; also, a recommendation of 
the members of the bar of Tennessee upon the sub- 


| ject; which were referred to the Judiciary Commit- 


tee. 

Mr. MILLER presented additional evidence in 
support of the case of Charles R. Williamson, pray- 
ing compensation for injuries and disease contract- 
ed by him while in the naval service of the Jijpited 
States: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from F. R. 
Dorsett, David Kurtz, John Robinson, and Wm. 
M. Douglass, watchmen in the War and Navy De- 
partments, asking for additional pay as such: refer- 
red. to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolution, 
which he said had been handed to him bya repre- 
sentative from the Indians; which was adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into and ascertain what 
amount of money. was provided to be paid.to the 
Cherokee Indians under the treaty and the supple- 
mental articles of the treaty of December 29, 1835; for 
what objects; what amount has been appropriated 


to meet the.objects specified in said treaty; for what 
objects; what amount was intended for the Chero- 
kees individually, and what amount is subject to 
the legislation of their national councils; what 
amount has been éxpénded under each of the articles 
of the treaty aforesaid, and how paid; what amount 
has been lawfully expended for the several objects 
specified’ under he treaty; and what amount has 
been wrongfully and improperly expended; and if 
‘any, by whom; what further i arene are ne- 
ceasary to fulfil said treaty according to its true intent; 
‘what amount should be due each individual accord- 
‘ing to the provisions of said tregty; and the customs 
of said tribe of Indians, of 1835; what amount of 
money, so due, is in the treasury, and why it has 
not been paid; what portion of the individuals of 
said tribe have demanded said money; and what 
further legislation is necessary in order to carry out 
allthe provisions of said treaty, and to preserve 
peace on the frontier; and to prevent domestic strife 
among said tribe of Indians; and that said commit- 
tee have full power to send for persons and pa- 
pers, 

Mr. KING presented a joint memorial, adopted 
by the legislature of Alabama, and resolutions in- 
s:ructing the senators and requesting her representa~ 
tives in Congress from that State to use their cxer- 
tions to carry out the objects of the memorial. The 
memorial sets forth that many individuals, who 
were entitled to the benefits of the pre-emption law 
of 1838 and 1840, were necessarily deprived of the 
ability of availing themselves of such benefits by 
the pressure of the times. That their little posses- 
sions will soon he subject to entry, and that they are 
unable to raise specie funds to pay for them. They 
therefore ask Congress so to extend the provisions 
of the pre-emption law, as to secure them their pos- 
sessions at the government price, believing that they 
could not be sold beyond that price,if putup at 
public sale now—-some of the lands having been al- 
ready offered, and would not bring that price; but 
still, if the lands on which they have made the im- 
provements are exposed to public at the time at 
which they are liable to be thus sold, they might 
fall into other hands. The memorial therefore prays 
that the right of of pre-emption may be extended 
for two years. 


printed. 
THE STATE OF IOWA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate | 


acommunication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a letter from the governor of 
Iowa, accompanied by a memorial of the legisla- 
tive assembly of that territory, asking admission, 
as an independent State, into the Union; which, on 
the motion of Mr. SEVIER, was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report made to the 
Navy Department by Captain Stockton, relative to 
the vessel of war Princeton, which was constructed 
under his supervison, and recommending to Con- 
gres the adoption of a similar plan in the construc- 
tion of other vessels of war: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, laid before the Senate the report of the audi- 
tor of the Post Office Department of the accounts for 
the service of that office for the year ending July, 
1843: ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. HENDERSON gave notice that he would, 


on to-morrow, ask leave to introducea bill regula- 


ting the fees of officers in the courts of the United 


States in the several States. 
THE FINE BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN desired to call up the bill to restore 
to @pneral Jackson the fine imposed on him at New | 
Orleans by Judge Hall, with a view of so disposing | 


of it as to make it the first business in order to-mor- 
row morning during the morning hour, having been 
precluded from calling it up for action this morning 


in consequence of the consumption of the time of the | 


Senate in other matters. , 

The CHAIR suggested that it would be much 
better to let the bill remain in its then condition on 
the calendar, and submit a motion in the morning to 
postpone the previous orders to take it up. 

The suggestion was acquiesced in. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT—THE TARIFF, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed . 


the consideration of the resolution of the Finance 
“Commities, to postpone indefinitely the bill intro- 


) The memorial was referred to the | 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 


: duced by Mr. McDurrm, to reduce the rates of | 


duties under the present tariff to the standard. of the 
compromise act. . ; 


r. HUNTINGTON addressed. the Senate for - 


two hours. He said it was with unfeigned reluc- 
tance: he rose to speak on the subject of the bill in- 
troduced by the honorable senator from South Car- 
olina—not from thinking that any discussion that 
could be had in the Senate would either remove or 
affect the foundation on which the bill of 1842 rest- 
ed. That bill was now part and parcel of the stat- 
ute books of the United States, where he had little 
doubt of its continuing. It was, in his opinion, abe- 
neficent and wise political measure, the friends of 
which were prepared, willing, and desirous, at all 
proper times, and on all proper occasions, to defend, 

ut when discussion commenced, he had hoped it 
would have been confined, not to the merits or de- 
merits of the proposed bill, but to the true question 
before the Senate—the jurisdiction of that body to 
entertain such bills. 

The question at issue was, whether the bill of 
1842 was, as described by the honorable senator from 
New Hampshire, framed for the sole benefit of a 
small portion of the community, at the expense of 
the remainder; or was it calculated to sustain the 
national credit, increase the business, and add 
to the prosperity of the country. That 
the bill would produce the latter effects, he 
had no room left to doubt. With this conviction, 
he much regretted the course taken by the senators 
opposed to him, as no discussion on the subject 
could lead to practical good; for, if the laws in re- 
lation to the duties on importation were to be 
brought before that body every session of Congress 
for alteration or revigi there would be no protec- 
tion left for any aa. industrial classes; they 
would lose all confidence in laws and law-makers, 
and their energies would become paralyzed. Stabil- 
ity in laws relating to duties was absolutely neces- 
sary to insure the common weal; and, as the bill of 
1842 was framed for the revival of business, the en- 
couragement of industry, and the securing to labor 
an adequate reward, he felt confident it would not 
be altered or disturbed. If a measure to restore our 
credit, mect our expenditures, and discharge our 
debts, was what senators would support, then the 
present law would remain unchanged, and would 

rove a blessing to the country. ‘He was struck 
a remark made by the honorable senator 
from South Carolina, that “there was no new 
ground to be taken by either side on the 
the question. There might be no new ground, so 
far as the question was confined to the measure be- 
ing one of tariff, revenue, or protection; but the dif- 
ferent state of the country from the time of passing 
former bills offered arguments in favor of measures 
now, which could not be advanced at an earlier pe- 
riod. He regretted that the distinguished and tal- 
ented senator from New Hampshire should have 
considered it necessary to apply the epithets that he 
did to the bill of 1842; his extensive knowledge, 
tact, and shrewdness, required no such adventitious 
aid; and he therefore felt the deeper regret on hear- 
ing that gentleman designating that as oppressive 
bill, an abomination, a horror, a mongrel, a monster, 
an idol bowed down to by the men of the East. He 
knew the hondrable senator too well to attribute to 
him any improper motive in using those epithets; 
he knew that his opposition was conscientious; and 
his (Mr. Huntineton’s) only regret was, that 
he should have resorted to so strong a mode 
of expression. He would endeavor to avoid, 
in himself, the fault he found in another. He 
would use no such epithets in regard to the bill 
of the honorable senator from South Carolina: such 
a course, he thought, never added to the strength of 
equitable argument. The honorable senator from 
New Hampshire stated, at the commencement of 
his address, that he would not build his argument 
on theories, but that he would confine himself to 
facts, and draw his conclusion from them. Now 
he (Mr. H.) intended to follow the same course— 
to base what he had to say on facts; differing only 
from the honorable senator [Mr. Woopzery] in his 
intention to bring forth all the legitimate facts bear- 
ing on the question, and nota portion, selected for 
the particular occasion. The principle of the oppo- 
nents of the bill of 1842 was right; or, if not, the 
principle of its supporters was right. The former 
went for unrestricted free trade; the latter for a law 
that would sustain and encourage all the interests of 
the country, and slide into the interests and wealth 
of foreign nations. Ifthe latter view was right, 
then the honorable-senator from New Hampshire, 


as a new one; butin giving 
reflect that the frame-work of the tariff was essenti ly 
different from any preceding measure of the. kind; 
the rates of duty were, new, and the circumstances 
and business of the country different. Those facts 
alone should have shown hizo the bill as entirely: a 
new measure, and ought to have’ secured for it, ex- — 
cept the interests of the country imperious! demand- 
ed otherwise, a fair trial. He demands the modifi- 
cation of the bill now, because some of those who 
voted for it, declared that they did so from necessi- 
sity. As regarded the ex-honorable. senator from 
Maine, his colleagues were on tlie floor and could 
answer for him. ‘The senator from New York and 
Pennsylvania were present, and could. speak for 
themselves; but as far as he could ‘infer front 
report, the senator from Pennsylvania declared, 
ata public meeting, his entire approval of the meas- 
ure. The question was, however, not what they 
thought then, but what they think now. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire had also alluded to a 
letter from Mr. Clay, in which he says “if there are 
errors in this bill, they should be corrected.” But 
he did not advance it as Mr. Clay’s opinion that the 
bill should be modified, as suggested by the’ Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. i 

Mr. H. went on to argue that the bill of 1828, 
received from the gentlemen now opposed to the 
tariff, the items, in shape of amendments, which 
earned for it the character of an abomination. Even 
supposing Mr. Woovsoury right, he did not think 
this the proper time to go into consideration of the 
bill of 1842. The first proposition of Mr. W. was that 
the bill was framed for the direct protection of a very 
small class, at the expense of the rest of the comm- 
unity. Now this was one of the old stereotyped charges ` 
that had been as often refuted as advanced. He 
denied. there was any authority for so designatin 
the bill; it was not sought for by the sma 
class of manufacturers in 1842; but by a much greater 
and more numerous portion of the people. Mr. H. 
went on at length to show that the tariff was for the 
general good, and was more a revenue than a pro- 
tective measure. The articles mentioned by Mr. ` 
Woopgury as bearing the high duty of 100 per cent, 
and over, were nothing to judge by; if every article 
in the tariff was liable to such high rates, then the 
argument would have some weight; but bringing to 
the foreground only those articles bearing high du- 
ties, and keeping all others out of view, was rather 
an admission of weakness than a demonstration of 
strength. Show the tariff fairly as it stood, and it 
would require no further proof of its value to the 
revenue. He enumerated the amounts received from 
duties on sugars, silks, woollens, molasses, spirits, 
&c., and then went on show that Turks Island salt 
was, previous to a protecting duty, worth, in this 
country, one dollar per bushel; but when salt works 
were established here, the price of Turks Island salt, 
which is the best kind, fell to 20 cents per bushel. 
This reduction of price was effected by domestic 
enterprise—enterprise which, if war commenced to- 
morrow, would secure to us that great “essential at a 
cost of twenty-five or twenty-six cents, instead of. four 
or five dollars per bushel. As to the enormous duty 
complained of by the honorable gentleman, taking 
his own calculation of the population at twenty 
millions, and allowing to each one-third of a 
bushel per year, it would amount to one-third of 
two cents on each. The illustration used by Mr. 
W oopzuny relative to hides, would not hold good. 
The mutual dependence which, by the order of 
Providence, exists in all classes of the community— 
that beautiful system which leaves not one independ- 
ent of the other, but makes all dependent on the great 
source of good from above—will show to the farmer, 
that the duty of five per cent on the raw hide is, 
through the workings of the system, equally as ben- 
eficial to him as the duty of thirty-five per cent. on 
leather is to the manufacturer. The same refutation 
he gave to the other illustrations of Mr. W. viz: 
boots, shoes, cottons, wool, (the senator from Ver- 
mont, he said, would perhaps give his views on 
that particular in the course of the debate,) 
raw silk, brass, hemp, &c. The next illustration of 
the evils of the tariff, as given by the honorable sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, related (he said) to rags 
vand paper. Now, he never heard the farmers complain 
of the want of a protective duty to enable them to 
raise rags; and as to paper, he believed they wished 


Hampshire had quoted largely from the writings of 
Dr.-Franklin. He (Mr. H) had not time to look 
minutely through those writings, but he had dis- 
covered in them enough to show that what Dr. 
Franklin said in relation to this country not being 
ready for going to manufactures, had reference to 
the then condition of the country. The same opin- 
ions would not be applicable to the present condi- 
tion of the country. Then, as to br. Franklin’s 
views of free trade, was it not easily to be seen that 
he. meant free trade substantially, in which it would 
exist alike in all countries—not that kind of free 
trade which would be all on one side, and operating 
against high duties on the other. What did the 
term ‘free trade” mean in Great Britain? That was 
to be learned from the debates in Parliament, from 
which he (Mr. H.) quoted passages in speeches 
made there, to show that the term was derided as 
mere pretence, and never did and never could exist 
in England. Whenever the statesmen in the British 
Parliament found. the duties in other countries 
operating against British interests, they made a 
great pretence of their zeal for free trade—got 
up committees on the subject—witnesses were 
examined, and the proceedings published, with a 
view of inducing a reduction of the ‘foreign duties. 
‘Was it not very well known that when this tariff act 
was in agitation here, such acourse was taken in 
Parliament. as to endeavor to make us believe Eng- 
Jand must have free trade? We were furnished 
withpamphlets of the proceedings of the commit- 
tees on this subject; but did any one ever hear of 
the reports of those committees being acted upon, or 
their recommendations carried out? No such thing. 
The protective policy of England was still steadily 
pursued for the exclusive benefit of its own indus- 
try in every branch. She had played the same 
game of pretence with the Germanic States, till she 
flooded them with her manufactures; but when 
those States found out her real object, they put on 
high duties, and their various sources of industry 
soon became flourishing. Every country of Eu- 
rope resorted to protective duties for the encourage- 
ment of national industry—Russia, Prussia, France, 
and all other countries. When Sir Robert Peel 
was pushed hard by the advocates of the repeal of 
the corn laws, and had to define his position, he 
dared notcome out in favor offree trade. He had 
totake the side of protective duties, and every one 
could remember how he was sustained by the vote 
in the House of Commons, which gave him a ma- 
jority of 196 in favor of protection. 

Now, with regard to the objection made on the 
other side, that the constitution gives no authority 
for this ‘system of protection, he (Mr. H.) denied 
that such was the fact. The whole tenor and spirit, 
as well-as the very letter of the constitution, led to 
the fostering, encouraging, and protecting of Ameri- 
can industry of every kind, collectively and indi- 
vidually, The very object of the constitution was 
to build up this confederation as a great nation in all 
the pursuits of industry; increasing in wealth and 
prosperity. And how could this:be. done but by 


. to produce this wealth 
| ly provides that every man ‘shi 


aiding the labor and in 


ustry which were a 
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his industry. . And “Congress. could not, without a 
dereliction of its duty, omit such acts of legislation 
as were necessary to secure to every man the éh- 
Joyment of the fruits of his. industry. ` It was.upon 
this principle the bill of 1842 was advocated as a 
protective-tariff bill: : i 

He asked what would be the ultimate condition of 
this country ifit was to adopt the free-trade princi- 
ple; relying on England to carry it out. also? The 
effect would be, that probably, for a short time, it 
would go on, until our manufactures were broken 
down; and then, when they were put out of the way, 
England would begin to lay on duties against us, 
while we, adhering to the free-trade policy, would 
very soon find ourselves in a state of utter bank- 
ruptey. But even if England also adhered to it, 
where would be the benefit to our agricultural States 
—the western States? The free-trade principle 
would admit the grain and other products of Ger- 
many, France, Poland, the countries on the borders 
of the Baltic sea, and all other European countries, 
into England, to glut her market; and they could all 
get them in half the time requisite to transport the 
products of our western States thither; so that, when 
the products of the West would reach the market, 
they would have to be sacrificed for anything they 
could bring. The West would gain nothing by free 
trade; on the contrary, it would lose by having its 
steady, home market broken up. 

The Senator from New Hampshire complained of 
the act of 1842 as being a bill for protection, and not 
for revenue. Now he (Mr. H.) contended that, al- 
though, in some particulars, jit was, strictly speak- 
ing, a bill for protection, yenip the whole, it was a 
good revenue bill, because#*by its arrangement, 
looking to the whole effect of the measure, it pro- 
duced more revenue than would a separate duty on 
each item for revenue alone. He went into various 
statements in proof of this position. 

He next combated the idea of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the constitution looked to 


other sources of taxation than duties on imports for - 


revenue to support the government. 

Mr. Woopsvry stated that his position was, 
that the constitution looked to duties on imports for 
revenue alone; and if that did not produce enough, 
it provided other sources of taxation, to avoid pass- 
ing the revenue point in taxing imports.] 

r. FI. said he understood the senator’s position 
to be, that direct taxes could be resorted to, because 
the powers of the constitution implied that. 

(Mr. Woopsury said that the power of resorting 
to other modes of taxation indicated that no more 
taxes should be derived from imports than they 
would yield at a rate of duties imposed for revenue 
alone. If more revenue was required, it should be 
obtained from other sources. ] 

Mr. H. contended that the other sources of taxa- 
tion contemplated were to be used only in cases of 
great emergency; and-that the intention of the fra- 
mers of the constitution was to derive all the ordi- 
nary revenue of the government from duties on im- 

orts. 

p As one of the reasons for repealing or altering the 
act of 1842, the senator from New Hampshire says 
it does not yield enough of revenue. Now, he (My. 
H.) took issue with the senator on this point, and 
contended that the revenue of this year under that 
act would be $22,000,000, if not $23,000,000. And 
if "the expenditures were only kept down, as he was 
sure they would be, within the necessary disburse- 
ments of the government, that would not only be 
enough, but would leave a considerable surplus. 

Mr. H. here entered into a minute detail of the 
revenue for several years past; and contended that 
reduction of duties never did, in the mass, increase 
revenue. In support of this, he quoted largely 
froma speech of Sir Robert Peel, as to the expe- 
rience of the -British government in all cases of re- 
ducing duties, with a view of increasing revenue. 
From this speech, he deduced that the only instances 
in which revenue was increased in England by the 
reduction of duties, were in regard to coffee and 
rum. In all other cases it took some years be- 
fore the revenue came up to what was before the re- 
duction of duties. In most cases it never did reach 
the standard of revenue from high duties. 

As to the complaint urged against the tariff act, 
that it enhanced the price of articles of consump- 
tion, he (Mr. H.) contended that its permanent ef- 
fect was the reverse. any. apparent rise was com- 
pensated by the increased al lity of the consumer 


It being now some time past the usual hour of ad- 
journment, and Mr. H. intimating ‘that it would 
take him an hour yet to get through— 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 12, 1844. 


The journal having been read, f 

The SPEAKER announced that the first business.. 
before the House was the report of the Committee 
of Elections, in relation to the legality of the elec- 
tions for representatives in the States of New Hamp- 
shire, Georgia, Mississippi, and Missouri; and on 
the question pending, the gentleman from Kentucky. - 
[Mr. Frencu] had the floor. 


Mr. FRENCH, after some preliminary observa- 
tions, said that he had no doubt that the district sys- 
tem of elections was the only old-fashioned Jeffer- 
sonian mode of furnishing members for that House; 
and having announced this opinion, without taking ` 
time to prove the correctness of it, he would pass on 
to another topic which had created some degree of 
excitement in the course of this discussion. He al- 
luded to the protest which, on the first day of the 
session, before the organization of the House, and 
before the members had taken the oath to support 
the constitution, was presented by some fifty of its 
members. The House of Representatives wag 
made, by the constitution, the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its members. 
The House, in the performance of that binding func- 
tion, was, for that purpose, a court, constituted as 
such by the paramount law of the land. Now, he 
submitted to the candor and intelligence of gentle- 
men whether, if a judge, called upon to administer 
the laws ofhis State, should be‘allowed to commence 
his sessions or proceed with a case before taking the 
oath of office; and whether, if he should decide a 
case in advance, of being qualified, such a decision 
would not at least be considered by an intelligent 
community as premature. Would he not, by such 
proceedings, subject himself to the imputation of 
being premature and partial in his decisions? He 
had no doubt but that the fifty honorable gentle- 
men (for he believed the number was fifty) whose 
names were appended to that protest, were actuated 
by the purest and most patriotic motives; but what 
(said Mr. F.) would you, Mr. Speaker—what 
would your competitor [Mr. Poic] think of me 
were I to offer a protest in advance, denouncing you 
as not entitled to your seat, or denouncing him as 
not presenting a claim to it sufficiently plausible to 
entitle him to be heard? What difference was there 
between the two cases? There seemed tobe none. 
He voted (Mr. F. said) to keep that protest out of 
the journal, because it was not one of the proceed- 
ings of the House, and therefore was not required 
to be placed there by the constitution; and because 
he thought that the protest violated the great princi- 
ple upon which all courts preserved the impartiality 
of their proceedings—that of not deciding on 
question until sufficient argument and delibera, 
were had. For the same reasons he voted to take 
the case out of Committee of the Whole, and refer it 
to the House, which he believed to be the only 
proper court to decide such questions; and that, there- 
fore, all the arguments on it should be heard in that 
court, and not out of it. Without, therefore, de- 
taining the House longer on these two preliminary 
topics, he would at once proceed to the main ques- 
tion, which, he confessed, was of the greatest con- 
stitutional importance, and which he trusted he 
should approach with that sense of justice and im- 
partiality which it deserved. 

He would not-take the time to read the clause of 
the constitution which: authorized the people of the 
States to elect the members of this House, and the 
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times, places, and manner of holding elections for sen+ 
ators and members of the House, but consider them 
as read, and bringing to view the powers. under 
which the States, in obedience to the commands of- 
the constitution, have made. their regulations for 
electing their representatives for 50 years past. Con- 
gress, then, passed the apportionmentilaw of the last 
session; and what did they enact init? Did they 
undertake to enact a system under which the-people 
of these States could exercise the right of suffrage? 
They didnot. He could imagine one reason wh 
Congress did not think proper to legislate to the full 
extent prescribed in that clause. Had they done 
so, there would. have been a nesessity to appoint, in 
all the towns, villages, and counties of the country, a 
sct of officers to hold and conduct the elections, to 
which course clear and valid objections existed. He 
supposed, therefore, that the makers of the law were 
not willing to carry out the whole extent of the 
powers in that clause of the constitution. Still the 
question remained, what alteration had Congress 
made in the regulations of the States by the second sec- 
tion of the apportionment law? Had they, in fact, 
made any such alteration as was contemplated by 
the constitution, or such as could be executed by the 
people? He would examine that question. The 
constitution provided that Congress may, by law, 
make’ or alter such regulations as the legislatures of 
the States may have made, prescribing the times, 
places, and manner of holding their elections. Then 
the question came up, was this second section, which 
is claimed to have abolished the general-ticket system 
of the States, alaw? If it was a law, the general- 
ticket system was abolished—he would not say re- 
pealed, for the anomaly has never yet been present- 
ed in history, of one government repealing the laws 
of another.” But to proceed: if Congress has sus- 
pended or superseded the general-ticket system, it 
could only be done by law, as stated in the constitu- 
tion; and the question remained, was this second sec- 
tion a law? He confessed it was hard to prove a 
negative, but as far as a negative could be proved, 
‘he desired to make the effort to do it; in other 
words, to prove that this was not alaw in the mean- 
ing of the constitution of the United States. Sir, 
(said Mr. Pa) there is a learned profession, called (if 
you please) the legal profession; and when a stu- 

ent enters upon the study of it, there is what 
may be termed a legal alphabet for him to learn; 
and the first question of it—the letter A—is “what is 
Jaw? What was the answer. given by the ele- 
mentary writers? Certain distinguished legal gen- 
tlemen, such as Sir William Blackstone, and others, 
had defined it for them. Law, in the language of 
Blackstone, in its most comprehensive sense, was 
a rule of action. The regular return of the different 
seasons of the year, spring, summer, autumn, and 
winter, was one of the great laws of nature prescribed 
by the Deity for the comfort and sustenance of man- 
The sun, which imparted life and heat to our plane~ 
tary system, was the result of another great rule of 
action prescribed by the Deity for the support of his 
creatures. Now, if this second section was brought 
up to this standard, what was it? Gentlemen said 
it was a rule of law; but that was not enough. It 
must be a rule of action; and he asked if any act 
could be had under it? Could you (he asked) put the 
right of suffrage in motion by it? Could you enable the 
people of the States to hold their elections for members 
to represent them in Congress? It was nothing but 
a mere congressional proposition; or, if gentlemen 
pleased, nothing bauta rule, But, to descend from 
the laws of nature to which he had just adverted, 
let us (said he) come down to human laws, or, as 
they are called, municipal laws—the second lesson 
which the student learns. What is municipal law? 
It ig, in the language of the same writer, a rule of 
civil conduct prescribed by the supreme power of 
thestate, commanding what is right, and prohibit-. 
ing what is wrong. ‘There isa difference between 
advisory counsel, which we are at liberty to take or 
refuse, and law, which is binding upon us. The 
language of a compact is, “I will, or I will not, do 
this thing.” The language of law, according to 
Blackstone, is, “Thou shalt, or shalt not, do it.” 
Then, according to this definition of law being a 
rule of conduct or action, he asked if this second 
section could be said to be a law. If no action 
could be had under it, did it not result that it was 
no law? and, if no law, that the general-ticket-sys- 
tem of elections in the four States were sustained? Did 
it not result, as a general consequence, that the 
members sent here by those four States were legally 
and constitutionally elected? 


clause authorizing the legislatures to. prescribe the 


Now there was another view of: the 
prove that this was no law. Suppose.this govern-. 
ment was about to commence under the constitution 

and Congress had determined not to prescribe any 


. laws onthe subject of -elections, but to leave the 


matter to the States. Suppose, then, that the State 
legislatures meeting immediately after the adaption 
of the constitution, should pass no-other laws on the 
subject-than. this second section. Now, he asked: 
gentlemen whether they could -venture to say’ that 
this would be a law. Suppose again, that the State 
legislatures should. declare that all the elections 
should be held on a certain day, without naming 
what day: he would ask if that would be'a law. 
The minority report conceded that it would not. 
Suppose further, the legislatures. should pass laws 
on the subject of the place and manner of holding 
the elections, without specially designating either: 
by the same reasoning, this would not be law. He 
had, therefore, brought his mind to the conclusion, 
both on elementary authority and the authority of 
the constitution, as well as that of the minority re- 
port, that the second section of the apportionment act 
was no law; and, being no law, the members re- 


turned under the general-ticket system were legally. 


and constitutionally elected. 

He denied that the second section of the appor- 
tionment act was a law. He affirmed it was a 
mere nullity; and then proceeded to reply to the re- 
marks and the arguments of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Sumsrers,] made to the House on 
Saturday last, in defence of the districting section of 
the apportionmentiact. He contended that the sec- 
ond section of thè apportionment act was a nullifica- 
tion of the right of the people of several sovereign 


States to be i this floor; and argued at 


some length in fa the right of the members 
whose seats are in ton, to retain possession of 
their seats, as members of this House. 

Mr. VINTON could not sit in silence, and wit- 
ness the nullification of a solemn law of the land. 
The constitution had given power to Congress to 
pass laws; and, in pursuance of that power, the 
Congress of the United States had thought proper to 

ass a law declaring that elections hereafter should 

e by single districts throughout the United States. 
Twenty-two States of this Union had proceeded 
to lay out their districts in conformity with the law 
of Congress; while four of the States had thought 
proper, for good reason, no doubt, in their own 
opinion, to refuse to comply, with it. And the ques- 
tion now was, whether the law of Congress should 
be considered the valid law of the land; for they 
would all agree that, if it be a valid law, it puts aside 
State legislation. He had not been able to satisfy 
his own mind that this House had the power to go 
behind the law, as had beenasserted by some gentle- 
men, because they were made the judges of the quali- 
fication, election, and return ofits members. The 
members of this House were made the judges of— 
of what? Judges of the election and return of its 
own members. They were required to examine 
and see whether the elections and returns were 
made in conformity with the law. This was the 
duty incumbent upon this House. But it was, in 
his opinion, exceedingly questionable whether they 
could inquire into the validity of a State law. Such 
was not the intention of the framers of the constitu- 
tion; because it was clearly perceived that, if such a 
power were given to them, they might, by virtue 
thereof, overturn all law. 

[A message. from the President of the United 
States was delivered by John Tyler, jr.] 

The framers of the constitution were wise and 
sagacious men; and they must have known that, if 
this House possessed the power to go behind the 
law, there might as well be no law at all upon the 
subject. 

But he would proceed to the question, whether 
this were a valid law of Congress. Before coming to 
that, however, he would say, that there were certain 
things upon which he believed they would all agree. 
One was, that in the absence of any legisiation by 
Congress, the States had unqualified jurisdiction. 
And they would all agree, also, that Congress might 
interpose, to alter, to frame another body of legisia- 
tion. They would all agree that the duty was man- 
datory upon the States, but discretionary with Con- 
gress. And they would further agree that, if Con- 
gress had proceeded, and laid out the districts—had 
completed the executory or administrative part of 
the law, it would have been good and valid to all 
intents and purposes. 

Mr. DO ASS said he was not prepared to 


agree With the géntleman in this opinion, 


mestion to°: 


Mr. VINTON said he hoped, then, the. 
would undertake to: prove to this House 
of Congress, if’ fully carried out, would. not 
been valid.” He contended that it would: hav: 
valid: -Ehe “conclusion.to which gentlemen: ‘he 
come, that’this. was an’ invalid ‘act, was: funde 
upon this single proposition, that if Congress under: 
| took to exercisé its powerof legislation; they ‘must 
make that legislation perfect, ‘so’as not to: need any 
State legislation upon the subject.” : When: they wre 
dertook to. perform . so” important.an act as.that of 
overturning a solemn law of Congress, ‘he:thought, : 
at least, it devolved upon those:who held the afirme 
ative of the proposition, to. show clearly and satis«: 
factorily on what ground the ‘proposition: rests: 
Would any man say that it was a self-evident pròp- 
osition that the law was a nullity? - He thought not; * 
and it certainly struck him as somewhat’ remarkas: 
ble, that in a matter, out of which such serious con« 
sequences must grow, not a single reason had ‘been : 
assigned for coming to the conclusion that this law - 
of Congress was inoperative. How did they arrive 
at that conclusion? The committee judged itto be 
a nullity by means of a series of analogous reasoning. 
The gentlemen say, if Congress pass a law declar- ` 
ing that the elections shall be held on a particular day 
throughout the Union, without naming the day, the 
States would not be bound to execute the law. ‘They 
say it would not be a valid law. To the first- prop- 
osition he assented; from the other he dissented. 
He held, that where the authority to legislate exist-. 
ed, such legislation was valid, provided it were con- 
sistent and not impossible to: be complied’ with. - 
if it were impossible, those whom it. was intended’ 
to operate upon were. exonerated from compliance.: 
This was precisely the position of the case put in. 
the report. The States could not put such a law in 
execution; and why? because no ‘State could carr 
its legislation beyond its own territory. But. did it 
follow that, because the Statesscould not do it, Con- 
gress could not? The cases were not analogous, and 
the reasoning was, therefore, fallacious. i 
` Mr. BLACK of Georgia regarded the question 
before the House as clearly one of expulsion; for, if . 
carried in the affirmative, it would expel twenty-one 
members from the seats which they occupy on this 
floor. This question was one affecting the State 
which he represented. If it had been'a personal ~ 
question only, he should have been content to be a 
silent spectator; and, therefore, he deemed it-right:to 
speak in behalf of the people of Georgia, whom he 
represented here, for he was the representative. of 
the whole State, and not merely of a majority of its 
people. Whatever difference ofopinion there might 
be in the State of Georgia in relation to this law, 
there was no difference in practice; for both parties 
had run candidates at the late elections. He allu- 
ded to the resolutions of a whig convention of the 
State of Georgia on this subject; and some explana- 
tions were made by him and by Mr. Sreruens in 
relation thereto. 

He then returned to the position he had assumed, 
that this was a question of expulsion; and he showed 
that never, since the establishment of this government, 
had such an extreme power been exercised. In 
1799, when the Congress sat in Philadelphia, an 
attempt was made to expel a member of the name of 
Matthew Lyon, against whom seditious designs 
against the Union, and other very serious charges, 
were preferred; but the motion was not sustained by 


the requisite majority of two thirds. The expulsion of 
a member was deemed a very grave proceeding, and 
it never had succeeded; but now the attempt was 
made to expel twenty-one members agaist whom 
no charge had been preferred. Besides the attempt 
to expel Mathew Lyon in-1799, there was one 
made in the 27th Congress to expel a gentleman 
from Ohio, and that, too, failed. The House had 
never dared to exercise such au arbitrary and des~ 
potic power. The Senate, he understood, had 
expelled a member of the name of Smith, on charges 
affecting his moral character; but the House had 
never dared to do it. Even instances of censure 
were rare; he had known but two attempts to cer- 
sure members, and only one of those attempts was 
successful. The unsuccessful attempt was in the 
ease of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] who fought the House three weeks when 
an attempt was made to censure him ia the 27th 
Congress, on the motion of a gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Marswau1;] and it was conceded that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was victorious 
over the whole House, notwithstanding the acts of 
that gentleman were of a very grave and serious 
character. The other, and the successful case, was. 


tioxs on these cases, he saidhe should not detain 


the House with any. discussion of ‘the constitutional” 


question involved in the case now before the-House, 


for.it-had-been ably discussed. by many gentlemen - 


who had. preceded him. He would, however, Tè- 
mark, that he deemed this act not only unconstitu- 
tional, but inoperative. But, if this House should 
proceed to sustain this law, what. would:be the: re- 
sult? He laid it down'as a` correct principle, that 
the constitution, and the laws madè in pursuance 
thereof, were conservative, and not destructive and 
disorganizing; and that disorganizing laws, or laws 
that come in- conflict with the- constitution, must 
necessarily fall: 


- The constitution was made for the preservation of . 


this government; it was conservative in all its fea- 
tures; but if he could show that the execution of 
this law would have the-effect of breaking up the 
government, he thought he would have shown 
enough to induce them to lay aside the law entirely, 
to say nothing. of constitutionality or unconstitu- 
tionality. Of what was the government of the 
United: States composed? It was composed of a 
legislative department, a judiciary department, and 
an executive department; of which the legislative 
was the primary and most important department; 
without it, all the others must fall to the ground. 
But the others might be abolished, and yet some 
sort of government be carried on, provided the legis- 
lature was retained, which was the head and foun- 
tain of all law. In order to legislate, there must be 
a Congress; to have a Congress, they must have a 
House of Representatives; and to have a House of 
Representatives, they must have delegates from 
all the States. This, if not a fixed fact, was 
as nearly allied to certainty as it was possible for 
any proposition to Be. The House must consist of 
the representatives of twenty-six sovereign States; 
and the very moment this department of the gov- 
ernment was curtailed of its fair proportions, the 
constitution and the government were ipso facto dis- 
solved. What sort of a House would we have, if 
it were resolved that the members from four States 
should be excluded? Would it be such a House of 
Representatives as was required under the constitu- 
tion? Gentlemen must remember what a fuss was 
made a few years ago, when a single State desired 
to break the compact, and separate itself from the 
Union. It was thought that the withdrawal of that 
State would be the means of the breaking up of the 
whole Union. Yet here, a certain party were at- 
tempting. to effect the expulsion of the members 
from four States, and to leave the country without 
a. House of Representatives, as contemplated and 
required by the constitution. If they could expel 
the members of certain States, upon the grond 
stated, they might upon any other; they might ex- 
pel them fora thousand causes. He was aware of 
ut one cause, for which, under the constitution, 
members could be expelled, and that. was for dis- 
orderly conduct; and it wasa question upon which 
the House had been exceedingly cautious. The 
power of expulsion was one which they had been 
charged of using. Though day after day, during 
the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh Congresses, 
violence had been enacted upon the very floor of the 
House, yet they had taken no notice of it. Several 
personal encounters had taken place; he could men- 
tion some of them—one between Bell and Turney, 
another between Bynum and Garland, and another 
between Wise and Stanly. ‘These fights—all of 
them, he believed—took place on the side of the 
House where the venerable gentleman from Massa~ 
chusetts [Mr. Anams] now sat; it was then, as now, 
the whig quarter. [A laugh.] Members had fought 
like dogs upon the floor of the House, and had not 
been expelled. And yet it was now attempted to 
expel the members from four States, who had been 
guilty ofno such offences. Members had been guilty of 
insulting the House, day after day, with treasonable 
petitions; and yet were unwhipped of justice. Let 
nota new doctrine then be recognised, by which 
members of that House could be expelled, except 
for causes prescribed in the constitution; for it would 
inevitably lead to the most disastrous consequences 

Mr. DICKINSON commenced his remarks by 
replying to his colleagues, Messrs. Brown, Jones, 
and A. Jounson, on the subject of the state of par- 
ties in his State in reference to the question before 
the House; and endeavored to show, from the elec- 
tions held there, that a majority of the people pre- 
ferred the district to the géneral-ticket system. He 
then went on to argue in favor of the constitutional. 
ity of the law of the last session, and against the 


-rights to their 
eral ticket: ===. oe ž NBI : 
` -Mr.-McCLERNAND, deeply: impressed with 
the importance of -the ‘question before the House— 
not merely to the gentlemen whose. seats were as- 
“serted -by it; orto the- people- of- the States from 
which those gentlemen came—but to the. whole 
Union, craved: the: attention ofthe House for a few 
minutes. Some of: the gentlemen who had preceded 
him, had based their arguments in support of the 
law. on two grounds; the first was, that the State le- 
gislatures were subject to the control of Congress; 
and another was, that the State legislatures derived 
all their powers from the Federal constitution. 
The first proposition he denied toto celo. 

It never was intended that the legislation within 
the States of this Union should be subject to the 
control of Congress. All the powers of Tegislation 
which were not specially vested in the Congress of 
the United States remained within the great armory 
of State sovereignty. 

- Mr. McCLERN AND replied at some length 
tothe arguments of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Vinron.] According to that gentleman’s argu- 
ment, a double power was conceded to Congress; not 
only the power to make and alter the regulations 
prescribed by the State legislatures, but an addition- 
al and startling power, viz: that they may require 
the States to do that which Congress may do. 

Mr. VINTON interposed to explain. Whatever 
ground Congress had occupied by its legislation, the 
States were bound, by virtue of the obligation 
resting upon them, to fill. “ 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, in reply to this, that 
the States, in this instance, had already occupied the 
whole ground. N 

Again: it was no part of a required 
under the constitution that the'representative should 
reside in a particular part of the State; and yet this 
was made a qualification by this act. What'did the 
act resolve itself into? A repeal of the legislation of 
the States, and the abolishment of representation 
upon that floor. 

Mr. McC. proceeded to argue that the right to 


the States; and that Congress had no power to in- 
terfere, except by specific and complete enactment— 
in the absence of which, the exclusion of members 
elected by the States was a disfranchisement of the 
people, and consequently a violation of the constitu- 
tjon itself. 

Mr. RATHBUN observed that he had not 

much to say on this subject. Every argument that 
could be offered on either side had been urged in all 
the variety of phases of which it was susceptible, 
and it was almost impossible to present any new 
views on the subject. In the course of the debate, 
however, which had taken place, there were some 
things’which had been. said on one side or the other, 
which deserved at least a passing notice. They had 
been told again and again, by the members on one 
side, that the question was one in relation to which 
all feeling or prejudice ought to be avoided, and that 
it ought to be approached as if it was now an orig- 
inal question which they were prepared to act on 
without prejudice and without a previously express- 
ed opinion. The House was also called on to con- 
sider it in an impartial and liberal manner, and to 
oass Judgment on it in that spirit. One thing struck 
him as singular in the course of these appeals 
to the liberality and impartiality of the House. 
There was scarcely a member who made them, 
who had not, on the first day of the session, and be- 
fore even the organization of the House, written 
down his solemn judgment in the question, and 
sent it forth to the country, after strenuously en- 
deavoring to get it inserted on the journals -of the 
House. Now he (Mr. R.) confessed tl at his mind was 
made up on the subject; but he would say that it 
was not made up when that protest was drawn up 
and signed; and he was not then prepared to sign a 
protest, declarmg either for or against the rights of 
these members to their seats. 

The question before the House was one in which 
four of the States were arrayed on one side, and the 
general government, the agent of the States, on the 
other. The States were equally as independent 
in their sovereignty, as the general government 
was. Referring to the language of the con- 
stitution which bore on the subject, he would, 
without reading it, (he said,) state his under 
standing of it to be, that full power was given 
to the States to provide for holding their elec- 
tions, either by. the district or-general-ticket system. 
Why was anything added to this?’ Why was any 


regulate the elections was a right which belonged to‘ 


power at all given tothe general government on this 
subject? -It-was because a State had already refused 
to send representatives to Congress; and the framers 
of the constitution wished to protect the government, 
incase- any of the States should follow the example 
thus‘set.. -They wished to provide for keeping up a 
representation of all the States..in that House, in 
case the States Should refuse to elect their represent- _ 
atives; and for this purpose, they gave the power to 
Congress which is found. in the constitution. He 
held, therefore, that the power given to Congress 
was only secondary and conservative, and for the 
protection of the government, and was never intend- 
ed to be used, except in the emergency above 
stated. He held that until the crisis anticipated by 
the constitution arrived, this government had 
no right to interfere in the matter at all. Now 
he was sustained in that view, not by weapons 
drawn from the armory in the other end of the 
capitol, as remarked by the gentleman ‘from Virgi- 
nia, but by-weapons borrowed from the leaders of 
the gentleman’s own political party, whose authori- 
ty, he. trusted, he would not question. Mr. Rives 
said, in his argument on this question,{when the ap- 

ortionment act was before the Senate, that, though 
fe considered the letter of the constitution conclusive 
that Congress possessed this power, yet he did not 
think that the occasion called for its exercise. Again: 
Mr. Rives deprecated the exercise of this power as 
a dangerous one, and warned gentlemen that, if they 
passed the law, the poisoned chalice would be re- 
turned to their own lips. Mr. R. continued to read 
several extracts from the speech of Mr. Rives, and 
also from the speech of Mr. Berrien; both of which 
went to the extent that the power was a dangerous 
one, and should not be exercised by Congress but in 
the event of the States refusing to elect their repre- 
sentatives. Mr. R. also referred to the protest of the ` 
four States against the clause in question, when the 
constitution was ratified, declaring that they only 
ratified it with the understanding that the power was 
never to be exercised but in the contingency just re- 
ferred to. Such was the argument, he said, among the 
States at the ratification of the constitution; and this 
dangerous power was left to slumber for fifty years, 
till dhe Congress of 1842, while hunting up hidden 
clauses for power, under which the federal govern- 
ment might be strengthened, had lighted upon this ~ 
one; and in view of it, had passed an act in viola- 
tion of the compact, by which the power was per- 
mitted to remain in the constitution, 

He contended, at some length, that Congress had 
neither “made” nor “altered” regulations for the 
election of members to this House by the second 
section of the apportionment law, within the mean- 
ing of the clause in the constitution; and that no 
power existed to control the obedience ofthe State 

egislatures. He then went into the argument 
generally, and spoke to the expiration of his hour. 
Mr. HARALSON next obtained the floor. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
aay to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition from two 
hundred citizens of Lake county, fess, in favor of 
erecting a light-house at Little Fort, Lake county: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, Also, the 
petition of John Davis Ackermann, of Dupage coun- 
ty, Ilinois, praying for the refunding of certain 
moneys paid by him for public land which he never 
received: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: A joint resolution 
of the legislature of the State of Indiana, relating to 
a United States armory on the western waters: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, 
a joint resolution on the subject of improving the 
navigation of the Ohio, Mississippi, and Wabagh 
rivers: referred to the Committee on Commerce. ® 

_ By Mr. JENKS: Four memorials of similar tenor, 
signed by two hundred and fifty-two citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to pass a law ex- 
empting all boats employed in the domestic coal 
trade, propelled by animal or steam power, from 
coasting licenses. “Also, the petition of Lardner 
Vanuxem, on behalf of the heirs of James Van- 
uxem, (late a merchant of Philadelphia,) for French 
spoliations. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of P. Ord, re- 
questing compensation for acting as clerk in the 
office of Solicitor of the Treasury from the 28th of 
May, 1832, to the Ist of June, 1836. 

By | Mr. DUNLAP: A’ petition of citizens of 
Brunswick, Maine, praying for a reduction of posts 


age: referred to.the Committee on the Post: Office 


Post Roads. : 

-By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Edward Raw 
and thirty-two other citizens of Muskingum county, 
Ohio, praying for retrenchment in the expenditures 
of the general government. Also, the petition of 
Wm. H. Moore and forty-five other citizens of the 
same county, for the same purpose. Also, the peti- 
tion of Jacob J. Anderson and sixteen other citizens 
of said county. and State, for the same purpose. 
Also, the petition of Wm. Young and sixty-one 
other citizens of Knox, Franklin, and Licking coun- 
ties, Ohio, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF: A memorial 
of the citizens of Plymouth, Ohio, praying an ap- 
propriation for the preservation of the harbor of 
Sandusky, on Lake Erie. Also, the proceedings of 
a meeting of the citizens of Sandusky city, Ohio, in 
relation to the improvements of the harbor at that 


lace. 
: Mr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files of the 
Clerk, and presented to the House, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Nathan Faris, deceased: refer- 
ra to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, withdrew from the files and presented the 
petition and papers of Cyrus C. Scott, of Adair 


‘county, Kentucky: referred to the Committee of 


Claims. 

By Mr. DANA: Petition of 60 citizens of Yates 
county, New York, for a reduction of postage, and 
restriction of tbe franking privilege: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of the widow 
of William Bellsland, Will county, Illinois, for pen- 
sion money due her husband: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tourspay, February 13, 1844. 


Mr. WALKER presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Mississippi, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from that 
State to use their influence to prevent the discontinu- 
ance of the post office at Columbus, Mississippi, as 
a distributing office: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions from the same source, instruct- 
ing the senators and requesting the representatives 
from that State to use their exertions to procure the 
passage of a law requiring the postmaster general to 
make a contract with the contractor on tke present 
mail line between Mobile and New Orleans, requir- 
ing him to deliver the mail at several points which 
are mentioned in the resolution; and also, to vote for 
the passage of a law for the erection of a light-house 
near Mississippi city, and at several other points 
mentioned in the resolution. It was ordered that 
so much of the resolutions as related to the mail 
contract be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads; and so much as related to 
light-houses, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also presented a memorial from a number of 
citizens of the city of Natchez and vicinity in favor 
of establishing a naval depot and armory at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i 

Also, a petition from certain citizens of the coun- 
ties of Bolivar and Washington, Mississippi, pray- 
ing that an appropriation of five thousand dollars 
may be made, to be applied, with an equal sum 
raised by individual subscription, towards making a 
levee, by which some 800,000 acres of the public 
domain will be drained and reclaimed: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, he was ex- 
cused from serving on the Committee on Engrossed 
Bills, (he being also on the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills,) and the Chair was empowered to choose 
another senator to fill the vacancy thus occasioned. 

On motion by ATHERTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of establishing a post route from Antrim, 
South Village, by way of Bennington to the middle 
of the town of Francestown, in the county of Hills- 
borough, State of New Hampshre. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered 
thatthe petition of George de Passau, praying con- 
firmation of his claim to a certain tract of land, to be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and, with the pa- 
pers he then presented, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. UPHAM, ‘from the Committee on Reyolu- 


tionary Claims, made an adverse report ‘on the peti= 
tion of Dr. George Davis, a surgeon’s. mate in the 
army of the revolution, for commutation pay; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Commitiee‘on Revo- 
tutionary Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Samuel Gray, a soldier of the revolution, 
for a pension; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. , 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the report of. the 
Auditor of the Post Office Department, of the state of 
the accounts of that office for 1843, was taken from 
the table, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

On motioh by Mr. SEMPLE, the resolutions 
of the general assembly of Illinois, in favor of the 
occupation of Oregon, were ordered to be taken 
from the files, and referred to the special committee 
upon that subject. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
„Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the relief 

of Charles B. Sherman, reported the same back 
without amendment, accompanied by a report ad- 
verse to its passage; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
John Hibbert, for a pension; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from the 
head men and chiefs of the Shawnee tribe of Indians 
on the subject.of their annuities, and praying Con- 

r the payment of certain drafts 
yon the trust fund provided by the 
treaty of 1831: referred to the Committee on In- 


Mr. HAYWO esented a memorial from 147 
citizens of Marion county, North Carolina, in favor 
of authorizing the board of commissioners acting 
under the Cherokee treaty of 1835, to decide on the 
claims not provided for by that treaty, and in favor 
of the adoption of a liberal policy towards the small 
remnant of Cherokee Indians who have remained 
in, and become citizens of, the State: referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


THE FINE INDEMNITY BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN moved to postpone the previous 
orders of the day, with a view to take up the bill 
from the House for restoring the fine imposed upon 
General Jackson at New Orleans. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON inquired, before the ques- 
tion was taken, whether the effect would be to post- 
pone the other subject—the tariff—which was in 
order to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked, that if the bill to restore 
the fine was not disposed of by the expiration of the 
morning hour, he would, at that time, move its 
postponement, to prevent any interference with the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

The question was then put on Mr. ALLEeN’s mo- 
tion, and carried; and the bill was taken up, as in 
committee of the whole—the question pending be- 
ing theamendment from the Judiciary Committee 
inthe following words, viz: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to express or ne any censure of the con- 
duct or character of the Hon. Dominick A. Hall, by 
whom the fine was imposed. 


Mr. BERRIEN, the chairman of the Judiciary 
Commitiee, remarked that, without pretending to 
take any part in the discussion of the bill before the 
Senate, he felt that it was proper he should state 
simply the grounds upon which the Judiciary Com- 
mittee had reported the amendment to the bill. The 
billin question proposes to restore to General Jack- 
son a certain sum of money, with interest, which 
was a fine imposed on him by a judge of the dis- 
| trict court of Louisiana many years since. The bill 
does not propose to give this money to General 
Jackson, but proposes to return the money with in- 
terest; that is to say, for wrongs done him by the 
United States, by the detention of money which be- 
longed to him. The bill on its face, by its neces- 
sary import, ex vi termini, implies that this fine 
was wrongfully imposed; that it was wrongfully 
taken from him; and that it has been wrongfully 
withheld from him by the United States. 

In this aspect of the question—it having been the 
pleasure of the Senate to refer this bill to the J udi- 
ciary Committee, with a knowledge of his position 
and of his vote on a former occasion, when a siml- 
Jar bill was so referred—it seemed to the committee, 
generally, that the sole object which the Senate could 


- have in: making-the reference, was- to re ie 


committee to- see whether ‘the. bill was so framed, 
that; in performing. this. act of courtesy, or justice, 
or. by whatever name. it might be called, it should 
express: properly ‘the views: of the Senate; and to 
see, in the performance of this-act of courtesy or. jus- 
tice, that. no: wrong. should be done to the memory 
of the deceased judicial: oficer.. ¿ If that-was not the 
object of the reference, he did-not see that there was 
any motive for its referénce-to that committee.” 

Inasmuch, if the bill implies that the money was 
originally wrongfully received: by the ` United 
States, and wrongfully detained, (as it “would so 
imply without the proviso: which- counteracts. that 


-Iinference,) the committee deemed: it their duty to 


offer an amendment, declaring simply as its purpose 
to protect from unjust imputation the memory of 
this judicial officer, who discharged his. duty with 
fidelity to his country, and who (having: gone 
hence without leaving any representative of his 
claims on that country for the protection of his judi- 
cial fame from unmerited obloquy) has committed 
the guardianship of that reputation to the country 
which he served with so much fidelity. Such were 
the views of the committee, in offering the amend- 
ment to the consideration of the. Senate. They de- 
signed not to interfere with the pleasure of the 
friends of General Jackson, in restoring to him, by 
an act of the Congress of the United States, the fine. 
They wished to place it on the ground which, 
whilst it would not, in the slightest degree, arraign, 
or in any manner imply, a censure on General 
Jackson, for the course which, from his high sense 
of duty, he deemed it necessary to take to 
preserve New Orleans, jwould, at the same 
time, preserve from unmerited obloquy the judge 
who inflicted the penalty. The committee 
felt that this was a duty more imperatively imposed 
on them, from the manner in which the question had 
been discussed various times in both branches of 
of Congress; that it was due to the memory of the 
departed judges; that it was due to his representa- 
tives, if there were any alive who claimed that rela- 
tion to him; it was due to the fulfilment of the ob- 
ligation which the country owes to the character of 
all her citizens,—to shield him from unjust imputa- 
tion. It was due that Congress of the United States, 
in the performance of this act of courtesy—if it 
was properly so called—to General Jackson, by the 
return of the money, should afford to those who 
come after them, evidence that an act of justice ren- 
dered to one individual was not done at the expense 
of injustice to others. He repeated that it was not 
the intention of the committee, in proposing the 
amendment, to imply impropriety of the conduct on 
General Jackson; but to save Judge Hall from such 
an imputation. 

Mr. WALKER said, as this bill was referred, on 
his motion, to ‘the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
as he was a member of that committee, and did not 
concur in reporting the proviso, he would submit a 
few remarks, The honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, [Mr. Burrren,] who re- 
ported this amendment has not entered into the. dis- 
cussion of the propriety of refunding this fine to 
General Jackson, but has confined his observations 
to the proviso, declaring in substance, that nothing 
in the bill shall reflect on the character of the judge 
who imposed the penalty. Mr. W, said this bill 
had been heretofore, at a former session, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and 
various amendments, similar in their object to those 


` now proposed, had been reported by the same hon- 


orable senator, [Mr. Berrien. He (Mr. W.) had 
then submitted a counter report, in opposition to 
these amendment, and in favor of an act, simply re- 
funding the money, without any reference whatever 
to the conduct of the judge. In that report, (Mr. 
W.) had so fully expressed his views in favor of 
restoring this money to General Jackson, and against 
attaching any provisoes to the law, that he would 
now only remark, that such a pene was without 
a precedent. "When we passe the bill in 1840, re- 
funding the . fine imposed on Matthew Lyon, under 
the sedition law, no proviso was attached to the bill 
in reference to the judge who inflicted the penalty; 
nor did he believe such a proviso could be found in 
any bill which had ever passed the Congress of the 
United States. It is now admitted by the honorable 
chairman, that the money ought to be refunded; and 
let us leave the question as to- the conduct of the 
judge to be determined by the present age, and by 
posterity. Mr. W. said, as he was extremely 
anxious-for the immediate passage of this. bill, he 
would detain the Senate by no additional remarks, > 


all, it did not recognise the 
existence of such a person, or of the-court in which | 
he presided. It.did not inform the world whether 


the character of Judge 


this fine was imposed bya justice of the peace or by 
the Supreme Court of the. United States. This 
showed how very improper it was to connect J udge 
Hall with this business, on the face of the bill, un- 
less it were the object of the Senate to invite atten- 
tion to his conduct.. That was a matter of history. 
Nothing that Congress could say or do would change 
facts.. So far as the bill was concerned, neither J udge 
Hall nor his country was. involved, either direct] 

or by imputation; andthe amendment was utterly 
incongruous. It would have. been quite as proper 
to move to amend the bill by attaching to it one of 


the paragraphs in the Declaration of Independence. 
He oped that there would be almost, if not quite, 
& unanimous. vote to dispose of this obstruction to its 
passage, and that the bill itself should pass quietly, 
without consuming the time of the Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER said that, after some deliberation 
on the subject now under consideration before the 
Senate, he felt himself constrained to object to the 
amendment offered by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, {and he would briefly state why he 
should vote against it. He did not come to this 
conclusion because he entertained any particular 
personal partiality for General Jackson; yet he 

id not know that he had any antipathy against him. 

Least of all was he influenced by fear of popular re- 
sentment, or expectation of popular favor. In taking 
the position which he had determined to take upon 
this subject, he occupied a ground erfectly satisfac- 
tory to himself. He appreciated the motives which 
influenced the Judiciary Committee in offering the 
amendment; and he subscribed to the sentiments ex- 
pressed by the distinguished chairman of that? com- 
mittee; but he believed there was nothing in the bill 
before the Senate, calculated to injure the character 
or reputation of the judge by whom the fine was 
imposed. He did not believe that the bill itself, or 
anything connected with the legislation of Congress, 
would have a tendency to make issue between Gen- 
eral Jackson and the memory of Judge Hall. The 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. ALLEN] was nght. There 
was no allusion, either directly or by imputation, in 
tie bill, against the character of that distinguished 
judge. 
i Mr. F. then proceeded to examine precedents 
showing that Congress had often acted upon bills of 
this kind without any such provision as that pro- 
posed by the Judiciary Committee. After reallud- 
1ng to the precedents referred to by the senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Waxer,] and to the act of Con- 
press of 1840, refunding the fine imposed Matthew 
Lyon, he observed that if there was any doubt on 
the subject, General Juckson’s own declaration was 
sufficient to remove it; and to relieve the memory of 
Judge Hall from all injurious imputation. The 
grave of the judge would not be opencd—the dead 
would not be insulted? What did General Jackson 
say? When he was fresh from the field of battle, he 
gave his opinion in regard to the verdict; and so far 
from condemning Judge Hall, he turned to the infu- 
riated populace, and called upon them, bý their 
sense of justice—their love of country—to bow, as he 
had done, in silent submission to the law. As the 
general was capable of doing on great occasions, he 
virtually acknowledged that if he had violated the 
constitution, he had done so to save his country; 
and this he did without a murmur. He went fur- 
ther. General Jackson stated on the same occasion, 
that if the fine imposed upon him had taken from 
him all he had in the world, he would have paid it 
without a murmur. When the citizens of New Or- 
leans collected athousand dollars, subject to his draft, 
to pay the fine, he refused to touch the money, but 
preferred letting it go for charitable purposes. He 
admitted the justice of the sentence. here was 
the imputation against Judge Hall? 

Mr. F. then read General Jackson’s remarks on 
this subject, in support of his. argument that there 


$ 


other gentlemen might feel on. the subject, he felt 
that he wanted this matter closed.’ He had heard, 
some years-ago, that it was before the Congress of 
the United States. He entertained the opinion then, 
and that. opinion was strengthened by observation, 


that it would be better for the peace of the country 


~—he had almost said for the pockets of the people— 
that the matter should be brought to a close. A 
great deal of money had been expended in the dis- 
cussion of this great question—five times as much 
as it was worth—by keeping it continually before 
Congress. Gentlemen on the other side smiled. 
He acknowledged they had something to smile at, 
while they had this bill for capital. He hoped that 
a vote would be taken at once, that the discussion 
might terminate. He trusted that whigs and demo- 
crats—all would join, and put to rest forever this 
uestion, which had so long disturbed the halls of 
ongress. 

Mr. MILLER said: A few days since, I had the 
honor of presenting to the Senate the joint resolu- 
tions of the general assembly and legislative coun- 
cil of the State of New Jersey, instructing me to 
vote for the bill now under consideration. I then 
stated that I should give a respectful answer to these 
resolutions, when I ‘should be called to vote upon 
the bill. P 

I therefore now ask the indulgencg e Senate, 
while I briefly state the course 1 shairsue in re- 
gard to these instructions. i 

After mature deliberation, angaunder a deep sense 
of duty, I feel myself consti to disobey these 
instructions, and ‘shall vote a; t the bill which 
they direct me to vote for. j 

Having no hesitation, in my own mind, as to the 
vote I ought to give on this occasion, the only ques- 
tion is, whether I should yield my own fixed opin- 
ion to that of the legislature? 'This I cannot do; be- 
cause I do not recognise the power in the legisla- 
ture, even of my own State, to control my vote, as 
a senator of the United States. 

Although I entertain a profound respect for the 
legislature of New Jersey, and a high regard for the 
individual members of that body, I cannot not—I 
dare not, even for a moment, so far forget the per- 
sonal and official duties and responsibilities which 
my station_as a senator of the United States impose 
upon me, as to permit my votes and actions here 
to be governed by-any other rule than that furnish- 
ed by my own sense of duty. 

At the last session of Congress, and after a full 
investigation of the subject, I recorded my vote 
against the bill which I am now instructed to vote 
for. On that occasion, I gave to the public, in a 
speech which I had the honor to deliver before the 
the Senate, the reasons upon which I founded my 
opposition to this bill. Not being furnished by these 
resolutions, or from any other source, wit any 
facts or reasons to induce me doubt the correctness 
of my former vote,—if I should now yield my own 
opinion to that of the members of the legislature, 
and, vote their sentiments, and not my own, I 
should only bring disgrace upon the office which I 
hold, and inflict a wound upon the character of the 
Senate, without entitling myself to the respect of 
those whose mandate I obey; and, by my subser- 
viency, justly forfeit the approbation of every hon- 
orable and independent citizen of New Jersey. 

I do not wish to be understood as controverting 
the right of a State legislature to express, in any 
form it may think proper to adopt, its opinions upon 
any national subject that may be brought before 
Congress. Such has been the practice, for many 
years, by most of the States in the Union. It is one 
of the means employed fto collect and concentrate 
public opinion; and as such, has frequently been re- 
sorted to by the political parties of the day to pro- 
duce an influence upon national legislation. Such 
opinions will always be treated with respect by me, 
and receive at my hands all the consideration which 
their importance deserves. But, while I freely ac- 
cord this respect to the opinions of a State legisla- 
ture, I also claim, for. myself, so long as I have the 
honor ofa seat in this chamber, the right to examine 
those opinions, to judge of their propriety, of their 
effect upon the nation at large, and upon the laws 
and institutions of the country. And if, after ma- 
ture deliberation, I find thatI cannot adopt those 
opinions as my own, I hold it to be my sworn ‘duty 


to discard them, and stand by the solemn’ convice E 


) H: Go 
twas not his intention, when hi Tose, to detain the 


_ Senate by: saying even as muchas he had said. He 
|| had but.a:single-remark - more to make, “Whatever 


i! has, like all 


msio own judgment, 
| quences that may result to myself: -© 00 
Any. othei course of conduct would, in my hum- 
ble opinion, materially change. the character of the 
Senate; would. destroy. its: nationality, its _ constitu- 
tional permanancy, and .its power to- resist execu» 
tive encroachment, and ‘to check popular excite- 

_ ment, os . fn eee 

The constitution of the United. States «declares, 
that “The Senate of the United States shall be com- 
posed of two-senators- from each State, chosen’ by 
the legislature thereof for six years; and that. 
“each senator shall have one vote.) v . : 

The framers of this section certainly intended to 
give a national character to this body; so that each 
senator, although chosen by the legislature of a par- 
ticular State, should be a senator of the United 
States; with power, by his vote, to effect, for good or 
for evil, the interests .of the whole Union. They 
also intended to give stability and permanency to this 
body, so far as they could be given, by securing to 
each of its members a term of office for six years. 

But, ifthe members of a State legislature are still 
to exercise an absolute control’ over the votes of 
this national Senate; if senators are to vote accord- 
ing to instructions, or give place to those who will 
be more subservient; if our constitutional term of 
office, for six years, is to be turned into a tenantey 
at will, to end upon a legislative notice to quit,—then 
that part of the constitution to which I have referred 
is abrogated; this is no longer the Senate of the 
United States; and its members cease to hold their 
office for the term of six years. ‘Then, also, will the 
political power—and along with it the moral influ- 
ence of this Senate—cease to be felt in this nation. 
That branch of the government, intended by the 
constitution to be the most stable and national, will 
become the most vacillating and sectional. 

While the other departments of government— 
the executive and representative—are, during their 
constitutional term of office, left uncontrolled b any 
expression of public opinion, the Senate, under the 
sway of legislative instructions, is made to yield be- 
fore “every wind of doctrine;” changing its mem- 
bers, and with them its political principles, as often 
as the whim or caprice of party may dictate. n 

It would be more curious than useful to enter 
into an examination of this doctrine of instruction- 
its history and practice. I have no disposition to 
do so at present. The truth is, its orthodoxy has 
become so questionable, the practice ‘under it so 
various, its mandates so frequently disregarded or 
evaded with impunity, that it can hardly be called 
an existing creed. It may have a few formal be- 
lievers left, but its martyrs belong to a former age! 

At one time this doctrine possessed great potency. 
It amounted, ia practice, to a removing power placed 
in the hands of the State legislatures. Under its 
destructive dispensation, no senator was safe in his 
seat fora single day. Neither his commission, his 
unexpired term of office, nor the preservatives 
of the constitution, afforded him any protection: 
his destiny was in other hands—under the control 
of the ascendant party of a State legislature; and, 
when they issued their mandate, the only alternative . 
was to obey or die! 

Under this reign of instructions, it was difficult 
to tell who would constitute the Senate during a 
single session of Congress. Ascertaining from the 
files of the Senate when the constitutional term of 
its members would expire would not settle the 
question: it was necessary, also, to consult the State 
legislatures—their political complexion, their party 
action; and then wait until the thinning process for 
the year passed over, to see who would be taken 
and who left! This process, once so destructive 
to the stability and independence of the Senate, 

unnatural exertions of power, been 
checked, if not entirely destroyed, by its own vio- 
lence. It is certainly not as mortal as it used to be: 
a senator may now be instructed, and yet live! My 
honorable friend from Georgia [Mr. Berrien] has 
just survived a shock; and I trust the country may 
long enjoy the benefit of his experience and talents 
as a senator, not only of the State of Georgia, but of 
the Union. 

I consider that the doctrine of the controlling in- 
fluence of instructions has been discarded by the 
good sense of the people of this country. It may 
still exist inform; but it is only an abstract idea, 
and which is soon, E trust, destined to become an 


regardless of all ‘conse 


obsolete one. 

At all events, Mr. President, I shall, on the pres- 
ent occasion, take the responsibility ‘of disobeying 
these instructions, CORTE EES : 


"Tn doihe so, Twill not attempt to fortify my vot 
by, a discussion of the merits 0 "this bill; neither will 
‘Yenter into an argument with the legislature as to 
the correctness OF our-respective opinions, prefer- 
“ying to place myself upon other and higher 
‘grounds—upon my constitutional right and duty, as 
a senator`of the United States, the fight of enjoying 
my own opinion, and the duty of declaring that 
opinion by my vote, whenever called upon here to 
expréss an opinion or to give a vote. . : 
“Tn adopting this rule for the government of my 
official conduct, I shall maintain alike my indepen- 
dence as a man and as a senator, and preserve the 
constitutional rights of this Senate; neither will I 
thereby be doing any injustice to the legislature of 
New Jersey. The members of that body are indi- 
vidually responsible for their own opinions and 
yotes, but they are not responsible for mine. I can- 
not shift my responsibility upon them, if I would; 
the constitution and my official oath here fixed it up- 
on me. I will not get rid of this responsibility by a 
subterfuge; will neither evade nor avoid it; but meet 
it openly and manfully, in the honest discharge of 
my duties as an American senator, according to the 
dictates of my own conscience. 

Beyond and above both the legislature and my- 
self, there is a power to which we are both alike ac- 
countable for our official actions. To the people of 
New Jersey they, together with myself, must, soon- 
er or later, render‘an account of our stewardship. 
However, in other respects, my poor services as a 
sénator from New Jersey may fail to receive the ap- 
probation of the people of that State, I feel an assur- 
ance, in their known respect for the constitution, in 
their love for liberty of thought and action, that the 
people of New Jersey will never condemn their rep- 
resentative for honestly and openly maintaining his 
own freedom of thought and action upona question 
affecting the laws and institutions of the country, 
believing, as I think they do, that that senator best 
represents a free State who feels, while in the dis- 
charge of his high trusts, that he himself is free— 
free to consult, free to act, and free to vote; subject 
only to the controlling influence of the constitution 
under which he acts and votes; and to the ultimate 
opinion of the people, whose interests he represents. 

The question was then taken the proviso of the 
Judiciary Committee, and decided- in the negative, 
on yeas and nays—yeas 18, nays 26, as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, Clay» 
ton, Dayton, Evans, Huger, Huntington, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Upham, and 
Woodbridge—18, 

NAYS.—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Foster, 
Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Jarna- 
gin, King, Mangum, Semple, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, 

Valker, Woodbury, and Wright—26, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he found himself now 
in sucha position om this question as to prevent 
(ashe was then advised) his voting for the bill. 
He was obliged to vote against the bill in the form 
in which it then stood. He wished to express his 
views upon the bill, and the reasons which would 
influence his vote upon it; and asked the indul- 
gence ofthe Senate until to-morrow to enable him 
to doso, as the morning hour had nearly expired. 

Mr. WALKER. suggested to the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Woopsrmwes] the propriety of per- 
mitting the billto be ordered to be engrossed for a 
third “reading, and of submitting his remarks 
when the bill was onits passage. Such a course 
would save one day. 


y 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE said, if there was any pro- . 


priety in relation to the course he had prescribed 
for himself, it was proper that his remarks should 
precede the order for engrossing the bill. He 
could not, therefore, acquiesce in the suggestion. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the further consider- 
ation of the bill was postponed till to-merrow. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT-—THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Finance 
Committee, to postpone indefinitely the bill intro- 
duced by Mr. McDorrig,to reduce the rates of due 
ties under the present tariff to the standard of the 
compromise net. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON resumed his address to the 
Senate, and spoke for two hours. He said on yes- 
terday he closed the remarks which he considered 
necessary to make relative to the policy of foreign 
governments, on which the senator from New 
Hampshire dwelt so strongly, and held out as 
worthy of our imitation. That policy ever was, 


and would eyer continue, when dubbed with the 


i to foitify my vote | 


wn 

peared to favor the interest of this or anj 
country, it was only a bait held out to secu 
them a greater benefit than they could obtain with- 
out this affected liberality: No matter how much 
they held forth on the mutual advantages’ of free 
trade, whenever their home ‘interest came in com- 
petinon with ours, then we were as nothing in the 
scale. 

He then proceeded to combat the views taken by 


Mr. Woopgury, that our domestic market was, 


comparatively speaking, of no moment;-that under 
the bill of 1842, no compensation was afforded to 
the body of the people for the advantages secured at 
their expense to the very small portion benefited by 
that measure—a measure described by him as cal- 
culated to sacrifice 80,000 fishermen for the benefit 
of 80,000 manufacturers;-expressly framed, as he 
said, to benefit one-fourth of our entire population 
to the manifest damage and injury of the remaining 
three-quarters. But frets roved those views..to be 
wholly fallacious. Would (he asked) the honorable 
gentlemen from the West and Southwest, say that 
our home market was of no use, no protection to the 
portions of the country they represented? Would 
they answer the appeal of the honorable senator 
from New Hampshire, by saying that a home 
market, open to all classes, was to their constituents 
of no moment, or, if any, of inferior consequence? 
Suppose. the manufacturing institutions of the 


country sh , its industry not only impeded, 
but destr y the withdrawal of all protec- 
tion, ‘towns and cities crowded with 


the produ ‘Of the pauper labor of Europe: 
what then would become of the beef, pork, wheat, 
flour, and all other. necéssaries produced in the agri- 
cultural States? Where would be the market for the 
quantity previously consumed by the employed ar- 
tisans and operatives? Would those classes, thus 
thrown out of employment, turn to farming? Would 
they become farmers? What now became of our 
surplus of wheat and breadstuffs? Was it destroyed 
or thrown into the sea? No: it was consumed in the 
country. And what caused its consumption here? 
This tariff bill, so loudly declaimed against by the 
advocates of free trade. That system enabled man- 
ufacturers to give employment; and, in doing so, to 
give means for the purchase of those necessaries. 
The inhabitants of the valley of the West would 
not be found to say that our domestic consumption 
was of no value; if asked the question, they would 
use different language in reply. 

Mr. H. here proceeded to show, from a calcula- 
tion made by an honorable friend of his, (not a 
member of the Senate,) that the great commercial 
and manufacturing State of Massachusetts consumed 
as much beef, pork, hams, lard, and butter, as was 
exported from all the ports in the Union to foreign 
nations, previous to the alteration in the British 
tariff. From another calculation made by the same 
gentleman, he said it appeared that those employed 
in the iron trade alone consumed millions of the pro- 
duce of other States than those they were located ir. 
He then went on to show that the exportation of 
breadstuffs, from the year 1832 to 1842, was compara- 
tively trifling; and, in the face of those facts, he 
asked, was our domestic market good for nothing? 
The amount exported in the before-named years 
was nothing in comparison to the amount raised. 
The great balance went to the manufacturing States, 
who did not raise, but consumed. . 

The domestic market for agricultural produce 
shut out foreign supplies only when the admission 
of our own added to the common weal. Divert the 
interests of the agricultural West and Southwest 
from a home market, and you leave them no where 
else to go. The senator from New Hampshire lim- 
its the manufacturers, and those depending on them, 
to one and a half million; but in assessing the taxes, 
he does so per capitum on the entire population, 
Thus, of iron, he says each individual of twenty 
million persons uses annually 25 lbs; which, ac- 
cording to his statement, pays a duty of 3 cents per 
1b.; making the large total of fifteen million dollars. 
Sugar, in the same way, he made appear paid seven 
millions, and salt one million dollars. "This calcu- 
lation, Mr. H. argued, was not correct; as, from 
official returns then before him, it appeared 
that, during the year 1842, the iron imported, 
including sheet, hoop, rolled, hammered, pig, and 
brasier’s iron, did not, on an average, exceed L per 
cent. duty. His calculation of the amount of duty 
paid on sugar imported was also erroneous; Inas- 
much as, in the greater portion, the duty was paid by 
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our 
sugar houses, and salt works; was to keep down: the 
prices. He was prepared ‘to ‘show, from a state- 
ment in his possession, that évery drtide manu- 
factured here had fallen in price. = TSS iSS 

The principle he contended for was, thai 
tective system, by giving employment to ever 
dividual’ willing and able to labor, furnished moans 
to all to become purchasers,” arid_corisequently pro- 
tectors of our home produce. : If the argument of 
the senator from New Hampshiré waa correct, it 
would not require many articles to make a revenue 
more than sufficient for the wants of any country. 
From one article hé would derive fifteen millions; 
from another six millions; and from another one 
million. Why, the very exitavagance of these 
calculations showed the fallacy of his views. In 
spenldng of Great Britain he (Mr. WoonsuRY] says 
she does not depend on her home market; she looks 
elsewhere: but he might have added. that she takes 
care no other nation or country shall interfere: with 
that market; and, further, she takes care’ that the 

rices of that market shall not reduce. ` Itis true, 
her home market is a mere nothing¥and the ques- 
tion is, what does she do with the stirplus? She 
sends it to such countries (ahd our own among 
the number) as are willing to be gulléd: by 
what self-styled philosophers of a moder: date 
term free trade, although that free trade only goes 
to the benefit of one. We (Mr. H. continued) are 
for the preservation of our home market; but that 
does not satisfy the honorable senator, who says 
Great Britain hunts out markets, and ‘founds ` colo- 
nies, so as to make consumers for her produce. “But 
the time has not yet arrived, nor is it the policy of 
this country to subject foreign nations to her yoke, 
or to found colonies for the benefit of her home 
market. The senator from New Hampshire was, 
while addressing the Senate, extremely sensitive as 
to the commercial interests of the very respectable 
State he represented; but he (Mr. H.) thought ‘there . 
was no occasion for it, as the commercial interests 
of that State were extremely small, even in compar- 
ison with some of the smallest States adjoining. 
He proceeded with statements, showing the small 
proporion of exports and imports from and to New 
Jampshire, in comparison with Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, and Massachusetts. 

Asto the supposition of the senator from New 
Hampshire, that the duty on those things which 
enter into the materials of ship-building amounts to 
$5 per ton on the tonnage of every vessel built in 
the United States, it was obviously on the assumed 
fact that the consumer pays all the duty. Now, it 
had been shown that the foreign producer, in many 
cases, pays the duty; and it is only sometimes that 
both the consumer and producer pay it; but much 
less frequently the consumer alone. But even if the 
ship-owners had to pay $5 per ton, would they not 
be compensated in two ways?—first, by. the, in- 
creased ability of the country to pay them higher 
freights; and next, by the increased amount of car- 
rying to bedone. By the increased productions of 
manufactures, stimulated by the protective policy, 
not only would there be more internal commerce, 
but more external commerce; because, much of those 
manufactures would be sent to foreign markets. He 
denied that the falling off in our external carrying 
trade was owing to the tariff act. It was, he in- 
sisted, a consequence of our reciprocity treaties. 
Ang, in proof of this, he referred to the fact that the 
Hanseatic towns, by the reciprocity treaty with them, 
had taken away much of our carrying trade. They 
did it in this way: they employed ships in transporte 
ing goods from European manufacturing nations te 
Brazil, and there took in a freight of coffee for the 
United States, discharged it at New York, and 
thence took a return freight of our productsto Eu- 
rope; thus carrying both to this country and from it 
what, by right, our own vessels ought to. carry. 
Besides, they had_an advantage under the recipro- 
city treaty, (so called,) which we did not avail our- 
selves of. They bought vessels of other nations, 
and naturalized them, thereby giving them the ad- 
vantages of the treaty, whilst we confined our vessels 
trading with them to American built bottoms, ‘They 


H: quoted from a variety of tables to show 


. the American tonnage thus supplanted by: foreign: 


nations, i SR 
Next, with regard to New Hampshire, being pe- 
culiarly. interested: in navigation, he went. into de- 
tails from tonnage’ tables, to show that Rhode. Is- 
land, Massachusetts, and Connecticut, were more 
deeply interested in that branch-of commerce. 
Then, as to the position of the senator from New 
Hampshire that the: protective policy was not only 
unjust and injurious towards the mass of the com- 
munity, but. must ultimately prove destructive to 
the manufacturers themselves, from the fact that 
` they would be so stimulated to overproduction, and 
competition one with another, that they must very 
soon be broken down,—he (Mr. H.) contended, in 
reply, that, if all this took place, low prices must be 
the consequence; and he did not see why the sena- 


tor and his friends should not be pleased with that. 


But, although, as the friends of the protective sys- 
tem always contended, prices would fall, from the 
facts anticipated by the senator from New Hanip- 
shire, it would be only to a limit of fair remunera- 
tion for industry, because competition must cease 
when prices go below that limit. 

Another of the senator's objections to the manu- 
facturing system being stimulated was, that those 
who should be engaged in agriculture, and other 
more congenial pursuits than that of being cooped 
up.in thé heated atmosphere of workshops and fac- 
tories, would have their attention and labor directed 
into unnatural channels, not wanted by the country. 
Now, he (Mr. H.) conceived the farmers of Con- 
necticut, or even of New Hampshire, would not 
feel so well satisfied, if they had not an encouraging 
opportunity of sending out some of their sons to 
seek their fortunes in various occupations—some to 
manufactures, some to navigation, some to shops, 
and some to the merchant's counting-house. ` It 
was this diversity of occupations which they con- 
sidered one of the greatest blessings of the country, 

The senator from New Hampshire said he was 
in favor of one apeeiss of home manufacture—the 
good old fashioned home-made fabrics, wrought in 
every family before this system began. That was 
as much as to say, that it would be better for the 
country to exclude all improvement in the arts—in 
machinery, mechanical agency, &c. What would 
this lead to but the. two following consequences: 
First, that we must fall behind the rest of the world 
in civilization—while they would be advancing and 
receiving all the substantial advantages of their im- 
provements, we would be receding and getting back 
to antediluvian times; and, second, that we would 
have to pay several times more for what we con- 
sume than we need pay, and employ more labor on 
one branch of industry than need be diverted to it 
from other sources of national wealth. 

There were several topics which he had left un- 
touched, that he would like to discuss; but neither 
the time of the Senate, nor his own strength, would 
permit him to enter upon them now. 

He should sum up by considering the proposi- 
tions of the senator from New Hampshire, und e 
three heads. Ist. That the tariff act of 1842 wag 
destructive of revenue, instead of being a revenue 
act. 2d. That free trade is beneficial, and, ought to 
be adopted. 3d. That the imposition of duties en- 
hances prices for the benefit of the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. Each of these propositions he 
(Mr. H.) denied to be well founded. The first had 
been disproved by the fact that revenue had increas- 
ed. The second, by the fact: that there could be no 
free trade that would not be one-sided, acting inju- 
riously on us if we adopted it, without procuring us 
any advantage in return for our loss. And the third 
was disproved by the experience of all the tariff acts 
that we had ever adopted—looking to the. ultimate 
result with regard to prices. 

Mr, H. concluded by passing a high.eulogium on 
the protective system; prophesying that it would be 
recognised allover the country, ere long, and in eve- 
ry section, as the only wise, patriotic, and safe 
policy. 


} Senate being very’ dance, ar 
present seeming desirous ‘of taking the 
eheth ones ee ele 
: Me McDUFFIE. 
other gentleman. thought proper to continie.the.de- 
bate, ‘he should like,’ as the. mover of: the measure, 
„to have an opportunity of concluding, in answer to 
those who ‘had opposed the bill he introduced. In 


floor; 


expect a postponement... 
Mr. BERRIEN said that, although it was not his 


purpose to enter, atthis time, into the discussion, 


from their seats who might desire to express their 
views. Therefore, to give them an opportunity, he 
would propese to lay the bill on the table for the 
present. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE objected that this might defeat the 
further discussion of the subject. This was the ap- 
propriate time for those opposed to his bill to exe 
press their sentiments. If not ready now, a day 
could be appointed for proceeding with the debate. 
Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the question pend- 


h to press his 
ted, he should 
the senator 
o were op- 


on, the pending ques- 
with an understanding 
that it was hereafter to be called up by any gentle- 
man ready to proceed with the debate. 

The bill altering the time of holding the circuit 
courts of the United States at Clarksburg and 
Wheeling, in the western district of Virginia, and 
the circuit courts of the United States for the district 
of Arkansas, was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill providing for the insane asylum in the 
District of Columbia was also read a third time, and 

assed. 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the annual report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents; which was, on motion by Mr. PHELPS, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Paten 
Office; then, 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 13, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read, and ap- 
proved. 

The SPEAKER announced the order of busi- 
ness to be the report of the Committee of Elections; 
before proceeding to which, however, 

Mr. BELSER asked and obtained leave to offer 
the following resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Congressional Temperance 
Society be allowed the use of this hall on Thursday 
evening next, after the adjournment of the House, 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF ELEC- 
TIONS. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the report; and 

Mr. HARALSON, being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the House. He did not flatter himself, af- 
ter an uninterrupted debate of this question for 
more than a week, that he would be able to present 
any views to that House which should be new or 
interesting to them. This would be promising him- 
self too much. He trusted, however, he would be 
able to present some views, which, he hoped, would 
have some bearing upon the final determination of 
the question. In the examination and discussion of 
a question involving the constitutional rights of the 
people to representation in the general government, 
they could not be too particular—they could not 


rose, and’ observed that, if no 


} that case, looking to the hour it was now, he would- 


e.took it for granted. there were gentlemen absent: 


is remarks, to express his regret. that any. of the 
gentlemen who liad preceded him ‘in this’ debate 


-had felt at liberty to go out of the discussion with a 


view of giving a party character ‘to’ the question. 
He had hoped, that in the investigation of a subject 
which had been characterized by every speaker who 
had addressed the House, as a question of the ut. 
most importance—a great’ constitutional question— 
they would have elevated themselves above the paltry 
considerations of party; that they would have been 
actuated by feelings of patriotism; but these hopes 
were entertained in vain. Gentlemen had not only 
felt at liberty to indulge in vituperation and abuse, 
but they had so indulged to an almost unlimited 
extent. The minority report itself. closed with an 
expression which he had hoped originally. would 
never have been put upon the records of this House. 
It expressed the hope that the people would rise in 
the majesty of their power; and, as the lion shakes 
the dew-drops from his mane, so. would they hurl 
from power those who betrayed them. If thia were 
intended to apply to the democratic party, he had 
only to say, in addition to the regret he felt 
that such an expression had been used, that 
the democratic party had nothing to fear incon- 
nexion with this subject. The democratic arty 
had not deceived the ‘people of the States. They 
had made to the people no such promises as had 
characterized those who made the assertion to 
which he had alluded. They had not deceived the 
people, because they had not made thenr any ` 
promises. It was reserved for the twenty-seventh 
Congress, after the power which was contended for 
under the fourth section of the constitution had slept 
for more than fifty years, to attempt an exercise of 
this power. He would not undertake to say what 
had been promised to the people by the members 
of that Congress; but since it ha been attempted to 
be charged upon the democratic party that they 
were deceivers of the people, he would say that they 


had never promised t em anything. But what sort 
of action had characterized that Congress? They 
had reprobated: their own action. He would not 


particularize the various acts of that Congress which 
were annulled by themselves; it was enough for the 
present purpose to say, that almost every im- 

ortant measure which was enacted by them, 

efore they were dissolved, was again re- 
pealed. They were constrained to counteract 
their own measures by the overruling power 
of the voice of the people. He made the remarks, 
not for the purpose of assailing the whig party, but 
to defend the democratic party from the missiles 
which had been hurled against then’. He would 
not enumerate the acts of the 27th Congress which 
had been reversed by themselves. The act now un- 
der consideration was one of the acts of that Con- 
gress which had been passed at a late stage of their 
career, and had etapid. the fate of the others. It 
stood almost an isolated case; and if it ultimately 
remained a law, it must be attributed more to un- 
willingness on the part of the people to create any 
difficulties in the government; it must be attributed 
to a disposition to acquiesce in the exercise of an 
unconstitutional power on the part of Congress, 
rather than to produce extraordinary difficulties in 
the government. As far as his own State was con- 
cerned, this measure could not be said to belong ex- 
clusively to either the whig or the democratie party. 
At the session before the last, the State legislature, 
which was then democratic, passed a law districting 
the State of Georgia. This was followed up by 
another act during the last session. It had thus 
been done by both parties; and it could not, there- 
fore, be made to reccive a party- character, so far as 
the State of Georgia was concerned; and he would 
express here what he believed to be true, that the 
people of the State of Georgia—whether in obe- 
dience to the law of Congress or not (indeed, he 
hoped no such term would be used)—he believed 
the people of Georgia, of both parties, rather than 
produce difficulties on the subject, would adopt the 
district system. He believed there was a disposi- 
tion to acquiesce on the part of both politieal par- 
ties. But this did not affect the question now before 
them as to the rights of the people of the States to 
representation upon that floor, 
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< Ehe- twenty-seventh ~Congréss 
witha full knowledge that the elections in some of 
the States (Georgia in-particular) must necessarily 
take place, under the -general-ticket system, before 
any action could be had to.comply with the act, un- 
less by means of an extra session of the legislature. 
And he would ask, if it were reasonable to affirm 
that. Congress should have the power to subject the 
people of a State to the inconvenience and expense 
of holding an extra session of the legislature for the 
purpose of carrying out what many. of them be- 
lieved to be an unconstitutional act? They had, in 
his opinion, no such power. If they had, whence 
was it derived? | From what part of the constitution 
did they procure this authority? 

The State of Georgia had been districted; and as 
far as regarded the action of that State, he desired 
otily to make one remark, and that*was, whenever 
the people of Georgia, through their representation 
in the legislature, should express their preference 
for any particular manner of election, or for any- 
thing else, he would bow in humble submission to 
their will; it was, however, to the operation of the 
second section of the apportionment bill upon the 
elections, which must take place before the legisla- 
tures of the States could act upon the subject, that 
he now proposed to give his objections. 

The position which was occupied by those who 
objected to that portion of the law now under con- 
sideration as unconstitutional, was not a novel one. 
Mr. Madison himself, whose opinions had been so 
often triumphantly adverted to on the other side, 
never pretended that it would be proper on the part 
of Congress to exercise such a power, except under 
particular circumstances, which, it was supposed, 
were never likely to happen. It never was believed 
by the framers of the constitution that this power 
would be exercised, except upon the failure of the 
States to carry out the provisions of the constitution. 
‘Gentlemen seemed to forget the history of the adop- 
tion of the federal constitution. Gentlemen had ar- 
gued the question as if this government, in the ma- 
jesty of its power, had the right to use the language 
of command towards the States. Who framed the 
federal constitution? Was it ordinarily the custom 


for the created to speak to the creator in the lan- 


guage of command?. What, he asked, was the his- 
tory of the adoption of the federal constitution? The 
States assembled. by their representatives; and, with 
all the jealousy which they might be supposed to 
feel towards the centralizing tendency of the general 
government, they adopted the constitution, giving 
such checks and restrictions as they thought desira- 
ble to be placed upon the general government. Was 
it probable that they would have allowed language 
ofa mandatory nature, especially in relation to a 
right which is considered the dearest right of free- 
men? Mr. H. here referred to the opinion of Mr. 
Madison, so often referred to in this debate, and 
which he would not now take time to read again, 
which contained this remarkable passage: “Should 
the people of any State by any means be deprived 
of the right of suffrage, it was judged proper that it 
should be remedied by the general government. It 
was found impossible to fix the time, place, and 
manner of the election of representatives in the con- 
stitution. It was found necessary to leave the regu- 
lation of them, in the first place, to the State gov- 
ernments, as being best acquainted with the people, 
subject to the control of the general government, in 
order to enable it to produce uniformity, and pre- 
vent its own dissolution.” 

Witness, said Mr. H., what was said by Mr. 
Jay, who was the friend of the constitution pro- 
posed to be ratified, and who spoke in favor of the 
ratification in the New York convention: 

In the New York convention, Mr. Jones having 
offered a resolution ‘that nothing in the constitu- 
tion then under consideration should be construed 
to authorize the Congress to make or alter any regu- 
lations in any State respecting the times, places, or 
manner, of holding elections for senators or repre- 
sentatives, unless the legislature of such State shall 
neglect or refuse to make laws or regulations for the 
purpose, or from any circumstance be incapable of 
making the same, and then only until the legisla- 
ture of such State shall make provision in the prem- 
ises,” the Hon. Mr. Jay said, “that, as faras he 
understood the ideas of the gentleman, he seems to 
have doubts with respect to this paragraph, and 
feared it might be misconstrued and abused. He 
said that every government was imperfect unless it 
had the power of preserving itself. Suppose ‘that, 
by design or accident, the States neglect to appoint 


passed that act {| stitutional remedy for this evil. T 
ing of the’ paragraph ‘was, that, 


eee 
if this neglect 
should ‘take place, Congress should’ havé power, b 


Jaw, to support. the government, and prevent the | 


dissolution of the Union. He believed this: to “be 
the design of the federal convention.” 


Permit me (said Mr. H.) to inquire, justas this stage - 


of my remarks, if there is one member on the floor, 
who believes that the federal constitution. would 


. ever have been adopted with this power in it, unex- 


plained by the remarks of Mr. Madison, Mr. Jay, 
and others, who figured in the debates at the time 
of its adoption. If any. believed that it would have 
been ratified without these explanations, they. must 
believe that seven of the States were insincere in the 
declaration they made on that occasion. He firmly 
believed that the federal government never would 
have gone into existence with this power in the 
constitution, had the framers believed that it would 
ever be exercised in the way that was done by the 
last Congress. He was furnished with another re- 
mark of Mr. Madison, which he was informed by 
a friend on the floor might be seen in. his writings. 
He had never read them himself, but he had no 
doubt they might be found in his works. 

Here Mr. H. quoted the remark of Mr. Madison, 
to the effect that, “in the event+that the States might 
fail, or refuse to provide for their elections, then it 
should be in the power of Congress to provide for 
this interregnum, in order to prevent a dissolution 
of Congress.” Mr. Jay’s position strongly sus- 
tained those members from the four States who 
insisted upon their rights to their seats here. Now, 
he would as Jemen to blot from the constitu- 
tion the sec t Which they relied to support the 
constitutionality"of the law, and then say whether 
the States had not a right to their representation 
here, independently of it. He contended that they 
had, and ihat it was notin the power of Congress, 
nor of any power on earth, to deprive them of it. 
Those members from the four States, who were 
now eontending for their rights here, had been char- 
acterized as lawless and revolutionary, and guilty of 
nullification. 

If there was nullification in the matter, it was 
chargeable to those who had nullified the rights of 
the States—who had nullified the right of suffrage 
—who had nullified the inestimable right of free- 
men, the right of representation in the legislature 
which imposes taxes on them, which was one of 
the causes that led our forefathers into the revolu- 
tion which gave us independence. But, (said Mr. 
H.,) from the 4th section of the Istarticle of the 
constitution, and from the constitution itself, we 
have the right to representation. We also derive it 
from the second section of that instrument. The 
second section declares that “the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be composed of members chosen 
every second year by the people of the several 
States, and the electiors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State legislature.” Here was 
the right of representation guarantied to the peo- 

le, which no power on earth could deprive them of. 
There was certainly no portion of the constitntion 
which authorized Congress to do it, either by any 
incomplete action of their own, or by placing the 
people of the States in a situation in which they are 
unable to exercise the right of suffrage. He cone 
tended that if Congress had the right to legislate on 
the subject at all, if they did alter the regulations of 
the States it was their duty to have given them a 
complete system of representation, instead of putting 
them in a situation on which they were deprived of 
the power of holding their elections. It had been 
urged by many gentlemen who had spoken on this 
question, that the term “manner” (of holding elec- 
tions) applied to every thing—that ıt was very com- 
prehensive, and might be applied to any alteration 
Congress might please to make of the regulations of 
the States. He did not consider it in that sense. 
The clause read: ““Theʻtimes, places, and manner of 
holding elections for senators and representatives 
shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time, by law, 
alter such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing senators.” . 

The Congress may alter such regulations. What 
regulations? Why, those regulations mentioned in 
the precedmg part of the section, as to the time, 

lace, and mazmner of holding the elections. Now, 
be wished some gentleman who might follow him 


on this subject, to explain how the term ‘manner” . 


could be said to apply to a particular area of ground— 


representatives: certainly there should be some con- {i.a certain number of acres—the manner of holding 


country 
- House, and aske 
: siredsome gentle 
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could dosos rae ai 
‘There were other grounds he had intend 
taken-yesterday;. but, ashe was. determ 

be tedious, there being. other gentlemen who wish 
to address. the House, he would, after. saverung 


pressions of this kind come? It was strange to say 
that those expressions came from gentlemen who, 
on. the first day of the session, came into the House 
with their judgments in their pockets, and their 
verdicts entered up aginst the members elected un- 
der the general-ticket system. In that protest | 
against the admission ofthe members from these 
four States to their seats, and which it was attempt-. 
ed to be spread on the journals, contrary, to the rules 
of the House, it was asserted that the members 
from the States of New Hampshire, Georgia, Mis- 
sissipi, and Missouri, had not a color of title to their 
seats; and that their taking them was a proceeding 
of a revolutionary character. Yet these gen- 
tlemen had made up their verdicts; and. hav- 
ing done so, claimed to be the exclusive. judges; 
for arule of the House had been. gravely read, to 
deprive the members from the four States. of. their 
votes. They modestly expressed their surprise that 
the members from these States were not restrained, 
by motives of delicacy, from voting, and should re- 
tire from the bar of the House, to give those who 
had already made up and recorded their verdict, an 
opportunity of pronouncing Le pee on the , case. . 
On this part of the subject he desired to read a de= 
cision made by a presiding officer of this House,.in. 
the celebrated case of the New Jersey elections, 
which would show the views formerly entertained 

by that distinguished member of the whig party 
(Mr. Apane) on the subject. a 4 : : 

Here Mr. H. read the following: ‘ 

“The Chair (Mr. Apams) would here remark t 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ruztt] 
that it would be impossible for him to put the ques- 
tion upon laying the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia on the table, until it was determined by the 
House who should vote, It would be for the House 
to decide for themselves who should be called; but 
(said he) the State of New Jersey cannot be deprived of 
a representation on this floor; and it shall not be, so long 
as I stand inthis chair.” 

From what quarter had come a decision so broad, 
and which seemed to be so strongly tinctured.. with 
a spirit in favor of the rights of the States to repre- 
sentation? The quarter from which they now heard 
that Georgia, New Hampshire, Mississippi, and 
Missouri, were not entitled to their representation 
here, was the one from which this decision. emana- 
ted. It would be well for gentlemen, who talked of 
submitting this question to the decision. of an ulti- 
mate tribunal, to remember that they: had already 
decided the case themselves. ; } 

He continued to observe that he should hold his 
seat to defend the rights ofthe people of his State 
on this floor, until his right to doso was violently 
taken from him; and. in-the expression of his opin- 
ion on this subject, he was cut short by the expira- 
tion of his hour. , 

Mr. BOWLIN commenced by stating the im- 
mediate interest he and his constituents had in this 
question—the State of Missouri being one of the 
four States whose elections werein controvery— 
as the reason which urged. him to address the House 
on this subject. He was also desirous to defend 
his State, and the people of his State, against the as- 
sault which had been made on them by one portion 
of the members of this House, whose protest had 
gone to every section of this Union, charging, as it 
did, on his constituents, an act that was revolution” 
ary in its character. His constituents, he said, 
were a law-abiding people; and, as such, it became 
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time when it could not, by any. possibility, be-com- 
plied with by. somme, States: of ‘this Union; and yet 
they were desirous to-depiive certain States of this 
Union of those rights which the constitution secured 
to themi o ae as 

The. constitution ofthe United. States, he ad- 
mitted. gave’ the States. the. power to make 
regulations fiting the times, placés, arid manner 
of holding elections, and to Congress the power 
to -make- or alter ‘such’ regulations; but Con- 
gress" had. passed: alaw striking. out the fran- 
chise: of. certain States, for it was no alteration 
of Staté regulation. In- relation to that law, how- 
evér, there was a difference of opinion amongst its 
friends. Igy sdutie; it was considered ag a regulation 
which was obligatory on-the States, and by others 
it was. treated asa declaration of abstract. princi- 

les: He agreed with the gentlemen who held the 
aw to be:a declaration of abstract principles, for it 
was no alteration of State regulations. Congress, if 
it had the power to alter State iy rare must alter 
them completely or not at all; but Congress found 
the States in the peaceful exercise of certain regula- 
tions; and it had thought -proper to denounce 
them without substituting others by which the 
people of the States could proceed to elect their 
representatives. It was admitted that the law of 
Congress was inoperative without State legislation; 
hut he denied that the States could help to carry 
out a powér which they had surréndered; and alaw 
which was thus incomplete in itself, without the ac- 
tion of another legislative body, was of no force or 
validity. Gentlemen on the other side had cited the 
provisions of the constitution in relation to the mili- 
tia, but he contended that that argument operated in 
support of the position which he, and those who 
thought with him, had taken. There the respective 
duties of all parties were prescribed expressly and 
unequivocally. 1 f , 

. Gentlemen had been most unfortunate in- resort 
ing to such arguments to bolster up their cause. 

e camie, then, to the conclusion that Congress 
could not supplaiit or destroy the régulations of the 
States, without supplying the place of those regula- 
tions by others, as the consequence of such action 
would be a dissolution of the Union. Secondly, 
that the act of Congress, from its very nature, could 
have no effect until the States had an opportunity to 
act, and in the absence of that, action the law was 
incomplete; and there was.a third point—that if the 
law was not complete, and was nevertheless to be 
a law of force and effect, what would be the result? 
Suppose it to be entitled to force, and that it repealed 
the State laws: what would be the effect? The effect 
would be the dissolution, of the Union. That 
would be the inevitable effect of a repeal of the 
State laws by which they would be prevented 
from being represented in that House. Congress 
dared not assume the exercise of a power which 
would have this effect. 

Mr. B. adverted to the analogous reasoning which 
had been employed by gentlemen in the debate 
upon this subject; and contended that the cases ad- 
duced were not analogous to the case under 
consideration. Pass such a law in regard to weights 
and measures, for instance; and it would be void for 
uncertainty. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Dicxrwson}] had referred to the militia law. He 
confessed.that he was a little puzzled to understand 
what possible similarity there could be between that 
law and the one under consideration. The gentle- 
man, he apprehended, was more anxious to inflict 
a political attack upon his opponents, than to come 
up and meet the constitutional question. The gen- 
tleman: had told them it was a contest between 
the general-ticket system and the district system; 
but every man in the House knew that the contest 
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He analyzed the two powers conferred in the 
clause of the constitution on which the law in ques- 
tion was based—the one a power to make regula- 
tions, and the other to alter them. He contended 
that precisely the same power was invested in the 
State legislatures and in Congress; but that, in addi- 
tion, there was the express, distinct, and substantive 
power given to Congress, which comprehended the 
act of Congress now in contemplation—to alter the 
regulations of the States. 

e examined the position assumed by Mr. 
Bearpstey in reference to the doctrine of concurrent 
jurisdiction, and expressed partially his dissent from 
it. He submitted that, wheneve ress chose to 
exercise the power conferred up the State ju- 
risdiction was taken away from much of the 
ground as Congress had occupied acted upon; 
that the State authority would be excluded to the ex- 
tent to which Congress had exercised its power; 
and that there was the same correlative relation be- 
tween Congress and the State legislature on the sub- 
ject that there was between a supreme and an infe- 
rior court. 

He replied to the cardinal objections that had been 
raised against the law, showing their fallacy; and he 
argued that there was one, and only one test of its 
validity, and that was, whether the law worked an 
alteration of the State law. If so, it was constitu- 
tional and valid. And, in this conexion, Mr. D. re- 
plied to some of the arguments of Mr. ELMER. 

He compared the principle of the law with cer- 
tain sections of the act of 1792, (in relation to elec- 
tors of President,) which could not be executed 
without auxiliary legislation on the part of the States; 
and he submitted that this was an unanswerable ar- 
gument against'so much of the objection to the law 
as was involved in the proposition that it could not 
execute itself. He demonstrated what had been the 
action of the States in regard to that act, (of 1792,) 
and that, so far from declaring it unconstitutional, 
null, or void, the State legislatures of that day, com- 
posed of men fresh in knowledge of the constitution, 
and of the reasons which influenced its framers in 
the adoption of its various clauses, had at once sup- 
plied the legislation necessary to carry out its pro- 


visions, without a single objection on the ground ` 


that the act was mandatory, or that it was void be- 
cause it could not be executed within itself. 

He proceeded even further than this, and contend- 
ed that if the second section of the apportionment 
law was void on the ground that it was mandatory, 
or that it required State legislation, then the first sec- 
tion of the same act was also void, inasmuch as it re- 
quired State legislation as much as the second sec- 
tion. The first section could not execute itself; it 
required the same character of legislation. There 
was not a single objection that could be raised 
against the second section on the ground of its being 
mandatory and not executing itself, that did not ap- 
ply with equal force to the first. 

He examined the argument of the majority of the 
committee, so far as it was an argument of analogy, 
to show that it had no just foundation, and could 
not, therefore, be sustained. And he was proceed- 
ing to had some general remarks, when the hour 
elapsed. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL proposed to amend the 
amendment of Mr. G. Davis, offered on a former 
day, by substituting in lieu thereof the following: 
that the members returned to. this House from the 
States of New Hampshire, Georgia, Missouri, and 
Mississippi, are entitled to hold their seats. 

Mr. STILES (who had yielded. the floor tempo- 
rarily to Mr. Incersorx, to permit him to offer his 
amendment) next addressed the House. The course 
of argument pursued by the gentleman who had pre- 


not consider himself constitutionally elected. What 
he objected to was, that while his colleague’ dis- 
claimed his right to his scate he exercised the privi- 
leges of a member by sitting and voting in. that 
House, and receiving the emoluments of office. His 
colleague had said that this was a matter for the 
judgment of the House; but he must be permitted 
to tell him that he had mistaken the tribunal. His 

osition involved a question not to be decided in that 

ouse, but in foro conscientie, before which high 
tribunal he arraigned him, and charged him: with 
two high offences which his legal knowledge would 
enable him to understand the nature and heinous- 
ness of—with taking that which he knew he had 
no right to, and, in his own language, not the color 
ofa title tō; and, in the next place, as an interference 
with a legislative body; without a right to a seat in 
it, was against the constitution, he charged him 
with an offence arising out of a violation of that in- 
strument which he had sworn to support. 

Mr. STEPHENS, on leave being given to ex- 
plain said that matters of conscience were to be deter- 
mined individually, each man for himself. ‘The gen- 
tleman had no right to judge of his (Mr. 8.’s) con- 
science; and he would scorn to judge of the gentle- 
man’s. 

Mr. STILES said that he did not judge of the 
gentleman’s conscience—God forbid that he should. 
With the very words on his lips that he had no right 
to his seat there, he took the oath, and invoked the 
name of the Supreme Being to support him in the 
truth. Before high Heaven he vowed to support 
the constitution of the United States, and then took 
aseat in the House to which he declared he was not 
constitutionally elected. Without presuming to. be 
the gentleman’s judge, he.would dismiss him; and, 
with as much solemnity and feeling as a judge pro- 
nouncing sentence on a criminal, he would say to 
him, “May the Lord God Almighty have mercy on 
your soul.” Mr. S. then went on with the legal and 
constitutional part of his argument, which he con- 
tinued till the Chair announced the expiration of his 


our. 

Mr. SCHENCK addressed the House against 
the rightof the twenty-one members to their seats, 
and in favor of the constitutionality and propriety of 
the second section of the apportionment act. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE got the floor at alate hour, 
(candlelight) and after offering an amendment 
similar in effect to Mr. Incersoui’s, but containing 
more precision and form in it, addressed the House 
in favor ofthe principles contained in the report— 
showing, by a variety of arguments and illustrations, 
the unconstitutionality of the mandamus section of 
the apportionment act, and the consequent legali- 
ty of the elections held under the general-ticket. sys- 
tem. ` 

Mr. BARRINGER next obtained the floor, and 
gave way to : 

Mr. RAYNER, who moved, at half past six 
o’clock, that the House adjourn. Rejected—ayes, 
63, noes 84. 

_Mr. BARRINGER then spoke his hour in oppo- 
sition to the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BARNARD next got the floor. 

Mr. SAMPLE moved an adjournment; and the 
question thereon was taken by Messrs. Scnenck 
and Burke, as tellers, who reported 32 in the af 
firmative, and 63 in the negative. . > os 
__Some conversation ensued relative to a call of the 
House, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said if the gentleman wanted 
a full House to hear a speech, he would move a eall 
of the House, but it had not been required hitherto. 

Mr. BARNARD then proceeded with his speech 


i in favor of. the law of the last Congress, 
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Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor at half-past 7 
o’elock. . : 

Several gentlemen suggested an adjournment, and 
that motion was made; on which the yeas and nays 
were called for and taken, and they resulted as fol- 
lows—yeas 76, nays 39. 

So the House adjourned, at 8 o’clock. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by- the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Two petitions signed by 
80 citizens of Carbon county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passsge of a law exempting all boats em- 
ployed in the domestic coal trade, propelled by ani- 
mal or steam power, from paying coasting licenses: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: Petition of S. B, 
Stone and 7 other captains of steamboats navigating 
Long Island sound, praying Congress to erect a 
light-house on the southwest ledge at the entrance of 
New Haven harbor: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Also, the petition of Gen. Seth Over- 
ton, of Connecticut, praying Congress for a pension 
for services and losses incurred during the revolu- 
tionary war: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of Lyman Wamer 
and 67 other citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, 
praying for retrenchment in the expenditures of the 
general government. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Henry Little and 


- E. L. IJamlin and 725 others, citizens of Bangor > 


and vicinity, Maine, fora reduction of the rates of 
postage. 

By Mr. BUS FINGTON: Petition of Joseph Fair 
and 64 others, citizens.of Butler county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the construction of a national road, 
` from the Cumberland road, by way of the arsenals 
at Pittsburg and Meadville, to the harbor of Erie. 
Algo, the penton of Robert Brown and 26 others, 
citizens of Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for a reduction of postage. 

y Mr. McCLERNAND: Petition of R. B. Slo- 
cumb and numerous others, citizens of Wayne coun- 
Y Ilinois, praying the grant of the refuse lands in 
the Shawneetown, and Palestine land districts in said 
State, and the lands in the Vincennes district, 
for the improvement of the navigation of the great 
oem river: referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. BLACKWELL, from Tennessee, with- 
drew from the files the memorial of Wm. King 
and Thomas Rowland, asking pay for services ren- 
dered ta government during the late war. 

By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: Petition of Walter 
Howard and 34 others, citizens of Wyoming coun- 
ty, New York, praying fora reduction of postage, 
and a limitation of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: Petition of Charles 
Gillam and 224 citizens of Green county, Indiana, 
asking a donation of refuse lands to complete the 
Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: Petition of 
cu Coakley and 146 other citizens of Vigo 


Pindiana, praying that the Congress of the 


cour 
United States would reduce the- amount of postage 
upon letters: referred to the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads. Also, the petition of Thos. 
TI Clarke and other citizensof Putnam county, In- 
diana, asking for a portion of the vacant lands of the 
Vincennes land district, Indiana, or of the Palestine 
and Shawneetown district, Indiana, to be given for 
the improvement of the rapids.of the Wabash river: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By. Mr. ROBINSON: Resolutions and proceed- 
ing adopted by the citizens of Oswego, New 
York, at their annual town meeting, recommending 
fnrther appropriations to complete the public works 
already commenced in that place; and also the peti- 
tion of 750 citizens of that place, praying Congress 
to make an appropriation to improve the piers in 
said place. . À 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: Petition of Sarah Black- 
nan for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. Petition of the members of 
the bar at Lewisburg, Tennessee, asking for the 
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publication of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States: referred.to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. DAWSON: Peėtition of Chas. Lee and 
Geo. W. Goldman, citizens of — parish, La., for 


_ confirmation, as joint proprietors of a certain tract of- 
land fronting on the Mississippi river, known or - 


designated as lots No. 4, 5, 8, 7, and 8, of township 
10, range 11 east, in the district north of Red river, 
State of Louisiana, &c.. Also, a petition to confirm 
Elizabeth Burris, her heirs or assigns, in title to a 
tract of land, &c. Also, the claim of Fielding Brown 
for a pension. Also, the petition of Robert Clark, 
of West Baton Rouge, Louisiana, for confirmation 
of the northwest quarter section, No. 4, township 6, 
and range 11, &c. ‘ 

By Mr. WILLIAM WRIGHT: Petition, sign- 
ed by 126 of the citizens of Jersey city, New Jer- 
sey, praying Congress to enact a law withholding 
for the future all spirit rations from the navy of the 
United States. > 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The memorial of the sur- 
viving volunteers and militia who assisted in the de- 
fence of New Orleans in 1814 and 1815. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of John Burtis, 
and 94 others, citizens of Vandenburgh and Posey 
county, Indiana, praying Congress for a grant of 
the unsold land in the Vincennes land district, to 
complete the whole line of canal from Lake Erie to 
the Ohio river, at Evansville. Also, the memorial 
of William Johnson, and 50 others, citizens of Da- 
vies county, Indiana, upon the same subject. 

Mr. DANA withdrew from the files of the House 
the papers of Amos Daniels, and they were referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and pre- 
sented the petition of 119 citizens of Ulysses, 
Tompkins county, N. Y., praying a reduction in 
the rates of postage, and the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpyrspay, February 14, 1844. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of the citizens of Alton, Illinois, and 
its vicinity, accompanied by a memorial of the le- 
gislature of Tlinois, on the subject of the extension 
of the national road through that State, and to cross 
the Mississippi at Alton: referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from Jacob 
Little, and other citizens of Ohio, praying the repeal 
of so much of the post office law as requires those 
connected with the mail service to labor on the sab- 
bath: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also presented a memorial from the officers and 
crew of the steamer Missouri, praying that Con- 
gress will make them some remuneration for prop- 
erty lost by the burning of that vessel: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from John 
H. Roebling, civil engineer, in favor of the substitu- 
tion of wire rope in the place of hemp rope for the 
standing rigging of vessels of war: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a preamble and joint 
resolutions of the legislature of Pennsylvania, re- 
questing the representatives from that State to use 
their influence to procure the passage of a law ma- 
king immediate provision for the repair and comple- 
tion of the works in the harbor of Erie, Pennsylva- 
nia: referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Jacob Moser and others, of the city and county of 
Philadelphia, asking for an appropriation for the 
construction of a dry dock at the port of Philadel- 
phia: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Robert McGuire, a citizen 
of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, asking 
compensation for injuries and losses sustained by 
him while a captive of the Indians during the war: 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial from A. F. 
Crittenden and 318 citizens of Memphis, Tennessee, 
asking for a grant of land for the completion of the 
national thoroughfare between the lakes and the 


Ohio, by the improvement. of the navigation of the 


‘Wabash river: referred to the Committee:on Public 
Lands. yess aii an a cate ea ee 

Mr: BREESE presented a: petition from RH. 
McGoon, praying that a certain: süm-of money, re- 
covered from him by the United States, through, a 
judgment rendered against him, in default of ‘his ap- 
pearance in court, may be refunded; referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Age angst 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Re- 
volutionary Claims, made an adverse report on ‘the 
petition of the executors of Samuel Ball, for ‘the 
payment of a sum of money loaned the United 
States, during the revolution; which was -ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. os 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the petition of 
Robert Barclay, and documents in relation thereto, 
relative to a private land claim, were ordered to. he 
taken from he files, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims;and the petition of Moses 
Archer for a pension, was ordered to be taken:from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, : 5 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill to 
repeal the act entitled “An act to amend the act of 
10th March, 1838,” entitled “An act changing: the 
time of holding the circuit and district courts. in 
the district of Ohio. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petitions of Robert Perkins and Joseph 
W. Low, and they were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. ; are 

On motion by Mr. DAYTON, the bill, reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, some- days 
since, for the relief of Mark Simpson, was taken 
up, and recommitted to that committee.. 

Mr. HENDERSON, on leave, introduced. a bill 
further regulating the costs and fees accruing on 
suits prosecuted in the district and circuit courts of 
the United States: read twice, and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. f f 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to repeal part of an.act 
entitled “An actto annex a part of the State of 
New Jersey to the collection district of New York; 
to remove the office of collector of Niagara to Lew- 
istown; to make Cape St. Vincent, in the district of 
Sackett’s Harbor a port of delivery; and, out of the 
district of Miami‘and Mississippi, to make two new 
districts, to bé called the district of Sandusky and 
Teche; and for other purposes,” approved March 2d, 
1811; which bill was read, and ordered to a second. 
reading. 

Mr. II. from the same Committee, téo.which was 
referred the resolution of the Senate directing that 
committee to inquire into the expediency of repeal- 
ing the existing law which allows the collectors of 
customs. three months -to give bond: and security 
for the: faithful discharge of their office, reported a 
bill for that purpose; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
George W. Cummings for a pension; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. “ 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report. on the petition of 
Samuel Thompson; which was ordered to lie on the 
able and be printed. eit y ; 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was _ 

Resolved, that the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate copies of the report 
made to that department as to the best, means of 
improving the navigation. of the Oifio river at the 

alls, 

‘i Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Maryland, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route in Anne Arundel 
county, in that State: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition fram sundry. 
citizens of Indiana, praying fer a grant of the refuse 
land in the old Vincennes district, to complete the 
Wabash and Erie canal to Evansville, on the Ohig 
river; and 
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On motion by Mr: ALLEN, the previous orders 
of the day: were postponed, and the Senate resumed 
the consideration, as in. committee: of the whole, of 
the ‘bill to-restore to General. Jackson the fine im- 
posed on him at New. Orleans. ‘ 

Mr. ‘WOODBRIDGE expressed, at considerable 
‘length, his views in opposition to the doctrine of in- 
struction; and explained his reasons for not voting 
in: conformity with. the desire of the legislature of 
his State. In conclusion, he stated that the amend- 
ment of the Finance Committee having been reject- 
ed by. the Senate, he could not vote for the bill in its 
original form. 

< There being no further proportion to amend the 
bill, it was.reported to the Senate. 

- Mr. HUGER said he was very glad there was no 
disposition on the: part of any member of the Sen- 
ate to. impute to Judge Hall any improper conduct. 

He had been a fellow-townsman of Judge Hall, 
who wasa lawyer of character in South Carolina 
when he (Mr. H.) commenced the study of. law. 


He was not intimate with him; but the community ` 


in-which Judge Hall lived considered him, till the 
day of his death, incapable of doing anything dis- 
reputable to his character; as an honorable and up- 
right man. That he was wrong in this instance, he 
(Mr... H.) never had doubted. He, as well as the 
whole world, was surprised that General Jack- 
son, under the peculiar circumstances of the war, 
‘was able to. make such a defence as he did at 
the battle of New Orleans. If the question were 
now put, Would we have New Orleans defended as 
it was? we would say, Yes; that General Jackson’s 
conduct was correct. He effected much more than 
‘was anticipated. In regard to the conduct of Judge 
Hall, he (Mr. H.) disapproved of it; but he spoke 
of his memory with every sentiment of respect; 
and, if he now had the power of erasing from his- 
tory an act that was done thirty years since—if 
Judge Hall were living, and such a lapse of time 
had not taken place—he would not exercise that 
power. It presented to the public mind one of the 

est moral pictures recorded in modern history. 
There was General Jackson, the conqueror of the 
conqueror of kingdoms, returning to New Orleans, 
and presenting himself at the feet of justice, and 
bowing to the supremacy of the law. ‘This was a 
moral picture more venerable, in his mind, than the 
victory achieved at New Orleans itself. The moral 
‘was much more important; and he trusted that, to 
the end of time, it would not be forgotten. 

Mr. PORTER said that he stood in the same 
category with his honorable colleague—having 
been instructed by three successive , legislatures of 
his State to vote to refund this fine, with interest; 
that his action in this body heretofore would show 
that he had voted in accordance with those repeated 
expressions of the'legislative will, and but for the vote 
by which the Senate had rejected the amendment, 
having only for its object to shield the memory of 
Judge Hall from obloquy, he should now do as he 
had done before. He believed a majority of the 
people of Michigan—and a large one, too—indeed the 
people of the nited States, desired the adjustment 
the adjustment ofthis matter, as a just pecuniary 
claim, founded on services which were attended by 
consequences glorious to the army of the United 
States, and resulting in the protection of an impor- 
tant point on the seaboard during the late war, from 
the ravages of an invadingencmy. That whatever 
irrocularities might have been committed by him in 
arresting, for a time, the civil arm, the motive was 
patriotic; and he had expisted his offence for the 
violence offered to Judge Hall, by not only submit- 
ting to the judgment pronounced against him, and 
paying the penalty, but by arresting the indignant 
feelings of an excited soldiery, whose idol he was 
for the time being, as their triumphant military 
leader. 

‘With this amendment, he should have voted for 
the bill, by way of giving pecuniary indemnity—not 
to efface any. supposed stain on the name of General 
Jackson. ‘There was no stain to wipe away. His- 
tory hag faithfully chronicled this event. It was 
there recorded"that both the judge and the general 
chad acted to the. best: of their judgment, from proper 
motives. Hc accorded with much that had fallen 
from the senator from ‘Tennessee yesterday, in rela- 
pion to the declarations made at the time by General 


third time?” ; : i 
Mr. SEVIER demanded the yeas and nays on 


that question. They were ordered, and taken, and 


the result was as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Foster, 
Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, 
Jarnagin, King, McDuffie, Mangum, Rives, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and 
Wright—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Merrick, Miller, 
Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—16. 


So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

Mr. WALKER hoped there would be no objec- 
tion to the reading of the bill the third time then. 

Mr. PEARCE objected. He was not certain 
whether he would make any remarks on the bill; 
but he preferred that it should lie over till to-mor- 


row. 

The CHAIR said the objection of the senator 
from Maryland would not necessarily carry the 
bill over till to-morrow—it having received a second 
reading on another day. 

‘Fhe question was then put whether the bill should 
be read a third time instanter, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed, 
in the form in which it came from the other House. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


The Senate then took up for consideration the bill 
to settle the title to the Pea Patch island—the ques- 
tion pending being the motion of Mr. Tappan to 
recommit the bill, with instructions so to modify it 
as to refer the question of title to the United States 
courts for decision. 

Mr. BAYARD, after proposing some trifling ver- 
bal amendments, which were agreed to, moved that, 
in the third section and thirteenth line, the word 
“actually” should be inserted after the word ex- 
penses; and that in the same line, after the word 
‘Gneurred,” should be inserted the words ‘and 
paid by them;” so that it should read, ‘expenses 
actually incurred and paid by them.” 

Mr. KING wished to know to what extent this 
amendment would go. It was sometimes the case 
that claimants to property agreed to give their law- 
yers, if successful, one-half of the whole amount 
received. Now, if such promises were made by 
the claimants tn this instance, he asked whether 
government would be liable for the payment of all 
such fees promised. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment is wholly re- 
trospective, and does not provide for any such pay- 
ment. 

Mr. DAYTON. No fees of the charaeter de- 
scribed by the senator from Alabama could be raised 
or sought under the amendment. 

Mr. McDUFFIE did not think the bill sufficient- 
ly guarded in its direction to arbitrators. He, 
themfore, moved as an amendment the insertion of 
a clause directing the arbitrators to ascertain and ad- 
judicate on the value of Pea Patch island in 1813, 
considered as private property. 

Mr. PHELPS could not concur with the amend- 
ment proposed. This bill, if passed at all, would 
be passed under an arrangement binding on both 
parties; but if, by the introduction of such amend- 
ment, it 1s made a different bill from that agreed on, 
then one party is released from all conditions, and 
the arrangements entered into become null and void. 
Although he acknowledged the principle of the 
amendment equitable; he could not vote for it until 
convinced that it would not break the arrangements 
proposed by the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON took the same view as the senator 
from Vermont. The amendment would not cer- 
tainly affect the frame work of the bill, but that 
bill was prepared under arrangements which the 
amendment was calculated to alter; and, if altered, 
it would not be accepted by one of the parties. He 
hoped the amendment would not be pressed. 

Mr. CLAYTON was of opinion that the amend- 
ment was immaterial. He did not think it would 
meet the intentions of the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina. If that Senator examined the bill, 
he would see that the amendment would not effect 


|- what: 
bill wás-to 


“proposed. She parme or rejection of the 

im, personally, a matter of perfect in- 
difference: His opinions on. it were well known. 
He did not think the. claimants had any tide more 
than himself... While up, he took the opportunity, 
in consequence of having heard. it remarked that the 
appointment of the arbitrator. was in opposition to 
his wishes, to say, such was not the case. He (Mr. 
C.) was the individual who nominated Mr. Binney, 
and. it was on his nomination that both parties 

eed to nominate him. 

Mr. McDUFFIE agreed that the amendment 
would make no substantial difference in the bill, but 
he thought it his duty to obviate the denon of 
government being done injustice to. Extreme cau- 
tion should be used, as government was in this 
affair wholly unrepresented. If the amendment 
would not alter the substance of the bill, he hoped 
that no Senator would object to its reception. 

Mr. BAYARD said, it was not for a moment 
contemplated by the bill, to estimate the value of 
Pea Patch island as public property. Its value in 
1813 was all that was looked for; but although he did 
not think the amendment at all requisite, yet he 
should not oppose its reception. On the contrary, 
as it was proposed, he would recommend its pass- 
ing; as, if rejected, that fact would be used hereafter 
as an argument against the measure. í 

Mr. DAYTON thought the amendment, if car- 
ricd, would effect the release of one of the parties. 
If the gentleman from South Carolina would look 
into the construction of the bill, he would perceive 
that it was scarcely necessary to adopt his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD considered the Senator from New 
Jersey mistaken in his opinion as to the effects the 
amendment would have, either on the bilt'or the par- 
ties concerned. Both parties agree to go before a 
tribunal of mutual selection; and, once before that, 
they are bound by its decision. Untila reference 
is entered into, the bill goes for nothing; so there 


’ was no occasion to dread the release of one party 


by the amendment. At all events, government 
camot lose, being protected by the agreement filed 
by the claimants in the War Department. 

Mr. BAGBY was satisfied the bill ought not to 
pass. The principle of it was vastly and fundamen- 
tally wrong. If there was any case beyond anoth- 
er that should be decided by a judiciary tribunal, it 
was this. He would not then go into its merits, 
but would move that it be laid on the table to be 
called up to-morrow. : 

The bill was then laid on the table till to-morrow 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the further orders 
of the day were postponed for the purpose of 
taking up the Senate bill No. 41, making an ap- 
a ead of $2,000 for the survey of the mouth 
of Red river, with a view of removing the obstruc- 
tions to its navigation in ‘connexion with the Missis- 
sippi river. 

he bill being taken wp, as in committee of the 
whole, 
Mr. BARROW observed that he felt it to be his 
duty to explain the nature of the proposition. Some 
six or seven years since, an officer in the employ- 
ment of the general government (Captain Shreve) 
caused a cut-off to be made below the mouth of the 
Red river, as it was presumed, under the sanction 
and authority of the government. Since that time 
(the waters of Red river being partly diverted 
through that. cut-off) the current which flowed 
through the regular channel into the Mississippi 
had been so diminished that it was not e, as 
formerly, to keep the mouth of the river gee 
deposites of mud and sand. In fact, the m@@th of 
the river, before open for free navigation from the 
Mississippi into Red river, or from the latter into 
the former, had been filled up by the overflowing of 
the ae in times of high freshets, and by a 
consequent deposite of mud and sand, forming a 
bar across the mouth of Red river. Foraconsiderable 
portion of the year, boats cannot pass up or down 
the mouth of Red river, the channel not affording 
more than two feet of water. The navigation is, 
thorefore, destroyed during that part of the year, 
between New Orleans and the upper part of Lou- 
isiana and Arkansas. This was a matter of the 
utmost importance t the State of Louisiana; and so 
strongly was the necessity impressed on the legis- 
lature of taking immediate steps for arresting the 
evil, that an appropriation of $10,000 was made for 
providing a dredging machine to remove the ob- 
struction at the mouth of the Red river. Whether 
the appropriation had been so applied or not, he 
had not learned; -but sure he was that the expense 


: ‘should not fall on the State of Louisian; for it was 
of the. utmost consequence to the commerce of the 
whole: Union, and. to the general government itself, 
that this improvement should be made, and that 
speedily, by a sufficient appropriation from Con- 
gress. In fact, unless something effective is speedily 
done, the Red river will be no longer a tributary 
of the Mississippi; its waters will flow into the Gulf 
of Mexico through the Atchafalaya. In that case, a 
vast amount of the commerce up and down the Red 
river, through the Mississippi, will be lost to New 
Orleans. And it was not to New Orleans alone it 
was important to keep open this communication, 


butto the general government; because it was the- 


best and cheapest mode of transporting supplies to 
the forts on the western frontier, either in compli- 
ance with fexisting Indian treaties, or for the pur- 
pose of sending necessary munitions of war, and 
transporting our troops in cases of emergency. It 
is supposed by many that unless, within twelve 
` months, something is done, the Red river will ceasc 
to be connected with the Mississippi river; it will 
flow down the Atchafalaya, supposed to have been 
originally part of the Red river, but believed to have 
been, by the caving in of the Mississippi banks, 
cut in twain. - A very large portion of the State of 
Louisiana had a deep interest in the connexion be- 
tween the Red river and the Mississippi; and he had 
the authority of the engineer of that State to say 
that, unless something was immediately done to 
remove the obstruction, the communication between 
the two rivers would entirely cease. He (Mr. B.) 
had charts in his desk showing the situation of the 
rivers, and the direction Red river is taking 
through the Atchafalaya; which any senator 
that. pleased might examine and satisfy him- 
self of the importance of the survey proposed. 
It was particularly the duty of this government to 
appropriate means for purposes of this kind; be- 
cause, independent of the national character, and 
of the improvement to be made, the government 
had, by its own aet, through its authorized agent, 
aptain Shreve, caused the obstruction now sought 
to be removed. Before Captain Shrieve made the 
cut-off, no difficulty of navigation existed, because 
the whole current of the Red river was strong 
enough to keep the channel at the month clear from 
all deposites. The cut-off made a lake as large in 
extent as the Mississippi was wide, and caused a 
sheet of dead water where a rapid current shéuld 
have been encouraged. He had only asked for an 
appropriation of $2,000, to make the survey neces- 
sary for satisfying Congress whether the required 
improvement should be done or not; and, if it should, 
what the expense would be. Tad he called at once 
for an appropriation of $50,000 to do the work, 
there might be just exception that no -proof had 
been furnished, on the authority of a proper officer 
of the government, that such an appropriation. was 
necessary. Fis purpose was..to send a competent 
engineer of the government to make the preliminary 
survey and estimate for full information before 
he called for any appropriation to carry on the ne- 
cessary work. Itwas not a call on the govem- 
ment to make a large expenditure in ignorance of 
the necessity or ultimate cost of the work. It might 
be said the proper officer of the government could, 
without this bill, have the survey made. He, (Mr. 
B.) did not know that there was any authority for 
doing so in any of the departments; but he knew 
very well there was no appropriation to pay the ex- 
penses of the survey; and, therefore, it would not be 
made, unless this bill was passed. It was the gen- 
eralg@ifMctice of the government to autharize these 
pre lary examinations; and not to conform to 
that practice, would be good: grounds for objecting 
to a bill making direct appropriation for providing 
with the work, His object in this bill was, to put 
Congress in the possession of the necessary infor- 
mation to enable it to act understandingly on the 
matter. 

Mr. WALKER hoped the bill would meet no 
opposition. Although it asks for an appropria- 
tion of only $2,000, it is a bill of the gratest 
importance to the commerce of the whole 
Union. Its object isto have a careful examina- 
tion made into an obstruction of commerce, 
which every navigator of the Mississippi and the 
Red river unite in representing as fatal to the con- 
nexion between the two rivers. All these navigators 
concur in stating that, unless something is done spee- 
dily, that connexion will be entirely cut off. Thisis 
a matter which concerns the whole Union; not mere- 
ly as regards the convenience of the general gov- 
ernment for trangporting its munitions of war to 


forts on the western frontier, or 
ance with Indian contracts, but, what is vastly more’ 
important, as regards the-commerce of the country 
at large. The navigation of the Red river, through 
the Mississippi, was important to Pittsburg; and, 
ascending the Alleghany river, (originally set down 
in old English maps as the Upper Ohio, which it 
ought now to be called,) it brought the commerce of 
New York in connexion with the whole country 
watered by the Red river and its tributaries. Now, 
if the obstruction at the mouth of the Red river is to 
be allowed to cut off all navigation from the 
Mississippi, it must be plain that a com- 
plete stop will be put to this com- 
merce with the Red river country, from New 
York, Pittsburg, and all the towns and country 
having navigable access to the Mississippi. The 
obstacle having been put there by the act of the offi- 
cer in the employment of the government, it was in- 
cumbent or. the government to remove it. This sur- 
vey would be of great importance; because, with re- 
gard to the mere removal of the bar at the mouth of 
the Red river, upon proper examination by a compe- 
tent engineer, it might turn out that the removal of 
that obstacle was not, under existing circumstances, 
the best mode of restoring the navigable intercom- 
munication betweeggthe rivers. He (Mr. W.) ima- 
gined that it would"be found that there was another 

lace where the connexion could be better effected, 

y opening up a bayou above the mouth of the Red 
river, not more than three or four miles in length. 
It was his opinion, that the channel should be brought 
through that bayou. It was desirable that a com- 
petent engineer should examine and report upon 
the best plan of effecting the object in view. He 
hoped, therefore, that this appropriation of $2,000 
for that purpose, would be made without opposi- 
tion. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BARROW hoped, as no objection was likely 
to be made, that the pi would now be read a third 
time. 

aoe CHAIR remarked that it had to be engross- 
ed yet. 

Mr. BATES moved to postpone the general or- 
ders, for the purpose of taking up the bill providing 
for compensation to pension agents. 

Mr. KING objected to the practice of postponing 
the general ooders. By going through the calendar 
regularly, every bill would come up, in its proper 
order, quite time enough, without the interruptions 
consequent upon making motions of this kind. 

Mr. BATES remarked that it was because he did 
not see any business of more impdrtance coming 
forward, that he had called for the bil making com- 
pensation for pension agents. He had no disposi- 
tion to press the matter out of its regular order, and 
would therefore recall his motion to take up the bill. 

Some matters which came up as special orders 
were passed over informally; and then 

The CHAIR took up several adverse reports of 
standing committees on private claims; which were 
concurred in by the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. .TAPPAN, the Senate, by a 
vote of ayes 19, noes 18, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenyespay, February 14, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read.and approved. 
The following petitions were presented: 


By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The memorial 
and proceedings of a public meeting ofthe citizens of 
Havre de Grace, Maryland, signed by W. L. Nicoll, 
W. H. Morris, esq., and others, appointed on he- 
half of said meeting, asking for an appropriation to 
improve the channel of the Susquehanna river, at 
the head of the Chesapeake bay, accompanied with 
a report of Mr. Hughes, United States civil engineer, 
made in June, 1837, and other papers relating 
thereto. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of James F. 
Hunter and one hundred and forty-five others, of 
Norfolk, asking a modification of the existing 
tariff in relation to postages, &c.: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PARMENTER: The petition of Richard 
Morris and eighty-eight others, citizens of Philadel- 
phia, for a renewal of the naval pension laws. Also, 
of Catharine Drinker, fora aaval pension. Also, 
of Wm. Speiden, for payment of purser’s stores 
Jost in the Peacock sloop-of-war: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, Also, thepetition of 


“Foster Henshaw and Wim. 


supplies in compli- || -F nshaw and Wm. ; Shepard, for a 
-tional allowance to the militia of the revolution. <.: 


By Mr: PRESTON: KING: A petition of ship. 
masters and merchants, for an appropriation to Ro~ 
bert Huguenin, for his chartof Lake Erie; and. to 
enable him to complete the same. Also, a petition 
of inhabitants of Potsdam, New York, to abridge 
the franking privilege, and. reduce. the - rates..of 
postage. : ; ee 

By Mr, FOSTER: The petition of John Reed 
and ninety-nine others,’ citizens. of “Westmore~ 
land county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
any reduction of the duty on salt. Also, of Garrett 
Cruson and eighty-one others; against .reduction:of 
the duty on salt. ` Also, of John B. Tarrand ‘thirty- 
eight others, against any reduction of. the duty..on > 
salt, Also, of John Poinlie and forty-four others, 
against any reduction of the duty on salt. Also, of 
Jesse Kilgore and thirty-three others, against any 
reduction of the duty on salt. Also, of E. Cowan 
and twenty-eight others, against any reduction of 
the duty on salt. Also, of Alexander Kilgore and 
forty-one others, against any reduction of the duty 
on salt: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. K 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of John May 
and eighty-five others, citizens of Richland county, 
Illinois, asking a grant of land to complete the na- 
tional thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, 
by the improvement of the navigation of the, Wa- 
bash. Also, the memorial of Jas. Kusman and 
forty others, citizens of Lawrence. county, IHinois, 
upon the same subject. ; 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of John D. 
Ross and fifty-six others, citizens of Porter county, 
Indiana, praying a reduction of the rates of postage, 
and the abolition of the franking privilege. Also, 
the petition of William M. Tatman and ninety-two 
others, citizens of Jasper county, Indiana, praying 
the establishment of a mail-route from Lafayette, 
Indiana, via Rensselaer, Pleasant Grove, and Rev. 
John Jones’s, to Valparaiso, in Porter county. : . 

By Mr. CATLIN: The memorial of Benjamin 
Brown and one hundred and ninety-four others, citi- 
zens of Connecticut, praying for. the construction of 
eertain buoys and spindles in Long Island sound: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Otis Bardwell 
and others, citizens of Walpole, New Hampshire, 
praying Congress to remit the duties on iron which 
may be imported for the use of the Fitchburg Rail- 
road, or for any extension or continuation thereof. 

By Mr.C. M. REED: The petition of Richard Ship- 
pen and seventy-four citizens of Clarion county, Penn- 
sylvania, asking a reduction in the rates of letter 
postage; to allow newspapers to be carried by mail, 
free, in the county in which they are published; and 
to alter the rates of postage on newspapers and 
pamphlets, so as to make them more equal and 
just. a 
: By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The petition of James Ken- 
nedy, and thirty-nine other citizens of Daviess coun- 
ty, indiana, asking a donation of land to assigt in 
completing the Wabash and Erie canal to Ohio river. 
Also, the petition of William Coffey, and forty-nine 
other citizensof Dauiess county, praying the same ob- 
ject. Also, the petition of John Underwood, and fifty- 
three other citizens of Knox county, Indiana, ask- 
ing a donation of land to improve the navigation of 
the Wabash river. i : 
` By Mr.. YOST: Resolutions of the legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania, requesting the senators and 
representatives of that State m Congress to use 
their influence to procure an appropriation: for the 
completion of the harbor at Erie. a 

By Mr. E J. MORRIS: Presented five petitions, 


` numerously signed by citizens: of Philadelphia, 


praying Congress to grant an appropriation for a 
dry dock at the navy-yard at that port., i 
By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of Damiel 
Hill, one hundred and five other citizens of Amstrong, 
Indiana, Westmoreland, and Alleghany counties, 
Pennsylvania, praying an increase of the duty on 
salt, &c. The petition of Daniel Jordon, and eighty 
others, of similar import. The petition of J. Noble 


‘Nesbett, and one hundred and fifty-seven others, of 


similar import. The petition of William C. May, 
and seventy-six others, of similar import. The peti- 
tion of Edward Carlton, and sixty-two others, cf 
similar import. The petition of Willian Painter, and 
one hundred and twenty-seven others, of similar 
import. The petition of William Mansfield, and 
seventy-four others, of similar import. ‘he petition 
of Israel Hill, and eighty-eight others, of similar 
import. 


tipi é } 
expected of him that he should sa ng, i 
the conclusion of this debate, in defence of the report 
hich he had the honor to make, under the direc- 
tion'of'the Committeé of Elections, against the as- 
saulté Which: had been- made’ upon itin may 
speeches on this floor by various gentlemen. H 
could vot, however, be expected that, in. the short 
tite of one hour allotted tolhim by the rules of the 
House, “he ‘could answer all the objections that had 
been made. in some fifteen hours upon the same 
question. It had been often said that it was easier 
to makean- objection in.a given time than to answer 
it'in that time three times multiplied; and therefore, 
in the course of his'argumient which he proposed 
now to submit, he should proceed to answer those 
positions which have been assumed by gentlemen, 
upon which thée.other.side of the House seemed to 
place.the greatest reliance. Before proceeding, how- 
ever, to the main question, he trusted he should be 
indulged in a few remarks on the course which this 
debate has taken: They had been charged (with a 
boldness and an assurance which seemed to leave 
the impression that the gentlemen making the charge 
were sincere) with having political motives and po- 
litical considerations and designs in the decision of 
this question. That was a serious charge to be 
made by any member on this floor against the ma- 
jority in this House; and one which, if true, he 
. ‘would say for himself, ought to brand infamy on the 
man who was capable of coming there to decide this 
question as a sides, and then should decide that 
question according to his politics, and not accordin 
to the constitution; and, if such a grave charge ha 
been made unjustly, without reason of pretext, let 
the infamy of making the charge rest with those who 
made it, and recklessly brought it forward in this 
House. When did politics Become introduced into 
this discussion in a tangible and (if he might be al- 
lowed. the expression) an authoritative manner? 
This House passed a resolution directing the Com- 
mittee of Elections to inquire whether all the mem- 
bers on this floor had been legally and constitution- 
ally elected: the Committee of eletions took up 
that resolution and ascertained the facts, and direct- 
ed one of their number to draw up a report in obe- 
dience to the resolution of the House. The author 
of that report did not deem himself at liberty to re- 
fer to politics, or to make an appeal to passions, or 
to-prejudice, or to any other consideration inconsis- 
tent with his duty as an honest, impartial, and con- 
scientious judge in the case. He laid down no rule 
forthe other members; but for himself, he did not con- 
sider such.a course consistent with his duty, and hence 
the House found no allusion in that report to polities 
or to any other subject than that referred to the com- 
mittee by the House. In order to show how it was 
that polities, passions, and demagoguism were 
drawn into the debate, he proposed to read an 
extract from the minority report. The minority of 
the Committee of Elections came into this House 
and asked leave to make a report. They took two 
or threedays to answer the report of the majority 
of the committee, and they then presented the docu- 
ment from he proposed to read an extract: 


“We could not contemplate the House of Repre- 
sentative assaulting and declaring a law of Congress 
to be void and of no effect, without the most gloom 
forebodings. The case which would authorize suc 
an interposition must be flagitous indeed; but the 
Aimerican people might readily believe that the nul- 
lification of this law by the present House may be 
portentous of many such assumed cases. If this 
great, wise, just, and sanitory measure is thus to be 
strack down, what power can stay the same arm, 
when, in the course of the successive rise and fall of 
parties, it may aim blows at other laws equally ob- 
noxious to a daring, dominant, and unscrupulous 
faction of a day? It is true the House is not the 
tribunal which is to pass on the validity of many 
laws; but, with all the elements of opposition and 
resistance that: perpetually exist to those the most 
wholesome, none can-have their proper moral force, 
and all may be defied, when the popular branch of 
the law-making power desecrates itself by joining a 
league for their subversion. What a fearful open- 
ing would such a state of things make for able and 
reckless demagogues—for profligate and desperate 
factions! How distinctly Faull it mark the cor- 


“Fuptions of politics, 


the decay; 


the impending dissolution: of our institutions! — Our 


-abiding trust is that the people will. arouse, throw 


ther betrayers from: them as ‘the lion shakes the 


‘dew-drops from his- mane,’ and.snatch the govern- 
ment and country from this hopeless abyss.” 


He wished. to observe that the wor “assumed” 
was italicized by the committee. 


Ee then continued. Now, was not that an admi- 


“sable constitutional argument, addressed to a consti- 


tutional court, to enable that court to decide, under 
oath, upon-the validity of a law. of the land; and 
more especially when it depended on that decision, 
whether four independent sovereign States of this 
Union should be disfranchised, and their represent- 
atives sent from this hall, and their seats on this 
floor vacated? Admirable constitutional argument! 
Who could believe that such language would be 
urged as a legal dispassionate reason on such a sub- 
ject? Yes, “daring, dominant, and unscrupulous 
faction of a day” —able and reckless demagogues”— 
“profligate and desperate factions” —is the language 
used in this report; but it further charged on this 
body its “desecration” by “joining a league” for the 
“subversion” of laws. Such was the language used 
by the members of a party who. came into this 
House, and with sanctimonious puritanical faces 
charged on the majority the conduct he had de- 
scribed—with, in short, permitting improper con- 
siderations to influence them, and to bear on ques- 
tions which came before them for decision. 

Such a charge came with a very bad grace from 
men who had penned and produced in that House 
a document which had never been equalled by any 
which the most desperate demagogues ever address- 
ed to the most unscrupulous faction which had ever 
combined to. overthrow the liberties of a country, 
and to betray the rights of the people. This might 
be harsh language; it was not his language only, 
and it was good enough for those who were ready 
to desecrate this House by their acts. He must be 
allowed to trace his subject a little farther. The 
member from New York, [Mr. Barnaryp,] when a 
motion was made to take the question out of the 
Committee of the Whole, and bring it into the 
House, where, as the able gentleman from South 
Carolina himself acknowledged, according to par- 
liamentary usage, it could be most appropriately 
decided—the gentleman from New York, when this 
motion was made, declared that he knew enough of 
the character of the majority on this floor to know 
what it meant; that its object was to. suppress and 
smother debate. When did that gentleman learn 
enough of the character of the majority of this 
House to authorize him to make such a declara- 
tion? The gentleman never got that idea from any 
other source than his own imagination. He thought 
perhaps that he saw thesame motives which governed 
his own conduct; and if it were true that the same 
motives did actuate them, he was fully authorized to 
come to the conclusion he had. And suppose the 
majority had intended to stifle debate: what right 
had that gentleman to complain? Did. he not come 
into the House at the opening of the session with a 
paper, signed by-himsclf an forty-nine others, in 
which he pledged himself to decide, right or wrong, 
against the right of the members from four States of 
this Union to hold their seats upon that floor, and 
endeavor to procure the insertion of this document 
upon the records of the House? What did the gen- 
teman want with debate? If they were to debate 
the question until doomsday, and convince every 
man’s conscience, yet that gentleman was not at 
liberty to decide according to his conscience, be- 
cause he had pledged himself to decide in a particu- 
lar manner. What would be. thought ofa judge, 
who, before taking his seat upon the bench to try a 
case between man and man, would sign a pledge. 
before hearing the evidence, to decide the case in a 
particular manner? The same opinion which they 
would have in reference to the judge, they necessa- 
rily entertain in reference to the gentleman from 
New York, who had pledged himself in advance not 
to decide the question according to his conscience, 
but to keep warring until he turns these members 
out of their seats. Under these circumstances, with 
what grace could the gentleman come forward, and 
tell the majority of that House that they ought not 
to permit party considerations to operate upon this 
question,- while, at the same time, by the reports 
and speeches made by himself, and those who act 


| with him, the most inflammatory appeals were 


made to the passions, in order that they might have 
an effect upon the presidential election—in order to 
make party capital, and produce-political effect? 


fofn onal morals, and 


i Much had. heen: said about the policy ofthe law; 


almost every member who had.spoken on that side 
of the question had talked about the policy of the 
law; but-upon a- judicial questión like this, what 
had the policy of :the law to do with iv That, too, 
was drawn in for the purpose of demagoguism. In 
relation to. the policy of the law, he had only one 
word to say. He-was-one of those who, in his own ° 
State, had advocated the- establishment of the dis- 
trict system, by the only power authorized under 
the constitution to establish it: When they came to 
the question whether members should be elected by 
districts or by general ticket, he did not-yield to any 
one in the warmth and zeal with which he should 
advocate the former; but this was not the question 
to be determined. On the contrary, it was a ques- 
tion as to whether the district system had been es- 
tablished by a power authorized to establish it by 
ths constitntion of this country. That was the 
question. g 

But gentlemen asserted that, unless this act was 
sustained, the large States would be forced into the 
adoption of the’ general-ticket system, and we 
should have that system fixed upon the country. 
Let us see whether this will be the case- or 
not. Had gentlemen read the history of. this coun- 
try?. Did they not know that, until a little 
over a year ago, there was no law requiring the 
States to be districted? Yet, when this law was 
passed, there was a smaller portion of the members 
ofthat House elected by general ticket, than there was 
at the time of the adoption of the constitution. The 
large States adopted the district system—not under this 
law, not in obedience to this law, but of their own 
free will and choice, as they had aright todo. Did 
not the gentleman know that this law had not the 
effect of preventing New York, Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, and Ohio, from resorting to the general-ticket 
system, if they had desired to do it? Still this bug- 
bear was conjured up to operate, not on that House, 
but on the country. 

But there was another‘consideration. It had been 
stated so many times on that floor that probabl 
some might believe it, that twenty-two States of this 
Union had been districted in obedience to the act of 
Congress. Was itso? The gentleman from New 
York had told them that the State of New 
York was districted in obedience to to the law of 
Congress. But what was the fact? Being a mem- 
ber from that State, and living at the seat of govern- 
ment, the gentleman might be supposed to know. 
The very legislature which passed the law district- 
ing the State, passed, also, a resolution protesting 
against the validity of the act of Congress, and de- 
claring that they did not district the State in obedi- 
ence to that act; and yet the gentleman came forward 
and gave the lie direct to the record of his own State 
legislature. 

_ Mr. BARNARD rose for the purpose of explain- 
ing; but, 

Mr. DOUGLASS refused to yield the floor. The 
privilege of explanation had been refused him yes- 
terday by the gentleman from New York, and he 
would now thank the gentleman to wait until he 
had done. 

Nearly two-thirds of ail the States stood upon 
the same footing as the State of New York. His 
own State (Illinois) first passed a resolution, declar- 
ing that the law of Congress was invalid, inopera- 
tive, and not binding upon the States; that it was a 
political trick of a desperate party to perpetuate its 
own power, in defiance of the will of the pegple. 
After doing this, the legislature districted th A 
according to their own wishes, and not in obedffence 
to the law. The State of Ohio did the same thing. 
A majority of the States of the Union did this; yet 
the gentleman from New York told the House that 
they did it in obedience to the law. The gentleman 
wanted to controvert the statement of the gentleman 
from Virginia, that New York had the district sys- 
tem in force before the passage of the act of Con- 
gress; and when the gentleman from Virginia 
brought the question home to him, he sneaked from 
this position, and said he placed the whole force of 
his denial on the word “single”—he skulked under 
the word “single.” He hoped now the gentleman 
from New York was satisied with his answer to 
this twice repeated question. 

Mr. BARNARD. Perfectly, perfectly. 

There was another argument which he (Mr. D.) 
would notice, regarding the benefits to be derived from 
the enactment of this law of Congress. They were 
told that the object ofinserting the clause in the con- 
stitution whieh confers upon Congress the power of 
‘making or altering the regulations concerning elec- 


lois, Was. to produce w 
ly important that there should be uniformity in other 
respects as. well as. in respect to the qualifications of 
members. It was equally important that there 
should be uniformity in respect to the qualification 
of voters; whether they should be citizens or aliens, 
whites or blacks; whether they should possess prop- 
erty, and so on; whether the covecument aho d 
bean aristocracy or a democracy. Were not these 
considerations of equal importance in regard to uni- 
formity as this one little item in relation to districts? 
But there was another point. Ina majority of the 
States, a mere plurality, less than a majority of the 
whole number of voters, could elect members to Con- 
ress; anda large portion of the members of that 
ouse came there, consequently, elected by a minor- 
ity of the State, while the New England States re- 
quired a majority of the whole number. - Was not 
uniformity in this respect equally essential. Was 
it not an Important consideration whether members 
should come to that House elected by a majority or 
by a minority of the votes of their State? “But un- 
der the constitution the qualification of voters was to 
be fixed by the States. Congress had. no power 
over the subject. So it would be seen that by 
this high-handed nullification Congress was 
stripping the States at once of a right which 
was guarantied to. them by the constitution. He 
had thought that gentlemen who kept talking so 
much about nullification, had determined nullifica- 
tion to be resistance on the part of those who kad 
no right to resist a law which was authorized by the 
constitution. He never supposed nullification to be 
the declaring a law void by a tribunal which 
was expressly empowered to declare it void. 
Would gentlemen charge the Supreme Court 
with nullification, in case they decided that a 
law of Congress was invalid? Now apply this 
principle. to the States. The constitution pro- 
vided that that House should be the judge of the 
qualification and return of its members. The House 
was made the constitutional tribunal, the only tri- 
bunal authorized to decide upon the constitutionality 
of the law. The Supreme Court had no jurisdic- 
tion over. the subject; the State courts had none; 
and if the doctrine should prevail, that the House 
had not this power, Congress might go on asserting 
power after power, and ultimately revolutionize the 
whole system of government, and there would be 
nò, power on earth authorized to declare their acts 
void, and to bring the government back to its origi- 
nal principles. Fie wanted to test this doctrine a 
little further. It was said this House could not de- 
clare an act void which had been made by the law- 
making power. Well, his friend before him had 
been elected under a law passed_by the law-making 
ower. The laws of New Hampshire, Georgia, 
Mississippi, and Missouri, relating to elections, 
had been passed 
he asked by what authority could Congress de- 
clare the law of four sovereign States void, and an- 
ninilate their representation? Their election had been 
held in pursuance of their own law. If the gentle- 
man’s own doctrine were true, then they were nullifi- 
ers. 

But to return to the question, as to what the fra- 
mers of the constitution actually meant when they 
inserted that clause in the constitution. The debates 
of the convention clearly showed that they who 
formed the constitution, and they who interpreted it 
and, ratified it, meant that the power of Congrese 
oy@iighe elections should be exercised onzy in the 
evere of the States refusing to legislate upon 
the subject, or legislating in such a man- 
ner as to submit the rights of the people to 
a fair representation. There could be no ques- 
tion or dispute upon this point. The report of the 
majority of the committee admitted that a majority 
ofall the States of the Union protested against the 
exercise of this power, except upon the happening 
of the contingency to which he had referred. As to 
the intention of the framers of the constitution upon 
this point, there could be no doubt. 

But passing from this, he desired for a moment 
to call the attention of the House to the question 
whether the Congress of the United States possessed 
the power to make districts themselves or not. He had 
omitted in the report to express an opinion upon this 
subject, for the reason that it was not necessary to 
a decision of the question before the House, and 
would bring up a false issue. And it was said by 
gentlemen in debate, that, by omitting that point, the 
committee must be presumed to have admitted it. 
He was driven, therefore, to the examination ofa 
question, which at first he thought. unnecessary to 


CONGRESSIONAL. 


“be touched. He, for one, affirmed ‘that Congress 


iformity. But it was equal- 1 


by a law-making power; and’ 


had no power to. district the States; and why? 
They were told the phrase “make or alter 
the regulations of the States” included every 
thing. He denied this position. . It did not 
include the qualifications of voters. It. did not 
include ‘the qualification of voters in respect to 
residence. Congress had to power over anything 
which related to the qualification of. voters for mèm- 
bers of the federal legislature. It had been hereto- 
fore decided by the House, in contested cases, that 
residence was a material qualification of members of 
Congress; and inasmuch as the constitution itself 
had prescribed the qualification of members, a law 
declaring that members should reside in a particul: 
county was void, because it prescribed a material 
qualification. Apply this to voters. If it were a 
necessary qualification for members, it was so for 
voters; and if the law-making power had no authori- 
ty to fix the residence and other qualifications of 
members of Congress, they had no authority to pre- 
scribe residence as a qualification for voters. This 
power was expressly reserved to the States. Hence 
lt appeared that Congress had no power to declare 
that a man residigg in one county should not vote 
for a member re g in another county. 

It affects the qualifications of voters; and the States 
may do it, though Congress cannot—for the consti- 
tution says that it shall not. That was the reason 
why he said that the word “manner” did not include 
everything. But one word as to the power of Con- 
gress to district the States. He wanted to test it. 
Tf Congress had that power, it had also the power 
to establish the general-ticket system. If (said Mr. 
D.) you have the power to order the States to dis- 
trict themselves, you have the power to order them 
to abolish the district system, and establish the gen- 
eral-ticket system. Were gentleman prepared to ar- 
rogate to Congress that power? I deny (said Mr. 
D.) that Congress has the power to compel my State 
to abolish the district system, and establish the gen- 
eral-ticket, or any other system; that is one of our 
reserved rights; and if you pass such an act, we will 
pass such a resolution as we have already done, de- 
claring that your law is unconstitutional and void. 
One gentleman said last night that Congress could 
borrow the power from the States to carry out its legis- 
lation; that is, that Congress could, in the first place, 
exercise and exhaust all its own powers, and then bor- 
row power from the States in the same manner, he 
supposed, as some of the States had borrowed mon- 
ey from England, after spending all their own. If 
this government could, after exhausting its own 
powers, command and exercise those of the States, 
where would be the State governments? The broad 
doctrine had been advanced, that this government 
might exercise a controlling power over the States,’ 
and prescribe rules to govern their legislation. If 
this was true, where was the sovereignty of the 
States, and where were their reserved rights? Mr. 
D. then went into a comparison between the two re- 

orts of the majority and minority of the committee. 

here were some points, he said, in which the two 
reports agreed, and some in which they disagreed. 
They agreed that the power to prescribe the times, 
places, and manner of holding the elections, was 
vested primarily in the States, and ultimately in Con- 
gress. They agreed, further, that if Congress as- 
sumed a portion of the power, or all the power—if it 
only exercised a portion of it, the States still posses- 
sed the remainder: that far the reports agreed. But 
here, lest he should forget it, he wished to notice an- 
other point. While Congress might assume all power 
over the subject, could it repeal all the State legislation 
on it? No; the power to make or alter regulations did 
not imply the right to destroy State legislation. He 
denied the doctrine of the minority report, that Con- 
gress might repeal all State legislation, without other 
legislation to supply the legislation repealed. The 
moment a State government was formed, it possessed 
the right of representation; and it could not be de- 
prived of it. It was not in the power of any tribu- 
nal on earth to deprive New Hampshire or any 
other State of its representation. It was an mhe- 
rentright, and existed so longas the government 
exists. The injunction was imperative that the 
States shall prescribe the times, places, and manner 
of holding the elections. Congress may alter, but it 
cannot supersede these regulations ull it supplies 
others in their places, so as to leave the right of 
representation perfect. A contrary doctrine would 
destroy the Union. It was worse than the wildest 
opponent of nullification ever represented that. doc- 
trine to be. But, to retumi to the point from which 
he had digressed: the two reports agreed that Con- 


gress might exercis a pi 
the balance to the States; 
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where Congress left off, the legislation of the two 
did not cover the same ground, and did ‘not, there- 
fore, conflict with each other. ek nae on 

Again: suppose that under. the’ term “manner,” 
including the various branches of that’ part “of ‘the 
subject, Congiess should see fit to: regulate the dis- 
tricting of the States; and suppose it had the power 
to district: if Congress assumed that power, its le 
gidlation must cover the whole ground, and: leave 
nothing for the States to do on that subject.” "The 
principle was well settled, that two independent 
governments could not exercise the same portion of 
the same power without conflict. “It was intpossi- 
ble; it involved an absurdity, and could not bè done. 
He would here answer the question put to him b 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Summers.) He 
alluded to the gentleman’s celebrated jand{ord and 
tenant case. The gentleman asked him for anane 
-swer, and he promised to give it to him. The case 
supposed by the gentleman was: a man owns, a 
house with three rooms in ‘it, and rents’ it, with.the 
condition that he may re-enter and take- possession 
of one room at his pleasure. The Jandlord enters, 
and takes possession of one room; but the tenant ob- 
jects, and says that he will not pay the rent of the 
other rooms, and that the landlord must take all of 
the rooms or none. That was the case supposed; 
and the gentleman asked what was the. law of IMi- 
nois on the subject. The best way, of auswering 
the gentleman’s question -wasto vary the suppos- 
tion, and put a question to him. Suppose. the 
Jandlord, instead of taking one room, comes in 
and says I will take an undivided portion 
of one room, and you (the tenant) shall stay in and 
occupy that room jointly with me. ‘The tenant ob- 
jects; and says that the taking of half a room is not 
provided for in the lease, and the landlord must take 
a whole room, or none at all. Now, he would ask 
the gentleman from Virginia what the Jaw would be 
in Virginia, in the neighborhood of the Kanhawa 
salt works, in regard to that matter. He would 
now show how this supposed case applied to thé 
question before the House. The term “manner” in- 
cluded many rooms, one of which was. the district 
system. The landlord (i. e. the government) said, I 
want to take a portion of that room, and spread my” 
district system over the floor of it; and I want the 
States to stay in that room, and spread their system 
out, so that the two will cover the floor in glorious 
confusion. Ah! (say the States) we won’t agree to 
it. You may take the room, if you please, and fill 
it up with your district system, or you may 
leave it to us. We won’t be joint tenants with you.’ 
Large families will quarrel; and we won’t have our 
system and yours mixed up in glorious confusion. 
His friends near him (Mr. D. said) suggested that 
this was like what was called bundling in New. Jer- 
sey. We don’t (said he) want to have any bundling 
with the States. 3 

He would now proceed to another part ‘of the 
subject. Because he had admitted ‘that Congress 
might legislate in part on this subject; gentlemen 
said that he had conceded the whole ground. He 
had answered that. matter. Again: he contended 
that, to the extent Congress assumed to act, it must 
act completely, so as not to. require any additional 
legislation from the States on the subject. — 

We have been told (said he) that this districting 
act is in force in twenty-two States of the Union. 
He denied it, but admitted it for the sake of argu- 
ment. But it was not in force in the. other four 
States. It was not in force in New Hampshire, 
Georgia, Mississippi, or Missouri. And why? If 
the district system was established by the act, it 
would exist in these four States, as well as in the 
rest. It existed in the twenty-two States, not be- 
cause of this law, but because the States, by their 
own legislation, had established it. This act, there- 
fore, had not established it anywhere. If it has es- 
tablished it anywhere, it has established it every- 
where. , . 

One word about the militia law. Gentlemen 
said that this was a parallel case. He contended 
that it was not.. The clause in relation to elections 


provided ‘that the States shall prescribe the times, 


places, and manner of holding elections; but that 


“Congress may. at. any time, by law, make or alter , 
such regulations, &c. “The clause in relation to the 
militia provided that the States may tra the militia. 


in obedience "act ¢ 
; . = The-constitution provides that if the 


í ye does not provide that the action of the 
States skall be in obadience to an act of Congress; 
and, therefore, there was no analogy between the 


cases. 

The SPEAKER hére announced that the gentle- 
man’s hour had-expired; when a number of gentle- 
men simultaneously rising and claiming the floor, he 
recognised f ‘ 

_ Mr. WELLER, who observed, that.in his opin- 
ion this’ question had been sufficiently discussed, 
and ample opportunity had been given to gentlemen 
on both sides to express their views in relation to it. 
The discussion, he was glad to say, had been gen- 
erally confined to the. question before the House, 
and he took pleasure in saying that it was one of the 
ablest he had ever heard on that floor. ` It must be 
obvious to all‘that the debate ought now to be 
brought toa close in, order that the House might 
roceed to its other important business. He there- 
fore demanded the previous question. , 
"Whe demand for the previous question was second- 
ed by the House.” i \ 

t. WINTHROP called for the ‘yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question, ail they were ac- 
cordingly ordered. 

Mr.. MeCONNELL inquired what the main 
question would be. 

The SPEAKER said that it would be the resolu- 
tions of the gentleman from Virginia, offered as a 
substitute for the resolutions concluding the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. McCONNELL called for the reading of the 
resolutions, and they were read as follows: 

[The following are the resolutions concluding the 
report of the Committee of Elections: 

“Resolved, That the second section of ‘An act for 
the apportionment of representatives among the sev- 
eral States according to the sixth census,’ approved 

June 25, 1842, is nota law. made in pursuance of 
the constitution of the United States, and valid, ope- 
rative and binding upon the States. 

“Resolved, That all the members of this House 
(excepting the contested cases from Virginia, upon 
which no opinion is hereby expressed) have been 
elected in conformity with the constitution and laws, 
and are entitled to their seats in this House.” 


The following are the resolutions offered as a 


substitute, by way of amendment, by Mr. Drom-’ 


GOOLE: 


“Resolved, therefore; That all the members of this 
House, (excepting the two contested cases from the 
State of Virginia, upon which no opinion is hereby 
expressed,) elected from the States of Maine, Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Ohio, Louisiana, Indiana, Illinois, 
Alabama, Arkansas, and Michigan, have been duly 
elected, and are entitled to seats in this House as 
members from the States aforesaid. 

“Resolved, also, That the followin members from 
New Hampshire, to wit: Edmund Burke, John R. 
Reding, Moses Norris, jr., and John P. Hale, have 
been duly elected, and are entitled to seats in this 
House as members from the State aforesaid. 

“Resolved, also, ‘That the following members from 
Georgia, to wit: Edward J. Black, J. H. Stephens, 
Hugh A. Haralson, Absalom H. Chappell, John 
H. Lumpkin, Howell Cobb, William H. Stiles, and 
Duncan L. Clinch, are entitled to seats in this House 
as members from the State aforesaid. 

“Resolved, also, That the following members from 
Mississippi, to wit: Jacob Thompson, William H. 
Hammett, R. W. Roberts, and Tilghman M. Tucker, 
have been duly elected, and are entitled to seats in 
this House as members from the State aforesaid. 

“Resolved, also, That the following members from 
Missouri, to wit: John Jameson, John Bower, James 
B. Bowlin, James H. Relfe, and James M. Hughes, 
have been duly elected, and are entitled to seats in 
this House as members from the State aforesaid.” 

GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

At this stage of the proceedings, a message was 
received from the Senate, by Mr. Dicxms, their 
Secretary, stating that they had passed the bill of 
the House, to refund the fine imposed on General 
Andrew Jackson. [Cries of “Good,” “Good.”] Sub- 


the authority provided by act of 


ise the power at all, they must exer- ` 
ience tô an act of Congress; but. this- 


sequently the bill was reported as correctly enrolled, 
and it was then signed. by the Speaker: 


“The SPEAKER stated the question to be of | 


the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. THOMASSON ere ‘yosé to ask a question of 
the Chair. He wished to know if there had been 
any case ‘in the legislative history of the country, in 
which a member of Congress was called apon to 
vote that he had aright to a seat in this House, 
whén there was no contest in regard to it. e 

The SPEAKER. replied. that he would answer 
any question that might. be put on. a case arising 
under the rules of the House. He was not tobe 
wupposed to know more of the congressional his- 
tory than the gentleman. 

Mr: THOMASSON said that he had only asked 


the question to obtain information ona subject with 
which he was unacquainted, and on Which he really 
desired to be informed. Mr. T. then repeated his 
uestion; but was called to order by several. 
The SPEAKER again put the question, and the 
roll being called, the vote was—yeas 128, nays 64, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Beanggley, Benton, Bid- 
lack, Edward J. Black, James Bl: James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Carey, Catlin, Augustus A. Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Frick, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
mett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James 
B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Ma- 
clay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Nes, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy; 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Rob- 
inson, Russell, St. John, Saunders. Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Stréng, Sykes, Taylor. Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, Wilkins, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost 
—128. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 
Belser, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Gar- 
rett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. In: ersoll, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, E. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Patterson, 
Peyton, E. R. Potter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Summers, Thom- 
asson, ‘Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, 
and Winthrop—64. 


So the main i eae was ordered then to be-put. 
Mr. VANCE wished the amendment to be so 


“amended that the vote could be taken on the first 


resolution of the series before the other resolutions 
were voted upon. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the House must firat 
determine whether they would substitute the amend- 
ment for the original resolution. ; 

Mr. THOMASSON remarked that the inquiry 
was whether the resolutions should be voted on 
separately or entire. 

he Clerk, at the request of several gentlemen, 
read the various propositions before the House. ; 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays on the 
resolutions whenever they should come to be voted 


upon. 

Pin. FRICK inquired if it would be in order to 
move to strike out the first resolution of the series 
proposed by the gentleman fiom Virginia, [Mr. 

ROMGOOLE. 

The SPEAKER said it would not then be in or- 


er. 

Mr. FRICK asked if a member was required to 
vote in such a case, or even at liberty to do so. 

The SPEAKER replied that he would decide the 
question when such a case arose. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired if he was correct in the 
understanding, that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia must be first substituted for the reso- 
lutions reported by the majority of the Committee 
of Elections, before that proposition was suscepti- 
ble of a division. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. VINTON inquired if he understood the 
Chair to decide that it was not then in order to di- 
vide the subject-matter which it was proposed to in- 
sert in place of thé matter proposed to be stricken 


out. 
The SPEAKER replied that the subject-matter 
proposed to be inserted was not susceptible of divi- 
sion at that stage of the proceedings. 


‘appeal, 


Mr. VINTON appealed from that decision of the 
Chaise 


The SPEAKER. rose to put the question on the 


r. VINTON remarked that he supposed the ap- 
eal was debatable. f : 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not. 

Mr. VINTON ‘said if he could not debate the 
question, and give his reasons thereon, he should 
withdraw his appeal. ; h 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be on 
amending the resolutions of the Comimittee of Elec- 
tions, by the adoption of the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr Dromeoote.] 

The yeas and nays were called for on this ques- 
tion; and, being ordered, resulted—yeas 127, nays 
57, as follows: 


YEAS-——Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoft, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
‘A, Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hantlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubavd, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, A. Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Ma 
clay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Rob- 
inson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tibbats, Tucker, Wentworth, ‘Wheaton, Williams, Wilkins, 
Joseph A. Wright and Yost—127. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Belser, Boyd, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Campbe 1, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberty, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Florence, Foot, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, W, Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Daniel 
P. King, Mclivaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Nes, Newton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Charles M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Summers, Tilden, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—67. 


Mz. VANCE called fora division of the question, 
so that the vote might be taken upon each resolution 
separately. j 

r. DROMGOOLE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose and said, before taking the 
yote upon the first resolution, he wished to su mit. 
to the House a motion that he might be excused 
from voting and the reasons why he desired to be 
excused were these: in the first place, the resolu- 
tion related to the right of the members from all 
the States except four to their seats upon that floor. 
Among the States embraced in the first resolution, 
he found the State of Ohio named; and he wished to 
be excused from voting because, in giving his vote 
upon this resolution, he would be compelled to vote 
for or against his own right to his seat. He had 
other reasons. With regard to all the States named 
in the first resolution, there had been no question 
raised, and it would be unprecedented and irregular 
for this House to vote upon such a resolution. He 
then withdrew his motion to be excused, because 
he said he would be excused by the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BELSER inquired if it would be in oygiiyto 
move to lay upon the table the first branch e 
resolution proposed to be substituted? j 

The SPEAKER observed that a motion to lay 
on the table would be in order. 

Mr. BELSER said he would make that motion, 
and he desired to say one word. 

[Cries of “No,” “No,” “No.”] 

Mr. BELSER said he would make a point of 
order. He had understood the Chair to decide that 
the question was susceptible of division; this being 
the first opportunity which they had had of voting 
upon the division, it seemed to him that the motion 
to lay on the table ought to be entertained. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question was 
not debatable. 

Mr. BELSER then withdrew his motion to lay 
upon the table. 

Mr. ADAMS asked to be excused from voting, 
for the reasons stated by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and for additional reasons; one of which was, 
tha the was called upon to vote upon a point of 
fact which he did not know. He did not know 
that all the members of that House had been 
duly elected. Nor did the members of the Com- 


mittee of Elections know that fact. Some members 
had arrived since the report of that committee had 
been made, and he had no-reason to suppose that 
their credentials had been submitted to the commit- 
tee. -The committee did not know whether he him- 
self had been duly elected. The committee notified 
him to produce his credentials; he did produce them 
to the chairman of the committee, who returned them 
unopened, saying that the committee did not require 
them. If the committee did not require the creden- 
tials of members to be produced, on what informa- 
tion did they decide that arı the members were duly 
elected? Mr. Anams then withdrew his motion to 
be excused from voting, remarking that he would 
not vote upon the question for the reasons he had 
stated. 

Mr. ELMER. Will the House allow me to ex- 
plain? ; 

[Crisi of “No, no, no! “Not necessary.”] 

r- CAMPBELL asked to be excused from 
voting. And in addition to many of the reasons as- 
signed by other gentlemen, he would state that if the 
first resolution were decided affirmatively, it would, 
in effect, cut off all contests which might otherwise 
hereafter be instituted, if it were discovered that any 
member had obtained his seat by fraud, or in any 
manner contrary to law. 

Mr. DOUGLASS rose to a point of order. He de- 
sired to know whether the gentleman could go into 
a discussion of the subject under the pretext of be- 
ing excused from voting, and deprive others of the 
power of answering them, because they would not 
resort to the same pretext. 

The SPEAKER remarked that gentlem@n had an 
undoubted right to assign reasons for being excused 
from voting, but he hoped they would confine them- 
selves to a brief statement of those reasons. 

Mr. CLINGMAN desired to get a division of 
the House as to whether he should be excused 
from voting; and by that decision he would be gov- 
erned, 

The call of the yeas and nays having been com- 
menced, however, the Chair decided that the motion 
was not now in order. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that, being one of 
those persons prohibited from voting by the rules of 
the House, he would not vote. 

Mr. McCLELLAN desired to know whether a 
division of the question could now be made. 

The SPEAKER observed that the call having 
commenced, no division could now be made. 

The roll having been called through, and before 
the result was announced, 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a point of order. Some 
gentlemen, he said, had answered to their names in 
the vote just taken, who had no right to vote. 

The CHAIR: decided that the gentleman could 
not make this point of order before the vote was.an- 
nounced. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said that the Chair had enter- 
tained no motion from which an appeal could be 


made. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that he appealed from that 
decision. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order, 
and directed him to take his seat. 

Mr. SCHENCK again rose to a point of order. 
Cries of “Order, order.” 

Mr. PAYNE raised the question of order, [amidst 
mağ cries to order,] whether the gentleman from 
Ohio could again rise to order after having been 
directed by the Chair to take his seat. 

Mr. SCHEN CK. said he rose to another point of 
order. He rose to ask a question of the Chair. He 
understood the Chair to say that he could not enter- 
tain his point of order, because it was disorderly. 
If he understood the Chair correctly, he took an ap- 
peal from that decision. 

The CHAIR said thatthe gentleman must be aware 
that the House and the country are often led into 
difficulties by extraneous questions that could not 
be entertained. He had no objection to answering 
the gentleman’s question. The Chair thought that 
no question could be entertained till the pending 
vote was announced. : 

The result of the vote was then announced to be 
—yeas 128, nays 2, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Agustus 
‘A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul 
lom, Dana, Daniel, J. W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dil- 
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lingham, - Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlp, Ellis 
Elmer, Farlee, Feklin. Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, 
, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, McCausien, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Dowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, J. Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David S. id, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
wy Reston Williams, Wilkins, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost— 


NAYS--Mossre Richard D. Davis, and Joseph R. Inger 
SOli—2. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the second 
resolution, 

Mr. SCHENCK raised the point of order, that 
no member could vote on it who was interested—i. €. 
whose right to a seat was involved in the decision 
of the question. 

The CHAIR thought they could not vote. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the members from 
New Hampi@: excluded from voting on the 
second resolutio on the ground that the 40th rule 
excluded members who were interested "in any 
question from voting on it. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked for a division of the 
uestion, so as to take the vote first on the right of 
pMuND Burke to a seat. 

Some conversation followed; when 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion of the 
peneman from Virginia brought the House toa 

irect vote on the right of Mr. Burke, of New 
Hampshire, toa seat. i 

Mr. BEARDSLEY hoped the honorable gentle- 
men would not call for a division ofthe question in 
this way, but agree to take the vote by States. The 
House wasfull, and there was no reason why they 
should consume so much time as would be necessa- 
ry to take the vote on the case of each member sep- 
arately. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that, as the gentlemen 
on the other side had called fora division of the 

uestion by States, and had raised the question of 


their State was called, he was compelled to move for 
a further division, so as to take the vote on each 
member separately. 

Mr. W NTHROP raised the point of order 
whether the question was susceptible of a division. 
The rule, he said, required that no question could 
be divided unless each divison contained a substan- 
tive proposition. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
‘saying that the question asto, the right of Mr. 
Burre to his seat was a substantive proposition, and 
so on with the remaining members from the State. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that the proposition to di- 
vide the question had been made by the gentleman 
from Illinois; but the Chair decided it to be out of 


order. 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion alluded 
to by the gentleman was made when the House was 
dividing, and was not, therefore, then in order. 

The question was then taken, Is Epmunp Burke 
entitled to his seat as a representative from the State 
and decided in the affirmative 


Moore, Joseph 


Morris, Murphy, Naeris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery 
‘Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 


Simpson, Slidell, 


Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wel- 
Williams, Wilkins, Woodward, 


Belser, ene ets H 
Campbell, Carro. ilten, Clingman, ape ast 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinzell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, W. Hunt, Joseph 


the right of the members from each State to vote as , 


R. Ingersoll, Jenks, P. B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Bir 
pinet Melivaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ey, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R: Potter, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, ‘Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Va 3 


meter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—68, 


Hampshire, and was entitled to his seat. may 

Mr. CAMPBELL, regarding the question as:set- 
tled by the vote just taken, thou ht it could: hardly 
be necessary to take up so much time as to. call the 
yeas and nays in each case. He hoped the House 
would, by unanimous consent, agree to ‘take . the 
question on the remaining resolutions by a single | 


vote. 

The SPEAKER said that the yeas and nays hav- 
ing been ordered, and the question divided, this 
could only be done by general consent. : 

Objections being made by several, 

The SPEAKER put the question: Is Jonn R 
Repinc entitled to his seat as a representative from 
the State of New Hampshire? ar) 

On which the yeas were taken, and resulted as 
follows: yeas 120, nays 66. So Mr. Repiuve was 
declared entitled to his seat. ar 

‘An ineffectual attempt was again made to dis- 
pense with the yeas and nays. on the individual 
cases, that they might be taken by States, as the 
puneiple was established by the votes already taken, 

he yeas and nays were then called on the right of 
Mr. ‘Norris of New Hampshire to his seat, and 
resulted as follows: yeas 117, nays 63. 

The question was then taken upon the right of 
Joux È. Have, and decided affirmatively: yeas 
108, nays 67. i 

Mr. SAUNDERS inquired whether the division 
of the question, so as to vote upon each individually, 
extended beyond the resolution relating to the State 
of New Hampshire. . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE observed that the division . 


. was intended to permit all the members to vote upon 


the question, except the one upon whose. right the 
vote was taken. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn: 
rejected—ayes 71, noes 78. 

The question recurred, is Epwarp J. Brack ‘en~ 
titled to his seat as a representative from the State 
of Georiga; and the vote being taken, resulted in 
yeas 109, nays 55. , 

Mr. HUDSON moved thatthe House adjourn: 
rejected—ayes 55, noes 70. i 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL appealed to his friends 
to withdraw the call forthe yeas and nays, and let 
the remaining questions be taken together. There 
could be no use in persisting in the present course, 
and unnecessarily wasting the time of the House. 
We have (said he) sufficiently shown our strength 
and our weakness; and we may as well cease for- 
ther contention. ; 

The SPEAKER said that the yeas and nays could 
only be withdrawn by general consent; but there 
being many objections, ; 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question, 
whether A. H. SrerHens was entitled to his seat as 
a representative from the State of Georgia; and, the 
roll being called, the question was decided. in the 
affirmative—yeas 92, nays 43. 

The SPEAKER ststed that the next question was 
on the right of Mr. HARALSON of Georgia to his 


seat. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved an adjournment. 

Mr. RATHBUN called forthe yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. . ; * 

Mr. McCONNELL withdrew his motion. 

Mr. PATTERSON renewed it; and tellers were 
called for and ordered. Messrs. Jenxs and Burge 
were appointed tellers; and they reported 70 in the 
affirmative, and 73 in the negative. So the House 
refused to adjourn. 

The vote by yeas and nays was then taken on the 
right of Mr. HARALSON, and it resulted as follows: 

eas 109, nays 46. So Mr. Haraison was declared 
entitled to his seat. 

Mr. ROGERS moved that the House adjourn; 
and, upon this motion, the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, and being taken, resulted as follows: yeas 
65, nays 88. So the House refused to adjourn. 

The vote was taken upon the right of ABSALOM 
H. Cuaprerz; and resulted as follows: yeas 105, 
nays 48.: i a Bae 

Phen came up the right of Mr. Lompxry to his 
geat as a representative from the State of Georgia. 


2 call for the 


pr L 
o hig seat, ‘and the result. was—yeas 


re TENKS moved an adjournment; which’ was 


yeas:89, nays 23... 


Mr. RAYNER moved an adjournment; which was 


negátived; bit à count was demanded, and 20 voted 
in the affirmative, ‘and 75 in the negative. So the 
motion was-not carried. 

Mr. RAYNER inquired if there was a quorum 
voting. = wen ee 

Tne SPEAKER replied that a quorum was not 
necéssary ona motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RAYNER said he should object to anything 
being done without a quorum, ` 
The SPEAKER said the objections of the gentle~ 
man from North Carolina was not one that he could 
entértain until, by a test, it were shown that there 
Was not a quorum present. 

The House then proceeded to vote on the right of 
Mr. Cimew to his seat. 

Mr. G. W. JONES rose, when his name was 
called; and inquired if Mr. Cuincu was one of the 
gentlemen whose certificates had been submitted to 


the Committee of Elections, and by them reported 


on. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said members were sent 
there by the people, and that was certificate enough. 

Some gentleman explained that Mr. Cuincy’s 
certificate had been seen; and : 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to say that 
_ he had seen the governor’s proclamation of Mr. 

Cuincn’s election; and that was deemed suficient. 

The vote was taken, and resulted as follows: yeas 
88, nays 29. ` 

So that he was declared entitled to his seat. 

An adjournment was moved, and determined by 
tellers——Messrs. C. Jounson and Jenxs—who re- 
ported 64 in the affirmative, and 21 in the negative. 

The House then adjouined, at 7 o'clock. ; 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1844. 

Mr, PORTER presented a communication from 
the treasurer of the State of Michigan, addressed to 
him, enclosing a statement of railroad iron imported 
by that State, and actually laid down on railroads 
within her limits; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a joint resolution 
instructing the senators and requesting the repre- 
sentatives from that States to endeavor to procure 
an appropriation for the completion of the harbor of 
Michigan city: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, to use their exertions to procure the estab- 
lishment of a western armory within that State: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the memorial and resolutions of 
the legislature of Kentucky, on the subject of making 
compensation to the heirs of Christopher Miller for 
his ‘services against the Indians in 1794, reported a 
bill for their relief; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading, and the report accompanying to be 

rinted, ae 
j Mr, ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made. an adverse. report on the petition of 
Eugene E. T. Smith, for increase and arrears of 
pension; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. ` 


REPAIR OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

The bill for repairing and repaving a portion of 
Pennsylvania avenue came up in order, as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

_Mr. MILLER, chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, said he had been instruct- 
ed to move two amendments to the bill, The Ist 
section of the bill, he said, proposed to appropriate 
$28,000 for the repair and repaying of Pennsylvania 


-|} avenue... He -wighed-to amend-that 
| stituting $40,000, inst 
|} state the reason -for. ‘the. 
ion: = =.: ||, ported by the committee, 
vious ques- ë 


yooeeded'to vote on the right | 


I 


en 


avenue, as far'as the grading was concerned, in its 
present position, but dividing that portion of it lying 
between. west. First..street and west Fifteenth:street 


|. into, threé*pardllel strips—the centre. strip to be 40 
1]: feet wide, to be covered with gravel; and the side 


parallel .strips..to be 34 feet. wide each, to. be paved 
with: small-oval stones, not larger than three inches 
in diameter: thus not to disturb the sidewalks at all; 
But the amendment proposes to extend the present 
sidewalks. 13. feet, and to have planted on the out- 
side of such extension an additional row of trees; 
and then to divide the remainder of the avenue into 
three parallel strips—the centre ye to be 28 feet 
wide, and covered'with gravel; the side strips to be 
each 27 feet wide, to paved with the small oval 
stones above mentioned. The width of the avenue, 
from curb to curb of the present grade, is 108 feet; 
and its extent, from First to Fifteenth street, is 6,500 
feet—which would make 77,880 square yards in all. 
Mr. M. here examined in detail the estimates and 
cost under the plan proposed in the bill as it origi- 
nally stood, as compared with theglan proposed by 
the amendment, and showed th@jfe extension of 
the sidewalks. would cause an incréased expense of 
$12,000—thus making the necessity for $40,000, in- 
stead. of $28,000. The committee, he said, thought 
it was proper that the plan of the amendment should 
be adopted. Inasmuch as the avenue was very 
wide, a part could probably be taken from the trav- 
elling part of the street, so as to extend the side 
pavements 13 feet, and afford room for an additional 
row of trees, and then leave sufficient width in the 
centre for all travelling purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN was surprised at the proposition 
now before the Senate, when gentlemen knew that 
the treasury of the United States was not overflow- 
ing. The people were not in-a condition to pay 
taxes for the purpose of being uselessly squander- 
ed. But, notwithstanding that, it was proposed to 
make an expenditure which would incur an addi- 
tional tax upon them. And he stated the fact for 
the purpose of letting it be known by the nation that 
it was proposed to appropriate, as a beginning, 
#40,000, not to make Pennsylvania avenue a proper 
highway for the accommodation of the citizens, but 
to beautify and embellish it asa matter of mere or- 
nament to this city. Here was a street not less than 
a mile in length, now one of the broadest and most 
beautiful in the world; and it was proposed to 
destroy it for all useful purposes, by constructing it 
and paving it anew, at an expense of perhaps $200,- 
000—beginning with an appropriation of $40,000 in 
in the present exhausted state of the public treasu- 
ry. Itseemed monstrous to call on the government 
at this time for an appropriation for any such pur- 
pose; and he was surprised that the proposition did 
not attract more of the attention of the Senate than 
it did. There was $10,000 provided in the bill for 
the gravelling and paving another part of the city, 
independent of the $40,000 provided for this partic- 
ular street, and it seemed to be claimed asa matter 
of course. And no attention was paid to this prop- 
osition to draw from the treasury, as if the treasury 
could take care of itself, and required no guar- 
diauship whatever. It seemed to him that 
this proposition, which should be met and condemn- 
ed in the Senate, should be sent to the county for 
their unmitigated contempt. He moved to lay the 
bill on the table; and on that motion demanded the 
yeas and nays. Hesubsequently withdrew the mo- 


tion. 

Mr. MILLER said he hoped that this bill would 
not fall beneath the anathema of the senator from 
Ohio, (Mr. ALLEN,] but that the Senate would pro- 
ceed to consider it. It was not a novel bill. It had 
passed the Senate at the last session of Congress, 
and, to his recollection, with the vote of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that the senator was mis- 
taken. He called for the journal. 

Mr. MILLER said he might be mistaken; but 
the bill passed the Senate at the last session, and 
failed in its passage through the other House, for 
want of time. The bill now reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District was the same which hereto- 
fore passed the Senate. Whether the yeas and 
nays had been called upon it he did not recollect; 
but it did not receive any serious opposition. That, 
however, had nothing to do with the question. In- 
stead of crushing the bill in the manner proposed 


iby the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Attey,]} by laying 


‘he. Te 
contemplated: leaving the . 


te ld proceed: at once. to 
t. bill, he thought, which called 
for. dui sideration atthe hands of the Senate, 
The gentleman would not deny that Pennsylvania 
avenue had always: been considered. a government 
street, laid out-by the government, and that the ne~- 
cessary expenses, for the purpose of keeping it-in 
order had always been. thrown upon. the govern- 
ment... Nothing was asked in the bill but what was 
absolutely necessary. to. put the avenue in a proper. 
state of repair; and. if, in doing so, a little ornament 
could be added to the street, he trusted there would 
be no serious objection on- that point. The orna- 
ments. would not increase the expenditure at all, 
over and above the cost of afew trees, and the con- 
duits for turning the water off the sidewalks. The 
original bill, as he had stated to the Senate, and, 
would state again, in order that it might-be tho- 
roughly understood, proposed merely to pave the. 
avenue—to put itin a state of repair, so that it 
might be travelled upon with safety and conveni- 
ence by the public. It was not necessary for him 
to state to members of the Senate that some money 
at least should be expended in repairing Pennsylva~ 
nia avenue; for every Senator in the body knew 
the fact, if he had ever travelled upon it, The only 
question was, the manner in which the repairs 
should be done. Now the committee had investi- ` 
gated this matter; and, upon reflection, and a care~ 
ful examination of estimates furnished by experi~ 
enced persons, the cheapest manner of repairing the. 
avenue had been adopted. It had heretofore, at- 
great expense to the government—at the expense of 
about $100,000—been Macadamized. That im- 
provement was now worn out. It was absolutely 
necessarfthat something should be done for its re- 
pair. Three modes had been presented to the com- 
mittee. One was to pave the avenue by means of 
wooden blocks—another to pave it with granite; 
and the third, to make the pavement of small oval 
stones. The committee had thought proper to 
adopt the latter mode; because, in the first place, it 
was the cheapest proposition by twenty-five or 
fifty per cent.; and, in the second place, they be- 
lieved it to be the best kind of pavement, and the 
most durable-—certainly the best bor travelling upon. 

How could this bill be said to be extravagant? He 
put the question to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr, A.L- 
LEN.] In what way was it extravagant? The gen- 
tlemen had made the assertion that.a great deal. of 
money was about to be expended for the purpose of 
omamenting the street. It was notso. The only 
additional expense which the bill proposed to incur, 
was in widening the side-walks about thirteen feet. . 
A pavement of brick could be made as cheap asa 
pavement of oval stones; that is, at 50 cents a 
square yard; but it would neither be as handsome 
nor as durable. : 

Mr. BENTON inquired how much was to be ad- 
ded to the side-walks? i 

Mr. MILLER said he believed they were now 
twenty-one feet wide. By adding thirteen feet they 
would be thirty-four feet in width. The committee 
thought that altogether it would not add much to the 
expense, and it would certainly benefit the street. 
By means of this extension, they would be enabled 
to plant an additional row of trees, leaving the pres- 
entrow where they were. The additional expense, 
as he had stated, would be about $10,000 or $12,000, . 
and that was all. It was necessary, in making 
any improvement at all, to remove the curb-stones, 
for the purpose of altering them so that the water 
which now floods the side-walks would be drai 
off. For this part of the work, then, there woffld 
be no additional expense. Under these views the 
committee thought proper to adopt two amendments, 
and to present them to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate. If it was not proper to leave the side-walks in 
their present state, that body would, of course, say 
so.. The bill would then stand precisely as it stood 
when it passed the Senate at the last session of Con~ 

ress, A 

Mr. ALLEN wished to know upon whatiauthor- , 
ity the Senator [Mr. Miter] had been justified in 
saying that he (Mr. A.) had supported the bill by 
his vote on that occasion? 

Mr. MILLER replied that he had stated it upon 
his general recollection. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to know if there was any 
ground for making the assertion. 

Mr. MILLER said that, to the best of his recol- 
lection, there was no objection made to the bill at 
all, and that was the ground which he had for infer- 
ring that the senator from Ohio {Mr. Arren] had 
supported it. ; 


Mr. ALLEN observed that. it appeared, then, 
there was no ground whatever for the assertion that 
he had voted. for it, as the bill passed without objec- 
tion. . He found, upon referring to the journal, that 
1i passed as many such bills pass.: The. senator 
(Mr. Muer] said he (Mr: A.) had voted for. it. 

hen did that senator’, or. any other senator, ever 
see him dirty his hands by voting for such abuses 
as this upon the public treasury? He rase to correct 
him. . He found that this bill passed the Senate sub 
silentio—-passed it without one recorded. vote @ijthe 
Senate going to show that. such a bill was ever be- 
fore.the body. "That accounted for the fact, that the 
Senator [Mr. Mitier]} was not apprised of the vote 
upon this bill. 

The Senate was an attentive body to all bills pass- 
ing through it. No legislative body was ever more 
so. There were occasional instances, however, dur- 
ing a press of business, of bills running through it 
without a general understanding. of their character. 
He was not aware that there had ever been such a 
bill before the Senate as that passed at the last ses- 
sion, to which reference was made by the senator 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Mitter;] and he would re- 
new the motion to lay the bill under consideration 
on the table. However, he would not make that 
motion until after the debate had concluded. : 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to inquire what was the 
estimate of the whole amount necessary to com- 
plete those improvements. 

Mr. MILLER recapitulated the various items, 
and said the total amount proposed to be appropria- 
ted was $40,443 00 for the work to be done on 
Pennsylvania avenue;. but. there was a fur ap- 
propriation of $10,000 required—namely, f re- 

’ pairing and gravelling of the road from 17 tto 
Georgetown, $6,000; and for like improvement of the 
road to the public burial ground, $4,000. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that, by the bill under 
consideration, a sum exceeding $40,000 was to be 
expended on the completion of this work; and it 
seemed, in naming this sum, the committee had taken 
upon themselves to cut down the estimate. He 
doubted ‘whether they were right in doing so; for 
never, within his own recollection, nor within (he 
presumed) the recollection of any senator present, 
was it known that public work performed under the 
direction of a competent engineer was properly 
finished for a less amount than that estimated for by 
such engineer, or other contractor; on the contrary, 
the expenses were generally, if not always, above 
theestimate. In this District, especially, where the 
public treasury was the paymaster, actual expendi- 
tures were far more apt to exceed estimates than fn 
the States. He knew, from his own experience, 
that contractors’ estimates were scarcely ever found 
to be within 10 per cent. of their eventual cléims. 
This might not appear, at first view, to be the fact; 
the work might be finished apparently for the sum 
named in the estimate; but the contractors were in- 
variably to be found hanging on with claims for ex- 
tra work not specified in the contract; and these 
claims were never set at rest until paid. He joined 
in the protest of the senator from Ohio against draw- 
ing from a treasury far from full, so great an amount 
for a purpose more ornamental than useful, while 
calls from every side of the country were flocking in 
for aid to complete national and essential improve- 
ments. He alluded to the difficulty experienced in 
obtaining the consent of the gentlemen opposite to 
appropriate the comparatively trifling sum of 
$150,000 for removing the obstructions and im- 
proving the navigation of the rivers of the mighty 

est—a national highway charged with the 
freight of an empire in extent. He and others 
had asked in vain for an appropriation of 
$50,000 for the improvement and carrying 
through the great Cumberland road, which would 
have essentially benefited the population of a mil- 
lion inhabitants in Indiana; and now they were ask- 
ed for the same amount to improve and beautify one 
mile of road in the District of Columbia. It was the 
duty of the Senate to deal liberally with the District, 
but not extravagantly; and he wouid therefore vote 
such appropriation as was absolutely necessary for 
repairing Pennsylvania avenue, but no more. 

Mr. KING said the simple question was, as he 
understood, whether this city, laid out by and for 
the purposes of government, should be kept in prop- 
er repair by the resident population; in other words, 
whether the people residing in the city should be at 
the expense of keeping in order the property of the 
government? He did not think any senator would 
be found to say that the people of Washington 
should be taxed to keep in passable order a gev- 


ernment here, and must. continue to. be. considered 
so.. It was under that. conviction Congress acted, 
when it voted a large'sum for Macadamizing that 
road—~under the impression that. such. expenditure 
was for the improvement :of the great government 
thoroughfare leading from the Capitol to the public 
departments and the President’s house. The im- 
provement effected-by that expenditure, which, as 

eing of permanent service, he (Mr. K.) had his 
doubts of atthe time, were now worn out, and the 
avenue was nearly (if not, at -times, in some parts, 
wholly) impassable. . It was, as he before stated, a 
government thoroughfare; and, as.such, the citizens 
have no right to be called on to keep it in proper or- 
der. They had not only as much, but more than 
they could do to keep the other streets.of the city in 
repair. The means at their command for such pur- 
poses were more than absorbed in the necessary ex- 
penditures on those streets. As to the argument 
held out by the senator from Ohio, that the appro- 
priation was sought, for the merefpurpose of beauti- 
fying or ornamenting the avenue, he (Mr. K.) 
thought it would admit of a different construction. 
He thought that gentlemen were not aware that it 
would not only be done at a very trifling expense, 
but, taking from the centre or main road, that por- 
tion proposed to be added to the side walks would 
actually lessen. the total expense; as the paving 
and gravelling of the entire width now in use for 
carriages could not be done for so small a sum as 
the improvements provided for in the bill could be 
effected. There was another object in extending 
the width of the side-walks which he believed was 
not generally understood. 

The present grading of the avenue was altogether 
imperfect, and calculated to injure all property on 
it, as it did not carry off the water, which, on the 
most trifling overflow, inundated-the cellars of the 
houses, and thus destroyed perishable property, and 
sapped the foundations of the buildings. The pro- 
posed improyemenis would remove this cause of com 
plaint. The grading would be raised, and a continu- 
ous and permanent water-run effected from the Presi- 
dent’s house to the Capitol. The water would be car- 
ried from the houses, and the thoroughfare kept free 
from the mud banks which now’disgrace and render it 
nearly impassable. The additional trifling ex- 
penditure called for to carry out these improve- 
ments should not be considered an object, where so 
great a good was to be effected. The simple ques- 
tion was, Does Congress consider it necessary to 
make any appropriation for the purpose? Does 
Congress consider itself bound by no obligation to 
enable us to pass from one end of the city to the 
other? If not, then there is an end toit. The bill was 
not to relieve the citizens; it was to effect a national 
good. The bill of last session, which the honorable 
senator from Ohio characterized as having passed 
sub silentio, was long enough before the Senate to en- 
able every man here to make himself acquainted 
with its details, and was not passed as that gentle- 
man described; it was passed after mature considera- 
tion, from a conviction on the part of the Senate that it 
was imperatively necessary for something to be 
done immediately, to prevent the thoroughfare be- 
coming useless, or blocked up by mud, or broken 
road. That bill appropriated $28,000 for the pur- 
pose of putting the avenue in a state of repair; but 
the committee to which the matter had since been 
referred, recommended an additional sum of $12,000 
for the purpose of making the improvements per- 
manent, and of conferring many and great additional 
advantages. In this view he concurred with the 
committee, and recommended the bringing the mat- 
ter before the Senate, with whom it would lie either 
to grant the smallest possible sum to effect, tempo- 
rarily, the repairs which could no longer be delayed; 
or such sum as the committee recommended; 
which would make the improvements permanent. 
He did not think that the wants of any State or 
States had any bearing on the question. The coun- 
try which he came from required, for its interest, 
as much improvements in roads and rivers as any 
others. Their limestone roads were, in winter, cut 
up, and rendered wholly impassable. The rivers 
which convey the whole produce of Alabama to 
Mobile, had fallen, were full of snags, and danger- 
ous to navigate; yet Alabama sought no appropria- 
tion to remove those obstructionsin her rivers, or to 
improve her roads. The necessity for appropria- 
tions to clear the navigation of the Mississippi could 
not be pressed on the attention. of this body toe often, 
or in too glowing terms: forsuch he had always voted, 


ernment thoroughfare. Pennsylyanit. avenue. was |f and- would -always votë; bat he“ 


so considered from the commencement of. the-gov- | 


pare 


ald - aght- that 
obstructions in small streams or State roads should 
be removed: by-- the. States, and not by the:gen- 
eral govemmielt He asked if the Senateswas pre- 
to suffer-the avenue to become: impassable; 
or were. they disposed to consider what -it would 
take to put it in-perfect and permanent repair? Some 
gentlemen say $150,000.-or $200,000; but it would: 
take no such thing. :: An. individual who: perfectly 
understood . the whole concern, had. proposed: todo 
it for the sum. named inthe bill; other proposals 
had been received from’ persons: who had. devoted 
time and attention to what the expense would: be; 
and all concurred that the amount proposed;in the 
bill would be fully sufficient. There’ were: those 
ready to execute the work, under proper superin- 
tendents, and who would be bound to finish it accord- 
ing to contract, without seeking an additional dollar. 
Although he acknowledged the public treasury was 
not.overburdened with money, yet neither wasit so 
miserably poor as to be unable to mect the expendi- 
ture called for to improve its own property. oe 
If gentlemen, however, were averse to taking this 
amount from the treasury, Jet them at once sell a 
portion of the immense landed property that they 
(as government) owned in. the city, and with the 
produce let them not only make, but light streets, 
which all would acknowledge. was wanting, and 
effect such other many essential improvements, as 
the city required. It is said by some the city have 
a right to do these things; but he.(Mr. K.) told 
them the city had not the. means,. and if it had, it 
had no right todo so. It was the city of the peo- 
ple—the city of the Union; and improvements ef- 
fected in it were for the benefit of all. He did not 
eonsider the measure deserving of the strong. lan- 
guage used by the Senator from Ohio; it. did not 
call for such denunciations, but rather required 
calm consideration. He could not suppose that 
entleman meant anything hurtful to the feel- 
ings of other. senators; for himself, he was not in 
the habit of advocating improper measures, or med- 
dling in any way with dirty business. He thought 
the bill should pass, if the Senate was not prepared . 
to have the city converted into a mud-hole. As to 
the additional appropriation, it was not, perhaps, so 
important at the present time, although no senator 
would deny how much that portion of it was rè- 
quired, which provided for the repairing of the road 
leading to the public burial ground. - yes 
Mr. BAYA thought the Senator from Ohio, 
and the gentlemen opposed to the bill, did not seem 
to understand the claims the city had on the govern- 
ment. The Senator from Ohio supposed that the 
bill of last session passed sub silentio, or was, in 
other words, smuggled through the Senate. Atthat 
time, he (Mr. B.) occupied the same position in the 
Committee on the Disirict as that now held by 
the honorable senator from New Jersey who intro- 
duced the bill; and he recollected perfectly. that 
there was a long and detailed discussion on the sta- 
tisties of that bill, raised by his lamented friend 
from Missouri, who then sat on his right. So far, 
then, that bill did not pass sub silentio, as complain- 
ed of. The same bill now cofes from the committee, 
who had given-to it full and patient consideration, 
with a demand for an additional appropriation; and 
he would say to those gentlemen who were not ac~ 
quainted with it, that the proposal for government to 
carry out the improvements provided. for by this 
bill were founded on these considerations. The 
original plan of this city covered an area.of eleven 
square miles, equal to 7,134 acres; out of these, 7,134 
acres, there were devoted or laid out for public high~ 
ways, no less than 3,604 acres; giving, In streets, a 
length of two hundred and sixt -four miles, and a 
width of one hundred. feet. pon this gigantic 
scale was this city laid out; under the auspices and 
directions of President Jefferson. Nearly one-half 
of the entire extent was, as he before stated, laid out 
ins treets and avenues; and of what remained, govern- 
ment took to itself one-half, being 10,186 building 
lots and 17. squares, containing 541 acres. This 
portion held by government was, and is, ex- 
empt from all taxes, and was increased in value 
by private enterprise; for wherever private pro- 
perty was improved, it consequently enhanced the 
value of the adjoining lote held by government. 


| While the property of government thus contin- 


ued exempt from taxes, the holding of city pros 
perty by private individuals became, in mest in- 
stances, ruinous. The heavy taxes which the 
municipal authorities were forced to put on, ground 
down and impoverished the citizens; and many per 
sons now reduced from comfort, if not affluence, to 


actual want, had to attribute: their. sad- change- in 
circumstances, -to the fact:of not: being- able - to 
-pay -the- faxes demanded,- and~ the “conse- 
quent. forfeiture of -their -property “for such 
inability. Whole sheets of. the public papers 
would be found filled “with. advertisements of prop- 
erty, to be-sold. for non-payment of taxes. It was 
in consideration of government. being exempt from 
those taxes. which proved ruinous ta so "many, that 
appropriations hed, from. time to time, been made 
by Congress; not for relief of the citizens. of Wash- 
ington, but to keep the people’s: property in repair. 
Those appropriations were far from the-amount that 
government would have to pay, if taxed the same as 
all other holders of property in the city. All that 
was now asked was an appropriation from govern- 
ment sufficient to put its own highway into a state 
of repair;and,: by doing ‘so, save its own property 
from gradually sinking into ruin. He saw no cause 
for the violent indignation expressed by the senator 
from Ohio. On the contrary, he thought that the 
citizens were more entitled to the sympathy of the 
Senate, on account of the enormous taxation they 
were burdened with. He doubted the legality of 
any municipal taxation. The city was built on a 
scale of national magnitude. It belonged to the na- 
tion; and, as such, Congress was bound to provide 
for and protect it. It was true that Congress dele- 
gated to the citizens municipal government. They 
asked, in an evil hour, for their charter. It was 
granted; and from that day to this, they found 
cause to repent it. The views that he entertained 
were those of President Jefferson, who considered 
government was bound to pay „all just expenses of 

e city. 

In teenid to the increase of expenditure called for 
by the amendment, he was not prepared to say how 
far it was necessary; but, aware that, before recom- 
mended, it must have received the attentive consid- 
eration of the committee, he could have no hesita- 
lion in acquiescing with their views. He repeated, 
that if government was taxed at the same rate as the 
private holders of property, not all the appropria- 
tions granted, including that now sought for, would 
come nigh discharging the debt they would now 
owe the city. 

My. ALLEN ‘remarked that, as often as appro- 
pao bills for the city or District were brought 

efore that body, it was argued that they should 
be granted without opposition on the ground 
of this being the seat of government. Now he 
thought that the very fact of government disbur- 
sing annually two milióna of dollars from the pub= 
lic treasury was more than equivalent for the ad- 
vantages which it was argued they enjoyed from 
their exemption from taxes. He thought the set- 
tlement: of government here should be viewed as 
elsewhere—a local good. In every State where it 
was proposed to settle down a seat of government, 
there was a competition among towns and cities to 
see which would be chosen; and this competition 
arose froma knowledge of the advantages which the 
seat of government conferred on the place ofits lo- 
cation. ite never heed of a State being called on 
to pay the expenses of the city were its capital was 
seated; and he thought the same doctrine sould ap- 
ply here. In this city government was called on 
not only to pave and light the streets, but to tear up 
a good pavement for the purpose of putting down a 
worse one. They were called, onin the spirit of a 
treasury-grasping system, to give $50,000, for the 
purpose of ornamenting and beautifying one mile 
of astreet. The State of Ohio, which he represent- 
ed, contained one-tenth the population of the United 
States, and would consequently have to pay 
vne-tenth the amount required, as their portion. 
He was not the man to vote such sum out of the 
pockets of the people of Ohio for the purpose or or- 
namenting, with rows of trees, one mile of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue—knowing, as he did, that there was not 
at this moment a more beautiful or commodious 
street within the limits of the republic. He did not 
complain of the vote of any senator, neither were 
his remarks intended to control the vote of any mem- 
ber of that body; but he could not let such a meas- 
ure pass silently, as he did not feel himself sufficient- 
ly strong to take the responsibility of so great an 
evil. He recollected proposing an appropriation of 
$100,000 for the purpose of placing armed steam- 
ers on the lakes, to guard against the action of 
British armed steamers then placed there; and yet 
this expenditure, which was to extend a protection 
over an extent of 1,500 miles, and which was asked 
in face of a danger threatening the republic, was on- 
ly carried by a majority of two—so great a dread of 


extravagance,.so holy a horror of taxation, had the 
gentlemen who- now- advocate. the éxpenditure of 
alf that sum in. ornamenting Pennsylvania avenue. 
He agreed with the senator from Indiana, that no 
estimates ever covered the actual expenses of a con- 
tract work; there was, and. would always be, some 
after-demand. In making the remarks he did, he 
denied having any unkind feeling to the District; 
he felt’ himself. only porfominga duty; and if act- 
ing on the responsibility which he owed to truth, 
justice, and the people, was to be designated unkind- 
ness to any party or individual, he knew not how a 
senator, conscientiously performing his duty, was to 
escape the charge. i 
Mr. MILLER observed, that the senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Arren] spoke of the appropriation as if 
it wasa proposition merely to ornament the city. 
He considers it an appropriation of $50,000 out of 
the public treasury, for mere purposes of ornament! 
Let the facts of the case be looked into. What part 
of this appropriation was to be applied for the pur- 
poses of ornament? Was there any, except so much 
as might be necessary for planting the trees and pro- 
viding boxes for their security? And how much did 
that amount to? About $1,400! That was the whole 
amount to be expended on what might be called 
mere ornament; but was it for nothing but ornament? 
Did every one who planted trees do it merely for 
ornament? No; there were other objects in view— 
their future value and the comfort pf their shade and 
shelter were looked forward to. Now, if Congress was 
to be kept in session till the month of August, during 
the long sessions, (as was very probable, looking to 
what has occured, and the indications of the times,) 
would there be no compensation for this paltry ex- 
penditure of $1,400, in the grateful shade of these 
trees to members of Congress, and others having 
business to transact between the Capitol and the de- 
partments, and necessarily obliged to pass through 
that thoroughfare, from one point to the other? Yet 
this paltry sum, for such a desirable, if not necessary 
purpose, is to be the foundation of the whole ap- 
propriation being branded as an enormous expendi- 
ture! How much of it will the constituents of the 
senator from Ohio have to pay, admitting that they are 
a tenth of the population of this Union? Now he 
(Mr. M.) submitted to every senator whether he is 
not satisfied that itis a necessary expenditure, for 
the safety of every traveller, and for the comfort of 
every man and woman walking on the sideways of 
Pennsylvania avenue? The senator from Ohio says 
if this Capitol were offered to be 
city of any State in this Union, that city would 
gladly incur all necessary expenses of keeping 
its highways in repair, for the benefit received, 
without even calling on the government for one dol- 
lar out of the public treasury. All that may be very 
true; because the inhabitants, in that case, would be 
the only party benefited. Here it was different: the 
government owned a considerable portion of the 
property in the city; which portion paid no taxes, 
and would be enhanced in value by its own expen- 
diture. The real circumstances were to be consid- 
ered; not the supposititious case put by the Sena- 
tor. But if the senator must suppose a case, let him 
do it with circumstances parallel to the existing 
facts. Let him suppose that, on the removal of the 
Capitol to any other city, instead of being satisfied 
with the manner in which the public highways were 
laid out, the government should undertake to make 
the streets 108 feet wide, (as it has done with regard 
to Pennsylvania avenue,) for its own purposes: 
would not that city require it to do so at 
its own expense, and not to demand such 
an unreasonable thing as that the citizens 
should be at the expense? Those avenues were laid 
out by the government; they were made for its 
purposes, and to suit its views; and all expenses 
of keeping them up, and making them satisfactory 
for the objects of the government, should he incur- 
red by the government itself. In the year 1830, 
$100,000 were expended on Macadamizing the ave- 
nue. Itis found, inthe course oftime, necesssry 
that considerable repairs should be made. The 
only question before the Senate was, whether the 
plan presented to it by the committee deputed to 
consider the subject, should be adopted, or some 
other plan; for the repairs have to be done, and can- 
not be either neglected, or accomplished without 
the necessary means. The committee had looked 
carefully into the plan and estimates, and had con- 
cluded that, with the amendments which they pro- 
posed, the bill would authorize the best and cheapest 
Jan that could be adopted; at the same time uni- 
ling all the advantages of ornament and comfort, 


laced in any ` 
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without additional expense.. They considered the 
street. at. present wider: than necessary—being 108 
feet from:curb to curb-——which caused more expense 
in keeping it in repair than otherwise would be re~ 

uisite. ‘He believed. Broadway, inthe city of New 

ork, was only 41 feet from curb to curb; and yet 
that was found capacious enough for the thorough- 
fare of a city ten times the size of this. The com- 
mittee, therefore, proposed to take off part of this 
widi@of 108 feet and add it to the side walks, which, 
once paved with brick, would last much longer. 
Now, if this saving be taken into account, and also 


. the saving of having a less surface of street—the 


paved carriage ways—to keep in repair than now, it 
will be found that the ornamental part of the plan 
actually costs nothing. ‘There would be, in fact, on 
that score, no additional expense, for the argument 
of the senator from Ohio could onl apply to the 
rows of trees to be planted. He (Mr. M.) hoped 
the amendments would be adopted. me 

Mr. ALLEN renewed his: motion tolay the bill 
on the table; on which motion the’ yeas and nays 
were ordered. . 

They were taken, and resulted in the negative— 
yeas 8, nays 32, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Semple, and Wright—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, 
Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, Haywood, Jarnagan, King, 
McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, 
Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, 
and White—32. 

Thgguestion recurred on the amendments. pro- 
ose the chairman of the Committee on the 
istriever Columbia, [Mr. Mitier.] The one sub= 

stituting, in the first section of the bill, $40,000 for 
$28,000, was agreed to. The other amendment, 
striking out the second section of the bill and sub- 
stituting the following in lieu thereof, was agreed to: 


“And be it further enacted, That the money hereby 
appropriated shall be expended in repaving and re~ 
pairing that portion of the said avenue lying be- 
tween west Ist street and west 15th street in the fol- 
lowing manner, to wit: the side-walks to be extend- 
ed thirteen feet in width, and planted with an addi- 
tional row of trees. The remainder of said avenue 
to be divided into three parallel strips, the centre 
strip to be twenty-eight feet wide, and covered with 
gravel; the side parallel strips to be each twenty- 
seven feet wide, and paved with small oval stones 
not larger than three inches in diameter. The said 
work to, be executed by the public gardener and his 
assistants, under the superintendence of the Secreta- 
ry of War, and agreeably to such grades and levels 
as may be prescribed by an engineer, to be appoint- 
ed for that purpose by the President of the United 
States.” 


The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

On the question of ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading, h 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. f 

It was decided that the bill should be engrossed 
and read a third time—yeas 33, nays 8, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Day- 
ton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Haywood, Jarnagin, King, 
McDuftie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, 
Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, and White—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Fair- 


` field, Hannegan, Semple, and Wright—s. 


The enrolled bill from the House, restoring to 


‘General Jackson the fine imposed upon him by 


Judge Hall, was then signed by the 
tem. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1844. 

The journal having been read, 

Mr. KING of Massachusetts introduced his col- 
league, the honorable Amos Assor, lately elected a 
representative from the State of Massachusetts; and 

r. Assor having presented himself at the table, 
the oath to support the constitution was administer- 
ed to him by the Speaker. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


‘The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the honorable Henry A. Wise, stating that he 


resident pro 


had this day transmitted to the Governor of the 


State of Virginia his resignation of his seat in the 
House of Representatives of the United States, and 
taking leave of the House with the kindest expres- 
sions of respect and regard for all its members. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the letter was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. ; 


‘REPORT ON THE ELECTION OF ME tS. 
` The SPEAKER announced that the i =: 
in order was the report of the Committee ec- 
tions, the first question being on the resolution af- 
firming the right of the members elected from the 
State of Mississippi to their seats. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested whether it 
would not be better, before proceeding to the order 
of the day, to dispose of the communications on the 
Speakers table, by referring them to the appropri- 
ate committees. But objections being made by 
several, 

The House proceeded to the order of the day; 
and the question was put on the following resolu- 
tion, no division of it having been called for: 


Resolved, also, That the following members from 
Mississippi, to wit: Jacob Thompson, William H. 
Hammett, R. W. Roberts, and Tilghman M. 
Tucker, have been duly elected, and are entitled to 
seats in this House as members from the State afore~ 
said. 

The yeas and nays having been called through by 
the Clerk, 

Mr. SEMPLE asked, in behalf of the members 


of the committee on the Massachusetts tions, 
that they might be allowed to vote on t ion; 
having, as he said, just come in from th mit- 


tee room. . 
On taking the vote on this motion, it was rejected. 
The SPEAKER then announced the vote on 
the above resolution to be—yeas 97, nays 55, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cross, Cullom, Dana, 
Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fos- 
ter, French, Byrom Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Har- 
alson, Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, and Joseph A. Wright—$97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Belser, Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, 
Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Garrett Da- 
vis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, 

- Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis. Green, Grinnell, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Patterson, 
Peyton, Elisha R, Potter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Summers, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—sé. 


So the members elected from the State of Mis- 
sissippi were declared to be duly entitled to their 
seats. 3 

The question then recurred on the following reso- 
lution: 

“Resolved, also, That the following members from 
Missouri, to wit: John Jameson, John Bower, 
James B. Bowlin, James H. Relfe, and James M. 
Hughes, have been duly elected, and are entitled 
to seats in this House as members from the State 
aforesaid.” 

The yeas and nays were taken on this resolution, 
and resulted as follows: yeas 106, nays 63. 


So the members from Missouri were declared en-. 


titled to their seats 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and said, in connection 
with this subject, he begged leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, further, That the elections of members to 
the House of Representatives of the 28th Congress, 
held respectively in the States of New Hampshire, 
Georgia, ; Mississippi, and Missouri, at the times, 
places, and in the manner prescribed by the legisla- 
tures of said States, are valid, notwithstanding the 
second section of the act, entitled “An act for the 
apportionment of representatives among the several 
States according to the sixth census,” approved June 
25, 1842. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE ag 


7 in rose, when the resdlu- 
ton Bad been read, and said he would barely re- 
mark— * 


Mr. WHITE. rose to a question of order. The 
previous question had been orderéd on the resulu- 
tions just acted upon, and it was not competent for 


the gentleman from Virginia now to move an amend- . 


ment. $ ; 

The SPEAKER said the main question ordered 
under the operation of the previous question, was on 
the resolutions which had been severally passed 


‘upon by the House. 


Mr. WHITE said, then, if the whole question had 
been disposed of, he should like to know how the 
gentleman from Virginia could offer any. amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did not offer his res- 
olution as an amendment, but as an additional reso- 
lution on the same subject. 

Mr. WHITE could not conceive how the gentle~ 
man could now offer any resolution at all. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE was under the impression 
that, after the previous question had been exhausted 
by the adoption of the resolutions on which it was 
ordered, he could offer a further resolution on the 
same subject; and he offered this resolution as an 
additional resolution, and not as an amendment; he 
offered it, too, not only in accordance with his own 
views on the subject to which it relates, but in con- 
formity with the opinions of many of his friends, 
who thought that there should be a direct vote on 
the validity of the elections by general ticket. 

Mr. VANCE objected to the reception of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. WHITE repeated his objection to the course 
proposed to be taken by the gentleman from Vir- 

inia. 
E The SPEAKER sustained the views of the gen- 
teman from Kentucky [Mr. Wmire.] 

Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped there would be no ob- 
jection to the reception of his resolution. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if it would require a 
vote of two-thirds to suspend the rules for the recep- 
tion of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved a suspension of 
the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Mr. WHITE, Mr. MILTON 
BROWN, and others, simultaneously called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted as follows: yeas 111, nays 62, 


YEAS.—Messrs, Anderson, Besrdsley, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Bowlin. Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Cobb, 
Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Drom- 

oole, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, 

yram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, 
Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubar, Hubbell, 
Hughes, J. B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslin, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Matthews, Moore, Jo- 
seph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 
Robinson, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, J. T. Smith, T. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod. Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thomson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—il l. 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Carroll, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, G. Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Foot, Frick, W. 
Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. John- 
son, Daniel P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B, Smith, 
Stephens, Summers, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, and Winthrop—é2. : 


_ So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. Be 


Mr. A. V. BROWN moved ‘that the Committee 
of the Whole on the. state of the Union be dis- 
charrged from the further consideration of the bill 
(No. 1) which proposes to repeal the second sec- 
tion of the apportionment act. : 

The SPEAKER remarked that such a motion 
could only only be entertained by unanimous con- 
sent. ; 

Mr. BROWN then moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to make the motion. - 

_ And upon. suspending the rules, the yeas were 
ordered, and being taken, resulted, as. follows—yeas 
102, nays 73: : 


nies 


-< Two-thirds not-voting in the affirmative, 
were not suspended. BOO CREI 

Mr. HAMMETT asked and obtained’ leave: to 
present a memorial from certain citizens of Natchez, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval:Af. 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. PE DE 
_Mr. LEVY asked- permission to- ofiera resolu- 
tion, calling on the Secretary ‘of State to furnish to 
the House such information’as might-be iw his pos- 
session respecting the late-demand on the ‘part of 
British government, for the surrender: of ‘certain 
criminals in the Territory of Florida, under the 10th 
article of the treaty of Washington. "0:0 +> : 

Mr. ADAMS observed that this was an inguiry 
which, it poatred to him, should: be made-with the 
usual qualification, and not of the Secretary of Staite, 
but of the President of the United States. ` It should 
bea request to the President, to communicate to 
this House such information, if nòt- inconsistent 
with the public interests. 

Mr. LEVY modified. his resolution in accordance 
with the suggestion of Mr. Anams; and it was then 
adopted. ` 

A message from the President of the United. 
TA was delivered to the Speaker by Robert Ty- 

er, esq. 

Me. STEENROD moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to receive reports from committees 
which would not give rise to debate. 

Upon this motion, the yeas and nays were de 
manded, but not ordered. 

A division being called for, the votes were count- 
ed, and reported by the Speaker to be—yeas 97, 
nays 41. The rules were accordingly suspended. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


A bill was reported from the Committee of Claims 
for the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the. 
Whole, and made the order of the day ‘for to- 
morrow; and the bill and report were ordered to be 

rinted. ‘ ; 
p Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made several reports; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed, , 

Mr. VANCE also reported a bill for the relief of 
William Latrobe and others; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH, froni the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports in several cases; 
which reports were laid upon the table and ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. STEPHENS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of James E. Watson; which was. read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and made the order of the day for to-morrow; and 
the accompanying report was ordered to be. printed. 

Mr. S. also reported a bill for the relief of Charles 
M. Gibbs; which was read. twice, and referred. to 
the Committee of the Whole to-morrow, and the 
report ordered to lie on thefable and to be printed. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committce on 
Commerce, reported a bill, which was read twice, and 
referred to the. Committee of the Whole, andthe 
bill and report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on ‘Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Lewis Eldridge; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. : : 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made an unfavorable report on the 
resolution.of the House, directing said committee to 
inquire into the expediency of abolishing the office 
of keeper of the public archives in Florida. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
consideration of. that portion of the jont resolutions 
of the legislature of ndiana, which related to the 
subject of a reduction of postages; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. : 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill to amend the act entitled “An 
act to discontinue the offices of the surveyors gen~ 
eral, in certain land districts, as soon as their sur- 
veys are completed: read twice and referred. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the same committee, reported 
abill to permit actual settlers on the public lands to 
enter an additional quarter section: read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the same committee, to-which 
had been referred the bill giving the assent of Con- 


gress to the sale ‘of ‘certain galt springs, in the State 
“of Michigan, reported the same without amend- 


ment. ate HG 
_ Mr.. DAVIS of Indiana presented instructions 
from six hundred citizens of Daviess county, Indiana, 
upon the subject. of the Wabash and Erie canal: 
laid on the table. ` “ 
_Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
~to which the subject had been referred, madé a re- 
port accompanied by a bill to authorize the selec- 
tion of certain school lands in the Territories of 
Florida, Iowa, and Wisconsin: read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole, and the re- 
port ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. MeCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize repay- 
ment for lands sold by the United States without 
authority: read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill toamend the act entitled an act to car- 
ry into effect, in the States of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi, the existing compacts in regard to the five per 
cent. fund and school reservations: read twice, and 
referred. 

Mr. C., also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill to authorize the governor 
of Arkansas to make a selection of certain salt 
springs belonging to said State, reported the same 
back to the House without amendment; and, ; 

“On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House; and the bill and 
report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the memorial of 
Kennan and George W. Manypenny, made a report 
thereon; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DAVID S. REID, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of 
Thompson and others, of Alabama; which was laid 
on thé table at the suggestion of Mr. Houston, who 
said that he wished to contest the report in the 
House. 

Mr. R., also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Adam S. Mills; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


ouse. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of the heirs 
of James Reeside. 

It was impossible (he said) for any standing com- 
mittee of the House to wade through the voluminous 
and complicated accounts connected with this case. 
It ought (he said) to be referred either to a select 
committee, or to the proper accounting officers of 
the government. He, however, for the present, 
moved to lay the subject on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that this subject 
be referred to a special committee. 

After some conversation, in which Mr. WIL- 
KINS, Mr. C, J, INGERSOLL, Mr. SAUNDERS, 
and Mr. STEENROD took part, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consideration 
of this subject, and it was referred to a select com- 
mittee of five persons; and the report of the Judici- 
ary Committee was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Robert C. Ward; which 
was read twice and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole House; and the bill and the report were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the same committee, report- 
ed adversely on a memorial from the bar of St. 
Louis, preying for a law requiring the holding of a 
term of the circuit court in October of each year at 
that place for the fair, full, and final transaction of 
business as at the April term. The committee was 
discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. FRENCH also made various adverse reports 
from the Committee on the Judiciary; and the com- 
mittee was discharged from their further consider- 
ation. 

“ Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Walter S. 
Cannon, and another; which were read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill granting a pension to Milly, 
an Indian woman of the Creek nation; which was 
read twice and committed, 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported a bill for the relief of George Wallace; 
which was read twice and committed. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. COLES, from the. Committee on. Military 


_ Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the memorial of —— Freeman, of the 
Marine Corps; which was agreed to. 2 

.Mr. HARDIN, from the same committee, report- 
ed back abill, which had been referred to- that com- 
mittee with an amendment; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made several adverse reports, and the 


committee was discharged from their further-consid- ; 


eration. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the same committee, — 


made a like motion, with the same result. 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill making an appro- 
priation to carry into effect the defining of the 
boundaries between Texas and the United States; 


‘which was read twice and commitied tothe Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of various memo- 
rials; which was agreed to. 

Mr. I. also made a report from the same 
committee on various memorials on- the subject of 
a more economical management of our foreign mis- 
sions: ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Parker, widow of 
Joseph Parker. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

A bill for the relief of John Rose. 

Mr. STEENROD, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making compensation to pension 
agents; which was read twice and committed. 

The SPEAKER now announced that the hour 
had expired for which the rules were suspended. 

Mr. DUNCAN hoped he should be permitted to 
make a report with which he was charged. 


Mr. BOYD moved that the rules be suspended 
for the reception of reports from committees that 
would not give rise to debate; and the motion was 

reed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill making an appropriation 
to defray the expense of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Wisconsin, for the year 1844; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, obtained the discharge of that committee 
from the further consideration of several memorials. 

Mr. MORRIS and Mr. ALBERT SMITH made 
like motions, with the same result. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Denham; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report in. the case of 
William Kellar. The report was ordered to be 
printed. f 

Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief Owen 
Strong; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and the bill and report were ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. JAMESON, the Committee on 
Public Lands were discharged from the further 
consideration of certain resolutions of the legislature 
of Missouri. 


Mr. JAMESON reported a substitute for bill No. 
5; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Joint Committee on the 
Library, reported a joint resolution; which was 
read three times, and passed. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, asked to be discharged fromthe further 
consideration of the memorial of Thomas Allen; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Richard Ellis; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House adjourn. 
Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 


ant 


| manded and ordered; and. being taken, resulted as 


follows—yeas 75, nays 61. : 

And at ten minutes past 3-0 clock, 

The House adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions .présented to~- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the: members 
presenting them: z i 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: Petition of Beverly 
Chew and others, survivors of Beale’s rifle compa- 
ny, of Louisiana: referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. ` 

By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: Petition of Field- 
ing S. Brown for a pension for disability incurred in 
the service of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the memorial of 
Reuben H. Grant, agent of Jubal B. Hancock, pro- 
testing against the confirmation of the claim of Ala- 
batcha, a Choctaw Indian woman: referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: Memorial of James M. Tem- 

leton and many others, practical engineers of- St. 

ouis, Missouri, in support of the objects of ‘the 
memorial of the engineers of Cincinnati, heretofore 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FARLEE: Petition of A. W. Hoyt and 
37 others of the county of Sussex, State of New 
Jersey, and county of Orange, in the State of New 
York, for a post road from Deckertown, in said 
county of Sussex, to Minisink post office, in said 
county of Orange: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Memorial of J.C. Hillibert 
and 179 others of Clarke county, Illinois, asking an 
appropriation of certain refuse lands for the com- 
petion of the national thoroughfare between. the 

akes and the Ohio, by the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Wabash. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: Petition of citizens of 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Erie. 

By Mr. HOGE: Petition and accompany docu- 
ments of Mary H. Hogue, widow of Samuel L. 
Hogue, deceased, praying relief from a judgment re- 
covered by the United States against the estate of 
the said Samuel L. Hogue: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. Petition of William C. Bost- 
wick and one hundred and forty other citizens of 
the city of Galena, in the State of Illinois, prayin 
the establishment of a maile route from the sai 
city of Galena, via Bellview to Andrew, in the 
county of Jackson and Territory of Iowa: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Petition of David Jewett and seventy-one other citi- - 
zens of the State of Illinois, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Pekatomia, in the coun- 
ty of Winnebago, to Rock Grove, in the county of 
Stephenson, in said State of Illinois: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Petition of D. Edgerton and 81 other citizens of 
Knox county, in the State of Illinois, praying the 
abolition of the franking privilege, and the reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Offices and Post Roads. Peti- 
tion of Joy Sperry, Isaac Richards, and 51 other 
citizens of the counties of McDonough and Han- 
cock, in the State of Illinois, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Macomb in McDonough 
county, via Blandensville, La Harpe, Camp creek, 
Pontoome, and Appanooce to Nauvoo, in said conn- 
ty of Hancock: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OWEN: Memorial of Jacob Hester- 
man and 229 other citizens of the United States, 
and residents of Dubois county, Indiana, in the Ger- 
man language, praying an appropriation of unsold 
lands in the Vincennes land district, to"complete the 
thoroughfare from Lake Erie to the Ohio river, by 
improvement of the Wabash river. Memorial of 
William Davis and 29 others, to the same effect. 
Memorial of William Whittlesey and 40 others, 
prayinga similar appropriation of land to complete 
the same thoroughfare by the completion of the 
Wabash and Erie Canal. 

By Mr. HARPER: Petition of Daniel M. Adams 
and 58 other citizens, of the counties of Knox, 
Franklin and Licking, Ohio, praying a reduction 
of the present rates of postage, &c. 

By Mr. GEORGE W. JONES: Petition of John 
W. Custer for pay fora horse lost inthe Florida 
war: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: Petition of Peter Lardlaw, 
register of land office at New Orleans, praying to 
be allowed office rent. i 


By Mr. DANA: Petition of: seventy-four citizens 
of Tompkins and Chemung counties, Néw York, 
for.a post route from Ithaca to. Havana. Petition of 
one hundred and sixty-six citizens of Hector, New 
York, for the abolition of the franking privilege, and 
reduction of postage: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads.. . . 

- By Mr. YOST: Petition of Susanna Warner, of 
Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, -praying for a 

ension in consideration-of the services of her late 
rushand in the revolutionary war: referred he# 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr.. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of sundry 
citizens of St. Clair, and other counties, in Illinois, 
praying a change in the mail route from Shawnee- 
town. to Bellville: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

-By.Mr. BRODHEAD: Petition signed by forty 
citizens of Warren and Carbon counties, in Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a mail 
route from Stroudsburg, the seat of justice of Monroe 
county, via Snydersville, Fennersville, crossing the 
‘Wilkesburg turnpike, at or near Joseph Altemose’s 
mill, thence through:the townships of Ross and 
lower Towamensing, to the Lehigh Water Gap, a 
distance of thirty-three miles. 


IN. SENATE. 
Fripay, February 16, 1844. 


Mr. BARROW presented a memorial from Jas. 
McPharlan, late physician of the naval hospital at 
New Orleans, praying to be paid a certain sum of 
money improperly withheld from him by the ac- 
counting officers of the treasury: referred to ja 
mittee on Claims. j 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Com 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the furthé¥ con- 
sideration of the petition of Charles S. Williamson, 
and leave was granted to the petitioner to withdraw 
his petition, for the purpose of testing his claim toa 
pension under existing law, before the proper de- 
partment. 

_Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Susan Brown, the widow of a deceased naval offi- 
cer, praying that the pension which she received for 
the services of her husband, until the year 1838, 
may be restored to her: referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition signed by 
Solon Miller and other citizens of Lim county, 
Missowi, asking Congress to establish a post office 
at Sigler’s mills, in that county: referred to the 
ommittee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, on the subject 
of the consular system of China, urging that those 
appointed as consuls in the ports there may be given 
salaries: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which hes one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the President ofthe United States be 
requested to furnish to the Senate a copy of the re- 
port recently made by Captain Cram, of the corps 
of topographical engineers, upon the survey of the 
liarbor of St. Tsouis, with its accompanying charts, 
maps, plans, and estimates. 


Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Wareham Kingsley, praying for an invalid pension; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

On motion, it was ordered, that, when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


On motion by Mr. BAGBY, the bill (which, a 
few days ago, on his motion, was laid on the table) 
providing for the settlement of the Pea Patch island, 
ia the river Delaware, was taken up for considera- 
tion; the question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BAGBY remarked that it had been his in- 
tention, when he moved to lay the bill on the table, 
to enter into the discussion of its merits; but since 
that time, and after an examination of the whole 
question, he was satisfied of the propriety of the 
vote he should give. He would therefore decline 
prolonging a discussion upon it, as he had no desire 
to consume the lime of the Senate, and no expecta- 
tion that any farther discussion on it would have the 
effect to change the vote he should give. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. $ ~ 3 

Mr. BUCHANAN -presented a memorial from 


Evelina Porter, the widow. of David Porter, fort 
erly & captain in: the navy of the United States; and 
late minister resident of the United States at Con- 
stantinople, representing that Congress refused to 
grant him an outfit as minister. [Mr. B. believed 
that a bill passed the Senate for that purpose, orice or 
twice; but that it was ¢ither defeated, or-not acted 
upon in ‘the House.]. The memorialist also” states 
that whilst her husband-was in the naval service of 
the country, he contributed largely to the naval pen- 
sion fund; and asks that Congress. will. place her 
name on the list of pensioners, on the same footing as 
the widows of other. officers of equal rank, who 
died in. the service of the . United States. On mo- 
tion by Mr. B., the part of the memorial relating to 
the outfit, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and the other portion to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. B. also presented a memorial from P. S. Lit- 
tle, and 25 other citizens of Northampton county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a law ex- 
empting canal hoats employed in the coal trade; and 
in transporting merchandise, from paying coasting 
licenses: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill to confirm the survey and location of 
lands in the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, 
and south of the 31st degree of latitude, was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole, on numerous 
amendments reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


Mr. HENDERSON said it was the same bill 
which passed the Senate before, without any 
change or modification whatever. It was sim- 
ply a bill to confirm the survey made by 
the government of the United States in the dis- 
trict of country in Mississippi lying south of the 
31st degree of north latitude, across that State 
from the border of Louisiana, to the border of Ala- 
bama. There were about four hundred claims to 
be settled under the bill—claims of those settled 
there, who failed or did not show written evidence 
of title, or did not succeed in establishing their titles 
under a former act of Congress. The land, he said, 
was not wortha resurvey, inasmuch as the lands 
have been so long occupied by the claimants, a re- 
survey of them would be a source of great annoy- 
ance and alarm. The committee thought it would be 
better to confirm the surveys as they are. The bill had 
received the sanction of the parties informally, and 
the plan proposed by it was the most proper and 
economical mode that could be siges ieh, 

The several amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands were then agreed to. 

Mr. KING was apprehensive that the third sec- 
tion of the bill, which allowed those who were dis- 
satisfied with the present survey to have a resurvey 
of their tract, would be productive of the expenses 
and evils the bill was intended to guard against; and 
moved to strike out; but after afew remarks by 
Messrs. WOODBRIDGE and HENDERSON, in 
explanation, which partly removed the objection, he 
withdrew the motion. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the amendments were concurred in; and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The engrossed bill to authorize a sarvey of the 
mouth of Red river, and for other purposes, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the message of the 
President of the United States, covering a communi- 
cation from the governor of Kentucky, on the sub- 
ject of authorizing a publication of a digest of the 
décisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
was taken from the table, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT—-THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Finance 
Committee to postpone indefinitely the bill intro- 
duced by Mr. McDurrie to reduce the rates of du- 
ties under the present tariff to the standard of the 
compromise act. g 

Mr. PHELPS addressed the Senate in support of 
the tariff for two hours. He said he could not 
agree with the views of the honorable senator from 
Maine, in regard to discussion on this subject being 
either useless or a waste of time. Tiwas certainly a 
subject on which nothing new could be advanced on 
either side; nor was it possible, by protracted con- 
sideration, to impart to any member of the Senate 
information relating to it that he was not before pos- 
sessed of.. But there were other reasons for cone 
tinuing ‘the discussion. The matter was, to their 
constituents, of the deepest importance; and he 


: Senate might come tö, would:have-t 


_ conviction that- their constituents -were i 


; me 
the great mass of. the. ‘American: people, ‘who wouid 
affix to it the séal-of assent or disapproval when ‘the? 
time arrived. for. thea. to pronounce -judginenit- on 


their: representatives... -It was, therefore, from- the 
fed to 


know their reasonis-for voting ‘on: thie: h : 
portant-question, that he was in favor of fall. and 
free discussion. The honorable senator from South 
Carolina described the-bill of 1842 as pregnant with 
absolute and inevitable ruin;, while he,:on theiother : 
hand, viewed it as ‘essential to thë salvation‘and háp- 
piness of the country. That honorable: senator 
also. stated it to be a: fouland faithless. violation 
of. the compromise act of 1833. ‘This: was:strong 
language; but when it fell on -his ear, it struck:him 
as coming warmly from the heart, in the heat of the 
moment, without meaning as much as the words, if 
deliberately used, would convey. He (Mr. P.) was 
one of those who voted for the act of 1842; and the 
more he reflected on that vote, the more he felt gatis« 
fied with it. He was convinced that the opinions 
of gentlemen opposed to that act, that. it’ conflicted 
with the compromise act, were not founded on fact. 
The compromise act was framed, in the first instance, 
to provide for our home interests, and for the pay- 
ment of cash duties. So far, there waa no difer- 
ence, as the act of 1842 retained the same provis- 
ions. Again: the compromise act provided for the 
imposition of duties sufficient to meet the national - 
expenditure, but no further. ‘The amount authors 
ized to be levied by the compromise act was limited 
toa bare sufficiency to. meet the actual wants ‘of 
government; and he would ask, does any gentleman ` 
preten to say that the amount of revenue under the - 

ill of 1842 transcends the sum thus allowed by the 
former bill? He need not say that, under the opera- - 
tion of the tariff, the treasury was not overflowing; 
nor was there, under it, more duties levied than was ` 
barely sufficient for carrying on the operations ‘of. 
the government. In fact, there was not enough col- 
lected; if there was, the government would not be, as 
it now was, in debt. The compromise act provided 
for the gradual reduction of duties, from 40 per - 
cent. downwards. Now this clause, from its own ` 
nature, became a dead letter. The bill had no pow- 
er to enforce itself, and became exhausted by its 
own operations. i ve 

This gradual reduction brought down the duties 
from June, 1840, to 20 per cent.; and there, it was 
contended by the opponents of the tariff, they should’ 
remain, without alteration or revision; and what 
argument was offered for so leaving them guarded 
against future legislation? Nothing more nor less than 
that the bill of 1833 sowilled it. Attempting to im» 
prove or alter the bill of 1833 was, then, the only mana 
ner in which the bill of 1842 conflicted with it; and 
this narrowed the question down to whether one ` 
Congress has the power to repeal or amend a law 
passed by its predecessors? [f such a doctrine was 
admitted, all laws became a nullity, if not worse, 
inasmuch as no improvements called for by change 
of time or cireumstance,. dare be introduced: or 
advocated. No senator, he felt certain, was pre- 
pared to insist on the power of limiting the legislas ` 
tive functions of his successor. Such a doctrine 
would go so far to trammel legislatures in- the ex- 
ercise of their constitutional duties, that no inde‘ 
pendent man would be found to solicit the suffrages” 
of the people. 

He was at a loss to know on what ground, or by 
what authority, he, as a member of the ‘Senate, 
could be prohibited from voting for the repeal of the 
compromise, or any other subsequent act, which he 
conscientiously believed, for the common weal, to’ 
require change or amendment. He wished to know 
on what grounds the gentlemen advocating the 
compromise act: based their efforts to attach to that 
act a character of sanctity which would prohibit 
action of the legislature on it. In what consisted 
its sacredness? When passed, it was not declared 
binding on future legislators not to repeal or reverse 
it. It was considered at the momentan act of ne- 
cessity, and passed midst a conflict of opinions; and 
was then,as it continued, no more than any other 
act on the statute book of the United States, sub- 
ject to such repeal, revisions, or alterations as. the 
wisdom of future legislators might adopt. It held 
not the same character as a bill involving private 
contested rights, the very nature of which would 
render legislative action on it ggal and unalterable, < 
It was not a measure carried bY*unanimous consent; 


* 


muta maj 
different, and -to 


bound, submitted. 


, Ehe senator from 
and he thought. unnecessarily, € 
was: framed with a: view to. protection. There was 
no: argument required to show that. ° He (Mr. P.) 
avowed that it. was-framed. expressly., to. protect 
ahd. encourage the industry of the-country; he would 
go further, and assert, openly and ‘without. qualifica- 
tion, that he would vote for no measure that disre- 
_garded or was adverse to this protection. 
The subject was, he admitted,-a complicated one, 
_and was presented to the: public in such a variety of 
forms, that it was difficult to -know which to grap- 
le with first. In one section of the country it was 
eld up.as being protective, and should be there- 
fore eschewed; in another:section, it was not protec- 


tive enough, and consequently deserving condemna- - 


tion: elsewhere it was described as unconstitutional; 
but on what grounds, he was at a loss to know. 
‘When the constitution was adopted, this question 
was well and maturely considered; and he believed 
that. the power of Congress then granted to impose 
duties for the protection-of industry and commerce, 
though the wants of the treasury did not require it, 
had never been disputed. An unlimited power to 
do. so was then. tranferred to government by the 
States, in as extensive a sense as their several legis- 
lative powers couldcon vey it; and from that transfer, 
authorized by the constitution, is the power still 
held. Mr. P. went on to show that neither the 
framers of the constitution nor the States expressed 
any wish, or had the remotest idea, of limiting or 
abridging that power—a power which, from its very 
nature, was conducive to the advancement of com- 
merce, which was invariably blended with prosperi- 
ty of revenue. The question as to whether Congress 
had the power to impose duties solely for protection, 
without any regard to revenue, was, at the present 
day, a matter of speculation more than argument. 
He was satisfied that an amount arising from duties 
imposed with proper discrimination to supply the 
wants of government, and leaving no surplus, would 
be sufficient for the protection of the agricultural and 
manufacturing interests; and he had doubts that, if 
the amount transcended these limits, the effect would 
be, in the end, injurious. The honorable senator 
from South Carolina also approves of discr:mina- 
tion, and he is so far right; bat he does not go far 
enough, as he confines his discrimination to one 
clasa, and does not go for the benefit of all. The 
horizontal tariff which that gentleman advocates 
was, he (Mr. P.) felt convinced, impracticable, It 
never was put in practice, and he was certain it 
never would be. Hesupposes that a settled duty of 20 
per cent. will produce as much as a duty of 40 per 
cent.; so that, so far as the revenue is concerned, 
there is, in his opinion, no choice. He advocates 
low duties for the benefit of commercial operations. 
He is sensitive for our commercial prosperity; but 
we ask him to extend his views, and not shut out 
the agricultural and manufaeturing interests from all 
share in his proposed benefits. The principle on 
which he acts is right, only it stops half way, taking 
care of but one interest, and leaving all the others to 
do for themselves. Our commerce (Mr. P. arauen) 
was at all timéS the most favored branch; it at all 
times experienced the special protection of govern- 
ment; and if, in the revdlsions which happened of 


late years, it received any injury, it was from the 


system of reciprocity, and not protection. 

Mr. P. then entered into a history of the causes 
which led to the bill of 1842. The country had just 
possed through a political revolution, which had 
shaken it to its centre; domestic industry was crush- 
ed; commerce was laid prostrate; trade had ceased; 
the resources of the nation were dried up, and the 
people were in a state of actual bankruptcy. ‘Those 
chargeable with the bill of 1842 met under the hea- 
vy responsibility imposed on them by the expecta- 
tions and demands of the country; they felt their 
mission was to rescue her from approaching ruin; 
to restore her interests, give new life to her industry, 
and remedy the evils which had sprung up under 
mistaken legislation, Had they failed to do so, or 
disappointed the expectations of these who sent 
them, they would have been hurled from their seats; 
they knew that their heads (politically speaking) 
depended on their actjgn; and, knowing that, they 


ka 
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the’specie possible, and lock it up in government 


vaults, leaving the country, with her commercial 
agricultural, and manufacturing interests, to do for 
themselves. 
. Gentlemen on the other side described the dis- 
tresses of the country at the period before alluded to, 
as having been caused by overtrading, and so far 
they were right; but it was not overtading in domes- 
tic produce. It was by overtrading in the importa- 
tion of foreign goods; for which they contracted 
debts that it was not in their power to meet. These 
foreign debts were the evil which left the banks 
no alternative but to close their doors and suspend 
payments, or become bankrupt at once. It was to 
meet those evils, and to avert anational bankruptcy, 
that the bill of 1842 was originaly framed; and that 
it had accomplished its purpose he felt satisfied. 
There was not much heard now, though there was a 
great deal said then, about State debts—those debis 
which brought the country to the verge of ruin. If 
the States, when they borrowed those vast amounts, 
had brought the money into the country, they would 
have been provided with means to meet their pay- 
ments as they came due; but instead of the money 
those large loans were received in calicoes and other 
perishable fabrics, which, in a few months, were 
worn out and left nothing to show for two hundred 
millions of dollars of State debts. Some said that 
all these distresses arose from the removal of the de- 
posites; but although he allowed that was a danger- 
ous experiment one mischievous in the last degree, 
et he could not admit it was the origin of the evils 
which followed. No, the withdrawing the deposites 
was only the first shock, that proved the foundation 
of credit to be undermined. The first and great 
error was in enabling foreigners to impose on us 
perishable fabrics in lieu of money; and this being 
the origin, the policy of the bill of 1842 was to take 
the evil by the root, and by protective legislation 
prevent a similar recurrence. It required not the 
authority of Adam Smith, or the importation of En- 
glish or Scotch books, to show the necessity in this 
country for distribution of labor; and the bill of 
1842 went to open and encourage a new field of in- 
dustry to a surplus agricultural population. 

The best way of examining the subject was to look 
at things as they actually existed. If gentlemen who 
rely more on theory than experience or facts chose to 
indulge themselves with speculative viéws, let them 
But still the facts and the results of experi- 
ence would remain unchanged; and they had all 
combined to prove that the act of 1842 had effected 


two material improvements: first, in the condition of | 


the country, by giving employment to its industrial 
labor; and next, by curtailing the expenditures of 
the country on foreign productions of labor. The 
true principle deduced from experience was applica- 
bie to nations, as well as to individuals; and that 
was, to produce as much as you can by industry, 
and keep your expenditures within your meana. 
There must, however, as regards nations, be an equi- 
table distribution of industry to varied pursuits: it 
would not do to devote the greatest portion of labor 
to one pursuit. The great evil of this country 
was, that too much of its labor was devoted 
to one pursuit—that of agriculture. To correct this 
evil, the protective policy would prove efficient, by 
diverting some of the excess of labor from agricul- 
ture to new pursuits, creating new sources of nar 
tional wealth, i 

While it increases our sources of production, its 
tendency ia, in the same ratio, to reduce our ex- 
penditures abroad. The denunciation of the pro- 
tective policy was, then, the denunciation of econo- 
my; for true economy, as he said before, is to produce 
most, and keep our expenditures within our means. 
To make a nation flourish, the means of prosperity 
must be given to its people. Gentlemen on the 
other side asked, “were we to destroy the foreign 
market, and rely alone upon the paltry home mar- 
ket we could raise up??? The friends of the protect- 
ive policy designed neither the one nor the other. 


“They relie 


Mat 


“balance of 


*o 


' view of another state of the case. 


Of the act‘of 1842as the means:to ani- 
he? commerce: of the: country, and ‘turn the 
dé in:-its favor. ‘They anticipated no 
such: effect as the exclusion of imports; for they 
only- looked to the-restriction-of their excess—a re- 
striction: necessary: to'-restore the economy of the 
country, and encourage its home industry., What 
the country had: suffered from excessive imports, . 
was a warning to guard against such causes of em- 
barrassment for the future. . 

YY had been‘ the experience. of the world since 


ce had its origin; but this: that a country 
whiewproduces ‘nothing can export nothing, and 
consequently can import nothing? .Even a country 
that produces only one thing,- never can be a great 
exporting and importing country. Then take a 
What has made 

England the great and extraordinary nation she is, . 
but her commerce? And how did:she acquire such 
a commerce? She acquired her pre-eminence in 
every respect by means of her steady adherence to 
the protective policy. This gave effect to the ele- 
ments of greatness which she possessed in the di- 
versity of her pursuits of productiveness. She pro- 
tected her agriculture, her manufactures, her navi- 
gation, and all her interests; and we see the results 
in her present pre-eminence. If we, too, study to 
promote and sustain our commerce, we can devise 
no more certain means of doing itthan that of our 
present protective policy. We must encourage di- 
versity of pursuits, and give to labor a reward 
sufficient not only for its maintenance, but to 
leave a surplus for expenditures on something 
beyond the necessaries of life—on the comforts, 
if n e luxuries, which yield your revenue. 
W. have placed your people in this condi- 
tio ay, with more safety, be left to them- 
selv egulate the exchangeable value of their 
various productions. Contrast this condition with 
that in which they were placed by your approach 
to a free-trade policy. Then the country was over- 
flowed with foreign importations, and the people 
had not the means to purchase them. ‘They had to 
be returned unsold, because the people were too 
poor to consume them. Now, the protective poli- 
cy is to insure the people the ability to become 
consumers of a due proportion of foreign imports. 
There would be the difference between the two sys- 
tems of,policy. But the evil effects did not fall on 
foreign Imports alone, when the people were not 
able to buy them; these effects extended to our own 
agriculture; for the people being poor, could not 
purchase or consume, at former prices, the beef, 
pori butter, lard, and other products, which they 

ad been in the habit of consuming. The prices- 
of these articles fell one-half—in some instances to 
one-quarter. These were facts—this was experi- 
ence. We needed no theories of political econo- 
mists on those points, for we could see them with 
our own eyes. 

One of the rules generally adopted was, that the 
amount of a nation’s exports determines the amount 
of its imports; and the greater the amount you im- 
port, the greater will be the amount of your exports. 
Admitting that to be a well-founded rule, did not 
gentlemen see the inevitable consequence with ree 
gard to the protective system? It was quite obvious 
that the more you can diversify your labor so as to 
produce the greatest variety of desirable articles of 
production for other markets, the more you increase 
your ability to export, and, consequently, your 
ability to import. E 

The senator from South Carolina complains that 
the effect of the act of 1842 has been to reduce our 
uperis, Suppose it has: was there not a groat 


evil in excessive importation, which it was necessary 
to correct? Jf, in correcting this evil, we can, at the 
same time, bring into new life and vigor our own 
industry, do we not confer a double benefit on the 
country? Would the senator have us find a remedy 
for the excessive imports which plunged the country 
in debt to foreign capitalists, in the encouragement of 
a stili larger excess of importations and indebtedness? 
What have we lost by curtailing the foreign im- 
ports? Suppose we have cut off forty millions of 
the foreign supply: can we not, if necessary, fill up 
the vacancy by forty millions, the production of our 
own industry? andcan we not thereby prevent the 
expenditure of forty millions of our means abroad 
on foreign labor?—making a difference of eighty mil- 
lions to this country. Butthe benefits would not be 
confined to this limit; for, if our manufacturing sys- 
tem could, by this policy, be built up to that eleva- 
tion which our facilities authorized, might we not 
become exporters of manufactured fabrics to yar 


rious ‘parts’ of the world? Had- we not actually 
already made a. beginning with regard to our cotton 
cloths? We now send our manufactures to China, 
in exchange for what we used to pay Spanish dol- 
lars for. Tnstead of sending specie to China, for 
such of its productions as we want, we now send 
the fabrics made by our own industrial labor. So 
it is with regard to South America. And why 
not enlarge the sphere of our commerce in this 
way with every part of the world? — 

he senator from New Hampshire imagines that, 
if we make a home market for cotton, we issa-* 
rily destroy the market for itabroad. it was a’great 
error to suppose the one a consequence of the other. 
Before we encouraged and protected the growth of 
sugar in this country, we exchanged our agricul- 
tural products with the West India islands, so that 
our exports and imports approximated in value. 
Since the protective policy had been adopted, our 
imports from the West Indies fell off rapidly; but 
did that diminish our exports? Not at all. We 
now actually export to the West Indies products 
amounting to $3,204,346, and only take in exchange 
$826,000 of their Produces receiving, for the bal- 
ance, money or credits on England. « 

Mr. P. went into a variety of details and statis- 
tics to prove that the quantity of our agricultural 
products consumed by England and her dependen- 
cies was extremely trifling in comparison with the 
whole amount of our agricultural productions. He 
contended that it only amounted to a one-hundreth 
part; and that Massachusetts alone consumed more 
of the products of other States than Great Britain 
and her dependencies took all together. 

The policy of this country was to seek out new 
markets for Ker productions; and if nonegguld be 
found abroad, to create a market at home. “MEE. 

Mr. P., in conclusion, expressed his conviction 
that no apprehensions need be entertained that a dis- 
position to an extent or in the slightest degree alarm- 
ing, could ever arise in this country to dissolve the 
Union. The tendencies supposed by some to point 
that way, were few, and confined to the opinions of 
individuals merely, who did not themselves expect 
or seek that result. He had equally little apprehen- 
sions of the fanaticism which had infected a trivial 
part of the North. There was an attachment to the 
Union which never could be overcome. Individuals 
may talk, threaten, and bluster; but that man did 
not exist who could dare to raise his hand, in this 
country, for the dismemberment of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 16, 1644. 


The journal having been read and approved— 

Mr. WINTHROP announced the presence of 
J. P. Kewxepy, member elect from a district of the 
State of Maryland. The usual oath was adminis- 
tered, and Mr, K. took his seat. 

Mr. WELLER proposed to correct the journal, 
so that it should be stated that the question of the 
right of the members from Missouri and Missis- 
sippi was taken upon each State, and not upon 
each individual; because a division of the question 
by individuals was not proposed by any one. The 
correction was accordingly made. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
owing execntive communications: 

A letter from the treasurer of the United States 
transmitting the accounts of the services of the Post 
Office Department forthe year ending the Ist of 
July, 1843. f . 

Another, transmitting a report upon the claim of 
the legal representatives of Robert C. Jennings, 
James Roddy, and Robert B. Carter, against the 
United States. 

One from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statements of the expenditures of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery since its establishment to the 
present time; unpaid claims against said bureau; 
copies of contracts for supplying the navy with but- 
ter and cheese; and a statement of the expenditure 
for the sick in each of the naval hospitals and naval 
stations. 

Also, another transmitting a statement of the ex- 
penditures of the Florida squadron whilst under the 
command of Lieutenant John T. McLaughlin, and 
the statement of his accounts as purser for the same 
squadron; the number of men in the sqaron, the 
charges of misconduct against the said Lieutenant 
John T. MeLanghlin; and a copy of the proceeedings 


- of the court martial which tried Lieutenant R, Tan- 


- 


sill, of the United States-marine corps. ote 

„A. letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a statement of the appropriations for the 
naval service on the 20th June; 1843. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, trans- 
mitting his annual report of the operations of the 
Patent Office for the year 1843. ; 

INSANE ASYLUM. 


The- bill ‘from: the Senate, providing for the sup- 
ort of the insane asylum in the District ef Colum- 


ia, was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The bill from the Senate, changing the times of 
holding the courts at Clarksburg and Wheeling, in 
the western district of Virginia, and the circuit courts 
of the United States for the district of Arkansas, 
was read; and then, after being carried through the - 
usual forms, was passed. 


SALT SPRINGS. 


The bill giving the assent of Congress to the sale 
or other disposition of certain salt springs and min- 
eral lands, heretofore granted to the State of Michi- 
gan, was read the third time and passed. 


MASSACHUSETTS RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. GILMER asked leave of the House to make 
a report; and, in doing so, begged leave to state that 
it was from a portion of the committee raised on the 
resolutions of the legislature of Massachusetts pro- 
posing a change of the constitution. It wasa long 
time since referred to that committee; and this morn- 
ing they came to the conclusion, by adeliberate vote, 
that it was inexpedient for Congress to recommend 
to the States the change of constitution proposed by 
the legislature of Massachusetts. They also adopt- 
ed a resolution authorizing any member or mem- 
bers of the committee to assign their reasons in an 
argumentative report sustaining the grounds on 
which the committee came to a decision on the sub- 
ject Under this authority, therefore, he asked 
eave of the House to report the views of a portion 
of the members of the committee. : 

The report being received by general consent— 

Mr. GILMER moved that it Pe laid on the table. 
He expected that other reports would be made by 
other members of the committee, and perhaps ìt 
would not be fair to ask for the printing of this re- 
port in advance of others. He therefore moved that 
this report be laid on the table, and printed with the 
others when they came in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON presented the proceed- 
ings of a military convention in the State of New 
York, asking, among other things, the abolition of 
the Military Academy at West Point, and to apply 
the money expended upon it to the instruction of 
the militia: referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


Mr. WELLER called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
before the House was the Report of the Committee 
on the Rules, on which the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Sevrrance] had the foor. 


Mr. SEVERANCE observed that he did not pro- 
pose to occupy the time of the House in dwelling 
on the origin, history, and importance of the right 
of petition; nor did he deem it necessary to oc- 
cupy much time in arguing that the 21st rule contra- 
yened that right. Let us, said he, read that ruley 
and see what it is: j 

“No petition, memorial, resolution, or other pa- 
per, praying the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia, or any State or Territory, or the slave 
trade between the States or Territories of the United 
States in which jt now exists, shall be received by 
the House, or entertained in any way whatever.” 


Now, however this rule might affect the right of 
petition on other subjects, no gentleman would pre- 
tend to say, in regard to the subjects mentioned in 
this rule, it existed at all while it remained in force. 
Here were four matters prohibited in this rule, 
in relation to which petitions were to be refused. 
What were they? Why, in the first place, petitions 
for the abolition of savery in the District of Colum- 
bia, or any State or Territory, were prohibited. 
‘What was the reason for this prohibition? Who 
had ever seen a petition for the abolition of slavery 
in the States or Territories of this Union? He had 


never seen one, and he would. venture to-assert.that, 


among the vast number of petitions presented by.the. | 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Avans] not 


-one was. to. be found. How- was it with regard to 


petitions for the abolition of slavery. in. the. District 
of Columbia? Many gentlemen in the House—prob- 
ably a large majority of them—were of opinion that 
it was inexpedient to abolish slavery in this Dis- 
trict; but this did not constitute a suficient- reason 
for the exclusion of petitions.on: that. subject... We 
are, said he, bound to receive petitions, and .certain- 
yy should not exclude them on. grounds of expe- 

iency only. Nothing but constitutional objections 
could authorize their exclusion. He would. here 
make one remark in regard to the constitutionality 
of abolishing slavery in this District... He thought 
it was sufficiently demonstrated the other day by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman 
from Connecticut, that Congress possessed. all. the 
power over the subject. that the States of Virginia 
and Maryland had before the cession; and in order 
to prove that Virginia and Maryland possessed the 
power to abolish slavery, Mr. S. read extracts from 
the constitutions of those States. : 

Here, he said, it was distinctly stated, that the 
people of Virginia, in their sovereign capacity, had 
the power to take away private property; an could 
therefore take away slaves, provided -they -were 
property: and this power existed in every State of 
the Union. On what right, he asked, did slavery 
rest, as property? It rested on law, and law -coul 
be je oe and in repealing such law, it would-not 
be taking away private property, but would only be 
restoring the slave to his natural rights. When a 
State exercised its sovereign power in liberating a 
man who was held in slavery, it did not take away 
private property; it was only restoring the man to 

is natural rights, of which he had been deprived 
in consequence of law. ‘There was nothing in the 
constitutions of any of the States prohibiting the 
abolishment of slavery, except four of them; and 
they had the power to change their constitutions. 
Mr. S. here referred to the decisions of J udge Me- 
Lean, to show how the institution of slavery was 
regarded in the courts of the United States, as es- 
tablished in some of the States, and recognised in 
the constitution. 

That was the opinion of Judge Baldwin, after the 
matter had been ably argued on both sides. He 
then referred toa case which was argued in Missis- 
ape which argument Mr. Walker, now a 

nited States senator from that State, took part— 
to show that the same principle has been recognised; 
that the State might declare that negroes were not 
merchandise; and that the State might abolish sla- 
very within her limits. This, it was conceded, was 
a State power, over which it never was designed 
that Congress should have any power in the States; 
but it was settled conclusively that every State 
might declare whether negroes should or should not 
be property within her limits. This power, he ob» 
served, had been exercised by Pennsylvania, New 
York, and some other States. Having established 
this position, he inquired how any provision of the 
constitution which prohibits the taking of private 
property could be made to apply to negro slaves in 
any way whatever. And if they were set at liberty, 
they were not taken for the public use, but restored 
to their natural rights as citizens and members. of 
the community. 

He next proceeded to show the origin of this pro- 
vision of the constitution, which prohibits the taking 
of private property but for the public use, and then 
only on the payment of just compensation. He 
said it originated in the Virginia convention; but 
Virginia, at that time, never dreamed of prohibiting 
the abolition of slavery by the State government. 
But the same constitution declared that no person 
should he deprived of life, Jiberty, er property; and 
under this provision of the United States: constitu- 
tion—which overrode all State laws and regulations, 
every slave was entitled to his liberty. The States 
of this Union—more especially the southern States 
—were particularly jealous of conferring power 
on Congress over slavery in any way; but Patrick 
Henry thought that the general government posses- 
sed such power, under the article of the constitution 
in relation to the public defence and gencral welfare; 
and therefore he was opposed to agreeing to the 
adoption of the constitution. Patrick Henry said 
that clause gave to the general government power, in 
case of war, or other emergency, to call to its aid all 
fighting men, whether bond or free, and to ‘liberate 
the slaves. A serious charge had been made against 
the gentleman from Massachugetts [Mr Apams] for 


rniments possessed the power 
à their ‘respective: limits at 
‘not Congress, as the legis- 
i abolish slavery within these 
“There was ho doubt that Con- 
gress possessed the “power to. do it. ‘The'State-of 
ississippi, he believed, had introduced a provision 
into ite- constitution, providing. that slavery should 
not be abolished except on the paynient of “Conipen- 
gation’ to the owners. of slaves; but that provision 
could be altered by the people'of. the State, and they 
could determine: the question ‘of. abolition, with ‘or 
without compensation, as they might think fit. This 
power existed in all States: "The power to repeal or 
alter was co-existent with the power to enact. Why, 
éven this Housé (to ‘say. ‘nothing of its power to re- 
peal) had nullified a law heretofore, enacted by Con- 
gress, and approvéd and signed by the President. If 
that, then, could be done, there could be no doubt of 
the power to repeal existing in a body which pos- 
sessed the power to create. Slavery exists in this 
District at this time, by virtue of a law of Congress; 
and-would-any gentleman say that Congress could 
not repeal alaw which Congress had made? 
The'gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hammer] 
énlarg ed somewhat upon some statistics, which he 
found in the late cengus returns, in relation to insan- 
ity in the North. Now, this matter of insanity 
among the colored population at the North was all a 
mistake, occasioned by the misplacing: of some 
figurës in the returns, one column having been put 
-in the place of another. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts said those returns showed that, in the 
State of Maine, the colored people were insane or 
idiots, in the proportion of one in 14; and he would 
give the House a specimen of the accuracy of these 
returns. There were six towns in the State of 
Maine in which these returns gave 19 insane or idi- 
ots, as among their colored population, when the 
truth was, that in those six towns, there was only 
one colored individual of any sort. As, then, the 
gentleman’s argument was founded in error, it was 
vunnecessary to do more than to show the existence 
of the error, which he had done. But the gentle- 
man also enlarged on the amount of crime in such 
large cities as Philadelphia, committed by colored 
persons; and he (Mr. S.) would admit that that 
class of our population, throughout the country, 
was placed in circumstances which were sufficient 
to-drive them to the commission of crime, The 
serfs of Russia were a degraded class; they were 
kept ar a separate class; the motives of ambition 
which operated on other classes, were not permitted 
to influence them: and so it was with our colored 
people; and was it at all strange that such results 
should follow? But he must be -permitted to say, 
that in the’ matter of ie ae if he was rightly 
informed, in the city of Philadelphia the colored 
people—the free blacks—paid more than they drew 
for the use of the poor, though so great a proportion 
of them were poor; and were driven, by their pov- 
erty, to seek for employment in the streets, or in the 
meanest menial employments. The gentleman from 
Mississippi also told them that the condition of 
their slaves was such that the white popoulation had 
no apprehension from them, and that they never 
locked their doors, and had no use for locks what- 
ever. He said they had no crime, except in some 
netty towns which were inhabited by some Yan- 
kees, Now, it might be true that there were some 
Yankees there who were not very honest; they had 
had some in New England, who, to avoid the pay- 
ment of their debts, or perhaps the consequences of 
crime, had gone to Mississippi; but at the North, 
they had, at least, a decided majority of honest 
men—a majority that not only paid their own debts, 
but preserved the faith of the States to whjch they 
belonged. In Mississippi, he was sorry to say, the 
majority was not so. But was it reasonable to sup- 
pose that the few Yankees of whom the gentleman 
from Mississippi spoke, had got possession, not of 
the petty towne which he said they occupied, but of 
the government of the entire State? If that were not 
so, he really hoped the honest portion of the in- 
habitants of Mississippi would themselves take pos- 
session of the government of their own Staie, and 
restore its character. The stock of their Yankee 
States was, in every instance, good; and the State 
of Maine was obliged to pay a premium on the 
purchasing up of heggown stock, which had some 
time to run. They could not take it up in any other 


* 


and thec 
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from ‘Mississippi in. relation ‘the peti 
ladies of Massacliusetts, praying for a repeal of the 
law which: prohibited the intermarriage 
and whites.: He. -admitted -the truth of. the-state- 


ment, and also that the prohibitory law had.been ye~ 


pealed; but to what did it amount? He asked if 
there were any such law in any other State prohibit- 
ing the marriages of blacks with the whites? He 
believed'there was not. It: might possibly be said 
that there was. no. necessity for such. a law 


in the ‘South; arid he would. remark that- the 


same answer would apply to` Massachusetts; but it 
was fully evident there was some amalgamation: in 
the South, for there were observable; people of va- 
rious colors. He took up other remarks of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and replied to them 
seriatim; and. spoke of the, abolition of slavery in 
South America. In some cases it had been accom- 
plished by revolution. He likewise told the gentle- 
men of the South that their reliance was on the law 
and order party of the North and East, rather than 
the democracy, to whom the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi had appealed. 

He quoted from the resolutions of certain demo- 
cratic meetings in the East, to show the extent of 
their radical principles, in proof of his position that 
the democrats were in danger of coming in conflict 
with the right of property. 

There was but one way in which the excitement 
which exists could be quieted; and, that was for 
Congress to perform the duty incumbent upon it, 
and to abolish slavery within its own jurisdiction. 
He did not mean to say that agitation would even then 
altogether cease; but it would, at least, be confined to 
the States where slavery exists. The people out of 
those States would have nothing to do with the 
matter. There would be no strife of parties; there 
would be no political abolition parties, such as there 
were now. He -did not regard the efforts of the 
abolitionists of the North as at all to be deprecated, 
so long as they confined themselves within the lim- 
its of the constitution, within which he meant al- 
ways to confine himself. But there was a party in 
the North, in the procesa of formation—a party 
which was increasing, and which would con- 
tinue to increase, if Congress neglected its 
duty—a party which denied to every man who 
was a slaveholder, or or who abetted slavery, 
any participation in the government of the country, 
He did not belong to any such party, nor was he 
willing so far to interfere with the rights of others: 
while the Union existed, they were bound to ex- 
tend the benefits of the Union to all parties. They 
had no right to interfere in the question of slavery, 
further than they possessed legislative power to act 
upon it. But that little party which now seemed no 
bigger than a man’s hand upon the verge of the 
horizon, if Congress neglected to do its duty might 
eventually overspread the whole horizon, and dash 
this Capitol in fragments by its lightning. 

One word as to the policy of abolishing slavery 
within the District of Columbia. He believed the 
example of such abolition would have a salutary ef- 
fect, 
wishes of the people of this District to get rid of 
slavery. If there were no slaves, there would be a 
rapid increase of free population. Here was a noble 

iver, having excellent water-power, equal, if not 
“Superior, ta any in the United States; and the me- 
chanics and workingmen of the North would collect 
here in great numbers, if there were no slaves, and 
trade and commerce would increase and flourish. 
But so long as slavery existed, the artisans and oth- 
ers of the North would never be induced to come 
and mingle with the slave population. 

It was said to bea law of physics that every tenth 
wave of the sea which breaks upon the beach, is 
larger than the rest. Whether this were true or 
not, it would be found to be true in political econ- 
omy that every tenth northern wave would sweep 
down. upan the South with increased force. He 
hoped to see the day when their friends of the South 
would be satisfied that it was for their interest to 
take away the cause of all this warfare. They 
talked with much feeling about being deprived of 
the advantages of the representation based upon 
their slave population. 

They might have a much larger representation 
than they now have, if they would permit all their 


of blacks © 


There had been frequent manifestations of the | 


déstroyéd. “What did those ‘resolutions ‘ask for? 


Phat the constitution should “be altered, so that 


none other than free citizens'of: this Union should 
be répreserited here.. Was this an unreasonable re- 


“qu The slave “States (with óne exception, he 


believed) paid no “attention “to the provision of the 
constitution which pérmittéd “them” an additional 
representative on accourit‘of their slaves. In the 
States of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and. South 
Carolina, he believed the apportionment of repre- 
sentation was arbitrarily fixed. In North Caroli- 
na the basis: of representation was federal popula- 
tion. In Kentucky it was based upon the number 
of qualified electors. ` In Tennessee it was based up- 
on the number of taxable citizens. In Louisiana it 
was arbitrarily fixed. 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of the 
morning hours. i 

Mr. WELLER moved: that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. ` 

The SPEAKER remarked that there were sev- 
eral private bills upon the caléndar, which would 
be the first-business in order. : 

Mr. ELMER asked leave to report a bill; but, 
objection being made, leave was not granted. 


PRIVATE BILLS, 


The House. proceeded to take up the calendar of 
Priyggiiaii lis, she first of which was a bill for the 
reli e widows and orphans of the officers and 
mari of the United States schooner “Grampus,” 
lost at sea, the pending? question being upon the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Frick, that where 
there were no parents of the deceased, the allow- 
ance should go to the minor brothers and sisters. 

Mr. HALE inquired if that had not been once 
voted on already. 

The SPEAKER replied that the vote had been 
taken upon striking out “brothers” and “sisters;” 
but the present motion was for the insertion of 
“minor brothers and sisters.” 

Mr. BARNARD asked if it would now be in order 
to move to recommit the bill, with instructions to in- 
sert the words which had been «stricken out when 
the bill was last before the House. | 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be in order. 

Mr. BARNARD then submitted that motion. 

Mr.. CAMPBELL said he thought it was not 
competent for the House to amend a clause of a 
bill which had gone to the Senate and been returned 
without any amendment of that clause. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
was mistaken; this bill had not been before the Sen- 
ate at all. 

Mr. BARNARD hoped the House would consent 
to recommit the bill, and restore the words which 
had been stricken out. He knew of cases of great 
hardship, where the representatives of the unfortu~ 
naté persons who went down in the Grampus were 
entirely dependent upon the current pay of their de- 
ceased relations. 

(A message from the President of the United 
States was here delivered by John Tyler, jr., private 
secretary, who announced to the Speaker that the 
President had this day signed the act to refund the 
fine imposed upon General Jackson at New Orleans.] 

Mr. HAMLIN hoped the bill would not be re 
committed. 

The gentleman said that this bill was in ac- 
cordance with precedent; but, (said Mr. H.) though 
I regard precedent as much as I should, when it 
is based on right and justice, and will be bound by 
it then only, I do not believe we should bind our 
hands, or shut up our mouths, because some gen- 
tleman has found out a precedent. He would not 
go for precedents with that blind devotion which 
makes the wrong of yesterday the right of- to-day. 
He would vote forthe bill as it now stood, but he 
would vote for it more cheerfully had it been limited 
to the wives of the deceased. One single suggestion 
more. The gentleman from Louisiana had placed 
this bill upon another and different ground. 
He had called in to its ’support-the commercial 
laws regulating insurances, and ` contended that 
Congress should give to these individuals one year’s 
pay, because it was an established usage among 
underwriters, that payment shall not ‘be made till 
one year after the loss of the vessel, where that loss 
is not proved directly. Now, he did not see the 
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application of that rule, though he was inclined to 
think that it would apply in a manner different 
from that intended by the gentleman. In conclu- 
sion, he would detract nothing from the meritorious 
services of our officers and soldiers. Heaven forbid 
that he should; but there were other individuals in 
the community, who have as strong claims on the 
sympathy and gratitude of the country, as the of- 
ficers of the navy, who have fought the battles of 
the country in time of peace. There were the 
fathers of the revolution, who had as strong claims, 
and the principle sought to be established in this 
bill ought, with as much justice, to be applied to 
them as to the navy officers. 

Mr. WELLER observed that this was the day 
assigned for the consideration of private bills, and it 
certainly should be the object of gentlemen to pro- 
ceed to that business without unnecessary delay, if 
they wished to avoid a protracted session. This 
bill had, in his opinion, been atnply discussed; 
every gentleman had made up his mind on it; and if 
the discussion were continued, it would be only on 
collateral questions connected with the subject. If 
he believed that any advantage would result to the 
House or the country by continuing’ this debate, he 
would not make the motion which he rose to offer; 
but, believing that nothing could be gained by it, he 
moved the previous question. 

The question was put on seconding the call for 
the previous question, and resulted in ayes 57, 
noes 34. 

No quorum voting, tellers were called for and or- 
dered; when 


Mr. HALE moved to lay the bill on the table; and 
called for the yeas and nays on the question, which 
were ordered; and the roll being called, resulted in 


yeas 64, naye 92. 
So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked if it would bein order to 
offer an amendment, provided the gentleman from 
Ohio withdrew the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER said that he could not withdraw 
the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered. 


The SPEAKER stated the main question to be 
on the amendment to insert the words, “and there 
being no parent, the minor brothers and sisters.” 

The question being taken, resulted—ayes 62, noes 
66. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then came up on engrossing the bill 
for a third reading; and on this question the yeas 
and nays having been ordered, resulted in yeas 
110, nays 67. f i 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. a 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

The House next took upa bill entitled “A bill for 
the relief of Jane McGuire, widow of Thomas Mc- 
Guire;” which was read a third time and passed. 

The House next took up a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Kimball, which was awaiting its engross- 
ment. 

Some explanations were made by Mr. JOHN- 
SON, and Mr. VANCE, the former opposing, and 
the latter defending the bill. 

The question recurred upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table; which was carried. 

Mr. GIDDINGS gave notice that he should move 
a reconsideration of the vote just given. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the gentleman 
from Ohio had voted in the affirmative; to which 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he had, and moved 
that the further consideration of his motion to re- 
consider be postponed until this day week; which 
was lost. ; : 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
for reconsideration, and decided in the negative, 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Plummer was or- 
dered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The bill for the relief of Jonathan Bean was 
taken up, the question being upon its engrossment, 
and ordering it for a third reading. 


The debate. was further continued by Messrs. 
CULLOM and CAVE JOHNSON; aher tah 


The question was taken on ordering the bill to be. 


engrossed for a third reading, and: decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 71, noes 62. 
The question coming up on the passage of the 
Li 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and resulted in yeas 72, 
nays 79. 
Mr, NEWTON asked leave to withdraw the me- 
morial of Mr. Goggin, contesting the seat’ of the 
Hon. Tuomas W. Gimes. Mr. N. observed that, 


in eens his memorial, Mr. Goggin did not 
Ñ 


concede that Gitmer had been duly elected; 
but, inasmuch as he had been appointed to a high 
office, and had sent his letter of resignation to the 
Governor of Virginia, the object Mr. Goggin and 
his friends had in view was accomplished, so as to 
allow him a fair opportunity of coming before the 

eople again as a candidate for election to Congress. 

‘or these.reasons, he asked leave to withdraw his 
memorial. 

The leave asked was ted; and, 

On motion of Mr. NEWTON, 

The House adjourned. 


Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report yesterday on 
the petition of Adam L. Mills, with a bill for his 
relief; which, on motion of Mr. R., was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Gideon and 
Robinson Peters. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. DANA: Petition and papers of James 
Crawford, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: Petition of George Milton 
and one hundred and twenty other citizens of Daviess 
county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to assist 
in completing the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio river. 

By Mr. J. STEWART: Petition of George W. 
Clark and others, of Haddam, Connecticut, praying 

aymient for coping and other stones delivered the 
ited States, at Fort Adams, Rhode Island: referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: Memorial of the Rev. John 
M. Peck, of Illinois, a passenger on board the steamer 
Shepherdess, at the time of the destruction thereof, 
giving an account of the obstructions to the. safe 
navigation of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, 
and calling the attention of Congress to the removal 
of the same: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN: Petition ef Mary B. 
Francisco, widow of Peter Francisco, deceased, 
preying for a pension: referred to the Committee on 

evolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of Amasa Brown, 
praying to be placed on the roll of invalid pensioners. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: Petition of citizens of Orleans 
county, for the completion of Oak Orchard harbor. 

By Mr. P. B. JOHNSON: Petition of E. Short 
and forty-six other citizens of Washington county, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail route 
from Morristown, Belmont county, to Lowell, Wash- 
ington county: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Petition of Peter. S. 
Michler and twenty-eight other citizens of North- 
ampton county, Pennsylvania, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law exempting canal boats employed in the 
coal trade, and the transportation of merchandise and 
produce, from coasting licenses: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Memorial of the common 
council of the borough of Norfolk, asking compen- 
sation for the use of the town hall by the United 
States: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: Petition of Mary Pike, for a pen- 
sion: referred to the Commitiee on Revolutionary 


GLOBE. 


PUBLISHED BY BLAIR AND RIVES, AT ONE DOLLAR PER SESSION, IN ADVANCE. 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1844. 


VoiumeE: 13u.. No:19. 
Pensions.: Also, the petition of Thomas: D: Moti- 
son, for arrears: of -pension:. referrred:-to:.the Coms 
mittee on Invalid Pensioris:-Also; the petition’ of 
Henry M. Poor and others, that Thomas: D. Morri- 
son may receive arrears of pension‘ -:referred: ta- the 
Committee on Invalid. Pensions. ' Also; the petition 


of Jeremiah Noble and, Moses Noble,:owzers of: 


schooner Privado, for a fishing: bounty: referred’ to 
the Committee on. Commerce. Pb Oi Pe 

By Mr. JOSEPH MORRIS: Petition‘ of Josiah 
Dilon, asking remuneration for money by him ex- 
pended as assistant deputy quartermaster general 
for the use of the army of the United States while 
in its service in the year 1814: referred to the Com- 
mittee. of Claims, . 

By Mr. GILMER: Petition of: John or ‘Julia 
Parrott for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. | vee 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Mary Bulhed for 
confirmation to land inherited from Adam and John 
Tinckle, in the parish of East Baton Rouge, Loui-: 
siana. Also, the petition of alarge number of the 
citizens of the parish ‘of Madison, Louisiana, for a 
donation of public lands to énable the parish to 
make levees, &c. j ; ai 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Solomon 
Fowler and 33 others, citizens of the 'Winnamac 
and Fort Wayne land districts, in Indiana, praying 
that a regulation may be made by law for reclaim- 
ing marsh and waste lands in said districts by 
drainage. ; f 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: Memorial of 
the Council and House of Representatives: of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to amend 
the law of the 29th of August, 1842, “for the sup- 
port of government in the Territory of Wisconsin, 
and other purposes;” and asking that the appropri- 
ations for the legislative assembly of said Territory 
may be increased to the amount now appropriated 
for the Territory of Florida: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. Memorial of. the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, asking the passage of a law of 
Congress for the sale of the reserved mineral lands 
in the said Territory; and that patents may be ige 
sued for lands heretofore sold, under the proclama- 
tion of the President of the United States: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 17, 1844. 


The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 


THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER announced the report of the 
Committee on the Rules to be the business in order 
for the morning hour. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL was entitled to the floor; 
but, in consequence of a hum of conversation which 
prevailed through the hall, and the moderate tone 
of voice in which he spoke, he was not very dis- 
tinctly heard. He was understood to commeace 
with the observation that several of the gentlemen 
who had opposed the adoption of the 25th rule, and 
the motion to recommit with instructions, which 
was now pending, particularly the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winrnror] had displayed much 
parliamentary learning in support of the positions 
which they had assumed; but, like 

The ducker who went to shoot the plover, 
The gun recoiled, and knocked him ovev, 

But, that he might do justice to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, he would read an extract on this 
subject. The honorable gentleman here read an ex- 
tract in relation to certain precedents set by the Brit- 
ish Parliament, which showed that that body hed 
established a rule by which the reception of peti- 
tions was refused in advance on certain specified sut- 
jects. 

: He then proceeded to say that these rules went as 
far as any thing could go, to establish the fact that 
the British House of Commons, in practice, admit- 
ted the principle that all legislative bodies must reg- 
fate the rules of their proceedings on petitions, as 
on other subjects; and that the moment a petition 
was presented, the legislative body to which it wae 
presented had an absolute control over it; and might, 
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by. a vote, réfuse to receive it, or in any other m 
which it thought proper to adopt,-such as the rules 
of the British Parliament already referred to; might 
absolutely. dispose. of them. But if the precedents 
woted by the gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. 
wrHRor] tended to sustain his position, (which 
they did not,) “he (Mr. C.Y would appeal from the 
high authority.to: which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had referred; to. the practice of the British- 
House of ‘Commons and of the American House of 
Representatives; and, so far as that gentleman was 
himself concerned, he would appeal from his opinion, 
solemnly expressed, to his recorded votes given in 
the 27th Congress.: And in making this reference 
to the practice of the American House of Repre- 
sentatives, he would only go back toa period which 
wiust be still in the recollection of gentlemen on this 
floor. He (Mr. C.) was'a member: of the second 
session. of the 25th Congress, when they had a reso- 
lution which was the result of a conference of south- 
ern gentlemen. He was also there at the third ses- 
sion of that Congress, when the celebrated Atherton 


resolutions were adopted. He was here, too, at the - 


commencement of the 26th Congress, when the cele- 
brated ist rule (now the 25th) was adopted. He 
was also here at the commencement of the first ses- 
sion of the 27th Congress, when the party to which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts belonged held a 
decided majority there—a party which had ever 
thought itself the peculiar defender of the right of 
petition; and yet, a few days after the meeting of 
that Congress, a rule was adopted by which all pe- 
titions, except on certain subjects therein referred 

. to, were refused to be received. That rule of the 
first session of the 27th Congress went very far be- 
yond the rule now under consideration; by it, not 
only the abolition petitions were refused to be re- 
ceived, but petitions on all that variety of subjects 
(with a few exceptions)’ over which Congress had 
authority by the constitution; and this rule was 
passed exclusively by a whig vote, and against the 
democratic vote in that House. 

Having referred to this comprehensive rule of the 
extra session of the 27th Congress, which was em- 
phatically a whig rule, he would refer to a few in- 
stances of the action of this House during that 
whig Congress, in cases arising out of the exercise 
of the right of petition; and in doing so, it was not 
his intention to cause any unpleasant recollections, 
but merely to refer to the precedente in question so 
far as was necessary for the purposes of his argu- 
ment. During the second session of the 27th Con- 

ress, the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. Apvams] presented a petition which this House 
not only refused to receive by a majority of 166 to 
40, but a resolution was immediately introduced to 
censure that gentleman for presenting it; and subse- 
quently a resolution was introduced to expel that 
gentleman; and he immediately sprung to his de- 
fence, but it was a defence in which he more resem- 
bled the stag than the lion at bay; for on many occa- 
sions he gave way for motions to lay on the table, 
or other purposes, thereby affording proof that he 
was evidently seeking a covert into which he could 
drive his ptirsuers: and well might he do so, for the 
defenders of the insulted dignity of this House 
were behind him. He (Mr. C.) voted against the 
whole of those motions, for which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts gave way; not that he had the 
slightest idea of expelling the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, but that the whole subject might go be- 
fore the country, and that the attention of the whole 
people of this Union wight be attracted to it, and to 
the dangerous and criminal extent to which this pre- 
tended right of petition was carried. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and made some observation, 
which was not audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was also understood to make 
some suggestions to the gentleman from South Car- 

olina. 

Mr. CAMPBELL resumed, and said he under- 
stood the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. MarsnaLL] was to censure the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; he would have moved to expel, 
but such a motion would have required a vote of 
two-thirds. He (Mr. C.) did notspeak on this sub- 
ject with the design to hold up the gentleman from 
“Massachusetts in an offensive manner before this 
House for presenting the petition alluded to, for in 
doing so the gentleman was but consistent with the 
course which he had ever pursucd on this floor on 
certain subjects. 

We then passed on to another case, which occur- 
red a few days after that to which he had been just 
alluding, upon the question of reception being raised 


‘on a petition presented by the gentleman from Ohio, ` 
[Mr: Gropines,} who séemed to have a remarkable 
‘aptitude in following a bad example: -And during 


the present session of Congress, (hesaid,) this House 
had refused, at least half a dozen times, to receive 
petitions; and hè asked. what right the House of 
Representatives had to refuse to receive one or all of 


. those petitions, if yet they had not the right to re- 


fuse to receive those embraced in the 25th rule? It 
might be-said that two or three. of those petitions 
prayed for a‘dissolution of this Union; and it was 
true they did; but.in praying for it, they. prayed: for 
its peaceful accomplishment, while the petitions to 
which the 25th nae relates would lead to scenes of 
contention and blood. He trusted that those gen- 
tlemen in this House who now stood up in favor of 
the compromises of the constitution, if they were 
charged with their conduct, on their return home 
among their constituents, would not forget the com- 
prehensive rule of the 27th Congress, by which the 
whig party, by its recorded vote, declared, in effect, 
that this 25th rule was not unconstitutional; for, if 
they had a constitutional right to refuse to receive a 
single petition, which prayed for a dissolution of 
the Union, had they not also the constitutional right 
to adopt a rule by which they refused to receive all 
petitions which prayed for the same thing? 

He then por ace | to a vote of this House, by 
which, on a motion made by him, as the organ of a 
standing committee of this House, a petition was re- 
turned to the gentleman presenting it, [Mr. Gm- 
DiNGs,] on the ground that it was a violation of this 
25th rule. That vote was not a test of the expedi- 
ency of that rule; but it was a test, and a very de- 
cisive test, of the constitutionality of that rule. The 
constitution of the United States was a permanent 
obligation, which no gentleman could violate, with- 
out violating the oath, which he took when he took 
his seat in this House, to maintain it. He next al- 
luded to the course pursued by the democracy of 
New Hampshire on this subject, by which abolition, 
like a noxious weed, had been uprooted from her 
granite soil. 

He appealed to the gentlemen before him, and 
asked whether the course pursued by the democracy 
upon this subject had not had a tendency to strength- 
en, rather than weaken, the cause. He would not 
presume to offer advice to the democracy; but he 
would say that the people of this country had a 
right to demand of that party, who were now in 
power, that the business of the session should be 
transacted, without being interfered with by agita- 
tions upon the subject of petitions in relation to 
slavery. They all knew that, if such petitions 
were received and referred, almost the entire time of 
Congress would be occupied in vain. It was too 
late for them to discuss the policy of the course 
which had been adopted and pursued by themselves 
upon the subject of abolition petitions. Whether 
that course were originally wise or not, the reversal 
of that course now would undoubtedly offer to the 
abolitionists an encouragement to persevere in their 
efforts to disturb the peace of this Union. Unless 
the 25th rule, or a similar one, were continued in 
force, they might expect continually-recurring ex- 
citement upon this, the most dangerous and porten- 
tous subject which had ever, perhaps, been agitated, 
in the history of the world. The operation of that 
rule had been productive already of favorable re- 
sults; for it must be evident to every gentleman in 
the House that the number of abolition petitions 
had greatly decreased. ‘There was now a petition 
of that class seldom presented, except by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Guppryes.] Indeed, so 
scarce had they become, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, in the last Congress, had kept be- 
fore him a petitition which he had in his possession, 
to the amusement of the galleries, and the inconve- 
nience of himself, for a length of time. He trusted 
the House would continue to annul the efforts of 
those who were endeavoring to sow the seeds of 
dissension among the citizens of this Union. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ww- 
THROP] had referred them to the practice of the Brit- 
ish House of Commons; but the cases quoted by the 
gentleman did not sustain his position. They were 
not applicable to the subject in debate here. Besides, 
examples drawn from other governments were, in 
very few cases, adaptable to the circumstances of 
this country and the genius of its government. Most 
of the European governments, like their feudal cas- 
tles, when viewed at a distance were objects of awe 
and admiration to the lovers of romance; but, upon 
a closer approach, they were found to be, in most 


instances; roofless and ‘uncomfortable to inhabit, af- 
fording little or no-shelter from the peltings of the pit- 
iless storm, except to those occupying the privileged 
apartments. ‘The gentleman had been equally unfor- 
tunate in the illustrations which he had quoted from 
Hatsell. The gentleman told them ofa petition which 
had been ‘presented atthe foot of the throne; and of 
another which had been presented by 15,000 women, 
headed by the wife of a brewer, on whose approach 
the doors of the House of Common were thrown 
open. Did the gentleman bring forward those ex- 
amples as worthy of imitation here? This was not 
the exercise of the right-of petition; but of the right. 
of insurrection; and the petition to which the gentle- 
man alluded was. one of the number of those acts 
which produced the revolution which desolated the 
the British islands. F , r 

Mr. C. read several passages from- Thiers’s history 
of the French revolution, in reference to the present- 
ation of petitions. p 

One of the gentlemen from Massachusetts had 
compared the right of petition to the right of de- 
bate; but he certainly thought there was no sort of 
analogy between them. The -right. of debate was 
essential to the existence of a legislative body—the 
right of petition was not. But he would take the 
gentleman on his own ground, The gentleman had 
voted for the establishment of the one hour rule, 
such as was now in force. Thatrule curtailed and | 
conirolled the right of debate; and, if that House, 
by a rule of its own adoption, had a right to control 
debate at all, it was, of course, a matter of discre- 


- tion with the House to what extent they would con- 


trolit. But,the gentleman had gone still further, 
and had voted for the previous question occasionally, 
and that prohicited the right of debate. So much. for 
the right of debate: now for the right of petition. 
There was a great discrepancy between the speeches 
of gentlemen, and their votes upon the right of pe- 
tition; and he believed that when the passion of the 
present day should have passed away, and their 
speeches and votes should come to be contrasted 
by cool posterity, they would be astonished at the 
want of consistency. They might, perhaps, be 
almost induced to suppose that the real cause of 
complaint was not that the right of petition had been 
violated; but that the 21st rule had converted this 
hall into an auxiliary abolition society; and. this 
opinion would not be much mitigated, if the known 
opinions of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sumer 
were oasidered, It had been demonstrated, that i 
slavery was a grievance, it was a grievance only to ` 
those States where it existed? And the House had 
as unquestionable a right to adopt a rule for the ex- 
clusion of a class of objectionable petitions, as they 
had to decide in reference to a single petition, (as 
had been decided half a dozen times by the House,) 
that it should not be received. 

But so far as this House was concerned, 
the constitution had expressly conferred on the 
House the right to adopt rules for its pro- 
ceedings; and in the discharge of that duty, the 
right to adopt such rules as that the time of 
Congress should not be occupied on subjects 
over which it had no constitutional jurisdiction, and’ 
which all declared that thay were determined not to 
legislate on. ‘The exclusion of abolition petitions, so ` 
far from being a violation of the right of petition, 
was conservative of that right. We know (said 
Mr. C.) that hundreds of petitioners have been 
knocking at our doors for years, and have not been 
able to get admission, because the way was block- 
aded up by abolition petitions. Abolish this 2ist 
rule, and abolition petitions would be increased a 
hundred fold. 

He did not believe that Congress had the right to 
legislate on this subject in the States, in the Terri- 
tories, or inthe District of Columbia. So far as 
the States were concerned, gentlemen on all sides 
conceded, that Congress had not the constitutional 
power to legislate on the subject. So far asthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia was concerned, the gentleman 
from New York, from the Poughkeepsie district, 
had declared that slavery did not constitutionally 
exist within its limits. But (said Mr. C.) we have 
noright to violate the rights of individuals in this 
District to their slave property, any more than we 
can violate their right toany other property. In- 
deed, the people of the District of Columbia held 
their slave property by a stronger tenure than the 
people of. any of the States did. This position he 
was indebted for to his colleague [Mr. Simpson.] 
It was this: at the time of the cession of this Dis- 
trict to Congress, the legislatures of Virginia and 
Maryland did not possess the power of abolishing 


slavery in those Statës—that power never having 
Been conferred on'them'by the people—and conse- 
quently they-could riot transfer it to Congress. 

Mr.C. then. went on to show that Congress did 
not possess the power to abolish slavery in the. 
Territory. of Florida; and in support of the posi- 
tion, referred to the constitution, the Missouri 
compromise, and the Florida treaty. 

The gentleman trom North Carolina [Mr. Cume- 
man] believed that if the House could receive, debate 
and refer abolition petition, error would be dissipa- 
ted as the mists of the morning before the rising sun. 
Did the gentleman not know that the spirit of aboli- 
tion was abroad—that it gained ground and increased 
in force like every successive wave of the ocean? 
Did he not know that it had already grown to such an 
extent as to threaten the existence of the constitu- 
tion? If he believed that the course pointed out by 
the gentleman from North Carolina would be follow- 
ed by the ablest report in opposition to it that was 
ever presented-in this House, and that that report 
would be sustained by a majority of the House, still 
he would oppose it. But believing that the results 
would be the same as they had witnessed when Mr. 
Pinkney some years ago made his able report on the 
same subject, he was still further determined in his 
opposition to 1t. 

he SPEAKER here announced that the gentle- 
man’s hour had expired; when 

Mr. BURT obtained the floor. 

The morning hour having expired, the subject 
went over till to-morrow. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. GILMER. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from. the honorable Tuomas W. Giimer, stating 
that he had transmitted to the Governor of Virginia 
his resignation of the seat he held in the House as a 
representative from the 5th congressional district of 
Virginia, and taking his leave of the House with the 
kindest expressions of respect and regard. 

The letter having been read, 

On motion by Mr. DROMGOOLE, it was laid on 
the-table, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, 

The House resolved itself inta Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Josepa R. Incersouy in the chair, for 
the consideration of the private calendar. 

The bill No. 41, for the relief of John B. Schuy- 
ler, was first taken up and advocated by Messrs. 
RAMSEY, DEAN, DANA, BOWER, WENT- 
WORTH, and McCAUSLEN; and opposed by 
Messrs. RATHBUN, C. JOHNSON, HALE, and 
GIDDINGS; after which 


Mr. HAMMETT moved that it be passed over; 
which was agreed to. g 

The bill for the relief of William Glover was next 
taken up; and, after being explained and advocated 
by Mr. BRINKERHOFF, was laid aside to be re- 
ported. 


ADJUSTMENT OF LAND CLAIMS. 


'The committee proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to provide for the adjustment of land claims 
within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and Loui- 
siana, and the Territory of lowa, and in these parts 
of the States of Mississippi and Alabama south of 
the thirty-first degree of north latitude, and between 
the Mississippi and Perdido rivers. 


After a discussion involving the question whether 
this was a private or public bill, in which Messrs. 
SLIDELL, HOPKINS, C. JOHNSON, JAME- 
SON, COLLAMER, WINTHROP, and BELSER 
took part, it was laid aside to be reported as a public 
bill. 

The committee next took up a bill for the relief of 
Gen. Wm. Allen and Reuben Allen; which was ex- 
plained by Mr. SAMPLE, 

The subject was also debated by Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON and THOMASSON. 

The committee ordered the bill to be reported to 
the House. ; $ 

The committee then took up for consideyation the 

bill for the relief of John Muilings; and, after a 
short debate betwees Mr. VINTON in opposition 
and Mr. CAVE JOHNSON in favor of the bill, the 
sommiitee rose and reported bills number 4], 42, 
52, and 66, without amendment. 
“On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, the Commuitice of 
the Whole was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill number 23, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked leave to introduice'a resolu- 
tion calling upon the Secretary: of State to transmit 
to this House a report which had been prepared by 
the commissioner appointed to run the line between 
several of the Northern States and the British Prov- 
inces; which was objected to; and, 

On motion of Mr. CLINGMAN 


The House then adjourned. í 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: ‘ 


By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of Thomas Hunt 
and. 99 other citizens of Westmoreland county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against any reduction of 
the duty on salt. Petition of Israel Painter and 68 
others, of like import. Petition of R. Coreller and 32 
others, of like import: referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RELFE: Petition of John Polk and oth- 
er citizens, of Madison county, Missouri, praying 
the removal of the land office from Jackson to 
Fredericktown. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: Petition of James Marshall 
and 278 others, citizens of Michigan city and 
Northern Indiana, praying Congress, at an early 
day, to make an adequate and suitable appropria- 
tion for continuing the construction of the harbor at 
Michigan city, in the State of Indiana. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Petition of John A. Gus- 
tin and another, securities of William F. Rodgers, a 
defaulting postmaster, praying for relief: referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Kendall county, Mlinois, praying relief 
for damages sustained in the Black Hawk War: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. Petition of sun- 
dry citizens of La Salle county, Ilinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the annexation of Texas to this country: 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Pe- | 


tition from any nine citizens of Lake county, Hli- 
nois, praying for a light-house at Littlefort, Lake 
county, Illinois: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. GEORGE W. JONES: Petition of Jacob 
Arnaltand others, of Franklin county, Tennessee, 
for an extension of the mail route from Lynchburg, 
Lincoln county, to Winchester Springs, Franklin 
county, Tennessee: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: Petition of Jonathan 
Floyd, of Pope county, Iinois, praying Congress 
for arrearages of pay as an invalid pensioner: re- 
ferred to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: Petition nume- 
rously signed by citizens of the county of Racine, 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking of Congress the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Ottowa, State 
of Minois, through the valley of the Fox river to 
Elquin, so asto terminate at the town of Racine, in 
said Territory: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Petition of Henry R. 
Elkins, R. H. Mallory, and 173 other citizens of 
Geneva, Walworth county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, praying Congress for an appropriation for the 
construction of a harbor at Southport, in said Ter- 
ritory: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. J. BROWN: Petition of George 
H. Robinson and thirty-six others, citizens of Han- 
cock county, praying a reduction of the rates of 
postage: referred to the Committee on the Post Of 
fice and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE, 
Moxpay, February 19, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Navy Department, re- 
porting, in compliance with a resolution of the Ser- 
ate,a plan and estimates fora permanent wharf at 
Pensacola navy yard, Viorida, anda plan of a dock 
and a marine railway ai the same place: referred to 
the Commits on Naval Affairs. ; 

Also, a report from that department, made in 
compliance with the act of Congress of March, 
1843, in relation to the practicability and expense of 
constructing a dry dock: and floating deck at Brook- 
lin, New York,&e. Committed. 

Also iaid before the Senate a statement and me- 
morial from J. F. H. Claiborne, of Mississippi, one 
of the hoard of commissioners appointed to adjust 
the claims arising under the treaty with the Choc- 
taw Indians at Dancing Rabbit creek, setting forth 
the immense frauds practised upon those Indians by 
speculators, and asking the interposition of the 


“government: to pi otect them, atid prevent “the con. 


summation of those frauds. oe ee 

Mr. SEVIER ‘said he understood that the docu: 
ment was an important one; and as it was very long, 
he moved that it be printed. : ede: 

Mr. BATES. called for the reading of the mèmo- 
rial and documents; which was. ordered and pro- 
gressed in; when, ` mee: : nae 

On motion ‘by Mr. TAPPAN, they were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Benjamin B. Ferguson, of the county of Bradford, 
Pennsylvania, an invalid from wounds received in 
the last war, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ` ` eee 

Also presented a petition from Eleanor. W. Hous- 
ton and Alma 8. Houston, of Columbia, Lancaster 
county, Pa., surviving children of the late Dr. John. 
Houston, a surgeon in the revolutionary army, ask- 
ing compexsation for a claim due their father: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also presented a memorial from John Simpson, 
and other citizens of Pennsylvania, complaining that 
canal boats engaged in transporting coal have been 
compelled to take out coasting licenses, &¢., and 
pray that a lav may be passed exempting them 
from the operations of the law authorizing such ex- 
actions: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a similar memorial 
from Charles Knowles, and others, inhabitants of 
the coal regions in Pennsylvania; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from Amos 
Cheek, a carpenter, and others, warrant officers in 
the vessels employed in the exploring expedition, 
asking extra compensation for such services: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a preamble and resolu- 
tions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
praying Congress to pass a law admitting railroad 
iron free of duty: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Also presented a memorial from Lyon & Howard, 
of the State of New York, praying the payment of 
a balance due them on a contract for constructing a 
locomotive steam dredging machine on Lake Erie 
for the United States; also, for improvements of and 

ianting the same: referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Tennessee and Georgia, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Cleve- 
land, Tennessee, to Rome, Georgia: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. — 

Also presented a petition from James P. Spring 
and others of Bentonville, Arkansas, praying that 
the troops now -stationed at Fort Gibson may be 
removed to Old Fort Wayne, or some point near: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the petition of 
Thomas W. Chimm was ordered to be taken from 
the files, and, with the papers relating thereto, which 
he then presented, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. . 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Richard 
Morris and others of the city and county of Phila- 
delphia, praying the restoration of the pension fund, 
and to the widows the pensions they were entitled 
under it. : ; 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
David Garrell and others from the same place, of 
like prayer; which memorials were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, y 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial froma 
Margaret A. Griscom, and numerous other ladies, 
and a memoxial from Elien Sollars, aid other ladies 
of the oity and county of Philadelphia, praying 
Congress to. pass a law abolishing anything in the 
constitution or laws which recognises slavery: order- 
ed to lie on the table. i 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, it was order- 
ed that the petition of Jacob Gideon, praying 
the purchase, by Congress, of a number of sets 
of laws of the United States, be taken from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 

Lary 
oe pollen of Mr. PORTER, it was ordered, that 
the petition of Major A. D. Stewart, Paymaster 
General of the army of the United States, be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. . n 

Mr. BUCHANAN presenied a memorial, signed 
by the collector and surveyor of the port of Phila- 
delphia, and the several other officers of the customs, 


there setting forth that the present custom-house iş 


in a: ruinous condition, and. an 
transaction of the business of the-custom house; and 
that it must be either Repaired or. ) 
chased, and a new building erected thereon; ae. 
urge: the purchase, by. the government, as’ fit build- 
ing for.a custom-house, of the Bank of the United 
States, which, they say, can be had very cheap: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: > 

‘Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial. from 
a number of citizens. of Branch county, Michigan, 
praying a reduction of the rates of postage, espe- 
cially. on letters going the greatest distance, (which 
they recommend be reduced to. 10 cents,) and. for 
the abolition of the franking privilege: : 

Mr. W. made some remarks, to show the pro- 
priety of reducing the postage on letters to 10 cents 
for any distance, and the impropriety of abolishing 
the franking privilege. The memorial was then 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from Wheel- 
ing, Virginia, signed by B. Fallour and numerous 
other citizens of the United States, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law giving to each of them ten years’ 
credit on one.section of tal, to be located in the 
southern part of the State of Missouri, and northern 
part of the State of Arkansas: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

-Also a petition from Lewis Davis, of Tennessee, 
praying a pension for services rendered in two cam- 
paigns in the last war: referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial from Horace 
Steele and other citizens of Lake county, Ohio, 
praying the passage of alaw restoring to widows 
the pensions to which they were heretofore entitled 
under a law of Congress, which will expire this 
year: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the county of 
Erie, Ohio, praying that an act may pass granting 
every white male inhabitant of the United States who 
is entitled to vote, one hundred acres of land, on 
condition that he will occupy and improve the 
same for a period of six years: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, another petition from citizens of Muskin- 
gum county, Ohio, asking for reform in the post 
office system: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the memorial of 
Robert Greenhow upon the subject, reported a bill 
for the purchase of certain copies of the History of 
Oregon, California, and other territories on the 
northwest const of North America; which was read, 
and the question being, shall it be ordered to a sec- 
ond reading? 

Mr. BENTON denounced the bill (which appro- 
priates $3,000 for the purchase of 1,500 copies of 
this work) as another attempt to enter into the book 
printing business; which he had hoped an effectual 
ae had been put to. 

‘The bill, he said, not only proposed to make the 
eee amounting to $3,000, but to distribute the 

ooks to members of Congress. From what he had 
seen on such subjects, he thought it was time to stop. 
Tf this bill was passed, it would not stop here; for year 
after year they would have propositions of the same 
kind, proposing to distribute to members of Congress 
who would come after them, (that they might be 
on a footing with other members of Congress, ) copies 
of this work, until hundreds of thousands of dollars 
would be drawn from the treasury. This practice 
of Guin books for distribution among members 
of Congress he denounced as one of the most iniqui- 
tous and most scandalous which had grown up in 
Congress or the country. He then alluded to the 
practice which had grown up under former distribu- 
tutions of books. A Mr. Templeman, a seller of 
congressional books and documents, he said, had been 
in the habit of purchasing from members of Congress, 
for the sum of $10, their chances for a copy of a work 
which will cost Congress, when completed, some four 
hundred thousand dollars. There were members 
of the Senate [Messrs. Kine and Caton] so ut- 
terly averse to the practice of distribution, that they 
would not touch a copy of the works to be distribu- 
ied. For himself, he utterly refused to receive a 
copy of those books; and he should continue to re- 
fase. He hoped the thing would stop. The gentle- 
man who prepared this work did it when he was 
librarian in one of the departments under the gov- 
ernment; and at the time he was receiving a salary 
of $1,500 per annum from the government. He 
compiled it from our own books.. He knew it was 


Sand an unfit place for the 


another lot por- 


_ proposed to revive. 
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not-ustial.to say anything on: bills ..at. stage. 
which the bill ken wae but the. enormity of the 
practice of printing books: for distribution was. so 
great, that he could not refrain from expressing his 
abhorrence of it; and he gave notice to-the senator 
who reported the bil, that he would fight it 
foot by foot, to the last stage of action upon it. . Mr. 
B. continued to denounce the practice which the bill 
So'much had. he been op osed 
to it, that he refused to receive a copy of the Madi- 
son papers, authorized to be distributed to members 
of Congress, as much as he stood in need of that 
work. He purchased a copy for himself. He re- 
iterated his determination to oppose the bill, inch by 
inch. : 

Mr. ARCHER said that the honorable senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Bexronj had no need to give 


. to him or the senate notice of the mode in which 


he intended to conduct any opposition to méasures 
coming before that body. It was the mode in which 
he [Mr. Benton] fought this measure, and in which 
he fought all measures which were not agreeable to 
his political predilections. He (Mr. A.) hoped the 
Senate would draw the inference from this, that the 
senator (Mr. Benton] was not to be regarded as an 
impartial arbiter on the merits of the book, a proposi- 
tion for the publication of which was now submit- 
ted to the consideration of the Senate. He agreed 
that the practice of purchasing books for the use of 
Congress had been abused. As a general rule, it 
was the safest plan to avoid making these purchases. 
But were there not cases of exception to this rule? 
The Committee on Foreign Relations had thought 
the present an exception, because it was expected 
that within a few days a negotiation between this 
government and Great Britain, in relation to the 
territory of which this book gave a descrip- 
tion, ‘would be commenced. The senator 
from Missouri (Mr. Benton] was known to be 
intimate with the history and topography of that 
territory; but how many members of either 
house of Congress were so well informed upon the 
subject? It might be necesi y to go hack hundreds 
of years to investigate the Spanish title and the 
claims of Great Britain. Were members prepared 
for this? Had they time, or were they ina position 
which would enable them to make researches them- 
selves, which were here presented to them in a clear 
and distinct form? The book was of essential, im- 
portance to Congress and to the country, though not 
to the honorable senators on the other side of the 
house, who had prejudged the matter, and declared 
against any further negotiation between the two 
governments, when it was our government that in- 
vited the negotiation. This mode of attacking a bill 
was unusual; and he hoped the Senate would re- 
fuse to concur with the honorable Senator [Mr. Bex- 
Ton] in arresting the bill in its present state. When 
it came up for its third reading, he thought he would 
be able to sustain the propositions which he had 
thrown out; till that time, he should refrain from 
any further discussion on the subject; but would then 
take the occasion to reply to the remarks of the 
senator, [Mr. Benron.} : 

Mr. BENTON replied; and in doing which, stated 
that the ‘work, ifit was a valuable one, could be 

urchased by the Library Committee, and placed 
in the library for the use of the members, not on- 
ly of the present Congress, but all those who might 
follow them. There was an annual appropriation 
of $5,000 under the charge of that committee, for 
the purchase of books which they deemed useful. 
He inquired of Mr. Tappay how much of that fund 
was on hand. 

Mr. TAPPAN replied, some four or five thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. CHOATE remarked, that there were out- 
standing contracts which would absorb nearly, if 
not quite, that amount. 

Mr. BENTON remarked, that if the balance on 
hand was not four or five thousand dollars as repre- 
sented by the chairman of the Library Committee; the 
annual appropriation of $5,000 wou dbe soon made, 
and such portion of that amount as was required 
could be used by that committee in purchasing 
this work to be placed in the library, if they 
deemed it proper. If purchased by that committee, 
they would be placed in the library, where they 
would remain at all times for the use of members 
of Congress, and others who may desire to read 
them. Mr. B. continued at some length to point 
out the evils of the book-distributing system. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he happened to be a 
member of this unfortunate Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and, without having coneurred in that 


- he had not 


p the. bill (f : in een the bill bes 
fore it was reporte! giving to each member of Con- 
gress one of those books, he most heartily. con- 
curred in the proposiilon to purchase a. certain num- 
ber of copies of this work, He was as strong an 
advocate for our title to. the Oregon Territory, and 
should resist the alienation of a foot of that territo- 
ry to any foreign power on earth, with as much en- 
ergy and determination, as his friend from Mis- 
souri, [Mr: BeENToN-] z 

Mr. Benton from his seat: That’s right, that’s 
right.) Butin order to. present our claim properly 
before. Congress and the. country, 1t was ne- 
cessary to have a compilation, ‘such as that 
contained in this book of Mr. Greenhow. 
It was necessary to have it, for the security 
of our title to that country, and to relieve us 
from the difficylties in which we had been involved 
by our diplomacy, and bys eeches on, this floor. 
If this government claimed by contiguity of terri- 
tory, we were confined to the 49th. parallel of lati- 
tude; if it claimed under the treaty of Utrecht, we 
were confined to the 49th parallel of latitude; if it 
claimed under the discovery of the mouth of the 
Columbia river, we were confined to the valley of 
the Columbia. The only mode by which this gov- 
ernment could make its title good to the whole terri- 
tory of Oregon, up to 54° 40! of north latitude, waa 
to claim under the old and good Spanish title. He be- 
lieved he had read every speech which had been 
made on that subject. He had examined every 
document he could find; and he undertook to say 
that, by the indefatigable perseverance and industry 
of Mr. Greenhow, copies of old Spanish documents, 
and journals of voyages bearing strongly in fave 
of our title, which ted never yet been presented in 
a distinct or strong form, by the people of the United 
States to the world, had been collected and embodied 
in the work. It was utterly impossible thata work 
of this character, containing a large and minute 
compilation of facts and dates, comprising centuries, 
could be published at the expense of Mr. Green- 
how. e (Mr. G.) had already, as he had been 
informed, and as there was no reason to doubt, 
expended a great part of his means in making this 
compilation. It had been very skilfully arranged, 
and it was a book highly creditable to Mr. Green- 
how. At this particular crisis, when a treaty was 
under negotiation on this queson of title, was the 
information contained in this book, which it was 
ublic libraries, and lay be- 
fore the people of the United States, to be denied by 
Congress? That Mr. Greenhow could not afford 
to publish the book at his own individual expense, 
was perfectly clear. He (Mr. B.) would not take a 
book to be paid for by the government. 

He would buy the book himself. He would not 
accept any such work at the expense of Congress. 

[Here Mr. BENTON said from his seat: The 
right hand of good fellowship to you for that. } 

He would vote for copies of the book to be placed 
in the library of Congress and distributed amongst 
the public libraries and people of the States in such 
a manner as will afford the most extensive informa- 
tion. He should never consent that this man should 
suffer, in consequence of his able and successful 
exertions to sustain the right of his country to the 
Oregon Territory. He repeated, that this work, in 
his opinion, fully established the validity of the old 
Spanish title to the whole northwest coast of Amer- 
ica between 420 and 54° 40' north latitude; and 
this title we had acquired from Spain under the 
treaty of 1819. It had extricated that portion of this 
territory north of forty-nine degrees from the em- 
barrassed. position in which it had been placed by the 
blundering diplomacy of our negotiators and the 
blundering speeches of our statesmen. 

He had not expected that the second reading of 
this bill, which was generally a mere matter of 
course, would be opposed. ewag one of those 
who had always stood up against the purchase of 
books, to be given to members of Congress; but 
when a great work like this of science and historical 
research, not calculated for general sale, or for gen- 
eral use, and which demonstrated our title to the 
Oregon Territory, was presented, he would make such 
a case an exception from his general rule against 
subscribing for any books. The object to be ac- 
complished was-one of vast importance; the whole 
expense to be incurred was $3000 for the pur- 
chase of fifteen hundred copies of the work. Ple, 
at least, was willing by his vote to subscribe this 
amount out of the publie treasury, for the purpose 
of disseminating information among the people, on 
a subject of vital importance to their interest and 


poposed to place in the 
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honor. He would aupport the bill, with the excep- 
tion of that portion of it which gave a copy to each 
member of Congress atthe public expense. 
Mr. ARCHER said he owed it to the committee 
to offer an explanation in relation to that part of the 
bill. The committee (every member present con- 
curring) directed him to report in favor of having 
the number of books published for which the bill 
provided. He had asked the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate what was the mode of publishing and disposing { 
of such books. He (the Secretary informed him 
that the mode usually adopted was such as was now 
adopted in the bill. He had therefore to say to the 
honorable senator from Missouri that he had acted 
upon the information which he had derived, and not 
with the knowledge of the committee; but he was 
willing to strike out from the bill that portion of it 
which” proposes to distribute copies of this work 
amongst members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives. Like his honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania, he attached very high importance to the 
publication of this book, asa medium of information 
for Congress and the country. 
The people were very speedily to pronounce 
judgment on the action of Congress with regard to 
the subject treated of by the author. He believed 
that it was only through this medium that correct in- 
‘formation could be obtained. Did gentlemen think 
they could engage in the negotiation of a treaty with 
the most powerful government in the world, and 
neglect the only means of obtaining all necessary in- 
formation upon the subject? It was proposed to dis- 
tribute the books, so that each legislative body 
throughout the country could have the advantage of 
the information contained in them.. He repeated, 
that very few men were so conversant with the sub- 
ject as the senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benron;] 
and the real question was, as had been stated by the 
honorable senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnan- 
AN,] whether the Senate would. go blindfolded into 
a discussion and decision of this question, or wheth- 
er it would purchase for_itself and the country the 
means of information. Was this questiou absolute- 
ly to be decided in the dark, when light was within 
reach? He rose merely to say to the honorable sen- 
ator, (Mr. Benron,] that the particular clause which 
gave each member a copy of the work should be 
stricken out. 
Mr. BENTON replied at some length to Mr. 
Arcuer, touching the claim set up by England to 
the Oregon; declaring that, with reference to that 
question, he was precisely in a national point of 
view as he would be in an individual point of view. 
If a man jumped on his property, and took half un- 
less he would fight for it, he would fight; and he 
warned gentlemen that, on this question, they were 
not going to have another Maine and Massachusetts 
question. They were disgraced enough in the set- 
tlement of the Maine boundary question. He had 
his rights in the adjustment of the Oregon question, 
and no coming or departing of special ministers 
would deprive him of that right. It was his deter- 
mination to exercise that right to preserve the in- 
terests and honor of his country, so far as he might 
vere any power to do it; and t è coming or depart- 
ing of a special minister would not alter that deter- 
mination. 
Mr. BUCHANAN desired to reply to the senator 
from Missouri. That senator, he said, had de- 
nounced the bill—to which bill, however, he (Mr. 
Bucuanan) had not given his assent—as part of a 
system of plunder. “He called for the reading of 
the report. 
Mr. PHELPS interposed, and said the morning 
hour had expired. He called for the order of the 


da 
“The bill was then laid on the table till to-morrow. 
THE COMPROMISE ACT—THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate then re- 
sumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
Finance Committee, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by Mr. McDurr for re- 
ducing the duties under the present tariff to the 
standard of the compromise act, 

Mr. PHELPS resumed his argument in favor of 
the tariff. He said he would offer no apology for 
the time he might occupy, except that alread 

iven—the vast importance of the subject under 
ous There was no living language more 
fruitful in opprobrious epithets than the English; 
yet, even if that almost inexhaustible source was 
drained out in applying to the tariif every term of 
obloquy and disgust, its merits would remain the 
same in the opinion of the great mass of the Ameri- 


con people, on whose decision it could alone stand 
or 
amination of this question with: cool deliberation, 
and not with reference to any local interest; but with 
a universal feeling for thé interest. and welfare of 
every section of the country, and of every portion of 
the people. When interrupted by the adjourtiment 
on Friday, he was showing, in answer to the honor- 
able ‘senator from New Hampshire, that our agri- 
cultural produce, distinct from produce raised by 
planters, could not rely on England as a vent for the 
surplus. He seized that moment to remark that 
the assertion of the senator from New Hamp- 
shire—that England and her dependencies took 
from us full two-fifths of our surplus bread 
stuff prdnuce—was not in fact correct. ‘The calcula- 
tion on which it was founded was deceptive, inas- 
much as it was based on deducting the amounts ex- 
ported from the whole produce, and setting down 
the residue as necessary for home consumption, in- 
stead of taking the true modc—that of giving the 
quantity of produce actually necessary for home 
use, and leaving the difference between that and the 
whole asthe surplus. By the reports of the year 
1842, this country produced eighty-four million 
bushels of wheat; nid, from the increase that has 
since taken place, may now be put down as pro- 
ducing one hundred million bushels. Giving, then, 
to each individual three bushels per year, (which 
was rather a low calculation,) that would make six- 
ty millions per year, and the surplus, consequently, 
would be forty million bushels; but did it ap- 
pear that Great Britain received two-fifths of 
this surplus? On the contrary, the official returns 
show that, for the year 1842, she took from us 
something “about five million bushels, or one-eighth 
the surplus. 

Mr. P proceeded at length to show that Great 
Britain never favored exportation of produce from thig 
or any other country except when suffering from a 
scarcity at home. He contended against the doc- 
trine that the only way to increase our exports was 
by increasing our imports—a doctrine which did not 
stop at taking in exchange foreign imports to the 
amount exported, bat a surplus which ruined the 
home market, and involved the country in debt. It 
was argued that the object of those who advocated a 

rotective policy was to do away with impertations; 
Dut such was not the case; their true and undis- 
guised object was to regulate the trade in imports so 
as to make it available to the interests of the country. 
The theory of the gentlemen opposed was, as he be- 


fore stated, to increase the exportations by 1 increasing i 


the importations; or, in other words, adding to your 
income by inereasing your expenditure. A few 
years back, the country was in debt, her resources 
dried up, and her industry at a stand. Never was 
there a period niore favorable for exportation than 
that; but it was then found that all our snrplus pro- 
duce could notpay offour immense debt. Experienca, 
he said, proved that agricultural produce was 


It was his purpose to proceed with the ex- - 


limited to a point beyond which it could not go. He | 
referred to Massachusetts alone taking more of do- | 
mestic produce than was exported to Great Britain | 


and her dependencies; and he believed that his own 
small State of Vermont, agricultural as she was, 


used more of the wheat and “flour of the West than | 
The same argument that ap- | 


was sent to England. 
plied to bread-stuffs was equally applicable to the 


other articles named as illustrative of the views of | 


the senator from New Hampshire. 

The advocates of the tariff were met with a violent 
opposition from one quarter of the countr y—a quar- 
ter which he admitted, from its great exportation of 
cotton, was deepl interested. There the planters 
seemed to think that the manufacturers could not 


be true to their own interests, without being at war | 


with the interests of the cotton growers; and they as- 


sumed, though he knew not on what grounds, that | 


the manufacturing interests of New England were 
inconsistent witd their (the planters’) ‘prosperity. 


This was a great fallacy; and one, he thought, easy | 
Great Bri itai required < onr raw | 


of demonstration. 
cotton for three purposes; first, to manufacture a 
fabric to be returned to the American people; sec- 


ond, forher own consumption; and third, for the | 


supply of markets, foreign to both England and 
America. Suppose, then, ten millions dollars’ worth 
of our exports is manufactured in England and re- 
turded to this country: w ould not a demand to the 
same extent exist,if that $10,000,000 worth was man- 
ufactured at home. Let manufactures be erected, and 
encouraged in every State end in every county in 
the Union, so as to be within reach of the agricul- 
į tural population, and he would fearlessly assert that 


the ‘demand for the raw material wola i honor, He would support the bill, with the excep- |] can people, on whose decision it could alone stand |} the demand for the raw material would, inetene 5 BO 


per. cent. The persons thus employed would: bé 
come consumers, so as to leave no necessity tò seek 
a forelgn market for our surplus prođuce; andthe 
benefits would be felt by all. If the cotton manu- 
factured in England for the use of this country gives 
employment to 100,000- persons, the only difference 
in transferring the labor to the same number of ‘our 
owii fellow-citizens would be in the. benefit. the 
county, would derive by the increased-demand for 
their subsistéee. As to the domestic consumption 
of Great Britaiti in the article of cotton, that would 
remain as itis. Cotton has become a necessary for 
which there is no substiiwte; and England must 
have it. And then, as to the supply of foreign 
markets, Great Britain must continue to buy from 
us the raw article, if she cannot get it cheaper else~ 
where. It seemed to him a paradox, which he 
would like the honorable senator from South Cato- 
lina to exptain, that “the extension of our cotton 
manufactures had a direct and inevitable tendency to 
destroy the demand for the raw material.” 

As io the old and and thread-bare argument, that 
the tariff went to tax the many for the benefit of the 
few, he thought it sufficiently answered; but as the 
honorable senator from New Hampshire entered 
into what he called facts to illustrate his argument, 
he would see how far those facts proved them- 
selves. He then entered into a long statistical.detail 
to show that the calculations of Mr. Woopsuny on 
the duties of iron, leather, and salt, were fallacious. 
The cost of cut nails, an article of iron more genere 
ally used by all classes than any other, was, in hig 
own village, but three and a half cents per pound; 
so that, if the senator from South Carolina was 
correct in stating that the consumer paid the 
duty of three cents per pound, then the cost 
of the article itself must only be ‘half a cent per 
pound. On leather, that honorable senator described 
the duty falling on the consumer at from 30 to 35 per 
cent., but he did not say how much was. actually 
paid; "he left that to be guessed at. Now the ‘fact 
was, for the last two years, (and he could not say 
how long before,) there was not a single pound of the 
heavy leather required by the working-man importe 
edinto the country. How, then, could that tax be 
imposed where there was nothing to im ee it on? 
Salt, he proceeded at length to show, did not im- 
pose a tax on each individual of more than two 
cents per year; and he ‘contended that raising 
a clamor against the duty on those articles was not 
done from any conviction that these separate taxes 
bore hard on the people, but from an interested au- 
tipathy to the whole system. Neither, he said, was 
it universally the case that the consumer paid the 
duty or tax, as argued by the honorable senator 
from South Carolina. It would be the case, pro- 
vided the demand exceeded the supply; but when 
that did not happen, it was, as the circumstance 
might be, either by the producer or manufacturer. 
He then alluded to the different positions occupied 
by the American and European manufacturer. ‘The 
former could not compete with the enormous capi- 
tal of the Jatter, who could easily sacrifice from 
$50,000 to $500,000, by sending his manufactures 
here to sell, not at a price to realize profit, but at a 
loss, his object being to undersell and ruin those 
who would dare compete with him. This object at- 
tained, the market was in his own possession, and 
the sum lost was speedily doubled by his increase 
of price. The working of the protective system 

roved it to be a wise and wholesome measure. 
There was now sunk in manufactures of the coun- 
try upwards of $300,000,000, producing annually 
$240,000,000. He alluded to "Mr. Woonsery’s ref- 
erence to Vermont, and said if that gentleman 
would consult his own political friends in that State, 
he would find hinetenith s of them favorable to the 
protective system. 

The senator from New Hampshire} himself, when 
he looked to the interestof his own State, and Ver- 
mont, advocated their protection; but when he look- 
ed to the South, he seemed to be altogether in favor of 
the free-trade doctrine. If he should attempt to 
urge the latter on his native hills, or on the plains of 
Vermont, he would find he could make no converts. 
{t is in vain to come up to the expectations of each 
particular section of the country. In one place it 
will be found that the protective poticy has not 
gone far enough; in another, that ithas gone too far. 
Tt is not for little circles Congress has to legislate, 
but for the whole country. 

The senator seemed to think, that while the manu- 
facturers of wool were protected by a duty of forty 
per cent., the growers of wool were protected by 8 
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would both leave their dying injunctions to their 
children to. stand by the constitution as they had 
done, and -that their last prayers would be that this 
glorious Union. may endure forever. k 

Mr. EVANS rose to move that the subject be 
laid on the table, to be taken up whenever any other 
gentleman was ready to continue the debate. 

Mr. McDUFFIE observed. that, if no other sena- 
‘tor felt disposed to continue the debate this week, 
he would wish the subject to be postponed till Mon- 
day next, as the senator from, Missouri (Mr. Berx- 
Ton] was desirous to express his views upon it. 
Mr. EVANS remarked that he would call it up 


atthe request of any gentleman. wishing to contiue 
the debate, whenever it was desired. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS the subject was ac- 
cording laid on the table. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 19, 1844. 
The journal of Saturday was réad and approved. 
PETITION DAY. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the call of the States for petitions. 

Petitions were presented from the State of Massa- 
chusetts by Messrs. ADAMS, WINTHROP, 
GRINNELL, PARMENTER, and KING; some 
of which falling within the 25th rule, were not. re- 


ect taxes for the sup- 
port of their own government. For, ifthereis free trade, ~ 
direct taxes must be resorted to for the support of the 
government. . If true that the people pay three cents” 
a pound more for their sugar than they could get it 
for in exchange from foreign countries, the question 
arises; whether itis more onerous to pay that three 
cents for the protection which gives ability to sup- 
ply revenue for the support of government, than to 
pay it in some other hapë: such as direct taxation? 

< Another idea of the senator was, that 40 per cent. 
duty on imports was the same as 40 per cent. duty 
on the export staples given in exchange for imports. 
He says, let the produce of this country find a 
market in Great Britain, where we can get either 
exchangeable commodities or money for them. But 
did not the senator leave out of view the fact that, 
although this country might agree to do all this, 
Great Britain would not abandon her protective pol- 
icy. She would levy her duty of from 50 to 60 per 
cent. on our exports; and would it not, in the end, 
be better if onr producers had consented to pa. only 
30 or 40 per cent for protection to their.own domes- 
tic labor? 

Much had been said about making laws for the 
rich, at the expense of the poor, Congress kuew 
no such distinctions in legislation. There were 
none of these great distinctions of the rich and the 
poor in this country. While wealth was moderately 

iffused on the one hand, there was no such thing as 
indigence or destitution to be found on the other. 
He denied that there ever was extreme or long- 
continued destitution in this country. The language 
of “laws for the rich—not for the poor,” never 
could apply to this country. And nothing could 
evince more the wisdom of this very policy of pro- 
tection than the existence of the fact that it had 
spread such universal prosperity over the country, 
wend tended so to diffuse the fruits of industry that, 
while there were no overgrown fortunes to be met 
with, in a general sense, there wasno poverty; for 
labor was insured its reward, and competence was 
within the reach of all. 

There is not a people on the face of the earth 
whose condition indicates a greater prosperity than 
that of the people of New England. They have 
preserved their carly habits of thrift, industry, econ- 
omy, sobriety of conduct, and love of comfort and 
competence. Was it to be expected that they ever 
could consent to jeopard this happy condition, for 
the sake of trying a mere experiment of some theory 
of free-trade, which had recently got hold of the 
minds of some gentlemen in the South, the result of 
which might well be doubted, even as regards the 
interests of the South itself? The protective policy 
was a policy adopted by every civilized country. 
There was no such thing in the world as a free-trade 
system. Itis a theory existing mercly in books, 
and drawn from them by theorists. If this country 
did not regulate its own policy and trade, other 
countries would regulate theirs soas to profit at our 
expense. Tous belonged the duty of protecting our 
own interests, leaving it to foreign nations to do as 
they thought fit in relation to their own; 

We had tried an approximation to Tree trade in 
the compromise act of 1833. What was the result 
of the reduction of duties towards even twenty per 
cen? Disasters which were falsely attributed toa 
deranged currency, which was the effect of the 
abandonment of the protective policy. 

Mr. P. entered upon a review of the condition of 
the country in 1836 and 1837; the overtrading in 
cotton; the loss suffered by the speculations of the 
United States bank in cotton, &c. &c., and in con- 
clusion, said that he regretted that the senator from 
South Carolina had thought it necessary to declare 
that if Congress did not abandon this protective 
system, he should give up all hope of averting evils 
which he could not anticipate without indescriba- 
ble feelings; and that he should, therefore, shake the 
dust from his feet, and leave these halls forever. 

Ee (Mr. P.) hoped the senator would reconsider 
that resolution; Tor he (Mr. P.) had too much faith 
in the senator’s devotion to the country and the 
Union to believe that he would withhold his advice 
and experience from the national councils, simply 
on the ground that his peculiar views could not be 
carried out. He-(Mr. P.) trusted to seeing the sen- 
ator long unite with him and every other patriot 
in the body to which he belonged, in promoting the 
hest interests of the country. He trusted they would 
not shake the dust from their feet to abandon the halls 
of Congresstill they shook them in “shuffling off this 
mortal coil,” which is the condition of humanity it- 
self, When that event should come, he hoped they 


duty of only five per cent.; and his sympathy seemed millions more in the shape of dir 
articularly directed in this.respect to the farmers of ` 


ermont—-advocating a protective duty on their 


staple. : a 

Mtr. WOODBURY here interposed, to say that 
he never had recommended a duty even for their 
protection, beyond. the necessary uty for revenue. 

Mr. PHELPS continued... There was some diffi- 
citlty. in finding out what the revenue standard was, 
in levying duties. It can only be known by what 
the inierests of the country demand. With respect _ 
tò wool, the duty should be such as ‘would protect 
both the ‘wool-grower and wool-manufacturer from 
foreign competition. It was not. true that, by the 
act of 1842, the interests of the wool-growers of 
Vermont had been sacrificed to the interests of the | 
manufacturers of wool in Massachusetts, or any 
other State. The measure of protection was equall 
dealt out to both. By adding the ‘protection oord- 
.ed by the ad valorem duty and that of the specific 
duty,it would be found that the protection to both . 
the grower and the manufacturer was 40 per cent.— 
the raw material being considered only half the 
value of the fabric made from it. 

Tt was in vain to attempt. persuading the agricul- 
turists that this act of 1842 was that monster of in- 
justice towards them which it had been held up to 
be; because the egriculturists understood their own 
interests better than to believe any such thing. 
They would’ see that if the protective policy was 
abandoned, and the raw materials of this country 
were sent to England to be manufactured, they 
would then have to come into competition with the 
same sort of products from every country in Eu- 
rope and the Levant. Such a competition would 
leave the agriculturists of this country very soon 
without a market at all. 

To abandon the protective policy, would be to 
condemn New England, which had contributed 
so largely to the national pros erity, to become a 
desert waste, and to force its in habitants to emigrate 
to the far West—like the aborigines, forsaking their 
ancient homes, their habits, their peculiar pur- 
suits, and their distinguishing thrift, economy, and 
well-earned competence. And here the pretence, if 
not prediction, of the Senator from South Carolinia 
was called upto memory, of the effects which the 
abolition of the tariff policy would haveon New 
England. It represented in the future, the scene 
which would be presented to the eye of a stranger 
visiting this country, after an absence of ten years, 
and finding such prosperity in the South as should 
make himexclaim, “What angel of beneficence had 
brought down the blessings he witnessed?” but, on 
visiting New England, he would exclaim, “What 
demon of wrath had inflicted the misery which sur- 
rounded him?” If such, then, were to be the con- 
sequences of abandoning the protective system, that 
mode of recommending it could not surely be ex- 
pected by the senator to be calculated to enlist his 
(Mr. P.’s) co-operation. It was calculated to 
have the direct opposite effect—to make him 
and every true friend of that policy adhere the more 
enaciously to its salutary principles. If the senator 
persists in his idea that, if this policy is not abandoned, 
a dissolution of the Union will be inevitable, he (Mr. 
P.) was ready to say, that sooner than see his pre- 
diction fulfilled with regard to the condition which 
New England would be reduced to by the aban- 
donment of the protective policy, let the dissolu- 
tion of the Union come. But he had no fears of 
either the one or the other. The protective system 
never could be abandoned by this country; and the 
dissolution of the Union was, in his opinion, a 
moral impossibility. 

‘As to the idea of the senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that the people of this country paid three mil- 
lions a year: for the protection of the sugar in- 
terest of the South; or, to take the scnator’s 
proposition in its fullest extent, that by the 
protective system in its general operation, sixtecn 
millions a year were taken from the pockets of the 
agriculturists to be put into the pockets of those 
classes protected, he (Mr. P.) would say, well, what 
if itas so? The people of this country have to pay 
this sixteen millions somewhere. They must pay 
it either here or abroad. If abroad, it is for for- 
eign labor; and in support of the governments of 
foreign countries. If here, it is for home labor, and 
in support of their own government. This sixteen 
millions is necessary to sustain the government. 
How would it benefit the people of this country to 
have free trade, and first. pay their sixteen millions 
to foreign countries for their labor, and in support of 
their governments, and then to have to pay sixteen 


ceived. 
Mr. ADAMS presented the following: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
We, the undersigned, being of Western Pennsy!]- 


vania and Ohio, and having, with deep anxiety and 
painful emotions, observed the distraction and alien- 
ation which is so alarmingly prevalent throughout. 
the greater part of our belove country—especially 
among the representatives of the people, who are so 
exceedingly broken in judgment that the affairs of the 
nation cannot be conducted so as to sustain its dig- 
nity and promote its best interests; and being fully 
convinced that the neglect to recognise the law of 
God as the basis of all human legislation, is the font- 
al source of these evils—the ne et bitter 
fruits, growing out of this radical defect in the instru- 
ment which lies at the foundation of this republic, 
and is regarded as “the supreme law of the land;”” 
and that God, in His providence, is causing “times” 
to pass over us, to let this nation know “that_the 
Most High ruleth in the kingdoms of men,” (Dan: 
vi, 25, 26,) and “that all people, nations, an Jan- 
guages should serve him,” (Dan. vii, 14.) 

e thercfore pray you, as their representatives, 
to recommend to the people of these United States an 
alteration of the constitution, embracing the follow~ 
ing amendments: 

{. A clear and explicit acknowledgment of the 
Sovereign of the Universe, as the God of this nation. 

9, An entire and avowed submission to the Lord 
Jesus Christ, His anointed, (Psalms ii. 7,) who is 
prince of the kings of the earth, (Rev. 1. 5,) the 
head of all principalities and powers, (Col. ii. 10,) as 
the ruler of his nation. 

3. An unreserved reception of His revealed will, 
contained in the Scriptures of the Old and New Tes- 
taments, ‘as the law paramount, by which all the 
affairs of this republic shall be regulated; all con- 
flicting State laws being regarded as perfectly null 
and void. (Psalm ii.10,12.) “Be wise now, there- 
fore, Oh ye kings.” Also, (Psalms xix. 7, 11,) 
“The law of the Lord is perfect,” &e. 

We also most earnestly and solemnly entreat 
you, as you regard your own and the best interests 
of the nation, that you rescind at once, and forever, 
all enactments whereby a violation of God’s law is 
authorized; whether by running the mail stage on 
His Sabbath, or otherwise; for “righteousness €X- 
altcth a nation, but sin is a reproach to any people.” 
(Prov. xiv. 34.) See also Psalms xciv. 20,) where 
the divine pleasure is expressed; and Psalms ix. 
17, where nations that forget God are devoted to 
destruction. Also Jer. v. 9, where God has de- 
nounced his dread vengeance upon all the nations 
that do not serve and obey him; and in Rev. xix. 
11, 21, the sentence is represented as being exe- 
cuted; the battle decisive; the overthrow entire and 
complete. 

With these, and many other portions of infalli- 
ble truth before us; and also a knowledge of the 
many and grievous sins with which this nation is 
chargable in the sight of God—it is our deliberate 
judgment, that nothing but national repentance, and 
a thorough reformation in both constitution and ad- 


ministration, will save this republic from threatened 
‘and impending ruin. 

By the alienation, distraction, pecuniary embat- 
-rassments, and other aboundin calamities, God in 
His providence is saying, in the language of the 
prhphet Isaiah, “come now, and let us reason to- 
gether. If ye be willing and obedient, ye shall eat 
the good of the land; but if ye refuse and rebel, ye 
shall be devoured with the sword; for the mouth of 
the Lord hath spoken it.” (Chap. I, v. 18, 20.) 

After it was read, Mr. BELSER moved that it be 
not received. 

Upon this motion, Mr. ADAMS demanded th 
yeas and nays. i 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he hoped the gen- 
tleman from Alabama would withdraw his motion, 
-and allow the petition to be received, and referred to 
the select committee to which were referred the res- 
olutions of the legislature of Massachusetts. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK observed that, if the gentle- 
man from Alabama withdrew his motion, he would 
renew it. That select committee, he thought, had 
enough to do already, . 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved to lay the 
question of reception on the table. ; 

And upon this motion, Mr. ADAMS demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

On seconding the demand for the yeas and nays, 
there were 22 votes in the affirmative, and 109 in the 
negative. 

he demand for the yeas and nays not being 
seconded, 

Mr. ADAMS called for tellers. 

And upon seconding this demand, 14 voted in the 
affirmative; which not being a sufficient number, 
tellers were not ordered. 

The question being put, was carried in the affirm- 
ative; and the question of reception was accordingly 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. BURKE presented a memorial from the 
democratic members of the General Assembly of 
Rhode Island, which entered at great length into the 
affairs of the people of that State in their struggle to 
obtain a new constitution, and also complained of 
the interference of the executive of the United 
States. It embraced a great variety of other topics, 
and questioned, amongst other things, the legality of 
the election of the gentlemen representing Rhode 
Island in this House. 

Mr. CRANSTON called for the reading of the 
document, and the names appended thereto, and 
they were read accordingly. 

Mr. BURKE moved that this memorial be re- 
ferred to a select committee of five members; and 
on that he. moved the previous question. 

Mr. POTTER said the memorial was full of mis- 
representations, and he hoped an apportunity would 
be afforded to him to say something upon it. 

The SPEAKER said debate was not in order, the 
previous question having been moved, 

Mr. CRANSTON and Mr. POTTER both en- 
treated the gentleman from from New Hampshire to 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BURKE said, believing this not to be the 
proper time for debate, he could not consent to with- 
draw his motion. 

Mr. WINTHROP seggested, that as the memo- 
rial questioned the right of the gentlemen from 
Rhode Island to their seats, it would involve a ques- 
tion of privilege on which the gentlemen should be 
heard. : 

Some other observations were made by various 

entlemen. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. Tellers 
were called for, and Messrs. Whintruror and 
HaraLson were appointed, and they reported 
76 in the affirmative, and 62 in the negative. So 
there was a second. 

The question then recurred on the question, 
“shall the main son now be put?” 

Mr. CRANSTON called for the yeas and nays 
thereon, and they were ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the reading of the 
memorial. 

Mr. WELLER inquired it it must be read as 
often as its reading was called for. It had been read 
once in the hearing of the House, and as it was 
very long he objected to its being again read. 

Mr. BARNARD said it was the usual practice of 
the House to read papers on which gentlemen were 
called to vote, if desired. 

Objections were still made, and some conversation 
ensued thereon. 


Mr. BURKE said he would modify his resolu. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
tion so as.to refer that pottion of the memorial as | 
related to the right of the members from Rhode Ist- 
dnd to their,seats to the Committee of Elections. ` 
t. PO "TER inguited if the gentleman could 
modify his motioti, iow that the p¥evious question 
had been moved? . 7 
The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
modification was in order. . j 
- Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the memorial on 
the table. i 
Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
as follows: yeas 35, nays 144: 


YEAS—Messt's. Abbott, Bäkeř, Battinger, Barnard, 
Beardsley, Belser, J. Black; Milton Brown, Bufiington, 
Burt, Carroll, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, Dellet, Dick- 
ey, Willis Green; Grinnell, Hardiit, Jeséph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, Daniel P. King, Edward J. Morris, Newton, Patter- 
son, Ramsey, Robinson, Sample, Sdunders, Albert Smith, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, and Thomasson—35; ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
Edward J. Blick, Blackwéll, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William 
J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Chappell, Clinch, 
Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, R. D. Davis; 
J. W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish; 
Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Byram Green, Grider; 
Hale, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubar, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Cave Johnson, Perley B.. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mc- 
Causlen, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Marsh, Mathews, Moore, Moseley, Murphy, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Peyton, Elisha R. 
Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, 
Almon H. Read, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St.John, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Win- 
throp, Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and 

ost—144. 2 


Mr. BURKE said that he should not insist upon 
the modification, but would allow the whole to go 
to the select committee. 

‘The question was then propounded by the Speak- 
er, Shall the main question be now put? 

Mr. HOLMES inquired what the main question 


was. 

The SPEAKER said the main question would be 
upon agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 

ew Hampshire, that the memorial offered by him 
be referred to a select committee of five. 

Mr. ADAMS suggested that the committee be 
enlarged. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the proposition 
could not now be modified, as the previous question 
had been ordered. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL reminded the Speaker that this 
decision was not in conformity with former decis- 
ions, though he would not say that it was incorrect. 

Mr. HALE inquired whether the gentleman was 
in order. 

The SPEAKER remarked that no question could 
be now entertained except that upon which the 
previous question had been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
—yeas 113, nays 69. as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cross, 
Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram 
Green, Hamlin, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubbard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James 
B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, 
Lucas, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Me- 
Connell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Purdy, Rathbun, Almon H. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentwort , Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—113. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, ‘Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Belser, Milton Brown, Buftington, Car- 
roll, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, 
Cranston, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Daniel P. King, Marsh, Edward J.Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, 
Ramsey, Rayner, C. M. Read, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, 
Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—63 


4 on motion of Mr. 


-hundred feet long. 


"Mr. DUNLAP, not. being within the barat the 


moment when the question was: puty desired: per- 
mission to vote; which being refused, Mr.D. stated 
that he would have voted yea. fee 
The memorial was then. referred to.a select: ¢om- 
mittee of five, and ordered to be printed. 
_ Petitions were presented. from New Hampshire 
by Mr. BURKE. > on 
From Maine: By Messrs. SEVERANCE, (one 
of which prayed that no new State be admitted into 
the Union wliose constitution tolerated slavery, and, 
BELSER, it wes not received,) 
HAMLIN, and MORSE, e ‘ 
Mr. HAMLIN obtained permission to make a 
report from the Committee of Electionson the sub- 
ject of electing electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent, accompanied by a bill. ee 
From Massachusetts: By Messrs. PARMEN- 
TER and WINTHROP. 
From Rhode Island: By Mr. CRANSTON. 
From Connecticut: By Messrs. SEYMOUR and 


SIMONS. 


From Vermont: By Messrs. DILLINGHAM 
and FOOT. 

From New York: By Messrs. D. L. SEYMOUR, 
HUNGERFORD, BEARDSLEY, MOSELEY, 
TYLER, FISH, (one of which was near three 
and signed by about 10,000 citi- 
zens of New York, complaining of the introduction 
of foreign paupers, and asking an alteration in 
the naturalization laws,) BARNARD, CARROL, 
PATTERSON, CARY, HUNT, and RATHBUN. 

From Pennsylvania: By Messrs. DICKEY, C. 
M. READ, FOSTER, BRODHEAD, BIDLACK, 
HAYS, and C. J. INGERSOLL. 

From Virginia: By Messrs. HOPKINS, CHIL- 
TON, SAMPSON, TAYLOR, STEENROD, and 
ATKINSON. 

From North Carolina: By Messrs. CLINGMAN, 
DEBERRY, RAYNER and McKAY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, asked leave, 
having no petition to present, to introduce a bill. of 
which he had previously given notice, concern- 
ing the conveyance or devise of places of public 
worship in the District of Columbia; referred to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

From South Carolina: By Messrs WOODWARD 
and BURT. . 

From Georgia: By Messrs. E. J. BLACK and 
STEPHENS. : 

From Kentucky: By Messrs. CALDWELL, 
STONE, TIBBATTS, and THOMASSON.. ; 
From Tennessee: By Messrs. DICKINSON and 
SENTER. : 

From Ohio: By Messrs. VANCE, HARPER, 
DUNCAN, DEAN, H. A. MOORE. SCHENCK, 
McDOWELL, WELLER, POTTER, VINTON, 
VANMETER, and GIDDINGS. : 

Mr. HOLMES moved that when the House ad- 
journ, it adjourn until Wednesday next; which was 
carried. 

Petitions’ were presented from Louisiana by 
Mr. BOSSIER. 

From Indiana: By Messrs. WRIGHT, THOS. 
SMITH, SAMPLE, OWEN, HENLEY, KEN- 
NEDY, and BROWN. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill to confirm certain lands 
to the State of Indiana. The bill confirms to the 
State of Indiana the lands selected by her last sum- 
mer; amounting to about fifty thousand: acres, and 
authorizes the further selection of land to the amount 
of about forty thousand acres—in all one hundred 
and twelve thousand acres; being the amount o 
land that the State is entitled to for the prosecution 
of the Wabash and Erie canal, growing out of the 
length of said canal—the same being measured by 
the actual number of miles that said canal has to be 
worked, and not by the disiance that it is from point 
to point. DAI 

Mr. OWEN presented the following joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Indiana: 

“A joint resolution on the subject of the Oregon 
Territory. 

«Whereas the district of country, known as the 
Territory of Oregon, ny belongs to our na- 
tional government; and whereas the insatiate ava- 
rice and grasping spirit of the British Government 
seems already directed to its subjugation and conver- 
sion; and whereas the slightest infringement of na- 
tional right isa prelude to more high-handed and au- 
dacious aggressions: 

“Therefore be it resolved, That our senators in Con- 
gress be instructed, and our representatives be re- 
quested, to uge their proper instrumentality to pro- 


id ediate occupation, 

i ence of the Oregon Te 

if-we can, forcibly if we rust. © ~ pes 
“Resolved, That the governor forward tò ‘each of 


our senators and representatives a copy of. this pre- 

amble and resolution immediately on iia passage.” 

co A. Le ROBINSON, © 
Speaker of" the House of Representatives. 
: JESSE D.. BRIGHT, ` 
weet i . President of the Senate. 
Approved, Jan. 13, 1844. ae 
S ; : -JAMES WHITCOMB. 
Mr. HENLEY said, in presenting the resolution 
of the legislature of Indiana, which I now do, in- 
structing my colleagues and myself to vote for and 
urge an peptone in public lands to construct a 
canal around the falls of the Ohio river at Jefferson- 
ville, I. také this occasion, as not inappropriate, 
though rather out of order, to ‘call the attention of 
the House, and of the country, to some facts import- 
ant to be known in connexion with this question. 
There is now a canal at the falls of the Ohio, on the 
Kentucky side of the river, and the owners of the 
canal, being a private company, have already asked 
the goverment to purchase their stock in the same, 
and make {ts navigation free. This is a proposition 
forà canal on the Indiana side of the river. Now, 
sit, the facts I wish to state, for which I ask the 
consideration ofthe House, are, First: the Louisville 
and Portland canal will cost the government more, 
by several hundred thousand dollars, than to con- 
struct’a “rew-canal on the Indiana side of the 
river. Second: that canal is too small; and if 
purchased by the govesnment, would require a large 
expenditure of money to enlarge it to a sufficient 
size to answer the purposes of the commerce of that 
river, its size being insufficient to admit the large 
class of steamboats. Third: the eddy formed at 
the lower end of the canal by Corn island, causes 
constant deposite of sediment between the mouth of 
the canal and-the channel of the river, which is now 
quite an obstruction to the navigation of the canal; 
and will shortly, without great’ expense, render it 
almost entirely useless in low water, which is the 
only tme itis much needed. Fourth: the harbor 
of the city of Louisville (which surrounds the up- 
per entrance of the canal) is a basin; and was, many 
years ago, called Patton’s pond. It is between and 
above the head of Corn island and the shore, and is 
fast filling up. Twenty years ago, at low water, 
this pond was twenty feet deep; now it is but ten 
feet deep—the water there, on account of the ob- 
structions of Corn island, and the rocks adjacent to 
it, being sume inches higher, and consequently more 
quiescent than at the opposite shore. The inevitable 
consequence of which is, to cause the filling up of 
the channel to the mouth of the canal, and will re- 
quire a constant expenditure to keep it open. This 
has already caused great embarrassment to the com- 
pany owning the work; and boats are frequently 
seen sticking in the mud, both at the lower and up- 
per entrance of the canal: hence the anxiety of 
the company to sell out to the government. 

It is perhaps necessary, sir, to remark that the 
canal at Louisville will cost about $1,200,000; and 
that a canal can be constructed on the Indiana side 
along the shore or bank of the river, at a cost, at the 
the highest, estimate, not to exceed $350,000; that 
an improvement completely to overcome the ob- 
structions by adam and locks can be made for 
$125,000. But as a temporary measure, and one for 
which I demand immediate consideration, is the 
blasting out of a straight schute through the falis 
without lowering the level above; isof immense 
utility, and meets the approbation of the most ex- 
perienced havigators of the western rivers. | This 
pe arn as [ am informed by an experienced 
and highly respectable engineer, will not cost more 
than $30,000—only about one-eighth of the amount 
annually paid by the enterprising flat-boat men of the 
West in tolls to the. proprietors of the Louisville and 
Portland canal. This small appropriation, sir, would 
relieve our commerce of this enormous annual tax. 
Mr. Speaker, an engineer was deputed, during the 
last summer, to examine and report upon the vari- 
ous plans suggested for overcovering the obstruc- 
tions at the falls of the Ohio. The report of that 
engineer was called for early in the session by a 
resolution presented by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. ‘Tisparts,| but it has not been made; 
where it is, or what is the cause of this detention, I 
know not. But the session is passing away; the 
Committee on Commerce is aboutto report; the es- 
niates for the expenditures of the year are béeing 


} made- 


ide up; and this great question in: 
falls of thë Ohio is passing by forthe session. I 
have, therefore, seized. upon -this occasion as the 
only opportunity E- could have of bringing the mat- 
ter to the consideration ‘of the House.’ This is a 
question, “Mr. Speaker; in- which. Indiana has ‘no 
more interest than every other State in the great val- 
ley of the Mississippi. “It interests.us all; it interests 
the Union; and “it is for that reason that I have 
thought proper, at this time, to mention these facts— 
facts, sir, which I shall be able to prove, at a proper 
time, to the satisfaction of every member ‘of this 
House. I move.a reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 
The resolution was referred. 


Petitions were presented from Tlinois by Messrs. 
ROBERT SMITH, HOGE, WENTWORTH, 
FICKLIN, McCLERNAND, and HARDIN. 

From Albama: By Messrs. LEWIS, CHAP- 
MAN, and PAYNE. 

Mr. CHAPMAN offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing 
an act, declaratory of the construction of the pré- 
emption acts of 1838, 1840, and 1841, so as to allow 
to the heirs of pre-emptors, who died between the 
time of making the settlement, and the expiration 
thereof, required by the said laws (and having in all 
other respects complied with the conditions of 
the act under which the claim is made,) to take the 
pre-emption their ancestor would have been enti- 
titled to if he had lived during the time specified by 
the act. i 

From Missouri: By Messrs. JAMESON, BOW- 
LIN, and HUGHES. 

From Arkansas: By Mr. CROSS. 

[Mr. CROSS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause to be communicated to this House copies 
of all contracts entered into within four years prior 
to the commencement of the present Congress, or 
pending and unfulfilled at that time, for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi river, or its 
tributaries, or any one or more of them; the amount 
expended under such contracts, or otherwise, and in 
what manner; a statement of the amount appropria- 
ted, and unexpended, at the beginning of the present 
fiscal year; the names and residence of contractors, 
and superintendents thereof, whether private in- 
dividuals or public officers, with copies of their res- 
pective reports, and correspondence relating thereto; 
the orders or instructions under which they, or any 
of them, acted, or still act; whether such contractors 
or superintendents are allowed, in any case, in pros- 
ecuting said improvements, to exercise their own 
discretion; and if so, under what circumstances; and 
all such other and further information within the 
control of the War Department as may serve to 
show the extent of improvements made, contem- 

lated, or necessary, in said rivers; discriminating 

etween improvements deemed necessary in a mili- 
tary point of view, and those in furtherance of com- 
merece. ] 

From Michigan: By Messrs. McCLELLAND, 
HUNT, and LYON. 

Mr. LYON gave notice that he would, on some 
future day, ask leave to introduce a bill to grant to 
each of the States in which the public lands are sit- 
uated, a quantity of land equal to that which has 
been granted to the State of Ohio. 

And that he would also, to-morrow, ask leave to 
introduce a bill to amend an act confirming certain 
land claims in the State of Michigon. 

Messrs. RAMSEY, ADAMS, and STEWART, 
obtained permission to present petitions. 

Mr. PARMENTER moved that the Speaker fill 
the vacancy in the Naval Committee, occasioned b 
the resignation of its chairman, Mr. Wise; whie 
was agreed to. 

RESIGNATION OF MR. WILKINS. 

The SPEAKER -laid before the House a com- 
munication from Mr. Wirxms, (now Secretary of 
War,) resigning his seat in this House; which, on 


the motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, was laid’ 


on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

On the motion of Mr. J. C. INGERSOLL, the 
Speaker was directed to fill the vacancy in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, occasioned by the resig- 
nation of Mr. Gilmer. 

The House then adjourned to Wednesday next. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 


yegard. t6 the. 


“handed to. the reporters by the members presenting 


th 


By Mr. TYLER: The petition of S. B. Wheeler 
and others, praying. for an appropriation to repair 
the public works at Dunkirk: harbor, New York. 
The petition of Moses. Woods and others, praying 
for ke further’ prosecution of the public works at 


Barcelona harbor, Chautauque county, New York. 


The petition of George Hall and others, praying for 
the same: The remonstrance of Bliss C. Willough- 
by and others, inhabitants of Cattaraugus county, 
New York, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States. e: 

By Mr. McCONNELL: The portion of numer- 
ous citizens of Randolph county, Alabama, praying 
the establishment of amail-routc. The memorial of 
John T. Ball, praying to be allowed the difference 
between the pay of a messenger and, an extra clerk. 

By Mr. A. tr. READ: Two memorials, signed 
by citizens of Troy, Bradford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for: reduction in the rates of postage: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. : 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial. of J ohn Saltz- 
man and 110 other citizens of Posey county, Indi- 
ana, asking a grant of land to complete the national 
thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, by the 
improvement of the Wabash. The memorial of 
Thomas Everton and. 122 others, citizens of Indiana 
and other States, praying for a grant of the unsold 
lands in the Vincennes land district, to complete the 
canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio river at Evans- 
ville. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of A. R. Jones 
and 84 others, citizens of Indiana, praying a grant 
to said State of the lands lying in the Vincennes dis- 
trict, for the extension of the Wabash and Erie canal 
to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition from the 
members of the Chicago bar, praying that two terms 
of the United States courts may be holden at that 

lace each year: referred to the Committee on the 
Vodiciary: Also, the petition of Joel A. Matteson 
and Hardin Bigelow, praying for damages sustained 
by them in the transportation of railroad iron: refer- 
réd to the Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, 
the petition of John Fitch, praying for the refunding 
of certain purchase money for land to which the 

atent is withheld: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Albion T. Crow 
and 182 others, citizens of Illinois, praying a reduc- 
tion of the present rates of postage: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The memorial 
of W. White and 175 others, citizens of McHenry 
county, State of Illinois, asking Congress for an ap- 
propriation for a harbor at the town of Southport, 
in the Territory cf Wisconsin: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Commerce. The memorial of John Dins- 
more and 72 others, citizens of Walworth county, 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an 
appropriation for a harbor at the town of Southport, 
in said Territory: referred to the Committee on Come 
merce. The memorial of Ira Newman and 89 
others, citizens of Racine county, Territory of Wis- 
consin, asking Congress for an appropriation for a 
harbor at the town of Southport, in said Territory: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Myrick Em- 


‘erson and 47 others, citizens of Orono, Maine, for 


the abolition of spirit rations in the navy, and that 
some substitute shall be provided for said rations. 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Charles Clark 
and others, citizens of New York, for a grant of 
lands to the State of Indiana, to aid in the construc: 
tion of certain public works. The petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce, of the city of New York, in 
relation to the commercial intercourse with China. 
The petition of Andrew Foster & Sons, and others, 
merchants, ship-owners, and ship-builders, in New 
York to provide for the annulling of the reciprocity 
treaties with the northern powers of Europe. The 
petition of about ten thousand citizens of New York, 
complaining of the introduction of foreign paupers, 
and asking an alteration of the naturalization laws. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of various 
citizens of Pulaski and Rockcastle counties, praying 
for the establishment of a post route from Somerset 
to Richmond, Kentucky, by way ofGilmer’s Store 
and Mount Vernon. Also, a petition, very nume- 
rously signed, for the establishment of a post route 
from Somerset to London, in Laurel county, Ken- 
tucky: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads, 


_ By Mro TIBBATTS: The petition of sundry cit 
izens of Campbell county, Kentucky, praying thata 
mail route may be established from Newport, by. 
the way of Four-mile, Twelve-mile, and Carthage, 
to Belmont, in said county: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of George Har- 
rison, a paymaster in the war of 1812, for relief 
agaitist a demand of the government for money over- 
paid by him to the regiment to which he was appoint- 
ed paymaster, &c. Also, the petition of a large num- 
ber of the citizens of West and East Feliciana, East 
and West Baton Rouge, and Iberville, Louisiana, 
praying for a reorganization of the regiment of 

ragoons, which was unwisely dismounted by the 
last Congress, &c. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Dr. James 


- T. Barclay, representing that he has discovered a 


process by which to protect the gold and silver coins 
from adulteration and debasement, and pledging him- 
self to demonstrate the practicability of a plan, by 
means of which we may have a coinage of such su- 
perior fabrication as not only to be proof against 
fraudulent reduction, but materially to shield it against 
depreciation by friction, and praying for such re- 
muneration for the discovery as Congress may deem 
it just and pia to allow him. 

Mr. ILLIS GREEN: The memorial of 
sundry citizens of Kentucky, praying for the appro- 
priation of the unsold land in the neni: dis- 
trict, Indiana, for the completion of the Erie and 
Nea canal: referred to the Committee on Public 

ands, 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of Wm. M. 
Hunt and 67 other citizens of Crawford county, Il- 
linois, asking a grant of land to complete the nation- 
al thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, by 
the improvement of the Wabash. - 

BY Mr. MOORE: The memorial of 112 citizens 
of Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, Ohio, 
preying a reduction in the rates of postage: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, another memorial on the same subject, from 
Wiliam Van Dervoort and 145 other citizens of 
Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, Ohio: refer- 
redto the same committee. Also, a memorial sign- 
ed by H. A. Stidger and 76 other citizens of Carroll, 
Carroll county, Ohio, praying for the immediate oc- 
cupation, by the general government, of the Oregon 
Territory. Also, offered a resolution instructing 
the Joint Committee on the Library to inquire into 
the expediency and propriety of purchasing, for the 
use of the National Institute, Russell’s Planetarium, 
and at what price the same can be purchased. Also, 
the petition and papers of the heirs of Jacob Thom- 
as in relation to a private land claim, were taken from 
the files of the House, and referred to the _ commit- 
tee on that subject. Also, the petition and papers of 
Mr. John Grigsby for a pension, were taken from 
thefiles of the House, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. RELIE: The resolutions of the City 
Council of St. Louis, Missouri, on the subject of 
marine hospitals: referred to the Committee on Coni- 
merce. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: James Maguire was permit- 
ted to withdraw his petition, heretofore submitted to 
the House, praying compensation for extra services 
as clerk in one of the bureaus of the War Depart- 
ment, and the same was again referred to the 
Committee of Claims: Joseph Barkley was permit- 
ted to withdraw his petition for a pension, ereto: 
fore submitted to the House; and the same, to- 
gether with affidavits herewith filed in support of 
the same, was again referred to the Committee en In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition 
of Richard W. Thompson and 136 others, of the 
county of Vigo, Indiana, asking that a por- 
tion of the vacant lands in the Shawneetown and 
Palestine land district, in the State of Illinois, and of 
the vacant lands of Vincennes, be granted for the 
purpose of improving the rapids of the Wabash 
river: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The petition of John Nelson and 40 other citizens of 
Montgomery county, Indiana, asking that the vacant 
lands in the Vincennes land district, Indiana, be 
granted to the State of Indiona, for the purpose of 
extending the Wabash and Erie canal from Terre 
Haute to Evansville, Indiana: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: A statement, prepared by a 
committee of the citizens of Havre de Grace, of the 
amount of lumber, produce, &c., which arrived at 
Port Deposite and Havre de Grace, by Susquehan- 


-shipment-coastwise. 


na-river and canal, during 

By Mr. LYON: A resolution ofthe Legislature of 
Michigan, in favor of an appropriation of land by- 
the United States for the repair and completion of. 
the road from Detroit to Grand river, in that State. ` 
A memorial, signed by 69 citizens of St. Joseph 
county, in the State of Indiana, asking an appropri- 
ation for constructing a harbor at New Buffalo, in 
the State of Michigan. The memorial ‘of Byron 
Kilbourn, renewing the prayer contained in his me- 
morial of December, 1842, that Congress would 
pass a resolution disapproving the resolution of the 

egislature of the Territory of Wisconsin repudi- 
ating the bonds negotiated for a canal loan; and also 
praying that Congress would pass a resolution or 
act rendering it obligatory on the legislature of the 
Territory of Wisconsin to pay, out of the funds 
derived from the sale of canal lands, those several 
bonds issued and negotiated for said loan numbered 
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56, which 
were duly and lawfully sold to, and paid for by, the 
holders thereof. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of 
John W. Hockett, praying payment for labor per- 
formed by him on the Cumberland road: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. The memo- 
yal of John W. Barr, a soldier in the late war with 
Great Britain, under General Andrew Jackson, pray- 
ing Congress to grant land to all those who served 
their country in said war: referred to the Commit- 
tee. on Military Affairs. The petition of Susanna 
Barker, (widow of Zebadiah Barker,) praying a 
pension on account of the revolutionary services of 
her late husband: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. The petition of citizens of Jack- 
son county, Illinois, praying the establishment of a 
mail-route from the county seat of said county to 
Georgetown, in Randolph county, was taken from the 
files of the House and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. The proceedings 
of a public meeting of the citizens of Alton and vi- 
cinity, to devise measures for the permanent location 
of the national road to the Mississippi river at Al- 
ton; together with a memorial of the legislature of 
Illinois on the same subject: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 20, 1844. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Thomas 
C. Williams and others, of the parish of Madison, 
in the State of Louisiana, praying Congress to pass 
a law securing them in their rights of pre-emption, 
under the law of 1841: referred to the Committce on 
Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, relative to the building of a 
permanent wharf at Pensacola, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Harder, asking for an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Gideon Bach- 
elder and others; which was read, and ordered to 
second reading; and the report accompanying order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
‘William M. Gibbs, praying for arrears of pension; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred sev- 
eral memorials from the citizens of Alexandria, 
Georgetown, and Washington upon the subject, re- 
sorted a bill to extend the charters of the District 
banke; which was read. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the reading of the 
bill again; when it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the charters of the several banks herein 


enumerated, as now existing and modified by law, 
namely: The Farmer’s and Mechanic’s Bank 


Georgetown, the Bank of the Metropolis, Patriotic - 


Bank of Washington, in the City of Washington; 
and the Farmer’s Bank of Alexandria, and Bank of 
Potomac, inthe Towa of Alexandria,—be, and the 


the -year 1843; fortran- 


same arë hereby, extended “until th : 
July, one thousand eight hundred: l iayo 3 
Provided, That Congress may at- any time hereafter 
alter, amend, modify, or ee te charters ‘of the 
said several banks; and the laws modifying the same, 
or either of them: i. : 
Sec. 2d. And beit further enacted, That if any’ of 
the said banks ‘shall hereafter suspend specie-pay- 
ments, or refuse to pay, on demand, any of their 
notes, deposites, or other obligations in specie, ‘it 
shall be the duty of the district attorney for the 
District of Columbia, ex officio, to file a ban before 
the proper court, whose duty it shall be, upon legal 
proof of the fact, to. declare the forféiture.of the 
charter of such defaulting bank, and place itin a 
state of liquidation, and wind up its affairs; accord- 
ing to the rules and practice of a court of chancery. 

_ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That at any elec 
tion hereafter to be had by either of the said banks 
for officers thereof, no person shall vote upom'such 
an amount of stock, or give such number of votes as 
will make a majority of the whole number of votes 
given at such election. Nor shall any person vote 
at any such election upon proxy ade and exe- 
cuted more than six months prior to such election. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, he did not mean now 
to open up on the question of ordering the bill toa 
second reading, a debate off its merits; but he rose 
to give notice that when it was brought up for dis- 
cussion he would move to recommit it to the Com- 
mittee onthe District of Columbia, with instruc- 
tions to make another provision to the bill, render- 


| ing the stockholders of the banks liable tor all their 


issues. : : 

The bill was then ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian. 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Bry- 
an, Harrison Young, and Benjamin Young; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading; and the 
bill accompanying ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARC ER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to com- 
municate to Congress, as far as he consider consist- 
cnt with the public interest, any information which 
may have reached the government, from its accred- 
ited agents, tending to show any use of the flag of 
the United States, in subservience to the African 
slave trade, and in violation of the laws or policy of 
the government. Also, any correspondence which 
may have taken place between this government and 
the minister of Portugal in relation to the taking 
away of slaves, the property of Portuguese sub- 
jects, from the territories of that power, in vessels 
owned or employed by citizens of the United 
States. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to cause a survey and estimate to be made of the 
practicability and expense of erecting a fortification 
on the east side of Dauphin island, adequate to the 
defence of the city and harbor of Mobile. , 

Mr. ALLEN presented documents in support of 
the claim of David Robb, for services rendered, and 
expenses incurred by him in effecting the ratifica- 
tion of certain treaties with the Shawnee. and other 
Indians: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. Se 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Same 
pie on Friday last, was taken up, and: agreed to, 


viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to furnish to the Senate a cop of the 
report recently made by Captain Cram, of the aye 
of topographical engineers, upon the survey of the 
harbor of St. Louis, with its accompanying charts, 


maps, plans, and estimates. . k 
The adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, 


in the case of George W. Cummings, the adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Claims, in the case of 
John Washington, and the report of the Committee 
on Pensions, in the case of the widow of Samuel 
Gray, were taken up, and concurred in. 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution proposing an amendment to the constitution 
of the United States, so as t0 limit the term of ofice 
ofthe judge of the supreme and inferior courts of 
ihe United States; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

THE OREGON, AND PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate took 
up for consideration the bill for the purchase of cer- 


tain ‘copies “of the history of es California, 

and. other territories. on ` the northwest: coast of 
- Améri¢a—the question -pending being, Shall the bill 
“be read qeecont time? eas. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said- he would have made 
some remarks if the subject had been: further enter- 
tained. yesterday; but having slept upon it one 

- night, he was adverse to saying anything until the 
bill came up in regular order for debate... It was not 
usual to debate bills on the stage in which this bill 
now was. . The bill was then ordered to a-second 


reading. : à 

Mr. ARCHER: expressed a desire that the bill 

should then be read a second time; and ordered to 
- be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr: BENTON objected to progressing with the 
bill, except in the manner prescribed by the rules, 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, accompanying the 
bill, was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. ARCHER gave ‘notice to the senator from 
Missouri, that: he would, on Friday next, ask the 
Senate to consider the bill. 

The billfrom the House for the relief of the 
widows. of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
United States schooner Grampus, was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Several other bills from the House, of a private 
character, were read. twice, and. appropriately re- 
ferred. ’ 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill to repeal 
the act to amend the act of March, 1838, to change 
the time of holding the circuit and district courts of 
the district. of Ohio, was taken up as in committee 
of the whole; and there being no proposition to 
amend, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


OREGON. 

Mr. SEMPLE moved the Senate to proceed to 
. the consideration of the resolution directing the 
President of the United States to give notice to the 
British government for the termination of that pro- 
vision of the treaty allowing a joint occupation of the 
Oregon Territory. But Messrs. BENTON and 
CHOATE having suggested that there was but a 
small attendance of the Senate, he withdrew his 
motion; and gave notice that he would, on to-mor- 
row, press the motion to take up and dispose of that 

resolution, 

The engrossed bill, entitled “An act for repairing 
and repaving a portion of Pennsylvania avenue, 
came up for consideration; and on the question, 
Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered and taken; and the bill passed by yeas 
22, nays 7, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Benton, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran- 
cis, Haywood, King, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Rives, Sim- 
mous, Sturgeon, White, and Woodbury—22. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Han- 
negan, Semple, and Tappan—7. . 

The joini resolution from the House, accepting 
the sword of Washington, and the staff of Frank- 
lin, was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of George Davenport, was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole; and after a 
few remarks by Mr. SEMPLE in opposition to it, 
and by Messrs. BREESE and KING in its favor, 
it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

The bill making compensation to pension agents 
was taken up, as in committee of the whole, for 
consideration. 

Mr, BATES said, as the law now stood, there 
was no compensation provided for pension agents, 
nor could they obtain any, without resorting to in- 
direct means. This bill proposed to allow to them 
2 per cent. on a certain amount, not to exceed, under 
any circumstances, $1,000; which maximum, or 
less sum, was subject to the control of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. He considered the bill indispen- 
sable, and hoped it would pass. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the words “five 
hundred” be substituted for “one thousand” He 
thought the charities of this government should be 
more cheaply administered. 

Mr. BATES hoped the senator from North Car- 
olina would not insist on pressing his admendment. 
He would perceive that the maximum was placed 
under the control of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who would not grant it, unless to such individuals 
who proved themselves deserving of it. ` 


in’ most cases,- présidents; directors, cashiers, or 
clerks of. banks. ok ; 

Mr. BATES said, not in his State; for other 
States he was not prepared to answer. If it was the 
case’ or not, it might be presumed that the Secretary 
of the Treasury would. take care not to.allow com- 
pensatidn where. it was not deserved. In Massa- 
chusetts there was no bank director so employed; 
and there, where hundreds of thousands passed 
through pension agents’ hands, he did not think 
$1,000 too great a compensation. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN was aware that a short time 
back there was a war raging in Philadelphia be- 
tween two banks, to see which would become the 
depository of this fund; and it was fair to infer, that 
if there were no benefits to be derived from it, 
there would be no struggle between them. He 
thought that when a benefit was derived to a bank 
by the holding of these deposites, from its scrvants 
or officers being pension agents, no compensation 
should be granted. 

Mr. BAGBY said, in Alabama the difficulty was 
to get proper persons, connected or not connected 
with banks, to accept the trust. He knew an in- 
stance where, by strength of personal solicitation 
alone, a responsible person could be prevailed on to 
accept the appointment of pension agent. He 
thought that public services ought to be paid for, to 
secure their faithful discharge. The situation of 
pension agent was one of the most difficult and 
troublesome in the country; his dutics, at the same 
time, were most praiseworthy, in paying off the 
national obligations to those who earned them in 
the face of death and danger. He would therefore 
vote for the bill as originally introduced. 

Mr. HAYWOOD confessed that he had no hope, 


| when he proposed the amendment, that it would 


pass, for the simple reason that it advocated the 
reduction of salaries. He thought it would be no 
great curse to the country if bankers, brokers, and 
Citizens, would refuse to act; and, by doing so, com- 
pel government to adopt some system that would 
prevent imposition. 

He contended that the pensioners were plunder- 
ed by having to pay such high fees to agents, and 
that they would be more benefited by receiving 
their pensions direct from the treasury. He was 
for paying. public servants liberally; but he thought 
some stations should be left for those seeking no 
compensation, and who were willing to fillthem for 
thegood ofthe nation. The proposed bill would 
not prevent „pension agents from using the money 
intrusted to them for disbursement; and, convinced 
of that, he felt assured that $500 was enough, ifnot 
too much. 

Mr. BATES thought the coming here of twenty 
thousand men and ten thousand women from all 
parts of the United States to get paid, would create 
a greater evil than could arise from their being paid 
at home by agents. And as to the extortion de- 
scribed, he could not speak for North Carolina; but 
he could for Massachusetts. No such cause of 
complaint could be made in that State, nor, he bè- 
lieved, in any other. If it was at all fair togive 
compensation for public services, he thought this 
bill could not be objected to. 

Mr. WOODBURY alluded to the number of 

residents of banks who were, some short. time 
ak: and from aught he knew to the contrary, 
were still pension agents. Full nine-tenths were so; 
and that argued strongly that banks must derive an 
interest from the appointment. He thought $500 
would be a sufficient allowance, and as much as the 
Secretary of War might be disposed to allow, as all 
the real ‘expense would be the payment of a clerk 
for three or four weeks; and if aspecial agent was 
necessary, $500 would be still enough, as his ser- 
vices would be only for three or four weeks, and 
not for the duration of a year. : 

Mr. SIMMONS said the agent for Rhode Island 
was president of a bank, but the deposites were not 
kept in that bank for the last four years; and, con- 
trary to any benefit accruing to that bank, it lost by 
the appointment, as it paid $800 dollars per year for 
the services of an efficient officer to attend alone to 
the pension business. . 

y. DAYTON was in favor of the bill. He 
knew the labors of clerks, in attending to pension 
claims, were devoted for weeks before and after the 
day of payment: this was in the small State of New 
Jersey; and he knew further, that the labor-was not 
confined to the clerk or clerks, but to the president, 
who, for days and weeks, was similarly engaged. 


Mr. BUCHANAN inquired from the- senator’ 
from Massachusetts, if: the pension agents were not, ° 


The labor did not consist in paying the sums award- 


~ ed to those on the lists, but to the examination of pen- 


sion papers, letters of attorney from all paris of the 
State, and seeing that they were fully and properly 
authenticated: He believed that the expense to 
pensioners: of receiving their pay through agents, 
amounted to.about one dollar per head, bemg by far 
less than they could in any. other way obtain it— 
less than the postage would be on it from Washing- 
ton to where many of them resided. | , 

Mr. BUCHANAN argued that it was desirable 
for banks to become the folders of government de- 
posites; it gave them, in the eyes of the people, 
greater credit; it was a kind of national endorse- 
ment of their stability; gave a wider circulation to 
their bills, in which they were certain to pay at 
least all pension claims; and was to them, in every’ 
way, an advantage. In small States, or where 
small deposites were made, payment, perhaps, 
ought to be allowed. He would, t erefore, 
though very reluctantly, vote for the bill, provided 
the amendment of the senator from North Carolina, 
reducing the maximum to $500, was agreed to. He 
knew the construction that would be piven to the 
clause empowering the Secretary of War to allow 
the maximum. Every man, with or without preten- 
sions, would pester him with claims for services 
rendered; and the end would be, all would receive 
the highest amount allowed. 

Mr. BAGBY said, his only object wasto sce ade- 
quate compensation provided for that class of offi- 
cers to whom was confided the meritorious duty of 
paying what was so long withheld from the most 
deserving class of claimants—those who fought and 
bled for their country’s good. If it would remove 
the objections of the honorable senator from Penn- 


‘sylvania, he was prepared to add a clause to the bill 


by way of amendment, excluding all connected with 
banks, be they presidents, directors, or clerks. He 
was willing to go this far, although satisfied no such 
amendment was required. 

Mr. ALLEN offered an amendment that he had 
prepared, excluding all bank officers and bank 
stockholders from performing the office of pension 


agent. 

eM. SIMMONS hoped that a latitude would be 
given to the Secretary as to the sum ‘to be paid 
where small deposites were made. 

Mr. FOSTER thought, from what he heard, that 
the Senate was in danger of falling into error. In 
Tennessee, neither bank nor private citizen could be 
found willing to act as pension agent. It was held 
by the Union Bank at. Nashville, but thrown up 
four years ago, when it was given to a most estima- 
ble citizen and worthy man, whose claim for com- 
pensation for the last four years’ services as pension 
agent was now before Congress. From informa- 
tion from the most authentic source, he believed that 
$1,500 would be little enough for the services of the 
agent at Nashville. ý 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired what bank that agent 
kept his deposites in, 

ir. FOSTER, In no bank, butin an iron chest 
in his house. He went on to show the expenses 
this gentleman was at in the execution of his duty, 
arid its laborious nature, occupying his whole time; 
and went against the system of the cheapest labor 
being the best; and predicted that, responsible men 
not being found to act, government would, in the 
end, suffer double from pursuing at this moment a 
false economy. f 

Mr. HAYWOOD explained, and said he would 
withdraw his amendment, so as to allow the ques- 
tion to be taken on the amendment offered by the 
senator from Ohio; but wished it to be understood 
that he would renew it, be the fate of the other what 
it might. ; 5 

Mr. BAGBY repeated his arguments in favor of 
the bill as introduced. Alabama, he confessed, was 
not so pure as North Carolina, as described by the 
honorable senator from that State; for, in Alabama, 
work paid for was always the best performed. He 
was no advocate for any connexion between gov- 
ernment and the banks; he was utterly against it; 
but the question was, Who would do the duty best— 
men with or without pay? In the long run, gratui- 
tous Jabor would be found to cost more than pen- 
sion agents ever did or ever would. 

Mr. FOSTER said the pensioners resident iñ 
Tennessee amounted to nearly 1,800—he believed 
the exact number was 1799—two-thirds of whom 
had to be paid in Nashville, twice a year, making 
for the year 3,600 payments. Now, he asked, was 
it to be expected that the duty of examining all the 
voucher of claims, and attending to the importunities 


of. so many persons, could be adequately rewarded 
by a salary of $500? Many of those persons were 
ignorant, some stupid, and not a few like children— 
‘led about; all requiring attention and kind consider- 
ation; so that there was no estimating the time and 
trouble that had to be bestowed upon them. He did 
not think even $1,500 salary would be more than 
sufficient for the duty required at such an agency as 
that of Nashville. 

Mr. BATES asked the pending amendment (that 
submitted by the senator from Ohio, Mr. Arten) 
to be read. ‘It was read, as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to 
extend to any pension agent who may be, or who 
may become, an officer, agent, or attorney for, or a 
director or stockholder in, any bank or corporation 
having banking powers, or to any bank or corpora- 
tion having banking powers, which may be, or may 
become, such pension agent. 

Mr. BATES observed that it seemed to him the 
amendment was not necessary even to attain the ob- 
ject the senator who moved it had in view; for, as 
the bill stood, without that amendment, the Secreta- 
ry of War would not make any compensation to 
banks acting as agents, when he considered the use 
of the government money afforded them sufficient 
compensation. 

' Mr. ALLEN remarked that, as the banks never 
had received any direct compensation for acting as 
pension agents, they would not be worse off than be- 
fore, should the amendment be adopted. Now, 
there was a great difference between banks and in- 
dividuals acting as agents. It is the business of 

. banks to pay out moncy, and they keep their clerks 
and tellers for that purpose; therefore, afew additional 
payments made daily by those officers added very 
little to their labor; but an individual acting as pen- 
sion agent would be differently circumstanced. It 
might be a yery great inconvenience and detriment 
to the business of an individual to leave his own 
affairs, and attend to an office exclusively set apart 
for paying pensioners. The banks already transact 
the business for the use of the money, without 
other compensation. They would not be worse off, 
should the amendment prevail. If it did not pre- 
vail, they would have not only their gains by the 
use of the money, but the full salary allowed by the 
bill. His object was to prevent this. 

Mr. SIMMONS inquired if the amendment would 
not render the stockholders of any bank, and the 
counsel employed by any bank, ineligible to act as 
pension agent? $ 

Mr. ALLEN replied that if the amendment was 
adopted, no bank could be employed as pen- 
sion agent at a salary, not could any officer of a 
bank, or stockholder. But banks might be made 
agents, as they are now, without other compensation 
than that which they derived from the use of the 
public money placed with them on deposite to pay 

- pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS suggested that it might so hap- 
pen that an agent appointed in Ohio to pay the 
pensioners in that State, would turn out to bea 
stockholder in some bank in New York; and al- 
though there was no bank in Ohio which could be 
influenced of benefited by his agency, he would 
be ineligible to hold the office if this amendment pre- 
vailed. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that the object was to 
cut off the possibility of banks resorting to any in- 
direct means of obtaining the salary in addition to 
their present emoluments from the use of the money. 
If the proviso were not so worded as to exclude 
stockholders, a bank might say, We will cause one 
of our stockholders to be appointed pension agent, 
and then we will have both the salary and 
the money on deposite. Now, he wanted the banks 
to be left just as they are now—with no other com- 
pensation than what they have for acting as pension 
agents. It has proved a profitable business to them, 

-or they would not be so anxious to have deposites 
of the public money. The senator seemed to think 
no one could be a respectable man that was not a 
stockholder in some bank. He could tell the sen- 
ator public sentiment was much changed about 
banks, and that change would continue still more 
to their disadvantage, till it would be no longer re- 
spectable for any man to have anything to do with 

* such institutions. 

Mi. SIMMONS did not say that no man could 
be respectable that was not a stockholder in a bank; 
what he did say was, that a stockholder in a bank 
might be a most respectable person, well qualified 
to act as pension agent; and that he ought not to be 
excluded from such an appointment merely on ac- 


count of his holding stock ina bank. He trusted 
the amendment would not prevail. i 


Mr. ALLEN contended that the amendment- 


would leave the relation between the government 
and the banks just as it was before. He did not 
mean to say that every man connected with banks 
should be disqualified; but that the banks themselves 
should not be allowed by any contrivance to increase 
the emoluments they. already derive by acting as 
pension agents. 

Mr. SIMMONS observed that the senator was 
right as to the banks being left on the same footing 
which they stand upon at present. But his amend- 
ment precludes the selection of any man who isa 
stockholder in a bank, even when his agency would 
be far removed from any connexion with a bank. 

Mr. DAYTON asked if he understood the senator 
from New Hampshire to say that nine-tenths of the 
business of pension agencies had been carried on by 
banks? Ifso, by adopting this amendment, the whole 
system of the government, in that respect, would be 
upset; and some entirely new arrangement would 
have to be adopted. But he really did not see that 
the object of the senator from Ohio would at last be 
accomplished. A bank desiring the deposite would 
have but to say, let such a person be appointed 
agent, and he will make the deposite here, and every- 
thing will go on as before. 

Mr. WOODRURY replied, that heretotore there 
had been such a competition between banks to be- 
come pension agents, that nine-tenths of the business 
fell into their hands. He did not understand the 
amendment as intended to prevent the arrangement 
being continued when preferred by the Secretary of 
War. Its object was only to prevent banks getting 
the benefit of this bill in addition to that which they 
already derived from the use of the money. 

Mr. BATES said he had been informed by 
the Commissioner of Pensions that, at times, he 
experienced extreme difficulty in obtaining agents 
to make the necessary payments to pensioners. 
Several communications had been addressed to the 
Senate from persons acting as pension agents, and 
also from others, pointing out the inconveniences ex- 
perienced by pensioners in different sections of the 
country for want of government agents to transact 
business with pensioners. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired if those communi- 
cations came from presidents of banks. 


Mr. BATES had not inquired. He asked the 
senxtor from New Hampshire, how long before the 
money had to be paid to the pensioners, were the 
deposites left in the hands of the banks when they 
formed nine-tenths of the agencies employed? 


Mr. WOODBURY replied that the Treasury De- 
partment remitted the money upon the requisition of 
the Secretary of War. It was he who made the ar- 
rangements with the banks. 

Mr. BATES asked, was it not within the senators 
knowledge in some way or other, how long the 
banks usually had.the use of the money? 


Mr. WOODBURY replied that upon occasions, 
when he was in the office of Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in which it happened that it was inconvenient 
to take so much from the treasury, he had spoken 
with the Secretary of War on the subject, and 
learned that, by the arrangement with some of the 
banks, the remittance of money was to be made six 
months before the payment was required. In some 
instances, the deposites were made subject to the 
order of the treasury, and sometimes to the credit of 
the agency. 

Mr. BAGBY said he was in favor of the amend- 
ment, but was not quite clear that it did not go too 
far in excluding stockholders. He should there- 
fore move to strike out the word “stockholders.” 

Mr. BAYARD inquired if the bill, without 
any amendment, did not leave it discretionary 
with the Secretary of War to employ banks 
as agents; and if he did, to decide whether the use 
of the money deposited with them gave compensa- 
tion enough or not? If the use of a large sum of 
money was considered by him as sufficient compen- 
sation, he would, as a matter of course, not make 
any further allowance. If the sum was only small, 
and the use of it not sufficient compensation, he 
could estimate how far it did compensate; and, if 
more allowance was necessary, he had the discre- 
tion to make it. There could be no necessity, 
therefore, for the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN wished to know from the 
senator from Rhode Island, who paid the $800a 
year to the person acting as pension agent in that 
State; because, if the Secretary of War had au- 


een aaa aun EAE a cavern 


Shoals to appoint and: pay. an agent, thes 
cold be no heasion forthe bll atal 7) 2 
Mr. SIMMONS replied, that when. the bank 


there 


then had government deposites, which made ithe 
agency of some consequence,- they. appointed ‘this 
erson, at a salary of $800, to transact.the agency; 
ut even after, when it was a loss to them, they con- 
tinued the agency at that salary. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that there were sev- 
eral cases in which the agency had been so contin- 
ued after the government deposites were withdrawn. 
If no banks could be found to transact the.agency 
as heretofore, or it was necessary to pay them in 
order to get the business done, he would Te willing 
to go’ against the amendment; but he believed: the 
competition of the banks would leave. the same-op- 
portunity of employing them. as heretofore; and 
that the amendment should therefore prevail, to ef- 
fect the object which the senator from Ohio had in 


view. 

Mr. SIMMONS remarked that the bank in Rhode 
Island complained that it could no longer be at the 
expense of $800 to keep up the pension agency. 

r. BUCHANAN S osdered the whole question 
in a nutshell All seemed to be willing to employ 
individual agents, and pay them for their services. 
No one seemed désirous of paying banks, which, 
by deposites, make far more money than the sala~ 
ries allowed by the bill. Now, there was one thing 
certain, that, if the bill was passed, any bank acting 
as agent would, in addition to the emoluments 
from deposites, receive the $1,000 salary. He was 
not less disposed than the Senator from Delaware 
to give. his cofidence to the present Secretary of 
War; but did any body ever hear of a discretionary 
power being given by an act of Congress to go up 
to a certain salary, that it was not acted upon to 
the full extent? He cited the case of the diplo- 
matic salaries, which it was said should not each 
exceed $9,000 for the first class, and $9,000 outfit; 
but did any one ever hear of any minister being 

aid only $8,000, or even $8,999? The effect of the: 
bill would be to pay the utmost salary which it al- 
lowed, in allinstances, to banks as well as to indi- 
viduals employed as pension agents. 

Mr. BATES remarked that the compensation 
cannot exceed 2 per cent. on the funds disbursed; 
but if the per centage goes beyond the sum named 
as salary, the compensation is to stop at that sum. 

Mr. BUCHANAN understood that. But to the 
banks, 2° per cent. would go far beyond $1,000. 
Whatsoever extent of allowance the bill permits, 
that will be the minimum allowance. Once the au- 
thority is given, the banks can casily refuse to take 
the agency, unless they are made the full compen- 
sation authorized by the bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY explained a difference (as to 
the mode of ascertaining the number of pensioners 
in each State) between him and the senator from 
Delaware; showing that the actual number was best 
known by the payments made. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER inquired of the Chair what was the 
then condition of the bill. 

The CHAIR replied that it was in committee of 
the whole for amendment; the question pending he- 
ing on the amendment of the senator from Alabama, 
[Mr. Baesy,] to strike out the word “stockholder” 
from the amendment offered by the senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Avien.] 

As My. Tapran’s call for the yeas and nays was 
not intended to apply to the amendment to the 
amendment, the question was taken on Mr. Bacsy’s 
motion to strike out the'word “stockholders,” and it 
was carried in the affirmative. 

The question then recurring on Mr. Avien's 
amendment as amended, the yeas and nays were or- 
dered; and resulted—yeas 15, nays 15. So the 
amendment was rejected. 

YEAS—Messrs. Alen, Atchison, Atherton, ney Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, King, 
Semple, Tappan, Woodbury, and Wright—15. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, Man- 
gum, Miller, Simmons, and White—15. : 

Mr. HAYWOOD now renewed his motion to 
strike out $1,000 and insert $500 salary. 

Mr. ATCHISON called for the yeas and nays; 


. which were ordered. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Haywvon’s 
motion, and resulted in the negative—yeas 14, nays 
16. 


tYEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton; Benton, 
Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, King, 
Semple, Tappan, Woodbury, and Wright—14. 


“SNAYS—Me + Be 
Choate, Clayton; Deyton, Evang, “Foster, j 

ton, Mangum, Miller, Simmons, and White-=16. -= 
‘The: bill was then reported :back.to. the Senate; 
and the question was -put on ordering. the bill to. be 
engrossed for a third reading. : 


Mm this question Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas 


and nays; which were ordered, and resulted in the 
affirmative as follows: yeas 17, nays 12.. So the -bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Bagby,§ Barrow,4Bates, Bayard, 
Choate; Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Hender- 
' gon, King, Mangum, Miller, Simmons, and White—17.. - 

NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atkerton,Benton, Breese, 
Buchanan, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Semple, Tappan, 
and Wright—12. . : x ; 

The CHAIR then read a communication’ from the 
President of the United States, enclosing a letter from 
the Secretary of the-~Treasury, submitting a report 
from the Commissioner of the Land Office, with ac- 
companying papers, in compliance with the resolu- 
tion of the Senate, showing the unauthorized fees 
received by-certain land officers. 

On. motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the report was 
ordered to'be printed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, 

The Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE.. 
Wennespay, February 21, 1844. 


Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Arkansas, praying forthe establishment 
of Fort Wayne: referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Amas 

r. STURGEON presented a petition from citi- 
gens of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, asking a 
reduction of therates of postage, and that newspa- 
pers may be allowed to go freeof postage to all 
parts of the country: referred to the Committee on 
the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

_ Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill to 
authorize the payment of equitable commissions to 
the agents or attorneys of persons in whose favor 
awards have been made under three several treaties 
between the United States and certain foreign pow- 
ers, which awards have been retained in the treasu- 
ry in payment of debts due to the United States. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred numerous memorials upon the subject, 
reported a bill providing for the remission of duty on 
railroad iron; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Arcner on yesterday, was taken up, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to com- 
municate to Congress, as far as he considers consist- 
ent with the public interest, any information which 
may have reached the government, from its accred- 
ited agents, tending to show any use of the flag of 
the United States, in subservience to the African 

slave trade, and in violation of the laws or policy of 
the government. Also, any correspondence which 
may have taken place between this government and 
the minister of Portugal in relation to the taking 
away of slaves, the property of Portuguese sub- 
jects, from the territories of that power, in vessels 
owned or employed by citizens of the United States. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Bac- 
By on yesterday, was taken up; and, after a few re- 
marks enforcing the necessity of its passage, was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to cause a survey and estimate to be made of the 
practicability and expense of erecting a foriification 
on the east side of Dauphin island, adequate to the 
defence of the city and harbor of Mobile. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which had been recommitted the 
bill for the relief of Mark Sympson, reported the 
same back, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 

The joint resoiution introduced by Mr. Tarran 


yesterday, proposing to amend the constitution of 
the United States so as to limit the term of office of 


the judges of the supreme and inferior courts of the 
United States, so as to make them eligible for 7 
years or during good behavior, was read. the second 
time; and, 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, made the special 
order. of the day for the 2d day of March next. 

_ The adverse report of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, in the case of the heirs of George 
Gates, was taken up; and, 

On motion of Mr, ARCHER, laid on the table. 


rom engaging in 
He agreed in opinion with that board; 
and it would be seen that the bill provided for the 


instead of fees, and prohibited 
commerce. 


very thing asked for. He said, in making laws for 
the regulation of our foreign commerce, he was de- 
cidedly of opinion that the suggestions of the mer- 


chants engaged in such commerce should have great | 


weight with Congress. The greater part of the bill, 
he said, was nothing more than a collection of the 
existing laws forming and regulating the consular 
establishment, combined with the instructions giv- 
en to the consulsby the Secretary of State, with 
some trifling alterations, which he would take occa- 
sion to explain when the bill came up for consider- 
ation. He would also take occasion, at the proper 
time, to urge upon the consideration of the Senate 
the reasons which induced him to wish the adop- 
tion of the important changes proposed by the bill— 
changes which he thought susceptible of demonstra- 
tion; that, while they would add little or nothing to 
the net expenses of the system, would be well cal- 
culated to increase the commerce and wealth of the 
country—by affording more ample protection to our 
enterprising merchants. It would add to the honor and 
credit of the country, by giving, as consuls, men well 
qualified and well disposed to represent the govern- 
ment, and to make the consular agents what they 
should be—agents of the government to administer 
impartial protection to all; instead of being rivals in 
trade—rivals who often undermine and destroy the 
interests of the American merchant, instead of pro- 
tecting and fostering them. 

The bill was then read, and ordered to be printed; 
and, on the motion of Mr. SEMPLE, 500 copies 
extra were ordered to be printed for distribution. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to report to the Senate a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the court of inquiry in the case of Alex- 
ander Slidell Mackenzie. 


‘The adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, 
in the case of B. P. Smith, was concurred in by the 
Senate. $ 

Engrossed bill for the relief of George Davenport, 
of Rock Island, in the State of Ilinois, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act to confirm and 
survey the location of clainis to land in the State of 
Mississippi, east of Pearl river and south of 31° 
of north latitude,” was taken up, read the third 
time, and passed; but, 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, at the solicita- 
tion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the vote on its passage 
was reconsidered, to enable that senator to point out 
some objections to the bill. 

Mr. TAY WOOD said these bounty bills’ were 
not readily understood; and to judge by the facility 


“with which they pa 


ao 
ha 


séed, he feared they were fot 
enovgh cared for. Without professing an intimate 
acquaintance with the subject of our land laws, he 
1 yet felt it a duty to look into it whenever such 
bills were proposed. “He had ‘no particular preju- 
dices nor’partialities about this one, but he had learned 
enough about it to be satisfied that it ought not to 
pass; and his duty to make that. known to the Sen- 
ate could not be compromised. - 

Mr, H. said that all the “claims” referred to in 
this bill were gifts, donations, gratuities from the 
United States to settlers, who were m possession on 
that part of Mississippi south of 31 degrees north 
latitude, when Spain ceded to the United States. 
That if this were not the case with all, as he be- 
lieved; the fact to be, it was certainly true as to a 
larger part of them. . $ . 

These settlers (Mr. H. said) were introduced into 
our family along with the territory; and they be- 
sought the government to allow them their posses- 
sions; to let them keep theix homes; alleging’ that 
the government from which the United States had 
derived title would have done so. Upon these ap- 

eals being made to the humanity of the United 
Bates, Congress did give to the settlers their homes, 
by passing laws declaring that the United States re- 
linquished to them the places or settlements they 
occupied, and appointed commissioners to adjudicate 
their claims. g 

Congress did “not give to each claimant 640 
acres. They gave to each settler his possession, 
his improvements, &c., not to exceed 640 acres. 
To escape all appearance of future liability, they 
onl relinquished. 

hese ‘settlers were all south of 31 degrees of 
latitude. The Indians then had title and posses- 
sion north of that latitude. 

What next? Mr. H. said. Congress had pass- 
ed laws appointing commissioners to adjudicate 
those claims to settleménts “south of 31 degrees of 
north latitude.” 

Those commissioners sat at the expense ofthe 
nation, and reported the identical claims referred 
to in the bill then before the Senate. Congress 
confirmed these reports, and ordered surveys 
to be made, and the donations to be laid off accord- 
ing to law and the established rules of the land 
office. 

The surveyor had, itseemed, proceeded to make 
the survey; and the claimants were in possession, 
as they have been ever since, viz: for some ten or 
fifteen years or more. 

But these surveys were not made in proper form. 
Some inconsistency in the law and the rules of 
the land office had interposedobstacles to the issuing 
of grants. 

Mr. H. proceeded to explain these defects at 
at some length, but said that it did not matter what 
the formal defect was, the claimants were welcome 
to have them confirmed. He did not object; no- 
body objected to that; that if they were satisfied to 
have the surveys stand as they were, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hunperson] had assigned 
a good reason why the Senate should not object to 
that, which was, that the lands south of 319 of lati- 
tude were so sandy and sterile that they were not 
worth the cost of a re-survey. 

But Mr. H. said that this object was fully an- 
swered by the first and second sections of the bill. 
Why had the third and fourth sections, particularly 
the proviso to the latter, been inserted? It it was 
a mistake, it should be corrected. If done on 
purpose, that purpose should be explained, and the 

enate could act with open eyes. The third sec- 
tion of the bill provided that where the survey 
does not contain 640 acres net, for the deficiency a 
new warrant should issue. Now that was a new 
git, for which there was neither justice nor equity. 

t could not be pretended that because the United 
States “donated” to setlers their homes, not ex- 
ceeding 640 acres, that where it turned out the set- 
tlers were too thick to get the full complement of 
640 acres, that therefore they had a claim upon this 
government for the deficiency—that such a propo- 
sition was absurd. He believed the Senate did not 
see this purpose when they ordered the bill to a third 
reading. i . 

Mr. H. said that, however bad it was, that was 
not the worst part of this bill. The new gift for, 
the deficiency was to become a float-warrant to be 
located anywhere in the land district——not below the 
3Ist degree of latitude, where the lands were ‘‘so 
sterile and sandy as not to be worth surveying-—but 


anywhere in the Augusta land district; and that in 


that district there were, and would soon be, the 


best lands in. Mississippi, “sybject to entry;” and 
that, of course, they would be: liable to be taken up 
by these new donative floats. : . : 

But. it. was worse yet. All settlers heretofore, 
where their claims or possessions lapped, had been 
obliged to divide the lap—each one taking but half. 
of what both surveys covered. This was the gen- 
eral law—the established land law and practice of 
the land office. Yet the 4th section of this bill con- 
tained a provision authorizing either of them, ‘“be- 
low the 31st degree of latitude,” to relinquish his 
whole svirvey—to abandon his claim to 640 acres of 
“sterile, sandy soil”—and take a new warrant, (a 
land float, they called it,) to be located anywhere in 
the land district—viz: to be located upon the rich 
and valuable fresh lands of Mississippi north of the 
31st degree of latitude, which either were in market 
or would soon be open for entry. 

Against this he protested. e would continue to 
resist such measures. He repeated, that he felt as 
ready as any man to confirm the past bounty of the 
government; but there was not the shadow of a 
claim to the privileges and pretences set up in the 
third and fourth sections. 

The “settlers”—the “poor settlers’—had been 
quieted in their possessions fifteen or twenty years 
ago. Judging by experience and observation inlike 
cases, it was probable these settlers had long since 
sold out for a trifle their chances for “deficiencies,” to 
another class of gentlemen called speculators, and 
they would be more benefited by this bill than any 
one else. That, however, was only a conjecture. 
That, whether settlers or speculators, they had no 
sort of claim to a new donation in another and richer 
section of the State of Mississippi; and that was suf- 
ficient to convince the Senate that, unless this bill is 
amended, it ought not to pass. Mr. H. said he had 

resented the facts as he had found them to be upon 
investigation. The Senate now knew them. His 
duty was discharged. Let the Senate do as they 
pleased, and he was contented. He would say no 
more at present. 


Mr. HENDERSON replied at much length, con- 
tending that the bill was not liable to the objections 
urged by ihe senator from North Carolina. He 
maintained that the settlers there possessed grants 
under Spain before that country belonged to the 
the ies States; bat when the law a 1813 was 

sed, permitting them to occupy each a quantit 

ree cece a) acres, hey abandoned their 
grants under Spain, because they found it easier to 
Jocate under that law than establish their original 
grants. The survey then-made, he showed by maps 
he held in his hand, were very irregular—some 
claims overlapping others, that they were very er- 
roneous. The settlers, however, were willing to 
have the surveys confirmed so as to secure their 
titles. This bill ‘provided for their confirmation; and, 
at the same time, provided that, if any of the claims 
fall short to an amount exceeding forty acres, 
the claimants shall have the privilege of locating in 
that land district sufficient to make up the deficien- 
ey. It was the intention of the law of 1813, he cone 
tended, to giye the settlers 640 acres, and not less. 
The objection of the Senator from North Carolina 
as to the privilege of selecting lands anywhere in 
the district, was not well grounded. The privilege 
could net operate as a float to cover rich lands below 
319, for there was no land below that degree 
subject to sale by private entry. 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that he had not. had an 
opportunity to examine the bill critically; and he 
was not prepared to vote forit, He supposed there 
were other gentlemen in the same predicament; and, 
with a yiew to afford en opportunity for an exami- 
nation of its provisions, he moved to lay the bill on 
the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON interposed objections to that 
course. But, 

Mr. PHELPS insisting on his motion, the ques- 
tion was put, and it was agreed to. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Engrossed bill making compensation to pension 
agents was read the third time and passed. 


OREGON, 


Mr. SEMPLE said he gave notice on yesterday 
that he would, to-day, call up the resolution direct- 
me the President of the United States to give notice 
to the British government for the termination of 
that provision of the treaty allowing a joint occupa- 
tion of the Oregon Territory. But since that ume 
he had been informed that one of the honorable sen- 
ators from Massachusetts desired to debate the tariff 


po ommodate, in every. 
_he would not press. the motion. he 
esterday; but would waive it with the 


question... Bein 
manner he Sue. 
indicated 


Understanding. that it should be. taken up to-mor- 


row. 
THE TARIFF-—-THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed. 
the consideration of the resolution of the Committee 
on Finance, for the indefinite postponement of the 


bill introduced by Mr. McDurriz, to reduce the | 


rates of duties under the present tariff to the standard 
of the compromise act, on the ground that the sen- 


ae had no constitutional right to originate such a 


ill. 
_ Mr, BATES purposed to present to the Senate, 
in as brief a manner as possible, his views of the 
protective system, and to obviate, as far as in 

is power lay, the objections urged by those opposed 
to its policy. As this question excited more 
particular attention in Massaehusetts, it would be 
deemed discourteous on his part, if he suffered it to 
pass without paying to it his respects. He regret- 
ted that the honorable senator from New Hamp- 
shire could not conclude his very elaborate speech, 
which, without intention on the part of that gentle- 
man, was both deceptive and illusive, without favor- 
ing the people of Massachusetts with an admonition, 
which Fe (Mr. B.) assured him would, from that 
people, meet all the respect to which it was entitled. 

e did not approve of his [Mr. Woopsury’s] taste 
in informing the Senate that the people of New 
Hampshire were patriotic, energetic, enterprising, 
and had shed their blood in defence of their countr 
during the last war. This had no connexion wit! 
anything before the Senate; but if it was intended 
by it to convey to the Senate that Massachusetts did 
not do likewise, it was indeed bad in taste and 
spirit. What facts would bear out the latter as- 
sumption? None. While New Hampshire sent 
into the field less than 5,000 men, Massachusetts 
sent 38,000, counting each time every individual 
was engaged in action. Massachusetts had, during 
that war, 600 miles of seacaast to defend, while 
New Hampshire had not more than 10 or 15 miles, 
As to the regular army, New Hampshire supplied 
one regiment of 1,500 men, while Massachusetts 
sent forth 6,000. It was the sailors of Massachu- 
setts who fought the “Guerriere.” Tt was the sail- 
ors of Massachusetts who fought with McDonough 
on Lake Champlain. So far, then, for the part Massa- 
chusets took in that struggle. But if the statement 

of the honorable Senator was only intended to 
allude toa difference of opinion between the Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts and the President of the 
United States, he, for one, could nat highly appreci- 
ate the motives of the honorable senator in revivin, 
the subject. Mr. Bares proceeded to pass a hish 
eulogium on the then governor, than whom a better 
man he never knew. 

The honorable senator from South Carolina, pass- 
ing over Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New 
York, and scarcely touching at Connecticut, knock- 
ed loudly (not to say rudely) at the door of Massa- 
chusetts, aad branded her as a robber and a plun- 
derer. He accused hep of having pocketed his 
money——the fruits of his earnings. Massachusetts 
had but litde money; but what little she had was 
dug from the hard earth by the labor of hey hands, 
or fished, amid the perils of the stormy deep. It 
was the produce of the labor of her women and 
children—the fruits of the lamp-lit toils of her me- 
chanics, or the earnings of her sailors from zone to 
zone, What little she had was accounted for by 
the habits of industry and economy of her children; 
but she had not sufficient to justify the assumption 
that she obtained it by fraudulent means—much 
less such an assumption as came from the senator 
fom South Carolina. If she has wealth, how has 
she goti? Iz wil] be answered, By the protective 
system—a system which the honora le senator dig- 
nifies with the title of infernal. Whether infernal 
or otherwise, he best knows; for in his own State— 
in South Cavolina~-did that system first originate. 
Ifa monster, it was one engendered in and crawling 
from the stagnant pools of South Carolina, end 
bearing the Palmetto stamp. Mr. B. here went into 
statistical details, showing that the acts of 1816 and 
1824, which increased the duties on all necessaries, 


-were carried by the open support of southern mem- 


bers—many articles, under those bills, varying ad 
valorem from 78 to 90 per cent-—-and then asked 
who planted the minimum of those acts. Not Mas- 
sachusetts; for out of fourteen representatives, one 
only could be found to yote for the bill of 1824. 


was, in 1826 and -1827, those who had. sunk. 
capital came:to. Congress asking. modification 
the bill of 1824; and from this, the measur: 

and passed. by southern members, resulted th 
He asked, did it not amount to the supre: 
assurance to denounce Massachusetts asthe, 
ofasystem which was made. law: ‘agai 
and desire? In 1824 he differed in opinion 
friends; but when the war ceased in, Europe, 
land and sea they were permitted, by a general 


to pursue their avocations unmolested, then the. 
vest of our carrying trade was atah end... ‘The 
was no. market for the labor of our population; and: 
it became imperatively necessary tò enlarge: the. 
basis of industry, and stop the tide of emigration to. 
the West, which was carrying with it capital of 
men and money. To. do:this, it then became. neces- 
sary to establisha protective system; and that, it 
was productive of the most beneficial effects to all, 
he was prepared to maintain. Labor, it was agreed, 
is the source of al! wealth; and it follows that.a na- 
tion, to be rich,it must work—not merely in. sec- 
tions or portions, but she must exert her whole. 
physical abilities. No member of the body mustre- 
main inactive. Her men, women, and children must. 
labor beneath the heat of the sun, and amid the wine 
ter’s cold; in fair weather and foul; by the light. of. 
day, and by the lamp of night; by the. aid ofthe 
mechanic arts, and by the power of. steam and 
water. Nothing must be left undone that will draw. 
the advantages arising from partition of labor, that 
brightens the toils of industry by_the prospect cf 
immediate and liberal reward. | This. admitted, it’ 
became necessary to enlarge and diversify the basis of 
industry, so as to leave no idle hands, no idle hours in 
the country; and this only can be done by the in- 
troduction of manufactures.. It cannot be accom- 
plished by agricultural or mere mechanical pursuits, 
=the latter depending only on the supply required 
for set customers, and the former limited to the em- 
ployment of but few. A country without a capital 
sunk for the encouragement of labor, leaves se 
seeking it without prospect of liberal reward; with-. 
out that prospect, there can be. no market; and. with-. 
out protection, there will be no capital. Some allow 
that the protective system was required while. our 
manufactures were in their infancy; and’ ask why 
now, when those manufactures are established, do 
you require its continuance? He replied, to those 
inquiries, that it was now wanted as much as before. 
It was wanted to give security, stability, and safety 
to business. It wag not wanted to enhance the 
price of the article manufactured, but if was wanted 
to secure the price of labor. He asked—on the sup- 
position that Texas grew more cotton than was re- 
quire for the supply of the. English market, and 
that this country was limited in her productions as 
she was in manufactured articles—would it be safe 
to remove the duty of three cents on raw cotton ini- 
ported? Would not Texas, finding, by war or oth< 
erwise, her market interrupted, throw her . surplus 
in here? And would not the effect be ruinous to.the 
planter? He argued, that taking off the protegtive 
duties from agricultural produce would be the: means 
of inundating our markets with the products.of fors 
eign countries; and instanced the large importations 
in 1842, viz: oats, 25,782 bushels; wheat, 48,882 
bushels; cheese, 77,000 pounds; with -butter and 
beef in still larger proportions; and, above-all, cot- 
ton, of which there was in that year. imported not 
less than 5,384,000 pounds. : All:those articles were 
the produce of planters and. farmers, imported ing 
few months before the tariff became a law; and, if 
the protective duties.on those articles were now re- 
moved, it would be impossible to foretell the fatal 
consequences that must ensue to the farmers and 
planters of the country. ee 

Man, in day-time, walked with a firm, erect, and 
confident step; but, in the darkness of night, he ad- 
vanced with doubt and caution: so was it with the 
march of industry; it advanced rapidly and with 
confidence under the shade of the protective system 


ad On! 
; 


` —a system which gave to the capitalist confidence 


to invest his funda, and, by doing so, to enlarge the 
field of lahor, and secure stability to that labor. The 
senator from New Hampshire does not say there is 
harm in three cents duty on every pound of raw cot- 
ton, or of twenty-five cents on every bushel of 
wheat imported, but he says it is useless. The same 


obj 


nb'use while the. Ocean remains “cali ‘al hin 
her bounds, but which is of essential service when 
the orean'becomies infuriated’: by the storm; or to a 
shield, which is useless ‘until you are’ assailed, and 
then becomes'your: preservation and ‘defence. ‘The 
protective system was: as a fence round a field of 
wheat; it did not cause the wheat to grow higher or 
heavier; it*did not increase it in value; but it gave 
the owner a feeling of security and confidence against 
the trespassers to whose visits his property would: 
otherwise be subject. : 

Much had been said, and much prejudice excited, 
against. manufacturers, on account of the enormous 
profits said to arise from their invested capital; but 
he would state to the Senate, and wished it to go 
forth to the community, so that those who knew 
the facts could judge whether he was right or wrong, 
that the capital invested in cotton manufactures in 
this country, since 1824, did not realize 6 per cent., 
and the capital invested in woollen manufactures 
within the same time did not realize 3 per cent. 

Mr. McDUFFIE asked the honorable senator to 
say what was the highest interest received now by 
persons having capital invested'in the manufacture 
of cotton. ae 

Mr. BATES would permitia gentleman whose 


_assertion would be received as indisputable author- 


ity, and who was formerly a member of the House 
of ‘Representatives, to answer the question. He 
then proceeded to read a document showing that, in 
the manufactures of Lowell, there was vested a 
capital of $9,500,000; and that, by the semi-an- 
nual dividends for the last two years, the profits 
were less than 6 per cent. 

Mr. MeDUFFIE did not wish to bring the gen- 
tleman to a stand; but, as there was no answer 
given, he repeated his question, What was the high- 
est interest now received by any person having cap- 
ital embarked in cotton manufacturing? 

My. BATES did not know what any particular 
factory was making, and was consequently unpre- 
pared'to answer the question. It was one, how- 
ever, of no importance, as the document he had 
read from the honorable Mr. Appleton, of Boston, 
was a piece of evidence sufficient to set the whole 
question at rest for ever; for if Lowell, so highly 
favored in every respect, falls short of 6 per cent., 
what must be the situation of factories not enjoying 
the same advantages? The beneficial effects of the 
protective system were felt by the capitalist but in a 
trifling degree. Its great advantages were felt_ in its 
immense results on the country at large; in the 
erection of factories, surrounded by dwelling-houses, 
which grew into villages, and thence to towns; in the 
employment of mechanics of every denomination; 
in the creating of markets for every description of 
farm produce, including timber; in the occupation 
of operatives not confined, as describef, to a few men, 
but to thousands of men, women, and children. 
Mr. B. here enumerated the different branches on 
which women and children were employed, and 
drew a flattermg picture of the happiness enjoyed 
in the manufacturing portions of the country from 
the industrious habits of the people. 

` He alluded to the public benefit arising from the 
number employed as agents, superintendents, clerks, 
porters, and servants; Dut, above all, the advantages 
arising from thé protective system, stood forth in 
bold velief—the immense markets it created for ag- 
ricultural produce, particularly wool, cotton, sugar, 
flour,—Boston taking of the last named article 
600,000 barrels in’ one year. Neither (he said) 
were those advantages confined to the cities or large 
towns. All along the line of the Great Western rail- 
road were tobe found depots at distances of twent 
miles from each other, from whence was sent to all 
branches of the couniry the produce of Ohio and 
Michigan; thus extending the benefits of the s sien} 
to the utmost limits of the United States. There 
was not (he said) a spindle turned in Massachusetts 
that did not confer a benefit on the South; neither 
was there a blade of cotton ora cans raised in the 
South that did confer a benefit to the North. The 
benefits were univergal. ti i à 

Before, the tariff labor was dead; tools remained 
in the fields unhandled: but the tariff once a law, ne 
race-horse ever bounded on his course with greater 
spirit than did the working population. 
in mid career, the honorable Senator would stop the 
race to adjust some useless, trifling buckle on the 
harness. As to the moral effects, nothing was so 
great a preventive of vice as industrious habits: 
Children under fifteen years of age, employed in 
factories, were schooled for three months in the 


eétion might be taken to a Seawall, which is of || year; 


But now, | 


r; and, although it might be ar jed that’an em- 
ployment in a factory was not calculated to devel- 


op or stréngthen the physical abilities so'much as. 


agricultural oceupations, so “might “it further be ar- 
gued, that the lifé of the student was not as healthy 
as that of the farmer; nor the farmer as that of the 
gavage. cea a gn By 

The Senator from New Hampshire expressed 
himself strongly as to the commercial and navi- 
gating interests of his State, and gave a very 
impressive description of the ills inflicted on it by 
the imposition of a duty of $5 per ton on ship build- 
ing, which, he said, imposed a tax on the. people of 
Portsmouth of $15,000. But his description was 
founded in error. In the first place, the duty was 
only #4 per ton; and, as to the amount per head, 
instead of being $2 per head on the people of Ports- 
mouth, it would be found, on strict examination, 
to be a mere fraction of that sum. 


Mr. B. read from an official document, showing, 
for the year 1842— 


Tonnage. Imports. Exports. 
Maine 291,924 606,000 1,050,000 
Massachusetts 474,889 17,986,000 9,807,000 
New Hampshire 23,925 60,481 28,547 


and for the year 1842, the State of New Hamp- 


shire shipped, in crews, the large number of fifty- | 


six men and three boys, all told. 
The senator from New Hampshire says this pro- 


- tective system cuts off the long voyages which give 


employment to our navigation; that, instead of three 
or four hundred thousand bales of cotton which the 
home market will consume, furnishing freight for 
navigation to Europe, they will give only the coast- 
ing freight from New Orleans to New York, Boston, 
Providence, &c; In this point of view, the policy 
is, he considers, injurious to our navigating inter- 
ests. This was the first time he (Mr. B.) ever 
heard that it was any disadvantage to have a near 
market instead of a distant market. Itcould not be; 
for what is navigation? It is precisely that to a na- 
tion which a wagon is to a farmer—the means of 
transporting marketable commodities to market. 
Now, what would be thonght of a farmer who com- 
plained that he had only a short distance to carry his 
products to market instead of along distance? But the 
senator further contends that the protective system is 
more injurious to the navigation interest than it is ben- 
eficial to the manufacturing interest. This is keeping 
out of view the fact, that the use of the very instrument 
of transportation depends upon the productions to be 
transported. The fapmer’s wagon is valued in pro- 
portion to the necessity there is for it. If he has 
any stimulus to make his farm more productive, and 
to have a larger quantity of produce to bring to marz 
ket, that stimulus enhances the value of his wagon 
io him. ‘The business for it depends on the busi- 
ness of the farm. Anything that increases the activi- 
ty of production, increases the estimation in which 
the means of its Fog es to market is held. But 
the senator say the long voyage is cut off, anda 
short one substituted; therefore, navigation is injured. 
Who would have the long voyage, if free trade 
prevailed? Certainly not this country exclu- 
sively; for, by our reciprocity treaties, foreign 
navigators already monopolize from one-third to one- 
half of our carrying trade abroad. In the ‘eyent of 
free trade, the competition would be’much great- 
er; so that foreigners (not our navigators) would 
benefit by the long voyages. Gn the contrary, the 
short voyages, or the’ coasting trade, is exclisively 
our own. ‘There can be no competition by foreign- 
ers in that. Hence, it is more beneficial to this 
country to have its coasting trade and internal navi- 
gation stimulated, than its extemal navigation. 
The comparison made by the senator between this 
conntry and Great Britain, with respect to navigas 
tion, was not in point; tor there was no similarity 
in the condition of the two countries, The home 
territory of Great Britain was exceedingly small; 
her distant colonies large, diversified, and scat- 
tered over the face of the hahitable globe. The 
marine commerce and marine armament were 
essential to her vital existence. Without them 
she could not sustain herself a moment, The 
territory of this country was all at home, 
within one confederation, extensive, diversified 
in soil and climate, and embracing all the ele- 
ments of national greatness within itself. What 
might be vitally necessary for Great Britain, might 
be only necessary to a very limited extent for this 
country; thus, it appeared that no just comparison 
could be drawn between the two countries. Our in- 
terests are so numerous and diversified, yet in reality 


|- so harmonious “in a national point of view, that:our 
- only policyis to preserve them; and they cannot be 


reserved without protection. -On this ground, theri,; 
it was that the friends of this policy always insist- 
ed, and always will insist, that the protective system 
must be cherished and adhered to, as long as we de- 


sire to be prosperous and happy. 


It had been urged, a8 a strong objection to this 
system, that it‘enhanced the price of imported arti- 
cles, and those made as substitutes here, to the con- 
sumer. ‘That objection had been ably refuted by 
the senator from Maine. The general fact is, how- 
ever, admitted, that manufactured articles, such as 
used to be imported, are cheaper now than they 
were before the act of 1642. The senator from 
South Carolina, however, says it is not in conse- 
quence of the act, but in spite of it. He attributes 
it to many other causes—such as the contraction of 
the currency, &c. It was true that many things in- 
fluence prices, immediately or remotely; but the ex- 
perience of the world has established the principle 
that the law of supply and demand hasa paramount 
influence on prices, above all other cir¢umstances. 
The supply of any commodity in the market depends 
on the demand; the demand depends on two things— 
the want of the community for the articles, and the 
ability to pay for them. 


Now, in this country, the ability of the con- 
sumer to pay for what he wants, depends upon his 
having occupation for his labor; and if, by foster- 
ing, encouraging, and protecting his industry, we 
give him that employment, we give him the ability 
to pay, and to make the demand which meets the 
supply. Apply the rule to the protective system: 
You impose a duty on an article of foreign manu- 
facture; so far as it is concerned, if it formed the 
chief supply, the price must rise; but if the effect 
will be to make the home manufacturer fill up the 
supply, it will have no effect on the price; should 
the home manufacturer, thus stimulated, bring to 
market more than the necessary supply, the price 
must fall; and thus the duty, as experience proves 
it always does, finally reduces the price of the ar- 
ticles to the consumer. Was it not a fact, that this 
country never was so well supplied as now with 
manufactured articles, nor at ae er prices? ‘The 
senator from New Hampshire admitted the fact, 
when he said the stimulus of the protective system 
had already acted injuriously to the manufactures, 
by causing overproduction, which would involve 
them in ruin. This was yielding up the whole 
principle in favor of protection, as a means of in- 
ducing low prices to the consumer. ' f 


Now, should'he (Mr. B.}be asked, as the friends 
of protection were constantly asked, how it was, 
that, if the effect of the protective system be to 
diminish prices, the manufacturers desired protec- 
tion? They desired it for various reasons: to give 
occupation to home labor; to give new developments 
to home industry; to give moral and physical ability 
to the people; to secure them in action; to give ` 
them safety and confidence: not to hold out to them 
that they shall get.two dollarsa day for labor, where 
they got but one dollar before; but to secure them in 
the certainty and continuance of the occupation by 
which they could earn the one dollar. But suppose 
the system had the effect of raising prices: would not 
the ability to purchase at those prices be increased? 
and would not the congequence to the whole coun- 
try be ten thousand times more valuable than a 
contrary policy? The beneficial consequences 
would be felt by all classes, by the agviculturists as 
well as by the manufacturers; and by the country at 
large, in the increase of its productive industry and 
national wealth. If it takes one dollar, it returns a 
thousand, << oaks 


Another argument urged was, that it was best to 
buy where you can buy cheapest; and if that can 
be done in a foreign country, the purchaser ought to 
be freeto buy there. The senator from Maine had 
already shown the fallacy of this doctrine of buying: 
cheap. ‘You buy cheapest where you can exchange 
the products of your labor for what you want to 
the greatest advantage. Mr. B. went into a variety 
of illustrations in proof of this; one was, that an un- 
employed young man lounging about the halls of 
Congress, awalting its action, and without money, 
wishing fora hat: should he go toa store on the 
avenue to inquire the price of a new hat, and if to 
four dollars, but it should be cash down, while $ 
another store he was told the price was five dollars, 
and that his services in making out accounts would 
be taken in payment,—-would” not (Mr. B. asked) 
the hat, ori those terms, at five dollars, be cheaper ta 


the young man than that at four dollars, for which 
he had not the means to pay? 

The mistake in the theory of the senator from 
South Carolina, that the producer of the exports 
pays the duty on the imports, was sufficiently ex- 
posed by the senator from Maine. All he (Mr. B.) 
should say on that head was, that the property of 
the exporter in the productions he exchanged, 
ceased the moment he made the exchange. 
So it was with the exports; the moment 
the exporter got his money, that was the rep- 
resentative of his labor. If he (Mr. B.) bought a 
bale of cotton from the senator, it became the repre- 
sentative of his (Mr. B.’s) labor while in his pos- 
session; and that. which he had given for it, while 
retained by the senator, was the. representative of 
his labor, His mistake arose out of conceiving that 
he retained an interest in what he had wholly part- 
ed with. But the senator looked only to the South 
and its interests; while the interests of twelve 
millions of the people of this country were inter- 
woven with the protective policy. If he was the 
baronial possessor of the vast domain which, in 
his argument, he imagined this Union might form, 
as an estate, involving an individuality of interest 
vested in the proprietor, he would not think of sacri- 
ficirg the interests of twelve millions of the people 
for the sake of a mere cotton patch. 


Some of the senators on the other side, who had 
discussed this subject, seemed to forget what sort of 
government this was, and by what means this re- 
publican structure is to be supported. If they had 
not lostsight of those considerations, they would 
have seen that, in no other way, can the interests of 
this country be sustained but by the true American 
system of protection. A home market must be 
built up: no other nation should be suffered to pre- 
vent this. An amalgamation of our interests with 
those of foreign nations would lead to a debasement 
of our labor to the level of theirs. Mr. B. denounced 
at great length any policy the tendency of which 
would be to place the laborer of this country on a 
level with the laborer of other countries, where 
wages is only from sixpence to three cents a day. 

In conclusion, he invoked a spirit of forbearance 
and conciliation in discussing the subject; and un- 
dertook to say that the South. would gain more by 
treating it in such a manner, than by assuming the 
attitude of hostility which had been sssumed to- 
wards the manufacturing States. 


Mr. McDUFFIE rose and said, he did not intend 
at this time, to enter into the subjects touched upon 
by the Senator who had just taken his seat, or to 
notice his remarks, which he (Mr. McD.) was sor- 
ry he had not heard throughout. But, before the 
debate closed, he would pay his special respects to 
the senator from Massachusetts, and he would then 
have a word or twotosay to him with regard to 
the “unparalleled audacity and boldness of asser- 
tions” made here. He would then show the true 

«historical “origin” of this protective system. He 
thanked the Senator for the word. He would meet 
him on that point, and show him how the system 
was got up and carried on. 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay the subject on the 
table for the present. And the pending question on 
that motion was laid on the table, to be hereafter 
called up at the request of any senator ready to pro- 
ceed with the debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro fem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of State, in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 31st of 
January last, in relation to slaves committing crimes 
who escaped into the British dominions, since the 
ratification of the treaty of 1842; which, on motion 
by Mr. BENTON, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files papers connected with a 

‘land claim of name not heard. 

On motion by FOSTER, the Senate proceeded to 
consider executive business; and after a short time 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wenpvespay, February 2], 1844. 
MARYLAND DELEGATION. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY introduced his colleague, 
Mr. Wernerem, one of the recently elected mem- 
bers from Maryland; and he was affirmed to sup- 

_ port the constitution, and then took his seat, 


‘AMERICAN BIBLE SOCIFTY. _ 

On the motion of Mr. . ADAMS, the use of the 
House of Representatives was granted to the Amer- 
ican Bible Society, wherein to hold a public meeting 
at T o’clock on the evening of Tuesday next. 


ELECTION OF ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT AND 
VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. DUNCAN reminded the House that a bill 
introduced by him afew days ago to regulate the 
eleetion of electors of President and Vice President 
of the United States, was committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; but as 
it was of great importance, and as it was a subject 
on which action should be had soon, if at all, he now 
desired to move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the bill was committed, to give him an op- 
portunity to move that it be made the special 
order. : 

The SPEAKER intimated that there was another 
subject which was entitled to precedence. 

Mr. DUNCAN remarked that no objection was 
made. The bill to which he alluded was in rela- 
tion to the day on which the election of electors 
should be held, his object being understood to be to 
make the day uniform throughout the United States; 
and on this he had received a great variety of com- 
munications, one of which he requested the Clerk 
to read. 


The Clerk read a letter, which was understood 
to be a communication published in a newspaper on 
the importance of the speedy disposal of this bill. 


Mr. DUNCAN said that was but one of from 
one hundred to two hundred letters which he had 
received of like import. The subject was one which 
had created a great interest, and he hoped it would 
be taken up as a special order, and acted upon. He 
therefore made the motion to reconsider. 

The motion, after a few words from Mr. BAR- 
NARD, was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN then moved that the bill be made 
the special order of the day for Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER said it could only be done by 
general consent. (Cries of ‘“Agreed.’’) 

Mr. BARNARD objected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was also understood to sug- 
gest that the appropriation bills had not yet been 
acted upon. ` 

Mr. DUNCAN then consented to modify his 
motion, so as to make the day next Wednesday 


week. 

Mr. BARNARD inquired what vote the motion 
would require. 

The SPEAKER answered that it would require 
a ‘vote of two-thirds. He then put the question. 

Mr. BARNARD called for a division. 

Mr. HAMLIN called for the yeas and nays, but 
afteryads consented to withdraw that motion. 

The SPEAKER again put the question, and on 
counting the House, 94 were found to have voted 
in the affirmative. The division was then given up, 
and the bill was made the special order for Wed- 
nesday week. 


VACANCY IN THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


On the motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the Speaker 
was directed to supply the vacancy in the Judiciary 
Committee occasioned by the resignation of Mr. 
Witrins. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. THOMASSON laid before the House reso- 
lutions of the general assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky on the subject of postage. 
They were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOILIATIONS. 


Mr. DUNLAP presented to the House resolutions 
of the legislature of the State of Maine, in relation to 
French spoiliations, and they were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of the day 
for the morning hour, to be the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, on which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Burt] had the floor. 

Mr. BURT began by stating that certain declara- 
tions had been made in the debate upon this subject 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bearps.ey,] 
which he did not feel himself at liberty to pass by 
in silence. The gentleman had been pleased to BAY, 


(not indeed as the announcenient ofa fact, bütas the 


ject of slavery in 


expression of an opinion,) that, in regard:to thesub-.. 
e°abstract, he presumed there 
was but one sentiment at the North, the South, the: 
East, and the West. He did not choose to inquire. 
what political relation that .gentleman .bears’ ‘to* the» 
arties of the North, nor what-were ‘his’ means. of :: 
nowing the- feelings of the South, the West, and : 
the other sections of this Union upon the subject of « 
slavery. He was equally indifferent as to what the - 
gentleman’s opinion: might be. +- But-upon this par-+ 
ticularly southern question, public opinion was, and 
had been, since the time of the adoption of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, well-known. He would not. ‘be-» 
lieve that the honest Knickerbockers of the North, . 
or the gallant sons of the West, who. had never yet~: 
shrunk from the call of duty or of patriotism, would . 
ever prove faithless to the obligations of the :consti- 
tution. He knew nothing of the medium ‘through 
which the gentleman gained access to the feelings and ` 
opinions of the South, the organ of which opinions 
the gentleman seemed to consider himself entitled 
to be; but he trusted the gentleman would not regard 
it as presumptuous in him to profess quite as much 
knowledge in relation to this question—a question : 
ofa purely municipal character—as the gentleman 
did; and at least an equal right to express his opin- 
ions upon it. The domestic institutions of the 
States were subjects for their own exclusive consider- ` 
ation. That House had no concern to know what: 
were the domestic institutions of the States; and it . 
was offensive to inquire what their opinions might 
be concerning those institutions; and so: far as the 
remarks of the gentleman applied to the State of 
which he was the representative, he felt authorized 


+to declare here, upon his responsibility to his con- 


stituents, that the. gentleman never expressed or en- 
tertained a more groundless opinion. Nay, the gen- 
tleman never had a vision which was more abso- 
lutely destitute of all foundation. The gentleman 
had taken occasion to say that the question df do- 
mestic slavery in the South was not to be answered 
for by the present generation. He begged leave to 
inform the gentleman that, upon this question, the 
present generation of the South entertain the same 
opinions which were entertained by their ancestors; 
and that they hold it utterly incompetent for any 
one, from any quarter, to interfere with that ques- 
tion. The gentleman from New York had said 
that it was immaterial to the question under 
debate, what opinions were entertained in the. 
South upon this question; but he also admitted that 
it was immaterial, because Congress had no jurisdic- 
tion over the subject of slavery within the States, 
He would give just offence to his constituents, as 
well as incur his own disesteem, if, in that Hall, he 
could be induced to vindicate any institution of his 
State. Butthishe would say, that language was 
impotent to express the intensity of scorn and con- 
tempt with which that State regards the miserable, . 
upstart, buckstering morality of the North, which 
attempted to hold up her domestic institutions to the . 
odium of the world; and, as her representative upon 
that floor, and in her name, he cast back to the gen- 
tleman every word, every epithet of offence, which 
he might be conscious of haying used in regard to 
her domestic institutions. i : 

Mr. BEARDSLEY interposed, and said he un- 
derstood the gentleman to charge him with having 
asserted that, upon the question of slavery, there 
was but one opinion throughout the whole Union; 
and he also understood the gentleman to affirm that 
the expression of thgt opinion he held to bean im- 
pertinence. {t certainly seemed, to him, strange 
that an expression of opinion upon an abstract. 
proposition should be considered impertinent. And 
he threw back to any gentleman who chose to ap- 
ply any such remark to him, the charge of imperti- 
nence. He had, at all times, avoided interfering, 
by word or act, with the domestic institutions of any 
State; not because he did not feel at liberty to do 

OQ 

Mr. PAYNE rose to a question of order. He 
desired to know whether it was competent for the 
gsntleman from New York to occupy the time al- 
lotted to another member. 

Mr. BEARDSLY remarked that his purpose was 
only to answer the observation which the gentleman 
from South Carolina had made in reference to him,- 

Mr. BURT proceeded. He certainly considered - 
the declaration of the gentleman from New York, 
as having been introduced most unnecessarily; and 
so far as any epithets which he might use upon that 
floor were concerned, he would be responsible for 
them elsewhere, But he was not there to enter into 


controversies of. this. sort, ewọ iik 
ntleman; however, had usean expt ion which 
e believed-to be, without foundation... He-took leave 


to say so, anù if that remark were. offensive to-the | 


gentlemin, hé could, of course, seek-his redress. The 
gentleman had spoken'in the terms-which he. had 
stated of ari institution, with which’ he and his con+ 


stituents were identified, with’ which he had. grown | 


up from earliest youth, ‘and to which the State of his 
nativity: attributed’ much: that, lustrious 
her history, and. ennobling in -her institutions. 
‘When the gentleman was addressing-a mob, it 
would be proper for him to address to them such 
topics. as were most to their taste; but he protested 
that, in that hall, the slang of the hustings ought not 
to be introduced. aes : , 

The argument, and the: whole:argument, against 
the: retention of the rule-which rejeets petitions 
ptaying for the abolition of slavery, was based upon 
the assumption that Congress has jurisdiction over 
the subject. This was the ground upon which the 
propriety of receiving such petitions was based. It 
was conceded :that, if Congress had no jurisdiction 
over the subject, the right of the citizen was not in 
any way abridged by the rejection of their petitions. 
Butit was said that Congress possessed: exclusive 
jurisdiction over the subject within the District of 
‘Columbia; and upon that ground the ‘arguments in 
favor of the rule were unanswerable. He contended 
that Congress had not only no power to abolish 
slavery, but the possessed not a single function 
connected with the subject that was not intended to 

rotect and sustain it. It was time that the South 
and the North and the West should renew the stip- 
ulations, in regard to this institution, which had 
been so fiercely assailed. He desired to direct the 
attention of gentlemen of the North—of those old 
thirteen States whose stars are still seen upon the 
country’s banner—to this subject, At the time of 
the formation of the constitution, it was a subject 
which excited a greater contrariety of opinion than 
almost any other. The South took up her position, 
to which the North yielded. i 

[Mr. B. here referred to several passages in the 
debates in the convention upon the adoption of the 
constitution. ] ; 

What was the voteof Massachusetts upon the 
slave trade? Massachusetts voted in favor of every 
proposition connected with that trade; and now. the 
gentleman from that State (Mr. Winruropr] a 
nounced the institution of slavery within this Dis- 
trict an inhuman and abominable traffic. He would 
leave it to the gentleman to say whether an institu- 
tion once approved by the State of Massachusetts 
deserved so severe a condemnation. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had high authority for 
the use of the terms, It was the precise phraseolo- 

y made use of in the title of a bill which had been 
Before the House. à 

“Mr. BURT proceeded. The clause respecting 
runaway slaves was one exclusively favorable to the 
southern States, under the articles of the confedera- 
tion. Itwas well known that differences existed 
upon this subject, In some of the New England 
States the right of the owner to his slaves was not 
only refused, but resisted by violence. The southern 
States required that a provision should be inserted in 
the constitution, in the shape ofa treaty stipulation, 
respecting property in slaves, providing that proper- 
ty in slaves held under the laws af one State should 
be recognised and respected by the laws of all the 
other States; and it was further stipulated that, if a 
southern slave escaped from his master, and fled to 
any other State, he should be delivered up, upon 
claim being made by his owner; and it was further- 
more provided that slaves should be an element of 
epresentation, ; 
Á He read the language of Mr. Davy, of North 
Carolina, on the subject of the representation of 
negro slaves, delivered in the convention on the 
constitution, in which the declaration was made that 
the South would not confederate with the N orth on 
any other terms. ‘The present rate of representa- 
tion was the compromise agreed upon on that sub- 
ject, the North also agreeing to surrender fugitives 
from justice, including, as : 
fugitives from slavery, as offenders against the laws 


of the States, and offenders against State laws, in j 


relation to that species of property. But those were 
not the only provisions of the constitution, which 
recognised that species of property., The northern 
States solemnly stipulated that, in cage of in- 
surrection at the South, their militia should 
march to its support; and that, if a foreign 


that. was illustrious in- 


as was well understood, | 


enemy should invade the South, the militia | 


the’ South to 


they been observed? 
had done all that she could to defeat that clause of 
the constitution in relation to runaway slaves. Ver- 
mont and New York had also laws of the same 


description. The South, however, was yet un- 
willing to believe that those States would prove 
faithless to their solemn engagements. hey 


regarded the 25th rule, now under consideration, as 
an earnest that the North would maintain its faith. 
But if the North did mean to maintain its faith, he 
would ask the gentlemen of the North why they 
objected to this rule; and whether they meant to en- 
courage the hope of those who looked to the utter 
abolition of the right to that species of property. If 
they did not mean to receive these abolition peti- 
tions, why did they not announce to those petition- 
ers at once, that their petitions could not be re- 
ceived, and thus afford no encouragement to a viola- 
tion of a solemn stipulation of the constitution? It 
had been represented that the abolition party at the 
North was too inconsiderable in numbers, and in 
capacity for mischief, to claim the regard of the 
southern States; but that party had proclaimed its 
numbers to be, at the polls, more than 30,000; and 
they boasted that their numbers were increasing une 
der a banner on which was inscribed the infamous 
motto of “rapine and blood,” ` 
Thatinfamous party had also enlisted that powerful 
engine—the press; they had likewise devoted the pul- 
pit to the promotion of their purposes; and now they 
sought to engage the greatest of all engines of revo- 
Jution—debates in this hall. They were clamorous 
that the rules of this House should be made to con- 
form to their ideas, and to bow in subserviency ta 
their infamous dogmas. That party told them that 
their object was the abolition of slavery on earth; 
and in utter want of all patriotism, they applied to 
British agents to aid them to accomplish their pur- 
poses. hey told this House further, that if their 
petitions were received, and laid on the table, they 
should not be content. A gentleman from Maine had 
told them that the abolitionists were not going to be 
content with a mere reception of their petitions. Now, 
it was time that the agitation should cease. The South 
asked their friends of the North, and of the West, 
not to lend themselves to the fell purposes of that 
infamous party; and (ihat they might not encourage 
those petitions) he called upon them not in any way 
to entertain them. On this subject the South had 
the right to speak. The nature of that property 
was known at the adoption of the constitution, and 
guaranties were required from the North; and any 
entertainment of these petitions would be promotive 
of insurrection in the South. The South was 
not afraid to meet that horrible crisis; but, if same it 
must, she asked Congress not to be the instrument of 
assailing that property which every department of 
this government had bound itself to defend. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Severance] had told 
the House that that class of petitions would never 
cease until Congress did its duty by abolishing slave- 
ry in the District of Columbia; but he begged permis- 
sion to say that, whenever that discussion was 
raised in this hall, it would be the last subject that 
an American Congress would ever discuss here. 
The South would regard it as a declaration of war, 
and she would aci accordingly. She would not al- 
low that government, to which she had surrendered 
certain attributes of her sovereignty for the protec- 
tion of this property, to be permitted in any 
form to invade it.. He would tell the House fur- 
ther, that the gentleman who would promote this 
atate of things, might not, at such a time, find securi- 
ty in his own obscurity at the North from the storm 
that would rage; and he trusted in God, that, if they 


voted the language of - 


. officers, whose 
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“were to havé an insurrection at the South from. the 


terrible agitations of the North; those who aid it 
here would go-to the aid of their allies in the South; 
and, in.the name of the South, he promised them that 


| nota wretch amongst them should-return to tell the 
y ~ 


story of their deeds. 3 

Mr. DELLET next obtained the floor; but, as 
the morning hour had. nearly expired, the subject 
weiit over. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from its clerk, containing a return of the 
number of clerks employed in his office in the year 
1843. It was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. l = 

A Senate bill, to authorize a survey of the mouth 
of Red river, and for other purposes, was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of Commerce. 

The Secretary of the Senate delivered to the 
House a number of bills passed by that body. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee of Com- 
ree; by leare, reported bills with the following 
titles: “ 

A bill for the relief of Elliott Smith and Nathan 
Farnsworth. 

A bill making appropriations to repair the custom- 
house at Charleston. 

They were read twice, and committed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, [Mr. Campzers, of South 
Carolina, in the chair,] and resumed the considera- 
tion of “A bill making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year commencing 
on the first day of July, 1844, and ending on the 
30th day of June, 1845.” 

Several items were discussed briefly, by Mr. 
GIDDINGS, Mr. McKAY, Mr. DROMGOOLE, 
Mr. LEVY, and Mr. DICKEY. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported:to the 
House. 


PENSION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the Committee 
next took up the bill making appropriations for the 
payment of revolutionary and other pensioners of 
the United States, for the fiscal year ending on the 
30th day of June, 1845. 

Some brief debate occurred, in which Messrs. ©. 
JOHNSON, DICKEY, McKAY, SEYMOUR of 
New York, BRINKERHOFF, ADAMS, J. R. 
INGERSOLL, HOLMES, HARDIN, DANA, 
BELSER, WINTHROP, and others, took part. 
It was mainly on a proposition to introduce a pro- 
viso to prevent officers of the army or the navy 
receiving a pension, while receiving pay as such 
pay was said to be much greater 
that that of judges or State officers. 

The committee rose without disposing of the bill, 
and reported progress. It also re; orted the Indian 
appropriation bill, with an amendment, which was 
concurred in; and the bill was read a third time and 
passed, 

A motion, made by Mr. HUNT, to adjourn 
over Washingtoni birth-day, was laid on the 
table. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the mem- 
bers presenting them: 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The memorial of 23 mem- 
berg of the Luzerne county bar, asking that Lu- 


| zerne county may be attached to the eastern judi- 


cial distyjct for United States courts., The petition 
of citizens of Columbia county, for a reduction of 
postage. The petition of citizens of Wyoming 
county for the establishment of a post route from 
Bowman’s creek to Tunkhannock, in said county. 
The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania engaged in 
the coal business, for a change in the law in relation 
ta coasting licenses. i 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of 103 citis 
zens of Hamilton, New York, praying for a reduc- 
tion of postage, and for an abolishment of the frank- 
ing privilege. The petition of citizens in the tow 
of Lenox, Madison county, New York, for the es- 
tablishment of a post route from Wampsville to 
Siloam. 

By Mr. W. DAVIS: The petition of Charles W. 


“Short, and 19 other citizens of Lawrence county, 
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Indiana, asking a donation of land to improve the 
navigation of the Wabash river. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of John R. 
Duckman and others, citizens of Lawrence county, 
Illinois, asking a grant of land to complete the na- 
tional thoroughfare between the lakes to the Ohio, 
by the improvement of the Wabash. ‘The memo- 
rial of A“ fyon and others, of the same county, 
upon the same subject. The memorial of Joseph 
Ramsey and others, of the same county, upon the 
same subject. The memorial of Uri Manly and 
others, of Clarke county, Illinois, asking an appro- 
priation on the Cumberland road. f 

By CALEB B. SMITH: The petition of Elijah 
Coffin’ and 151 others, citizens of Wayne county, 
Indiana, praying fora reduction and restriction of 
the franking privilege. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of 145 citizens 
of the city of New-York, praying for the passage of 
an act granting to the State of Indiana so much of the 
unsold lands in the Vincennes district as may be ne- 
cessary to complete the communication between the 
lakes and the Ohio river. ` 

By Mr. C. M. REED: The joint resolution of 
the legislature of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking Congress to make an appropriation to 
repair and continue the work on the harbor at 
Erie. The petition of Captain Harrington and 240 
others, citizens of the city of Buffalo, asking an ap- 
propriation for enlarging the present harbor, and re- 
monstrating against the projected outer harbor at 
Buffalo, The petition of Captain D. P. Dobbins 
and others, owners and masters of vessels naviga- 
ting the lakes, asking Congress to make an appro- 
priation for erecting a beacon on Skillagalee island, 
on Lake Michigan. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of Peter 
Peterson and 104 others, citizens of Butler county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the construction of a na- 
tional Macadamized road from the Cumberland 
road, by way of the arsenals of Pittsburg and Mead- 
ville to the harbor of Erie, Also, the petition of 
Thomas McNair and 61 others, citizens of Butler 
county, Pennsylvania, of similar import. Also, the 
paren of Abraham Brinker, of Butler county, 

ennsylvania, praying that he may be paid the 
amountdue him for revolutionary services of his 
father. Also, the petition of Isaac Eckright, of 
Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, praying an in- 
crease of his pension. 

By Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF: The petition of cit- 
izens of Delaware county, Ohio, praying for a mail 
route from Sunbury, in said county, to Ashland, in 
Richland county, Ohio. . 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Sarah Over- 
bagh, praying for a pension under the 3d section of 
the act of July 4, 1836: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 


‘ Tuurspayr, February 22, 1844, 

The PRESIDENT pro. tem., laid_ before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 9th instant, all the correspondence on 
the files of that department on the subject of the 
selection of the site of Fort Wayne, on the frontier 
of Arkansas; which, on motion by Mr. SEVIER, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT’, the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy on the subject of a dry and 
floating dock at New York, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
` Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
large number of werchants, traders, and others, of 
the city of New York, on the subject of reciprocal 
commercial treaties with foreign powers, and pray- 
ing Congress to take measures to supersede them, 
especially those of Sweden, Denmark, and Ham- 
burg; which the memorialists represent are not bene- 
ficial to the commercial interests of the country. 
Mr.. W. said the memorial was strongly signed 
by-mercantiJe houses. Buthe was bound in can- 
dor to say, that he bad entertained impressions dif- 
ferent from those expressed by the memorialists. 
He entertained them with some diffidence under the 
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force of sentiment thus expressed by. men of so 
much practical expexience as those whose names 
were signed to this memorial. On motion, the me- 
morial was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on. Foreign Relations. 

Also presented a memorial numerously signed by 
merchants, traders, and citizens of New York, ad- 
dressed to the Senate under an evident misapprehen- 
sion, - It seemed to bear the character, and be of the 
form, of the one just presented. He presumed it 
was sent to the Senate under the apprehension that 
a reciprocal commercial treaty with Texas was still 
before that body. It asked the reconsideration of 
the action of that body of last session, rejecting a 
treaty entered into by the President of the United 
States with the chargé d’affaires of Texas, which 
treaty had been ratified by the government of Texas. 
He (Mr. W.) found, on examination, that the Sen- 
ate did ratify the treaty, with amendments, and that 
the treaty was, therefore, not in the power of the 
Senate, or this country. It struck him that the ob- 
ject of the memorialists would better be attained by 

egislation than by treaty. Accompanying the mè- 

morial was a letter from a merchant of New York, 
who is said to be acting consul from Texas, setting 
forth the state of our trade with Texas. If he was 
right, the trade was falling off. That effect was 
produced by legislation. The memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from mer- 
chants of Bangor, Maine, asking that a drawback 
may be allowed on spirits manufactured from for- 
eign molasses equal to the duty paid on the molas- 
ses: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial, numerously signed by citizens 
of Portland, Maine, asking for a reduction of the 
rates of postage: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


POSTAGES. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the 
use and prevent the abuse of the franking privilege, 
and for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of 
the Post Office Department, reported the same back, 
with several amendments, (copies of which the re- 
porter could not obtain,) and with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. The amendments, with the 
written report accompanying, were ordered to be 
printed, 


\ 


COURTS MARTIAL. 
The following resolution, introduced by Mr. TAr- 
PAN on yesterday, was taken up for consideration, 
viz: 


. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to report to the Senate a copy of the proceed- 
ings of the court of inquiry in the case of Alexander 
Slidell Mackenzie. 


Mr. KING suid he would be indebted to his hon- 
orable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Tarpan,] if that gen- 
tleman would inform him what particular object he 
had in offering this resolution. He (Mr. K.) did 
not think it necessary that any further action should 
be made on this unfortunate question, which had 
agitated the country for some time. No action could 
arise at all out of it on the part of the Senate; and 
certainly no good could result to the country by a 
further development of the details connected with 
it. The conduct of the officer, in the discharge of 
whathe deemed his duty, had undergone thorough 
investigation; and the result was shown in the re- 
port of the courts which had adjudicated the case. 
He (Mr. K.) would be very unwilling to disturb 
again this question. As it regted, the officer stood 
before the country justified for the course which he 
had pursued; and. he hoped his friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Tarran] would see that no good could be done 
by the passage of such a resalution. An unkind 
feeling might be excited on the part of all perier 
He hoped the time had passed away, when the pro- 
ceedings of the court could be the subject of ani- 
madversion; and they could not, at all events, be 
altered by any action in either House of Congress. 
Nothing good had ever grown out of this mode of re- 
agitating a subject of this kind, after it had once gone 
torest, He hoped his friend would see that no good 


) feeling might b 
excited by it, The .constitution gives the power. to 
the executive over subjects proper for decision by 
courts martial. The power had been exerewed, 
The President, under. the power given him to order 
courts martial in the army or navy, had called a. 
naval court to try this. case. It was tried; and the 
decision had been. published to the. country,: and 
there it ought to rest. Itis to be presumed that 
justice was done to the parties, and Congress. ought 
not to disturb the matter again. The Senate could 
not set aside the decision—certainly not.. {t could 
not relieve the individual. The matter was, in fact, 
beyond any control of that body; it was altogether 
improper to ae the question, after it had: been 
settled under the constitution and laws. ia 

Mr. TAPPAN said he did not know whetherany 
action would be had on this communication when 
made, or not. It was a matter in regard to which he 
could not say anything until the documents were 
reported to the Senate. That was the only way in 
which an authentic account of the proceedings of 
that court martial could be laid before the American 
people. Newspapers had given garbled accounts, 
such as were not to be relied upon as authentic, or 
statements made by persons desirous of forming pub- 
lic opinion on the subject one way or the other... It 
was of importance to enable the Trierin people to 
form a proper judgment on this very interesting mat- 
ter, that the proceedings of that court martial should 
be laid before them. They want the charges, the. 
evidence in support of the charges, the evidence 
rebutting. them, and the arguments made use ° 
of on the trial. ‘Phree American citizens have 
been hanged without trial, without a hearing, 
without any opportunity of defending themselves; 
without being confronted with the witnesses against 
them, in a manner wholly illegal, and to be justified 
only on the extremest necessity. It was an import- 
ant question—did the necessity exist-—a question 
which he wished to have the means of deciding, and 
to have those means made public. He. wished to 
have the means of forming his own judgment, and 
the American people the means of forming: their 
judgment upon it. If wrong was committed by the 
Officer, although it would nat be a subject of ju icial 
investigation, yet it was a subject upon which pub- 
lic judgment could þe formed. That public pie 
ment was paramount, and formed the laws of this 
country. If there was any wrong in the matter, he 
was for taking such measures as would give security 
against such an occurrence again. If the proceed- 
ing was legal and proper, the opinion of the Amer- 
ican people would justify the officer; but if, on the 
other hand, the lives of three American citizens 
were taken without law, and no opportunity afford- 
ed the victims of making defence, was it not 

roper that it should be known, that the pub- 

ic condemnation might reach the guilty? as 
it not of the greatest importance that the 
American people should know whether the lives of 
their citizens have been taken wantonly and without 
necessity or not? It was. He (Mr. T.) would not 
undertake to say that the officer was not justifiable, 
for he was without the means of making up his 
judgment. The senator from Alabama thinks it is a 
matter of little importance, now that so much time 
had elapsed since the transaction, and as it was for- 
gotton by the public, that the subject should be again 
agitated. It ‘was always-of importance to know 
whether the lives of citizens were taken legally or 
legally, rightfully or wrongfully. A Roman citi- 
zen could not be scourged with impunity by a Ro- 
man officer: shall an American citizen, then, be exe- 
cuted without a hearing, without trial, without reg- 
ular charges against him? The object of the in- 
uiry is to enable an answer to be made to this ques- 
tion—to enable the American people to determine 
whether the fearful necessity existed in this case for 
such an exccution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he ought to blame him- 
self for not having known that this resolution was 
tocome up this morning. He should very much 
like to have a little time to examine into the matter 
before he gave his vote; and if the senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Tappan] would consent to it, he should be 
very glad to have it lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. KING, in reply to the remarks of the senay 
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could result from the call,though some 


rotect from outrage American citizens, whether of 
hick or low condition. The laws of the::country 
should be rigidly enforced against évery power 
which violated or outraged in any way the rights.of 
ethers. The senator [Mr. Tarran] had said that 
he (Mr. K.) remarked that it was a matter of no 
consequence. > It was not so. 


izens, to have the case investigated in the strictest 
and most rigid manner; and if it appeared that the ne- 
cessity did not exist to. have these’ men, punished, 
after’ ‘the sentence had been executed upon them’ it 
should be. known. But was he to be told that the 
Senate of the United States. was to take up every 
ease in which an American citizen had suffered at 
the hands of another, and bring it before the coun- 
try, after the proper judicial tribunal had decided it, 
under the laws of the country? This case had been 
decided by a judicial tribunal. Ifit had been a case 
of a single individual, instead of three, it would have 
demanded a similar investigation. It had been de- 
cided by the constituted authorities of the coun- 
try, according to the provisional law, under the 
constitution of the United States. It had been decided 
by highminded and honorable men; and what, he ask- 
ed, did the senator expect to gain by agitating the sub- 
ject? After the most thorough investigation of the 
matter by the constituted tribunal, did it comport 
with the character of the Senate of the United 
States, in defiance of popular opinion, to bring u 
the question again, when no legislative action coul 
grow out of it—when no good could result from 
such a course; and when renewed excitement 
throughout the country would be the inevitable 
consequence? Now he held that when a man com- 
mitted a crime, and suffered punishment for that 
crime, there the matter ought to rest. The gentle- 
man might say the punishmentewas not adequate to 
the offence; and that therefore he would be justified 
in calling for information to ascertain whether ad- 
ditional punishment ought not to be inflicted; not in 
consequence of any want of confidence in the cor- 
rectness and impartiality of the court martial, but 
from a mistaken inference with regard to the public 
sentiment, He, (Mr. Kine,) with many others, 
was shocked when the news reached him of the 
execution of these men. He looked with anxiety 
to the decision of the court; and hoped, at the time, 
that the officer by whom the punishment had been 
inflicted, would be found to have been justified, both 
for the honor of the service, and an implicit confi- 
dence which he had in the integrity and humanity of 
that officer. He looked to the decision with great 
anxiety, and became satisfied, from the proceedings 
of the court, which had been made public from 
time to time, that the officer had acted under the im- 
pression and belief that his course was correct; and 
this conclusion was made stronger by the opinion 
of his (the officer’s) associates that a necessity for the 
execution did exist, both for their own safety, and 
the security of the navy against such offences at fu- 
ture perioda: As the court had decided it, so he 
(Mr. Kina) was willing to let it rest. 

The resolution was then postponed till to-morrow. 


Mr. RIVES presented a petition from sundry 
merchants, traders, and other postage payers of 
Norfolk, Virginia, praying for a reduction of the 
rates of postage, and various other modifications in 
the post office system: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition from divers persons of 
Frederick and Clark counties, Virginia, asking for 
arecharter of the Bank of Potomac and the Far- 
mers’ Bank of Alexandria: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
psinted. 

Mr. ARCHER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested (if if be not inconsistent with his 
views of the public interest) to communicate any 
correspondence which may have taken place with 
any agent or agents of the government of Great 
Britain in relation to the interpretation of the tenth 
article of the treaty of August, 1842, known as the 
Ashburton treaty, accompanied by information of 
any action which may have occurred in execution 
of this article on the part of the authorities of the 
United States. 


The bill making a grant of land for the improve- 
ment of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to con- 
pect the same by a canal in the Territory of Wis- 


tor from Ohio, [Mr. Tarran, ] observed that no man | 
in this country had a greater desire than “hg had to~ 


It was of great con--- 
sequence, in punishing by death thrée American cit- _ 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eonsin; came up. for consideration—the question | 


being on its engrossment for a third reading. 

r. TALLMADGE. remarked that action had 
been suspended on this- bill -for the purpose of ob- 
taining information. from. the land. office as to the 
condition of the land ‘on the line of the proposed im- 
provement. 
companied by diagrams. It seemed that 46,682 
acres of land had been entered, of that proposed to be 
set apart for the improvement. ‘The whole quantity 
of land included in the two sections deep, the alter- 
nate ones of which are to be reserved to the govern- 
ment, and the others to be applied to the improve- 
ment, is 640,000 or 650,000 acres. So, under the 
provisions of this bill, 320,000 acres only will be 
set aside to make the improvement. Mr. T., after 
concluding the statement, argued that it showed stilt 
stronger the great importance of speedy action on 
the bill. If the improvement was now gone into, 
there would be no tax upon the government beyond 
the half of the amount of lands which were already 
entered. He hoped the Senate would pass it with- 
out further delay. š 


Mr. HAYWOOD, for one, wasnot prepared, with- 
out further information, to let the bill pass without 
opposition from him. He proposed that it should 
be laid aside for the present. 

The bill was, consequently, passed by informally. 


The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy was 
considered as in committee of the whole, and report- 
ed to the Senate; and after a few remarks by Mr. 
SEVIER in its support, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, the Senate took up 
for consideration the resolutions submitted by him 
some time since, directing the President of the 
United States to give notice to the British govern- 
ment for the termination of that bain of the 
treaty allowing a joint occupation of the Oregon Ter- 
nitory. 

Mr. ATCHISON was, for some time past, rather 
inclined to despond, in thinking not only on the fate 
of the resolution under eoneideralien; but on the 
prospect which the whole question seemed to have 
for calm and dispassionate consideration; but when 
he discovered the zeal, the eloquence, and the un- 
tiring exertions of honorable senators on a mere 

uestion of dollars and cents, he could not but look 
orward with confidence for a favorable result when 
an empire was at stake, and when there were no 
conflicting interests among ourselves. Before pro- 
ceeding further, he felt called on to repel the impu- 
tation—or, perhaps, it would be better to term it the 
misconception—of the honorable senator from Vir- 
ginia, who stated, on a former occasion, that 
the object of those advocating the resolution 
now under consideration was not so much to 
obtain or secure possession of the Oregon Ter- 
ritory for the common weal, as recklessly to in- 
volve the country in all the horrors of a war with 
England. This imputation did not confine itself to 


‘the floor of the Senate, but wafted its way, on the 
4, wings of the press, to the most remote districts of 


the country. It was to be found in the columns of 
the leading journals of the United States, openly 
charging those who, on the basis of justice and 
equity, denied the right of England to the absolute 
(for such she had) possession of Oregon, with 
calm, deliberate, and cold-blooded determination to 
plunge the United States into an uncalled-for war 
with the most powerful nation on earth. Mr. A. 
here read from the Congressional Globe an extract, 
which agreed with the report contained in the Intel- 
ligencer, and also with his own recollection, from a 
speech delivered by Mr. Arcuer in the early part 
of the session, so describing the motives of senators 
opposed to him on this question. Mr. A. had no 
idea of attributing to that gentleman any intention 


“of reflecting personally on the motives of any sen- 


ator. 


Mr. ARCHER Would interrupt the gentleman 
for a moment, to disclaim the most remote intention 
of offering any discourtesy to the senators on the 
opposite side in the remarks just quoted. : 

Mr. ATCHISON did not suppose the gentleman 
had any such intention, but, unfortunately, his m- 
tentions could not be known to the public; for his 
words, as reported, could bear no other construction. 
Those words were also carefully confined, so as to 
apply to the senators and members from the West, 
and not to the representatives of any other portion 
of the people, What motive, then, he asked, could 


He had received the information ac- | 


the West have to wish a war with England, or any 


-other country?” Was the West more favored, or 


would: a war place her in a better position than any 
other part of our common country! Would she be 
exempt from supplying her portion of men and 
money to carry on such war? Instead of deriving 
any benefit beyond her sister States, the West woul 
most likely, from her position, be called on to suffer 
greater hardships. If the history of the last ‘war 
was referred to, it would then be found that, in the 
Northwest and Southwest, all the glory earned by the 
arms of our country was obtained. The senator 
from Virginia, in deprecating the evils of a war, 
painted vividly the dangers to which the seaboard 
States would be subject, asif to show that those States 
would be the only sufferers, while the Western States 
would rest in comparative security, and have noth- 
ing to do, in the event of victory, but to share its 
benefits and glory; but a reference to the history of 
the last war, andto the geography of the country, 
would at once prove that Ohio, Ilinois, Michigan, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas, exposed a far greater, and still 
less undefended, frontier to the attacks of the enemy 
than the seaboard States for which that honorable 
senator felt so much interested. In denying the impu- 
tation so endeavored to be cast on the-senators of the | 
West, let him not be understood to say they have no 
interest int wishing to dissolve the treaty which pro- 
vided for joint occupancy of the Oregon. They had 
an interest, and he avowed it—it was an interest in 
preserving inviolate the honor and dignity of the 
nation; and to do so, in their opinion, the first step 
to be taken, though perhaps not absolutely necessary, 
was to adopt this resolution, so as to lead to the an- 
nulling of the treaty; and by doing so, leave our 
people at large to occupy, as they had a right to do, 
the country in dispifte. As to negotiations for set- 
tling boundaries or limits, he, for one, had no faith 
in diets: for, whether the demands on the part of 
this country were just or otherwise, she was sure to 
come off a loser. The treaty settling the Maine 
boundary, on the borders of the Atlantic, which 
took from us one-fourth of that State, left us little 
benefit to hope from a treaty to be executed here to 
settle the boundaries of a country lying thousands 
of Smiles from the Atlantic. The treaty of 1818— 
which gave to Great Britain a joint occupancy on no 
ground of right but. on her simple, and, as he was 
prepared to show, unfounded assertion of the terri- 
tory being open to the claims of all the world—was, 
as all subsequent treaties were to this country, un- 
fortunate; and among all of them, there could be 
found but one saving clause, and that was the one 
now proposed to be carried into effect by the resolu- 
tion, to give the twelve months notice required to do 
away with what was falsely called joint occupancy. 

Prior to the treaty of 1818, our title to the Oregon 
rested on the discovery of the mouth of the Colum- 
bia, in the year 1792, by an American citizen in an 
American ship-—Captain Gray of the ship Colum- 
bia. This discovery, by the law of nations, to- 
gether with the purchase of Louisiana, entitled us 
to the whole valley of the Columbia, including the 
territory from 42° to 51° north latitude; but although 
satisfied, so far, he had doubts whether, without the. 
aid of such discovery or purchase, we did not sub- 
sequently establish a far stronger and more exten- 
sive claim by the title acquired by our purchase 
from Spain. 

Mr. A. went on to show that the title acquired 
from Spain, which could not be disputed, gave to this 
country a right up to 61° north latitude; but having, 
jointly with England, ceded to Russia the territory 
lying between 54° 40’, and 61° north latitude, there 
was no occasion to argue our right beyond the 
bounds of 54°, nor even did we go so far; for, 
merely claiming the extent to which we were en- 
titled by the discovery of Captain Gray, we left 
to England from 51° to 54°, 40', and confined our 
demand to the territory lying between 42° and 51° 
north latitude. Proposals made by the American 
minister, ia 1823, to the government in England, by 
direction of the Secretary of State, to limit our de- 
mand to 51° north latitude, and subsequently to re- 
duce that to 49°, was treated with scorn and con- 
tempt. Our proposals, humiliating .as they were, 
could not satisfy their rapacious desires; but they 
would, indeed, take, from 49°, a course due west 
until it would intersect the northeast branch of the 
Columbia river. This modest proposal on the part of 
Great Britain would only give to her eight and one- 
half degrees; while to the United States, it would leave 
the equitable portion of four degrees and one-half, 
and that of the most worthless part of the country. 
The treaty which went to secure joint oceupancy, 


did so only in name, for’ in fact”Great Britain held’ 


exclusively. : 

In 1810, a citizen of New York, named Astor, es- 
tablished a fur-trading depot at the mouth of the 
Columbia river; and from that time up to 1813 ex- 
tended his business, by the erection of similar de- 
pots-through the country; but war breaking out, he 
was obliged tp leave, and on return of age found 
them, ds a matter of course, broken up. In 1818, the 
Northwestern and Hudson Bay company had ex- 
tended their influence, by the erection of forts on 
each side of the river; and, from their immense Eng- 
lish capital, the influence that such capital and forts 
gave then over the Indian tribes, and the advantages 
they derived from importing all articles necessa- 
ry for carrying on their operations, they banished 
American competition, and placed the territory, not 
in the joint, but in the sole occupation of Great 
Britain. To prove this fact, it was only necessary 
to say that the American fur trade, which in 1818 
was a source of wealth and competence .to many, 
was in 1842 reduced to $2,000. He denied that the 

roposer of the resolution, or those acting with him, 
intended the slightest discourtesy to England, or her 
special minister, sent here for a special purpose; nor 
did he suppose that England or her minister would 
view the passing this resolution in such light; but if 
they did, it could not be-helped. From experience, 
he was led to suppose that, in any negotiation with 
England, this country had much to lose, and nought 
to gain; and a resort to arms should, in his opinion, 
be the last resort. Neither did he think there was 
much weight to be given to the arguments of these 
who seemed so much to dread it. 

This resolution was introduced before anything 
was heard ofa special minister with powers to set- 
tle the question; and all they knew about the matter 
was what they heard from the chairman of Foreign 
Relations; who, in telling them of this special min- 
ister, did not say where he derived his own infor- 
mation from. The President of the United States 
refused, during the last session, to give information 
on this subject, called for by the Senate, on the 
ground that there was a negotiation pending or 
about to commence; and again, in his message on 
the opening of this session, he-alludes to the subject 
in the same way; so that the Senate is left with- 
out light to act further than the unofficial statement 
of the chairman of Foreign Relations, and the indis- 
tinct references of the President to the subject— 
references which led him (Mr. A.) to suppose that 
the President was himself in a state of uncertainty 
as to whether any negotiation was or would be on 
the matter. 

This question had been a subject of discussion for 
the last thirty years; but whenever brought up, it 
was met with a cry that any action would be a 
violation of agreement—or a negotiation was pend- 
ing—or the territory was not worth contending for— 
orit covered too great an extent of territory for us 
“ to populate or legislate for: but all these were idle 
pretexts, which would not satisfy the people. The 
great mass of American people are as yet patriotic; 
they areas yet uncorrupted; with American hearts 
uncontaminated with the leprosy of dollars and 
cents; and with a spirit paramount in their bosoms 
for the advancement of national honor and glory. 

He had resided, from the time he could call him- 
selfa man, among the people of the far West. He 
knew their feelings, and could vouch for their pat- 
riotism; and while the Maine boundary question 
was pending, their feelings of anxiety could not be 
greater if the dismemberment of the Union was 
threatened; nor could anything exceed their in- 
dignation when they heard the result. As to the 
arguments used on the other side—of want of cour- 
tesy to the British government—too great extent of 
territory, he gave no weight to them; and as to an 
inclination to plunge the country into an uncalled- 
for war, he maintained that we did not go so far 
ag Great Britain herself. 

Mr. A. here read an extract from a British act of 
Parliament, which gave power to arrest on civil and 
criminal process over the whole Oregon territory, 
and as far east as the frontiers of Missouri and Ar- 
kansas. By this law, an American citizen, for an 
alleged crime against British laws, may be ar- 
rested in this (so-called) territory of joint occu- 
pation, and carried ironed into Canada, if the crime 
is supposed to merit death or transportation, and 
there punished. Was this, he asked, not going 
further towards war, than anything done or-said on 
this side? ; Bes 

Any notice from America to erect a fort or mili- 
tary post for the protection of her traders, is met by 


` senatorial requisition. 


was asked, was a fair construction of the law; but not 
such construction as “England, for her own interest, 
miy think fit to make. 
- All we ask (said Mr. A.) is action on the part of 
government to assure our citizens that, if they. emi- 
grate, mey shall notbe negotiated away; that the 
shall not be made, against their inclinations, Britis 
subjects. This resolution, if passed, will be a suf- 
ficient guaranty, Pass it, ani the. people of the 
West alone will take possession, and fromone un- 
broken column, from the Rocky mountains to the 
Mississippi. Let government take but a single step, 
and the people will do the rest; and if by doing so 
we earn the wrath of England, why let it come, 
even in its most hideous, horrible, and destructive 
form. - But let England take care, that, while war- 
ring for a remote corner of territory, she will 
not lose her foothold on this continent, to- 
gether with all the islands she. holds in its 
neighborhood. If we are to have war, let it be 
with England, our ancient and implacable ene- 
my. But our object is not to bring on war; it 
is to occupy the land we are entitled to; and if war 
follows our doing so, why, let it come. Before we 
yield an inch by negotiation, let our common country 
sink—let all be lost. Political negotiation was only 
throwing dust in the eyes of the people; but it would 
serve to blind them no longer. it we want to avoid 
war, let a territorial government be appointed, and 
proper agents, fully authorized, sent out for the pro- 
tection of our citizens from the dangers that must 
arise from their collision with a foreign and unfriend- 
ly people. Let that be done before the first drop of 
blood is shed, and peace may be preserved; but de- 
lay it longer, and war is inevitable. 

Mr. CHOATE addressed the Senate for an hour 
and a half in reply. He was in favor of the motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It was a subject of great delicacy, and 
required all the examination and consideration 
which would be there given to it previous to the 
decision of the Senate. It was a question with re- 
gard to which the slightest. mistake might involve 
not only the amicable relations of this country and 
Great Britain, but, in its results, might affect the 
whole world. 

It seemed to him that it was perfectly plain, on 
the face of the resolution itself, that it was not in 
that form which could be considered unobjectiona- 
ble, even if the time and occasion warranted its 
adoption. It was not a joint resolution, requiring 
the sanction of both Houses of Congress, but a 
specific resolution of the Senate, putting forward a 
However, for the sake of 
argument, supposing it was not objectionable on 
that ground, did it not propose to change the for- 
eign relations of this country with one of the most 
powerful nations of the world? and was it not 
proper, on such an occasion, to have the concur- 
rence and advice of the entire legislative body of 
the country? He concurred in all that had been 
said, on a former day, by the senators from Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky, (Messrs. Arcuer and Mors- 
HEAD,] as to the indiscretion of adopting such a res- 
olution pending a negotiation on the very subject 
invited by our own government. - 

It might be said by the gentlemen who advocated 
the resolution, that their minds were made up; tha 
negotiation could only prejudice our undoubted 
right; and that their object was to throw obstacles in 
the way of any negotiation. But he was rejoiced to 
find, by the very eloquent remarks of the senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Arcnison,] who had just ad- 
dressed the Senate, that he had not taken that 
ground; but that his great anxiety was to secure our 
right from the 42d parallel of north latitude, to the 
54th parallel, which every American citizen con- 
curs, our claim, of right, extends to. But now 
that allother subject of difficulty with Great Brit- 
ain are adjusted, and a negotiation is afoot to settle 
this, it did seem to him at least prudent to wait 
and give a reasonable time for its adjustment. He 
had no apprehension that,in this negotiation, our 
government would give up one 10ta of its claim or 
right to the full territory from 420 to 54° 40"; but if 
ample and satisfactory equivalents were offered, 
eminenily advantageous to this country, would it not 


be well to have time to consider the subject, and 
decide upon it with a full knowledge of the impor- 
tance of the adjustment which conld be made. 
When adifficulty exists which may, by an impru- 
dent step on either side, lead to war, every wise an 
prudent man must desire a treaty to adjust that difi- 
culty, and would gladly go into a negotiation having 


one from England that she will do Hie same: Allthat f 


for its object an ‘amicable arrangement. - And if such 
a treaty were actually on foot, would not every. wise 
and prudent man; rather than risk.a ten-thousandth 
part of its chance of success, defer any unnecessary 
action that might thwart it. aa Uae 

Now, with regard to the propriety or necessity..of 
this resolution at all, he confessed he did not -very 
clearly: see his way af prevent. The convention 
which it proposes to abrogate, has existed now some: 
six and twenty years; and having waited so long 
without any prejudice to our title, why was it sup- 
posed we could not wait at least six months longer, 
to see what was likely to be the résult of the nego- 
tiation now pending? The passing of such a resolu- 
tion could have no good effect, and could hardly fail: 
of having an injurious effect. Sagacious and expe- 
rienced diplomatists, meeting in negotiation, know 
that the object they have in view was to supersede 
thenecessity for such notice from either.side, and 
would act accordingly. But pass this resolution, 
and you are notat liberty, when the twelve months 
expires, to take any other stand than that of hostili- 
ty; for it declares your meaning to be, that 
you will then assert your right to the. whole 
territory by force, if necessary. Now he could 
very well imagine, without any such resolution, 
that it might be expedient and proper for one 
negotiator to say to the other, I know the tem- 
per of our people so well that I can safely 
say, if we do not adjust this matter, they will 
assert their right to the whole territory by force. 
There could be no discourtesy in that, by way of ar- 
gument. But to meet him by a legislative declaration 
to that effect, would be a sure means of provoking 
resistance, and breaking off all negotiation. He did 
not know but it might be argued that, if a war rè 
sulted from such a declaration, it would not be with- 
out its benefits, as the home industry of the country 
would be stimulated, and the mechanics and manu- 
facturers of the North would then have a fair oppor- 
tunity of convincing gentlemen of South @arolina 
and Alabama, that they could make a market for 
their productions at home, as good as the foreign 
market. But the ealamities of war to a whole peo- 
ple so far outweighed all the incidental advantages 
which individuals could glean from it, that. they 
could not but be shunned at any sacrifice less than 
that of honor. TE 

We had invited this negotiation. What would 
be thought of us if we were to’meet the English 
minister sent to treat with us, with such a resolu- 
tion as this on his coming through the ice at New 
York to land upon our shores? Should we. make 
such a communication in advance of any negotia- 
tion, what could be its effect en a sensitive and 

roud mind, but that of prejudice to our cause? 
hat would be our feelings in his place? The 
same blood courses in the veinsof the mother and 
the daughter; that which stirs up the pride and re~ 
sentment of the one, would have the same effect 
upon the other. We can then easily judge, from 
examining our own hearts, what would be the ef- 
fect. What, he asked, would be the state. of 
things at the end of twelve months, should 
this notice be given? There would then be 
no existing convention. It would be understood by 
all British subjects in Oregon that we contemplated 
taking forcible possession of the Territory. . Amer- 
ican citizens there would conceive their right assert- 
ed by this government. Jealousies and disputes 
must immediately arise; and the first drop of blood 
shed on either side would be a declaration of war. 
Were we prepared beforehand for that event in that 
quarter? Was there not the greatest probability that 
Great Britain would take the notice in the way in 
which it was meant, and, during the twelve months, 
prepare for the consequences? She could secure the 
mouth of the Columbia with ten guns from the 
Sandwich Islands. Her arrangements for the event 
would all be in advance, and ours only to begin. 

He denied that England had ever shown a settled 
purpose, or any purpose, to make an agricultural 
colonization in the Oregon territory. Her solicitude 
was entirely for the interests of her Hudson Bay 
company; and those interests extended not beyond 
those of hunting and trading for furs. The Hudson 
Bay company was not in the territory on a claim of 
right, but on leave—the leave of jot occupation; 
and that could not in the least invalidate our title. It 
was so considered by Mr. Albert Gallatin. Now, 
even the Hudson Bay company had no powers from 
England, in its charter, to make any colonization set- 
tlements in the territory; and if some agents belong 
ing to it had taken up and cultivated small garden 
spotg or farms, it was evidently subject to the cois 
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tingency: of their becoming American citizens, when 
the business of the company should failin that.re- 
gion, (hunting, and trading in <furs,) and it should 
be obliged :to-move further north,: in quest of game. 

Mr. ©: here went into a lengthened argument to 
show that, as thè agricultural colonization from this 
country increased in- the Oregon Territory, the in- 
terests and motives of the Hudson Bay company for 
continuing there declined; and its agents and retired 


servants, becoming residents and cultivators, of nee. 


cessity merged into the American population, not 
deriving ariy title from the company to their lands, 
for it had none to give, and possessing no grants 
from the. British ` government, which -had never 
assumed to make any. 

He argued, from these premises, that, in the natu- 
ral course of things, time was doing more for us than 
either war or negotiation could do; that our-citizens 
were settling there as cultivators of the soil, and 
would continue to emigrate there, till the country 
was no longer fit for the occupation of mere trappers 
and hunters. The Hudson Bay company and all 
its retainers had already foreseen this, and prepared 
for its retreat, by purchasing up the Russian Fur 
company’s right to hunting, trapping, and trading, 
through the northern region to the frozen sea. Ina 
very few years our own population would, quietly, 


peacefully, almost silently, take possession of the, 


territory. Already, every resident cultivating the 
jand whether half breed or British subject, anxiously 
desired to be numbered among American citizens, 
and placed under the protection of our government. 
Fully satisfied that this state of things was entire- 
ly favorable to us, and that time was doing every 
thing for this country that could be desired, he 
would, for himself, be beat pleased that the existing 
convention should be allowed to remain in force for 
20 years yet to come; being well convinced in his 
own mind, that, by that time, all difficulty would 
vanish, and that Great Britain -would no longer 
think of putting forward any claim to the terri- 


tory. 

Tre referred to the circumstances of England, which 
had induced her wisest and most philanthropic states- 
men.to push emigration from the northern country 
to. the utmost limit, for purposes of colonization 
abroad; and contended that, with all the zeal and 
anxiety to raise up new colonies, Oregon had never 
been mentioned as a place for British emigration: 
showing plainly that the Fnglish government never 
for a moment contemplated any such thing as an 
agricultural occupation of the territory. 

Mr. DAYTON next obtained the floor, and ex- 
pressed his intention of addressing the Senate on 
the subject; but, the usual hour of adjournment 
havingarrived, and considering that this was Wash- 
ington’s. birth-day, he did not wish to detain the 
Senate, and therefore moved an adjournment. 

The question being put, was unanimously con- 
curred in; and the Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspay, February 22, 1844. 


VACANCIES IN THE COMMITTEES FILLED. 


The SPEAKER, in compliance with resolutions 
of the House, has made the following appointments 
to fill vacancies that have occurred in the standing 
committees by the resignations of Messrs. Wise, 
Gimer, and Winks: 

Judiciary—Mr. Bropnean. 

Post Office and Post Roads—Mr. Tuomrson. 

Foreign Affairs—Mr. DUNLAP. 

The journal having been read, 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY announced the attendance 
of his colleagues, Messrs. Causin, Preston, and 
Breneux,. lately elected representatives from the 
State of Maryland; and these gentlemen having 
presented themselves at the table, the oath to sup- 
port the constitution was administered to them by 
the Speaker. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


‘The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the report of the Select Committee on 
the Rules, on which subject the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Derner} was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY asked permission of the gentle- 
man from Alabama to move for a suspension of the 
rales, in order to submit a resolution fixing a day 
for the adjournment of Congress; but Mr. DELLET, 
learning that the time would be taken from the hour 
allotted to him, declined giving way. 

Mr. DELLET then observed that, in the remarks 
he proposed to submit upon the question under con- 
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sideration; he should. refer, in the first instance; to 
_facts and: circumstances which ‘had ‘occurred there, 
| in presence of. that. national: legislature; and he 
| should also refer to cireumstances which were of-ac- 
LS tes record in the history. of the country. 
He should do so with fairness and impartiality; and 
if the conclusions he should draw happened to be 
unpalatable to some of those who listened to him, 
| he should not stop:to inquire whether they were so 
ornot. He should endeavor to avoid several topics 
which had been cursorily adverted to in the debate, 
and touch lightly on others which had been more 
elaborately dwelt on. : 

The report of the select committee had presented 
for the government of the proceedings of the House 
a set of rules, with the old rule prohibiting the re- 
ception of abolition petitions stricken out. There 
would be but little debate on this question among 
those who oppesed this motion, if the nature of the 
circumstances under which this report was made 
was reversed. If those who insisted on striking out 
this rule were of the South, and the South were at 
the north, what would be the laaguage of gentlemen 
who now are such strenuous advocates for the recep- 
tion of abolition petitions? They would be heard 


holding up the constitution, proclaiming.it as the 
sacred shield which would protect them in their 
rights. They would not be heard, session after ses- 
sion, and day after day, insisting on presenting 
these petitions, and on their being referred and de- 
bated; and in these conclusions he was warranted 
by the facts. Mr. D. then went on to give a de- 
scription of the various classes of abolition petitions 
that had been presented, and asked for what pur- 
pose they were brought here. No one believed that 
Congress could act on this subject in any manner 
whatever. Those who had been the most industri- 
ous in the presentation of these petitions acknowl- 
edged that Congress had no jurisdiction over the 
subject. The member from Ohio, [Mr. Gippine s,] 
so anxious for something to hang an abolition 
speech on, had seized upon the resolution of the 
gentleman from New. Hampshire, asking for infor- 
mation in relation to the home squadron. The gen- 
tleman asked for whose benefit this home squadron 
was established, and then answered the question 
himself. He said it was established to protect the 
interests of the South, and to catch runaway ne- 
groes, and added that he wished they would all run 
away. The gentleman went farther, and said that 
the national flag was disgvaced in protecting the in- 
terests of slaveholders, "Was the national flag dis- 
graced when it was supported by the father of his 
country at Trenton, at Germantown, and at York- 
town? Was it disgraced when it was borne by the 
Pinckneys, and Laurenses, and Sumters, and Mari- 
ons of the South, all slaveholders, when the British 
army retreated before it? Was it disgraced when 
planted by a single brigade, under the command of a 
slaveholder, in the face of the British at Lundy’s 
Lane? Was it disgraced when borne by the hand 
of a slaveholder at the sortie of Fort Erie? 
Was it disgraced at ‘Tippecanoe and the 
Thames, when sustained and supported by the 

alant band who accompanied a slaveholder? 

Fas it disgraced and dishonored at the battle of the 
Horse-shoe and at Pensacola, or at the battle of the 
8th of January, when sustained by a slaveholder, 
before a British army of superior force, and when 
that army was vanquished? The gentleman, how- 
ever, said. that our flag was disgraced in protecting 
the rights of the South; and this had been heard in 
silence, and without rebuke. There had heen no 
indignation attempted to wither and blast the indi- 
vidual who could thus dishonor his country, and 
defame the living and the dead. But the gentleman 
did not want the American flag to protect the inter- 
ests of the South, because Ohio was taxed to sup- 
port the navy. Was the South never taxed to de- 
fend Ohio? The gentleman wished to wash his 
hands of everything connected with slavery: but 
his hands never could be washed; for his State had 
dipped her hands in the matter of which he com- 
plained; and bear it he should, and bear it he must. 
‘When Ohio adopted the federal constitution, why 
did she not complain of this stigma of slavery, and 
refuse to take it as part and parcel of the compact? 
But she did not complain: she adopted it, and took 
upon herself all the obligations imposed by it. The 
duty of the gentleman, therefore, to his country, 
and his allegiance to his State, would compel him to 
sustain that constitution, and prevent him from 
washing his hands of one of its compromises. 

One gentleman had said the world was at peace aad 
therefore “cut down your navy.” “You cannot ri- 


val Great Britain, and therefore cut down your 
navy:” ` And -gentleiiien cried “cut down your 


: home squadron, and do not keep it to protect the 


interests ‘of the South, and to-hunt and catch runa-: 
way: slaves.” And this was said and proclaimed at 
a time when England was taking Oregon, and look- 
ing for the control of Texas. Oh! if those gentle- 
man could. only. see Texas. and Oregon, and the 
West Indies, belonging to the same power that con- 
trols Canada, then with them: the delightful còn- 
summation of this abolition triumph would be ac- 
complished; and thus the work of fifty-odd years 
was to be put at hazard, and to be jeoparded; and 
for what? Why, some gentlemen said merely to 
gratify the abolitionists? They were to permit these 
abolition petitions to be presented here, said some, 
merely that the right of petition might not be in- 
fringed! They were to. acknowledge the right to 
present such petitions—the right to have them re- 
ceived, referred, considered, and reported upon; and 
thus the work of fifty years was to be put at hazard! 
And gentlemen would see, unmoved, all that had, 
been accomplished, thus offered up to their Mo- 
loch; and thus they could strike down the constitu- 
tion, and all Jaw and order which had been estab- 
lished under that law.. i 

Some gentlemen had contended, to strengthen the 
claim to present these abolition petitions, that the- 
people had the right to petition for a redress of 
grievances. Slavery, said the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. BearpsLEY,| is a grievance. 
That was taken for granted; but the gentleman from 
New York did not take time to prove it; nor did he 
give himself any trouble to show to what part of 
thisnation, or to what portion of the people, it was: 
a grievance. The gentleman assumed it to be a 
grievance; and if it were so, to whom was it a griev- 
ance? Wasit a grievance to those who were not con- 
nected with it except incidentally—except that the 
same general government extended over one portion 
of this Union as well as the other? Was ita 


grievance to the abolitionists? In what way 
did it interfere with them? Why, not at 
all. The only connection they had with it was 


brought about their own machinations; and because, 
choosing to deem it highly immoral, they agitated 
the country with a matter with which they had 
nothing to do, in defiance of the constitution, and 
of the duty which they owed. to every part of this 
Union. Viewing the matter thus, the gentleman 
from New York had thought proper to extend to 
the South some very gracious advice. The gentleman 
said to the South, Keep cool; don’t get excited. Oh, 
no, don’t get excited; receive these petitions, and this 
agitation would be quieted—would abate. Now, 
would that gentleman permit him [Mr. Detter] to 
give to him some advice? and it was, that he should 
speak to his people in the North, on this abolition 
question, in a different tone than that in which they 
were usually answered. Let the gentleman tell 
them, “so far as slavery in the States is concerned, 

our petitions ought not to be received.” Why? 

ecause the gentleman had told the House that if 
the petitions asked for anything unconstitutional, 
the House might rejectthem. That was one of his 
postulates. Let him, therefore, tell his constituents, 
that, on the subject of slavery in the States, their 
petitionsought not to be received; they ought not to be 
considered; and therefore that he would not present 
them. If the gentleman would take this ground 
sturdily at home, he would be better employed than 
in advising the South to keep coo}, when this agita- 
tion was kept up around them, and when the abo- 
litionists were boasting that their numbers were rap- 
idly increasing. 

But the gentleman said, though it was unconstitu- 
tional to touch the question of slavery in the States, 
it was constitutional to legislate on the subject of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. Now, when 
the constitution was adopted, whose interests were 
involved? Did it not cover and protect the interests 
of every individual over whom it was thrown? 
Every part and parcel of the country was protected 
nd shielded by that instrument.” Where, then, 
did the gentleman get his doctrine, that Congress 
could legislate on the subject of slavery, or-abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia? “Did he get 
it from the cessions of Virginia or Maryland? If 
he did, it was the first time that ever a lawyer had 
pronounced the doctrine that the power to legislate 
was power to change a constitution; or that an act 
of a legislature was to alter, or abrogate, or amend 
any portion of a constitution. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY rose to explain. 

Mr. DELLET declined to yield any portion of his 


time; and he again asked where the gentleman got 
his power to legislate on the subject of slavery in the 
District of Columbia. Suppose this District, instead 
of being placed where it now stood, had been placed 
in New Hampshire for instance, where he believed 
there was not even the semblance of slavery: would 
the gentleman’s argument hold good? If Congress 
could act so as to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia, it could legislate to establish slavery, if 
this District had been located in New Hampshire. 


Did the gentleman believe Congress had power to. 


do that? 
ment. 

Other gentlemen who contended that Congress 
had the power to legislate on the subject of slavery 
here, had quoted, in support of their position, the 
language of Mr. Madison; but those gentlemen, like 
county court lawyers, had read just as much as an- 
swered their purpose, and omitted other parts which 
should have bask read to make the subject plain and 
intelligible. He would, therefore, for the informa- 
tion of the House, read further extracts from Mr. 
Madison on the same subject. 

The honorable gentleman read the extracts referred 
to; and then said: These were Mr. Madison’s views 
on the subject, in which it was shown that he was of 
opinion that Congress had no power, by the consti- 
tution, which authorized it to legislate on that sub- 
ject; and that any attempt to exercise such power 
would be a usurpation. 

Another gentleman, (Mr. Severancr,] who had 
argued this question, suggested that the people of 
the East could not get land enough in their own 
neighborhood; and that, so long as water ran, this 
agitation would not cease. And what reason did 
he give? Why, he said that when the southern 
slaves were liberated, the Yankees could come and 
occupy the most profitable and beneficial land of the 
South. He(Mr. D.) knew the Yankees had great 
anxiety to do so any how; and he knew, also, that 
the Yankees made about the toughest masters, and 
worked harder, and fed lighter, than any others. 
{Laughter.] : 

But a gentleman from Virginian, [Mr. Wisez,] 
who was not now in his seat, had proclaimed that 
he ceased to wage war avy longer on this subject. 
This he (Mr. D.) regretted. If the gentleman had 
lost his armor, he had but to despatch a message to 
that old mother who had so long sustained and taken 
care of him; and in a few days he might have had 
new and brighter armor, and then he might have 
taught Hector that Achilles was himselfagain. But 
whence (he asked) did the memorial from the 
Massachusetts legislature come? And whence came 
this language?—“That slavery will be abolished in 
this country, and throughout the world, I firmly be- 
lieve; whethies it will be done peaceably, or by blood, 
God only knows. But that it shall be accomplished, 
I have not a doubt; and by whatever means, I sa 
let it come.” Yes, “by whatever means, I say let it 


But such was the conquence of his argu- 


come!” That was the peyer offered in transitu to 
the throne of mercy. By blood or otherwise, let it 
come! 


Mr. ADAMS. Let it come. 

Mr. DELLET. Yes, letit come; no matter what 
havoc shall ensue amongst the five millions of men, 
women, and children of the South! Let them all be 
served up to satiate the Moloch of those assailants of 
the constitution, and for the purpose of offering up 
sweet incense to the holy-—thrice holy abolition- 
ists! The right of petition had been dwelt upon, and 
gentlemen had quoted British authority in its sup- 
port, while they were disregarding the petitions 
of the five millions of citizens of the South. 
Yes, they could listen to the petitions of abolition- 
ists, but they could not listen to the petitions of five 
millions of the people of the South. There was, to 
the apprehension of the gentlemen, it seemed, a 
pith, a marrow, a substance, in the petitions of the 
abilitionists, which no others possessed. The peo- 
ple of the South, petition as they might, could 
never obtain the ear of the gentlemen. e did not 
say that the people of the South had petitioned the 
House upon the subject of slavery. In fact, they 
had not, and never would; but their petitions were 
written in the constitution of this nation. From 
that instrument they were staring gentlemen in the 
face at the very moment when abolition petitions 
were being presented to the House. i 

But, laying aside the constitutional question, he 
would ask, would they consent, as a matter of ex- 
pediency, to give the preference to the petitions of a 
few hundreds, or even thousands, of abolitionists, 
over the petitions of five millions of the people of 
the South? But he proceeded to inquire, (and he 
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did it through no disrespect,) whence was it that 


the most astute and industrious ‘advocate of “the 
abolition petitions derived his present notions upon 
the subject of slavery; and when it was that they 
first took possession of his breast? He would cer- 
tainly have supposed that age so advanced, industry 
so uhtiring, learning so accumulated, honors and con- 
fidence so Shondantly bestowed by a just ifnota grate- 
ful country, would have withheld the gentleman, when 
speaking of a class of the citizens of this Union, 
from applying to them the odious term slaveholder. 
Whence was it that the gentleman had received 
his first political honors? From the hands of slave- 
holders. By whose advice was he retained in an 
honorable mission abroad? By that of a slavehold- 
er. Who placed him in the college of the diplomat- 
ic world, in which he gained that distinction to 
which he was so eminently entitled? Slaveholders. 
Who made him afterwards Secretary of State? 
Slaveholders. And who lastly made him the chief 
among ten thousand, and placed him in the pres- 
idential chair? Slaveholders. And yet, with all 
these honors thick upon him, with all these rewards 
of agrateful country, he calls his benefactors slave- 
holders. 

He was one among those who, in 1824, preferred 
the civil qualifications of the gentleman to those of a 
military character in the selection of a chief magis- 
trate of the Union. He need not ask to be pardon- 
ed by the gentleman; but he did ask the forgiveness 
of his country. e 

There was a strong disposition on, the part of a 
large pertion of the people of this country to imitate 
what they called the morality of Great Britain. He 
would ask the attention of gentlemen to the 
morality of Great Britain. Africa, most afflicted 
of Heaven, had furnished more of human suffer- 
ing than any other spot of earth, and through 
whose means? By means of British cupidity. In 
1808 she secured to herself a monoply of the slave 
trade for thirty years, by which it was stipulated 
that she should for that period furnish all the Spanish 
colonies with slaves. She secured to herself the 
traffic in human flesh and blood—ay, the traffic in 
souls for thirty years! Did her example make no 
impression upon those over whom her influence ex 
tended? Why, after the conclusion of the Ameri- 
can war, was the slave trade continued in this coun- 
try? And who was it that engaged in that trade? 
The gentleman’s friends (whether relatives or not, 
he could not say) entered into that traffic; and, until 
the year 1808, they continued to make money by 


traffic in human flesh and blood, which was now a | 


matter of such serious complaint in the mouths of 
the abolitionists. Was it for the purpose of quiet- 
ing the spirits (according to,the notions of the gen- 
tlemen) of those who were justly damned, that these 
petitions were now thrust upon the House day 
after day? God would deal with them according 
to their deservings; these petitions would abate 
nothing of their sufferings, the gentleman might be 
assured. The question might have been settled 
long ago, if the gentleman, who is so astute, had made 
known his sentiments then; it might be settled now, 
if there was only resolution enough to march up to it. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts acknowl- 
edged that Congress had no power to abolish 
slavery in the States. Yet he persisted in forcing up- 
on the House abolition petititions; and for what 
purpose? Was it for the purpose of keeping 
Congress in agitation? The gentleman owed it to 
his patriotism; he owed it to his country; he owed 
it to the five millions of men, women, and children 
who were soliciting them to preserve the peace of 
the country; he owed it to them 
The falling of the Speaker’s hammer announced 
the expiration of the hour. . 
Mr. ROGERS obtained the floor for the morning 
hour to-morrow. y 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the President of the United States, ac- 
companied bya report from the Secretary of War; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 
Mr. THOMPSON asked and obtained permis- 


sion to offer a resolution of the legislature of Mis- 


sissippi in relation to a naval depot; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of allowing him to offer a resolution 
that the two Houses of Congress adjourn sine die 
on the day of May. | g 

This motion, however, being waived for a mo- 
ment, 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the. bill for 
the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the 
ublic lands was .recommitted’ to the Committee.of 
ays and Means. ` Sre En 
The question. being put upon Mr. HENLEY? me- 
tion to suspend the. rules to enable him to offer hig 
resolution for. the adjournment of Congress, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ ot adie’ 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he had voted, and should 
continue to vote, against the resolution fixing a da 
of adjournment, until. the Committee of Ways an 
Means should report upon the subject of revising. the 
tariff. He understood that the committee: were 
now engaged in preparing a bill, and- would, in- all 
probability, report in the course of the -ensuing 
week, The House would then have the subject be- 
fore them, as well as the appropriation bills, and 
conld act understandingly on he subject. He was 
ready to fix the earliest possible day, after giving 
Pa to act on those important measures; but not be- 

ore. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
108, nays 55, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Beard- 
sley, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Bos- 
sier, Bower, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Buflington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Car- 
roll, Reuben Chapman, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, 
John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Ellis, Farleé, Ficklin, 
Florence, French, Byram Green, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hen 
ley, Herrick, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger: 
ford, W. Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johi« 
son, A. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Lucas, Lyon, McClelland, 
McClernand, McDowell, Mctlvaine, Mathews, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Murphy, Norris, Peyton, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
inson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Sén- 
ter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, John F. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Strong, 
Sykes; Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Wentworth, 

ethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, William 
Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost-—108. 

NAYS—Messre. Ashe, Atkinson, Barnard, Belser,. Black- 
well, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Campbell, Catlin, A. A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Cobb, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Drom» 

oole, Fish, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 

ale, Hamlin, Hoge, Hopkins, Hudson, Joseph R. ngarso], 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Lewis, MeCaus- 
len, Maclay, McKay, Moore, Morse, Mossley; Newton; Par- 
menter, Patterson, Payne, Emery D. Potier, Saunders, Simp- 
son, Slidell, Stephens, John Stewart, Stone, Taylor, Thomp~ 
son, Tibbats, Tyler, Vinton, and Weller—6é. 
PENSION BILL. eat 

The House then resolved itself into'a Committee 
of the Whole, [Mr. Campsext in the ‘chair,] and 
resumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the revolutionary and other pension~ 
ers of the United States—the question being on the 
amendment offered by Mr. Cave JouNnson, pro- 
viding that no army or navy officer shall receive 
a pension while receiving pay from government as 
such, and that all laws authorizing such payment be 
repealed. S . 

On putting the question, this amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then submitted the fol- 
lowing additional amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act approved June 20, 1834, entitled “An act con- 
cerning naval pensions and the navy pension fund,” 
as is In the following words: “And the same are 
hereby also entitled—the widows of officers, sea~ 
men, and marines, who have died in the naval ser- 
vice, by reason of disease contracted, or of casual- 
ties, by drowning or otherwise, or of injuries re- 
ceived while in the line of their duty; and the pen- 
sions of such widows shall commence from the pas- 
sage of this act: Provided, That every pension here- 
by granted shall cease on the death or marriage of 
such widows”-—be, and the same is hereby, ro- 
pealed. g . 

Mr. J. having explained and advocated. this 
amendment— : 

A conversational debate was continued by, Messrs. 
PARMENTER, CAVE JOHNSON, THOMAS- 
SON, HARDIN, HALE, BRENGLE, BID- 
LACK, McKAY, and BELSER. 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. BARNARD observed that it was then after 
three o’clock, and Washington’s birth-day; and he 
therefore moved that. the House adjourn. 
` Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which being ordered, resulted—yeas 65, nays 
77. So the House refused to adjourn. 


PENSION BILL. 
Ou motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 


(Me: CiàmrseLL in the‘chair,) and resumed the con- 

sideration of the bill making provision for the revo- 

-Jutionary and other pensioners of the United States. 

And the question being put on the pending amend- 
ment, it was rejected. i 3 

Mr. DICKEY moved to strike out the last proviso 

in the bill, as follows: f : 


+ e Provided, That no pension shall hereafter com- 


mence before the day on which the application of 
‘the person claiming it shall have. been filed. with the 
commissioner.” ote : 

-After some remarks from Mr. DICKEY in favor 
of this amendment, and Mr. McKAY, in opposi- 
tion to it, the question was taken on it, and it was 
rejected. ; i 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend the above 
proviso, by inserting the words “hereafter applied 
for,” after the word “pension,” so as to make 1t read 
“no pension hereafter applied for shall hereafter 
commence,” &c, &c.. | A . 

Mr. DANA made some observations in opposition 
to the amendment. f 

Mr. COLLAMER replied. He said the object of 
the amendment was to diminish the. inducements to 
commit perjury to sustain long-standing claims; as 
it would provide, if adopted, that no pension should 
‘take effect but from the time the application should 
be made. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANA then moved to amend further; but af- 
ter a few words from Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
not in order. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House. i 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on con- 
‘curring in the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN said, believing that the subject 
had been sufficently discussed in committee, to save 
the time of the House he called for the previous 
question; but before that question was determined 
whether that motion. was seconded— 

On the motion of Mr. LEWIS, 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Three petitions, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Carbon county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of a law exempt- 
ing canal boats engaged in the coal trade from pay- 
ing coasting licenses. . 

y Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Captain 
Wiliam Stubblefield, of Mason county, Kentucky, 
praying that a pension may be granted to him on 
account of services in the Indian wars, from 1791 to 
1794; which was referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Geo. 
Leviston and seventy-seven others, citizens of the 
county of Gallatin, Hinois, praying for a donation 
of lands in the Shawneetown and Palestine land dis- 
tricts, in said State; and in the Vincennes district, in 
the State of Indiana, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the great Wabash river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee ou Public Lands. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: A petition of in- 
habitants of St. Lawrence and Franklin couuties, 
New York, for the establishment of a post-route he- 
tween Stockholm and Hogansburgh, by the way of 
Brasher Falls and Helena: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FARLEE: The petition of A. Shiner and 
ninety-eight others, of the county of Sussex; of 
Amos Littell and thirty-five others, of Lafayette; of 
John Cummings and thirty-two others, of Montegue; 
of Aaron A. Kelsey and thirty-six others, of New- 
ton and Green; of Isaac Bonnell and forty-two 
others, of. Montague; and of William Torrey and 
thirty-eight others, of Sparta, all citizens of the coun- 
ty of Sussex, in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for reduction in the rates of postage, and abolition of 
the franking privileges: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr.. THOMPSON: The resolutions of the 

legislature of the State of Misssissippi, in relation to 
the location of the western armory and naval depot: 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
X By, Mr. LYON: The petition of 280 citizens of 
Michigan, praying Congress to provide for improv- 
ing the harbor at the mouth of South Black river, 
on the eastern shore of Lake Michigan. ; 
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By Mr. HENLEY: The: joint resolution of the 


| legislature of the State of Indiana, instructing the 


senators. and requesting the representatives from 
said State in the Congress of the United States to 
use their exertions to procure a grant of land to aid 
in the construction of a canal around the falls of the 
Ohio upon the Indiana side. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 23, 1844. 


Mr. BREESE said he had been requested by a 
highly respectable citizen of Illinois to present his 
memorial upon a subject of vast public importance— 
that of the improvement of the navigation of the 
western waters, in which not only the West, but the 
whole Union, have agreat interest. As the memo- 
rialist speaks upon such a subject, it was but 
right he should inform the Senate who he 
was, and what claims he might. have upon the 
notice of the Senate. His name (he said) is John 
M. Peck—a pastor in the Baptist church—a man of 
liberal education, of enlarged and generally accurate 
views, who had resided in the West more than a 
quarter of a century, and, in his capacity of mis- 
sionary, had travelled upon the western rivers as of- 
ten as any other one man whose ursuits are not 
wholly confined to them. It was his fortune to be 
one of the passengers upon the ill-fated Shepherdess 
on the night of the third of January last, when more 
than seventy persons found a grave in the dark and 
turbid waters of the Mississippi at midnight, and 
within sight of their destined port. The passen- 
gers, at nine o’clock, confident of their safe arrival, 
the greatest dangers of the river having been passed, 
had signed a complimentary letter to the captain, re- 
turning their acknowledgments for his care and at- 
tention to their safety, and each sought repose, glad- 
dened by the cheering prospect of meeting once 
more dear relatives and friends, and enjoying the 
delights of home. At 12 o’clock the boat struck a 
snag, and in a few minutes the bow was under 
water. Many of the deck passengers were drowned 
in their beds. Some saved themselves by swim- 
ming, aided by pieces of plank, and other buoyant 
articles that floated from the wreck. Children per- 
ished with cold in their rescued mothers’ arms; 
others mourned parents lost; and the widow’s wail 
was heard amid the accumulated horrors of that 
scene. 

If this was a solitary case, it would not be enti- 
tled—melancholy, afllicting, and heart-rending as it 
was—to claim more than the liveliest sympa- 
thies of Congress; but when it was considered that 
they were of weekly occurrence, and subject the 
immense trade and commerce of. the West to heavy 
losses, (thereby diminishing its value, now greatly 
exceeding the entire foreign commerce of the na- 
tion,) it became entitled to the application of the 
legitimate powers of Congress also, to afford a rem- 


edy. 

Mr. B. said he was a strict constructionist. He 
would. not, for the sake of any local advantage, 
stretch any of our powers beyond the grant; and, in 
all cases of doubt, he would refuse to act. He must 
be convinced a power had been granted, before he 
would consent to exercise it. 

We of the West (said Mr. B.) believe weare enti- 
tledto the full benefit of the grant to Congress “to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” We 
do not believe its benefits should be exclusive, nor 
any other of the numerous blessings of this govern- 
ment. Like the dew of heaven, they should de- 
scend upon all portions of our vast confederacy, in 
a measure suited to each respective position, and with 
an equal dispensation. — * 

They have never been niggard in voting such ap- 
propriations to hencfit, increase, and protect the 
foreign commerce of the nation, as its friends have 
required; they had contributed to erect the light- 
house, the stupendous breakwater, and to improve 
the harbors of our seacoast. They now ask, in re- 
turn, only that they shall have such appropriations 
as were applicable to their peculiar situation; and, as 
the western States had been admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, “in all 
respects whatever,” they claim the application of all 
the unquestioned delegated powers of Congress for 
their benefit. Benefits and burdens should be in some 
degree reciprocal; and, as the great West is now the 
greatest consumer of your foreign imports, she pays 
into the common treasury the greatest share of the 
national revenues. 

It was (he said) a matter of gratifying considera- 


tion ‘to witness the -rapid strides with which 
that most delightful portion of the world had 
advanced to wealth and power, and how suc- 
cessfully her giant energies had been developed. 
Who can contemplate what will be its con- 
dition in the lapse ‘of another half century? And 
counting its commerce now by millions, hundreds 
of milliohs then will only be the limit. On another 
occasion, he would speak more at large on this very 
important subject; his. object now being simply to 
allude to it, as connected with the matter made most 
prominent in the memorial. 

Ít is estimated (said Mr. B;) that the loss of boats 
on the western waters, amounts to near sixty per 
annum, the most of which are destroyed in the 
same manner as the Shepherdess—by striking snags 
and sinking. Those boats, costing on an average 
$16,000 cach, would constitute an annual loss.of 
near one million of dollars; and if to this we add 
their cargoes, not more than 15’per_ cent. of which 
is saved, we shal] have a most formidable sum, 
amounting to more than one million and a half of 
dollars. Independent of this, our commerce is sub- 
jected to grievous and onerous burdens, in the shape 
of 36 per cent. on the original cost of the boats 
for wages, 30 percent. for wood, 18 per cent. for 
provisions, 16 per cent. for contingencies, and for 
insurance per annum 15 per cent., besides the tolls for 
passing the canal at Louisville. ‘To this is to be added 
the wear and tear of boats, estimated at 20 per cent., 
requiring a renewal of the capital invested, every 
five years. Upon ships navigating the ocean, being 
so much more safe than our rivers, their expenses are 
greatly diminished—insurance on hulls not exceeding 
Ì per cent., and the other items very inconsiderable 
in comparison. 

Of the whole steamboat tonnage of the United 
States, near two-thirds of it belongs to the West; and 
itexceeds by 43,000 tons the whole steamboat ton- 
nage of Great Britain nine years ago, it being then 
but 82,716 tons. y 

Besides all this, the trade carried on in flat and 
keel boats is immense—employing more than six- 
teen thousand persons, and a capital of eight hun- 
dred thousand dollars; all exposed to the dangers 
of the rivers: for which relief is sought. 

In contemplating an efficient plan of improvement, 
it will be perceived that distinct and different systems 
are required upon the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. 
Upon the former, and upon a section of the latter, 
called the Upper Mississippi, permanent works must 
be constructed; but upon the others, such is the 

eculiar character of the stream, the principles of 
hydrostatics not being practically applicable to them, 
annual appropriations must be made, and for the 
Missouri and Mississippi, as long as they flow with 
their wonted impetuosity. 

The memorialist believes, and I agree with him, 
(said Mr. B.,) that these rivers should be arranged 
in four different sections—the Red and the Arkansas 
composing one; the lower Mississippi, another; 
the Mississippi to the mouth of the Missouri, the 
third; and the Missouri river the fourth;—upon each 
of which, competent snag boats should be employed, 
with an efficient force during the scason of working 
in each year. The expense of these boats will be 
trifling, i ig with the importance of the object 
in view; and no doubt is entertained that a yearly 
appropriation of one hundred and fifty thoasand dol« 
lars will accomplish all that is desired in this respect. 

I have, upon leave of the Senate, (said Mr. B.) 
introduced a bill, (now before the Committee of 
Commerce, to which this memorial will go,) propos- 
ing to appropriate $250,000 for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Upper Mississippi, and to 
which I will send some valuable statistical informa- 
tion. J will merely remark now, that the lead trade 
of that region amounted to a million of dollars in 
value, and consisted of forty millions of pounds in 
the past year; that the limber trade from the Saint 
Croix and the Chippewa rivers is constantly in- 
creasing and very valuable; added to which, the im- 
mense surplus of the agricultural productions of 
that region, and the foreign imports consumed 
there, all subjected to the delays and dangers of 
the obstructions, I am induced to believe these facts, 
when properly presented, will induce the national 
legislature to advance in aid of the desired improve- 
ment. These rivers are our ocean streams—they 
bear our productions to market, and are the high- 
ways of a commerce grown to its present magnitude, 
aided by but a small portion of the fostering 
care of the government. Upon that branch of the 
river, sir, from the town of Alton alone, con- 
taining a population of not more than 3000, the 


AL 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘agricultural productions of a few counties ad- 
jacent were sent to market the past year, of 
the. value of a million and a half of dollars; 
whilst from other towns upon its banks and 


landing places, the exports are vast, and constantly - 


increasing. To such a trade and commerce, ex- 
pending its millions, and pouring into the lap of 
enterprise opulence and ease, and contributing so 
largely to the wealth and power of the nation, we 
in the West invoke the constitutional aid of the na- 
tional legislature, and such appropriations from its 
treasury as may accomplish a great national object. 

On his motion, the memorial was then referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Calvin Emmons, the executor of Uri Emmons, of 
New York, praying that a patent which has expired 
may be renewed, for a cylindrical planing machine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Charles 
Kohler, praying compensation for building United 
States vessels in Florida, and for salvage, during 
the late war with Great Britain: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRANCIS presented a report and resolu- 
tions of the general assembly of Rhode Island, on 
the subject of the claims of citizens of the United 
States, for French spoiliations prior to 1800; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Fairfax county, Virginia, asking for the re- 
charter of the Bank of Potomac and the Farmer’s 
Bank of Alexandria: referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from the 
heads of families and representatives of 2,500 Cher- 
okees, known as the treaty or Ridge party, who are 
entitled to a per capita division of money according 
to numbers, under the treaty of December 29, 1835, 
avid the acts of appropriation made in pursuance 
thereof; urging that, according to the provisions of 
the said treaty, the memorialists, and each and every 
Cherokee of the said tribe, who. emigrated since 
1833, and who were included in the census of 1835, 
are entitled to a per capitasum of money of one hun- 
dred and fifty dollars each; that a large amount of 

. said money had been expended unlawfully, and 
hence the necessity of applying to Congress to have 
the same reappropriated, so far as the memorialists, 
and those known as the treaty party, were concern- 
ed, and praying the examination of the accounts and 
expenditures of the moneys appropriated under said 
treaty, and an appropriation of a sufficient amount to 


fulfil the said treaty so far as the memorialists are. 


concerned. 

Mr. SEVIER said he had no doubt of the facts 
stated: in the memorial—that the money had been 
squandered by Ross to support him on his throne. 
He moved that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs: agreed to. 

_ Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of Washington, in favor of the re- 
charter of the banks of the District of Columbia; 
which was laid on the table, a bill having been re- 
ported for the upa 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 
Lydia Rundlet for a pensior: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed 
to examine into the drawing and plan of Captain 
W. Calhoun, of Virginia, on the subject of removing 
sand-bars in the navigable rivers of the United 
States, and to report to the Senate the opinion of 
the department on the subject. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of New Hampshire, asking for a 
new post route from Hillsborough Bridge to Fran- 
cistown: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial from the 
heirs of Daniel Bowen, an officer in the revolution- 
ary army, for arrears of pension: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would ask 
leave, on to-morrow, to present a joint resolution for 
the relief of Mary W. Thompson. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill granting to the Great 
Western Railway company of Illinois, the right of 

| way through the public lands; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading, and the report accom- 
panying to be printed, 


COURT MARTIAL AND MACKENZIE. 

The resolution of Mr. Tarran calling for the 
proceedings of the court martial in the case of Capt. 
Alexander Slidell Mackenzie, which was under con- 
sideration yesterday, came up again for considera- 
tion; and was, on the motion of Mr. TAPPAN, laid 
on the table. 


THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 


The following resolution introduced by Mr. 
ARCHER, on yesterday, came up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested (if it be not inconsistent with his 
views of the public interest) to communicate an 
correspondence which may have taken place witl 
any agent or agents of the government of Great 
Britain in relation to the interpretation of the tenth 
article of the treaty of August, 1842, known as the 
Ashburton treaty, accompanied by information of 
any action which may have occured in execution of 
this article on the part of the authorities of the United 
States. 

Mr. KING did not know that there was any ob- 
jection to acting on the resolution, (though the mover 
of it was not in his seat;) but a word in it should 
he altered, before it was adopted. He did not know 
that there was any such treaty as the Ashburton 
treaty. The treaty of Washington was the name 
by which it should be understood. It might as 
well be called the treaty of Daniel Webster as the 
Ashburton treaty. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN thought it had much better 
be called the treaty of Lord Ashburton, than the 
treaty of Webster. f 

Mr. KING remarked, that he did not intend to 
say it ought to be called either. He thought it 
should be called the treaty of Washington, to des- 
ignate the place where it was entered into, as was 
customary. Mr. K. (Mr. Arcuer having now ap- 
peared in'his seat) submitted to that senator the 
propriety of altering the phraseology of the reso- 
lution in the particular he indicated. There was no 
such treaty known to them as the Ashburton trea- 
ty. It should read the treaty of Washington. 

Mr. ARCHER had no objection to the altera- 
tion indicated. 

The resolution was modified accordingly. 

Mr. ALLEN rose, he said, to make no opposi- 
tion to the resolution; on the contrary, he would 
cheerfully vote for it; but he rose barely to say that, 
if he understood the character ofthe resolution, it 
embraced precisely the same principle as was con- 
tained in the one presented by him some days ago, 
which was rejected by the Senate because it con- 
tained that principle. [Mr. Arren was understood 
by the reporter to have allusion to the resolution 
making acall on the executive, if, in his opinion, it 
did not conflict with the public interest, for all corres- 
pondence with the British government since the 
Ashburton treaty, on the subject of negotiations 
on the Oregon question.] He was gratified at the 
return of the Senate to sound principles under the 
auspices of the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER did not understand to what reso- 
lution the senator from Ohio had reference. He 
would only say that this rssolution was the coun- 
terpart to the resolution submitted a few days ago 
(and adopted) of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Bewron,| calling for information concerning the 
administration of certain provisions of that treaty. 

The question was then put on the resolution, and 
it was adopted. f o 

The bill from the House making plea aon 
for the contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilment of treaty stipulations with 
the various Indian tribes, was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Engrossed bill for the relief of, Benjamin Murphy, 
of Arkansas, was read the third time and 

assed. 

The bill to settle the title to the Pea Patch Island 
in the river Delaware, came up m order on its third 
reading, and was, on the motion of Mr. HUNTING- 
TON laid on the table. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill to 
direct the transfer to the State of Maryland of the 
stock held by the United States in the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal, on certain conditions, was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole, the question 
pending being the following substitute for-the bill 
proposed by the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized.and required to transfer to the State of Maryland 
the one million of dollars of stock. originally subscribed > 


- by the United Stétes in the ‘Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 


company,’ and the one million five hundred thousand dollars 
of stock. originally subscribed by the cities of Washington, 
Georgetown, and Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 
respectively, in the same company; the said last mentioned 
stock being the stock deposited with the Secretary ‘of the 
Treasury, by the said cities, under the provisions ofthe act 
of Congress of the- twentieth of May, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-six, to be held and disposed of by the 
said State, in the sainé manner, and under the like limitations 
and restrictions, as are provided in relation to the United 
States by the said act; the said transfers of stock tobe made 
upon the eondition that the State of Maryland shall not, at 
hey, time, be permitted to foreclose the morgages and liens 
held by that State on the capital stock and property of the 
said company, so as to divest the State of Virginia, individ- 
uals, or corporations, of their respective proportions of stock. 
held or to be held in said company; and fali moreover, pro- 
vide the means,at the charge ofthe company, and procure the 
said canal to be completed to the town of Cumberland, and 
put into operation, according to the present plan and-esti- 
mates, as near as may be, by the first day of January, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty, and thereafter kept in re- 
air, at the cost of the company, the whole length of the 
ine, from its eastern terminus, in the District of Columbia, 
to the town of Cumberland; and also provide for the pay- 
ment of the existing debts of the company out of. the 
profits to be derived from the tolls on the canal; and upon 
the further condition that there shall be granted and secured 
to the United States, in perpetuity, the right to transport 
upon the said canal, through its entire length, if desired, all 
such troops, small arms, and camp equipage, as the public 
interest may require, free from charge; and, in Jike man- 
ner, the free use of said canal for the transportation of 
ordnance and ordnance stores in. times of warfand shall 
stipulate to maintain and preserve the same equal rate of 
tolls at all times, throughout the whole length of the said 
canal, from Cumberland to its eastern terminus in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and the said State shall give her assent 
to the terms and conditions of this resolution, before the 
end of that session of her leglIs!ature, which is to come 
mence in December of the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-four.” ` Š 
Mr. MERRICK said this bill was an old acquaini= 
ance of the Senate, and it would not be necessary to 
go into any detailed explanation of its provisions. 
He would, however, give a brief sketch of it, for the 
benefit of senators who did not belong to. this body 
when the bill was before it heretofore, and to whom 
it was, perhaps, a stranger. It would be recollected 
that this Chesapeake and Ohio canal was originally - 
undertaken asa great national enterprise by the Gin= 
eral Government, and that the States of Maryland 
and Virginia had co-operated. In 1828, the povem 
ment. authorized a subscription of $1,000,000, and 
the State of Maryland subscribed 500,000 dol- 
lars, and the State of Virginia two hundred and fifty 
thonsand. Under these circumstances the work was 
commenced. After it was commenced, the govern- 
ment changed its policy, and withdrew all patronage 
from works of internal improvement. The State of 
Maryland, feeling a great local interest in the com- 
pletion of the work, persevered up to January last, 
and from time to time appropriated money for the 
purpose of carrying it on, until their appropriations 
and expenditures, on that account, had amounted to 
seven millions of dollars and upwards. A. million and 
ahalf was subscribed by the cities of the District, and 
four hundred and fifty thousand dollars by individ- 
uals. Under these a mene the work had ad- 
vanced very far towards completion to Cumberland, 
one hundred and thirty-four miles being open for 
navigation, and but fifty remaining uncompleted; of 
which fifty, some thirty-one and a half, at irregular 
intervals, were completed, leaving eighteen and a 
half, or thereabouts, of the least difficult sections, to 
which nothing had been done. One million six hui = 
dred thousand dollars would be required still for the 
completion of this canal toits terminusat Cumberland; 
and $1,400,000 for the payment of the debts which 
had been contracted by the company—making about 
three millions of dollars that would be required before 
it could be made safe or available. The work had 
been suspended some three or four years, and it lay 
now a dead weight upon Maryland, and was a total 
loss to all parties concerned; the stock being worth, 
perhaps, not ten cents 1n the dollar. The proposi- 
tion now offered to the consideration of Congress, 
was, to allow Maryland to go on and complete the 
work, and pay the outstanding debts herself, which 
she was willing to do, under these conditions. The 
legisiature of that State would go forward, and, by 
some means or other, provide the necessary funds 
to complete the work to Cumberland as speedily as 
practicable, provided the stock held by the United 
States in that enterprise be given to aryland— 
that State deenting it unfair that she should be at the 
expense of completing the work, without the co- 
operation of the United States, when the benefit 
would accrue to the United States in the form of 


dividends upon the stock. H was proposed that the 


erie! : rest m 
that wore, since-further appropriations were denied, 
and the work itself was of no value whatever to the 
government in its present incomplete state, to allow 
Maryland to go on and complete it for her own 
benefit. He presumed there could not be any rea- 
sonable’ objection made to this proposition.” The 
stock proposed to be ceded, consisted ‘of the one 
million . originally subscribed. by the United States, 
and: the. million and a half subscribed by the 
cities of the District, since transferred to the 
United States, in consideration of their having paid the 
loan contracted in Holland by said cities to pay for 
said subscription, The stock in that canal was now 
of no value in the market. It never would be of any 
value, until the work was completed; and it never 
could or would be completed, unless the general gov- 
ernment provided the funds necessary for its comple- 
tion, or surrendered its stock to Maryland. It was pre- 
sumed and believed by that State, that she could find 
capitalists who would undertake to furnish the re- 
quisite amount of money, and wait till the. capital 
could be reimbursed to them out of the avails of 
the work. But Maryland could not make any such 
pledge, unless Congress surrendered its interest. 

He thought there would be no objection urged 
against this proposition. The general action of 
Congress, for the last two of three sessions, seemed 
to have been in favor of it; and he did not think 
thatnow, when the completion of the work was 
rendered so imperatively necessary, in order to 
make it of any value at all, the only means by which 
that object could be effected, would be denied by 
Corgress. ‘ 

He only made this explanation for the benefit of 
gentlemen who had not had an opportunity of ey 
amining into, and forming their opinion on, the sub- 


ect. 

I Mr. TAPPAN said the question before the Sen- 
ate, as it struck him, was whether the federal gov- 
ernment should give a million or two of dollars to 
the State of Maryland without any equivalent what- 
ever. The State of Maryland had expended money 
Jn constructing a canal for her own use. If she had 
become bankrupt by its prosecution, and wanted 
means, that formed no reason why the federal gov- 
ernment should help her out‘of her bankruptcy. He 
supposed the fact was, that she had expended more 
money than, by a seasonable share of economy, 
would have completed that canal to Cumberland. 
By. an examination of works of a similar kind, in 
other States of the Union, it would be seen that this 
work had cost much more than it should have cost. 
He saw no reason why the government should make 
a present to the State of Maryland of this stock, cost- 
ing two million and a half of dollars. 

_Mr. MERRICK was understood to say, that pro- 
vision war made by the bill to secure a perpetual 
right to the United States to transport her troops, 
arms, and camp equipage. 

Mr. TAPPAN knew no probability of a war that 
would require the transportation of provisions, ammu- 
nition, and troops. He thought it was not probable 
that that reservation would be any advantage to the 
United States. The community at large, who were 
taxed to pay for the stock proposed to be given 
away, and the government of the United States, had 
received an evidence of the liberality of the State of 
Maryland in their exorbitant charge for travelling on 
their railroad between this city and Baltimore. For 
one, he was not disposed to treat the State of Mary- 
land with any greater liberality than they treat the 
government and the’ public at large.’ 

Mr. PORTER went into a history of this matter, 
and remarked that the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals had recommended the transfer, believing that, 
if it was done, the canal might be completed to 
Cumberland. In recommending the cession, how- 
ever, the committee did not understand that thereby 
they would be giving to Maryland two million and 
a half of dollars. The stock now commanded ho 
value in the market, and in giving it away they were 
really giving nothing. One fact might be well men- 
tioned. The project was one originally of State ori- 
gin--Maryland and Virginia. Under the policy of 
those States a much smaller canal was contemplated. 
They ‘contemplated making it a canal of small di- 
mensions. It was made its present size in conse- 
quence of-a condition annexed in the law of Con- 


<i Gress, authorizing a subscription of a million of dól- - 
‘Tars onthe part. óf the government. . The effect of | 

ing out the condition of. that act involved the ` 
Maryland more’ deeply than if the work . 


tracted as-commenced before the.sub- 
the part of the government. 0 


‘government should give. up its interest in- 


Mr: MERRICK made some further remarks in 
support of the bill. “He said the design ofthe two 
States was to make the:canal to the Ohio river. 


| They -contemplated making a canal. only 30° feet ` 


wide, and 3 feet. deep. But the’ government, to 
make it a great national work, subscribed a million 
of dollars, with the condition alluded to by the sen- 
ater from Michigan, [Mr. Porter.] -The condition 
was, that the canal should be 60 feet wide, and 6 
feet deep, so-as to make it a magnificent work. It 
was now completed 134 miles.: ‘The. question was, 


whether they would-be willing to spree ae further © 


means, to make.the. stock now hel by the govern- 
ment valuable, or transfer that stock (which was now 
worthless) to the State of Maryland. All the stock 
held by. all parties: in this. great work was worth 
nothing to any person. The stock. held was a*dead 
loss to all... The government stock would not bring 
po in the market; and so long as it was held by 

e government, no person would go forward and 
complete the canal to a point where it would render 
the stock valuable. Ifthe stock was held on to, the 
canal never would be completed. And it would be 
unjust to expect the State of Maryland to go on and 
complete it, that the government might reap the ben- 
efit of it. The government, if it held the stock, 
should at least contribute to make it valuable. 

Mr. WALKER ‘rose to make some remarks on 
the bill; but, the morning hour having expired, the 
subject was laid on the table till to-morrow. - 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 


olution submitted by Mr. Semere, in the following - 


words: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and inidefnltely continued be- 
tween the same parties, signed at London the 6th 


|. August, 1827. : 
Mr. HANNEGAN considered himself bound to ` 


return his acknowledgments to the honorable sen- 
ator from New Jersey for his kind courtesy in yield- 
ing the floor, to which he was entitled from having 
occupied it on the adjournment on yesterday even- 
ing. He would endeavor in his remarks to follow, 
as close as his recollection would enable him, the 
arguments used by the honorable and distinguished 
senator from Massachusetts in his very able speech 
of yesterday; which arguments, notwithstandin, 

the admited ability of the speaker and the ifted 
display of talent in which they were clothed, re- 
solved themselves into the fact, that every foot—nay, 
every inch of the disputed country, every patch of 
land or water within 42° to 54° 40’ minutes parallel 
of north latitude belonged to the United States; but 
that the United States must not dare to adopt the 
resolution, lest, forsooth, by doing so, she should 
offend the majesty of Great Britain. No matter 
though -the fact is not disputed of right and title 
being ours, yet, fearful of giving offence, we are not 
even to give notice of an intention to claim our own; 
but are meckly to await the pleasure of this mighty 
power, now in possession of the whole, as to wheth- 
er, in the course of time, we may be permitted, not to 
claim, but sue respectfully for leave to occupy a 
part. The senator from Massachusetts was not 
satisfied with the general-form of the resolution, and, 
in that, he agreed with him; for he would pre- 
fer seeing it in the form in which, if it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
he trusted it would be returned to the Senate—and 
that was in the form ofa joint resolution. He did 
not present himself to the Senate to speak of the 
high and serious, and (as he thought) theoretical inte- 
rests so forcibly dwelt on by the senator from Mas- 
sachusetis, as depending on the passage of this reso- 
lution; but he would, ashe thought he had a right 
to do, speak ofthe substantial interests involved in 
it—not to one, but to every section of the country. 
That senator set out by expressing his great alarm 
at the course proposed inthe remarks made by the 
honorable senator from Missouri. Alarm at what? 
he wouldask. Alarm at this country giving a no- 


tiee expressly provided for in the convention to 


which she was a contracting party, that the binding - 
| powers of such convention should cease ita sim- 


stration of hostility on our part toward England: 
How. could. such ‘constriction be put.on i? What 
was it more than a notice, which either party might 
ive, to annul a simple contract. entered into” by 
oth, with full power, on such ‘notice given, for 
either side to break up? It would be indeed a strange 
inconsistency if ‘England assumed the right to ®o to 
war for no other reason than the receiving such no- 
tice; and still stranger would it be, if we were to be de- 
terred from declaring a determination to assért and 
maintain our rights from fear of any. power abroad. 

He was surprised at the strain of sarcasm and 
irony which ran through the senator from Massa- 
chusetts speech on yesterday. He regretted it, as the 
object seemed to be to create the mirth, and not to 
excite the serious attention of the body to which it 
was addressed; and he could not help alluding to 
that gentleman’s ill-timed ridicule in asking if we of 
the West were terrified at the dangers that would 
threaten us from the attacks of one thousand undis- 
ciplined trappers, which, according to him, was.all the 
force England had in the Oregon county. He ex- 
pected better from that honorable senator, than such 
a burlesque appeal, or, more properly speaking, un- 
derhand hitack on the feelings of a great portion of 
his fellow-citizens—a portion who, in devotion to 
their country, in pure and unpolluted patriotism, 
vied with any other portion in the Union. If a 
British peer had by invitation been admitted on the 
floor of that chamber, and used such language, then 
he could have appreciated it; but coming from a 
member of the body, he could only regret it. But 
he would tell him, and tell the world, the people of 
the West were not terrified; they were not alarmed; 
they knew not what terror, what alarm was. 

Mr. CHOATE explained, and said, previous 
to'the using the expressions quoted, he had 
examined and disposed of the argument, whether 
Great Britain, if not disposed or interested in 
forwarding agricultural interests in the Ore- 
gon, would offer resistance or annoyance to 
peaceable agriculturists from the United States. He 
proved they would not; and in using the words 
complained of, he was ridiculing the idea that the 
Hudson Bay company could, even if disposed, 
prove any annoyance. , 

Mr. HANNEGAN was perfectly aware that it was 
after that portion of his argument being disposed of 
that the remarks were made; but it was not to beex- 
pected that he was to note down, and follow consecu- 
tively, every point made by him, Mr. H. then pro- 
ceeded to review the appeal made by Mr. Cuoare to 
all the passions of the human heart; his endeavor to 
enlist the sympathies of the senators from Vermont 
and Rhode Island, in describing the ruin that war 
would bring on the woollen and iron trades. No mat- 
ter about national disgrace; suffer every indignity; 
but don’t go to war, except you can do it cheap, Na- 
tional honor, national glory, and national integrity, 
are, with him, as nothing, when compared with cost. 
According to this doctrine, if it cost too much, if it 
does not agree with the report of ways and means, 
we must bow our necks submissively to the yoke. 
But that would not do ‘for the people of America-—a 
people who worshipped, with an idolatry of devo- 
tion, the honor and fame of their country, without 
distinction of party, or difference of opinion; and 
who would es as one of their representatives, 
would stake his life and fortune on it,) sooner than 
cling to a union that would permit a sacrifice of na- 
tional honor, by bending the knee to the god of gold, 
take even to the Eutopia of the honorable senator 
from South Carolina. 

Suppose we were to surrender the territory, or 
half the territory north of the bank of the Columbia 
river, without reserve, to insatiable England: would 
we, by doing so, secure a peace? Ifgso, what would 
such peace be worth’? History warned us that no 
nation ever purchased peace, that did not, ih dó- 
ing so, take the first step to inevitable destruction. 
Purchase one peace, and you will have to go on 
purchasing peace after peace, until your means be- 
come exhausted, and nothing will be. left but to 
wipe from the map of the world the name of a peo- 
ple who were base enough to barter their honor for 
ease, their unblemished character for inglorious and 
degrading peace. How-widely must the sentiments 
of those advocating ‘such. a course, contrast with 
that noble sentiment, graven on the heart. of every 
true American: “Millions for defence, not a cent for 


tribute, = 


ple notice which, if he understood the: honorable ~ ‘lis 


{j senator correctly, was described by him. as a démon- = ; 


fered with by legislative action, then that chamber 
rësounded with ‘loud and impassioned appeals 
against such policy; but when the declination—it 
might be termed the total ruin—of the American fur 
trade in Oregon, brought on by the unjust occupa- 
tion and encroachments of the British was described 
by the honorable senator from Mississippi, not one 
word was heard from those eloquent and patriotic 
gentlemen on behalf of their suffering fellow-citi- 
zens. 

Mr. H. returned to the real question. It was 
conceded by all that the title was ours. Gentle- 
men opposed to the resolution did not deny it. Then 
the question narrowed itself down. The title being 
ours indisputably, we having at the period no use 
for that portion of country, ceded a joint use or oc- 
cupation in it to Great Britain, reserving to ourselves 
the right, on giving a certain notice, to annul such 
agreement. This is the whole case; and who will 
affirm that giving such notice is a belligerent action 
on our part, or that it is informal or unkind? Who 
will say even that it is uncalled for, when the voice 
of the people of the mighty West demands the occu- 
pation of that land by its trne and proper owners? 

rue and proper owners, fully as much as weare of 
any other portion of the American Republic. Those 
who advocate negotiation have not, perhaps, consid- 
ered that Great Britain can lose nothing by delay. 
They should recollect that; and they should recollect 
further, that hesitation on our part will be taken to 
imply a self-doubt of our title, or of our ability to 
maintain it. 

Notwithstanding the force of the argument of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to the contrary, it 
was established that England was determined to 
hold and protect what she had, and further proof of 
that determination was not needed than her own act 
of Parliament, from which the senator from 
Missouri read an extract yesterday, showing 
her enacting laws, civil and criminal, to ex- 
tend over the whele country. She advances, 
while we hesitate to move. Our increasing 
emigration to the territory demanded immediate 
measures on the part of government. Our people 
asked, and should obtain, protection and sccurity. 
Along the extent of the valley of the Columbia 
Soult rise their villages; on its hanks would border 
their farms; over its hills and through its vales would 
browse their flocks and herds; daily would their 
wealth and prosperity increase; and for what? Why, 
in the event of not bringing the question to an issue, 
and of England persisting in her claims, to add to 
the overgorged and ill-gotten capital of Great Brit- 
ain, at he sacrifice of the lives and property of 
American citizens, Delay action longer, and when 
forced to it hereafter, the first victims will be those 
noble and gallant souls who have pioneered the way. 
The honorable senator from Massachusetts 
dwelt long on—not the wish, but—the almost de- 
termination of England to preserve peace and 
amity within the Territory of Oregon; and still more 
strongly did he dwell onthe happiness and peace 
enjoyed by American citizens now residing there, 
But he would scarcely have done so had he been in 
his place to see the petition presented to the Senate, 
complaining of the grievances to which they were 
subject, and signed by many whom the honorable 
senator from Missouri vouched for as citizens of 
well known worth and probity. To give a different 
(and, he believed, a far more correct) view of the case, 
he would read from a Montreal paper an article 
which went far to disprove the accuracy of the hon- 
orable senator’s assertions of the peaceable and 
friendly intentions of England. Mr. H. here read 
an extract which, after alluding to the feeling at 
Washington on this question, went on to say that 
“they (the British) would makea small meal of the 
troops of the free and enlightened,” and further gave 
the saying of an old Indian, pointing to a party of 
bold adventurers from America, making their way 
up the Columbia river, that “the crows would soon 
pick their eyes out.” True, they died, no one knew 
how—no one knew where. This. bloody and atro- 
cious prophecy was fulfilled. ‘This, from a British 

aper, he placed beside the assertion of the honora- 
be senator from Masssachusetts; and he asked 
which was to be taken for truth. He stated with 
authority, that already more than four or five hun- 
dred of those noble and gallant spirits have thus 
perished ignominiously, many of them the personal 
friends and associates of the honorable senator from 
Missouri. And he asked, would the government, 
would the Senate, respond to such appeals as facts 
like these carried with them, by retiring downcast, 
and with timid steps, lest they might give offence to 
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haughty England? 
ciple dear to an Américan heart. 

He had read in some of the leading journals, (and 
supposed it legitimate and proper to ‘advert to. it,) 
deep denunciations against emigration to Oregon: 
the groundwork. for those denunciations, he feared, 
was tobe found ina speech delivered some twelve 
months back by the honorable senator from South 
Carolina. Throughout life he never entertained a 
feeling for that gentleman, except of profound 
respect and unfeigned admiration} and deepl 
he regret being compelled%to allude in any but laud- 


atory terms to anything that ever fell from him. 


He could not follow that honorable senator in pre- 
cise words; but the substance of his speech 
went to characterize those seeking a home in the 
Oregon, as wanton adventurers, whose movements 
were injurious to the best interests of the country. 
He asked was it true that they were actuated 
by no motive but those described by the senator 
from South Carolina? Had they no object but those 
of plunderers and marauders? If so, the gov- 
ernment was criminal in notstaying their progress. 
But they merited no such character. e spoke 
from knowledge. He knew many of them; and 
he knew them not to be wanton adventurers, but 
men whose feelings came warmly from the heart, 
without disguise; men who knew not what it was 
even toconceive a wrong, and whose energies and 
impulses went to add to the growing grandeur of 
their beloved country. The spirit that actuated 
them was not that of wanton adventure, but a spirit 
that, as Americans, we might well feel proud of it 
was a spirit that would, ere long, display our glo- 
rious flag from the heads of a thousand masts in the 
river Columbia. 

It would ill become us to check the spirit of ad- 
venture; to it we owe our existence as a nation: the 
same spirit which led our emigrants to Ore- 
gon, led to the discovery of our continent; it brought 
the brave Smith and his comrades to our shores; 
and had it not been for such spirit, our pilgrim 
fathers would never have sought a home on the in- 
hospitable shores of the North, or the Huguenot a 
refuge from persecution in the savannahs of the 
South. It was this spirit which gave to our country 
the brightest jewel in her diadem—the great and 
mighty West—a portion of our country forty years 
ago a wilderness, now represented in this chamber 
by twenty senators, and in the other branch of 
Congress by one hundred representatives. 

The honorable senator from Massachusetts tell us 
that England has no wish to hold Oregon for agri- 
cultural purposes; her whole object is to enable her 
companies to carry on successfully the fur trade; and 
as soon as the musk rats become scarce from over 
hunting, why, she will give all to us, and drive 
her hunters farther north into the territory of the 
Russians, there to occupy new ground for their 
avocations. But on what authority has he made this 
assertion, or on what grounds has he assumed such 
to be the fact? England did not require the tops of 
the mountains of Maine for agricultural purposes, yet 
she was willing to go to war for them. England did 
not require the rock of Gibraltar as a garden for 
agricultural produce, yet she went to war for it. 
She did not hold the island of Malta, with a soil not 
ten inchés deep, to use for agricultural produce; yet 
sooner than give up possession of it, she occasioned 
the continuance of a war which embroiled all Europe. 
Ji was not for the advancement of agriculture that 
she deluged the plains of Affghanistan, and the roads 
leading to it, for hundreds of miles, with blood. No; 
it was for the power that possession gives; and it is 
for the power which possession of the Oregon gives 
over thenorth and south Pacific, that she now seeks 
to retain her hold. To show thestrange discrepancy 
between the views of the honorable scnator from 
Massachusetts, and the views entertained in Eng- 
land, Mr. Hanneean read an extract from the 
London Morning Chronicle, which he supposed was 
entitled, on this question, to as much weight as if it 
appeared in the Globe or Intelligencer. The extract 
went to show the high value set on the territory, 
and described the advantages that might be, in a 
few years, derived from the establishment of a har- 
bor at the mouth of the Oregon, which, considering 
the position of China, was now absolutely essential; 
but which, owing to an opportunity thrown away 
when a settlement was easy of accomplishment, 
could now only be effected by the sword. 

The senator from Massachusetts advocates a 
delay of six months; but what have we to gain by 
delay? or what have we to dread from immediate 
action, more than from future action? No, the peo- 


Forbid it—forbid it, every priti- 


did ` 


ple Will brook no longer delay;-it can be productive - 
of: o-good, but may be of much evil: Givesix - 
months for. deliberation, and: six amonths: more. 
will be sought for, until at last: England fastens 
in her possession, and defies removal. Isit to be 
hoped that England will, by delay, give up her: pre+ 
tended claim? < No: history tells us to the contrary. 
For the last eight centuries, since the days of Wil- 
liam the Norman, she has. held. on, except ejected 
by force, wherever she obtained a foothold. Never, 
from that day, has she paused in carrying conguest 
and dominion; and never, from that.day, have Eng: 
lishmen been taught to believe otherwise- than ‘to 
the uttermost part of the earth is our inheritance.” 
It is their maxim and belief, and is stamped as truth 
in every Englishman’s bosom. This grasping spirit 
has carried her on, until the ancient monarchies. of 
Europe have been reduced, and there is left. but one 
power on earth who dare fearlessly. confront: her. 

alk of negotiation! England has gained as much 
dominion by her deep-laid diplomacy, as by force of 
arms. She owes.as much to ee peles Pitt, Castle- 
reagh, &c., as she does to Marlborongh, Rodney, 
Nelson, or Wellington. To judge by the. past, and 
his life for its fulfilment, when she lifts her. foot from 
where she has placed it, it will not be by diplomacy. 
We must win it if we wear it. 

Whenever this question was brought up in 
any shape—when, a few weeks ago, asa resolu- 
tion by the senator from Ohio, and again.a few 
days ago on a book question—it was sure to be. met 
with a complaint of being out of season. There was 
either a negotiation pending or about to commence, 
but he could not tell what they had to negotiate 
about. The title was ours; no one denied it it; was 
good against the world. There were no conflicting 
claims; what, then, were negotiators to act upon? 
They talk tous of giving up a part and receiving 
an equivalent for the balance. What equivalent? 
Must we be compelled to part with our own against 
our inclination, seis ngland says she must 
and will have it? What, he asked again, was the 
proposed equivalent? Base, filthy, lucre? No, he 
would not bun his hand with a single dollar of 
countless millions obtained in such a way; it would 
burn—it would disgrace him below the level of man, 
We want no equivalent. We want no exchange. 
Shall a man absent from his dwelling, find, on his 
return, a stranger standing in the door way, and re- 
fusing him admittance? Shall he desert his wife and 
children, and say, l will go hence, and return ina, 
few days, when perhaps this stranger will permit 
me to enter peaceably? And shall we delay to assert 
our rights in the eye of God and man, because a 
mighty and haughty nation dares to cast on 
us a threatening glance; or, like our ancestors, 
boldly and at once assert those rights, and leave 
our cause to God? The honorable senator, in the 
course of his remarks on yesterday, asserted that 
those who advocated a war under those circum- 
stances were fitter for hell than earth. A 

Mr. CHOATE explained. What he said was, 
that those who would advocate a war in preference 
to a treaty that would give us all our rights, and all 
we sought for, were fitter for hell than carth. 

Mr. HANNEGAN did not wish to misrepresent 
the gentleman; he quoted as he understood it; but 
if those advocating the sentiment that war, with all 
its horrors, was preferable to being forced to sell one 
foot of our territory against our inclination, were 
fitter for hell than earth, he was one of them. He 
gave utterance to it. And if war must come, let it 
come; it will not find us unprepared. Great Britain 
sces and appreciates the ad vantages she derives from 
possession. She looks with au eye of desire on the 
fertile valleys and mountains. of the Oregon; she al- 
ready pictures to herself an increase of wealth from 
the erection of a great commercial city on one of 
the most favored sites in the world. Nor is she 
blind to the advantages which it offers in a military 

oint of view, nor to the benefits and facilities which 
it will afford in her trade to India and China; but 
aboveall, looks she to the power and influence it gives 
her over the numerous Indian tribes congregated 
round in every direction. In selecting places for the 
removal of our Indian tribes, he always thought it 
was the policy of our government to place them out 
of the reach or influence of foreign powers, but 
more especially Great Britain; end he would now 
say to the senator from Massachusetts, and to those 
gentlemen who sat approvingly, and with smiling 
countenances, listening to him dealing out his irony 
on yesterday, that this proximity will not answer. 
Who can tell the fearful consequences that may en- 
sue from the artful stirring up of those Indians by 


-the West? 
‘brave, and patriotic body of pioneers from the hor- 


-Great Britain and her emissaries?’ Whatis to pre- 


vent an attack of 50,000 of them on. the frontiers of 
What could then save that generous, 


-rors: of the scalping. knife?’ What could. resist or 


£ 


stem the torrent of fire and blood, or who could de- 
scribe-the.suffering of helpless wives and innocent 


-children?- England, our ancient enemy, is not easily 


satisfied. She bears, rankling within her, a bitter 


- remembrance of the revolution; from that, a hostilit 


arose on both sides, that exists, and cannot be eradi- 
cated. : f 

This was not a question of dollars and- cents; 
but it was a question-.of national honor or 
national shame; and it was. for us to decide 
which. For his own part, if the whole territo- 
ry from 42° to 549 40 north latitude was volca- 
nic; was it the soil giving root to. the’ poisonous 
Upas; was it without, or incapable of giving growth 
to, a single blade of grass—he would resist, ay, to 
the death; he would not yield one inch; and the con- 
test should alone conclude by the destruction or ex- 
tinction of one or the other. 

The senator from Massachusetts had, among 
other modes, resorted to an appeal to our nerves; he 
described England, if thwarted, as an eagle ready to 


- stoop, beak, talons, and all, not on Oregon alone, 


but on our whole devoted country. 

Mr. CHOATE explained, but so inaudibly, as not 
to be heard distinctly in the reporters’ gallery. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said, if he misunderstood 
him, he had the felicity to do so in company with 
several others. His friend on his left took down the 
words at the moment, and they agreed with his own 
notes also taken then. 

Mr. CHOATE rose, not to retract a single sen- 
tence, but to declare solemnly that the substance of 
his remarks was as before explained, and not as un- 
derstood by the honorable senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HANNEGAN proceeded to say that, if de- 
claring our own to be our own, brings down the 
eagle of England, beak, talons, and all, on Oregon— 
let her come; we know not what itis to fear her. 
But such appeals he scarcely thought to hear from 
a descendant of the pilgrim fathers; he did not think 
that such vision could enter even into the dreams of 
one whose home gave him the privilege of treading 
the hallowed ground of Bunker's Hill. 

Let England dare to stoop on the Oregon, and, 
my head for it, she will never, never again resume 
her lofty poise. When she attempts to rise, she 
will find her wings clipped and her talons harmless. 
They will be well cut, or fam much deceived. 

The charge of conspiracy had been gravely put 
forward that cerlain portions of the country, with 
the distinguished senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] at their head, seemed as if conspiring to 
involve this government in a war with Great Britain. 
Such at least was the inference to be drawn from 
the language of gentlemen on the opposite side—es- 
pecially that of the senator from Virginia, the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, (Mr. Arcuxr;] for that language had 
given color tothe argument. Now he, (Mr. H.) for 
one, could conscientiously say, that if there was 
any such conspiracy existing, he had a right to 
complain of his friends for not letting him know 
of it; for surely they must have been aware 
that, if any man in the world ought to be in 
it, he was one, as no man could have more 
at heart than he had, the Oregon question. Yet he 
appealed to the honorable senator from Missouri, if 
he had ever exchanged a word with him about con- 
spiring to effect the disruption of our amicable rela- 
tions with Great Britain? Nota word of the kind 
had ever transpired between them. But this he 
knew, that, if the government did not do its duty in 
maintaining its own rights with respect to the terri- 
tory, and in protecting its citizens settling there, 
and should refuse to extend to them the shield of its 
Jaws and authority, he was not prepared to say that 
he would decline engaging in a conspiracy with pa- 
triotic and honorable men to assist those citizens in 
protecting themselves. 

No gentleman on that floor could be farther from 
any disposition to plunge this country into the hor- 
rors of war than he was. No man had a higher ap- 

reciation of the advantages of peace than ‘he had. 
No consideration could induce him to give a vote 
that would have any tendency to involve this coun- 
try in an unjust war. But, when right and justice 
are on our side—when truth is with us, and national 
honor is to be sustained—he could not stop to caleu- 
late consequences. “Thrice is he armed who hath 
his quarrel just.” Such- arguments as are urged 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


here against this resolution, : backed: by a refusal to 
act, will have no. effect. in allaying the deep 
„and settled determination of. the western pop- 
ulation to. possess, as the right of this coun- 
try, the’ territory to which our indisputable 
claims extend. From the days of Lewis and Clark 
they have regarded the Oregon with feelings of the 
deepest interest. On this question there exists 
among them a more intense feeling than any that 
has been ever Been exerted since the last struggle 
with Great Britain. Involving all the questions 
which it does, of national pride, national independ- 
ence, and national honor, it is to them of inestima- 
ble value. They will never consent to the accept- 
ance of any “equivalent” that surrenders one inch of 
that birthright which they received from their fa- 
thers, and will, at any cost, maintain. Sooner than 
barter it away, whenever the question shall be pre- 
sented of surrendering any the smallest portion of 
that territory, it was his conviction that the people 
of the West would prefer perishing on the breach to 
defend it from partition or spoliation. 

Mr. DAYTON rose and addressed the Senate for 
an hour and a half in reply to the advocates of the 
resolution. At the outset, he adverted to the self- 
imposed restraint he should labor under in avoiding 
the path of argument already trodden by the senator 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Čnoare,] in the eloquent 
remarks he made yesterday. He could not but feel, 
too, that this debate was mistimed and out of season, 
here or elsewhere; but, as the discussion had been 
provoked, he also felt that it must be met, so that 
the arguments on both sides should fairly go before 
the country. 

The Senator from Massachusetts yesterday com- 
paned that the Senator who introduced this reso- 

ution had not disclosed what lay behind—what 

were the ultimate intentions—what it was to lead to. 
To be sure it was not necessary, for that could not 
be mistaken. Two bills on the table intimated as 
plainly as this and other kindred resolutions, the 
character of those intentions. But, as if to ex- 
clude a doubt on the subject, the senator from Mis- 
souri asserted from his place, that, in less than six 
months’ time, the crack of the rife will be heard 
bounding from cliff to cliff ofthe Rocky mountaias, 
in strife; and thence to the Alleghanies, there would 
be one gathering of armed men. . 

Laying aside all tropes and figures, he thought it 
far better to discuss this matter as plain practical 
men, and look at the question as itactually present- 
ed itself. That was the path of wisdom, and the 
only one by which unnecessary dangers could be 
avoided. He hoped this would be the future course 
of this discussion, and that nothing but kind feclings 
and courtesy would be exhibited on either side of 
the chamber. 

This Oregon question, as presented by its friends, 
was, however, he feared, calculated to create an un- 
due excitement of -public feeling. 1t was calculated 
to operate on two of the most excitable feelings of 
the human heart—pride and avarice. Unfortunate- 
ly, when applied to a nation, they lose their revolt- 
ing character, and become, in general estimation, 
laudable and honorable with reference to their object. 
National pride and national honor are exciting 
terms. But under whatever disguise, Whether ap- 
plied to nations or to men, their true characteristics 
still remain unchanged. Appeals to them are well 
calculated to fix themselves deeply in the public 
mind. 

It remains to be judged of by future events, 
whether this whole matter of the Oregon question 
may not be resolved into the simple elements of a 
passion for enterprise, springing less from national 
feelings than from the. distinguishing traits cf our 
Anglo-Saxon character—love of territorial _aggran- 
dizement, urging our population farther and farther 
west, till arrested by the ocean itself. 

It was not his intention to enier into the discus- 
sion of the question of title at present. He was 
content to assume that it was vested in this country. 
Having examined all the documents, it was his 
opinion that the title of the United States was good. 
But he was struck with a remark of the senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucwanan] the other day, 
that, if we relied on the treaty of Utrecht for our 
title, we should be confined to the territory from the 
42d parallel of north latitude to the 49th parallel; and 
if we relied on the discovery of the Columbia river, 
we should be confined to the Columbia valley, and 
the lands watered by the tributaries of that river. It 
was, therefore, to the title derived from Spain we 
should look for establishing our claim to the territo- 
ry up to 54° 40 of north latitude. Yet, as well 
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as he (Mr. D.) could remember, it was about this 
very Spanish title that all the difficulty between us 
and Great Britain had grown up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN interposed to say that he had 
not said we abandoned any title; but what he did say 
was, that the Spanish title would carry us to 
54°.40' of north latitude. ; 

Mr. DAYTON so understood the senator. He only 
meant to show that the Spanish title was not of 
that indisputable nature which the senators. on the 
other side supposed, for it was out-of it that all our 
difficulties with Great Britain on the subject had 
arisen. We took up the Spanish title by transfer, in 
1819, as it then existed, subject to its then condition. 
Anterior to that, Spain had entered into’a treaty 
with Great Britain, called the Nootka-Sound treaty. 
That treaty gave England a right to fish, and make 
settlements on the northwest coast. When 
we took the Spanish title, we took it 
subject to the conditions of that treaty, ex- 
isting from 1790. Here Mr. D.. quoted passages 
from the Nootka-Sound treaty, with a view of show- . 
ing that England had a joint occupation of the 
northwest coast, at the time we derived the Spanish 
title, which was then subject to that condition. He 
admitted, however, that there was an answer to this: 
that, subsequent to the treaty of Nootka Sound, 
Spain declared war against England, and thereby 
abrogated the treaty. On the restoration of peace, 
however, a treaty of commerce was made between 
Spain and Great Britain, by which all former rela- 
tions were renewed, and the parties were placed, 
with regard to former treaties, just as they stood 
before. It is contended, against this, that the new 
treaty was professedly and explicitly a treaty of 
commerce, and therefore only meant such prior re- 
lations to be revived as were connected with com- 
merce. Now, he (Mr. D) did not say this was 
not a proper construction; but what he would say 
was, that it left doubtful poimts for disputation, and 
showed the Spanish title was not altogether of that 
incontestable nature which had been assumed, and 
was not of that unmitigated force which should ex- 
clude the idea that England had any grounds of 
contest. 

There was, however, a point to which England; 
by her own acts, should be confined; and that was, 
her free admission, by the declaration made through 
her ministers in 1827, whereby she repudiated all 
exclusive right to the territory between 42° and 
499 of north latitude. She expressly said then, she 
only claimed the right of joint occupancy. This 
was a step in advance. It dropped all those titles 
which she had before set up, of priority of discov- 
ery by Drake, &c., and by the occupation of the 
Hudson Bay company. . 

By this declaration we got rid ofall difficulty ex- 
cept so far as regards our claim beyond the forty- 
ninth degree of latitude, under the Spanish title. 

Mr. D. here quoted largely from the several 
treaties, commenting on each passage witha view of 
showing that our title outside of the Spanish title 
was recognised and undisputed; but the inference he 
drew from the old Spanish treaties was, that we could 
not, in fairness, say, England had no color of right 
to contend for beyond the 49th parallel of north lati- 
It was not such a clear case of indisputable 
right on our part, as would warrant us in saying 
we would take the law into our own hands, and 
dispossess England by force. Tt was not like ask- 
ing aman for your coat, which he had put on, and, in 
the event of his refusal to yield it up, making battle 
with him to compel him to give you your own. 
We say we have a good title from Spain; England 
says she hasa prior title from Spain: here is a dif- 
ference of opinion, requiring an investigation. So 
long as there is ground for this difference of opinion, 
there is room for negotiation. The Senator from 
Indiana [My. Hannecan] says the title is ours; 
we all admit itis incontestable; why, then, negotiate 
about it? We are but one of the parties interested. 
Great Britain has to be satisfied that our title is as 
clear as we deem it to be, before the field is vacated 
for us. [Here Mr. Hannecan said that he had 
only repeated the language of Mr. Clay, and the 
admission of the senator from Massachusetts.} He 
(Mr. D.y did not recollect any such admisson on 
the part of the Senator from Massachusetts; but he 
remembered the language of Mr. Clay, which was 
merely that Great Britain never could make out a 
clear title on her part. 

Now the true question was, whether we could 
say that our title was so clear that we could be 
justified before the world in taking the law into our 
own hands. It had been®a subject of negotiation 
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for forty or fifty years; which showed that there 
was something to negotiate about. Under the ex- 
isting convention, some British interests had grown 
up, which demanded consideration. "Will we now 
say that we we will, after inviting negotiation, re- 
sist all adjustment, and seize the whole territory? 
Would not this look like ostracizing ourselves from 
the family of nations? It is not a question as to 
any essential right or violation of the law of nations, 
involving the existence or the prosperity of this 
country; for that does not depend upon whether we 
hold all or any part of the Oregon territory. It is 
a mere question of property; and that is a fit ques- 
tion for scttlement by negotiation. 

If the view which he (Mr. D.) had taken of this 
gestion was correct, it was not merely the power of 

reat Britain to assert what she conceivedto be 
her rights that was to be considered, but the moral 
power of public sentiment. The one could but 
waste our substance or destroy our property; the 
other would take away our good name. 

But, aside from all questions as to controverted 
right to this territory, suppose it clear of all difi- 
culty: the question then occurs as to the propriety 
of its immediate occupation. This depends on oth 
er circumstances. And here he should be permit- 
ted to say that, never was there a country about 
which such conflicting opinions and statements had 
been promulgated. One class of visiters to that re- 
gion represent it as an earthly paradise; another as 
a desert waste. He would read an extract from a 
en paper, showing what the writer thought 
of it. 

Here Mr. D. read a long passage from a newspa- 
per, comparing the Oregon to Siberia, Botany Bay, 
` and such places of banishment. 

Mr. BREESE asked what paper the senator read 
from? 

Mr. DAYTON, after concluding the reading of 
the passage, said it was from a western newspaper 
of extensive circulation—the Louisville Journal, 
Kentucky. ‘ 

Mr. D., at considerable length, argued that we 
could not think seriously of making Oregon a State 
of this Union; and it never would do to make it a 
separate government, the effect of which would be 
to pen up 342,000 Indians between it and our west- 
ern frontier. It would either be the cause of exter- 
minating the Indians, or making them a horde of 
depredators, or both. To think of making Oregon a 
colony, would be at variance with not only all the 
policy of this government, but it would be wholly 
destitute of the only excuse any country has for 
making distant colonies; for we had neither a sur- 
plus population nor surplus capital. He could see 
nothing else but a colony that Oregon ever could be 
tous. Yet, for what good could we keep it as a 
colony? What good to us, or to the territory itself? 
Certainly none to us; for Oregon would raise agri- 
cultural products for itself, and would require no 
supplies from us; and as to its being a market for 
our manufactures, that was equally visionary. 

Like the colonies of Great Britain, it might involve 
us in great expense, for which we never would be 
remunerated, and in relation to which we would be 
wholly destitute of her excuse for colonizing. Then 
as to the territory itself, what advantage would it be 
to it, to callus “the mother country?” Mother 
country! What had been the experience of the 
world as to colonies, but that the mothers treated 
the children not as the offspring of their love, but 
of their lust? Their unnatural conduct towards their 
offspring generally met with its reward in their way- 
wardness and ultimate disclaimer of all parental 
authority. Mr. D. entered upon a lengthy review 
of the colonial policy of Great Britain, with a view 
of showing that, with the exception of British India, 
England had invariably lost most more than she 
had ever gained by that system. He quoted Mc- 
Culloch as authority for the assertion that England 
had gained more substantial advantages from her 
commerce with the United States since their inde- 
pendence, than she ever could have gained had they 
continued under her colonial government. 

We had no excuse for this anxiety to possess the 
territory, growing out of our want of room at home 
for our population. Had we not. millions on mil- 

lions’ of acres of unoccupied land, the fertility of 
even the meanest of which, contrasted with that of 
the best lands in Oregon, was infinitely superior? 
‘Why should we encourage the emigration of our 
population to weaken our own strength? Was it 
not with nations as with individuals, that concentra- 
tion gave power and efficacy? The greatest piaia 
of the age had well said, that success in military 


Operations was insured’ by concentration of force. 
So it was in banking. Had it notbeen seen that four 
brothers, bankers m Europe, had for years con- 
trolled the moneyed operations of kingdoms and 
empires, by adhering to the parental injunction laid 
upon them, of concentrating their powets as bank- 
ers? They were told that one stick detatched from 
the bundle was easily broken; but united and tied 
together, they could not easily be even bent. 

r. D. next alluded to the objections that had 
been urged ieee the jurisdiction which England 
had exercised over the Oregon Territory. It was 
not his intention to justify what England. had done 
in that particular, for it was his own opinion that she 


. had gone too far, and that she had given to the ex- ~ 


isting convention an interpretation which it did not 
sanction. Yetit was worth while to examine into the 


_ matter, and inquire what sort of jurisdiction she did 


exercise. There were two kinds of jurisdiction— 
that in relation to the person, and that in re- 
lation to the property of individuals. Eng- 
land, although claiming jurisdictisn over her 
own subjects, had not attempted to exercise any 
jurisdicnon over property in the territory; and he 
nad neverheard it urged that it had been exercised 
over the territory, or that a single case of ejectment 
hadoccurred there. Ifthe Hudson Bay Company had, 
under cover of this jurisdiction, inflicted any wrong 
upon our citizens, it was a subject of remonstrance 
on the part of our government; and it might turn out 
that England would either not father the act of the 
Hudson Bay Company, or would punish it for ex- 
ceeding the powers delegated to it. 

What evidence had we of any injuries or wrongs 
growing out of this jurisdiction? None but the ex- 
ceedingly questionable representations of wandering 
characters—trappers and hunters—urged most likely 
by feelings of resentment, generated by rival interests 
or disappointed expectations. Was Congress to act 
upon such authority without due inquiry, and upon 
proper information remonstrating with the govern- 
ment of Great Britain? It did not seem to him that 
a precipitate mode of prejudging such things was 
the proper way to meet supposed wrongs or inju- 
ries, even if gentlemen be correct in their assertion 
that such outrages have grown out of the jurisdic- 
tion assumed by England in the territory. 

Here Mr. D. observed, that owing to a hurt he 


had lately received, he found it painful to stand 


longer, otherwise he would not throw himself on 
the indulgence of the Senate for an adjournment. 
On motion of Mr. BATES, it was agreed that 
when the Senate adjourned it should be to Monday 
next. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Ermar, Fsbruary 23, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS rose, and said he believed there 
was an error in relation to the vote yesterday upon 
the motion for suspending the rules to enable the 
gentleman from Indiana to introduce a motion fix- 
ing the time of adjournment. The vote, it would 
be recollected, was announced as being a tie, and 
the Speaker gave his casting vote in the negative. 
He understood, however, that the vote of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SLipeLL] had been 
wrongly recorded. If that vote had been recorded 
according to the intention of the gentleman, the re- 
sult would have been very different. The vote of 
the House would have been an affirmative vote. 
He was desirous that the resolution should be taken 
up, and acted upon by the House. The gentleman 
whose vote was incorrectly recorded, being now 
present, he hoped the correction would be made. 

Mr. SLIDELL rose, and moved that the joumal 
be amended. On the motion to suspend the rules he 
had voted affirmatively. He had becn called away 
before the announcement of the vote, and to his 
great surprise this morning, he perceived that his 
vote had been recorded in the negative. 

Mr. SAUNDERS made some observations which 
were not distinctly heard. : 

Mr. SLIDELL said it appeared to him that his 
right to have the journal corrected was a perfect 
right, and did not at all affect the course which 
might be taken by any other member. Without 
such correction he would be made to stand ina 
false position before his constituents. 

Mr. RHETT inquired whether, if the vote of the 

entleman should be changed, the judgment of the 
vuse would be reversed. 


The SPEAKER replied that, if the amendment 


of the journal were made, the result would uhdoubt- 


edly be a change of the: decision made.. yesterday, 
and would bring the resolution of the gentleman. 
from Indiana directly before the House. o 0090 

Mr. WINTHROP referred to a case which: o¢ 
curred in the second session of the: twenty-sixth: 
Congress, when his own vote. had ‘been corrected 
upon the journal, after a: lapse of three days, du- 
ring which the House. had stood ‘adjourned, by 
which the result was changed. usi 

Mr. POTTER desired to:-know. what position the 
House would stand in, in case the gentleman’s vote 
were recorded in the affirmative. i ; 

The SPEAKER replied that the rules would then 
be suspended. ‘ 

_ Mr. DROMGOOLE said he would not deny that 
it might have been the intention of the House yes- 
terday to suspend the rules; but the case was ver 
different to-day: it would interfere with other. busi- 
ness, which was not before the House when the 
motion to suspend was originally made. He would 
feel compelled to resist the decision of the Chair 
that a suspension yesterday would operate a sus~ 
pension to-day. : 

Mr. HOLMES said he confessed, independently 
of the mere fact of the gentleman's right to have his 
vote correctly recorded, he was opposed to this 
mode of proceeding. What would be the result of 
establishing such a precedent? It would be fraught 
with danger and difficulty. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said the privilege ought, 


‘in his opinion, to be extended to the gentleman to 


set himself right. That would not at all interfere 
with the main question. The vote upon the pro- 
position of the gentleman from Indiana ought to be 
altopether separate and distinct. 

The question was then put upon amending the 
journal so that the vote of Mr. Suey, upon the 
motion to suspend the rules, should be in the aftir- 
mative, and was carried. 

The SPEAKER then remarked that the question 
was decided in the affirmative; and the rules were 
suspended. l 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired whether it would be 
in order now to move that the whole matter be post- 

oned until Tuesday next? . 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
would be in order. . ; : 

Mr. BARNARD inquired whether, if the Speaker 
were to vote, the result would not be different? 

The SPEAKER replied that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, he had no right now to vote, inasmuch 
as there was no longer a tie; the vote being now 109 
in the affirmative, ard 53 in the negative. And even 
if he should vote, it would not affect the result, 

Mr. RHETT said he understood the decision of 
the Chair to be that, by the change of the vote of the 
gentleman from Louisiana, the judgment of the 

ouse yesterday was now reversed; and that the 
House had no power whatever to set its own judg- 
ment right. From this opinion he would ke com- 
pelled to appeal. ‘The Speaker acted not for himself 
alone, but for the House; and the judgment pro- 
nounced by him was not an individual judgment, 
but that of the House; and.if the change of a single 
vote were to be allowed to reverse that. decision, it 
was a good reason why the subject should be taken 
up again, and reconsidered. The vote was far from 
being a full vote, as about sixty members: were ab- 
sent; and it would operate as a very great injury to 
them, if there could be no reconsideration. he 
state of the question to-day was not what it was 
yesterday; and although the gentleman ought, in 
courtesy, to have leave to change his vote, yet he 
protested against the result which would atiend that 
change, under the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. J. R. INGRSOLL begged to add a word. 
It would be recollected that when the vote was an- 
nounced, the whole House was under a mistake in 
regard to it. . : 

Mr. STEENROD moved a reconsideration of the 
vote on suspending the rules; and, after some fur- 
ther remarks from Messrs HENLEY, LEWIS, 
and RHETT, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, and called for the yeas and nays 
on the question; which, being ordered, resulted in 
yeas 64, nay 108—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barnard, Belser, Edward J, 
Black, Blackwell, Brengie, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Angustus A, Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinton, Cobb, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hughes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Lewis, McKay, Marsh, 


Moore; Morte; Murphy; ‘Patterson; Payin 


ter, Preston, David 8, Reid, Rhett, St. John, Saunders. - 
David <b. “Seymour, Simpson; Steenrod, John Stewart, ; 


Stone, Bykes; Taylor; Thompson, Tibbatts; Tucker, Vance, 
Vinton; and Weller—64. 0 oo on tE A 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe; Baker, Beardsley, 
Benton, -Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Bossier, 
Bower, Boyd; Wm, J: Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, 
Caléwell, Carey, Carroll, Catlin, Causi, Chilton, ‘Clinch, 
Clingman, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet,. Dill- 
inghain, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, French, 
Willis. Green, ‘Grider, Harper, Henley, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 


B, Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew John- | 


son, Geo. W. Jones; Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P, King, 
Liabranche, Lucas, Lyon, McClelland, McClernand, Mce- 
Dowell, Mellvaine, Moseley,’ Newton, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Peyton, E. R. Potter, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles 
M. Reed, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, 

‘ Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Thom- 
asson, Tilden, Tyler, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, William Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—108. 

Some conversation ensued in relation to the dfi- 
culty in which the House was involved, in which 
Mr. WINTHROP, Mr. DROMGOOLE, . the 
SPEAKER, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. HENLEY, Mr. E. 
J. BLACK, Mr. C. JOHNSON, and others, took 

art. 3 

Mr. HENLEY then said, if the difficulty could 
be removed, he would withdraw his resolution. He 
took that course, and gave notice that he should 
offer the same resolution on Tuesday next; which 
notice would have the effect of calling the attention 
of members to the question. In that way the sub- 
ject was disposed of. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. CRANSTON presented resolutions of the 
legislature of Rhode Island, in relation to French 
spoliations; and, on his motion, they were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of the day, 
for the morning hour, to be the report of the Select 
Committee on the Rules. 

Mr. ROGERS was entitled to the floor; and he 
commenced by observing that he proposed, in all 
sincerity, to give his views on the subject which oc- 
cupied the attention of the House. ‘There was no 
question which had excited more interest at the 
Worth, particularly amongst his constituents, than 
this very one of the right of petition. The 21st rule, 
from its first adoption, had found no favor with them 
of New York. They might travel through the 
whole extent of the State—through its whole length 
and breadth—and would hardly find one man in ten 
that would attempt to justify it. Sincere and deep 
was the opposition to it, and for good and sufficient 
reason. hen first the attempt was made here to 
abridge the right of petition, the abolition party, as 
such, was hardly known amongst them in New 
York. There were a few abolitionists, to be sure, 
but they were few and far between, like angels’ 
visits: there was no organization, there was no 
party in réality. The question of political action 
was a question which had long been mooted amongst 
them; but on that subject, there was a great variet 
of opinions; and it was not until the adoption of this 
21st rule, or measures of restriction like it, that they 
attempted anything like party organization. But 
selzing on the vantage ground thus furnished, 
they commenced a regular political organization; 
and inscribed on their banners “liberty and the 
right of petition”—a conjunction of terms well 
calculated to touch the popular mind, and 
stir up the deep, wide ocean of public sentiment. 
And what had been the result? Look at New York, 
where, a few years ago, there was hardly a suffi- 
cient array of political strength to be respectable 
even among the ‘‘scatterings;” but now they held 
the balance of power. It was so, also, in Massa- 
chusetts, and in Connecticut, and in Vermont, and 
in Ohio, and elsewhere; and from a disjointed, scat- 
tered, and fragmentary condition, they had risen to 
a position where power and influence beget respect; 
and he had sometimes thought that his democratic 
friends were so well satisfied of this, that they were 
inclined to woo and win the abolitionists. Now, 
he sincerely, honestly, and conscientiously believed 
that the very element of subsistence—the ‘very life- 
blood which had given vigor and vitality to this 

arty—was to be found in this celebrated 21st rule. 
here was a principle deeply planted in the human 
heart, as old as human nature itself, that revolts at 
persecution and oppression, and gathers strength 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


y emery Ds Pot: < 


worm would turn on 
the foot that-spurns it; and ‘should man, with all his 
glorious faculties and capabilities, do less than the 
worm that crawls in the dust? The whole history 
of the world. showed. that no cause had been im- 
peded by oppression; but, on the contrary, such a 
warfare had always led the oppressed to ultimate 
and complete triumph. Why, “the blood of the 
martyrs was the seed of the church;” and from the 
dungeon, the gibbet, and the stake, truth had been 
borne, on the four winds of the heavens, to the ut- 
termost corners of the éarth. 

He then, in connexion with this subject, referred 
to the landing of the pilgrims on Plymouth rock; 
but he spoke in so low a tone of voice thathe was not 
distinctly heard. He then proceeded to say that it 
was to oppression that this country owed its inde- 
pendent existence as a nation. But “there were gi- 
ants in those days.” He did not attempt to com- 
pare abolitionists with the heroes of the revolution; 

ut he did say that human nature was the same the 
world all over, and that similar causes would pro- 
duce similar effects. : 

In relation to the 21st rule, he proposed to take a 

lain, practical, and common-sense view of it. 
hat was the opinion of their constituents on that 
subject? What was the opinion of the masses? 
‘What was the opinion of the people? He pretend- 
ed to know something of the people in his section of 
the country, for he was one of them. He mixed 
with them everywhere—in workshops, with the farm- 
er at the plough, and the laborer in the ditch. He 
knew all, for he was one of them, and he was so re- 
garded; and he undertook to say, in relation to this 
celebrated rule, that, with the masses of their con- 
stituents in the State of New York, there was no 
difference of opinion: they universally considered 
this rule right or wrong, an abridgmentof the right 
of petition, a restriction and limitation of that inval- 
uable right, and no one could convince them that it 
was nota restriction of the right of petition. 

The only plausible argument which he had heard 
on this subject, in this House, was, that where the 
petition prayed for an unconstitutional thing, it 
might be rejected, This he was not going to deny; 
but he would say that argument did not apply in this 
case, for he understood that Congress possessed au- 
thority over the whole subject in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. R. then referred to various authorities to show 
that Congress had the power to abolish slavery with- 
in the District of Columbia. The question of expe- 
diency was another matter upon which he should 
not attempt to say anything at present. Whether 
Congress ought to do it, was a question which, at 


from opposition. : The very. 


this time, he should not attempt to discuss. He‘ 


contended that Congress had the same power to 
abolish slavery within the District of Columbia, as 
the State of New York or Massachusetts had to 
abolish slavery within their respective jurisdictions. 
He thought there could be no doubt upon this point; 
no doubt had ever been expressed until very recently. 

But, in order to settle the question conclusively, 
he thought, to the minds of the majority of that 
House, he would cite the opinion of a distinguished 
man, “under whose banner the democracy of that 
House were now rallying, as he believed, to their cer- 
tain defeat. Mr. R. here read the opinions of Mar- 
tin Van Buren in relation to the power of Congress 
to interfere with the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in a letter addressed to a commit- 
tee of the citizens of North Carolina. 

The gentleman from the State of Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson, |:had seen fit the other day, when speak- 
ing upon this subject, to allude with a sneer, as he 
thought at the time, to the State of New York, and 
for William H. Seward. With all due respect to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, he must be permitted 
to say, that he probably understood the politics of 
his own State rather better than he did those of the 
State of New York, or the character of William H. 
Seward. Governor Seward, when he wasa candidate, 
was addressed by the abolitionists on the subject of 
abolition, and he gavea flat and unqualified dissent 
to all the prominent articles of their creed. It was 
true, that his administration had given satisfaction, 
in some respects, to the abolition party, as it had 
most assuredly to a large majority of the State 
Why did the gentleman sneeringly allude to W. H. 
Seward? What was he? The very soul of honor; 
aman filled by the prodigality of nature with all 
the riches of intellect and virtue, sown broadcast in 
his composition; a man whose reputation had never 
been soiled by a breath of reproach: he was not only 
pure, but, like Cæsars wife, above suspicion. In 


early agë he planted himself in western New York, 
among a population distinguished by their intelli- 
gence and énterprise; and, by the energy of his 
mind and strength of his character, hè rose to em- 
inence and distinction; and at the early age of thirty- 
seven, he was elected governor of the empire State. 
He was twice elected governor; but this was not 
the proper time to speak of his administrations. 
Suffice it to say, that his name stood high in the 
annals of- his State. But to sneer at W. H. Sew- 
ard, as Tristram Burgess was wont to say—there 
was more wisdom in his little finger than in the 
brains of his political assailants. He belonged to 
the true nobility of nature—to the peerage of intel- 
lect—and was adorned by the heraldry of virtue. 
Were New York now called upon to present her 
jewels, the name of Seward would be one of the 
purest gems that would glitter in the diadem of her 
greatness. 

Where did all this sneering come from? It came 
from Mississippi. Now he humbly conceived, with 
all due deference to the gentlemen from Mississippi 
on that floor, that Mississippi was the very last State 
in the Union that should attempt to sit in judgment 
on the characters of her sister States. The gentle- 
man thought that abolitionism was pregnant with 
mischief, and black with dishonor. What did the 
gentleman think of repudiation? War, pestilence, 
and famine, or any other evil, might be inflicted, and 
the recuperative energies of the country would be 
sufficient to renew, restore, and revive its prosper- 
ity; but where was the medicine that should heal 
the wounded honor of the country? Where was the 
hand that should wipe from her Traw the damning 
leprosy of broken promises and. blasted fame? 
Where was the arm long enough and strong enough 
to pluck up drowning honor by the lock? When 
the obligations of a government became false as 
dicers’ oaths, that government voluntarily goes 
down to that depth of degradation from which there 
is no hope of arising. It was'a moral and political 
death. It was the unforgotten and unforgiven sin, 
for which there was no recording angel, in the 
beautiful language of Sterne, to drop a tear as he 
writes it down, and blot it out forever. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished, before the gentleman 
left that part of the subject, to be permitted to make 
an explanation in reply. : 

Mr. RODGERS observed that he had only ten 
minutes left him; and his remarks on repudiation 
were general—making no personal allusion to the 
gentleman or his State, he assured him. Mr. R. 
went on to say that he wished to refer to some re- 
marks of the gentleman from South Carolina, who 
made a very extraordinary speech, but should not 
have time to do so. He should, however, take the 
opportunity to allude to the speech of the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. De.iet,] made yesterday, 
which, he was free to say, was the best speech 
made on that side of the question—a speech charac- 
terized by a great deal of ingenuity, and eloquence, 
and force of mind. But the gentleman was mista- 
ken in the allusion which he made to the 
authority of Mr. Madison. The gentleman spoke 
of Mr. Madison as having said, in one of his 
speeches in the convention of Virginia, that abolish- 
ing slavery in this District would be a usurpation of 
power by Congress. That speech, however, was 
made in reply to a speech of Mr. Henry, and a re- 
ference to these speeches would show that they both 
referred to the abolition of slavery in the States, 
which he, as well as all the abolitionists, would ad- 
mit would be a usurpation of power by Congress. 
No abolitionist that he ever heard of had ever asked 
for the abolition of slavery in the States. Mr. R. 
then read some extracts from the speeches of Mr. 
Madison and Patrick Henry; at the conclusion of 
which, his remarks were cut short by the Speaker’s 
announcing that the hour had expired. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and gave notice that he 
should withdraw his motion to recommit the report, 
and offer an amendment instead. 


PRE-EMPTIONS. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to reduce and graduate the 
price of the public lands in favor of settlers and culti- 
vators; which was read twice and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and the bill and accompa- 
nying report were ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


_ On motion of Mr. VANCE, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. 
JoszrH R. IncersoLL in the chair,) for the con- 
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sideration of private. bills; and the following having 
been considered, were laid aside to be reported: 

A bill for the relief of James C. Hallock. ` 

A bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones and others. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Harrison. 

A bill for the relief of Enoch McDaniel. 

A bill for the relief of James Reid. 

A bill for the relief of William Ellery. 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Success. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Folger. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

A bill for the relief of William Augustus Atlee. 

A bill for the relief of George M. Jones. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dean. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Fessenden. 

A bill for the relief of Jervis Foote. 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bonnel. 

`A bill for the relief of Frederick Hopkins, 

A bill for the relief of John Farnham. 

A bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge. 

A bill for the relief of Levi Colmus. 

A bill for the benefit of Joseph Watson. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Justice. 

A bill for the relief of Levi Eldridge. 

A bill for the relief Adam L. Mills. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Grant, Sarah Grant, 
Israel P. Stone, and Emily Pinkham, owners of the 
fishing schooner Jane and Mary, of Cape Porpoise, 
Maine. 

A bill for the relief of Robert G. Ward. 

A bill for the relief of Walcott A. Strong and 
Pierre. S. Derbanne. : 

A bill granting a pension to Milley, an Indian wo- 
man of the Creek nation. 

A bill for the relief of George Wallis. 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Parker, widow of 
Jonathan Parker. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

A bill to authorize the entry of certain lands, oc- 
cupied by branch pilots of the port of New Orleans, 
and others in the State of Louisiana. 

‘A biil for the relief of John Reese. 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Denison. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dunham. 
bie bill for the relief of Louis Crouk, alias Cronk- 

ite. 

A bill granting a pension to Richard Elliot. 

On motion by Mr. VANCE, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of Benja- 
min Murphy, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. RAMSEY: The memorial of Thomas 
Bingham of Philadelphia, private in the late war, 
for his monthly pay. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: The petition of 78 
citizens of Perry and adjoining counties, Illinois, 
prayinga change in the mail-route from Shawnee- 
town to Bellville, 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of John J. Mul- 
ligan, asking a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, and stockholders of the Mansfield and 
Sandusky city railroad company, praying to he; al- 
lowed to import the iron for said road free of duty. 

By Mr. BOSSIER: The petition and other docu- 
ments of Messrs. C. L. Swayze and John L. Gar- 
rett, praying that their titles to lands therein de- 
scribed be perfected and legalized by an act of Con- 
gress; and that the government relinquish all title 
thereto: referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. DUNLAP presented the following resolution 
from the “Maine Temperance Union:” 

Resolved, That the ojec of the memorials on the 
subject of the spirit rations of the navy, now in gen- 
eral circulation, which pray for the repeal of that 
law, and recommend that a substitute be furnished, 
meets the hearty approbation of the Maine Tem- 
perance Union: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affaire. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


made by the presidin, 


Saturday, February 24, 1844. 
The announcement of the appointments by the 


Speaker to supply the vacancies in co es- hav 
ing been incorrectly made, we give. them here as 
officer: 
Foreign Affairs —Mr. Hammers, vice Mr. Gilmer 
resigned. : 

2 Ticini- Mr, Doverass, vice Mr. Wilkins re- 
signed. 

: Nival Affeirs.—Mr. Herricx, vice Mr. Wise re- 
signed. . 


THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER announced the business for the l 


morning hour to be the report of the Select 
Committee on the Rules, on which the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Drom@oots] had the floor. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and said, that yes- 
terday he announced his intention to withdraw 
his proposition to recommit the report of the 
Select Committee on the Rules, which has been 
so long pending, with the view of offering an 
amendment, which he proposed now to do. He did 
not propose, this morning, to do more than- submit 
the amendment, and toask that it might be printed, 
that the House might understand it; and then to 
move a postponement of the subject to some future 
morning. On Monday morning he understood this 
subject would not come up, as that day would be 
occupied with petitions or resolutions; but on Tues- 
day it might come up. This motion proposed to 
strike out all the report of the Select Committee after 
the words “viva voce,” in rule No. 13, and to substi- 
tute the amendment which he had prepared. 

He desired that the Clerk would read his amend- 
ment; but as it appeared to embrace nearly all the 
rules of the House, the reading was waived. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then, faving submitted his 


amendment, moved a postponement of the further 


consideration of the subject to Tuesday next. 

Mr. BARNARD said he should like to hear the 
amendment read before he voted on it inany way. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, too, expressed a wish to know 
how the 25th rule now stood. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and the House would find that he had 
substantially retained that rule, for it was but slightly 
changed in its phraseology. 

The Clerk read the rule as the gentleman from 
Virginia proposed it should stand, as follows: 


“No petition, memorial, resolution, or other pa- 
per, touching the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or in any State or Territory of the 
United States, or praying the interference of Con- 
gress inany way with the transfer or removal of 
slaves from or to any State or Territory of the 
United States in which slavery is authorized by 
law, shall be received by this House, or entertained 
by it in any way , whatever.” 

Mr. DROMGOOLE again remarked that it was 
substantially the same as the 2istrule. 

After a few words from Mr. WINTHROP, 

Mr. CAMPBELL suggested an amendment to 
the gentleman from Virginia, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he could not now de- 
cide what modifications he should make; but if the 
House would direct his amendment to be printed, 
the members would have time to consider it, and to 
suggest amendments, which could be considered 
when the entire subject should come up. He re- 
newed his motion to postpone until Tuesday, and 
that the amendment be printed. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, at the request of various 
gentlemen, entered into some explanations of the 
amendments which he proposed to make. 

Mr. ADAMS aiso made some observations there- 
on, but in solow a tone of voice as to be almost 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk. He was, however, 
understood to complain that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia would sweep away the re- 
sult of the Jabors the Select Committee; for, as he 
understood it, it was to strike out all from the 13th 
rule, to the end of the rules, which were fifty in 
number. He also spoke of some particular effects 
which would be produced by the amendments of 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE explained. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked what would be the effect 
of the previous question; and whether it would not 
cut off the motion to postpone, and bring the House 
to a direct vote on the pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that such 
would be its effect. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he had a word or two to 
say before he submitted that motion. It would af- 


4 subject ought not to be postponed. 


J 


e; 


e was of opinion, would not ag 
from the maniféstations of the “iesire of gentlemen 
to obtain the floor to speak on this Qist or B5th rule. 

He had not occupied the attention of the House 
upon this subject because he was uninterested in the 
debate which had been progressing, but because he 
deemed it a matter about which a discussion, if: not 
altogether unprofitable, was at least unnecessary. 
He believed that the people of this country had 
made up their minds upon the subject, and that they 
would prefer to see the House act upon it, and‘ es- 
tablish what were to be the rules of the House, and 
then go on with some efficient action as regards le- 
gislation. The House ought, by this time, to ‘have 
determined what should be the rules, under the con- 
trol of which the business of the House should 
progress. Andin offler that his position might not 

e misunderstood with regard to his rule, he would 
say that he would vote against the rules in any shape 
in which they might be presented, if this 2ist or 
25th rule, or any similar one, were embodied; and 
he would vote against such rule, and in favor of the 
others, if the question could be so divided. > 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question be- 
fore the House was upon the motion to postpone. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he was merely assigning 
reasons why the House should not postpone the 
subject, but being prepared, should come to a vate 
upon it; and one reason he was going to assign was, 
that there was nothing in the proposition of the 
gentleman from Virginia which required any further 
reflection, or new discussion, for there was no dis~ 
tinctive feature between the rules asthey now stand, 
and those proposed by the gentleman.” They were 
in no degree changed in any of their character- 
istics; he could not see whether the twenty-first 
rule, as the gentleman shaped it, was tweedle-dum or 
tweedle-dee. They had now an opportunity of vo- 
ting; and he, for one, was prépared. The 2ist rule 
was making abolitionists in his section of the coun- 
try every day, and he was desirous to arrest its in- 
fluence. The people, when they saw petitions turn- 
ed away from the doors of Congress, and came to 
consider the question of the right of petition, 
did not look into Hatsel; they held that it was aright 
incident upon the relation ‘between rulers and the 
people: 

Mr. HALE called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. SCHENCK said his course of remark was ir- 
regular; he would not pursue it, He would remark 
simply, that he -saw no reason why tthey should 
continue, day after day, and week after week, and 
month after month, debating a question, which, if 
they looked at the action of past sessions, it would 
be perceived had been discussed repeatedly and 
thoroughly. 

It must be fresh in the recollection of every one, 
that not long since, when a question of the utmost 
importance to the whole country was before the 
House, it was thought not unfair by the majority to 
prescribe how long that debate should continue, and 
on what day it should be terminated. If it was 
right, in that case, to limit the continuance of the 
discussion, it assuredly was equally so in this. Gen- 
tlemen must surely be prepared, by this time, to vote 
upon the question. 

Mr. SCHENCK was again called to order. 

He had been charged with being inclined to dis- 
order, but he thought the Chair would do him the 
justice to say, that he was not wandering from the 
question. He was endeavoring io show that the 
Tf there was 
propriety in calling the previous question upon the 
occasion he had mentioned, there was much more 
reason now, why this question should be no longer 
postponed. It was proposterous to Say, that the 
debate upon questions of great magnitude in the re- 
sult of which the whole country was interested, 
should be limited by the previous question, and that 
it could not be applied to a question upon which all 
must be prepared to vote. He demanded the pre- 
vious question, but withdrew the demand for a 
momentat the request of Mr. Houmes, upon the as- 
surance of that gentleman that he would renew the 
demand when he had concluded his remarks. 

Mr. HOLMES said he understood the’ motion 
before the House was to postpone the subject, and 


$18 


on the other hand, that there was a desire to stop 
the debate by the operation: of the’ previous ques- 
tion, if it could be done. -He did “not intend, if the 
subject'should be’ postponed, to- addressthe House 
onthe subject of the 2ist: rule, but he” did wish’ to 
say to his’ southern friends, and to the northern 


democracy, if they were sincere in their. professions, Ț 


that they qught to be on the alert. The whole debate 
had been carried on, as the gentleman from. Ohio had 
said, upon technicalities laid: down in Hatsel; and, 
with due deference to the southern portion of the 
House, a more idle debate, in his opinion, never 
had. been carried on.. He admitted the right of 

- petition A 
* The SPEAKER remarked that the question be- 
fore the House was for the postponement. 

Mr. HOLMES said he was merely speaking in 
reference to the ‘postponement. He admitted the 
right of petition; ‘but that right ceased when it be- 
came a crime. ‘That was his position. Every man 
possessed the right to carry arms; but that’ right 
ceased the very moment he presented his weapon 
to the breast of his fellow-citizen. g 

The SPEAKER requested the gentleman to con- 
fine his remarks to the question of postponement. 

Mr. HOLMES said he was averse to any further 
postponement. He cared not whether the rule was 
adopted or rejected; but what he desired’ was, that 
every man, both of the North and of the South, 
should show his hand. They were as well pre- 
pared to do it now as at any other period; and it 
was upon such showing that their future resolves 
must be taken. He wanted the question brought to 
an issue. “What was the question? It was nothing 
more than this: Whether the advocates of aboli- 
tion, like les amis des noirs of the revolution in Hayti, 
were going to convert this continent into a theatre of 
bloodshéd. He renewed the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. STEENROD moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, and that there be a call of the 
House. Upon this motion the yeas and nays were 
ordered. ; 

Mr. WINTHROP inquired whether, if the 
House were called, they would be able to avail 
themselves of that call, provided the morning hour 
should in the mean time expire? 

The SPEAKER remarked that the business now 
before the House could only be considered as the 
business of the morning hour. 

Mr. STEENROD then moved a suspension of 
the rules to enable the House to proceed with the 
business before them, until some disposition were 
made respecting it; and upon this question the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows—yeas 142, nays 36: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Belser, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhof, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Carroll, Causin, 
Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Da- 
na, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Gid- 
dings, W. Green, B. Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Haralson, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B., Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClelland, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, Mcflvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Patterson, 
Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, C. M. Reed, 
Reding, Kelfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. 
John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, Calch B. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sum- 
mers, Taylor, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Weller, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood- 
ward, Joseph A. Wright,and Yost—142. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Atkinson, Belser, Bidlack, Campbell, 
Reuben Chapman, Angustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, 
Richard D. Davis, John W. (Davis, Dillingham, Drom. 
goole, Karlee, Hamlin, Hammett, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkin,s Houston, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, David S. Reid, Russell, Simons, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Sykes, Thomasson, Thomp- 
son, Tucker, Vance, Wentworth, and Williams—36. 


The question then came up on the motion fora 
call of the House; and this question being put, was 
decided in the affimative. 

The roll having been called through, it appeared 
that 188 members answered to their names; and 

The absentees being next called, there appeared to 
be 190 members present. 

The officers of the House were then Wirected to 
close the doors of the hall; and the absentees were 
again called for the purpose of hearing excuses. 

Joseren H. Axnerson being called, 


Mr. RATHBUN offered, as an excuse for him, 


that he-had been called. home in consequence of in- 


f ig emo in his family. Excused. 


RCHIBALD H. ARRINGTON- being called, 
Mr. SAUNDERS offered for fim the same ex- 
cuse; and he was also excused. ~ 
{A message was here received from the President, 
by Mr. Jonn TYLER, jr., his private secretary. 
Mr. HOLMES moved that it be now read, ob- 
serving that he understood it to be of an important 


‘character; but, on learning that his motion could not 


be received at this stage of the proceedings of the 
House, Mr. H. withdrew it.] : 

Mr. DAVIS moved that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. Negatived. 

Jeremtan Brown was called. j 

-SamueL CurLron was called; when 

Mr. SUMMERS offered, as an excuse forhim, 
thathe was called home by necessary business. 
Excused. : 

Duncan L. Crincn was called; when 

Mr. STEPHENS offered, as an excuse for hin, 
that he had left the House this morning to attend to 
some necessary business at one of the executive 
departments. Not excused. 

Joun B. Dawson was called. 

Mr. SLIDELL stated that he was detained at his 
lodging by indisposition though not of a serious 
nature. He had been in the House the day before 
yesterday. Excused. i 

Srernen A. Dovetass of Illinois was called. 

Mr. WENTWORTH offered as an excuse for 
him, that he was detained at his lodgings by indis- 
position. Excused. 

Mr. Prick was excused on account of sickness, 
on the motion of Mr. IRVIN. 

Mr. Cuar.es J. Inerrsout was also excused for. 
the same reason, on the motion of Mr. JOSEPH R. 
INGERSOLL. 

Mr. J. P. Kewnepy was next called. 

Mr. WETHERED moved that he be excused on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. CAMPBELL observed _that the gentleman 
from Maryland had been in the House this morning. 

Mr. WINTHROP said, on behalf of Mr. KEN- 
NEDY, that he left his house, for the first time for 
many months, to attend Congress; and perhaps a 
change of air had rendered him unable to attend. 

[Cries of “oh! that won’t do.” 

The SPEAKER put the question, and the gentle- 
man was not excused. 

[When the doors were thrown open, ata later hour 
of the day, the gentleman walked into the House, 
with some others who had been excused on account 
of ee 

Mr. McKay, chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, was excused, he being in his 
committee room, engaged in his important duties. 

Mr. Mactay was excused, he being necessarily 
absent, under peculiar circumstances, as explained 
by Mr. MURPHY. 

Mr. Moone was excused on account of sickness, 
which was well known to have been very severe 
during a great part of the session. 

Mr. Leonarp was next called. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that he be excused. He 
said Mr. Leoyarp left this city a week ago, and was 
expected back by the 11 o’clock train this morning. 

Cries of “Why, that’s no excuse!” 
he House refused to excuse him. 

Mr. E. J. Morris the House also refused to ex- 
cuse. 

Mr. Puantx, who has been long very sick, was 
oe on the motion and explanation of Mr. 

ISH. . 

Mr. A. H. Reap was excused on account of sick- 
ness, on the motion of Mr. BIDLACK. 

Mr. Ropney, Mr. Roserr Smita, and Mr. JERE- 
mian Brown, were also excused. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK said there seemed to be a full 
attendance of the House; and therefore he moved all 
further proccedings uuder the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS said he should like to know 
how many were absent. 

The Clerk read the names of the gentlemen whom 
the House had refused to excuse as follows: 

Duncan L. Circu, D. W. Dickinson, Jno. P. 
Kenyepy, Moses G. Leoxaro, Jos. J. McDow- 
ELL, E. J. Morris, and Heyry Nes. 

The SPEAKER put the question on suspending 
all further proceedings; and it was decided in the af- 
firmative by a majority of 84 to 78. 

The doors were then thrown open; and Mr. Daw- 
son, Mr. J. P. Kenwepy, and some others, entered 
and took their seats, i 


- man from showing his hand. 


The SPEAKER then put the question on the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. STEEN- 
RoD;} to lay. the whole subject on the table; on 
which the yeas and nays were called and ordered. 

Mr. HOLMES inquired if he understood that, by 
laying the subject on the table, it would hinder any 
[Laughter.} 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus—yeas 82, nays 112: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Belser, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhof, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, 
Cobb, . Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Del- 
let, Duncan, Ficklin, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Jame- 
son, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McKay, Mathews, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Payne, Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Russell, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, Slidell, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, and 
Woodward--82. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Brengle, 
Brodhead, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Gid 
dings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, P. B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, Me- 
Causlen, McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert 
Smith, John T.' Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Summers, Sykes, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Whea- 
ton, White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Jos. A. 
Wright, and Yost—112. 


So the motion to lay on the table was negatived. 

Mr. BLACK inquiced if it was in order to move 
to amend the report of the committee. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON requested the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] to withdraw his demand for 
the previous question, to enable him to offer an 
amendment to the amendment now pending, by sub- 
Stituting the following: that the rules of the last 
Congress shall be adopted by this House, except 
the 21st, and that all petitions in relation to the abo- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia and the 


Territories, shall be received and laid upon the table 
without debate. 


Mr. SCHENCK said he could not think for a 
moment of withdrawing his demand for the previous 
question for the purpose of admitting any such 
amendment as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. LEWIS said he desired to speak upon that 
proposition. 

Mr. COBB inquired what would be the effect of 
sustaining the previous question. 

The SPEAKER replied that the effect would be, 
tobring the House to a vote, first upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, and 
then upon the acoption of the report. 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, tellers were demanded and ordered, and Messrs. 
TIARALsoN and GRINNELL were appointed; and hav- 
ing counted the votes, they reported 69 in the affirm- 
ative and 90 in the negative. So the demand for 
the previous question was not seconded. 

The question recurring on the motion to postpone 
the further consideration of the subject until Tues- 
day next— 

Mr. HUNT demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, i 

Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order. The 
House had, by a solemn vote, suspended the rules 
for the purpose of proceeding to determine this 
question; and now it was proposed, by the vote of 
a bare majority, to postpone its ‘consideration. 
He desired to know whether, in the opinion of the 
Chair, a bare majority was sufficient to postpone a 
subject which two-thirds had determined should be 
considered? 

Being answered in the affirmative, 

Mr. WHITE observed that he would not take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, for he knew 
very well it would be sustained; but he could as- 
sure the Speaker that he would find no precedent 
for such a decision. 


The SPEAKER said he would promise the gen- 


teman to produce an authority for his decision. 


The yeas and nays being then taken, resulted as 
follows—yeas 88, nays 102: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Belser, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, J. Black, J. A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, R. Chapman, A. A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cross, Dana, Dan- 
iel, J. W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Byram Green, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatriek, Labranche, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, McKay, 
Mathews, J. Morris, Murphy, Owen, Payne, Emery D, Pot- 
ter, David S. Reid, Reding, Relte, Ritter. St. John, Saun- 
ders, ;Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas 
‘Smith, Steenrod, §Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, and Willisms— 
88. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Benton, Brengle, J. Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
M. Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causm, Cling- 
man, Cranston, Cullom, G. Davis, R. D. Davis, Deberry Del 
let, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hardin, Harper, Hoge, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, 
W. Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
A. Johnson, J. P. Kennedy, D. P. King, Lyon, McCauslen, 
McClelland, Mcillvaine, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, New- 
ton, Norris, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, 
Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles 
M. Reed, Rhett, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wethered, Wheaton, 
White, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—102, 

The motion to postpone being negatived, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON inquired if his amendment 
would now be in order. 

The SPEAKER decided that it would be in or- 
der. 

Mr. CAMPBELL rose to a question of order. 
The House had already adopted the rules of the 
last Congress, and he thought therefore it would 
not be in order to re-adopt them. 

The SPEAKER remarked that he did not under- 
stand this proposition precisely in the light of the 
adoption of the rules of the last House, because it 
was proposed to make a modification. 

The rules having been read through, 

Mr. HARALSON observed that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia embraced very ma- 
ny subjects; and the proposition of the gentlemen 
from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] was to amend 
that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. observed that the gentleman 
from Tennessee was entitled to the floor. — 

Mr. HARALSON (with the permission of the 
gentleman from Tennessee) ely wished to re- 
mark that it was evident they could not understand 
the matter before them from merely hearing the 
amendment read at the Clerk’s table; and he there- 
fore moved that the House adjourn, with the view 
of giving every member an opportunity of knowing 
what he was about to vote on. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE requested the gentleman 
from Georgia to withdraw his motion, to allow him 
to move for the printing of the amendment; which 
ee being complied with— 

r. DROMGOOLE moved that the amendment 
be printed. : . 

The SPEAKER having put the question to the 
Hoase, i be En . ; 

Mr. BARNARD inquired if the motion was in 
order. : k : 

The SPEAKER said the motion to print alone 
was not strictly in order, while there was another 
motion pending. It could only be entertained by 
general consent. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL observed that the motion was 
received, and not objected to, and the question was 
put by the Chair. He thought it too late for the 
gentleman from New York to raise the question of 
order. . 

Mr. ADAMS (after some remarks which were 
wholly inaudible to the reporter) observed that there 
was, independent of the report of the majonty of 
the committee, a report of the minority also, which 
contained a great number of rules, as an amend- 
ment, as he supposed, to the majority report, and 
concluding with two or three resolutions, one of 
which provided that a certain portion of the mem- 
bers of the House, representing certain States of the 
Union, and a certain section of the country, should 
have a convention, agreement, or treaty among 
themselves, which was to be followed by an ultimate 
convention of all the States of the Union, for the 
purpose of amending the constitution. 

Here what followed in Mr. A.’s remarks was 
jaaudible to the reporter, till he made an allusion 
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was to show Hector that Achilles was Achilles still. 
This gentleman (Mr. A. said) was now oing to 
Brazil, to join with the British minister there in a 
remonstrance against the slave trade, and to induce 
that government to close forever the market of Bra- 
zil against the importation of slaves, unless imported 
from Virginia. e wished to know, if the report of 
the: majority were set aside, whether the report of 
the minority of the committee would take its place. 
pe spoke at some length, but hé was not distinctly 
eard. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied; and in the course of 
his remarks, said the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
himself the author of a code of rules, must know 
that the report of the minority could not take the 
place of the report of the majority; for the minority 
of a committee could report nothing for the action of 
the House. The minority could only state its 
views, and the grounds on which it dissented from 
the majority. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
need not disturb his quiet on that account. But the 
motion now was to print; and he could not conceive on 
what ground any gentleman could found an objection 
to such a motion. Was it desired to suppress in- 
formation, and on that ground to obtain the few 
votes of gentlemen who, not having read the amend- 
ment, might not feel disposed to sustain it, without 
first understanding it? They had been told that it 
was desired that there should be a fair, direct vote 
on this subject; but to this end it was necessary that 
the amendment should be presented, that gentlemen 
might examine it, and compare it with the report of 
the minority, and the existing rules. He hoped that 
all opposition to the motion to print would be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON thought there had been talk 
enough on this subject; and therefore he moved the 
previous question. 

Mr. CHAPMAN desired to say a few words, in 
consequence of some allusion which had been made 
to him by the gentleman from Massachusetts; and 
therefore he requested the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to withdraw, for a few minutes, the motion for 
the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON assented, on condition that 
the gentleman from Alabama would renew it. 

Mr. CHAPMAN then, as one of the minority of 
the committee whose report was before the House, 
made some remarks in reference to an attack made 
on the minority of the committee by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and then re- 
newed the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER put the question on that motion, 
and there was a second; 86 voting in the affirmative, 
and 65 in the negative. 

The motion to print was also agreed t>, and the 
House adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. BOSSIER: The petition of Thomas H. 
Lewis and forty-eight other citizens, and members 
of the bar, praying Congress to pass a law increas- 
ing the salary of the marshal of the western district 
of the State of Louisiana: referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files, and 

resented the petition and papers of Colonel Moses 

right, of Wayne county, Kentucky: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail- 
route from Chicago, via Monroe, Elk Grove, Wick- 
life, Milers Grove, Cornishville, Crystalville, 
Hartland, Wedgewood, Walworth, Darien, and 
Fairfield, to Jonesville, Wisconsin: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, 
for aroute from Ottawa, via Monroe, Elk Grove, 
Wickliffe, Miller’s Grove, Cornishville, -Crystal- 
ville, Hartland, Wedgewood, Walworth, Darien, 
and Fairfield, to Jonesville, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. HUBARD: The petition of F. Johnson, 
the heir of Drury Holland, for arrears of pension; 
which was appropriately referred. Also, the peti- 
tion of Wm. Hackworth, for bounty lands; which 
was referred to the proper committee. ~ 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of 
Amos Lane and one hundred and fifty others, 
citizens of the city of Lawrenceburg, Indiana, repre- 
senting the propriety of removing the surveyor gen- 
eral’s office from the city of Cincinnati to the city of 
Lawrenceburg, on the score of economy. They 
represent the latter place of easy access, (being on 
the Ohio river,) rents, fuel, and living cheaper in the 


to Mr. Wise, and spoke of him as the ‘Achilles who 


laiter than the: former. -They also -remonsti 
against the- removal-of sald -ofice to` the State 
Michigan; as being unjust and incónvenient to thé 
people of the State of Ohio and Indiana. : The pi pus 
ation of Ohio and “Indiana is 2,202,781, and’ the’ 
population of Michigan is only 211,705. ‘They’ 
think, from: the population and ‘the ‘interest of the.” 


, people of Ohio and Indiana, that they are entitled:to’ 


the office; and praying, if a removal is made, (for the 
reasons given, and others apparent, ) that it should‘be ` 
removed to the city of Lawrenceburg, Indiana.” 
_ By Mr. FICKLIN: The-memorial and’ proceed-. 
ings of a public meeting held at the town of Mar-' 
shall, on the 10th of February, 1844, relative to the 
construction of the Cumberland road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the State 
of the Union. : ' 
By Mr. DUNLAP: The memorial of citizens of 
Portland, Maine, for a marine hospital at that place, ` 


heretofore referred: referred to the Committee « 
i È e on 
Naval Affairs. i i 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, February 26, 1844. 


_Mr. WRIGHT presented two memorials from 
citizens of Onondaga county, New York, asking 
Congress to make a grant of land for improving the 
Wisconsin and Fox rivers, and to connect the game 
by a canal, so as to connect by navigable communi- 
cation the upper Mississippi and the northern lakes: 
laid on the table—a bill for the purpose being now 
before the Senate. 

Also, presented a petition from Prime, Ward, and 
King, praying that Congress will indemnify them: 
for two treasury notes, which they received in the 
course of their business, which were of those sto- 
len at New Orleans: referred to the Committee on- 
Finance. . 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Milli- 
kan, Ford, and others, of Louisiana, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law authorizing them to enter back 
lands: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. B. gave notice that, on to-morrow, he would 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act enti- 
tled “An actin relation to lands sold in the Greens- 
burgh Jate (St. Helena) land district, and authoriz- 
ing the return of money to individuals who pur- 
chased land there, for which they have received. 
no patents, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented documents in sup- 
ort of the claim of the representatives of Dr. Jno. 
Touston: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 

ary Claims. 

r. UPHAM presented a memorial from Eben- 
ezer Swan, in support of his claim for a pension; 
which, with the adverse report heretofore made on 
the subject, was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from William 
H., Freeman, asking that the Senate will make a 
call for the proceedings of the court-martial in 
his case, and that the sentence against him may be’ 
annulled: referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made “an adverse report in the 
case of theadministrators of William Grayson for 
commutation pay. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of the 
widow of Albert Pawling; which was’ ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition 
of the widow of Elijah J. Weed, for an addition- 
al amount of pension; which was ordered to be 
printed. , g 

Mr. CHOATE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reporteda joint resolution to authorize the 
transmission of presents of books tothe minister 
of justice of France,"in exchange of books from him; 
whiëh was read, and ordered to a second reading; 
and the report accompanying it to be printed. 

Mr. BAGBY gave notice that he would ask leave, 
to-morrow, to introduce a bill concerning the 5 per 
cent. fand of the States of Alabama and Mississippi. 

The bill to grant a certain quantity of land to aid” 
in theimprovement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, 
and to connect the same by a canal in the Territory of 
Wisconsin, came up in order on the question of en- 
grossment; but, on motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, 
was postponed till Wednesday morning, to enable 
him to get certain information having a bearing upon 
the bill. 

The bill to increase the salary of the judges of the 


district-of Virginia, was read the second time. “ 

The bill:to authorize the Secretary. ofthe: Treas- 
ury to make. an arrangement or: compromise. with 
any of the sureties on-the bonds given to the United 
States by Samuel Swartwout, late collector -of the 
customs in the- port. of New York, was taken up 
and considered, as -in committee. of the whole, re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered ‘to be engrossed 
for a third reading. ` ‘i 

Mr. SEVIER: presented a petition from John 
Dillard, relative to his claim under a contract for sup- 
plying provisions to the Indians: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill requiring one of the judges of the circuit 
court for the District of Columbia to reside hereaf- 
ter at Alexandria, was taken up and considered, as 
in committee of the whole, reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

` The bill to incorporate the Georgetown College, in 
the District of Columbia, was taken up and consid- 
ered, as in committee of the whole, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 

The bill to direct. the disposition of certain un- 
claimed goods, wares, or merchandise, seized as be- 
ing illegally imported into the United States, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired what committee the 
bill was reported from. 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in consequence of a 
suggestion made-in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. It was to provide for the disposition 
of small parcels of goods seized in consequence of 
the infraction of the revenue laws; which, under the 
present law, cost the United States more than the 
value of the goods themselves. The object of the 
bill was to provide for the sale of parcels of goods 
of and under the value of $100, after such notice 
was given as was proper to enable persons to come 
forward to claim them. 


Mr. WOODBURY did not make the inquiry with 
any view of opposing the bill. He would merely 
suggest to the chairman, whether the bill ought not 
to be taken cognizance of also by the Finance Com- 
mittee. He threw out the suggestion, but would not 
move such a reference. 

The bill was, however, reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
to establish an armory, or dock-yard, at or near 
Memphis, inthe State of Tennessee. 


The bill t afford relief to certain contractors with 
the governnient—that is, extend to them the time for 
fulfilling the contracts for casting cannon and balls, 
&c., was taken up, as in committee of the whole. 

On motion by Mr. HAYWDOD, a blank in the 
bill was filled up with 12 months; thus extending 
the contracts that length of time. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD proposed an amendment to the 2d 
and 3d sections, exempting from the operation of 
these sections all contracts made or to be made for 
supplying cannon and balls. 


Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, on the 
suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy. Accord- 
ing to the construction given to the act of Congress 
remodeling the Navy Department, the Secretary has 
no discretion to grant an extension of time on con- 
tracts, as was the former usage. There were a 
number of petitions presented the committee praying 
for an extension of contracts. The committce direct 
ed him (Mr. Haywoop) to report a general bill pro- 
viding for all cases. He suggested to the senator 
from Delaware that it would be better to let the bill 
lie over till to-morrow, and prepare a new section, 
embracing the principle he wished to embody in this 
bill—that is, of granting extension of contracts, not- 
withstanding there may be persons ready to enter 
into new contracts to furnish the same articles at a 
rate 75 per cent. lower than they were furnished by 
the contracts proposed to be extended. If the Sen- 
ate was willing to extend these contracts without 
modification, and to pay 75 per cent. for the favor 
of granting the extension, he would have to remain 
satisfied. 

Mr. BAYARD said that his amendmen had not 
reference to any particular contract which had been 
made by the government. The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] was right in say- 
ing that obligations having been made on behalf of 


artiular companies to contract to furnish cannon 


~ and ball, the committee who had the bil under con- 
_ sideration, preferred, in consequence of a recommend-* 
ation of the Secretar 


1 of the Navy, reporting a 
general bill, with the limitations and guards contain- 
ed. in the second and -third sections; because it was 
not supposed that there would be any propriety in 
withholding an extension of these contracts, even if 
the government would, in point of fact, be able to 


_ have the<work. done at a cheaper rate now, than 


when the original contracts were. made. The bill, 
ag reported, was a very justand proper one; but it 
did not make that particular application to the case 
which he desired it should. 1e making of can- 
non was oneof the most important and difficult oP 
erations in the fabrication of implements of war. It 
wasa very expensive business, and required to be 
conducted with great caution and skill; and there- 
fore nothing on earth could be worse policy in the 
government than to let out contracts to the low- 
est bidder. So particular were the European 
powers in regard to this matter, that in the con- 
tracts which they entered into for the mak- 
ing of «annon, they always sent an officer of 
standing and experience, whose duty it was to 
watch every stage in the business, from the begin- 
ning to the end; and for the reason that the charac- 
ter of the cannon depended more on a thorough 
knowledge of the material of which it was fabri- 
cated, than upon any proof it could afterwards be 
subjected to. The test to which it was applied in 
proving it, might destroy the value of the weapon; 
and every proof certainly lessened its value, till an 
ounce of powder would cause it to explode. Noth- 
ing could be told by mere proof. The conclusion to 
which scientific men in Europe had come, was, 
that the great security consisted in a knowledge of 
the material of which the cannon was made; that it 
should be uniform, and of good quality; and thus, 
being assured of the excellence of the material, the 
subjection of every weapon to proof would not be 
necessary, afler the first had been tried. For this 
reason, nothing would be more unwise than this pol- 
icy of Jetting out contracts for the fabrication of can- 
non to the lowest bidder. The necessity for the 
amendment had grown out of the act of the last ses- 
sion, which required that all contracts should be let 
out to the lowest bidder. The department, in making 
its estimate for the last year, had adopted a uniform 

rice for cannons; for, from long experience, they 
knew at what price the manufacture could be safely 
conducted to insure good cannon; and he found, up- 
on turning to the report which came from the bureau, 
this year, that the estimated price of cannons was 
the very price which was to be given to the contract- 
or whose memorial was before the Senate and the 
committee when the act passed. 

Some years ago, at the suggestion of Mr. Poin- 
sett, who, at that time, presided.over the War De- 
partment, a commission was appointed for the pur- 
pose of visiting Europe, with a view to ascertain the 
manner in which cannon were fabricated for the use 
of the different governments. They visited all the es- 
tablishments of the kind in Sweden, France, England, 
and Austria; and upon their return, having thoroughly 
examined every mode, they made avery able and 
elaborate report to the department, which was sub- 
sequently introduced to the notice of the Senate, 
he believed, on the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benron.] Upon turning to page forty- 
eight of this report, it would be found that the sug- 
gestion which he (Mr. Bavaro] had made, was 
distinctly stated, as the result of their observation. 

Here Mr. B. read an extract from the report, 
showing that, from the observation of the commis- 
sion, a knowledge of the material of which can- 
nons were manufactured, was of more importance 
than any proof to which they could afterwards be 
subjected. This was the conclusion to which they 
had come. It would be seen that in most of the 
countries in Europe, except England, the can- 
nons were manufactured in national foundries; 
but in England, where contracts were made 
with private establishments, officers were inva- 
riably appointed by the government to exam- 
ine and oversee the choice of the material, 
and to superintend the progress of the work. The 
bill which was introduced at the last session of Con- 
gress, had more especially reference to supplies of 
provision and clothing; and it was not thought, in 
that overwhelming species of legislation for retrench- 
ment and reform, to exclude that particular portion 
which related to contracts for cannon. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy said, that inasmuch as Congress 
had passed a general law of that kind, excluding 


‘all’ contracts, it: was not competent for him to con- 
tinue,any particular contract. ‘The committee, under 
these circumstances, and at the suggestion of the 
Secretary, reported-this bill, with. an additional pro- 
vision. They said, in this provision, that contracts 
should be: extendéd, except where the articles could 
be had at a cheaper. rate than was provided for in 
the contracts proposed to be extended. There had 
been but one contract made. by the government, as ` 
he undersood. the case; and by that, the cannons 
were to be furnished at what he considered a very 
reduced rate; but he had been told that the price was 
sufficiently high to insure the best material and. 
workmanship; and upon turning to the report which 
was made by the bureau, he found that in estimating 
the number of cannons, they estimated these at the 
very pjece which had always been given. This 
estimate was founded upon a knowledge of the sub- 
ject, and the committee deemed that it would be suf- 
ficient to insure a faithful fulfilment of the contract, 
under the limitations which he had submitted 
to the consideration of -the Senate. The ob- 
ject was simply to examine into, and find by what 
contractors it would be most likely the work would be 
done in the best manner, and not alone in the cheap- 
est. Itdid not seem, however, to him, that it was 
at all necessary to change the present contract, by 
taking it from the company in Richmond, Virginia, 
and transferring it to another. That company had 
contracted for one hundred guns. They had sup- 
plied sixty of them. A. letter which he held in his 
hand, addressed to Commodore Crane, threw some 
light upon this subject, and he would read it. [Here 
Mr. Bayar read the letter referred to.] It would 
be seen that, in making a contract of this kind, it was 
not all iron which was fit for the purpose. It re- 
quired a particular description of iron. The best in 
Europe for that purpose, was the Swedish iron. The 
board of commissioners, who had visited Europe, 
reported that it had been proved by experiments, 
that its strength was most remarkable. Their great 
object was to ascertain the quality of that iron, 
which they succeeded in doing. It was found that 
the iron furnished by the company in Richmond, 
approached very nearly, in its peculiar properties, to 
the material of which the Swedish nine-pound trial 
guns were made, and which excited sö much sur- 

rise in consequence of their great strength. 
‘rom a report, which he held in his hand, it ap- 
peared the guns already furnished to this gov- 
ernment by the comprny, were highly satis- 
factory. The reason why the contract had not 
been fulfilled before the passage of the act 
which confined all contracts to the lowest bidder, 
was, that their furnace got out of order; otherwise 
they would have fulfilled their contract. Finding, 
however, that the guns which they made after this 
were not of the same quality as those made before, 
they suspended the work, for the purpose of repair- 
ing their furnace. They would now be ready to go 
on and fulfil their contract in a few months; and the 
only question was, whether this company should 
be permitted to furnish guns, and renew their con- 
tract, or whether the contract should be given to 
some other company? Past experience had shown 
that the cheapest cannon were not the best. It had 
also shown how necessary it was to*have instru- 
ments of war which could be depended upon. The 
bursting of cannon had been added with disasters 
too appalling to be forgotten? He recollected one 
case—on board the Essex, he believed. A gun 
which had been run out at the stern with a view to 
protect that part of the vessel, burst, and killed six- 
teen men. The consequenecs of such disasters were 
deplorable. It was not merely the loss of life which 
was to be considered, but the dispiriting effects and 
the dread which such accidents produced upon the 
minds of men having not only to contend against the 
guns of their enemy, but to run the risk of bein 
killed by those with which they hoped to defenc 
themselves. Mr. B. here referred to another case, 
which he read at some length, 

All this went to show how important it 
was that not only the guns should be of 
a proper material, but that the balls should also be 
of a proper material; for, in either case, if there was 
a deficiency, the consequence would still be the 
same. In the statement to which he had just referred, 
the ball itself being imperfect, it became wedged in 
the muzzle of the gun; and the result was, the gan 
exploded. It was, therefore, quite as important that 
the bal s should be made of proper material as the 
gun itself. Upon areview of the whole subject, he 
had adverted to the practice which prevailed in Eng- 
and in regard to this matter, and he would now re 
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ler to an authority possessing full knowledge upon 
fhe subject. 


-[Mr. B. here read an extract from the report of 
the board of commissioners.] 

This went to show the great importance of a 
knowledge of the material. Broof was not to be de- 
pended upon, because, each time a gun was fired, it 
lost strength; and, eventually, if used too long, it 
must burst, whether ten thousand or fifty thousand 
were the number of its discharges. There was no 
other security than that pointed out by the 
commission. Now, he asked, could there be 
anything more absurd than this policy of 
contracting for the suppiy of guns, with the 
lowest’ bidder? What authority would Congress 
have to send an officer to superintend the perform- 
ance of a work, which a contractor had pledged 
himself to do upon his own responsibility? None at 
all, if it went upon the principle that the lowest 
bidder should have the contract. The contractor 
being compelled to fulfil the contract, at a low rate— 
for he was to be paid at a low rate—would of course 
find it to his interest to attend the work himself, 
and not submit to the inspection of an officer. 

The object of the amendment was merely to ex- 
empt this particular species of contract for the fabri- 
cation of cannon and ball, from the operation of the 
second and third sections; and to provide that such 
contracts should only be extended, where others 
could be made, by which articles of as good a quality 
could be obtained at a lower rate. The bill, without 
the amendment, would be fatal to the only kind of 
contract which could be depended upon. 

On motion by Mr. SEMPLE—the morning hour 
having éxpired—the bill was postponed till to-mor- 
row. 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Semrxe, in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued be- 
tween the same parties, signed at London the 6th 
August, 1827. 

Mr. DAYTON being entitled to the floor in con- 
tinuation of his remarks of Friday, addressed the 
Senate for about an hour and a quarter. Before he 
resumed his argument he took occasion to correct 
a misapprehension relative to an expression he had 
used on Friday, with regard toa principle of the 
law of nations. He referred to a distinction between 
national rights; some of which involved national 
existence or national honor; others did not. The 
first class of national rights were essential rights, 
that could not be made subjects of negotiation; the 
other class, in which national existence, or national 
honor was not vitally involved, were considered 
subjects of negotiation. He desired to put himself 
right on -this point before he proceeded. 

‘When he closed his remarks on Friday, he was 
speaking of the character of the jurisdiction exer- 
cised by Great Britain in Oregon. He had said that 
the sortof jurisdiction she exercised there was ap- 
plicable to persons, rather than things. But he 
had also said, that in passing the act authorizing this 
jurisdiction, it was his own conviction, that Great 
Britain had gone too far; for, according to the terms 
ofthat act, the jurisdiction could be exercised over 
the whole of the northwest territories, not under the 
actual jurisdiction of any other government. For 
the purpose of illustrating this view, he called 
the attention of the Senate to the wording 
of the act itself; the several clauses of which he read, 
making no objection to them till he came to the sixth 
section, which was ‘that obnoxious to the charge of 
assuming jurisdiction overall the territory, (Russian 
and American, as wellas British) notactually under 
the jurisdiction ofany other State or Government. His 


object was, to show the Joose manner in which the ` 
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act was worded; for, he did not suppose the British 
government intended to carry that jurisdiction so far, 
nor was he aware that there was any just ground of 
complaint for any act done either to persons or 
property, under that. clause of the act. And, al- 
though another portion of the act might seem to 
favor the idea that jurisdiction was intended over 
property as connected with lands; yet.it must be 
considered that there is a sort of property of that 
kind, not claimed in fee, but in temporary posses- 
sion; such, for instance, as the occupation of a plat 
of land on which a fisherman spreads his’ nets to 
dry, from which he 1s not to be wantonly dispos- 
sessed while so occupied; or such a possession as a 
ship has of its anchorage, though on the common 
element open to other ships when not pre-occupied. 
He had read somewhere of a practice recognised 
among the wandering tribes of the deserts in Arabia, 
where, when the camp of a tribe or caravan is 
pitched for the night, the flag of its country is raised 
at the head of the camp, and is respected by all 
other wayfarers. This, he presumed, was the sort of 
jurisdiction meant by the act extending the laws of 
Canada to the northwest territory. 


As to passing this resolution, he asked, did not 
the same reasons exist now that had existed for the 
last twenty-five years for letting the present conven- 
tion remain in force? If Great Britain, under the 
act of jurisdiction, attempts any infringement on the 
convention, let us complain first; and, if not re- 
dressed, it will be time enough to adopt the resolu- 
tion. There would then be some question upon 
which we could proceed for holding Great Britain 
responsible, either for her own acts, or those of her 
Hudson Bay company. He recollected reading of 
the extreme sensitiveness of some of the continental 
power of Europe, with regard to the custom in 
England of calling its monarch King, Defender of 
the Faith, &c., of England, Ireland, France, &c., 
which tempted Napoleon once to say that the King 
of England might fancy himself King of France, if 
he pleased, but he dared not set foot on the soil over 
which he claimed jurisdiction. Now, whatever 
might be the interpretation of these objectionable 
clauses in the British act of Parliament relating to 
the jurisdiction to be exercised over Oregon, the 
fact was that the act had been in existence for 
twenty odd years without being applied to our in- 
wy; for he had never heard that any of our citizens 

ad been seized under it and carried to Canada in 
chains, nor had any trial taken place affecting the 
lands or property in possession of our citizens, 
Was it not, therefore, fair to infer, that if such juris- 
diction had been intended, (as, undoubtedly, might 
be attempted accerding to the wording of the act,) 
frequent opportunities could have been found of put- 
ting it in force, If four or five hundred of our citi- 
zens had lost their lives in the territory by violence, 
it was to be attributed to something else. 


He next called the attention of the Senate to the 
character of the joint oecupation of the territory, with 
a view of showing that the sort of occupation which 
Great Britain exercised, was that recognised by the 
language of the treaty of Nootka sound. Itis an 
occupation of settlement for hunting, fishing, and 
trading—not for egricultural colonization. She had 
‘not a fort in the territory. Some of her citizens had 
stockades to defend themselves against Indians, and 
protect their property from depredations;butthey were 
private defences, not fortifications belonging to the 
British government. Great Britain had in no way 
shown a disposition to seize upon the territory as her 
own. For fifty years she had merely pursued those ob- 
jects for which alone even the joint occupancy could 
‘be considered of any consequence to her. Her ciu- 
zens were not accumulating there, while ours were. 
Their object is merely that of trapping, hunting, 
and trading, which are pursuits authorized by the 
treaty of joint occupation. He believed she had 
acted in good faith with regard to her treaty stipn- 
lations with us inthat joint occupancy. "The ag- 
gregate of her citizens there did not exceed 1,000, 
made up of British subjects, natives of Canada, 
half breeds, and persons employed by the Hudson 
Bay company. Now, be woull ask, was that a 
sort of population calculated to make an agricultu- 
ral colony? Their’ avocations were inconsistent 
with agricultural pursuits. The senator from In- 


| honor. 


| 
| 


! the question at issue- 


diana, indeed, thought the policy.of Gréat Britain 
in colonizing was not always for agricultural pur- 
poses, and asked was that the. object. for which she.” 
seized upon Gibraltar and other. places of that de: 
scription. Such cases were not in point. There 
could be no similarity between them. and the joint . 
occupancy of Oregon. She does not want. Oregon 
as a place of settlement or defence. Oe eens 

The senator from Indiana himself had stated that 
our Citizens were going there.at the rate of ten.thou- 
sand a year, which fully justified the senator from _ 
Massachusetts [Mr. Cxbars in saying. that, in. 
twenty years, the whole territory would be ours by 
actual possession. England knows this; it is she 
that ought to feel, and did feel that, whatever claim 
she might have, it would be lost in this occupancy 
of our citizens; and it was undera conviction of 
this, that she had sent her special minister here to 
negotiate fora settlement, before she is entirely oust- 
ed by our agricultural colonization. 

Mr. D. here went into a statistical review of the 
present value of the fur trade in the Oregon country, 
with a view of showing that it is so insignificant that 
it can be of no nagional moment to thi country, and 
that it would not, on that acgount, justify the ex- 
pense to this government of military outposts, troops, 
and munitions of war, for protecting it as a United 
States colony. Great Britain was not at a dollar of 
expense for protecting her citizens; they protected 
themselves as employees of the Hudson Bay com- 
pany. He therefore submitted that there was noth- 
ing of national policy or national interests that de- 
manded of this government to recede from the exist- 
ing convention, and incur such an unnecessary.ex- 
pense as its abrogation would involve the ‘country 
in, Let the Oregon Territory alone, and it will 
drop into our hands, just as certainly as the fruit, in 
due season, drops from the tree. 


When he read an extract from the Louisville 
Journal, on Friday, he thought he perceived, by the 
manner in which 1t was received by the gentleman 
on the other side, that it was thought lightly of; but 
he should now call their attention to an authority 
the gravity of which they would not disp. t:—that of 
the Christian Advocate; from which he reed extracts, 
giving a most discouraging, if not, revoltiny, charac- 
ter of the Oregon couutry. He also called to the 
recollection of the speech delivered by Mr. Bates, of 
Missouri, in the other House, a few years back, 
characterizing the territory in such terms as he 
would not repeat. He did not, himself, believe in 
these extremes; but he was sure he could not be mis- 
taken in the estimate he put upon the country, which 
was, that there were no national interests which de- 
manded of us the interruption of the existing, con- 
vention, which the resolution now before the Senate. 
proposed to abrogate. ' 


A great part of the argument of the two senators 
[Messrs. Arcuison and HENNE referred to the 
honor and glory of the thing. Now, when the 
honor and the glory of this country were at issue, 
he was ready to go as far as any man living in sua- 
taining them. He with confidence said the same 
for his friends. But both he and they believed they 
could be best preserved by continuing the present 
convention, till such.an adjustment could be made 


| by negotiation as we could honorably ratify. 


The senator from Indiana had made a very forci- 


| ble and eloquent argument; but it resolved itself into 


a mere syllogism, that the territory was ours, as we 
all agreed it was; and, therefore, we had no need to 
negotiate about it; that we could not negotiate with 
out the risk of having to give up some portion of the 
territory; and that to give up one inch of it would 
be dishonorable—it would be a loss of national 
Now it seemed to him (Mr. D.) that this 
was a mere begging of the question. To give up 
Oregon, or any part of our undisputed right to it, 
was not a question entertained by him, or 
any gentleman at his side of the chamber. 
They had entertained no argument m favor 
of giving it up. Any argument, therefore, 
founded on that see eae was aside from 

hat question was, that the 
existing convention is discreditable to the Unired 
States. If it is, who made it so? Who made the 
convention? Who ratified it? and who suffered it 
it to continue forthe last five and twenty years, 


the convention, for the purpose of showing: that the 
friends. of the: resolution; and. the West: in. particu- 
lar, had. all along. countenanced and -supported the 
convention. He exempted, however, “the Senator 
from: Missouri, tere Benton,] who did not come 
into the Senate til 1820, two years after the conven- 
tion of 1818 had been ratified; and he referred to that 
Senator's speeches of 1825, in acknowledgment of the 
perfect consistency which he had uniformly maintain- 
ed in advocating and urging the occupation of the 
territory by the government of the United States.. 

There was no part of the arguments on the other 
side, which'surprised “him more than that of the 
Senator from{Indiana, who cl nie the honor of this 
country was so deeply involved in retaining the utmost 
claims of the United States to ‘the territory of Ore- 

on, that, sooner than negotiate‘away a particle of 
those claims, he would rather accept the Upotia. 
Spoken of by the Senator from South Carolina the 
other day. ; 

Mr. HANNEGAN interposed to say, that his 
expression was, that he would embrace the Utopia 
of the Senator from South Carolina, sooner than 
sink the honor of this country, by yielding to the 
threats or fear of Great Britain. 

_ Mr. DAYTON. The Senator contended a nego- 
tiation involved a giving up of the territory; and 
sooner than that, he would accept the Utopia. 

Mr. HANNEGAN tagain interposed to say, that 
sooner than render up a foot of territory against our 
our will, at the demand of Great Britain, he would ac- 
cept the Utopia of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina; sooner than see our national honor and char- 
acter so sacrificed, he would embrace, not alone 
the three confederacies, but a division into separate 
republics, It would be a surrender of the territory, 
if, at the demand of Great Britain, any portion of 
the country’s rights was forcibly extorted; sooner 
than submit to which, he would’ prefer a military 
despotism capable of protecting our rights. 

Mr. DAYTON did not believe he misunderstood 
the senator; he certainly had no desire to misrepre- 
sent him. He clearly understood him to mean, that 
a forcible surrender of some part of the territory was 
to be the consequence of the negotiation; and that 
therefore, sooner than that, he would prefer a dis- 
memberment of this Union. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Yes, when the negotiation is 
accepted as an alterative to avoid war, if it arises 
from a fear of war. 

Mr. DAYTON thought that brought the matter 
to a point; if a portion of the territory is given up by 
negotiation, how could it be ascertained that it was 
from any apprehension of war? That could not be 
known. The question was, whether, if, in the nego- 
tion any part of the territory was to be given up, the 
senator would prefer the dissolution of the Union to 
the i aes of a treaty based on that negotiation. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presumed no other senator 
so understood him. 

Mr. DAYTON would be very happy if he was 
mistaken, for he feared this Union would be held 
together by a mere gossamer web, if the acceptance 
of a treaty made by deliberate negotiation was to 
be cause for its dismemberment. If the senator dis- 
claimed that, he accepted the disclaimer; from the 
bostom of his heart he accepted it, 

Mr. HANNEGAN protested against having made 
any disclaimer of the sentiments he had uttered; 
the gentleman’s acceptance was quite gratuitous; he 
(Mr. FL.) made no disclaimer. 
<- . Mr. DAYTON conceived there was no occasion 
for bandying words about the matter. 

r, D. then adverted to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, in reference to the con- 
spicuous part New England had always taken in 
maintaining the honor of the country; and dwelt for 
some time on the part New Jersey had taken in the 
struggle of the revolution. He called to mind many 
of the galant deeds of the North and East, both by 
sca and land; with a view of showing that these 
portions of the Union were not less forward than 
the West, when occasion required to stand forth in 
defence of national rights and national honor. 

Mr. D. next reviewed the consequences of a war 
with Great Britain on the subject of the Oregon 
Territory; and depicted the advantages which she 
would possess in such an event, and the disad- 
vantages under which we would labor. He enume- 
rated the squadrons she would have in the Pacific, 
ihe ships of war, steamers, and capability of trans- 
perring troops from China at a moments warn- 


t f] ing, with“ supp! 
tory of | 


| of war, supposing that 


lies. and. munitions- of . war,.-all 
easily transported’ by- sea; whilst “we would 
have to. traverse 5,000. miles: of prairie, mud, 
deserts; - and volcanic regions of: the Rocky 
mountains, without the’ probability. of taking 
adequate ` supplies of provisions ‘or ‘munitions 
e battle was to be fought 
on the plains of Orego: 


heavy artillery, and battering trains of England, 


|. backed by her fleets on the Pacific? What occa- 


sion was there for all this, when an honorable ne- 
gotiation was open to us and at our very door? 
Great Britain comes to us with the olive branch of 
peace; not with her lion rampant to seize what is 
ours; but to negotigate between what she believes 
to be her rights and we believe to be our rights. 
It is a question of mere neotiation, not of battle. 


` He trusted the messenger of amity would be met in 


a reciprocal spirit of friendship and good feeling; 
and if the existing difficulty can be settled in peace 
and with honor to both parties, in'God’s name let 
it bedone. The day was 
do battle against each other, save in cases of the 
last extremity. 


What an incongruous spectacle of legislation did 
we, present! We were reducing our army to the 
lowest limit of a peace establishment, while taking 
measures to render: necessary additional military 
posts, if nota preparation for war. We are discuss- 
ing the tariff policy with a view to opening our 

orts to the free trade of the world; yet entertain- 
ing, at the same time, a question which may involve 


in its consequences the blockade of those ports. 


The country had no disposition for a war—nobody 
wants war. Great Britain does not want it; and 
least of all, with her best customer, the United 
States. 

Now, he was ready to admit that, in any negotia- 
tion on this question, there were rights to be pre- 
served; and one of these (which he considered of far 
greater moment than the agricultural value of the 
territory) was our right to the mouth of the Colum- 
bia. river. This was all important to us, and he 
trusted it would be so regarded by our negotiator. 
The amount of tonnage we now had in the Pacific 
ocean was very considerable; and would, no doubt, 
be greatly augmented by the trade of China being 
opened. This point was of the utmost importance 
to us‘in time of peace, and of no less importance in 
time of war. 

He hoped he would not be misapprehended in 
anything he had said in relation to the jurisdiction of 
the territory. He was ready to go as far as the 
senators who advocated this resolution, in resisting 
any attempt of Great Britain to arrogate to herself a 
right of jurisdiction inconsistent with our na- 
tional rights, or any attempt she might make to pluck 
even one blade of grass in the territory in defiance 
of us. 


But, so far as the existing convention was con- 
cerned, believing that it was the determination of 
Great Britain to observe its obligations in good 
faith, he was opposed to all propositions to break 
loose from it. There is such a thing as national law, 
and the opinion of the world on which it is founded; 
and, while he would not sin against the honor of 
his country by meanly yielding one particle of its 
rights, he would be equally averse to sinning against 
the law of nations which demanded of us an obser- 


‘vance of national proprieties, by not putting our- 


selves in the wrong, when, by continuing as we are, 
we can remain indisputably im the right. 

Mr. BREESE next obtained the floor; but the 
hour of adjournment being at hand, he requested the 
subject would be postponed till to-morrow. 

he pending question was accordingly laid on 
the table till to-morrow. 


CHESAPEARE AND OHIO CANAL. 


On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill authorizing the 
transfer, to the State of Maryland, of the stock held 
by the United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
canal, on certain conditions—the question pending 
being the substitute, by the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, for the originall bill. 

Mr. MERRICK was anxious that this bill should 
be proceeded with, as, to make it at all available, it 
should be passed before the adjournment of the le- 
gislature of Maryland, which would take place on 
the 10th of March. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired if any expression of opin- 
ion on this subject had been given by the constituted 


f n. Were we to fight with ` 
“nothing but rifles, against the muskets, bayonets, 


t when nations should 


| aut ties in the cities of Washington and Alexan- 


ja. re 
‘MERRICK said that a deputation from the 
legislature. of Maryland visited Washington some 
short time back, and conferred with the authorities 
of the District, as. well as with committees of Con- 
ress, and that all parties expressed themselves sat- 
isfied with the measure, as proposed in the amended 


ill. - bs aa 

Mr. TAPPAN wished the bill to lie over, as he 
understood the senator from. North Carolina, [Mr. 
Haywoon,} who was not.in his place, had an 
amendment to propose. 

Mr. PEARCE informed the honorable senator 
from Ohio that he had, in the morning, a conversa~ 
tion with the senator from. North Carolina, and 
learned expressly from him that he intended to offer 
no amendment. ; 

The question was then put on the amendment as 
sported by the committee, and agreed to. , 

Mr. RIVES moved that the words “Savage river’? 
be substituted ’for the words “town of Cumberland;’? 
this would extend the canal into the heart of the coal 
region; whereas, if it terminated at Cumberland, it 
would only reach the borders of that region, > 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the senator from Virgin- 
ia would not press his amendment.. There would be 
difficulty enough to procure funds to extend the 
work to Cumberland; but if the amendment was car- 
ried, it would take an additional five millions of dol- 
lars to get on to the mouth of Savage river, a distance 
of 40 or 50 miles from Cumberland. If the amend- 
ment was adopted, the whole matter would be put 
an end to, for no capitalists would be found to ad- 
vance so heavy an amount. 

After a short conversation, in which Messrs. 
TAPPAN, SEVIER, and RIVES took part, the 
amendment of the latter was negatived, and the bill, 
as amended on the suggestion of the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. . 

Mr. EVANS moyed that the Senate adjourn, but 
withdrew the motion. 

Mr. BREESE reported a bill from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, the title of which was not 
heard. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the petition of 
Martin Fenwick, praying confirmation of his title 
to a tract of land in Missouri, was ordered to be ta- 
ken from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 26, 1844. 


RESOLUTION DAY. 


The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order would be the call of the States for resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE observed that there were 
several executive communications on the Speaker's 
table which ought to be disposed of, and suggested 
that, by general consent, they be read and referred, 
before proceeding to the call for resolutions. No 
objections being made, 

NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of the Navy on 
the subject of the bill authorizing the transfer of na- 
val appropriations, and recommending an amend- 
ment of said bill; also recommending the building of 
steamships on the plan of the Princeton: laid on the 
table, aa ordered to be printed. 

` LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Treasury Department, in 
answer to a resolution of the House in relation to the 
Louisville and Portland canal. 

On motion by Mr. TIBBATTS, it. was referred 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WESTERN RIVERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmitting 
a report from the Bureau of Topographical Engineers, 
showing the extent of the improvements that have 
been carried on in the Mississippi and other rivere 
for the last four years, the amount expended, &e.: 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed, 


RETRENCHMENT. 
On motion of Mr. DEAN, the resolutions of the 


legislature of Ohio, lying on the Speaker’s table, on 
the subject of retrenchment, were referred to the 
Committtee on Retrenchment. 


COAL AND IRON. 


Mr. BIDLACK moved to suspend the rules, for 

the purpose of taking up the resolution offered by 
him some time since, calling on the Secretary of the 
Navy for a report showing the reSults of the experi- 
ments that have been made, under the direction of 
the department, to test the qualities of various kinds 
of coal and iron. 
_. Mr. ADAMS suggested to the gentleman to mod- 
ify his motion, so as to suspend the rules for’ the 
consideration of all the resolutions that had, been of- 
fered and had not been yet acted on. 

Mr. BIDLACK. assented. 

The question was put on the motion as modified, 
and decided in the negative. 


à RESOLUTIONS. 


` The SPEAKER then proceeded with the call for 
resolutiona, commencing with the State of Maine; 
and the following were offered: 


BREAKWATER AT STAMFORD. 


Mr. DUNLAP offered the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, .That the. Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the continuation of the break- 
water at Stamford’s bridge, in the harbor of Port- 
land, Maine, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


HOSPITAL MONEY. 


Mr. HERRICK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire and report whether the munici- 
pal authorities of the city of New York exact and 
collect from seamen entering that port any sum, and, 
if any, what sum, and by what authority, as hos- 
pital money, or for the support of a hospital at that 
port; and what additional legislation by Congress, if 
any, be expedient for the protection of seamen 
against exactions of hospital money not authorized 
by the laws of the United States, 

: f TEMPERANCE. 

-On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the use of the 
hall was granted to the Congressional Temperance 
Society, after the adjournment of the House, on 
Thursday next. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 
and called for the previous question: 


Resolved, That the national Military Academy at 
West Point ought to be abolished; and that the 
Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to re- 
sort to this House a Bill repealing all laws establish- 
ing the same, and appropriating the money now re- 
quired to sustain that institution to the diffusion of 
military instruction in the different States and:Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on the 
question; which, being ordered, resulted in yeas 96, 
nays 70, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Blackwell, Bossier, Bowlin, J. Brinker- 
hoff, Buffington, Cary, Causin, Chappell, Clinch, Clinton, 
Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Drom 
oole, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foot, French, Grinnell, 
rider, Hammett, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Hubard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, MeCleland, Mcillvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, 
Parmenter, E. R. Potter, Emery D, Potter, Pratt, Preston, 
Charles M. Reed, D. S. Reid, kockwell, Rogers; Russell, 
Sample, Saunders, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Slidell, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, Strong, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thomasson, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, 
Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, and Wil- 
liam Wright—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Ed- 
ward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Bower, Boyd, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Reuben Chapman, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dil- 
lingham, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
Bays, Henley, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Lewis, Lucas; Lumpkin, McCauslen, MeClernand, MeCon- 
nell, McDowell, Moore, Joseph Morris, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, Sİ. John, Thomas H. Seymouy, Simpson, John 
T, Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
gStewart, Stone, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, Joseph A, 
Wright, end Yost—70, 


Mr. BURKE offered the following resolution; 


which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to report to this House— 


1. The number and names of the States and Tèr- | 


ritories which Isaac Hill is under éontract with the 
Post Office Department to supply with post office 
blanks and stationery. ; 

2. The quantity of blanks and stationery which 
has already been furnished by said . Hi , under 
said contract. 

3. The sum or sums of money which have been 
paid, or may be due, to said Hill, by virtue of said 
contracts. And : 

A. Copies of said contract or contracts, together 
with copies of the advertisements under which said 
contracts were made. 


TEMPERANCE AND ABSTINENCE. 


Mr. REDING offered a resolution to amend the 
19th joint rule of the two Houses of Congress, so as 
to provide that no intoxicating liquors shall be ex- 
hibited or offered for sale in the Capitol or on the 
public grounds adjacent thereto, and that the restau- 
rants be forthwith resumed from the Capitol. On 
this, he moved the previous question; and on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question, he called 
for tellers. . 

Messrs. Burke and Tuomasson were appoint- 
ed tellers; and having taken the vote, they re- 

orted 68 in the affirmative and. 62 in the negative. 

o there was a second. 

Mr. CAUSIN desired the question to be divided, 
so that the vote could be taken first on preventing 
the sale of intoxicating liquors, and next on the 
other branch of the proposition. 

Mr. HARALSON also expressed his wish to have 
the question divided, so that the vote could be taken 
first on the liquor and next on the other refresh- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER put the question, “Shall the main 
question be now put?” and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. HAMMETT inquired if it would be in order 
to move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. HAMMETT made that motion. 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Mr. HARALSON called for the reading of the 
19th joint rule. 

The Clerk read it as follows: “No spirituous li- 
quors shall be offered for sale, or exhibited within 
the Capitol, or on the public grounds adjacent there- 
to.” 

Mr. HARALSON remarked that that was already 
a joint standing rule. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if the proposition now 
pending was to amend a joint rule. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ADAMS then remarked that, if the motion 
prevailed, the resolution would have to go the Sen- 
ate for concurrence. . 

Mr. HARALSON desired to move a substitute 
for the resolution of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, to provide that the officers of the House be in- 
structed to enforce the existing rules. 

The SPEAKER said amendments were not in or- 
der at this time. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Hammer? to lay the resolution on the 
table, and being taken, they resulted as follows—yeas 
36, nays 131: 

YEAS—Messrs, Atkinson, Edward J. Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Clinton, Cobb, Daniel, 
Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Foot, Hammett, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hughes, Lewis, Lyon. McCauslen, MeClernand, McCon- 

IM ewton, Ritter, Saunders, Slidell, Steenrod, 
on, Tibbatis, Vance, Weihered, Wheaton, 


NAYS—Messrs.Abhot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 
Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bossier, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Wiliam J. Brown, 
Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, 
Causin, Chappell, inch, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, 
Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlce, 
Ficklin, Fish, Foster, French, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Hays, Henley, 
Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranehe, Leonard, Lucas, McClelland, McDow- 
ell, McIlvaine, McKay, M: Moore, Edward J. Morris, 
Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Norris, Owen, Parmen- 
ter, Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, 
David 5. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Robinson, Reckwell, Rogers, 


+} 


Russell, St. John, Sample, Senter, Severance, Thoings F 
Seymotr, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Albert Smith, Joha 
T- Smith; Caleb: B. Smith; Robert Smith, Stetson; John 
Stewart, Sykes, Taylor, ‘Tilden, Tucker, . Tylér, Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—13l. > = © 005 iu : 


So the resolution was not laid on the table, 
The question then being upon agreeing.to the-first 
t of the resolution— A 

Mr. HARALSON inguired whether- that pn of 
the resolution of the gentleman irom New Harp- 
shire was not precisely the same as. the nineteenth 
joint rule, which it proposed toamend?, ° >” 

The Clerk having, at the request, of Mr: RED- 
ING, read the 19th joint rule; and also’ the: amend- 
ment, stated that, in the one, the words “‘intoxica- 
ting liquors” were used, and in the other, the words 
“spirituous liquors.” . [A laugh] , ek 

r. SCHENCK inquired of the Speaker whether 
the term “exhibiting,” -as used in the rule, meant 
exhibiting the effects of the intoxicating liquors? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the gentleman .must 
place his own interpretation upon it. 

The question was then put upon agreeing to the 
first part of the resolution, and carried. 

Upon the second part of the resolution. the yeas 
and nays were demanded, and ordered;.and being 
taken, resulted as follows—yeas 80, nays 90:.. 


-YEAS.—Messrs. Atkinson, Baker, Belser, Bidlack, James 
Black, Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Cary, Catlin, Retben 
Chapman, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Richard D. 
Dayis, Deberry, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, 
Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hays, Hehlay, 
Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Irvin, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, McClelland, Mellvaine, McKay, 
Moore, Joseph. Morris, Morse, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, Reding, Rhett, Robinson, Rockwell, Rus- 
sell, Senter, Severance, Thomas H Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, J. T. Smith,T. Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Taylor, Tilden, Vance, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, 
Winthrop, William Wright, Jos. A. Wright, and Yost—80, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, 
Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Bower, Howlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Buflington, Campbell, Causin, 
Chappell, Clinch, Cobb, Coles, Daniel, John W, Davis, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, Farlee, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hoge, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger- 
ford, J. B, Hunt, Jameson, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Kirk- 
atrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, MeCause - 
En, McClernand, McConnell, Marsh, Moseley, Murphy, 
Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Preston, Ramsey, David S. 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, 
Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tyler, Vinton, Weller, Wethered, and White—-90. 


© So the second part of the resolution was not con- 
curred in. 

The State of Massachusetts being called, 

Mr. ADAMS offered the following, which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, directed 
to inform this House whether any gross errors have 
been discovered in the printed “sixth census, or ênu- 
meration of the inhabitants of the United States, as 
corrected at the Department of State in 1841,” and if 
so, how those errors originated, what they are, and 
what, if any, measures have been taken to rectify 
them. : 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR submitted the following 
resolution, and demanded the previous: question 
thereon: , 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
pealing all laws establishing or continuing the na~- 
tional military academy at West Point, and that 
they report by bill or otherwise. 

The second to the previous question having been 
refused by the House, the resolution went over, on 
notice of debate. 

Mr. SIMONS submitted the following resolution, 
and caled for the previous question thereon: 

Resolved, That the House, after Monday next, 
commence their sitting at 11 o’clock, a. m. 

On putting the question on seconding the call for 
the previous question, the vote was—ayes 58, noes 


79. . 
So there was not a second; and the resolution, 


being objected to, went over. 
COLLECTOR AT BROOKLYN, f 
Mr. MURPHY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce bg 


tor. be appain’s 
j ; who y enter | 
and clear vesselsas the assistant collector at Jersey 
t of New York, is author- 


0. 
was ‘POST ROUTES. ae 

. Mr. LEONARD. submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and-agreed to: o -i 

~ Resotved,: That: the Postmaster General be request- 
ed to communicate to:this House, As soon as may 
be, a list of ‘all the’post-routes in.the United States 
now in operation, which do not defray the expenses 
of said route; describing the number, commence- 
ment, and termination of each, and the amount de- 
ficient in each for the year 1843. 


Mr. ELMER gave notice that he should ask leave, 
to-morrow, or some convenient day, to introduce a 
bill to erect a breakwater on the Crow shoals in the 
Delaware. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STRONG submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over one day, on notice of debate: ` 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, ‘That they will close the present session of Con- 
gress by adjourning sine die on Tuesday, the 7th day 
of May, at8 o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR offered the following 
resolution, and called for the previous question: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That this Congress will adjourn the present session 
thereof sine die on Thursday, 30th day of May next, 
at8 o’clock, p. m. ` 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HOLMES objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER said that it was received, the 
previous oe having been called on it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER observed that, if the gentleman 
wanted a direct vote on his resolution, he would 
withdraw the motion to lay iton the table. He was 
opposed to all humbugs of this sort, and would vote 
against the resolution. 

Mr. LEWIS said that he had objected to the 
regolation. . - 5 
“(The SPEAKER replied, that the previous ques- 
tionhaving been called at, the time it was offered, Y 
was hot in the power of the gentleman to object 


to it.“ ` 

Mr. LEWIS wished to know ifa member could 
offer a proposition, and, by calling the previous 
question, put it out of the power of the rest of the 
members to object to it. If this could be done, the 
right of the House to object was worth nothing. 
Mr. L. appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said the point had been settled 
by repeated decisions of the House. 

Mr. LEWIS then observed, that if the point had 
been decided by the House, he would withdraw his 
appeal; but if such were the rules, he would not 
give a farthing for the right of the House to object 
to the reception of any paper. 

On putting the question, “will the House second 
the demand for the previous question?” the vote was, 
ayes 51, noes 74. 

So the second to the previous question was re- 
fused, and the resolution went over on notice of 
debate. 

Mr. BARNARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and called for the previous question: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to report to this House an amended 
bill, in place of bill No. 126, “making appropria- | 
tions for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers,” which shall include in „said bill No. 126, an 
appropriation for continuing the improvement of the 
Hudson river above and below Albany, of such 
amount as the said committee may deem expedient. 

Mr. HELE moved to lay it on the table, but sub- | 
sequently withdrew his motion. | 

‘The question was put on the second to the previ- 
ous question. f 

Messrs. WentworRTH and DELLETT were ap 
pointed tellers, and they reported 33 in the, affirm- 
ative, and 84 in. the negative. So there was no 
second, X 

Mr. HAMLIN then expressed his desire to de- | 


bate. that: resolution 


, and it went over in conse- 
quence. =. ite E eee : 
* TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


` Mri CLINTON submitted a resolution to fix the 


three first. days of the month of April for territorial 
business. Bae s : 

Mr. A: V. BROWN said it was usual to fix three 
days of every session: for the consideration of terri- 
torial business, and he hoped the resolution would 
not be objected to. : 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

Mr. PRATT obtained permission to introduce a 
bill, of which he had hitherto given notice, amend- 
atory of an act to amend an act concerning naturali- 
zation, approved May 24, 1828. It was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved the printing of one 
thousand extra copies of a document which had 
been submitted to this House, containing a letter 
from Commodore Stewart on the subject of the 
navy. 

The motion was objected to, and therefore it went 
on the calendar. 

Mr. BIDLACK submitted a resolution, the pur- 
port of which was not obtained. Itwas objected 
to, and consequently went over. 

On motion of Mr. C. M. READ, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to improve the harbor at the mouth 
of Hik creek, on Lake Erie, agreeably to surveys 
made by the United States engineers. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to com- 
municate to Congress (if not inconsistent, in his 
opinion, with the public interest) the correspondence 
between the Secretary of State and the United States 
minister at London, and between the two govern- 
ments of the United States and England, relative to 
the colony of Liberia, in Africa. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of establishing a pension agency at Wytheville, 

irginia, for the counties of Lee, Scott, Russell, 
Tazewell, Mercer, Giles, Pulaski, Montgomery, 
Carroll, Grayson, Wythe, Smythe, and Washing- 
ton. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post-route from New Martinsville, Vir- 
ginia, via Sistersville, in Virginia, to Parkersburg. 

Mr. W. HUNT offered the following; which, be- 
ing objected to, lies over one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House such information as 
may be in possession of the department in relation 
to the military escort of traders from Independence, 
Missouri, to the Mexican line, on the route to Santa 
Fe, including the reports of the officer commanding 
the escort, and all orders issued in relation thereto. 


RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY wished, before offering a 
resolution which he held in his hand, to inquire 
from the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 

* whether that committee proposed to make any re- 
port on the subject of reciprocity treaties. 

Mr. HOLMES was understood to reply that that 
subject was inthe hands of a member of the com- 
mittee to make a report thereon. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY then remarked that he 
presumed it would not be objectionable to the com- 
mittee if the House gave the instructions which 
were contained in the resolutions which he offered, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing the following joint resolution in reference to cer- 
tain reciprocity treaties: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Reprecentatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby requested, whenever he shall deem it com- 
patible With the public interest, to make known to 
the governments of Denmark, Sweden, the Hanseat- 
ic republics, Prussia, Austria, and Russia, in con- 
formity with the stipulations. of the existing com- 
mercial treaties between said governments and the 
United States, the desire and intention of this gov- 
ernment to terminate such commercial treaties now 
in force between said governments and the United 


States as have contracted to’ allow the parties thereto 

to import on equal terms, as regards duties on mer- 
shabitise and tonnage; each into the ports of the 
other, goods, wares, and merchandise, other than 
those of the growth, produce, or manufacture of the 
nation in whose vessels the same are borne. 

2. Beit further resolved, That in all future negoti 
ations which may pe opened with theaforesaid gov- 
ernménts, or any other, it is the policy of the. United 
States to confine the privilege of reciprocal. importa- 
tion, on equal terms as to‘goods and shipping, to 
goods, wares, and merchandise, the product of the 
contries from whence, arid in whose ships, they are 
imported, or to the product of such contiguous 
countries.thereto as usually carry-on their commerce 
through the same. i 


The resolutions were agreed to. 
COURTS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HOPKINS, pursuant to notice héretofore 
given, obtained permission to introduce a bill reg- 
ulating and fixing the times of holding the circuit 
and criminal courts of Washington and Alexandria, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. BARRINGER offered ‘the following; which, 
being objected to, lies over one day: ys 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish this House with a copy of the 
report and accompanying documents made by Wm. 
Gibbs McNiel, late president of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal company, addressed to the governor of 
Maryland, if a copy of said report and documents 
be in possession of the said Secretary. . 

Mr. ATKINSON offered the following; which, 
being objected to, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of au- 
thorizing the employment in the navy of the United 
States of a sufficient number of, blacksmiths, to be 
appointed, and to rank in the same manner as car- 
penters in the like service. And that they also in- 
quire into the expediency of abolishing the office of 
port captain in the navy, and the receiving vessels at 

oston, New York, and Norfolk, and of using the 
ordinary vessels now at those yards in lieu of them. 


Mr. HOLMES offered the following resolution, 
and called for the previous question: 


Resolved, That the people of the slaveholding States 
and Territories of this Union and the District of 
Columbia. have a right not only to their property in 
slaves, but to their enjoyment of that right, in peace, 
unmolested by federal action; and that the receipt of 
any petition, memorial, or resolution, touching that 
right, is an infraction of the constitution, a gross in- 
terference with the rights of the States, and a dis- 
turbance of the peace and safety of the Union. 


Mr. HUNT moved to lay the resolution upon the 
table; and upon this motion s 

Mr. HOLMES demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. HUNT then withdrew his motion. 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, tellers were demanded, and Messrs. BELSER and 
HaraLrson appointed. 

Mr. THOMPSON suggested that the resolution 
be modified, so as to read “an infraction of the 
‘spirit’ of the constitution.” 'The modification was 
refused. 

Mr. ADAMS said he desired to debate the reso- 
lution, and he desired therefore it should be laid 
over. 

The SPEAKER observed that it was now too 
late, as the previous question had been demanded. 

The votes were connted, and reported by the tel- 
lers, as follows—59 in the affirmative, and 54 in the 
negative. 

There being a second, 

The SPEAKER announced the question now to 
be, “Shall the main question now be put?” 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the’ question 
upon the table; and upon this question the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WINTHROP desired to make an inquiry 
respecting the admissibility of this resolution under 
the 2istrule. [A laugh.] 

_The SPEAKER remarked that he did not cone 
sider the resolution as interfering with that rule. 
_ The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 63, nays 105, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Benton, James Black, Blackwell, 
J. Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Cary, Coles, Dana, 
R. D. Davis, Dean, Dunlap, Eimer, Fariee, Foster, Byram 


Hubbell, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Joseph R: Ingersoll, Jenks,Cave Johnson,Perley B. Johnson, 


Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Leonard, Lyon, McClel- i 


land, McDowell, McIlvaine, Moore, Murphy, Owen, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Ritter, Russell, 
St. John, Sample, T. H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Andrew 
Stewart, J. Stewart, Sykes, Wheaton, Williams, William 
Wright, and Yost—63. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker,Barringer, 
Beardsley, Belser, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, Bossier, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt; Caldwell, Causin, R. Chapman, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, 
CoNamer, Cranston, Cullom, Daniel, Garret Davis, John 
W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Ellis, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, Grin- 
nell, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Harper, Holmes, Hoge, 
Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hughes, Irvin, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McKay, Matthews, Joseph Morris, Mosely, Newton, 
Norris, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Read, David S. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rhett, Rockwell, Rogers, Saunders, Senter, 
Severance, Simpson, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stiles, Stone, Summers, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright 
—105. 

So the motion to lay on table was negatived. 


Mr. BELSER offered the following resolution as 
a substitute for that of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Hotmes, ad asked him to accept it 
as a modification. Mr. B. said he would inform the 
House that the resolutions were the same as were 
adopted at the democratic national convention, held 
at Baltimore in May, 1840: 


“Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the 
federal government to foster one branch of industry 
tothe detriment of another, or to cherish the inter- 
ests of one portion to the injury of another portion 
of our common country; that every citizen and every 
section of the country has a right to demand and in- 
sist upon an equality of rights and privileges, and to 

_acomplete and ample protection of persons and 
property from domestic violence or foreign aggres- 
sion. 

“Resolved, That Congress has no power, under 
the constitution, to interfere with, or control the do- 
mestic institutions of the several States; and that such 
States are the soleand proper judges of everything ap- 
pertaining to their own affairs, not prohibited by the 
constitution; that all efforts of the abolitionists or 
others, made to induce Congress to interfere with 
questions of slavery, or to take incipient steps in re- 
lation thereto, are calculated to lead to the most 
alarming and dangerous consequences; and that all 
such efforts have an inevitable tendency to diminish 
the happiness of the people, and endanger the sta- 
bility and permanency of the Union, and ought not 
to be countenanced by any friend to our political in- 
stitutions.” l 


The question was put on reconsidering the vote 
on seconding the previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS asked ifit was in order to move a 
call of the House. 

The SPEAKER said that it was not, the pre- 
vious question having been seconded. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to lay the question of 
reconsideration on the table: rejected. 

The question being put on reconsidermg the vote 
seconding the previous} question, it was carried— 
ayes 86, noes 37. , 

So the vote seconding the previous question was 
reconsidered, 

Mr. HAMLIN said he was willing to vote for 
the resolution at the proper time; but that he was 
not willing to vote without being heard. He there- 
fore gave notice of his intention to debate it. 

The question was again puton the second to the 
previous question, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. ADAMS then gave notice of his intention to 
debate the resolution, and it went over. 

Mr. HOLMES said he would withdraw his reso- 
lutions, and offer, as a substitute for them, the reso- 
lutions just offered by the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Bexser. : 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman having 
offered a resolution, and notice of debate having 
been given on it, he could not offer another. 

Mr. CRANSTON moved that the House ad- 
journ; but the yeas and nays being called for, with- 
drew. his motion. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina then offered 
aresolution in the same words as that offered by 
Mr. Berser, and called the previous question on it. 

-Mr. BLACK asked if it was in order to offer an 
amendment. : 

The SPEAKER said that it was not. 


Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Hays, Herrick, Hopkins; 


Carolina to accept an amendment he wished to offer 
as a modification of his (denying the power of Con- 
proas to legislate on the subject of slavery inthe 

‘erritories and in the District of Columbia;) and 
Mr. B.’s amendment having been read for informa- 
tion— 

Mr. CAMPBELL declined, saying that the gen- 
tleman would have an opportunity of offering it 
himself when the State of Georgia was called. 

The question was puton seconding the call for 
the previous question, and decided in the affirmative 
—ayes 86, noes 36. i 

Mr. HUNT of New York moved to lay the reso- 
lutions on the table: rejected. 

The main question having been ordered, 

Mr. SEYMOUR called for a division of the ques- 
tion on the first and second branches of the resolu- 
tions, which was ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

r. VINTON called for a further division of the 
uestion, so as to take it first on the first branch of 
the first resolution, which was also ordered. 

The question was then taken on the first branch 
of the first resolution, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid 
the federal government to foster one branch of in- 
dustry to the detriment of another, or to cherish the 
interests of one portion to the injury of another 
portion of our common country.” 

The roll being called through, 


Mr. STETSON rose, before the vote was an- 
nounced, and said he observed two of his colleagues 
in their seats whose names were not recorded—the 
one from Albany, the capital of the State, and the 
other from a more western part of New York. 
There was a rule which required all gentlemen in 
the House to vote when their names were called; 
and, as this was an important subject, he desired 
that his colleagues should have an opportunity to 
record their names. (He was understood to allude 
to Mr. Barnarp and Mr. MoseLey.) 

Mr., PRATT desired to record his name; .and 
he voted “ay.” Š 

The SPEAKER rose to announce the vote. 

Mr. STETSON interposed, and said his col- 
leagues had not yet voted. 

The SPEAKER replied that he did not feel at 
liberty to call upon any gentleman to vote unless 
they themselves desired it. 


Mr. BARNARD inquired if his colleague was 
particularly anxious that he should vote on the ab- 
stract resolutions of the Baltimore convention, al- 
though he was not within the bar when his name 
was called. 

Mr. STETSON remarked that he had no desire 
on that subject on any private ground, but as con- 
nected with the public Interests. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY made some remark, which 
was not distinctly heard. 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote ycas 
166, nays 3—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Atkinson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, 
James Black, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Aaron Y. Brown, Milton Brown, William 
J. Brown, Buffiington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cary, Catlin, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Clinch, Clingman,® 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, Garret Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W., 
Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, 
French, Giddings, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hughes, Hungerford, Washingson Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Danicl P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Mc-. 
Dowell, McIlvaine, McKay, Mathews, Moore, E. J. Morris, J. 
Morris, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patter- 
son, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Semple, 
Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, John 
T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, Weihered, Wheaton, White, Woodward, William 
Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—166. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Grinnell, and Winthrop—3. 


The question then recurred on the second branch 
of the resolution, which was as follows: ç 

“That every citizen, and every section of the coun- 
try, has a right to demand and insist upon an equal- 


ity of rights and privileges, and toa complete and ii 


Mr. BLACK asked the gentleman from. South {] ample: protection of persons, ani 


miestic violence or foreign aggression.. = 
On this the yeas and nays were taken, and ri 
ed—yeas 171, nays none—as follows! 


YEAS—Messrs.: Abbott, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson 
ker, Barringer, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlark, Ñ 
J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff; Brodhead; Aaron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Buflingtop, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Causin, “Reuben, Chap: 
man, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett. Davis, R. D- 

avis, J. W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, Foster, 

‘rench, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes; Hunger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, J. B. Hunt, J. R: IngexSoll, Jame; 
son, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, A. eahnson, 
Geo. W. Jones, J. P. Kennedy, Preston King. Danie! P 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, . Lucacy 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McIlvaine, McKay, Mathews, Moore, J, Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Norris, Owen; Parmenter, 
Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Read, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Rockwell, Ro- 
gers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Si- 
mons, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thos. 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod; Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sum- 
mers, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wood- 
ward, Jos. A. Wright, and Yost—171. 

NAYS—None. 


The question then being upon the adoption. of 
the second resolution, f 

Mr. HARDIN moved that it be divided; and that 
the first part end with the word “constitution.” 

Mr. RHETT asked to be excused from voting 
upon this resolution, for the reason that. it declare 
that Congress had no power to interfere with sla- 
very inthe States, inroducing the question of juris- 
diction; and he did not intend, by any vote of his, 
to decide that Congress had no right to. control the 


question. 
put, “Shall the 


The question was the. gentleman be 
excused from voting?” and decided in the nega~ 


tive. 

Mr. PAYNE asked to be excused from voting, for 
the same reasons as those assigned by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. . 

He was not excused. + , 

Mr. E. J. BLACK asked to be excused. from 
voting, because the first part of the resolution denied. 
the constitutional power of eae ia to abolish slave- 
ry within the States of this Union; and the seeond 
part said nothing about the constitutional power, but 
placed the question wholly on the ground of expe- 
diency, and thereby conceded the constitutional 
power of Congress to abolish slavery. He there- 
fore asked to be excused. 

The question was put, and he was not excused. 

The yeas and nays were then taken upon the first 
part of the second resolution; which is as follows: 


“Resolved, That Congress has no power, under 
the constitution, to interfere with, or control, the do- 
mestic institutions of the several States; and that 
such States are the sole and proper judges of every 
thing appertaining to their own affairs, not prohibited 
by the constitution.” 


And resulted—yeas 151, nays 3, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, 
Barringer, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Black- 
well, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton. Brown,: William J. 
Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Causin, 
Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cutlom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dil- 
lingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Giddings, Byram Gfeen, Grider, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mellvaine, MeKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Mose- 
ley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
“Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Chas. 
M. Read, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Rockwell, 
Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymonr, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatis. 
Tilden, Tucker, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—I51. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Collamer, und Vance—3. 


Mr. TILDEN moved that the House adjourn: 
which was negatived. 


“And ‘the question was then put upon- agreer 

the second ‘part of the resolution, in these: words: 
“ep hat al efforts of the ‘abolitionists. or others, 
made to induce Congress to interfere with ‘questions 
of slavery, or to take incipient steps m relation there- 
to, are calculated to lead to the: most alarming and 
dangerous consequences, and ‘that all such efforts 


have an. inevijable. tendency. to diminish the happi- | 


ness of the people, and endanger the stability and 
permanency of the Union, and ought not to be. coun- 
tenanced by any friend to our political institutions.” 
The roll being called through, and before the vote 
was announced by the Chair, ‘ ie 
Mr.. STETSON, having quoted-the rule in rela- 
tion to members voting, observed that two or ‘three 
of hig colleagues were present, and did not vote. He 


demanded that their names be called again. He 
would name Mr. Barwarp, for one: 

Mr. BARNARD said that he was in his seat, 
heard his name called, and declined voting for rea- 


sons he would give, if permitted. 

. The SPEAKER said it would not be in order; 
and if the gentleman desired to vote, he would direct 
his name to be called. 

Mr. C, JOHNSON insisted on the gentleman’s 
name being called again. The rule was iinperatise; 
and required him to vote, unless excuse by the 


House. 
The SPEAKER said that he had no right to call 


the gentleman’s name again, unless he desired it; 
and he then announced the vote to be—yeas 128, 
nays.23, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Black- 
well, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Wm, J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, Causin, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Da- 
vig, J. W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, French, B. Green, Grider, 
Jiale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, 
J. g Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
“Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Preston, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Rit- 
ter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Summers, Tayor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, ood- 
ward, and Joseph A, Wright—128. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Dickey, Giddings, 
Grinnell, Hardin, Harper,Hudson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, 
Ferley B, Johnson, Daniel P. King, McClelland, Mcllvaine, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Severance, Albert Smith, Tilden, Vance, 
Vinton, and Winthrop--23 


So the concluding portion of the resolution was 


ar hee 
he House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
John D. Thomasson and 58 other citizens of Indi- 
ana, asking a post-route from, Sinking Spring to 
Mount Pleasant, by way vf Bryantsville and Daugh- 
erty’s Shoals. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of Wiliam 
Highsmith and others, of Crawford county, ILinois, 
asking a grant of lands to complete the national 
thoroughfare between Lake Erie and the Ohio, by 
the improvement of the navigation of the Wabash. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Jacob Me- 
Gaw and 277 other citizens of Bangor and vicinity, 
Maine, for the abolition of spirit rations in the navy, 
and for a suitable substitute: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

_By Mr. HENRY DODGE: The petition of 60 
citizens of Evie, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for 
an appropriation for a harbor at the town of South- 
port, in the Territory of Wisconsin: referred to the 

Committee on Commerce. The petition of 69 citi- 
zens of Oswego county, State of New York, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for the construction 
of a harbor at the town of Southport, western 
shore of Lake Michigan, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The petition of 322 citizens of the city of Buffalo, 
Erie county, State of New York, asking Congress 
for an appropriation for the construction of a harbor 
t the town of Southport, western shore of Lake 
"Michigan, in the Territory of Wisconsin: referred 
i the Committee on Commerce. The petition of 


120:citizens-of the State of Michigan, asking. Con- 


gress for an appropriation. for the construction’ of. a | 


harbor atthe town of Southport, in the Territor of 
Wisconsin: referred to ‘the Committee- on Com- 
merce.: ‘The: petition of 48 citizens of the city of 
Troy, State of New-York, asking Congress. for an 
appropriation for the construction of a harbor at the 
town of Southport, in the Territory of ‘Wisconsin: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. The peti- 
tion of 98 citizens of Cleaveland, State of Ohio, ask- 
ing Congress for an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor at the town of Southport, in the 
Territory of Wisconsin: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. x 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of inhabitants 
of the counties of Onondaga and Courtland, New 
York, asking the establishment of a mail-route from 
Truxton, in Courtland county, to Tully, Onondaga 
county, New. York. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of the heirs of John 
Forsyth, for indemnification for property destroyed 
in the Creek war by the United States troops. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Walter 
Gwynn and many others, of Norfolk county, Vir- 
ginia, praying fora reduction of the duty on rail- 
road iron: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The petition of citizens of Accomac coun- 
ty, Virginia, for a port of entry at Horntown: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Mary 
Harris, widow of Newsom Harris, praying for a 

ension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
ensions. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE: The petition of the 
county commissioners of Dubuque county, in the 
Territory of Iowa, praying Congress for a donation 
of two and a half lots in the town of Dubuque, on 
the northwest comer of Seventh and Locust streets: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, six petitions from citizens of lowa, very 
numerously signed, praying Congress for a dona- 
tion of thirty-six sections of land, from unsold 
lands within the limits of Iowa Territory, in aid of 
the Iowa City College. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, February 27, 1844. 


Mr. SEMPLE presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of citizens of Clark county, linois, 
and a memorial adopted at that meeting in favor of 
an àppropriation for the continuation of the Cumber- 
amg road: referred to the Committee on Roads and 

vanals, 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Benjamin 
Wyatt, praying indemnity for French spoliations 
prior to 1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
citizens of Macomb county, Michigan, praying for 
the erection of a light-house, and for removing the 
bar at the mouth of Clinton river; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, presented a petition from sundry citizens of 
Michigan, praying further legislation to enable the 
old settlers in that State to have their titles to land 
adjusted: referred to the Committee on Public 

Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of a 
number of the citizens of Philadelphia, protesting, 
in the strongest terms, against the repeal of the duty 
on railroad iron—a measure so strongly urged, as 
they allege, by our large and wealthy incorporated 
railroad companies, and English manufacturers and 
agents. They assert positively that, “under exist- 
ing laws, railroad iron can and will be produced to 
meet the entire wants of the country;” and that 
“works have already been established for that pur- 
pose, upon a scale that will compare with the best 
establishments in England; and, ere long, iron will 
be produced from them as cheaply here as abroad; 
and it can now be had at 20 per cent. less than was 


paid for a similar quality of railroad iron seven 
years ago, when it was imported free of duty.” 
“The works referred to are the Great Western Iron- 
works, on the Allegheny river; the Montour and 
Wilkesbarre Iron-works, on the Susquehanna river; 
the Crane fron-works, on the Lehigh—all in Penn- 
sylvania; the Mount Savage Iron-works, in the vi- 
cinity of Cumberland, Maryland; the New Jersey 
Iron-works, at Boonton; and the Tredegar Iron- 
works, at Richmond, in Virginia.” They also 
state (and state most truly) that “railroad iron will 
not be manufactured, as long as a hope is entertained 


that Congress will remit the duty upon this class of | 


iron to incorporated companies—all of whom have 


imported their iron under this expectation, and now 
ask fora legislation peculiar to ‘itself, and which 
must prove most disastrous.to the whole country.” 

Mr. B. moved that this memorial should. be 
printed. . It contained much useful information; and 
the statements of the memorialists, so far as he knew 
their character, were entitled to the highest respect. 
He must be permitted to say that, after the number 
of solemn decisions on this subject which had been 
made by the Senate within the last. few years, the 
pill recently reported by the Committee on Finance 
was a most extraordinary measure. It proposed to 
admit railroad iron, for the use of all inco orated 
companies, free of duty, for five years, and then al- 
lowed them three years, after the period of five 
years had expired, to lay down this Iron: thus, in 
substance, exempting the stockholders in such cor- 
porations from the common duties paid by all other 
citizens of the country, for eight years. | 

The petition was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Mississippi, on the subject of a 
naval depot; instructing the senators and requesting 
the representatives from that State to use eirin- 
fluence to have it established, if possible, at either of. 
certain points in the State of Mississippi; and failing 
in that object, to procure its establishment at Mem- 
phis, Tennessee: ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutionsof that legislature, instructing 
the senators and requesting the representatives from 
that State to use their influence to procure the es- 
tablishment of certain mail routes, which it was said 
were of great importance to the people of that State. 
He moved that the resolutions be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. He called the attention of the chairman of 
that committee to the memorial, and appealed to him 
and other members of that committee to give the 
subject investigation at as early a period as the bu- 
siness before them would permit: referred. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the petition and papers of 
Gov. Cross, of Arkansas, with _a view of having 
his claim settled at the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill en- 
titled “An act to amend an act in relation to lands 
gold in the Greensburgh (late St. Helena) land dis- 
trict, in the State of Louisiana, and authorizing a 
resurvey of certain lands in said district; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Cuyahoga county, Ohio, setting forth the 
great importance of the internal commerce of the 
country, and of. having proper harbors for its pro- 
tection, representing the ruinous condition of the 

ublic works in the harbor of Cleveland, and ask- 
ing for an appropriation to save them from destruc 
tion. 

Mr. T. said the memorial contained a great deal 
of statistical information upon this subject, which 
was one of present importance, aud moved that it be 
printed: agreed to. : 

Also, presented a letter from Leander Ransom, 
one of the ablest engineers in the West, on the same 
subject; which was referred, with the above memo- 
rial, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial numerous- 
ly signed by citizens of Savannah, Georgia, asking 
tor the establishment of a steamboat mail line be~ 
tween that city and the city of Charleston, South 
Carolina: referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 
| ‘Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill concerning the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. WOODBURY, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution providing for the return of additional 
items in the commercial statistics; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Committee on 
Patents andthe Patent Office was discharged from 
the petition of the heirs of Daniel Pettibone, pray- 
ing compensation for the use, in the Capitol of cer 
tain air furnaces; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PHELPS saidhe had been instructed by the 
same committee to move the printing of the report 
of the Commissioner of Patents, with fifty additional 
copies for the use of the Patent. Office, and fifteen: 
hundred copies for the use of the Senate—omitting 


the list of patent expired, and the list of 
patents rejected. 

Mr. KING said he was willing to print as many 
of this report as. was necessary for the use of the 
Senate, and to give information to the country. He 
would like, however, for the senator to explain the 
object for printing such a large number extra. 

r. PHELPS replied that he could explain. In 
proposing to print an extra number of copies, the 
committee proposed to omita great part o it com- 
prising the list of patents expired, and of the list of 
claims for patents rejected. By omitting this por- 
tion of the documents, they retained only the agri- 
cultural and manufacturing statistics, which the com- 
missioner furnished agreeably tó an act of Congress 
of 1839. The document which he wished to have 
printed contained very useful statistical informa- 
tion for the country; and he knew from his own ex- 
perience, that the number usually printed was not. 
sufficient. a He had been called upon by his own 
constituents for copies of this document; and he 
had always found that the number of copies with 
which he was: furnished was not sufficient to sup- 
ply their wants. He ventured to say, that the in- 
formation contained in this document was of vast 
importance, and that it would be useful to the coun- 
try to have it disseminated. 

Mr. KING observed that the gentleman himself, 
who was chairman of the committee, had not had an 
opportunity of making an examination which would 
enable him to speak accurately on the subject. Now 
he (Mr. K.) always thought that, before the Sen- 
ate ordered an extra number of copies of any doc- 
ument to be. printed, some plausible reason should 
be piven to show the necessity for such an order. 
He had no disposition to throw any obstacle in the 
way of the printing of all useful matter, which it 
was advisable should be disseminated throughout 
the country; nor would he, on this occasion, make 
any proposition that would defeat the object of the 
senator (Mr. Puers.) He wished, however, that 
the matter should be examined into before passing 
an order; and with a view to afford him an oppor- 
tunity to do so, he moved to lay the motion to print 
on the table, for the present. He would call it up at 
a reasonable time, so that no delay would occur by 
the motion. 

Mr. PHELPS rose merely to explain to the sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Kava] what he had intend- 
ed to explain before—that, although he had not ex- 
amined the paper very minutely, he had examined 
it so far as to be fully satisfied that it was a very 
valuable public document; and he had also intended 
to state, that it was vastly more important than the 
great mass of trash which was printed from year to 
year by the Senate. 

The motion to print the extra number was order- 
ed to lie on the table for the present, 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, 1,500 copies 
additional were ordered to be printed of the report 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, on the subject of remodelling the postage 
system. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill to amend 
an act entitled “An act to carry into effect, in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi, the existing 
contracts with those States in regard to the five per 
cent. fund, and school reservation; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. DRAYTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an adverse report on the memorial of 
David C. Wilson, late marshal of Delaware, pray- 
ing for an allowance for office rent. 

he joint resolution from the House, so to amend 
the 19th joint rule as to prevent the sale of intoxica- 
ting liquors in the Capitol restaurants, was taken up, 
read twice, and committed to the Committee on the 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
concerning dew-rotted hemp. 

The following engrossed bills were read the third 
time, and passed, viz: 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to make an arrangement or compromise with any 
of the sureties on the bonds given to the United 
States by Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the 
customs in the port of New York. A 

The bill to direct the disposition of certain’ un- 
claimed goods, wares, or merchandise, seized as be- 

_ ing illegally imported into the United States. 

The bill requiring one of the judges of the circuit 
court for the District of Columbia to reside hereaf-. 
ter at Alexandria. l ; 


The bill to incorporate the Georgetown Colleg 
in m district of Columbi ’ re te 
e engrossed bill authorizing the transfer, to the 
State of Maryland, of the stock held by the United 
States in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, on certain 
conditions, came up, and was read the third time; 

and the question then being, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks on the im- 
proprie: of making a donation of this stock to. the 
tate of Maryland, and said he desired to record his 
vote against it, and demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered and taken; and the bill was pass- 

ed by the following vote—yeas 32, nays 1l: 


have cool. play, and 
should carry us from looking at itin‘its true colors- 
It.was only necessary to give it a careful examina- 
tion, a dispassionate consideration, to show vthe 


suppositious basis. Ca : se 
hose gentlemen, in their, arguments, dwell’ ort 

the horrors. of a war, as if giving: the notice re- 
quired by this resolution must inevitably be follow- 
ed by a breach of the peaceful relations now existe 
ing between this country and Great Britain. The 
honorable senator from Massachusetts started’ with 
the proposition that if, by giving this notice, we ter- 
minated the convention’ of 1818, or such portion of 
it as related to the joint occupancy, “we stood 
pledged, in the face of all the nations on earth, to 
enforce the sole occupancy by force of arms. But 
he did not think there was any foundation for such 
proposiuón and, to show how much that honora- 
le senator was mistaken in supposing war to 
be the inevitable consequence of: our giving 
such notice, he would review the causes 
which led to the convention; and in doing so, inquire 
into what claims Great Britain had, or advanced, to 
the disputed country before the treaty of Ghent. At 
the time of the execution of that treaty, there wasno 
special claim advanced by Great Britain, nor was 
there any thing expressly determined by either coun- 
try as a mark of possession west of the boundary 
line. No proposition was ever made by. England 
relative to the territory west of the Rocky moun- 
taing; and when our minister at the court of England 
received instructions to bring this matter to asettle- 
ment, and offered, in accordance with the instruce 
tions he had received, to give to England from 49° 
north latitude, no claim did she then make to 
the country now in dispute; but. rejected the 
negotiation, because we would not agree to her 
audacious demand of the free navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi, which she re uired for the purpose of ex- 
tending her power and influence to the Pacific. This 
washer sole and avowed reason for rejecting the of- 
fer then made. She required the free navigation o 
the Mississippi, and that no true American would 
ever yield to her, or any other foreign power. He 
had no wish to cast censure on those who were ens 
gaged in those negotiations; but he could not but 
express his conviction that the first great error-—an 
error to which must be attributed any evil thalimay 
follow action on this subject—was in those 
negotiations admitting that Great Britain had 
even the shadow of a title to the Jands 
west of the Rocky mountains. They should 
have taken stronger ground, and openly and fear. 
lessly denounced the unfounded pretensions of 
Gréat Britain. They should have taken stand on 
the right of discovery in 1792—the cession. to us 
of Louisiana in 1803—the occupation by an 
American fur company in the years 1810 and 1811, 
and the rights which such possessions gave. Those 
arguments, if used, would have been more than suffi- 
cient to justify them in not listening to the claims 
set up by England. Had they done so, the embar- 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Buchanan, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Foster, Francis, Fulton, Henderson, Jarnagin, King, Man- 
gum, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Sem- 
ple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Talimadge, Upham, Walker, 
and Woodbridge—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Tappan, Woodbury, and 
Wright—11. 

The bill to afford relief to certain contractors with 
the government—that is, extend to them the time 
for fulfilling the contracts for casting cannon and 
balls, &c., which was under consideration at the ex- 
piration of the morning hour of yesterday, came up 
m order. , 

Mr. BAYARD preferred that the Senate should 
not progress in its consideration then, He desired 
further time to perfect an amendment, which he in- 
tended to submit in lieu of that offered by him on 
yesterday. He therefore called for the order of the 


ay. 

Mr. HAYWOOD gave notice, if it met with the 
ae of the senator from Delaware, that he 
should call up this bill on Monday next. 

Mr. FULTON gave notice of an intention to in- 
troduce a bill concerning land claims in Arkansas. 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Sempre, in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Irelend on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefniely, continued be- 
tween the same parties, signed at London the 6th 
August, 1827. 

Mr. BREESE expressed his obligations for the 
courtesy shown to him in postponing the consid- 
eration of this question on yesterday, and would re- 
turn the only acknowledgment in his power by 
making the remarks he felt called on to offer as brief 
asthe very important nature of the subject under 
discussion would permit. He had no new lights to 
shed upon the subject; nor did he believe the dis- 
cussion, no matter to what extent it might be car- 
ried, would place the question in any point that it 
had not been already presented in by its advocates 
and opponents; but he had some views of his own 
which, humble as they might be, he wished to pre- 
sent to the Senate. He had received instructions 
from the legislature of Illinois carefully to watch 
over and strenuously to'support all measures intro- 
duced in this body having a tendency to secure 
to the United States the sole and exclusive occu- 
pancy of the territory lying west of the Rock 
mountains. It was in that body, in common wit 
the entire people of the West, a consideration of 
the greatest importance, as relating to the honor and 
welfare of the country; butif he had never received 
those instructions, he would have considered it a 
dereliction of duty to let the discussion pass with- 
out taking part in it, and Pinney his concurrence 
with the views entertained by the legiglature of his 
State. He felt and acknowledged the necessity of 
approaching any subject involving the remotest 
chance of collision with a foreign power, with cool 
and deliberate caution. He would consider 
it impolitic and improper to meddle unneces- 
sarily with the relations. at present existin 
between this country and foreign powers. He woul 
be the last to advocate such a course, knowin; that 
it was impossible to say where war heedlessly en- 
tered into would terminate; but he thought the gen- 
tlemen who seemed to have so sensitive adread of 
the horrors of a contest with England, were opera- 
tel on more by visionary -appre ensions.than any 
reality gave cause for, viewing this important 


occurred. ‘There was no definitive line marked by 
this treaty; every thing was left open, and: nothing 
absolutely denied to England, but the free navigation 
of the Mississippi. All that was taken by either 
party during the war, was to be. uncondition- 
ally delivered up to its former possessor— nO res- 
ervations were made except in regard to certain isl. 
ands in the Atlantic, which were specifically set 
forth; and it may, perhaps, be, advanced, in excuse 
for those engaged on our side, in bringing this treaty 
to a conclusion, that, at. that time, they could have 
had no idea of what the few succeeding years have 
done in filling up the vast West, and creating a de- 
sire, not to be resisted, for emigration still farther 
west. This may be advanced as an excuse for them 
in not settling beyond doubt, at that time, our claim 
to a country which they, perhaps, thought worth- 
less, and never to be required by our people. That 
claim, if then made, would not have been denied; 
and there would be now no doubts to solve on the 
gabject- England dreamed not, then, of claiming 
what she seeks for now. Nor did she at a 
later period; for when, in 1817 and 1818, public 
attention began to be excited, and the British 
minister in Washington learned that it was in con- 
templation to sendan armed ship for the protection 
of Astoria, he earnestly insisted against it, on the 
_ground that we had no right, inasmuch as it. was 


always ‘a past of the dominions of his Britannis 


rassments that now surround us would never have: 


fears of those gentlemen to ‘be, founded on merely a - 


eash, 


fore spoken of by special reservation. It seems not 
only remarkable, but, with her well known acuteness, 
impossible, that, if she believed herself entitled fairly 
to.that country, she would have suffered this treaty 
to be. perfected without embodying and’ fully 
setting forth therein her claims. hile negotiations 
were pending in London, between- Messrs. Rush 
and Gallatin on the part of America, and Messrs. 
Goulbourn and Robinson ‘on the part of England, 
one of the first.difficulties was to settle the northern 
boundary; and it was proposed by us to fix it ata 
parallel of 49° north latitude, although our right to 
settle it at 510 was not then disputed. But how 
was this liberal proposition met by England? By the 
exorbitant demand of a free navigation of the Mis- 
sissipoi—a demand which England, when making 
it, well. knew could not be received, could not be 
entertained for a moment. It was strange, the an- 
gwer received to our more than liberal proposition; 
it showed, on the part of England, no disposition 
to settle the boundary question; it was to her inter- 
est to let it lie as it was, as it is her interest now to 
let matters rest as they are. 

Mr. B. here entered into a review of the princi- 

ple of right of possession by contiguity, and main- 
tained that it was only allowed by the old laws, 
when the vacant country so to be taken possession 
of was unclaimed by others, and without a popula- 
tion to cultivate or bring forth its resources. On 
this principle, England, then, could rest no claim. 
She cared not how long we remained inactive. The 
longer go, the better for her. Her ee while 
things remained quiescent, enjoyed all the advan- 
tages of citizenship. They reaped rich harvests; 
and, from the peculiar advantages they enjoyed from 
their government, they were enabled to put all com- 
petition at defiance, and leave no chance of fortune 
for any without their own pale. During the negoti- 
ations, it was hinted by the British that the Colum- 
bia river would form an excellent national bound- 
ary; but they would agree to nothing that 
would not leave the mouth of that river 
open in common to both; thus, at that early 
day evincinga knowledge of the vast importance of 
possession of that point. But notwithstanding that 
d nowledse: and notwithstanding the farther knowl- 
edge of the advantages which, from her acknow- 
ledged diplomatic skill, she might insure by defining 
the boundary to the poe of 49° north latitude, 
which would give her an opportunity to creep 
in on the territory of Russia, still she sought the 
tree navigation of the Mississippi. 

After this convention, in which no one can per- 
ecive the shadow of a claim advanced by Great 
Britain, we strengthened our title to a degree per- 
ferfectly incontrovertible by the treaty with Spain 
of 1819, in which she ceded to us her rights fully as 
she possessed them, to all the territory north of 420. 
This, had we no other claim, would be more than 
sufficient. 

In -the message of President Monroe, in 
the year 1820, he called the attention of the legisla- 
ture lo the subject now under consideration, and 
reconuuended the erection of military posts in the 
territory; he did this when the convention was but 
newly entered into, and when its: provisions and in- 
tentions were fully understood by all: and it is not 
to be supposed that he would have done so if not 
jinnly convinced not only of theright, but further, 
of that right being acknowledged. This shows the 
important light m which the subject was viewed 
wwenty-four years back; but it does not show that 
this recommendation offended the pride or wounded 
the dignity of Great Britain, or brought on us the 
horrora ofa war; all of which it is now pretended 
we will do by giving to her a simple, peaceable, and 
legitamate notice, 

in 1824, when Mr. Rush was engaged in negotia- 
uons in Loñdon with Mr. Huskisson and Mr. Strat- 

_ ford Canning, he was met on ihe threshold of those 


ie -réceived - 


“egouations, by p i : 
‘Mobroe’s message in 1822; which emphatically de- 
clares that. no. part of this- continent: shall - ever be 
opened to European colonization; and from that day 
to this, and forever, Americans: are committed to 
that avowal; they arë bound to the principle, and 
cannot-depart from. it.: -No part of this continent 
shall ever be opened to’ European colonization.” . It 
‘has. been’ brought forward frequently since, and be- 
-fore the nations’of the earth we stand avowed to 
support it. It was this that led us to offer to make 
common cause with the South American republics, 
if they. would agree to resist European colonization. 
What has prevented Great Britain from taking pos- 
session of the mouth of the Gulf of Mexico, which 
it is admitted she could have done long ere this? 
Nothing but the moral force of this declaration. As 
long, then, as we hold valuable our honor—as long 
as we hold dear our integrity and character as a na- 
tion——so long will we stand firmly by it—so long 
will we oppose European colonization on any part of 
our continent. This declaration was met then by 
Mr. Huskisson and Mr. Canning by a counter dec- 
laration that they were wholly unprepared to admit 
the doctrine of President Monroe, as there were por- 
tions of this continent now as open to colonization as 
they were at any other time in the history ofthe world. 
Mr. B. went on to show that England, all through 
those negotiations, never attempted to set forth any 
ponitiye or specific claim, as she would undoubtedly 
ave done had she the right; but on the contrary, 
avoided alluding to any such, preferring remaining 
quietly in possession to opening any inquiry, which 
she knew would result in leaving her without the 
vestige ofa title to the occupancy of even a fraction- 
al part of the territory. Ifa proposal had been then 
made to end the agreement which we now seek to 
put an end to, it would not have been received as a 
declaration of war; and why should it be so now? 
After describing the treaty which sprung up from 
our new relations with Russia in 1824, by which 
we ceded to that country all our rights north of 
54° 40’ north latitude. Me. B. proceeded to pay a 
high tribute to the eminent abilities and untiring in- 
dustry shown by Mr. Gallatin in the execution of 
the high and honoruble trusts reposed in him pend- 
ing the various negotiations in which he was en- 

gaged as the representative of his country. 

t could not be shown, in this discussion, that 
Great Britain, while those treaties were under con- 
sideration, ever objected to the erection of military 

osts; nor further, that she objected to the formation 
by us, under our own laws, ofa territorial govern- 
ment; for when reminded by Mr. Gallatin, that the 
act of Parliament of 1821, so often referred to in 
this discussion, as going farther with jurisdiction 
than we could by our constitutional laws, she 
made no objection to our framing and acting on 
such code as to us might seem good. But the 
real object of Great Britain leaked out when a bill 
was proposed to Congress to establish, in addition to 
our military posts, a custom-house at the mouth of 
the Columbia. ‘his was the sore spot—this was the 
real, but concealed ground of objection. No} frec- 
trade England could not consent to the imposition 
of duties by an American custom-house at the 
mouth of the Columbia: and why no? Was it 
from a spirit of philanthropy was if to encourage? 
or better the situation of the hardy settlers, without 
* discrimination, ina young and barren country? No; 
her views were widely different. By keepmg™ the 
river open to theadmisyion of all articles, the North- 
western and Lludson Bay Companies received all 
they required for the carrying on their operations 
from England free of duty;and by this they were 
enabled to defy competition on the part of our citi- 
zens who enjoyed no such advantages. But here the 
matter did not rest; competitors thus driven away, 
the country was left in quict possession of those 
English companies, and the grand object was at- 
tained of holding the territory without going to the 
trouble or expense of doing so by military tenure. 

There were no bills now before the Senate to es- 
tablish either military posts or a custom-house; and 
he felt a confidence, if such bills were under consid- 
aration, England would not offer any objection to 
their becoming laws. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, (from his seat.) England 
has already upbraided us for not doing so. 

Mr. BREESE. And will continue justly to up- 
braid us, until we do so. We are told Great Brit- 
ain never intended to colonize the territory; and, as 
a proof of her intentions, we are referred to-a despatch 
of Mr. Gallatin, in which he expresses his opinion 


that Great Britain had then no immediate intention - 


portion“ of President 


“af colonizing ‘put he: goes" no farther in words, but 
“leaves bya-opinion as. tọ the future intentions ‘of 


England, to 
seven stars. eee : i 
Having now ‘given-his views, brief and imperfect 
as they might be, of treaties subsequent to that of 
Ghent in 1814, he would proceed to the more im- 
mediate question. ` It was, to him, incomprehensible 
how England could take offence at our giving a 
simple ‘notice, expressly provided. for. in the jomt 
agreement entered into by -both nations—a notice 
which, if it came from her, as it would be her right 
to give it, we certainly would feelno offence at. 
There wasno dispute -about our'right to give this 
notice. Why, then, the opposition to it? Why, 
forsooth, lest by exercising our acknowledged right, 
we offend Great Britain. oy eo 
The question, in his opinion, resolved itself sim- 
ply into this—whether it was better to negotiate on 
the grounds of sole occupancy, to-which all allowed 
we were entitled, or on the ground of joint. occu- 
pancy, throwing to the winds our claims arising 
from discovery in 1792, the cession of Louisiana 
in 1803, our exploring and prior possession of the 
country, the rights ceded to us by the treaty of 
Spain, and all others susceptible of maintaining a 
title to which Great Britain has not, and never ‘had, 
pretensions. The title of joint occupancy,,.as 
things now existed, was a misnomer. It was 
true, a solitary American trapper or hunter 
might be found, here and there, through -the 
territory; but no American citizens. could set- 
tle down and compete with the favored Eng- 
lish companies. It was said, in giving this no- 
tice, we give offence to Great. Britain; but for his 
art, he thought the contrary: he had a, 
igher opinion of that nation than to suppose her-to 
be so far behind the civilized world as to take of- 
fence at a simple action on our part, expressly pro- 
vided for in a treaty, to which she was an acting 
party. He did not think her gigantic powers, of 
which the Senate heard so much, would be called 
into action without something more of a cause than 
could be picked out of serving her with a simple 
and legal notice. He, for one, would not give of 
fence to her, or any other power; nor would he 
recklessly advise, under any circumstances, 
a war with any nation with which we could 
be considered either an under or over match; 
but in speaking of Great Britain, it became us to 
show and reject with proper spirit, any unjust de- 
mand or attempt on her part to place wrong inter- 
pretann on any act of ours. ‘The senator from 
Massachusetts confined his argument to two points: 
whether it was ‘better to negotiate, if required, part 
of the territory for an equivalent, or to leave things 
as they are. He argued that, by pursuing the lat- 
ter course, the country from the immense flow of 
emigration across the Rocky mountains would, in a 
few years, become ours without a struggle; our em~ 
igrants would drive the hardy trappers of other na- 
tions farther north, until they would be lost in the 
frozen region; and then the country would be ours. 
This might happen, and no doubt will; but it is not 
the question. The principal question dwelt on by 
the senator from Massachusetts was, had we not 
better negotiate, and, if called on to transfer a part 
of our possessions, receive therefor an ample equiv- 
alent? He did not state what that equivalent was to 
be, but left his auditors to guess. He (Mr. B.) 
knew nothing that Great Britain could offer as an 
equivalent which America could, in honor, accept. 
oney could-not be meant; for money could never 
justify an American Senate in sacrificing the blood 
and muscle of her citizens; and that would be done 
if money was received as an equivalent for any por- 
tion of ow dominions. Transferring any pact of 
the country, would be transferring to Great Britain 
the American blood and muscle that would be 
found within it; and that was an outrage that 
American legislators never would be guilty of. 
But if money was not meant, perhaps a key 
might be found to open and show forth the real 
meaning of tlre Senator from Massachusetts, 
(who, he considered it necessary to say, informed 
"him yesterday that he would not be in his 
seat to-day, in consequence of an engagement in the 
Supreme Court,) when speaking of an equivalent, 
by referring to a proposition made so far back as the 
year 1816, by a then ‘distinguished member of Con- 
gress from Rhode Island, to offer to England all our 
claims on territory west of the Rocky mountains, 
provided England would, in return, cede to us Up- 
er Canada, together with the district of Montreal. 
his proposition of the then member from Rhode 


e guessed at, by inserting some six or 


{sand might throw some'light on the views enter- 
-taided by the Senator from Massachusetts and his 
friends, as to the nature of an equivalent—ihe de- 
` sire expressed in that proposition, to concentrate 
the force and power of population in the East or 
“Northeast; but not to weaken the arch and hazard 
the keystone. by ‘allowing concentration in the 
West. 
Mr. B. went on to show that, when any proposi- 


tion was made beneficial to the West, it was always - 


met (and he stated so. with sorrow and regret) by 
certain parties with all the opposition that enmity 
could engender. The chairman of Foreign Rela- 
tions, on the introduction of this resolution, stated 

. that any action, would be discourtesy to Great Bri- 
tain. Had he stopped there, it would be only ne- 
cessary to deny such intention; but he had gone 
farther, and indirectly charged the senators from the 
West with a determination to have war at all haz- 
ard with England. For himself, he could safely 
deny any such intention; he wished neither for war 
with England or any other power; and why the hon- 
orable chairman should entertain such a supposition 
he was wholly at a loss to conceive. - The West had 
no reason to wish fora war. In the last, she suffer- 
ed enough. The bodies of her sons strewed the 

` fields; and the cries of her widows and orphans were 
heard throughout the country. War could not be 
desired by a christian or philosophical people; but, 
bearing all this in view, he did not forget that there 
was a time when “forbearance ceases to be a virtue.” 
When the honor of a nation is at stake, then it is 
crimirfal to stand back; when her interests are ques- 
tioned, then itis disgraceful to hesitate. Let a nation 
allow but one encroachment, and she will soon 

- find it followed by another, until at last she will find 
herself without power to resist. 

He did not say that Great Britain had any inten- 
tions of acting otherwise than fair; but times might 
alter, and it was always best to guard even against 
improbabilities. He deprecated the course pursued 
by the opposite side in endeavoring to make this 
question the subject of alarm to those engaged in 
commercial enterprise, which was done, he contend- 
ed, more for the purpose of guiding their allowed 
moneyed influence, than any patriotic or praise- 

- worthy motive. Such alarms had caused deplora- 
ble panics before, but the main object for which 

_ they were raised always failed, and would do so 
now. 

His friend on the left [Mr. Benton] was accused 
of being at the head of a conspiracy, having no other 
object than the involving us in a war with Great 
Britain; and it was said with equal truth that his 
lever for moving the different elements was the 
northern boundary question. What foundation 
was there for so grave an accusation? None other 
than that he had fearlessly, from the beginning, re- 
sisted every encroachment, come from what quar- 
ter it might. He had stenymed the tide of British in- 
fluence, if any such there was;—he had rendered 
great and imperishable services to the West, and 
the West was grateful to him—he had watched her 
interests from the cradle; and now, when arrived 
at maturity, and able to take care of herself, he 
boldly stood forth heradvocate. If devotion to his 
es then, made hima conspirator, he was indeed 

- guilty. 
‘ He had shown that a proposition had been made 
- in secret session of the Senate, to cede our north- 
western territory for Upper Canada, including the 
district. of Montreal. We have need then to be 
alarmed at any negotiation in which an exchange 
of “equivalents” is talked of. 

The senator from Massachusetts seemed to com- 
plain that the advocates of this resolution did not 
show what was: behind—what they proposed to do 
after the existing convention shall be abrogated. 
The senator from New Jersey, however, under- 
stood very well what was to follow; he looked to 
the two bills already on the table for the establish- 
ment of military posts, and for the extension of our 
jurisdiction over the territory; and he saw in them 
the objects contemplated. It was well known that 
when the bill of last session was in progress through 
the Senate, many gentlemen did not vote for it, be- 
cause the notice which this resolution proposes to 
give had not been given to Great Britain of our in- 
tention to withdraw from the treaty of 1818 and 
1828. . By adopting the resolution now, this objec- 
tion to the two bills on the table would be removed. 

He could not conceive why any one should sup- 

ose Great Britain would take offence at this notice. 

t would, as a matter of course, be couched in cour- 
teous terms. “He. did not see much force in the ar- 


history and effects of the several conventions in re- 
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gument thatit ought to be a joint resolution. The | 
resolution in: its present form would be the mere 
act of the Senate, which the President might or 
might not regard. It went merely to advise—to offer 
an expression of opiriion on the part of the Senate to 
the executive, where the power was vested to maké 
the communication to the British government. . The 
executive receiving it as: the opinion of the Senate, 
reflecting the public. opinion of the country, would 
act according to ‘the best dictates of his own judg- 
ment. He might. take the responsibility,-acting on 
the recommendation of the Senate, of giving the 
notice; or, if better acquainted with facts rendering 
that step inexpedient, he might take the responsi- 
bility of withholding the notice. . Now he (Mr. B.) 

was willing to go so far and no farther; to pass the 

resolution expressive of the desire of the Senate to 

annul the treaty, let the consequence be whatit might, 

so far as the action of the executive was concerned. 

If, subsequent to its passage; something should oc- 

cur to cause the President to think it Inexpedient, 

he would not be compelled to give the notice. He 

would view itas merely persuasive, and would be 

governed by all the circumstances within his knowl- 

edge. How, then, could there be any danger what- 

ever in passing the resolution? It would be perfectly 

innocent in its effects. 

It seemed to him that there was, in the opposition 
to this resolution, a manifest intention to produce 
an impression on the public mind, that there were 
certain individuals disposed to involve the country, 
at all hazards, and upon any pretext, in a war with 
Great Britain. The object evidently was to throw 
public odium on those individuals. Now, he de- 
nied that there was any one connected with this 
resolution, or advocating its passage, who had any 
such disposition, or who would not infinitely prefer 
peace to war, ifit could be maintained without a 
tarnish of national honor. 

He proposed, after having given his views of the 


lation to the northwest territory, to make a brief re- 
ply tosome remarks which fell from the honorable 
senator from New Jersey. That senator took oc- 
casion, in the outset of his first speech, to admonish 
the Senate that the seeds sown in this discussion, 
might become the teeth of the dragon. That, as he 
understood it, was, the teeth of the dragon which 
were to spring up into armed men. If things did 
not go-on as the friends of the resolution expected, 
and Great Britain made dragon’s tecth grow up 
into armed men, he had confidence that armed men 
would spring up here too, eager to rush forward in 
defence of the rights and honor of this country. 
Another supposition of the senator, was, that we 
wished to extend our territorial dominion fom the 
West to the Pacific ocean. If the senator meant 
that we wished to extend it to new acquisitions, not 
already ours, he certainly was not sustained by the 
theory or. practice of this government. It was alto- 
gether at variance with this character of this country, 
the friends of this resolution never had acquiesced m 
any such doctrine. The country never had made 
anyattempt at acquiring colonies—had never been 
engaged in war for any such object. Its resort to 
arms had always been in defence of its own rights 
and territory. ` The charge of coveting more terri- 
tory was not applicable to us. It was no part of 
the principles or policy by which this country had 
ever been actuated; it never had been the policy of 
the party to which he had the honor to belong. 
The Senator from New Jersey had alluded to the 
difficulty of settling the northeast boundary ques- 
ton. That was a question in abeyance for sixty 
years. The longer it was protracted, the more 
difficult it seemed to be to settle it. Nobody could 
deny but that it would have been easily settled im- 
mediately after the peace of 1783. Yet, because. it 
was deferred from time to time, it took till 1843 to 
adjust it. Was not this the best possible argument 
against procrastinating this question of the Oregon 
territory? And while speaking of the northeastern 
boundary difficulty, he would take oceasion to ex- 
press his astonishment, that when that ler was 
under negotiation all the difficulties with Great 
Britain were not included, and this question of 
Oregon in particular. Was there not some- 
thing remarkable, if not pointed, in the fact, 
that, while the interests of the North and East 
were so anxiously adjusted, the interests of the ` 
West were altogether overloooked, or laid aside? It 
seemed to him it would have been better to have 
kept those two questions connected. The Oregon 
question had been long enough in dispute—from the 
treaty of Ghent—and it was just. as important to- 


“as the ho 


settle it, 


tha "oF “quietini USEE i 
rtheast ‘boundary question. © Our negotia~ 
tor must have known of the various bills and vésolu- 
tions introduced. into Congress for some: years ‘hack 
and of the effects of such bills becoming laws. 
undoubtedly knew of the bill proposing, in a 
to military posts, the establishment- of a custom 
house at the mouth of the Columbia river, and the | 
bill granting lands to settlers,*. But it-was all-imipor- 
tant to`Great Britain to succeed in ‘her views with 
regard to the northeast boundary lihe; because she 
wanted a military road óf intercommunication be- 
tween her. colonies; and if, while her: anxiety on 
that point existed, proper exertions had been made 
to settle the Oregon question as one inseparably con- 
nected with the other question at issue, there can be 
no doubt it would have succeeded. Eo T ae 


The senator from New Jersey, in allusion to th 
claims of Great Britain with regard to. the Territory 
of Oregon, seemed to say we should not rely solely 
on the Spanish title vested in us; but: insisted ‘that 
we had atitle outside of the Spanish title. He 
spoke of the celebrated Nootka-sound treaty, and 
seemed to think, that, under it, Great Britain had 
some color of claim, entitling her to negotiation in 
this matter. Now, he certainly did not expect. to 
find any senator countenancing the claim sêt up: by 
Great Britain under the Nootka-sound treaty. : But 
the gentleman said Great Britain did not claim title; 
she only claimed occupation in common with Spain; 
occupation for hunting, fishing, and trading with the 
Indians. She could look only to the Nootka-sound 
treaty of 1790 for such occupation; but that was 
abrogated in 1796 by the declaration of war made 
by Spain. When peace was re-established, a treaty 
of commerce was entered into between Great Britain 
and Spain; but the treaty of 1790 was not a treaty of 
commerce, therefore it was not renewed. The con- 
duct of the Spanish officer at Nootka sound in ee 
up the huts and hovels taken from , Britis 
subjects, showed that it was not understood that 
the treaty of Nootka sound was revived. The 
Spanish flag nevér was taken down, Was it not, 
then, preposterous to say that England could have 
any possession. or claim of title under the treaty of 
1790? Even the restoration of the miserable fish- 
ing hovels was extorted from Spain, which was 
compelled to negotiate with England under duress, 
with an immense British fleet threatening. her. 
She was not in a condition to resist the unjust de- 
mands of Great Britain, and had to submit to tétms 
dictated to her. It was an extortion which shocked 
the feelings of all other nations. And was it now 
to be said, (even if that treaty of commerce could be 
said to reinstate the treaty of Nootka sound,) that 
Great Britain could make a just claim obtained in 
that way? 

Mr. B. here drew parallel cases with regard to 
other cases—such, for instance, as Mexico, occupy- 
ing contiguous territory—and asked, if she had oc- 
cupied the Oregon Territory for purposes of com» 
merce long prior to other settlers coming upon it for 
their purposes, would she not have priority of 
claim? Now, we had not only priority of discov- 
ery, as to the Columbia river, giving us, according 
to the laws of nations, a right to all the territory 
watered by that river, the branches of which went 
to the 49th degree of latitude; but we had the right 
of occupancy in 1805, and thence to 1812, when we 
had atrading and fur company at the mouth ofthe 
river. .We had besides, by treaty with Mexico, 
settled our southern boundary at 42° of north lati- 
tude, and by treaty with Russia, our northern boun- 
dary line at 540 40'; and with these, we had the ti- 
ile which we derived from Spain. Here, then, we 
had every possible title recognised: and required by 
the law of nations. 

The Senator from New Jersey admits that there 
can be no question of doubt about our title as far as 
the 49th degree of latitude; but was he not aware 
that, in 1826, in the instructions given to Mr. Galla- 
tin, by our then Secretary of State, [Mr. Clay, | it 
was urged that Great Britain could not make out 
even acolor of title to any portion of the territory, 
up to ‘the 5ist degree of north latitude? yet, for 
the sake of adjustment, Mr. Gallatin was permitted 
to propose the 49th degree of latitude for our 
boundary linc. It was then, stated that Great Brit- 
ain; by treaty with France in 1763, renounced all 
claims to territory west of the Mississippi river. 
How, then, could she revert to claims of discovery 
by Drake and others? That was all a make-weight, 
and amounted to nothing when contrasted with her 


total renouricement of all claims west of the Mis- 


sinsipp, as specified” inher -treaty” with France in 

Gentlemen on the otherside seemed afraid that, 
by giving this notice, we should place ourselves out 
ofthe pale of civilized -nations—that we should os- 
tracise ourselves from the family of nations. Now, 
it appeared to: him, we. could ‘only place ourselves 
ini 


in that. condition by deferring any longer tò act in . 
“this matter from fear of Great Britain, or under any: 


threat. of war from her, in consequence of our 

_ taking the’ decided ‘step which our honor and 
independence demand of us to take.. The senator 
‘from New Jersey, indeed, said it was not the mili- 
tary or naval power of Great Britain he feared; but 
the moral power of the world, which would be 
against us. But was not England to be subject to 
that moral power as well as this country; and could 
she standup against it, urging her unjust claims to 
our territory south of the 49th degree of north lati- 
tude, and demanding an equal right to the mouth 
and navigation of the Columbia river, which we 
had discovered, and which, by the law of nations, 
belonged exclusively to us? She dare not go before 
the world with such: pretensions, and attempt to 
justify a war in their support. 

The senator from New Jersey had. read an ex- 
tract from the Louisville Journal, in which the Ore- 
gon country is described as the “‘riddlings of creation” 
~as a place only suitable for transporting vaga- 
bonds, ‘convicts, and felons to. This, to be sure, 
was not showing much regard for some of our most 
respectable citizens gone to that territory, nor to 
those whose. advocacy of its occupation had actu- 
ated’them. ‘The senator also referred to an article 
in the Christian Advocate, no less decrying the 
character of the Oregon Territory. 

But he (Mr. B.) would now read some extracts 
from authorities not to be questioned. Mr. B. then 
read extracts from Captain Spalding’s communica- 
tion on the subject of the Oregon country; also from 
the report of Captain Wilkes, and from the more re- 
cent report of Doctor White, (the Indian agent sent 
last year to Oregon;) all of which give the most flat- 
tering description of the fertility of the country, the 
salubrity of its climate, and the facility with which the 

roducts of the earth are procured at one-third of the 
abor required in the United States. 

Now, he supposed, as did the senator from New 
Jersey, that the truth lay between these extremes; 

that it might safely be considered asa good 
a¥érage agricultural and grazing country. There 
were, however, two things which justified the value 
set upon it; one was, the fact that it was a good 
grazing county, and had the great advantage that 
cattle could be kept throughout the winter without 
the expense attending the keep of cattle in the United 
States; and the other was, its importance in a com- 
mercial point of view. If the representatives of the 
‘West were selfish in their motives, they certainly 
would not be favorable to the emigration of their 
constituents; they would desire to keep their citizens 
at home. They had, however, higher views than 
any growing out of selfish policy. They saw the 
vast Importance of the Oregon Territory to this Union. 
‘They looked to our growing commerce in the Pacific 
ocean, and that newly opened to us in China. 

Mr. B. here referred to an article quoted a few 
days back from the London Morning Chronicle; and 
to an article he had read some time ago in the Edin- 
burgh Review, on the subject of the Oregon ques- 
tion; and commented upon these articles with a 
view of showing that there would be no war with 
England—that she expected to gain her objects by 
diplomacy and negotiation. The Edinburgh Review 
showed that England had no other spot on the globe 
left now to colonize but Oregon, and that it was her 
policy to have that for a new enterprise to build up 
additional markets for her manufactures. 

He thought it strange that we were ready to as- 
sume the most decisive tone in asserting our rightswith 
every other nation but Great Britain. When a sum of 
money was due to us by France, we had an execu- 
tive that would not brook delay inits payment; and he 
said, while he would ask nothing that was not right, 
he would submit to nothing that was wrong. When 
we had to negotiate with Naples, we did it with our 
war frigates in the bay. Look to our recent diplo- 
matic correspondence with Mexico? When did we 
ever use such a tone of decision with Great Britain? 
Whenever a subject comes up with that govern- 
ment, it is quite another question. The moment 
this resolution is proposed, we are told of the ships 
of war Efigland has in the Pacific, her facilities 
for transporting men- and munitions of war from 
China to Oregon, and of ow own difficulties in 


“reaching the 
be equally. for our‘ surrender of everything Great 


battle ground.. ‘This argument would 


Britain might choose to demand... When our rights 


“were questioned by other nations, we used quite a 


different tone. We sent our frigates of war into the 
bay of Naples to enforce our claim under negotia- 
tion; we: insisted upon our money from France; we 


“were decided, if- not. severe with Mexico; but 


towards -England we held quite different - lan- 
guage.. Now, why were we to suppose. Eng- 
land- would. be ‘more ready to go. to war, 
without just occasion for it, than any other 
nation? as there not good réason to be- 
lieve she would not, on pretext of this resolu- 
tion, attempt to go to war, because she could not but 
know and feel that the public opinion of nations 
would be altogether against her, and in our favor? 
Governments are as much operated upon by public 
opinion as individuals. This public opmion in 
England itself, would be agast her going to war. 
Her manufacturers would be strongly opposed to it. 
They knew too well that we were their best cus- 
tomers. Looking, too, to the enormous debt of 
England, there would be a strong sentiment opposed 
‘to war. There were too many great interests at stake. 
With a debt incurred by former wars, amounting, 
as he believed, to nearly £1,000,000,000, and con- 
sdiering her own condition at home, particularly in 
relation to Ireland, how could she be safe in de- 
claring war against us? In Canada things are very 
different now, compared with what they were when 
the last war existed. Public sentiment is very much 
changed there. A large portion of the Canadian 
opulation is in favor of the institutions of the United 
Brates, and would he willing to break off from the yoke 
of foreign control, and join us. These considerations 
induced him to believe that no war could grow out 
of our exercise of a right in conformity with the ex- 
press terms of our treaty stipulations. , 

He acknowledged that war was a great calamity, 
take itin any point of view. But there are still 
greater calamities; and among them he would count 
the greatest, a tame submission to the unjust de- 
mands of Great Britain, if that submission pro- 
ceeded from a fear of the effects of a war with her. 
He would not even wish to see the national spirit 
which had been raised on this question put down by 
a delusive reliance upon diplomacy as an alterna- 
tive. We could lose but little, even if we had to go 
to war with England. He did not, however, be- 
lieve any such thing was likely to take place. 

He was obliged to omit a great many things he 
had to say on this subject; for he had no doubt the 
Senate was wearied, as he was himself: and there- 
fore he would endeavor to close as briefly as pos- 
sible. 

He had before remarked the importance of the 
Oregon Territory, in view of our opening trade with 
China. It seemed to him that, in, that point 
of view, it was exceedingly important. We could, 
through that channel, enjoy a very profitable trade 
with India, and by a direct communication through 
our own territories. It would be opening a new 
market for our staple productions—cotton, tobacco, 
&.—getting back the products of Chinaand the East 
Indies in exchange. Its importance did not stop there; 
for already we had a large commerce in the Pacific, 
which would be encouraged and enlarged by our 
protection. He quoted from public documents the 
amount of tonnage and value of our commerce in 
the Pacific ocean, with a view of showing that it 
was worthy of the particular attention of our gov- 
ernment. 

Not wishing to detain the Senate longer, Mr. B. 
recapitulated the points of argument he had present- 
ed. He believed, himself, it was the duty of this 

overnment, at the present crisis, to give this notice. 
fie believed it could not be a cause of offence to 
Great Britain. It could not bea cause of war. It 
would be merely the assertion ofa right recognised 
to be ours by treaty stipulation. Our claims we 
could establish by documentary evidence in the face 
of the world. If, after producing them, we should 
be involved in war, we would be ready to meet it 
with the right on our side. Our title could not suf- 
fer by thiscourse. By sea and land we would be 
found vigorous and energetic; no matter what com- 
manders we should select to lead us to victory. 

Mr. BENTON rose and remarked that he in- 
tended yesterday to take up the argument on the 
tariff question, laid on the table some days ago; but 
was unwilling to interfere with the debate on the 
Oregon subject. He now wished merely to give 
notice that on Thursday, at 1 o’clock, he would call 
for the further consideration of the report from the 


] approved 


art 


Committee oh. 
policy. oi ; , a 
"Mr. MILLER. said he. desired to express his 
views in relation. to. the question now before the 
Senate, (the Oregon subject,) but the usual hour of 
adjournment had arrived... eae 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, 

The Senate then adjourned: 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, February 27, 1844. 
The journal of. yesterday having been read and 


“Finance in relation to the ‘tariff 


COLLAMER rose and gaid he perceived, by 
the morning papers, that he was reported to have 


“voted against the resolution yesterday which de- 


clared, “that Congress has no power to interfere in 
or control the domestic institutions of the several 
States, &c.;” whereas he in fact did not vote against 
the resolution; and he inquired how it appeared by 
the journal. an f l 

On inspection of the journal, it appeared that he 
did not so vote. 


Mr. HOPKINS desired that the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. 

OLMES] yesterday, should be read by the Clerk; 
which having been done, Mr. H. proceeded to say 
he was not aware that it had been modified; and he 
had requested its reading for the purpose of inquir- 
ing whether an error had not been committed. : 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON stated that the modi- 
fication offered by him was accepted by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he desired to have it stated 
upon the journal that he moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of receiving resolutions which had 
been laid over on former days. He thought it but 
an actof justice that it should be shown by the 
journal that it was not through his fault that a reso- 
ution which he had heretofore offered had not 
been brought up and adopted. 

Mr. HALE inquired whether it had not been the 
custom to insert upon the journal motions of this 
description? ; 


The SPEAKER remarked that where the mo- 
tion was not entertained by the House, it had not 
been the practice to insert it upon the journal. 

The question being put upon the proposition of 
Mr. Brwxacx to amend the journal, 

Mr. ADAMS said he believed it was a privilege 
which had not heretofore been allowed, to insert 
upon the journal a motion which had not been en- 
tertained by the House. He would have no ob- 
jection, however, to the adoption of the proposition 
now made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
provided it should be clearly understood that it 
should be the right of every member hereafter to 
make a similar proposition. 

Objections being madé by several members, 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would relieve the House 
from all difficulty on the subject, by withdrawing 
his motion. 

Mr. HARDIN asked eset to change a 
vote which he gave yesterday. f 

The SPEAKER observed, that he had no recol- 
lection of any case where a gentleman had been al- 
lowed to change a vote which he had given on a 
former day, unless an error had been made in the 
entry of such vote. ` 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked leave to refer some papers; 
which was objected to. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY desired to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a reportin a paper of this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the proposition 
of the gentleman could only be entertained by gen- 
era] consent. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana moved that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of calling those States 
which had not been called yesterday, for resolu- 


tions. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he hoped there would be 
no objection on the part of the House to his making 
an explanation, in order to correct. an evident mis- 
take. If there were objections, he should be com- 
pelled, though reluctantly, to move a suspension of 
the rules. 

The rules, on motion of Mr. KENNEDY, were 
then suspended. 

Mr. KENNEDY thanked the House for its cour- 
tesy. He would now call the attention of the 
House to a report in the Intelligencer of this morn- 
ing, which, he said, placed him in a position in re- 
gard to a gentleman upon that floor which he was 


Mr. K: then read the following from the Intelligen- 
cer, being a part of the report of the proceedings of 
yesterday on the resolutions offered by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. CAmPBELL:] 


“Mr. BARNARD, referring to the personal interest 
which his colleague (Mr. Srerson] manifested in 
his behalf, said that if he (Mr. B.) had been within 
the bar when his name was called, he might have 
asked to vote. But he had not been in the House 
since these abstract resolutions from Baltimore had 
` been in order. : 

“Mr. Srerson said it was proper for him, in ex- 
planation, to state that it was for the public, and not 
or his individual interest, that he had taken this 
course. R 

“Mr. Kenxevy, of Maryland. Ivhope the gen- 
tleman does not hail from Baltimore. I have not 
heard of him there.” 

He (Mr. K.) hoped the gentleman would under- 
stand that this could not be correct. His allusion 
was not to the gentleman, but to the resolutions; 
and he remarked that they could not be considered 
the resolutions of the citizens of Baltimore; he had 
never heard of them there. He did not then know 
that they were the resolutions of a convention held 
in that city. He made this explanation, because, 
by this statement, it would appear a most rude and 
unprovoked attack. 

r. DAVIS of Indiana then renewed his motion 
to suspend the rules, for the purpose of calling those 
States for resolutions, which were not called yester- 


not willing to oocujiy in reference to any gentleman. 


day. 

The motion did not prevail. 

Mr. DAVIS asked leave to present some testimo- 
ny to go to the Committee of Claims. Leave was 
not granted. 


REPORT ON RULES. 

The order of the day being called for— 

The SPEAKER announced the business in order 
during the morning hour, to be a report of the Select 
Committee on Rules with the amendments thereon, 
and that the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 
GOOLE,] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he believed, that he 
was himself entitled to the floor, having yielded only 
for a motion for adjournment after submitting his 
amendment, and he was not disposed to give up his 


right. 

SM. DROMGOOLE observed, that so much had 
occurred after he had submitted his amendment, 
that he did not consider himself entitled to_ the floor 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he was desirous of 
occupying the attention of the House fora very 
short time. 

Mr. WHITE rose to inquire how this matter 
was going to be proceeded with, and whether the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoorx] had 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from ‘Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER replied that the Chair under- 
stood the gentleman from Virginia to have conceded 
the right of the gentleman from ‘Tennessec. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON proceeded. He was desirous 
of calling the attention of the House, and particu- 
larly of the democratic members, to the position in 
which the-rules of the House were now placed, and 
of showing the necessity of adopting the amend- 
ment which he had submitted the other evening as 
a substitute for all the other propositions, the first 
of which was the report of the select committee, and 
secondly the proposition of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, creating a new set of rules. . 

If we undertake to vote on the rules of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and adopt 
them, we must necessarily, if gentlemen in the op- 

osition choose it, vote on the yeas and nays one 
fundred and eight times, besides on the various sub- 
divisions of which they are susceptible; Besides, 
by adopting them, many important rules, deemed ne- 
cessary for facilitating the business of the House, 
would be left out—such as the “hour rule,” the 21st 
rule, and the rule enabling the majority, at pleasure, 
to go in and out of committee. hey would, also, 
be deprived of the most important rule that had ever 
been adopted for expediting the business of the 

House—that of allowing members to present their 
petitions at the Clerk’s table, and have them referred 
to the appropriate committees. Now, suppose the 

roposition of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 

DromaooLe] was adopted: to arrive at that result, 
they must have the yeas and nays one hundred and 
eight times, if such is the pleasure of the opposition, 
which would take nearly two weeks; and after that, 
they would be deprived of some of the most m- 


J s : 
eee aed the inconvenience to which the 

ght be subjected by the absence of one of 
the rules to which he had-eferred, he would relate 
a circumstance that occurred here four years ago. 
There was a bill before the House, which had been 
debated for weeks, and which the House was de- 
termined to pass. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Barwarp] commenced a speech about sun- 
down; and being really sick, entreated the House to 
adjourn over to next day, to give him an opportuni- 
ty of continuing his speech. The yeas and nays 
were taken on the motion, and it was rejected. The 
gentleman went on with his speech, and a number 
of the members went to supper, leaving the House 
without a quorum; when the member yielded the 
floor to a motion to adjourn. A call of the House 
ensued; and after that, the honorable gentleman, sick 
as he was, continued the speech commenced at sun- 
down till sunrise next morning. 

Mr. BARNARD‘ here made an explanation not 
materially differing as to facts. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON did not know that the 
explanation given by the honorable gentleman made 
the matter any better for him—it only proved more 
strongly the necessity of having the rule; and he ven- 
tured to say that without it, that member and some 
others would occupy the time of the House for days, 
and nights too, to the exclusion of its necessary and 
important business. Now, as to this 21st rule, about 
which all the difficulty had arisen. He had been in 
the House ever since the abolition subject was first 
agitated, and was well familiar with all the circum- 
stances which led to its adoption. When it first 
commenced, southern members contended that there 
ought to be no discussion on the subject at all—that 
it was a subject with which Congress had nothing to 
do; but it increased at such a rate as materially to 
interfere with the transaction of business. Then the 
Patten resolutions were adopted, after them the 
Pinckney resolutions, then the Atherton resolutions, 
and finally the 25th rule. Now, how were all these 
adopted? There were democratic members from the 
north who voted with the whigs and democrats of 
the south, and in that way all these resolutions and 
the Qlst rule were carried; and they could carry 
them now in the same way, if all the southern mem- 
bers would vote as they then did. But what had 
they seen this session? The difficulty commenced 
on a proposition for the adoption of rules for the 
House, by a motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] to except the 25th rule. This 
took place on the 23 December, 1843; and by that 
vote, it was excepted. The vote stood 91 to 95. 
When that was done he was struck with astonish- 
ment to find that it was done by the votes of south- 
ern whigs. If, said (Mr. J.) they had stood with us 
as the northern democrats have done, we should have 
carried that rule. 

Mr. ADAMS said that the gentleman was mis- 
taken in stating the question. The rule was sus- 
tained by the vote he had just referred to; which 
was 91 for abolishing the rule,and 95 for retain- 
ing it. 

“Mr. C. JOHNSON said that possibly he might 
not have been mistaken in his recollections as to 
the effect of the vote on thst occasion; but he was 
not mistaken in his recollections of the vote given 
the other day. We wanted (said Mr. J.) the sub- 
ject to go over till the State of Maryland was repre- 
sented, and till the representation of the State of 
Georgia was completed, counting on the additional 
votes from those $tates to retain the rule; but as 
soon as the representation from those States was 
full, how stood the vote? On the motion of his 
honorable friend from Virginia to lay the whole 
subject of the reports on the table, and by this 
means leave the 25th rule in full force, as it was one 
of the rules of the last Congress, which had been 
provisionally adopted,—when they were called on 
to vote on this subject, (to retain this 21st rule,) he 
would ask the House—he would ask his democratic 
friends, to reflect on the state of the vote then 
given. Of the members from his State, (Tennessee,) 
three of the whigs voted ie abi saving this 25th 
rule. From the State of Kentucky, three of the 
whig party also voted against laying the subject on 
the iable; and from the State of Georgia, he was sor- 
ry to find that one of his friends voted in the same 
way. 

Mr. BLACK. asked permission of the gentleman 
to explain his reasons for giving that vote. He 


wished the gentleman to reply to his request, andto 


grant or refuse it. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON declined yielding any ` 


porani rules for ‘facilitating the business of thè- 


portion of his hour, unless to correct facts. HL 
went on to say, that on the vote to which he- wi 
ferring, he found that four of the whig members. 
North Carolina.also voted against the motion, 
the subject on the table. From the ‘State ‘o 
land, he found four whig members;. from. t 
of Virginia, two; and from the State of South Ca 
na, one member;-all voting against the retention, of 
thisrule, which was deemed so essential to the pres- 
ervation. of southern righty. In this way, there 
were nineteen votés from the’ slaveholdin States 
against the motion to lay on. the table, and conse- 
quently against the retention of this rule. oa 

Mr. CAUSIN. asked permission to explain. the 
reasons for his vote; but Mr. J. declined giving 
way. oe 

Mr. C. JOHNSON continued. If (said Mr. J.) 
on this question, deemed so important to. the South, 
all the representatives from the southern States had 
gone with us, the rule would have been retained, 
and would now be in full force. When (said Mr. 
J.) I ask my northern demoeratic friends, who 
have stood by us year after year, in sustaining this 
rule, deemed so important to the preservation of 
the rights of the South, still to assist us in maintaining 
it, they answer, With what reason can you call on 
us to sustain thisrule, when we find southern mem- 
bers voting against it? Considering this state of 
things, he deemed the 2lst rule as lost; and that it 
could never, under any circumstances, be adopted. 
Would the House then go on without rules, and 
submit to the inextricable confusion and delay of 
business that would consequently follow? at, 
then, were they to do? If they adopted.the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Massachusetts they 
might be voting on it, rule by rule, till the Ist of April. 
If they adopted the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. DromcooLe]} the result would 
be the same; and in either case they would be de- 
prived of several necessary and important rules for 
the transaction ofthe business of the House, which 
he had just referred to. He would then appeal to 
his democratic friends whether the best course, un- 
der all the circumstances, would not be to adopt the 
amendment he had submitted. His proposition 
was to adopt therules of the last whig Congress, 
with the exception of the 21st rule, to which the 
whigs could not, of course, objecti and then to pro- 
vide, as a substitute for that rule, a clause which was 
nothing more nor less than the Atherton resolutions. 

In submitting this proposition, he did not mean 
to say that he preferred it to the 2lst rule, which he 
had voted for and would rather have; but he was 
satisfied that he could not get it, and was therefore 
willing to take the next best thing that he could get. 
He wished to put a stop to the continued agitation 
of this subject, and the tedious, useless debate that 
so materially interfered with the business of the 
House. 

He had voted for the Atherton resolution, and 
the Pinckney resolutions; in short, he had voted for 
all these rules, with a view to promote the public 
business. He now desired to stop this useless de- 
bate, and he would vote for any rule that. would 
accomplish thatend. If they could not get the. 2ist 
rule, he entreated the House to get the next best 
thing, and go on and do the business of the coun- 
try. He went on to show the advantage taken of 
this subject by Southern whigs, and the manner in 
which they sought to hold Mr. Van Buren and his 
friends responsible for the consequences, whatever 
they might be. ` 

z message was here received from thè Senate, by 
the hands of Assury Dicxrns, esq., its Secretary, 
transmitting several bills which h been passed by 
the Senate. f 

Mr. C. JOHNSON resumed, and said the sole 
object he had in view was to get some rule whereby 
they could do the business of the House. As to 
the 21st rule he cared nothing about it, any further 
than as it operated on the business of the House. 

Mr. HALE remarked that he had not heretofore 
troubled the House upon this exciting subject; not 
because he had not thought much, and had settled 

rinciples upon it, but for other reasons with which 
fe would not trouble “the House. But feeling re- 
sponsible, as one of the representatives of the people, 
for the waste of time that had already occurred, 
and was still likely to occur if this debate continued, 
and believing that no possible good could accrue to 
any body from its longer continuance, he moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Mr. E. J. BLACK, and oth- 
ers, desired him to. withdraw that motion, to give 
them an opportunity to speak on the question, 


Mr: HALE replied that. the ` gentle 


dress their appeals to. the House, with which he - 


should leave it. . He had discharged his duty; ‘and 

he declined further to:interfere. 0s E 
Mr. DROMGOOLE desired permission ‘to make a 

5 [Cries of “No! nol!” oan : 


suggestion. 


previous question, and the question on -whic 
ouse would be called upon to vote. © 50s: 
The SPEAKER rose to pùt the question on'sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. ` 

_ Mr. HALE called for tellers; and they:were or- 
dered. a : 

Messrs. Murrny and Winrurop were appointed 
tellers; and they reported 90 in the affirmative, and 
74 in the negative.. There was, therefore, a second. 

The question then recurred, “Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put” f 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. é 

„Mr. LEWIS inquired how the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. agi had 
taken the place of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Dromcoore.] 

The SPEAKER replied, as an améndment to the 
amendment. i 

After some remarks from Mr. SAUNDERS, 

Mr. WINTHROP asked that the Clerk might 
read the proposition on which the House would be 
called upon to vote. 

The Clerk accordingly read the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessce, as follows: “That the 
rules of the last Congress shall be adopted by this 
House, except the 21st; and that all petitions ‘in re- 
lation to the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, shall be received and 
Jaid upon the table without debate.” 

Mr. COBB inquired if it was in order to move a 
suspension of the rules, so as to go on with this 
matter to-day, after the expiration of the morning 


hour? [Cries of agreed” | 
Mr. BELSER moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 


Mr. E. J. BLACK inquired the effect of such a 
motion, and whether it would not carry the two re- 
ports of the committee with it. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
would carry the pending proposition and the amend- 

“ments to the table. 

Mr. ROGERS called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay on the table; and they were or- 
dered. l 

The yeasand nays were taken, and they resulted 
as follows—ycas 90, nays 98. 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bid- 
lack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhof, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Causin, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Hen- 
ley, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, 
McConnell, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Peyton, Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, 
Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, and Yost—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Brodhead, Buf- 
fington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hubbell, Hudson, Hunger. 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P, Kennedy, Daniel P, King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, 
Lyon, MeCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ray- 
ner, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Sam- 
Pe, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 

avid L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Sykes, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, 
Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, William 
Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—98. 


So the subject was not laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the rules were 
suspended for the purpose of proceeding with the 
Pakjes! now before the House beyond the morning 

our, 

The question being, “Shall the main question be 
now put”? 

Mr. RAYNER inquired what the effect would be 


“provided the House refused to. 


RAYNER also made some steh.observa- © 


Mr, DAVIS and Mr. PAYNE also made some ` 
remarks in reference:to the effect. of eons the ; 
the . 


‘tion? : tee a 
‘The SPEAKER replied 
in that.case, go.over until to-morrow. <=- < 

Mr.’ CAUSIN inquired whether, in case the sub- 
ject went over from dayto day, the previous ques- 
tion would be enforced whenever the various propo- 
sitions came up." = . : l P 
-< The SPEAKER replied, that in the opinion of the 
Chair, such would be the case. 

The -yeas and nays were then taken upon the 
question, “Shall the main. question be now put?” 
and resulted as follows—yeas 159, nays 24... 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Barrin- 
ger, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Edward J. Black, 
James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Buf- 
fington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Carey, Carroll, Catlin, 
Causin, Clinch, Chilton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cross, 
Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dilling- 
ham, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, 
Foster, French, Byram Green, Grimfell, Grider, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Harper, Hayes, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hogs; Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P. Kennedy, P. King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpat- 
rick, Lahranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mec- 
Causlen, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mellvaine, Matthews, Moore, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, E. R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. 
John, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, J. Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor. Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Tyler, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, 
Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, Wm. Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and*Yost—169. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Bidlack, Campbell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chappell, Clingman, Cranston, Deberry, Dromgoole, 
Foot. Giddings, Hammett, Hardin, Marsh, Morse, Payne, 
David S. Reid, Sample, Saunders. Severance, Thompson, 
Vance, Vinton, and Whitc—24. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to lay the amendment of the 

entleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jounson] on 
the table. He did soin order to get a direct vote 
on the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Dromeoore.] _ f f 

The CHAIR said that the motion was not in 
order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. S 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked for a division of the 
question on his amendment. ` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE contended that it was not 
susceptible of division. There was not, he said, a 
distinct substantive proposition left, if the first part 
were taken away. | ; f 

Kome conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
C. JOHNSON, WINTHROP, A. JOHNSON, 
DROMGOOLE, and ADAMS took part, when _ 

The SPEAKER having decided that the question 
was not divisible, F eY 

Mr. C. JOHNSON appealed from that decision. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table: negatived. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to lay the appcal on the 
table: carried—ayes 90, noes 38. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. f : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE raised the question that the 
motion was out of order, the previous question hav- 
ing been ordered. = 

"The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

The question was then taken on laying the whole 
subject on the table, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 90, nays 94. 

YEAS—Messers. Ashe, Atkinson, Barrington, Belser, 
Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossicr, Bower, Boyd, 
Jacob§ Brinkerhoft. Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, W. 
J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, Dean, Deberrv, Dellet, Dickinson, Dun- 
can, Ficklin, Foster, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Huges, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, McClernand, McConnell, Matthews, Moore, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Pratt, DavidS. Reid, Red- 
ing, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Simp- 
son, Slidell, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, Yost— 
90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Brodhead, Buf- 
fington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinch, Clingman 
Collamer, Cranston, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham’ 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hardin, Harper, Hays, 
Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 


iat. the subject would, : 


James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley. B. Johnson, Johi P. 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard; Lyon, Me- 
Causlen, McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward Joy- Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Parmenter,. Patterson, Elish R. Potter, Preston, 
Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas 
H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, 
Caleb” B.: Smith, Stephens, Stetson, A. Stewart, Tyler, 
Vance, Vinton, “Wethéred, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
Winthrop, William Wright—04. F 

Mr. J.P. KENNEDY introduced his. colleague, 
Mr. SPENCE, ‘who took the oath and his seat. `, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked fot a-division of the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee, so thata 
vote might be taken on each rule of the last Con- 

ress. When the question of the right of the mem- 

ers of the four States to their seats was before the 
House, the question was taken on the right of in- 
dividual members, beginning with Mr. Hae, of New 
Hampshire, and he desired that the vote should be 
taken on the eine) propositions now. They could 
dispense with the yeas and nays, and therefore it 
would not occupy much time to act on the whole. 

Some conversation ensued; and ultimately Mr. 
SCHENCK withdrew his motion, with the intima- 
tion that he should make it at another opportunity. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the 
proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
thereon, and they were ordered; and being taken 
resulted as follows—yeas 35, nays 143: 

YEAS—Messrs, Anderson, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
Bower, J. Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Burke, Dana, J. W. Davis, 
Dean, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, McDowell, 
Moore, Murphy, Norris, Pratt, Preston, zardy: Reding, 
Ritter, Simons, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Stetson, 
Sykes, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Edward J. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Boyd, Aaron. V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
Buflington, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Cousin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapmon, 
Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, Foster, 
French, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Haral- 
son, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCauslen, McClelland, McClernend, 
McConnell, Mellvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. Morris, 
Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Ramsey, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, 
Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Saun- 
ders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H Seymonr, 
David L. Seymour, Simpson, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward,. and 
William Wright—143, i 
The amendment, therefore, was not adopted. 


When Mr. McDOWELL’'S name was called, he 
said he would vote for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, notwithstsnding he was op- 
posed to the hour rule. 

Mr. SCHENCK said there were some 100 or more 
rules contained in the amendment to the report; 
and he supposed the proposition was divisible into 
as many parts as there were rules; he did notask, 
however, so thorough a division as that; but he 
asked for such a division as would give a distinct 
vote upon the 23d rule, and the 96th as numbered in 
me amendment, and the vote on all the others in 

ulk. j 

Mr. BELSER saidhe would again move to lay 
the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. WHITE contended that a. motion to lay on 
the table could not be entertained after the previous 

uestion had been. ordered; and cited the Congres- 
sional Manual, page 202. 

The SPEAKER remarked that he had been 

guided by what had been the former practice of the 
Louse. 

Mr. WHITE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and upon theappeal the yeas and nays were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted as follows: yeas 
99, nays 76. 

Thus the decision of the Chair, that the motion to 
lay the subject upon the table was in order, was sus- 
tained by the House. 

The question then recurred upon the. motion of 
Mr. Bexser, to lay the subject upon the table; and 
upon this motion the yeas ‘and nays were ordered; 
ae being taken, resulted as follows—yeas 78, nays 


YVEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, 


James Black, ‘Blackwell, “Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Aaron V: Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, 
Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Dean, Dellet, Dickinson, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Hen- 
ley, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, 
Caye Johnson; Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCler- 
nand; McConnell, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, 
Owen, Payne, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 
Russell, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, ‘Wentworth, Woodward, and 
Yost—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barnard, Beardsley, Benton, Edward J. Black, Brodhead, 
Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinch, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foof, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Herrick, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
D. P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, Me- 
Clelland, McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, E. J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patter- 
son, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, C. M. Read, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
T.H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Win- 
throp, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—107. 


The motion to lay on the table was negatived. 

Some conversation on a point of order ensued, in 
which Messrs. G. W. JONES, THOMPSON, and 
the CHAIR, took part. : 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the appeal on the 
table; which motion was carried. 

The SPEAKER stated the division of the ques- 

tion, as proposed by the gentlėman from Ohio, to be, 
first to take the question on adopting the report of 
the pendeman from Virginia, with the exception of 
the 23d rule and the 96th, as numbered in the 
amendments, and afterwards to take the question 
on each of those rules separately. . 
Mr. SCHENCK, by general consent, withdrew 
the call for the yeas and nays, and tellers were or- 
dered instead; when the question was first taken on 
adopting the amendment of Mr. Dromeooxe, with 
the exceptions above stated, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

The question was then taken on retaining the 
23d rule, (excluding abolition petitions,) and decided 
in the negative—yeas 86, nays 106, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, E. J. 
Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
‘Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinch, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ficklin, 
french, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, La- 
branche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, 
Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Payne, Peyton, 
Pratt, Rayner, David $. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Saun- 
ders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Ste- 
phens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatis, Tucker, Weller, ‘Wentworth, and 
‘Woodward—s6. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Brodhead, 
Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clingman, Clinton, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fllis,Elmer, Farlee,Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hubbell, Hud- 
son, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leon- 
ard, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R, Potter, Emery 
D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. 
Reed, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, 
Schenck,Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L.Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—106. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved an adjournment. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR called for the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. - 

Me. LEWIS called for tellers, and they were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Hunt and BELsER were appoint: 
ed, and reported 46 in the affirmative, and 98 in the 


negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BOYD moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were called for, 
and ordered. ea i 

Mr. SAMPLE inquired whether, if this motion 
prevailed, it would not carry to the table that por- 
tiom which had been acted upon, as well as that 
which remained for the action of the House. + 


; e SPEAKER replied: wo 

The yeas and nays were then taken 
sulted as follows: yeas 88, nays 99. 
YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bid- 


Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt; Caldwell, Camp- 
bell; Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dick- 
inson, Ficklin, French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCler 
nand, McConnell, Moore, Newton, Norris, Payne, Peyton, 
Pratt, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, St. 
John, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Robert. Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, and Woodward—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Barnard, 
Beardsley, Benton, Brodhead, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Har- 
per, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McDow- 
ell, Mclivaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Morse, Moreley, Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Rus- 
sell, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L, Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John 
Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—99. 

So-the House refused to lay on the table. 

Mr. J. WRIGHT moved an adjournment; which 
motion was negatived. 

Mr. BARRINGER called for a further division 
of the question, so that a distinct vote might be 
taken upon the 40th and 4ist rules; which are as 
follows: 


“40, It shall not be in order for any member, under 
cover of a proposition to correct the journal, to move 
to spread on the journal any paper or document 
which the House has previously refused to receive 
or hear read. 

“41. When motions are made to correct or amend 
the journal, by the insertion of papers or documents 
therein, if the House shall not decide in favor of the 
pies er , the papers or documents so proposed to 

e inserted shall not be entered on the journal, not- 
withstanding the yeas and nays may be desired by 
one-fifth of the members present, and entered on the 
journal.” 


Objection was made to a further division, and the 
Speaker being called upon to decide the point, was 
understood to give it as his opinion, that the division 
which the gentleman proposed could not now be 
made unless there was a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia was adopted—the propositon being to strike 
out and insert. 

Mr. BARRINGER then moved a reconsideration 
of that vote. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that a reconsider- 
ation could not be moved until the whole question 
had been determined. 

The SPEAKER declared such to be the opinion 
ofthe Chair; and proceeded to put the question up- 
on the adoption of the 96th rule. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD asked for a division of this rule 
at the word “present.” 

The question was accordingly put on agreeing to 
the first branch of the rule: “96. No standing rule, 
or order of the House, shall be rescinded or changed, 
without one day’s notice being given ofthe motion 
therefor; nor shall any rule be suspended, except 
by a vote of at least two-thirds of the members 
present; nor shall the order of business, as estab- 
lished by the rules, be postponed or changed, except 
by a vote of at least two-thirds of the members 
present;” and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. RHETT then called for a further division of 
the rule, and the question was taken upon the fol- 
lowing: 

“But the House may, at any time, by a vote of a 
majority of the members present, suspend the rules 
and orders for the purpose of going into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union;” 


And carried. . 

Upon the remaining clause, in these words: 

“And also of providing for the discharge of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


` and they Te 


lack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, 


acing, without debate, am 
and that may be offered?” = =o. or 
The yeas and nays were taken, and resultè 
follows——yeas 93, nays 78. Seat 
The SPEAKER - then said that the last branch o 
the resolutions having been agreed to by the House, 
the question would be on agreeing to: the report as 
amended. © 0 E e aa E aa 
Mr. BARRINGER moved the reconsideration of 
the vote by which the 96th rule was adopted. =: 
Mr. WELLER moved that the. House adjourn; 
and the question being taken’ by tellers,'and decided 
in the affirmative, Baran oe 
The House adjourned. 


The following resolution was offered on Monday, 
by Mr. Steenrop, and not, as would appear from 


_the report of the proceedings of that day, by Mr. 


Hopkins: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be directed to inquire into the ex- 
pedieney of establishing a post route from New 

artinsville via Sistersville, in Virginia, to Par- 
kersburg. : 


The following resolution was offered yesterday by 
Mr. PRESTON KING, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of extending a post route from Wilna, via 
the Naural Bridge, to Diana, in the State of New 

ork. 


IN SENATE. 
Weonespay, February 28, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the War Department, in compli 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 21st 
inst., on the practicability and expense of erecting a 
fortification on the east side of Dauphin island: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. f 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the Ist inst., covering a report from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, showing how many Chero~ 
kee Indians remain east of the Mississippi'river, and 
the reason why they were not removed with the 
other Cherokees, &c.: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. . 

Also, laid before the Senate a petition from J. A. 
Bell, Ezekiel Starr, and John Rogers, in behalf of 
certain Cherokee Indians, representing the griev- 
ances under which they labor, and praying the in- 
terposition of the government: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, laid before the Senate a petition from Geo. 
W. Drummond and other citizens of Louisiana, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from 

arrisonburg to Providence, in that State: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Henry 
Scott and 250 other citizens of Clinton and St. Clair, 
counties, Ilinois, praying for the establishment of 
amail route from Carlyle, in Clinton county, by 
Hanover and Mascautah, to Bellville, in St. Clair 
county. 2 

Mr. B: remarked, on presenting this petition, that 
it was signed by many of his most respectable constit- 
uents; and the proposed route would pass through a 
very flourishing settlement of industrious and enter~ 
prising Germans, who had, at their own expense, 
thrown a bridge over an important stream on_ the 
route. As he had moved a resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, directing 
an inquiry as to the expediency of establishing this 
route, he hoped these few remarks would attract the 
notice of that committee, and that they would incor- 
porate it into the bill establishing new mail routes. 

On his motion, the petition was referred to the 
Committee. on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was ordered that 
there be taken from the files the memorial of the 
general assembly of the State of Ilinois, adopted at 
the last session thereof, praying the abolishing the 
duty on salt; and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

“Also, that the memorial praying the removal of re- 
strictions upon the entry of quarter-quarter sections 
of land, be taken from the files, and.referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, that their memorial, praying for the improves 


S oe tk n : ee 
jags and other obstructions to the 


vigation of the Mississippi river, and setting forth 
the losses to which the trade. and commerce. of. the 
‘West was subjected, from the want of adequate ap- 
piopfiations 0. 2 2B a 

~ Also, their ‘tnemorial, praying for the: improve- 
ment of the rapids of -the Des Moines, and at Rock 
island, in the Mississippi river; which, ‘on: his mo- 
tion, were referred to the Committee on ‘Commerce, 
and.ordered to be printed.. ` ` ; 
“Mr. B. also pr rented he memorial of the same 
general assembly, praying for a modification and 
change in the present pre-emption laws. 

Mr. B. remarked, on presenting this memorial, 
thatit contained some very important suggestions, 
to which. he would beg to call the special attention of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

On his motion, it was referred to that committee, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from William 
P. McConnell, representing that he had constructed 
a model of a steam-ship, at the request of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and by order of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and prays Congress to adopt 
the principle of his plan iw the construction of 
steam-ships of war: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr.PEARCE presented a petition from a number 
of merchants in the city of Baltimore, praying that 
the consular system of the United States may be 
remodelled: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fair, reported a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of George Duval, a Cherokee, and others, 
Cherokees; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. : 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse reporton the petition of 
Alonzo B. Davis, of the United States navy, pray- 
ing the allowance of pay of a grade higher than 
that to which he is entitled, for certain extra ser- 
vices: ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


Also, reported from the same committee a joint re- 
solution, authorizing the admission, in the settle- 
ment of the accounts of D. M. F. Thornton, a pur- 
ser in the United States navy, for losses of property 
on board ship, the sum of $658; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to the Senate a copy of the report made 
by B, F. Butler, United States agent for the Chero- 
kee tribe of Indians, dated 30th September, 1843, 
addressed to the Hon, T. Hartley Crawford, Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the 
the heirs of ——— (name not heard) of Vir- 
ginia, praying some compensation for services du- 
ring the war of the revolution: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. KING presented resolutions of the legisla- 
ture of Alabama, instructing the senators and re- 
questing the representatives from that State to use their 
influence to procure the passage of a Jaw establish- 
ing a mail line ‘from Tuscaloosa to Tuscumbia, in 
that State. Also, for the establishment of a daily 
mail route from Montgomery, in Alabama, to West 
Point, in Georgia, and thence to Madison, in Geor- 
gia; and to make Tuscaloosa a distributing. office: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. BAGBY presented to the Senate the follow- 
ing resolutions of the legislature of Alabama, re- 
Sponsive to resolutions adopted’by the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, proposing so to amend the constitution 
of the United States,as to strike from the basis of 
federal representation the three-fifths of slave pop- 
ulation. The resolutions were read as follows: 

“The General Assembly of the State of Alabama 
will, in no event, give countenance to this proposi- 
tion of Massachusetts. The provision proposed to 
be stricken from the constitution contains within 
itthe terms upon which the Union was formed; 
and any attempt now to change it, and thereby dis- 


idences of bad 


the ‘part, of a 
tendency to weaken’ the bonds of mutual interest 


and. good. feelings whith have bound us together; 
| therefore, fas ige : - 


“Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Representatives 
of the State: of Alabama in General Assembly convened, 


_ That the proposition of Massachusetts so to change 
the constitution of the. United: States, is considered 
: wholly inadmissable b 


the people of alabama. - 


Resolved, That our’ Senators in Congress be in- 


‘structed, and our representatives requested, to use 


their utmost exertions against the proposed amend~- 
ment of the constitution of the United States, to 


exclude the representation of three-fifths of other, 


persons. ; 
Mr. BAGBY saidhe took great pleasure in pre- 


| senting these resolutions to the Senate, not only be- 


cause they accorded with his own opinion, but 
because they afforded another of the many mani- 
festations which that State had already given of her 
attachment to the constitution. He was called upon 
to present these resolutions for another reason. It 
would be recollected that when the resolutions 
from the general assembly of Massachusetts 
were presented, he had opposed the print- 
ing of them. So far as the senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Bares] was concerned, he (Mr. 
B.) took great pleasure in recalling any asser- 
tion of his which could impute to that gen- 
tleman a participation in treason against the rights 
of the South. hatever might be his own opinion 
in regard tothe tenor and doctrines of these reso- 
Intions from Mssachusetts, he repeated again that 
he took great pleasure in exempting the senator in- 
troducing the resolutions from any imputation con- 
tained in that portion of his remarks. From the 
short acquaintance which he had had with that sen- 
ator, he was pleased to bear testimony. to his 
honor and patriotism. So far, therefore, as the re- 
marks could be construed to imply the least cen- 
sure upoñ the senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Bares,] they were entirely withdrawn. He moved 
that the resolutions which he had just presented 
lie on the table, and be printed; and, to atone 
as far as he could for any injury he might 
have done to the senator from Massachusetts, he 
was willing, in that conciliatory spirit which should 
prevail in all legislative bodies, to move to take up 
from the table the resolutions from Massachusetts. 
According to the dictates of his own conscience, he 
believed it was right of the general assembly of 
Massachusetts to adopt the resolutions, and of the 
senator over the way [Mr. Bares] to present them. 
He asked the printing of the resolutions from the 
legislature of Alabama; and he made a motion to 
that effect. 

Mr. BATES said, when he brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate, some days since, the discrimina- 
tion which had been made, and the injustice which 
had been done to Massachusetts, by refusing to 
print the resolves of the legislature of that State, he 
then thought, as he still thought, it did not become 
him to move a second time for what had been once 
formally denied him. He did not wish, upon that 
occasion, to get up adebate upon the exciting sub- 
ject of slavery. A measure of great national im- 
portance was then in progress, with which he did not 
think it proper to interfere. The course of the sen- 
ator from Alabama (Mr. Bacay], this morning, so 
honorable to himself, indicated pretty clearly (as he 
thought) that he did not misjudge as to what. it be- 
came him to do in behalf of his State, upon the oc- 
casion referred to. He did rely with some confi- 
dence upon the justice of the Senate to right the 
matter. A State had an undoubted right to pro- 
pose any amendment to the constitution such legis- 
lature might please; and if the legislatures of two- 
thirds of the States proposed the same amendment, 
it would become the duty of Congress to act. ‘But 
whether it would be expedient in him to propose 
such an amendment, was 2 question not to be set- 
tled there. The State legislatures would decide the 
question for themselves. 

Mr. BAGBY then moved to take up from the 
table the resolutions from the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HAYWOOD hoped that the senators from 
Alabama and Massachusetts would let the motion 
lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. BAGBY wished to know if the senator from 
North Carolina desired to debate the question. If 
so, he would withdraw the motion, promising to 
renew it to-morrow, 


tempts as”. 
ter State, having a direct. 


made: Ala- |} 


‘Mr. BAGBY said. ie would move, then, that- the 
resolutions be taken up, though he could not vote 


for the printing. 


Mr. HAYWOOD. rose to’ a question of. order. 
When the Senate had-once decided that the resolu- 
tions could not be-printed, was it in order to’ renew 
the motion to‘ print- or i k 

The CHAIR decided that if the motion to take 
up the resolutions: was agreed to, the question would 
recur upon the motion to print them. . 

Mr. KING said he would much. rather this mat- 
ter should lie over till tomorrow. The Senate was 
very thin; and he had another reason why he would 
prefer not opening a debate on the subject at that 
time. If he had known that such a proposition was 
to be before the Senate this morning, he would have 
come prepared to meet it. As it was, he was not 
prepared to act as he wished to act. Besides, his 
colleague, having explained that he [Mr. Bacsy} 
meant no personal reference to the sénator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bares,} by the course 
which he had adopted when the resolutions 
from that State were before the Senate, he 
{Mr. K.] presumed that explanation would be 
satisfactory; and that the matter could properly re- 
main, for the present,as it was. It was a question 
of grave import; not a question of justice or injus- 
tice, but one which involved much more serious 
consequences. He asked, therefore, that no.action 
be taken at that time,in order that he might havean 
opportunity of pursuing the course which he intend- 
ed to pursue with reference to this question. He 
proposed, with a view to effect this object, that the 
motion to print lie on the table. 

Mr. BAGBY said thatno one could be more sen- 
sible than he was of the importance of the resolu- 
tions from Massachusetts, and those from the legis- 
lature of Alabama. It was of no importance to 
him, what disposition might be made of the resolu- 
tions from the general assembly of Massachusetts. 
He was perfectly indifferent as to what shape the 
question might assume. He had made up his mind, 
upon reflection, in regard to the character and tend- 
ency of such resolutions. In submitting his mo~ 
tion to the consideration of the Senate, his only ob- 
ject was to do justice to the. senator from Massa- 
chusets; and in the desire to accomplish an object 
of that kind, he would rather go too far, than stop 
short of the mark. As he felt incapable of doing 
intentional injustice to that senator, or the State of 
Massachusetts, he deemed himself called upon to 
make the motion. "The Senate would decide upon it. 

Mr. BERRIEN begged leave to suggest to the 
gentleman [Mr. Bacsy] that he would see, from the 
course which the Senate had heretofore pursued in 
relation to resolutions of this kind, the propriety of 
pee to the suggestion of the senator from Ala- 

ama, [Mr. Kine,] and not press any action up- 
on the subject to-day. The journal of the Senate 
would show that, when the resolutions from Mas- 
sachusetts were formerly acted upon, it was before 
a comparatively full Senate. If the decision was to 
be reversed, little, he apprehended, would be gained 
by pressing the matter now: Without, therefore, 
expressing any opinion as to the decision that it 
might be proper for the Senate to make, he sug- 
gested the propriety of adopting the course pointed 
out by the senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kinc.] 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that, as it seemed to be 
the inclination of several gentlemen that this matter 
should be postponed, and not receive definite action 
now, he rose merely to suggest that he had received 
from the governor of Virginia certain resolutions 
passed by the legislature of that State, similar in 
their import to those presented by the honorable 
senator from Alabama, [Mr. Bacev.) He should 
have presented them to-day, but he did not think it 
proper to do so in the absence of his honorable 
colleague, who was not then in his seat. He would 
take occasion, however, to present them to-morrow; 
and that, he conceived, would be the proper time to 
resume the discussion which had taken place this 
morning in relation to the change in the disposal of 
the resolutions. from Massachusetts. He moved, 
therefore, that the pending motion lie on the table 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. BARROW remarked that the senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Minuer,] having conditionally 
-waived his right to address the Senate to-day on the 
Oregon question, to enable him to procure action on 
a hill, which he had the honor of introducing for the 


settlement of land claims in Louisiana, he moved to 
postpone the previous. orders of the day, with a 
vjew to takë up that bill. "The motion was put, and 
carried in the affirmative. And the bill was taken 
up for consideration, as in. committee of the whole 
—the question ponding being a substitute reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands, for the bill pro- 
viding for the adjustment of land claims within the 
States of Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, and the. 
Territory of Iowa. © TEE ets br 
-An-amendment was proposed by Mr. HENDER- 
SON, embracing a new class of claims.. It was dis- 
cussed by Messrs. HENDERSON, HAYWOOD, 
KING, BARROW, and SEVIER, till past three 
o’élock; when, on motion of Mr. BARROW, the 
Senate adjourned. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwespar, February 28, 1844. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, and Mr. FOS- 
TER, suggested corrections of the journal, respect- 
ing votes given by them yesterday. The journal 
was corrected accordingly, ` 


THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER then announced the business 
for the morning hour to be on the report of the Se- 
lect Committee on Rules—the pending question be- 
ing on the motion of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. BARRINGER) to reconsider the vote by 
which the House agreed to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromeooxe] to the 
reportof the Select Committee on Rules, except the 
23d and 96th rules. i 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired if the pending mo- 
tion was debatable, : 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was: understood to inquire 
whether the gentleman from North Carolina could 
move a reconsideration while the previous question 
was ordered. - 

Mr. HUDSON inquired if a call of the House 
would be in order. . 

Mr. PAYNE inquired of the Speaker if the mo- 
tion to reconsider, made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, should prevail, would the vote 
upon the adoption of that rule, which makes this 
House an auxiliary abolition society, be reconsidered 


also. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that that 
rule was not involved in this motion. 

Some conversation followed, in which the 
SPEAKER and several members took part; and the 
House was then brought to a vote on the reconsider- 
ation. 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows—yeas 55, nays 116: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Bel- 
ser, J. Black, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Cau- 
sin, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Gar- 
rett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Foot, Grin- 
nell, Grider, Harper, W. Hunt, [rvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, J. P. Kennedy, D. P. King, Mclilvaine, Marsh, 
E. J. Morris, Morse, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, 
Ramsey, Rayner, Charle M. Reed, David S. Reid, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Caleb. B. mith, Stephens, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, White, and 
Winthrop—ss. 

(NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Baker, 
Beardsley, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, J. A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, J. Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, William J, Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, R. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, R. D. Davis, J. W. Davis, 
Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Fish, Foster, French,Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Joseph R.Jngersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Keon- 
ard, Lewis, Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCauslen, MeClelland, 
MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Mathews, Moore, 
Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Elisha R. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Rhett, Rit- 
ter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Spence, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weiler, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Wil- 
liam Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—116, 


So the House refused to reconsider. 

The question recurred upon agreeing with the re- 
port as amended; and upon this question the yeas 
and nays were ordered, eee 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS inquired whether, if this vote 
should pass in the negative, the House would not 
be without rules. , 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabama obtained the floor, 
and said that, to avoid the difficulty suggested by 
ihe gentleman from New York, and to test the fact, 


“whether, after a ni 


ight’s repose, there were not som 
who had repented of the outr ay e upon the. rights of. 
the South by the proceedings of yesterday, he 
moved to lay the whole ‘subject on the table... - 
Mr. CLINGMAN of North Carolina called for’ 


the yeas and nays, which were ordered.” 
r. ADAMS inquired if a call of the House 


< would now be in order. © - 


The SPEAKER replied that he thought not, after 
a call for the previous question. | 


Mr. ADAMS observed. that he believed the pre- 


vious question had been superseded. : 
The SPEAKER. Not at all; it applies. to this 
subject. = ea : 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired whether the House 
would not be without rules, in case the subject 
should be now laid upon the table. bg 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 
event, the rules of the 
force. 


The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
as follows: yeas 88, nays 87: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bid- 
lack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron 
V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, 
Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, 
French, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Charles J. Ingerapll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lumpkin, McClernand, 
McConnell, Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Newton, Norris, 
Payne, Peyton, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Ste- 
phens, Stiles, Stone, Brong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, 

hompson, Tibbatis, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wood- 
ward and Yost—$8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Beards- 
ley, Benton, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, 
Carroll, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. 
Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, #llis,Farlee, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harper, Hays, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, P. B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, 
Mclivaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Pres- 
ton, pPurdy, Ramsey Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Ritter, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stetson, John Stewart, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 
William Wright, and Jos. A. Wright—87. 


Mr. REDING moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the whole subject was laid on the 
table. 

Messrs. BARNARD, SCHENCK, CLING- 
MAN, ard others, simultaneously rose and asked if 
a motion for a call of the House was in order. 

The SPEAKER replying in the affirmative, 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved a call of the House, 
and called for the yeas and nays on the question. 

The SPEAKER said the morning hour had ex- 

ired. 

5 Mr. BIDLACK moved a suspension of the rules, 
to go on with the consideration of the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked if the question of recon- 
sideration was confined to the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was a privileged 
question, and could be made and considered at any 
time. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
SCHENCK, WINTHROP, HAMLIN, and the 
SPEAKER; when 

The question was announced by the Chair on the 
motion fora call of the Ifouse. 

Mr. CHARES M. REED moved to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 

The SPEAKER had no recollection of any case 
in which a motion to lay a motion for a call of the 
House on the table had been entertained. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN asked if it was in order 
to move for a call of the House, after the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire had demanded the pre- 
vious question? ‘ ; 

The SPEAKER replied that it was in order; 
the demand for the previous question not having 
been seconded. 


In that 
e last Congress would be in 


The question was then taken on the motion fora | 


call of the House, and decided in the negative—yeas 
81, nays 101. : 

So the call of the House was refused. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the motion for re- 
consideration on the table; and the yeas and nays 
having been ordered, the question was taken. on 
that motion, and decided in the affirmative-—yeas 
89, nays 82, as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Bid 


“David S. Reid; Reding, 


Hubard, Jameson, [ave Johuson; Andrew-Johneon, Ge 

W. Jones, Andrew, Kenn Preston: King, Labranche, 

Leonard, Lewis, Ltimpkin,, -McClernand,: MeCo: 

Mathews, Moore, Murphy, Norris, Owen, fayne,. 
elfe, Ritter, Russell, St, 

Sanders, Senter, Sinipson, Slidell, Stephens, John St 

Stiles, Stoue, Strong, 


me] 


1e,  § Summers, Taylor, .. Thoma: ; 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, ‘Weller, ‘Wentworth, Wood- 
“ward, and Yost—89. = -> ether Be E 
NAYS—Messrs. Abhot; Adams, Andefson; Baker, Bar- 
nard, Beardsley, Benton, Brodhead, Jeremiahg Brown,, 
Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Causin, Cling 


sson; 


man,’ Collarer. 


Cranston, Dana, R. D. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap,’ 
Ellis; Fish, Foot, Foster, Giddin s Byram Oen. Grinnell, ‘ 
Hale, Har er, Hays, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, : Hunger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph Ri 'In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 

aniel P. King, Lyon, McCausten, McClelland, McDowell, 
Mcllyvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, C. M. Reed, Robinson, Rock» 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vinton, White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, and 
Joseph A. Wright—82. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table, leaving 
the rules of the 27th Congress in force, and among 


them the rule excluding abolition petitions. 
SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and referred to appropriate committees: 

An act to require one. of the judges of the circuit 
court for the District of Columbia hereafter to reside 
at Alexandria; 

An act to incorporate the Georgetown College of 
the District of Columbia; ` 

An act directing the transfer to the State of Mary- 
land of stock belonging to the United States in the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; and 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to make an arrangement or compromise with the 
sureties on the bond given to the United States by 
Samuel Swartwout. 


NOTICES. 


Mr. ADAMS gave notice that he proposed to- 
morrow to call up: the report. of the Committee on 
Rules, which had been this day laid on the table. 
Mr. R. D. DAVIS rose to give notice that, on the 
next resolution day, he should offer a resolution 
to repeal the 23d rule; or whatever number the rule 
rejecting abolition petitions might be. 

Mr. WELLER and others objected to the recep~ 
tion of the notice. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


On the motionof Mr. VANCE, the rules of the 
House were suspended to permit the standing com- 
mittees to make such reports as would not give 
rise to debate. : 

On the motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means was discharged from 
the further consideration of certain petitions. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following bills; which were read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Capt. F. Shannon. 

‘A bill for the relief of George W. Clark and 
others. 

On the motion of Mr. VANCE, the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from various memorials; 
and from the same committee he made various ad- 
verse reports. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report in the case of Cyrus C. Scott, which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee of Claims, made 
an adverse report. in the case of Wiliam F. Maver, 
which was laid upon the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution in favor of Saltmarsh and 
Fuller, and also a joint resolution in favor of William, 
Fuller, which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and the accompanying reports were 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. G. DAVIS, certain testimony 
was referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. C. M. REED, from the Committee on Coma 
merce, reported back the bill for the establishment 


ment; which; 
Whole House; andi 
to-morrow: : 
lic Lands, ‘made an 
tions of — 


referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, made adverse reports in’ the cases of 
O’Bryant. McNamer, and Mary Ann Bruner; which 
were'laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of the claim of George S. 
Collins. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Cyrus Russell and others, 
in relation to school lands in Missouri. 

On motion of Mr, JOSEPH A. WRIGHT the 
papers in the case of Geo. S. Collins, in which an 
adverse report had just been made by Mr. McCrer- 
NAD; was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the bill of the Senate for providing an insane 
asylum within the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. . 

Mr. C. also reported a bill supplementary to an 
act for the regulation of arrests on mesne process; 
which was read twice, and referred to the : Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to-morrow, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back Senate bill No. 39, without 
amendment; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report in the case of Manuel Cru- 
zat; which was laid upon the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. S. also reported back “a bill to repeal an act 

- supplementary to an act, entitled an act to amend 
an act, approved in the year one thousand eight 
hundred, entitled an act to amend an act to estab- 
lish judicial courts in the United States,” without 
amendment; and moved that it be read a third time 
and passed. 

Mr. BIDLACK objected; and 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was then refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of certain citizens of Florida, containing 
charges against Samuel Douglass, United States 
judge of Florida. : 

Mr. LEVY inquired on what ground it was the 
committee desired to be discharged? 

Mr. SAUNDERS replied that the committee 
were of opinion, from the evidence before them, that 
the charges were not fully sustained. 

_Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas Hunt 
and Alexander Caldwell;. which was referred to the 
Committee of the-Whole-to-morrow, and ordered to 
be printed... z j : 

Mr. FRENCH. asked and-obtuined leave to with- 
graw from the files the petition of Israel Thomas, 


| 


others: 


| 


ed from the fur- 


Mr. DILLINGHAM made adveise véports on 


| thé memorial of David Cook, and on. that of Beija- ` 
-min Heartt; which were. laid on the ‘table, and or- 


‘inted... ` 


dered. to: be pr Aor ea Caer ee 
‘<Mr: “DILLINGHAM reported..a bill for the re- 


lief of Charles Holt; which was. read twice, and re- 


| -ferred to thé Committee of the Whole House, and’ 
made the order of the day. for to-morrow, and order- 


ed to be printed. 


Mr. W. J. BROWN, from the Committee: on . 
Private Land Claims, to which had been referred ` 


the memorial of Woodson & Wren, made a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
was read twice, referred, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W. J. B., from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the case of John P. Lau- 
derman; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. | 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of James Kemper; which 
was read twice, referred, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POTTER of Rhode Island, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of John Mil- 
ler; which was twice read, referred, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of James Journey; which was twice 
read, referred, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CROSS, from the same committee, moved 
that said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Andrew Chaward, 
Badio Flores, Antoine La Rue, and Jacob Thomas; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the memo- 
nial of the, heirs of the late General William Eaton, 
made a report thereon, accompanied by a bill for 
their relief} which was read twice, referred, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, relative to the construc- 
tion of a dry-dock in New York harbor, upon 
the plan of using as an elevating power the 
water of the Croton Aqueduct, &c., made to the 
House on the 19th of February instant; and also 
several petitions of J. S. Gilbert, asking a delay of 
all action on the subject of floating-docks, and with- 
holding all appropriation until an examination shall 
be made, made a report thereon, accompanied by an 
amendment to the naval_appropriation bill: referred 
to the Committee of the ole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. LEVY, 1,000 extra copies 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial of 
Captains Lewis Warrington, J. B. Nicholson, Philip 
Voorhees, and others, made an unfavorable report 
thereon; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of John J. Wolfan- 
den; and the same was laid on the table, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Fitch, and a bill granting a pension to 
Elias Hill; which were twice read, and referred. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Daniel Clapp and Bet- 
sey Clapp; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. HLUNGERFORD, from the same committee, 
reported the following bills; which were twice read, 
and referred, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

A bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

A bill for the relief of Franklin Pambier, Charles 
Pambler, and Elizabeth Pambler, surviving children 
of Elizabeth Rowe. 

A bill for the relief of Violet Calhoun, widow of 
John Calhoun. 

A bill for the relief of Sally McGraw. ° 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the 
petitions of Moses Davis, Levi Brown, Jos. Dixon, 
John McNair, and others. . 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 


\e Same committee, . 


hn Daniel and 


he petition of Emanuel Shrobe, 
is relief; which was read twice, 


"Mr. CULLOM, from the same committee, made 
“an unfavorable report.on.the petition. of Francis Du~ 
` coing; which was laid on the: table, and ordered to.” 


be. printed.” 


Mr. ALBERT SMITH; from: the same Commit- 


tee, reported a bill for the'relief of Samuel Butler, 
-of Virginia; which was twice read, and referred. . 


Mr. TILDEN, from the’.same. committee, made 


‘an unfavorable’ report..on.the -petition of Levi M. 
* Roberts; which was laid on the table.” : 


Mr.. T:, from. the. same, committee, ` reported 


. abill for the. relief of Elijah Blodget; which was 


read twice, and referred. ` ao ` f 
Mr. FICKLIN;, from the Committee on Roads 


` and Canals, to whom were referred the several me- 


morials on’ the subject, reported’ a bill granting to 
States of Indiana and. Illinois, a portion of the un- 
sold lands in}the{ Vincennes, Palestine, and Shawnee- 
town land districts, to aid. in the completion. of a 
natignal thoroughfare, connecting Lake Erie with 
the Ohio, by the improvement of the navigation ‘of 
Wabash river: read twice, and referred, 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Patents, 
submitted a resolution, directing that 3,000 copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Patents, and 1,500 
copies of the report of expired patents, be printed, 
and that 100 copies be set apart for the use of Con- 

TESS. 
: Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, reported a resolution, regulating the employ- 
ment and compensation of the messengers and pages 
of the House. $ 

Mr. STILES reported a joint resolution in rela- 
tion to the case of Saltmarsh and Overton, mail con- 
tractors; which was reađ twice, and committed. 

Various other reports were made, the titles of 
which were not obtained. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that the appropriation bills would 
be pressed forward, day by day, by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, or some mem- 
ber thereof, in the following order: The Military 
Academy bill, the fortification bill, the army bill, 
the navy bill, and the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. 


OREGON. ; 


Mr. WENTWORTH presented joint resolutions 
from the legislature of Illinois, instructing her sena- 
tors and requesting her representators to use their 
exertions to annul the article of joint occupancy with 
Great Britain, of the Territory of Oregon; to estab- 
lish a territorial government over it; and to oppose 
every measure tending to cede or negotiate in any 
way any portion of the American continent west of 
the Rocky mountains, between 42° and 54° 40’ of 
north latitude: referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill to alter the mode 
of measuring the tonnage of ships. 

The House then adjourned. 

= 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the mem- 
bers presenting them: 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of a number 
of citizens of Tennessee and Georgia, asking for the 
establishment of a mail route from Cleveland, in the 
State of Tennessee, to Rome, in Georgia, by the way 
of Alder Branch, Dogwood, Medicinal Springs, and 
through Armachie Valley: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. BLACK: Certain documents in support 
of the claims of Thomas C. Miller, relative to a con- 
tract with the United States for working an ore bed 
near Harper’s Ferry, in the State of Virginia: refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The testimony in 
the case of the claim of Benjamin Turman’s heirs, of 
Indiana. 

By Mr. STEENROD: The petition of the citi- 
zens of Wheeling, Virginia, in favor of the bill re- 
ported by the Hon. A. Duncan, providing for a 
uniform day for the election of President and, Vice 
President throughout the United States. i 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: Address of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Territo 
ry of Wisconsin, to the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, relative to the in- 
fringement of the boundaries of Wisconsin: referred 
to the Committec on the Territories, Also, petition of 
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240 citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for the construction 
of a Macadamized road from Southport, in the 
county of Racine, in as direct a line as may be to 
the village of Geneva, in Walworth county, and 
thence to the village of Beloit, in Rock county: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Also, petition of citizensof the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congress to establish a mail route on 
the most direct and eligible ground, from Chicago, 
State of Illinois, via Wheeling, McHenry, and 
Solon, in said State, to Geneva, in the county of 
Walworth, and Territory of Wisconsin, and thence 
to connect with the route from Geneva, via 
Elkhorn, Whitewater, and Cold Spring, and ter- 
minating at Fort Atkinson, in Jefferson county, ‘in 
said Territory: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Also, petition of Alexan- 
der Neely, and 177 other citizens of Boon county, 
State of Illinois, asking an appropriation fora har- 
bor at the town of Southport, in the Territory 
of Wisconsin: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Numan Camp- 
bell, L. S. Swezey, and thirty-one other citizens of 
Winnebago couuty, State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the Union: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of Alvin 
Paine and others, citizens of Edgar county, Illinois, 
asking an appropriation of land for the completion 
of the national thoroughfare between the lakes and 
the Ohio, by the improvement of. the navigation of 
the Wabash. 

By Mr. E. MORRIS: Memorial of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, against a repeal of the duties on railroad 
iron. Memorial of John B. Budd, of Philadelphia, 
asking the payment of a certificate of debenture. 
Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, asking an appro- 
priation for a dry-dock at the navy yard at that port. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Foster Hooper 
and 118 others, citizens of Fall River and its vicin- 
ity, in Bristol county, Massachusetts, for the erec- 
tion by government of a fire-proof building fora 
custom-house in that town. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of H. N. Farnham and 
others praying for the erection of a light-house, at 
the mouth of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and 
for the further prosecution of the public works at 
that place. Petition of J. B. Babcock and others, 
praying for the further prosecution of the unfinished 
works at Barcelona harbor, Chautauque county, 
New York. 

By Mr. HAYS: The petition of citizens of west- 
ern Pennsylvania, praying for the improvement of 
the Alleghany river, between the city of Pittsburg 
and Olean. The memorial of a convention of dele- 
gates from eight counties in western Pennsylvania, 
held at the town of Franklin, in Venango county, 
Pennsylvania, on the same subject: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEONARD: The petition of William 
Simpson, of the city of New York, for compensa- 
tion for depredations committed by the United 
States troops during the last war: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of John J. 
Clapp, and 52 citizens of Westchester county, 
asking Congress to make an appropriation for the 
improvement of Sawpit harbor: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. f 

By Mr. SMITH of Ilinois: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Madison county, Illinois, praying a 
reduction of letter postage: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The pe- 
tition of sundry citizens of Madison county, 
Hlinois, praying a reduction of the salaries, fees, 
and per diem allowance of the officers of the gen- 
eral government, and especially of the members of 
Congress: referred to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition for a 
mail route from Chicago to Roscoe. Petition for a 
mail route from Lafayette (Indiana) to Peoria, Hi- 
nois: referred to the Commitee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. The petition of citizens of Vermil- 
lion county, for a grant of land to improve the Wa~ 
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bash river: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. i 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Mrs. Sa- 
rah Hammond, widow of John Hammond, de- 
ceased, praying that a law may pass allowing her a 

ension commensurate with the services of her hus- 

and in the revolutionary war: referred to the Com- 
mietee on Revolutionary Pensions. . 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition signed by 
Slocum Havland, and one hundred others, praying 
for retrenchment in the public expenditures, and 
also for a reduction of the per diem and travel 
fees of members of Congress: referred to the 
Committee on Retrencement. Also the petition of 
Allen Thomas, and sixty others of Cayuga county, 
New York, praying for a reduction of the rates of 
postage: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LYON: The petition of thirty citizens of 
Branch county, Michigan, for a reduction of postage, 
and the restriction of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Frederick A. 
Butman and twenty-five others, citizens of Dix- 
mont, Maine, for a reduction of all letter postage to 
five cents, with a corresponding reduction on news- 
papers, and for the entire abolition of the franking 
privilege: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH MORRIS: The petition of 
Horace Holland, asking for the establishment of a 
mail route from Marietta, Washington county, 
Ohio, to Woodsfield, Monroe county, Ohio: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON: The petition 
of Samuel Dye and one- hundred and eighty other 
citizens of the counties of Monroe and Washington, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail-route 
from Marietla, up the valley of Little Muskingum, 
to Woodsficld: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition of 
R. D. Moffatt and two hundred and twelve other 
citizens of the county of Vermillion, in the State of 
Indiana, asking for a portion of the vacant Jands in 
the States of Indiana and Illinois, for the purpose 
of improving the Wabash river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the pa- 
pers and petition of James W. Sway, asking for 
compensation for work done on the national road; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Also, the papers in the application of Levy Johnson, 
of Hendricks county, Indiana, asking for a pension 
for wounds received in the last war: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: Memorial of C. Gremes and 63 
others, citizens of Illinios, in favor of the continu- 
ation of the Cumberland road.” Also, the memorial 
of S. W. Stephens and 93 others, citizens of Indiana, 
in favor of a grant of Jand to complete the Central 
canal to Evansville. Also, the memorial of Alex- 
ander Burns, jun., and 222 others, citizens of In- 
diana, in favor of the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege, and the reduction of postage. 

By Mr. CHAPPELL: Petition from the mayor 
of the city of Macon, Georgia, and upwards of 300 
hundred citizens, praying a reduction of the rates of 
postage and the abolishment of the franking priv- 
ilege, except so far as the same may be strictly ne- 
cessary in the transaction of the business of the Post 
Office Department: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. H. WILLIAMS: Petition of Daniel 
Newell, of Scituate, Massachusetts, for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYS; The memorial of citizens of 
Western Pennsylvania, for an extension of the na- 
tional road by a lateral branch, from a convenient 

oint at or near the base of the Laurel hill to the city 
of Pittsburg; thence to the State arsenal at Meadville, 
and thence to the harbor of Presque Isle: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


IN SENATE. 
Trorspay, February 29, 1844. 
Immediately after the reading of the journal of | 
yesterday, i 
The following message was received from the 
President of the United States by the hands of his 
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private secretary, Joun Tyzer, jr. It was read, as 
follows: 
To the Senate and f 

House of Representatives of the Uniled States: 


I have to perform the melancholy: duty of an- 
nouncing to thetwo Houses of Congress the death 
of the Hon. Abel P. Upshur, late Secretary of State, 
and the Hon. Thomas W. Gilmer, late Secretary of 
the Navy. 

This most lamentable occurrence transpired on 
board the United States ship of war the Princeton, 
on yesterday, at about half after 4 o'clock in the 
evening, and procecded from the explosion of one of 
the large guns of that ship. 


The loss which the government and the country 
have sustained by this deplorable event is heightens 
ed by the death, at the same time, and by the same 
cause, of several distinguished persons and valuable 
citizens. 

I shall be permitted to express my great grief at 
an occurrence which has so suddenly stricken from 
my side two gentlemen, upon whose advice l so con- 
fidently relied in the discharge of my arduous task 
of administering the office of the executive depart- 
ment; and whose services, at this interesting period, 
were of such vast importance. 


In some relief’ of the public sorrow which must 
necessarily accompany this most painful event, it 
affords me much satisfaction to say that it was pro- 
duced by no carelessness or inattention on the part 
of the officers and crew of the Princeton; but must 
be set down as one of those casualties which, to a 
greater or less degree, attend npon every service; 
and which are invariably incident to the temporal 
affairs of mankind. 

1 will also add, that it in no measure detracts, in 
my estimation, from the value of the improvements 
contemplated in the construction of the Princeton, or 
from the merits of her brave and distinguished com- 


mander and projector. 
JOHN TYLER, 

Washington, February 29th, 1844. 

The message having been read, 

Mr. RIVES rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. Preswenr: The general feeling of the Sen- 
ate has, | am sure, already anticipated mein what I 
have risen to suggest. The awful calamity con- 
municated fo us in the message of the President 
just read, and which has made of yesterday, with 
all its unearthly brightness, one of the darkest and 
most inauspicious days in our national calendar, is 
but too well known to the Senate, in all its dreadful 
details and heart-rending results. Surely, Mr. 
President, never, in the mysterious ordinances of 
God, has a day on earth been marked in its pro- 
gress by such startling and astounding contrasts- 
opening and advancing with hilarity and joy, 
mutual congratulation and patriotic pride, and clos- 
ing in scenes of death and disaster, of lamentation 
and unutterable wo. It was my sad fortune, Mr. 
President, to be an eye-witness of these never-to-le- 
forgotten events. If I had language to deseribe 
them, the power of speech would fail me. 

Į have risen, in the midst of the universal sadness 
and dejection of heart which prevail around me, 
and under the overpowering weight of my own feel- 
ings, to suggest the propriety of suspending our 
ordinary labors and pursuits, in the presence and 
under the chastisement of this awful visitation of 
Providence. It has fallen to the lot of my own 
State to be the chief mourner on this melancholy 
oceasion. Two of her distinguished citizens, filling 
high places in the civil government of the country, 
have been cut down in the midst of their days and 
their usefulness; and another of her sons—a gallant 
officer of the navy—has been destined to fall, by diss 
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astrous accident, on a deck which, under other cir- 
cumstances, he might have illustrated by his valor. 

But, in so overwhelming a calamity, which stands 
almost withouta parallel in the records of human 
misfortune, all bear their equal and sympathizing 
share. ‘Surrounded, as we are, on every hand, by 
the desolate wailing of the widow, and the helpless 
‘ory of the orphan, none of us can be in a state of 
mind to discharge, with intelligence and composure, 
the duties which belong to us here. 

Let us, then, Mr. President, bowing in all hu- 
mility of spirit beneath this stroke of an all-wise 
and mysterious Providence, discard from our 
minds, for a season, the ‘cares and excitements 
of our daily duties in this hall. Let us lay to 
heart the monitory lesson so impressively read 
to us in the events of yesterday, that “in the 
midst of life we are in death.” With this les- 
son engraven upon our hearts, let us keep con- 
stantly in view the eternal, as well as temporal 
responsibilities under which all the duties of both 
public and private life are to be performed. Let 
the deep sense of common calamity and mutual 
affliction unite us more closely by the ties of broth- 
erhood and affection. Let us “put away from us all 
bitterness and wrath, and evil-speaking;” and 
when we come together again, under these chasten- 
ing influences, we shall all feel, I trust, how much 
better patriots we are, for being better Christians. 

Mr. R. concluded by submitting the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate, impressed with the 
profound sense of the awful calamity which yester- 
day occurred on board of the steamer Princeton, by 
the explosion of a gun, involving the loss of many 
vuluable lives, and among them of the Secretary of 
State and Secretary of the Navy, 

Resolved, That the Senate will attend, in a body, 
the obsequies of the deceased members of the cabi- 
net, and that a committee of five be appointed to 
inake arrangements with such committee as may 


be appointed on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Resolved, That, in consideration of this afflictive 
dispensation, the Senate do now adjourn to Monday 
next. 

Resolved, That the Senate will go into mourning 
by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolutions 
be transmitted to the President of the United States. 

The resolutions having been read, a message was 
received from the House of Representatives, by the 
hands of Mr. McNutry, their Clerk, announcing the 
action of that body touching this awful calamity. 
‘The message was read, and concurred in. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. Rives were 
unanimously agreed to; and 

The following senators were appointed a com- 
nfittee of arrangements on the part of the Senate to 
act in conjunction with the committee on the part 
of the House of Representatives, viz: Mr. Rives, 
Mr. Arcragr, Mr. Kina, Mr. Woopzury, and Mr. 
BAYARD. 

The Senate then, in accordance with its previous 
action, adjourned till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, February 29, 1844. 

The journal having been read, . 

A message was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. John Tyler, jr., his private 
secretary; which will be found in the proceedings of 
the Senate. 

The message having been read, 

Mr. HOPKINS rose and said : 

Mr. Sreaxer: I have risen to present to this 
House a series of resolutions touching the melan- 
choly subject of the message which has just been 
read. If it were becoming in me to speak upon an 
occasion so mournful, the deep feeling of grief 
which now pervades the bosom of every member 
of this House, and in which my own so sincerely 
and painfully participates, would render me incom- 


petent to the discharge of such a duty. I shall be 


pardoned, therefore, in declining to utter. one word 
in support of the resolutions which Ihave the honor 
of submitting, and which I know will find so gen- 
erous a response from this body. I send them to 
the chair. f 


Mr. H. then handed up the following resolutions, 
which were read and unanimously agreed to: 


Resolved, That this House has heard, with deep 
sorrow, of the dreadful catastrophe which occurred 
yesterday, on board the United States ship-of-war 
Princeton, when many valuable lives were lost; and 
by which, amongst others, the Hon. Abel P. Up- 
shur, Secretary of State, and the Hon. Thomas W. 
Gilmer, Secretary of the Navy, met a sudden and 
awful death. 

Resolved, That this House will manifest its re- 
spect for the memory of the late distinguished Secre- 
taries of State and of the Navy, and its sympathy 
for their bereaved families, by attending their funeral 
in abody. 

Resolved, As a further mark of respect to the de- 
ceased, and to manifest our sense of this most melan- 
choly and afflicting dispensation of Divine Provi- 
dence, that this House will transact no legislative 
business until after the funeral obsequies of the de- 
ceased shall have been performed. 


Resolved, That the members of this House will 
wear the usual badge of mourning for 30 days. 


Resolved, That a committee of five members of 
this House be appointed to make arrangement with 
such committees as may be appointed on the part of 
the Senate, for the attendance of the two Houses of 
Congress at the funeral of the late Abel P. Upshur 
and Thomas W. Gilmer. 


{The following is the committee appointed on the 
part of the House: Mr. Horxis, of Virginia; Mr. 
Cave Jounson, of Tennessee; Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 
of Pennsylvania; Mr. Joun Q. Apams, of Massa- 
chusetts; Mr. D. D. Barwarn, of New York. 

Resolved, That when this House adjourn to-day 
it will adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


Resolved, That the House do now adjourn. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
- Monpay, March 4, 1844. 


Mr. BARROW presented the credentials of Mr. 
Henry Jounson, senator elected by the legislature 
of Louisiana, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the 
death of the Hon. Alexander Porter. He came for- 
ward, and was qualified. 


Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from 150 
citizens of Indiana county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to grant relief to certain officers and sol- 
diers in the late war with Great Britaif; also, of the 
Indian wars prior to the treaty of Greenville, in 1795: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from James 
W. Breedlove of New Orleans, praying compensa- 
tion for the use of his steam schooner Merchant, 
employed, in 1841, to cruize in pursuit of pirates: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also presented additional documents in support of 
the claim of J. Millikan; which were committed to 
the committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from David 
Baker, praying for the renewal of his patent for a 
certain kind of saw: referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MILLER presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislative council and general assembly of New 
Jersey, requesting the senators and representatives 
from that State to use their influence to procure an 
appropriation for the construction of a breakwater 
harbor at Cape May: referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a memorial from sundry 
merchants, traders, and shippers of Mobile, urging 
upon the Senate the reconsideration of its vote last 
session, rejecting a commercial treaty with Texas. 
Mr. B. made some remarks, not heard in the re- 
porters’ gallery, but supposed to have reference to a 
misapprehension by the petitioners of the action of 
the Senate upon that treaty: referred to the commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. B. also presented a memorial of the general 
assembly of Alabama, and resolutions adopted by 
that body: instructing the senators and requesting 
the representatives from that State to use their in- 


fluence to procure the passage of a law allowing to 
the citiżens of that State further time to embrace 
the benefits of the pre-emption system. Also, 
other resolutions of that body in favor of the gradu- 
ation and reduction of the price of the public lands, 
in the State of Alabama, which have been long in 
the market: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


DEATH OF MR. FRICK OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives by Mr. McNutty, their Clerk, inform- 
ing the Senate of the death of the Hon. Henry 
Frick, a representative from Pennsylvania, and the 
passage of the usual resolutions of that body, in 
testimony of respect for the memory of the deceased; 


which being read: $ 
Mr. BUCHANAN rose, and addressed the Sen- 
ate as follows: 


Mr. Presipexr: It has become my painful duty to 
move the resolutions customary on such occasions, 
as a token of respect for the memory of the Hon. 
Henry Frick, late a member of the Pennsylvania 
delegation in Congress, information of whose death 
has just been communicated to us by the House of 
Representatives. 

The performance of such a duty, at all times 
solemn, is rendered peculiarly impressive upon the 
present occasion, by the sad and melancholy gloom 
in which we are now enveloped. The vanity of 
worldly honors and the folly of ambition have been 
brought home to the hearts of all who hear me, by 
the late astounding and heart-rending catastrophe, 
which has covered a nation with mourning. Every 
man, and especially every public man, must, at the 
present moment, deeply feel how worthless are the 
highest honors and distinctions which human power 
can bestow upon human frailty; even when these 
have been nobly won by wisdom, patriotism, and 
virtue. Truly, in the language of Scripture, “nan 
walketh in a vain’ shadow, and disquieteth himself 
in vain.” The grave had not closed upon the mortal 
remains of those whom we all deplore, when death 
struck down another victim from our midst, among 
our associates in Congress. May these melancholy 
events, following each other in such rapid suc- 
cession, soften and subdue the maddening pulse of 
political excitement, and teach us to feel that we are 
all brethren—that we are all fellow-citizens of the 
same glorious republic! 

Mr. Frick was born in the county of Northumber- 
land, and State of Pennsylvania, in the year 1795. 
At an early age he learned the noble art of printing, 
in the city of Philadelphia. Whilst yet in his mi- 
nority, fired with youthful patriotism, he united 
himself to a volunteer company, and took up arms 
in defence of his country during the late war with 
Great Britain. In the year 1816, he established a 
political journal in his native county, which he con- 
tinued to conduct for more than twenty years; and 
it is still owned and conducted by members of his 
family. 

Mr. Frick represented his county with fidelity 
and ability during three successive sessions, com- 
mencing with that of 1928, in the legislature of 
Pennsylvania; and he was finally elected to Con- 
gress in October last, under circumstances which 
clearly evince that he enjoyed uncommon personal 
popularity among those who knew him best. The 
history of his life presents no very remarkable 
events. It is the history of a man (fortunately so 
common in this country) who, from an humble be- 
ginning, has, by industry, ability, and perseverance, 
gradually surmounted every intervening obstacle, 
and at last attained the high distinction of a seat in 
the other branch of Congress. He terminated. his 
earthly career in this city, on Friday last, after a long 
and lingering illness, which he bore with calmness 
and yesignation. cides 
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` The deceased was an affectionate husband, a kind 

father, anda sincere friend. The impulses of his 
nature were noble and generous; and he performed 
all the relative duties of life in such a manner as to 
secure to himself numerous, ardent, and devoted 
friends. Let his virtues be remembered, and let his 
faults (if he had any) be buried in his grave! 

The widowed partner of his bosom, in obedience 
to a feeling so natural to the human heart, requested 
_ that his mortal remains might be carried home for 
interment in the bosom of his native earth. In com- 
pliance with her wish, and under the advice of the 
Pennsylvania delegation, his body left this city on 
Saturday morning last, accompanied by his son and 
two of his friends from the other House. This is 
the reason why no order has been taken concerning 
his funeral. 

He concluded by submitting the following reso- 
lutions, viz: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received, with deep 
sensibility, the communication from the House of 
Representatives, announcing the death of the Hon- 
orable Henry Frick, a representative in Congress 
from the State of Pensylvania. 

Resolved, That in token of sincere and high respect 
for the memory of the deceased, the members and 
officers of the Senate will wear crape on the left arm, 
as mourning, for thirty days. 

Resolved, As a further mark of respect, that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 4, 1844. 

The journal having been read— 

Mr. THOMPSON announced the attendance of 
his colleague, Hon. Roserr W. Rosers, elected 
a representative from the State of Mississippi; and, 
Mr. Roserts having presented himself at the table, 
the oath to support the constitution of the United 
States was administered to him by the Speaker. 

DEATH OF MR. FRICK. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL rose, and addressed the 
House as follows: 

At the request of my colleagues, I rise to perform 
the painful duty of announcing the death of the 
Hon. Henry Frick, of Pennsylvania. He died at 
his lodgings in Washington on Friday last, when 
the whole city was already shrouded in gloom by 
that signal and sad calamity which struck down in a 
moment festivity in its innocent mirth, and power, 
and place, and talents, and virtues, in their becom- 
ing pride. Death, in all its aspects, is full of solem- 
nity. Itsometimes appears armed with double ter- 
rors, when it selects its reluctant and unprepared 
victims among those of robust and youthful 
frame. The blow~always heavy to the hearts of 
surviving friends—is not without a degree of moun- 
ful consolation when they reflect that disease had 
long been preying on the shattered system. Wearied 
nature is relieved from a load of trouble when it 
sinks into the grave after time and opportunity have 
been thus afforded for solemn thought. The undy- 
ing spirit, chastened by the pangs which its frail 
covering has endured, becomes less unwilling to 
throw it off, and nothing departs but life and suffer- 
ing, while an unspotted name remains behind. The 
consolation is increased when distant affection may 
be told that, although the closing eye was not per 
initted to linger upon familiar objects of a cherished 
home, yet the stranger’s pillow was smoothed by 
the hand of sympathy, and the agonies of disease 
were léssened by watchful tenderness, which strove 
in vain to avert the approach of death. 

Both of these sources of diminished grief axe 
found in relation to the gendeman whose seat has 
become vacant since we last met together. — He died 
while yet in the meridian of life, although a fatal 


malady, for a course of years, had marked him for’ 
its victim, and had counterfeited too well the fur- 
rows of age upon his hollow cheek. He was born 
in the town and county of Northumberland, 
Pennsylvania, inthe year 1795, and was educated 
asa printer in the city of Philadelphia. Early in 
life he established a public journalat Milton, where 
he has continued to reside. A mourning fam- 
ily will there receive his mortal remains, and 
will deposite them, bedewed with pious tears, 
in the midst of kindred dust and ashes. His 
editorial labors did not cease for more than twenty 
years. He thrice served with credit and fidelity in 
the legislature of his native State, and he received 
those military honors which proclaim the merit of 
the individual and the respect of his fellow-citizens. 
At the last autumnal election he was returned 
to Congress from the thirteenth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, composed of four adjoining counties. His 
residence among us hasbeen too brief, and his health 
too infirm, to have allowed a large accession here to 
his stock of friends. 

Estimable in the relations of domestic and social 
life, active and faithful in the discharge of public 
duty, true to his friends, and just (if he had any) to 
his enemies, he lived and died respected and esteem- 
ed, an honest and honorable man, and a sincere and 
zealous patriot. 

And thereupon, on motion of Mr. I., the follow- 
ing resolutions were unanimously adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep 
sensibility of the death of the Hon. Henry Frick, 
a member of this House from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, which took place at his lodgings, in this city, 
on Friday last, the Ist instant. 

Resolved, That the members of this House will 
testify their respect for the memory of the deceased 
by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for 
the memory of the deceased, this House do now 
adjourn. 

The House adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: A petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking the revival of the act of 1837, 
gaanting pensions to the widows and infant chil- 
dren of persons dying in the naval service of the 
United States. The petition of Robt. Brady, of 
Philadelphia, praying Congress to indemnify him 
for the loss of the schooner Eagle, taken from him 
for the public service in the year 1813. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: ‘The memorial of John Mc- 
Manus and others—63 citizens of Clarke county, 
[linois—asking a grant of lands to complete the na- 
tional thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, 
by the improvement of the Wabash. The memo- 
rial of Solomon Malone aud others, citizens of the 
same county, asking an appropriation for the Cum- 
berland road. á s. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: Fhe petition of John 
B. Goodenough for bounty land: referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. The petition 
of David B. Baker for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, Proceedings of 
public meetings held at Antwerp, Clayton, and The- 
rosa, New York, against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 5, 1844. 

Mr. CHOATE presented two sets of resolutions 
adopted by the legislature of Massachusetts—one de- 
claring that itis the duty of the federal government 
to make indemnity for losses sustained by Ameri- 
can merchants by French spoliations prior to 1800; 
and the other urging upon Congress the propriety 
of the establishment of a congress of nations for the 
settlement of international disputes without a resort 
to war; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. FRANCIS, similar resolu- 
tions, which he presented a few days ago from: the 
legislature of Rhode Island, were referred to the 


Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
rinted. f 

Mr. BATES presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of the United States, praying that lumber of 
all kinds. passing down the river St. John, on its 
way to the home market, may be exempt from duty: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a memorial from the le- 
gislature of Ilinois, asking a grant of public land to 
aid in the construction of the Alton and Mount Car- 
mel railroad: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the Philadelphia Board of Trade, representing that 
the State of Delaware ceded to the United States the 
piers at Port Penn, on the condition that the gov- 
ernment would keep them in repair. They also 
state that several vessels were Jost in consequence of 
the ruinous state of the piers, and urge upon Con- 
gress the propriety of an appropriation for their re- 

air. Mr. B. said several similar memorials had 

een presented and referred. He hoped that the 
Committee on Commerce would take the subject into 
consideration without delay: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also presented a memorial from Susan Bain- 
bridge and several other widows and infant chil- 
dren of certain officers and seamen, late in the 
service of the United States, praying for the 
re-enactment of the law of March, 1887, under 
which they received pensions, or the granting of 
some similar relief: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition of Adam Car- 
son, of Monroe county, Alabama, praying the right 
of pre-emption to a certain tract of land: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from Edmund 
Roberts and others, praying Congress to refund to 
them certain moneys paid to the United States as 
sureties of the late Felix W. St. Vain: referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial front 
James Robertson, Robert H. Bayard, and others, 
assignees of the late bank of the United States, 
chartered by the State of Pennsylvania, praying the 
repayment ‘of a sum of money advanced by that 
bank to Williamson Smith, a contractor of the gov- 
ernment for the removal of the Cherokee Indians, 
and allowed by the accounting officer in the settle- 
ment of his accounts: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Rob- 
ert Ramsay, of Charlotte, in the county of Wash- 
ington, and State of Maine, praying for an increase 
of pension; and the petition of Hannah Thompson, 
of Calais, Maine, asking for a penon for the revo» 
lutionary services of her late rusband: referred to >` 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition of Ledour & 
Co. and others, representing that they are the pres- 
ent owners of the patents heretofore issued to Gen- 
eral Lafayette for three tracts of land in the parish 
of Point Coupee, Louisiana, but that those patents 
are for lands originally granted by the Spanish gov- 
erumeut to Daniel W. Bouligny, and confirmed to 
him by the United States; and praying for authori- 
ty to surrender such patents and to make new loca- 
tions: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, the resolutions of 
the legislature of Ilinois, presented some time ago, 
instructing the senators and requesting the represent- 
atives for that State to use their exertions t0 pro~ 
cure the passage of the bill before the Senate for tho 
occupation and settlement of the Oregon Territory, 
were referred to the special committee upon that 
subject. ; 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the resolu- 
tions of the legislature of Michigan, asking for grants 
of land to construct a road from Saginaw to Michili- 
mackinac and Sault Ste. Marie, and to complete the 
Grand river road, were taken up, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


SOLICITOR OP THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which a resolution of inquiry of 
the Senate upon the subject had been referred, re- 
ported a bill to abolish the office of the Solicitor of 
the General Land Office, and providing that the du- 
tics of that office shall he performed by the recorder, 
or by such other person employed in that office as 
may be designated from time to time by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office: read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. f PR 
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- Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill granting a pension to George Whit- 
ten; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ing, and, with the report accompanying, ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of the widow of George B. Mc- 
Culloch, late an officer in the navy, for a restoration 
of pension; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Josiah Barto for a pension; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


DEW-ROTTED HEMP. 


Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, a few days ago, he 
gave notice of his intention to introduce a joint. reso- 
lution on the subject of dew-rotted hemp. It had 
been discovered that the American farmers could 
raise hemp, and dew-rot it, so as to make it much 
superior in some respects to the water-rotted hemp 
of Russia. The process was so simple, that any 
farmer. could raise it on his land, and prepare it for 
use. With a view to test the quality of the dew- 
rotted hemp, (and, if found as good for the purposes 
of the United States as the foreign hemp, to encour- 
age its culture,) he had prepared a joint resolution. 
lt was introduced, read twiee, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

[The resolution proposes to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to cause a sloop-of-war to be rigged 
with cords made of American dew-rotted hemp by 
Renwick and Graves, of the city of Buffalo; and after 
the same has been in service,one year, to report to 
Congress its character and quality; the price to be 
paid per pound for which, is not to exceed thirteen 
cents, The Secretary is also authorized to purchase 
from them a quantity not exceeding ten ton, pre- 
pared for spinning, and cause the same to be manu- 
factured into cords. ] 

The report accompanying was ordered to be 
printed. 


STEREOTYPE EDITION OF THE LAWS OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CHOATE, from the Joint Committee on the 
Library, reported a joint resolution authorizing the 
Atttorney General to contract for copies of a pro- 
posed stereotype edition of the laws and treaties of 
the United States; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading; and, with the report accompanying, 
to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims was discharged from the 
following subjects, and they were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, viz: The memorial of 
Josiah Garland, praying that a patent may issue to 
him for a tract of land; and the petition of a number 
of settlers on the public lands, in the State of Louis- 
jana, praying to be secured in their rights of pre- 
emption. 


IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS. 


The bill to grant a certain quantity of land to aid 
in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, and to connect the same by a canal in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, came up in tts order on the 
calendar—the question pending being, Shall the bill 
be engrossed for a third reading? 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill by 
adding, as an additional section, the following, viz: 

“That the lands appropriated by the bill shall be 
taken by Wisconsin, in part of the 500,000 acres se- 
cured or pledged to said Territory when it shall be- 
come a State, by force of the 8th section of the act 
of 4th September, 1841, entitled, “An act to appropri- 
ate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, and 
to grant pre-emption rights.’ ” 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he did not deem it neces- 
sary to add another word in addition to what he had 
heretofore said in support of the bill. It contem- 
plated the construction of a great national work, 
without cost to the federal government. With ref- 
erence to the amendment, he would only say that 
the 500,000 acres, from which it was proposed to 
deduct the quantity granted by this bill, was 500,000 
acres granted to every State and Territory in the 
Union. It was granted to the Territories to put 
them on a footing with the new States. He trusted 
the amendment would not receive the sanction of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HAYWOOD trusted the Senate would be- 
stow on this billa small portion of its time. The 
proposition to make over three or four hundred ! 
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thousand dollars should at least claim a few mo-, 
ments’ attention on the part of the Senate of the 


United States. The last Congress passed a law 
providing for the distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands—to all the peculiar circumstances of 
which he need not allude; and in the eighth section 
of that law was a provision which granted to all the 
States in which there were publie lands, 500,000 
acres of larid; and that part of the law was not sus- 
pended. It further provided that the Territories 
should be entitled to alike donation of 500,000 acres, 
upon being admitted as States; and under the opera- 
tion of that section, upon Wisconsin becoming a 
State of this Union, the government of the United 
States was pledged to pay that State, as such, 
500,000 acres of the public domain. Anticipating 
the period when this was to occur, might not this 
donation of 500,000 acres of land be madc to the 
Territory of Wisconsin, for the pnrpose of carry- 
ing into effect the proposed improvement, and be 
deemed, upon that Territory becoming a State, a dis- 
charge of the pledge heretofore made by the general 
government?. He appealed to those who professed 
themselves: friends of the doctrine of an equal dis- 
tribution of the public domain, and wished to know 
why that course should not be pursued? 

he law was equitable, or it was not. If not, it 
was an imposition on the public. If it was equita- 
ble, he asked the Senate what reason could be given, 
consistent with those which had been urged previ- 
ous to the pledge, for granting now 350,000 acres of 
land to the Territory of Wisconsin, and not have it 
deducted from the donation to which she would be 
entitled upon becoming a State, under the operation 
of the distribution law? Before bestowing that much 
land, all he asked of the advocates of the measure 
was, that the.350,000 acres proposed to be granted 
should be considered as part of that donation which 
Congress, at the last session, had pledged itself to 
give. To that portion of the Senate who were in 
favor of this policy, he made this appeal; and to 
those who were opposed to it, it was not neceseary 
to make an appeal, since an appeal presented itself 
without argument or statement. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said that, in regard to the 
500,000 acres granted to the Territory of Wisconsin, 
he had some instrumentality in procuring the grant, 
during the period of the passage of the diatibunon 
law. As that bill came from the House, it provided 
that 500,000 acres should be given to each of the 
new States. He (Mr. T.) got an amendment in- 
serted in the bill, granting to such of the Territories 
as might come into the Union 500,000 acres, to be 
selected within their own borders. This was only 
putting them on an equality with the new States. 
That was the purpose for which the grant was made 
—to restore them, at the time of their admission in- 
to the Union, to an equality with the new States-al- 
ready admitted. It was granted for the purpose of 
being disposed of by the legislatures of those States, 
when they become States, and not by the federal 
legislatures now, to be disposed of by their own le- 
gislatures, not for the benefit of the whole country, 
but for the peculiar benefit of the States. The sena- 
tor from Nerth Carolina now wanted to take from 
that Territory that which puts her on an equality 
with the other States, in order to make an improve- 
ment for the benefit of the general government—an 
improvement, too, which would so increase the val- 
ue of the public land, where the grant was proposed 
to be located, as would save the government from 
any loss in consequence of such grant. 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to say that the 
bill should be so amended as to declare either that 
the grant proposed to be made should We inclusive 
or exclusive of the 500,800 acres of land granted to 
the Territories by the distribution bill. He was not 
willing to make the grant without some such declar- 
ation was inserted in the bill. 

Mr. PORTER read from the 8th section of the 
distribution bill the condition on which the 500,600 
acres were granted to the Territories; which was, 
that the grant should include such quantity of land 
as may be granted to them before they come into 
the Union as States. He did not, therefore, deem 
the amendment of the senator from North Carolina 
necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN said he desired to vote understand- 
ingly upon this bill and the several amendments 
which had been offered; but he could not do so with- 
out knowing precisely what its present form was. 
He would suggest, therefore, to the gentleman hav- 
ing charge of the bill, if it would not be advisable to 
let it lie on the table for the present, with a view of 
having the amendments printed. He made this sug- 
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gestion because he did not believe that one senator 
out of three knew precisely what the torm of the 
bill now was. They heard about grants; but there 
was no talk about grantees. They did notkr, ow who 
was take those grants, or who was to have t'e dis- 
semination of the funds which were to be derive’ from 
the sales of the lands. If he understood the m, tter 
rightly, there was something incongruous in talk ing 
about making grants of lands to the Territory of 
Wisconsin, and trusting the disbursement of the pro- 
ceeds arising from the sale of these lands to the offi- 
cers of the federal government. For this reason, and 

in order that the Senate might know precisely how 

to act upon the several propositions, he said, in jus- 
tice to the friends of this measure—for he was not. 
yet aware that he was its enemy—the best plan was 

to let it lie on the table, that the amendments might 

be printed. He therefore made a motion to that 

effect. ; 

Mr. WALKER remarked that he would have no 
objection to the postponement of the bill till to-mor- 
row; but really it had been so repeatedly postponed, 
and the session was now so far advanced, that, if it 
was not speedily acted upon, it would be destroyed 
merely for want of time. He believed this was: 
about the sixth or seventh time that the bill had 
been called up for consideration, and laid upon the: 
table. It had been debated at considerable length;, 
and, unless speedy action could be had upon it, 
there would be no time left for it to pass ‘through 
the two Houses of Congress. He was in favor of 
this measure. He believed the improvement pro- 
posed to be carried into effect was of great import- 
ance, as well to the United States as to the Territory 
of Wisconsin. Both would be benefited by it; and 
there would be no loss occasioned by it to the pub- 
lic treasury: on the contrary, there would be a 
gain. For all these reasons, being deeply interested 
in the performance of the work, he would object to 
laying it again on the table, unless his friend frome 
Ohio imr. ALLex] felt disposed to call it up to-mor- 
row morning. l 

Mr. ALLEN observed that he would state the. 
object of his motion. It was to enable him to under- 
stand what the terms of the bill were, and not for 
the purpose of delaying it. He was not aware how 
he should vote upon this subject, and could not be 
aware until he saw precisely the form which it had 
assumed. With regard to calling it up, that would 
not properly be his province. It should be done 
by some gentleman a member of the committee. 
When the motion to call it up should be made, he 
would most cheerfully acquiesce in it. 


Mr. TAPPAN said he had prepared an amend- 
ment, which he would submit, should the amend- 
ment proposed by the senator from North Carolina 
fail. It was read, as follows: ‘That the land hereby 
appropriated shall not be included in the quantity of 
land to which Wisconsin will be entitled under the 
eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, entitled 
‘An act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights, 
when the said Territory shall form a State govern- 
ment, to be admitted into the Union.” 


The bill was then ordered to lie on the table till 
to-morrow, and to be printed, with the amendments 
adopted and the amendments proposed. 


GOVERNMENT. CONTRACTORS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
bill to afford relief to certain contractors with the 
government. 

Mr. BAYARD said, when the bill was last before 
the Senate, he had proposed several amendments to 
it; he wished to withdraw those, and substitute the 
following as an additional section: 

“Sec. T. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
extend the time for performing a certain contract 
within the 20th day of July 1842, with the Tredagar 
Iron Company of Richmond, in the State of Virginia, 
for furnishing 100 thirty-two pounder cannon, with 
100 solid shot to each, upon such terms as he shall 
deem equitable and just, in his opinion, if the same 
can be done without injury or inconvenience to the 
public interest. 

Mr. HAYWOOD rose to express the anxiety he 
felt, that the Senate should understand * precisely 
what they were about to vote for. Certain persons 
having existing contracts with the United States for 


. furnishing the navy with guns, ammunitions, provi- 


sions, and every other article required by law, had 
failed to comply with the agreement made between 
them and the government. The failure had ori- 


ginated in their-attempt to meet the gaa within 
the time specified in the contract. This was the fact 
upon which they had based an application to the 
Senate, which application was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. It was an appeal 
praying that the Secretary of the Navy might 
e allowed -to extend the time allotted them 
for the fulfilment of their contract, and 
thereby, in substance and effect, to renew the exist- 
ing eontract. The Secretary of the Navy had re- 
ported to the Senate that he did not consider that 
question within his jurisdiction; that, by a law 
passed in 1843, for the purpose of regulating that de- 
partment, he was forbidden to renew contracts with 
any person whatever, for furnishing anything to the 
navy, except such articles as were prescribed by 
law. The Committee on Naval Affairs directed a 
bill to be reported, conferring the power to renew all 
navy contracts upon the Secretary of the Navy, pro- 
vided he should not exercise it in any instance ex- 
cept where he was satisfied that it could be done to 
the interest and benefit of the United States. This 
was to afford the government the protection and 
guard to be derived from having an honest officer at 
the head of the Navy Department, who, so far as 
the individual judgment and diseretion of one man 
went, would secure the government against the 
plundering schemes of companies or individuals. 
‘He meant no personal allusion by this remark. It 
was a general principle. ‘The committee directed a 
general law to be reported, the effect of which was 
to renew contracts which had expired. To secure 
the United States against the charge of favoritism 
and partiality on the part of the Secretary himself, 
and to throw some guard around this executive 
patronage, the provision was directed to be incor- 
porated in the bill, declaring that, notwithstanding 
what his individual opinions might be, if other 
contracts had been entered into by other 
persons to furnish the same articles, and 
the same material, at the same price, the old con- 
‘tractor should not be allowed a renewal of his con- 
tract, unless he should agree to reduce his price 
down to that at which other contracts had since 
‘been entered into. Was there anything in the 
-world more equitable than this? No legislative body 
thad a right to take public money and make dona- 
tions of it. Congress had neither the right nor 
power, morally speaking, to extend an existing 
contract, when another individual, under the pres- 
ent law, offered to furnish the same thing at 334 per 
cent. less money. Was it not enough—was it not a 
little more than enough—that the old contractors 
should have their contracts renewed, and thereby 
secure to themselves the additional 10 per cent. to 
which they would be entitled, without asking 333 
per cent. more than other contractors? He thought 
it was; and yet what was the proposition of the 
senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bavaro] It was to 
afford relief to individuals, without bettering the 
overnment; it was, that a certain company in 
ichmond, who had contracted to furnish guns to 
the government at $133 333 per ton, should be al- 
lowed by the Secretary of the Navy to renew that 
contract; and the facts of the case were these: That 
company had agreed to furnish guns at $133 333 
per ton; since that contract was made, another con- 
tract was entered 
which guns were to be furnished at $100 
per ton. Now, it was proposed to make 
an eXtension in favor of the Richmond company, to 
the prejudice of all others, and give them 333 per 
cent. more than was given to other contractors, be- 
sides paying them the 10 per cent., withheld until 
the contract had been fulfilled. What was this but 
an unqualified and unmitigated donation? He knew 
it had been said, and would be said again, that it 
was the worst possible policy in the government to 
enter into contracts with the lowest bidder, for ar- 
ticles of this description. If so, the law passed in 
1843 should be repealed. It was useless to make 
exceptions of particular cases. If the policy was 
bad, the law should be repealed; but when that ques- 
tion came up, there would probably be a division 
of opinion upon it. Why could not cannon be 
furnished, except by a certain contractor, because 
they were required to be made of a particular sort 
of metal? ‘Could not a contract made with the 
lowest bidder, be done in this way? Could not the 
terms be stated—the material agreed upon? And 
could not this contract be as binding as if it 
were made at the table of the Secretary? 
Unquestionably it could. The argument against 
making cheap contracts proved ‘nothing at all. 
st was an argument against the existing laws 


into by the department, by~ 


of the country; and the objections urged did not 
furnish a sufficient reason why the Senate should 
advance 333 per cent. to any company—for it ad- 
vanced that, when it re-established the contract. He 
trusted he had been enabled to speak on this subject 
understandingly; and he would conclude, by repeat- 
ing, that if the Senate passed this amendment, it 
was saying in substance, that all the contractors in 
the the United States, who had an existing contract. 
should not have a renewal of it, notwithstanding 
they were willing to execute it at a lower price than 
that paid the company in Richmond. 

Mr. BAYARD said this bill was introduced in re- 
sponse to many petitions received on the subject, to 
the statements contained in which was given every 
consideration. The general terms of the bill were 
deliberately discussed, and its various provisions 
drawn up with care and attention. However, in 
looking more carefully to those provisions, and to 
the effect they would have on the petitioners, it was 
found necessary to add the amendment. The par- 
ties seeking rehef entered into a contract with the 
Government to supply one hundred cannon, with 
one hundred balls for each, at the rate of $133 per 
ton. They proceeded so far as to supply sixty 
guns out of the hundred, which, after standing ev- 
ery test and trial, were received and paid for: but 
with the remaining forty guns the contractors were 
not so successful; for, on trial, those guns, or a suf- 
ficient number of them to annul the contract, burst. 
The makers could in no way account for this misfor- 
tune—the materials and process of manufacture 
being in every respect the same as those 
of the first sixty—except by attributing it to 
some hidden defect in their furnace; and relying 
then on the general usage which was to extend, on 
sufficient reason shown, the time for fulfilling such 
agreements; and from an anxiety on their part 
strictly to keep up to their contract,—they deter- 
mined, at a very heavy expense and inconvenience, 
to pull down their furnance, and construct it anew. 
During the performance of this work, the act passed 
which took away from the executive officer the 

ower of extending contracts in any case; and 

ence the necessity for introducing the section un- 
der discussion. The act of 1843 rendering it im- 
perative to accept the lowest contract, was not as 
yet productive, in the article of cannon, of any ser- 
vice. Under it two contracts were entered into; 
neither of which has or ever will be fulfilled. The very 
fact of the lowest bidder being the successful applicant 
for the work, brought forth, as proposers, casters and 
dealers in pot metal and stove iron. The first contract 
under this law was entered into with a Mr. Page, 
who was to receive $95 per ton; but what was the 
result? Every gun made by him exploded on the 
first trial. The second contract was with the Stir- 
ling Foundry company vf Cleveland, Ohio, wko 
agreed to supply guns—one description at $100 per 
ton, another description at $110 per ton; but this 
company found out its mistake, and has not sup- 
plied one gun from the date of contract to the pres- 
ent day. It was the opinion of gentlemen connected 
with the department, that, in the present state of the 
markets, guns might be obtained for a less sum than 
$133 per ton—perhaps for $120 per ton. With 
this opinion he did not differ; neither was it proposed 
to go to $133 per ton by the clause in question, the 
whole matter being left to the sound discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy. He felt confident, that al- 
though, in such articles as timber, provisions, and 
others of fluctuating value, it was the better plan to 
take the lowest bidder,—in cannon it was quite 
the contrary. The claim of the petitioners 
arose from the dependence on a former usage, which 
was only done away with bya law passed while 
they were hurrying with preparations to fulfil theie 
agreement. They incurred a very heavy expense 
in those endeavors; and, as the amendment leaves to 
the Secretary of the Navy the power of renewing or 
extending their contract on equitable terms, he, it 
was to be supposed, would do nothing in the matter 
that would be injurious to the interests of the coun- 
try. 

“Mr. KING was understood not to object wholly 
to the bill; but he was not prepared to delegate to 
any officer of the government the power intended 
by this amendment to be given to the Secretary of 
the Navy. He suggested to the honorable senator 
who had charge of the bill an alteration in the sec- 
ond section, which he thought would remove the in- 
yidious distinction of the proposed amendment be- 
ing framed for the particular benefit of a favorite 
company. i 
Mr. BAYARD concurred with the views taken 
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` was naw done to a great extent. 


—— et 


i by the honorable senator from Alabama, but thought 


the alteration suggested would leave an opening for 
claims from other contractors, which it was neces- 
sary to guard against. The other objections of the 
honorable senator, he (Mr. B.) would perhaps ob- 
viate in another bill. The amendment in question 
was trifling, and could. not exceed, at the outside, 
$1,500. He hoped the amendment would be agreed 


to. 

Mr. WOODBURY was, from experience, con- 

vinced of the necessity of using the greatest care in 
all contracts of the kind. He knew something of 
tests—the tests of anchors, chain cables, cannons, 
and cordage; and considered it essential to know the 
nature of the material, as well as the process of 
‘manufacture. He did not approve of the policy of 
giving contracts to the lowest bidders, unless accom- 
panied by a special provision for the inspection of a 
competent officer, who should, on the spot, examine 
and report not only on the material, but_on every 
process it went through until finished. He hoped 
the amendment would be adopted. There must be 
a chancery power somewhere to vender a relief in 
such cases. It was a proper case for the interposi- 
tion of a court of chancery, if the government could 
be sued, and it could he best exercised by the de- 
partment making the contract. When Secretary of 
the Navy he had found so much difficulty with the 
contracts for cordage, &c., that he had recommended. 
that the government make its own cordage, which 
Without some 
discretionary power in the hands of the department 
as to the contracts for cannon, it would be necessary 
to resort to the establishment of a national foundry. 
Our minds might be somewhat swayed by a re- 
cent mournful occurrence, but there was no doubt 
that there was great difficulty attending the contract 
system. 
Mr. ELAY WOOD did not rise to discuss the utili- 
ty or inutility of a national foundry, or the advan- 
tages or disadvantages to be derived from a naval 
school; but to discuss and keep before the Senate 
the question whether an executive officer—so made 
by the laws of the country—should have the abso- 
lute power to alter or change those laws at his will 
or pleasure. If so, he would say, for God’s sake 
talk no more of patronage! Let the proposed course 
be adopted, and the law would be soon nibbled 
away. Tredegar foundry would find one hole, and 
would be followed by others, until not a shadow 
would be left. He argued there would be no know- 
ing what was law, or what was not law, if every act 
passed was to be thus virtually repealed for the 
benefitof some aggrieved contractor. If, after pay- 
ing a high duty oniron to prevent the importation of 
foreign material, the country was to be called on to 
pay a bonus to a foundry company, because that 
company did not fulfil its contract, why then it 
would be better to import cannon at opce. He 
knew of no hardship in the case, further than it pre- 
vented a man from plunging his hand into the public 
purse; and who grounded his right to do, because, if 
he made the attempt twelve months before, he would 
not have been stopped. 

Mr. RIVES argued that, in equity, the petition- 
ers were entitled to what they now sought, from the 
fact of the sixty guns having stood the usual test 
ordered by the department, which was, that if, on 
first trial, one-fourth of the guns tried did not burst, 
the remainder should be received and paid for. On 
the first trial of those guns, not one-tenth of them 
burst; and it was, not until the third trial—a precau- 
tion taken'in no case before—that a sufficient num- 
ber burst to enable the executive to reject the re- 
mainder. On these grounds he thought the peti- 
tioners entitled to remuneration. He dwelt on the 
quality of the metal used at the Tredegar foundry, 
which he said could not be equalled in the United 
States. ; 

Mr. PEARCE spoke from a knowledge of the 
facts connected with the contract of Mr. Page—who 
agreed to supply cannon at $95 per ton. That gen- 
tleman thought that pig-1ron, which he purchased 
for $20 per ton, would be fully good enough for 
casting cannon; whereas suitable metal could not 
be had under double the price: hence his failure. 
Every gun of his burst; and he (Mr. P.) could as- 
sure the Senate that Mr. Page had no wish to enter 
into a fresh, or renew his old contract. Mr. P. agreed 
with the suggestion of the honorable senator from 
Alabama, (Mr. Kine;] and ff a distinct proposition 
to that effect was made by him, he (Mr. P.) would 
support it. . : , 

Mr. WRIGHT had listened with attention to the 
debate on this subject, but felt seme difficulty about 


voting’ on the amendment, because, ‘as he understood -} 


the matter, this was intended to be a general‘law, 
from the effects of which one contractor was to be 
excepted. oe oe < 

Mr. BAYARD observed it was a private, more 
than a general law; but it referred to certain con- 
tractors. It was not a general iaw, affecting the 
whole community. . aes 

Mr. WRIGHT supposed, then, that it was a mod 
ification of a general law already existing; and ex- 
ceptions were to be made in favor of particular con- 
tractors. It appeared, however, that’ there were 
other contractors at lower prices, the exception be- 
ing in favor of one at the highést price. The ap- 
plication of this rule would be unequal. Suppose 
no exception were made: would not the Secretary 
of the Navy advertise for new proposals, leaving 
the whole open for bids, the Richmond foundry in- 
cluded? He had not yet heard anything to justify 
the exception of this company from the general 
hw. 

Mr. HAYWOOD called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 19, nays 
17, as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Clayton, Evans, 
Francis, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morchead, 
Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, 
and Woodbury—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Breese, Bu- 
chanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Hannegan, Hay wood, Hender- 
son, King, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, and 
Wright-—17, 

So Mr. Bayarp’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to strike out the latter part 
of the third section. 

The third section provides that where, by exist- 
ing contracts at higher prices than articles can be 

rocured for, the contractors apply for indulgence, 
it shall not be granted, unless the Secretary believes 
it to be for the advantage of the government, and 
the contractor agrees to an abatement to the rates 
offered at the time of asking indulgence, [the price 
in such new agreement never to exceed the low- 
est of those agreed to be paid by the department on 
contracts made since the applicant’s original con- 
tract.] 

The motion of Mr. Pearce being to strike out 
the part in brackets. 

On this motion Mr. HAYWOOD called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas 23, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Evans, Francis, Hannegan, Henderson, Johnson, King, 
MeDuflic, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, White, and Woodbury —23, 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Breese, Bu- 
chanan, Colquitt, Fairficld, Haywood, Mangum, Semple, 
Sevier, Tappan, and Wright—13, 

So the amendment was adopted. 

No other amendment being offered, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The calendar was then called over, and several 
bills were passed by informally, till Senate bill No. 
7 was placed under consideration, as in committee of 
the whole. 

Tt was entitled “A bill in relation to the office of 
surveyor general for the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Michigan.” 

Mr. PORTER, who had introduced this bill, 
moved to fill the blank in the fifth line with the 
words “first of September;” and to strike out the 
word five, and insert four, in the sixth line. 

These amendments were adopted; and the bill was 
reported back to the Senate—the question being on 
concurring in those amendments. 

Mr. TAPPAN wished to have some information 
as to the necessity for moving the office of surveyor 
general of the land district from Cincinnati, where 
now located, to Detroit—an extreme point. 

Mr. PORTER explained that this was the only 
land district of the West that consisted of three 
States. In one of those States (Ohio) there were 
now but 100,000 acres of public lands to be survey- 
ed; in another (Indiana) there were but 450,000; 
whereas, in Michigan, there were between fifteen 
and sixteen miilions of acres unsurveyed. He con- 
ceived it manifest that the surveyor general’s office 
ought to be near the great body of land to which the 
office bore relation. 

Mr. TAPPAN thought the duty of the office, so 
far as Michigan was concerned, being to make con- 
tracts with the surveyors, that could be done in 
Cincinnati as well as in Detroit. It was the only 
duty of the office important to the people awaiting 
the survey of the lands in Michigan; but, in Ohio, 
there was another duty of greater importance that 
it should remain in Cincinnati, The largest popula- 


their interests were concerned in the records of the 
office, to which they should have easy access. 

Mr. PORTER pointed out many inconveniences 
resulting from having the office so far from the main 
body of lands to be surveyed. 

e subject was further debated by Messrs. AL- 
LEN, PORTER, and WHITE, unti, it being evi- 


‘dent (at the usual hour of adjournment) that discus- 
‘sion would he protracted, 


Mr. PHELPS moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Before putting the question, 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Treasury Department, (in obedience 
to the act respecting public contracts,) transmitting 
a statement of the contracts made by the department 
in the year 1843, in relation tolight-houses. Tt was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

‘The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turespay, March 5, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill providing for the ap- 
pointment of certain officers in the navy-yards; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and made the order of the day for to-mor- 
row, and the bill and accompanying report were or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS rose, and said he desired to call u 
the motion for reconsideration of the vote by which 
the report of the Committee on Rules was laid upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER said he was not aware that there 
was any motion for reconsideration pending. 

Mr. ADAMS said it would be found, by refer- 
ence to the journal, that a motion to reconsider had 
been made, and that motion was laid upon the table; 
and it was that motion which he now desired to call 
up. 

"The SPEAKER remarked that the proposition 
could not now be called up, out of its order, except 
by a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. ADAMS asked if it was not a privileged 
question; and if, being a privileged question, by be- 
ing laid upon the table, it lostits privileged character. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion having been 
laid upon the table, in the opinion of the Chair it 
now stood as being disposed of, and could only be 
reached as all other subjects were—in the ordinary 
course of business. 

Mr. ADAMS then asked that the motion of which 
he had given notice—that the rule which requires a 
vote of two-thirds to take up a subject for considera- 
tion be rescinded—be taken up for consideration. 
Though he by no means admitted that the decision 
of the Speaker was correct—that the motion for re- 
consideration lost its privileged character by being 
laid upon the table—yet, as he had so decided, he 
would yield to the decision. He did not think 
that the Speaker could produce any precedent to 
sustain his decision, because it would give an op- 
portunity, at all times, to a bare majority, to take 
away its privileged character from any privileged 
question. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired if the gentleman had 
taken an appeal from the decision of the Speaker; 
because, otherwise, the subject,.he believed, was not 
susceptible of debate. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would now make the mo- 
tion (of which he had given notice) to rescind the 
rule which requires a vote of two-thirds to take upa 
subject for consideration. 

‘The SPEAKER remarked that the rule to which 
the gentleman referred could only be rescinded up- 
on a motion, introduced in pursuance of notice of 
motion for a change of the rules, previously given. 

Mr. ADAMS. I gave such notice. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the notice was 
not given at a time when it could be. received, and 
it had not, therefore, been entered upon the journal. 

Mr. WELLER called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired of the Chair when it would 
be in order to give the notice, or to make the mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied that the proper time 
would be when resolutions were called for. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is what the Chair now 
states. 

The SPEAKER. It is what he stated at the 
time the gentleman offered to give his notice. 

Mr. WELLER repeated the call for the orders 
of the day. 
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} tion öf the district was it that“ portion of it, and” 


~ And the House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the first business in order—being the reso- 
lutions reported from the Committee on Accounts 
respecting the officers of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to amend the resolutions 
so as to. prevent the officers of the House from re- 
quiring the cig to work after the adjournment 
each day. They were the only persons in the em- 
ployment of the House who were required to work 
night and day. They had cut off, and very proper- 
ly, a heavy extra compensation, formerly paid to 
these boys at the end of each session of Congress. 
Their pay, as it stood, was enough; but he did not 
think that they ought to be made to work while 
others were enjoying their rest. 

Mr. HALE said he was opposed to the whole re- 
port—not because he was not in favor of reirench- 
ment, for he was in favor of it; but he was opposed 
to beginning the work of retrenchment with such 
small matters as this, when they had instances 
enough of the waste of money by millions. He 
was opposed to commencing a pitiful warfare upon 
these poor little boys. With all due deference to 
the committee, he thought it was too small a busi- 
ness, He moved that the report be laid upen the 
table. 

Upon this motion, the yeas and nays were order- 
ed; and being taken, resulted—yeas 75, nays 99, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Barnard, Belser, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, W. J. Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Catlin, Chappell, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, Cut- 
lom, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Elmer, Fish, Foster, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Grinnell, Hale, Haralson, lardin, Harper, 
Hopkins, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Jameson, Jenks, Johu 
P. Kennedy, Labranche, Leonard, Lumpkin, McConnell, 
McIlvaine, Moore, Edward J. Mortis, Moseley, Newton, 
Pettit, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Charles M, Reed, Ritter, 
Roberts, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Thomas H, Seymonr, 
Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Tyler, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, and Joseph A. 
Wright—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 
ger, Benton, Blackwell, Bossier, J. Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Cer- 
roll, Causin, R. Chapman, Clinton, Cross, Dana, R. D, Davis, 
Dean, Dickinson, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Foot, 
French, Byram Green, Grider, Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, 
Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingersoll, 
Cave Johnson, Perley B Johnson, George W, Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P, King, Lewis, Lu- 
cas, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, Morse, Murphy, Nes, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Russell, St. John, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. Smith, Rot: 
ert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Stone, Taylor, Thompson 
Tilden, Tucker, Vance, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wi: 


, 


` liams, and Woodward—99. 


Mr. SAMPLE submitted an amendment, striking 
out the last resolution, which provides that no pages 
under twelve years of age should be employed. He 
considered the pages under twelve years of age to be 
the best pages in the Honse. 

Mr. HOPKINS withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. McDOWELL wished to remark to the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire that he was mistaken 
entirely aš to the motives which governed the com- 
mittee in making this report. We did not (said he) 
design it asa matter of retrenchment, because, un- 
der the arrangement proposed, the expense will be 
precisely Pier wa now; the object is to make the 
corps, under the direction of t} - r r 
corps, t Ae ea ne door-keeper, more 

He was the last man in the House to make war 
on the boys, as the gentleman from New Hampshire 
expressed it, and felt no disposition to take a dollar 
from their pockets; but he wished to make them 
more efficient, and to give them a compensation com 
mensurate with the value of their services. 
door-keeper desired the amendment, and he thought 


for a boy of 12 or 14 years of 

age, and he thought 
none under that age competent to perform the dunes 
required of the pages. 
from, $1 50 per day would be considered a fair com» 
Sate for grown men employed in making rails, 


e hoped that the gentlema, from N. anipshir 
before he made se ae su eine eY Bempehire, 


of the House, would ascertain to a ce 
they were disposed to make war on the 
or on anybody, for purposes of economy. 

The gentleman was the last man in the House he 
expected such charges to come from; because he had 
on all occasions, opposed appropriations for the bene- 
fit of the widow and orphan. He was glad now to 


rlainty that 
little boys, 
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find the sympathies of the gentleman awakened to 
the claims of this. description of persons, and hoped 
when they again come before this House to find 
him giving them his support. 

Mr. H. MOORE did not wish to consume 
the time of the House in discussing the sub- 
ject of retrenchment and economy, but he desired to 
show the injustice and inconsistency of the report 
: and resolutions under consideration. 
The proposition was to add one-fourth to the 


labor of these boys, and to take away one-fourth of 


their compensation—being equivalent to a reduction 
of one-half, while the wages of the messengers and 
folders doing less duty was to be increased. The 
gentleman said that $1 50 would bea fair compen- 
sation for the boys, while he proposed to give $2 50 
for the same labor to the folders. Why, he would 
ask, would not a fair compensation for the one bea 
fair compensation for the other? He looked upon 
the injustice of the proposition to be only equalled by 
its inconsistency. 

Mr. STEENROD opposed the reduction of the 
pages’ compensation, and contended that the ser- 


vices they performed were as arduous as those of 


the officers whose pay it was proposed to increase. 

Mr. McDOWELL, in explanation, further wish- 
ed to remark that, under the present arrangement, 
these pages had to discharge the labor of folding 
documents after the adjournment of the House; and 
that it was now proposed to relieve them for that 
duty, and to diminish their compensation. 

Mr. WINTHROP submitted an amendment pro 
viding that none of the pages should be removed 
during the present session. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. : 

The resolution reported on Wednesday last from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
as to what steps have been taken by the Postmaster 
General to prevent and punish the infractions of the 
laws of the United States, prohibiting the, establish- 
ment of any private express or post for the trans- 
portation of letters and packets, was considered 
and agreed to. 

Mr. PARMENTER, by leave, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the res- 
olution of the House of 15th of January last, in re- 
lation to alterations in the management of the navy 
United States, made a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill to provide for the appointment of certain 
officers ofnavy yards: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. ELMER, from the Committee of Elections, 
offered a resolution that the committee be author- 
ized to continue the employment of their present 
clerk; which resolution was agreed to. 


PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


Mr. G. W. JONES, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported back the Senate bill 
appropriating $40,000 to repair and repave a portion 
of Pennsylvania avenue, and said he was instructed 
by the committee to report the same with a recom- 
mendation that the bill be rejected. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be on 
the third reading of the hill. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved a concurrence with 
the committee’s report. 

Mr. CAMPBELL thought it would be proper to 


refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole 


House; which motion he made. 


The SPEAKER put the question on the refer- 


ence. 
Mr. DUNCAN inguired if the motion to refer 


took precedence of the motion of the gentleman 


from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to concur with the 


committee’s report. 


The SPEAKER decided that the motion to refer 


had precedence. 


Mr. G. W. JONES rose, and said he did not pro- 
pose to detain the House with many remarks on 
It would be sufficient for him to say, 
as the representative of a portion of the people of 
this Union, that, when he looked at the constitution 
of the country, he saw no authority for voting to 
make an appropriation for the purposes provided for 
They had no such authority, he con- 
ceived, conferred upon them by the constitution of 
the United States; and, therefore, this bill ought not 
True, they were the local legislature of 
this District; but, when acting in their capacity as 
the local legislature of the District of Columbia, he 
considered that they had no authority to put their 
hands into the national treasury, and appropriate 
the money of the whole people for the benefit of 


this subject. 


by that bill. 


to pass. 


those of this District; and, if it were then in order, 
he would ask for the yeas and nays on the motion 
to refer. He desired that the House should dispose 
of this ies at once. : — 

Mr. HAMLIN said the report of the committee 
was accompanied by a recommendation that the 
bill be rejected—a report which he most devoutly 
hoped would receive the sanction of the House. 
He had been told that, by committing this bill, the 


should consign it to the tomb of the Capulets; and, . 


therefore, he should cheerfully give his vote for 
euch a motion, that it might there sleep, and sleep 
forever; or he wowd vote for any other motion that 
would aid in killing it. 

Mr. HOGE moved to Jay the bill on the table. 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL said this bill involved a ques- 
tion of an appropriation of money; and he inquired 
if it was not necessary that it should go to the 
Committee of the Whole House. If so, could the 
motion to lay on the table be in order? 

The SPEAKER replied that, before any appro- 
priation bill could pass, it must receiye the sanction 
of a Committee of the Whole; but he did not un- 
derstand that sw@h a bill must go there on a motion 
to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the reading of the 
bill. g i 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered and taken 
on the motion to lay the bill on the table, and re- 
sulted thus—yeas 113, nays 64, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Bel- 
ser, Benton, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Jacob Brinkerhoft, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, 
Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Renben 
Chapman, Chappell, Cobb, Collamer, Cullom, Dana, 
Daniel, John W, Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Dun- 
can, Dunlap, Elis, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hardin, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, A. Johnson, G. W. Jones, A. 
Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Leon- 
ard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph 
Morris, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Pettit, Emery Ð., Potter, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
John T, Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tucker,Weller, Wentworth, Wheaten, Williams, Joseph 
A. Wright, and Yost—113. 

NAYS-Messrs. Baker, Barnard, Edward J. Black, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown,, Campbell, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Clingman,Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Delet, Dromgoole, Elmer, Fish, Foot, 
Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Harper, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Maclay, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Payne, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, C. M. Reed, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, 
‘Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vin- 
ton, White, and Winthrop—64. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had now expired. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, with the view of acting on the bill 
making Ur a for the Military Academy. 

The SPEAKER requested the gentieman from 
North Carolina to waive that motion, to enable him 
to lay before the House certain executive and other 


communications. 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a commn- 
nication from the Mayor of Washington, in relation 
to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

{It was a letter from the Mayor of the City of 
Washington, transmitting resolutions of the corpo- 
ration of said city, authorizing remonstrance 
against the transfer to the State of Maryland of the 
stock subscribed by the said corporation in the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company, except on 
certain conditions.} 


THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON—SURREN- 
DER OF FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the President of the United States, 
transmitting to the House of Representatives, in an- 
swer to their resolution of the 10th instant, a report 
from the Secretary of State, with the correspondence 
therein referred to, relating to certain fugitive crimi- 
nals from Florida. g 

Mr. LEVY moved its reference to the Committee 
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on Foreign Affairs, with instructions; and.on this 

motion he derired to make some remarks; -butas the 

chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means de- 

sired that the House should go into Cémiittce of 

the Whole on the appropriation bills, he was wül- 

ing to’defer his remarks to the morning hour to- 
morrow. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Mr. LEVY, 
Mr. ELMER, Mr. BARNARD, and others took 
part, in relation to the special orders, which would 
occupy the time of the House for the next few 


days. 

Mr. BARNARD desired to know what the com~ 
munication was. 

The Clerk read it again. ; 

Mr. BARNARD said this executive communitas 
tion ought first to go to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to be examined by them; and when that 
committee should make its report, the House might 
act upon it; and the gentleman from Florida would 
then have the opportunity to present his views in 
relation to it. 

Mr. LEVY said he had moved to refer with in- 
structions; and he wished to discuss the question 
on those instructions, which he had the right to do. 
Perhaps he ought to have the instructions read; but 
he would dispense with that, as he now moved to 
postpone the consideration of this question to Thurs- 
day next. . 

Mr. ROGERS called for the reading of the in- 
structions. 

The Clerk read them as follows: 


“That the said message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, with instructions to make 
inquiry into the facts of any cases of demand for 
the surrender of fugitive criminals under the tenth 
article of the treaty of Washington, which may have 
arisen upon requisition of either of the respective 
parties to said treaty, and to recommend such course 
as may be proper for the adoption of this House in 
respect thereto; and especially whether it be advisa- 
ble for this House to recommend to the President to 
notify the British Government that it is the wish of 
this Government to terminate the said tenth article 
of the treaty.” 


Mr. BARNARD inquired whether the instruc- 
tions were in order at that stage of the business. 

The SPEAKER said the motion now was to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject. 

Mr. LEVY moved (inasmuch as the chairman of 
the committee was at present indisposed, and could 
not be present, as he desired, at the discussion) that 
the subject be postponed, and made the special or- 
der for Thursday next. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the previous ques 
tion, in order, he said, to get rid of the motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. LEVY claimed to be still in possession of 
the floor, He desired to go on with the discussion 
now, unless, by general consent, the subject should 
be postponed, and made the special order for Thurs- 
day. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON withdrew his call for the pre- 
vious question, to allow the gentleman to proceed 
with the discussion. 

Mr. LEVY then proceeded. He had arranged, 
he said, in his mind, some three weeks ago, the course 
of argument which he intended to submit to the 
House; but the question having now unexpected] 
arisen, he did not know that he could at once recall 
his ideas upon the subject so distinctly and clearly 
ag he could wish. He would endeavor, however, to 
retrace the grounds which he proposed to take, and, 
if possible, sustain those grounds by argument. 
He regarded this as a grave subject, in every point 
of view. As respected the Territory which he rep- 
resented, it was one of the most important questions 
which had arisen, or could arise; and, in a national 
point of view, it was one of the most important 
which were likely to occur during the present ses- 
sion of Congress. It was a question which aftected 
the foreign relations of this country, and therefore 
of nationalimportance. It affected our intercourse 
with our great enemy—the great enemy of our safe- 
ty, and security, and prosperity as a nation. Tt was 
a question which would bring to a test the feeling of 
nationality which binds the different sections of the 
country together. The occasion which now pre- 
sented itself would give them an opportunity to test 
the sincerity of the professions of gentlemen in dif- 
ferent sections of this ou 

It wss, perhaps, improper that this question should 
be brought forward by one so incompetent as himself; 
but, as the representative of a Territory materially ine 


terested inthe subject, he felt it his imperative dut 
to bring it forward, and to ‘endeavor to .show that it 
was competent for that House to refer to.the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the consideration of the 


tenth article of the treaty of Washington, in relation | 


to the extradition of criminals. He hoped it would 
be referred, and that a report would be made to the 
House upon the subject. Pee 

Mr. L. referred to various authorities; to show 
that it was not unusual for the House to take action 
upon subjects of this nature. It was through that 

ouse that the voice of the people speaks; it was in 
that House that the national sovereignty was con- 
centrated. That body, instinct as it was with the 
popular spirit, should exhibit and designate the na- 
tional will, 

Mr. L. next referred to various instances of bad 
faith on the part of Great Britain. 

Mr. L. went on to characterize the conduct of 
Great Britain in this affair asa flagrant instance of 
bad faith, and a want of that honor and fair dealing 
which should mark the intercourse of one nation 
with another. On the other band, there had been 
no failure on the part of the United States to execute 
this tenth article of the treaty; and in doing so, this 
government had gone to greater lengths than justice, 
good faith, ora regard to our own dignity required. 
Mr. L. referred to the case of Christina Cochrane, a 
peor, ignorant, idiotic female, delivered up on the de- 
mand of the British government on no better evi- 
dence than that of a constable, who could not even 
swear to the commission of the crime of which she 
was accused. He referred, also, to the case of Jona- 
than Robbins, who was delivered up under Jay’s 
treaty, upon very insufficient testimony; and this 
case roused such a spirit of indignation in the coun- 
try, that no administration since that time had ever 
dared introduce the subject of extradition into a 
treaty with England till Mr. Webster included it in 
the treaty of Washington. Notwithstanding the un- 
popularity of this principle, it was acquiesced in, 

ecause it was understood that it would provide 
against such cases as that of the Creole; and Mr. L. 
referred to the correspondence of Lord Ashburton 
and Mr. Webster, as well as to publications in Lon- 
don papers in the confidence of the British govern- 
ment, to show that such was the understanding of 
the article while the treaty was in the progress of 
negotiation. The treaty, however, was hardly exe- 
cuted, hefore good grounds were given for the sus- 
picion that they intended to evade it. 

Mr. L. then adverted to the declaration of Lord 
Ashburton to Arthur Tappan and the abolitionists 
of New York, and to the remarks of Lords Aber- 
deen and Stanley, in the British Parliament, to show 
that, if there was not previous design to deceive this 
government in the negotiation of the treaty, there 
was a settled determination to commit a breach of 
faith in cariying it into execution. Mr. L. then 
spoke of the ‘flimsy prentence on which the author- 
ines of Massua had refused to deliver up the 
fugitives from justice spoken of in the message, 
when properly demanded of them. The crimes they 
committed were of the most heinous nature; and 
were expressly provided for in the treaty—viz: mur- 
derand robbery. The demand for the criminals 
was made with all the strictest formalities of law; 
and was accompanied with evidence of the most 
indubitable authority, and authenticated copies of 
the indictments which were found against the crim- 
nals, Even if this evidence had been deemed by the 
courts of Nassau to be insufficient for the surrender 
of the criminals, surely good faith on the part of the 
British government required that they should have 
been arrested and held in custody till more evidence 
could be procured. 

He read extracts from the decision of the court, 
which had yielded, he remarked, to the suggestions 
of Parliament; and the extracts showed several 
points that were worthy of consideration. One of 
those points was, that an indictment, per se, could 
not be received as evidence whereon to arrest a per- 
son accused of crime. On this, and on other 
points therein set forth, he joined issue. He was 
aware that different interprétations had been given 
to the 10th article of the treaty; one interpretation 
was, that the criminality which should justify the 
delivery of fugitives from justice, which was com- 
prehended by the treaty, was such criminality as 
would be an offence by the laws of the place in 
which the criminal was found; but he must be per- 
mitted to dispute the correctness of that interpreta- 
tion, and to declare that, if such interpretation was 
correct, there was the more reason to satisfy him 
that there had- been treachery in the execution of 


try ‘required that it ‘should be immediately abro- 
gated. 

s He, however, did not hold such to be the correct 
interpretation of the treaty; and he should show 
that it was not. It must be borne in mind in the 
first place that the offenders were not British sub- 
jects, and, as such, entitled to the protection of the 
Crown; and that, therefore, there must be ex- 
pected to be exceeding caution and delicacy in bring- 
ing into imprisonment, by surrendering persons to 
a foreign power for trial. They were offenders be- 
longing to this country, who had sought the protec- 
tion of another power against thé punishment due to 
their crime; and such evidence was received in the 
ordinary practice under the laws of Great Britain. 

He went on to illustrate and sustain this position, 
and was proceeding, when the Speaker announced 
the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then renewed his motion for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Winrnrop 
and McCLeLLAND were appointed, and they report- 
ed 57 in the affirmative and 47 in the negative; 
which was less than a quorum. 

The SPEAKER said it was evident there was 
a quorum in the House, and he called upon gentle- 
men to vote either one way or the other. 

The tellers again took the vote, and they reported 
81 in the affirmative and 56 in the negative; so there 
was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be put, 
and the question recurred on the instructions. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the executive mes- 
sage be laid on the table and printed. 

That motion was _negatived—64 voting in the af- 
firmative and 75 in the negative. 

Mr. WINTHROP then called for the yeas and 
nays on the question of agreeing to instruct, but 
they were not ordered; and the motion to instruct 
was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 


print the executive communication, i 
Mr. GIDDINGS inquired if that motion was not 


` debatable. 


The SPEAKER believed it was. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said it was not his intention to 
detain the House on this subject for any great 
length of time, nor would he, under different cir- 
cumstances, have detained it on such a motion at all; 
but the gentleman from Florida had taken occasion 
to throw before the country certain ideas which he 
(Mr. G.) thought should meet with a response; for 
the question, as that gentleman had properly said, 
was one of great importance. And the considera- 
tion which moved him at this time was, that on the 
last legislative day, an endeavor was made to sup- 
press all debate on the question which was now 
thrown upon them. He knew not what was the 
extent to which this question of slavery was to be 
thrust upon this House, and he now took occasion 
to say that he execrated the memory of the man 
who introduced the subject of slavery into this hall 
—he held that man’s memory in estimation as cne 
who was a violator of the constitution—as one who 
had approached the temple of freedom, and dese- 
crated its sanctity by bringing there a subject whica 
was prohibited by the genius of our institutions, and 
by the constitution to which they had all sworn al- 
legiance. 

Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL rose toa question of 
order. p 

Mr. GIDDINGS hoped he would not. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if the question 
to print embraced the question of slavery at large. 

Mr. GIDDINGS hoped the gentleman would not 
interrupt him. 

The SPEAKER said it was difficult for the Chair 
to decide what was relevant, and what was irrele- 
vant; for the message had not been read to the 
House, and the Chair knew not, therefore, its con- 
tents. 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed, and said the House 
would bear witness that he had endeavored hereto- 
fore to dispose of this question without debate, and 
without occupying the time of the House. [Here 
the gentleman from Ohio paused.] 

The SPEAKER (addressing himself to Mr. Gip- 
pings) said, The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he called the country to 
bear witness that he had endeavored to hasten the 
public business in all respects: he had never spoken 
on this question of slavery, unless it had been thrust 


the treaty; and the honor and dignity of this coun- 


upon him by those who. were known to be opposed 
to that institution. The gentleman from Florida 
had made allusion to a clause in the treaty which, 
he presumed, ‘originated in the case of the Creole. 

Now, his (Mr. Gipines’s) views on the case, 
of the Creole were before the country; and 

it was a case on which he would take 

occasion to repeat that his views remained 

as he had heretofore expressed them. He was 

of opinion that no crime or offence was com- 

mitted on board the Creole—no offence known or 

recognised by the laws of this nation, or any State 

of which it was composed. He wished to'be dis- 

tinctly understood on this question; for it was one 

of vast importance to the republic. It involved the 

question whether this should be a government of 
slavery or of liberty. He would repeat, also, what 

he had heretofore frequently said, that slavery was 

a local institution, unknown beyond the jurisdiction: 

by which it was.created. Slavery in Virginia wax 
confined distinctly and definitely to the territory of” 
that State; and the moment a ‘slave was taken by 

his master beyond the boundaries of that State, he 

wasa slave no longer. 

Mr. DELLET rose to a question of order. He 
insisted the gentleman from Ohio had no right to 
inflict on the House abolition speech after abolition 
speech. The gentleman had had his day, and now he 
was out of order in inflicting these remarks on the 
House. 

The SPEAKER said he felt difficulty in deciding 
how far the gentleman should go, the communica- 
tion not having been read. 

Mr. DELLET remarked that that was sufficient 
to show at once that the gentleman from Ohio was 
out of order, 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Ohio 
might be discussing questions in the communication 
itself, for aught that was known. It was impossible 
for the Chair to say whether the gentleman was in 
order or not, unless the document were read. It 
had neither been read nor printed. 

Mr. DELLET took an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, by which the gentleman from Ohio 
was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS hoped the gentleman from Ala- 
bama would withdraw his appeal. 

Mr. DELLET replied that he would not with- 
draw it, if he could make it stick. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question on the 


appeal. : 
r. PAYNE inquired whether it would be in or- 
der to call for the reading of the documents. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL suggested that the documents 
not having been read, the gentleman from Ohio was 
out of order in debating the subject. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested another point—that 
the documents having been referred to a committee, 
were not in possession of the House, and could not, 
therefore, be debated. 

The reading of the documents was then called for. 

Mr. REDING inquired if it would be in order to 
withdraw the motion to print? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had not yielded the 
floor; and he contended that no call for the reading, 
or withdrawal of any motion, would be in order. 

Mr. WELLER said he believed he had a right, 
as the decision of the House was demanded, to call 
for the reading of the documents, to enable him to 
come to a correct decision. 

The SPEAKER sustained the right of the gentle- 
man to call for the reading of the documents; and 
they were accordingly read by the Clerk. 

‘The SPEAKER then remarked that he did not 
think upon the question before the House, the gen- 
tleman had any right to go into a discussion of the 
subject of slavery. ' 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would pass over, then 
all allusion to that subject, and confine himself to a 
reply to the observations of the gentleman from 
Florida. He did not intend to wander from the 
subject before the House. The report was in re- 
gard to the surrender of persons claimed as having 
commited crimes; and it was upon the point as to 
identifying those persons, that he took issue with 
the gentleman. 

Mr. TUCKER rose to a question of order. The 
question was upon a motion to print, and not upon 
ne propriety or impropriety of surrendering crim- 

als. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said ‘he hoped the gentleman 
would not be more captious with him than with 
others. The gentleman from Florida had expressed 


his views, and he claimed the same right. He con- 
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tended that, when it was attempted to arrest in- 
dividuals without legal warrant, they were at lib- 
erty to defend themselves. The individuals attempt- 
ed to be arrested in this case were men, and he who 
interfered with them did so at his own peril. The 
government lent him no shield, and he trusted it 
never would afford assistance to any individual in 
his attempt to control the locomotion of his fellow 
citizens. 

. Mr. PETTIT thought that, as there was no ne- 
cessity for requesting the President of the United 
States to annul the 10th article of the British treaty, 
there was still less necessity for printing the mes- 
sage. He was of opinion that there was no just 
cause of complaint against the British government 
for not surrendering the fugitives referred to in the 
message, because the evidence was not sufficient, ac- 
cording to English laws, to warrant it. He objected 
strongly to annulling this article of the treaty, con- 
sidering it the most valuable article in it, and by vir- 
ture of which we should be hereafter able to re- 
claim many criminals, such as those who had here- 
tofore, by fleeing to foreign countries, set the justice 
of the country at defiance. He regretted that 
such a provision was not in force some years since, 
when certain great plunderers of the treasury, to the 
amount of millions, fled into England, and thus es- 
caped the punishment due to their crimes. He 
would not annul this article of the treaty till Eng- 
land herself violated it. 


Mr. ADAMS made some remarks, the first part 
of which were not distinctly heard; but in conclusion 
he deprecated these appeals to the passions and 
prejudices ofthe country, which he said were so con- 
tinually made for the purpose of getting up an ex- 
citement against England. He had witnessed, with 
much pain, the same thing in England for the pur- 
pone of proaneing ill feelings against this country. 

hat, he asked, would be the consequences of a 
collision between tle two countries? No man, if 
asked the question, would avow his determination 
to go to war with England; and yet a course of re- 
marks was indulged in, calculated to stir up the most 
rancorous passions. Here was the question of run- 
away slaves taken up: and connect it with the ques- 
tion of Oregon, and then with the glorious question 
of the annexation of ‘Texas, and what was to be 
the result? l 

Mr. WELLER here moved the previous ques- 
tion; which being seconded, and the main question 
ordered, it was put, and decided in the afirmative. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, in relation 
to payments made on claims not otherwise provided 
for by law, under the act of 2d March, 1809: laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same, containing 
the annual statement of receipts and expenditures 
of the United States for the year 1843: laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


On motion by Mr. McK AY, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the revolutionary and other pen- 
sioners of the United States for the year 1844, on 
which the previous question had been moved, was 
taken up. 

Mr. HAMLIN withdrew his call for the previous 

question, being satisfied, as he said, that the bill 
ought not to pass without amendment. 
The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
amendment, providing that no officer of the army 
or navy, while receiving pay as such, shall draw a 
pension. . : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the previous question- 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, and 58 voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. McKAY called for tellers;and Messrs. Jenks 
and Tucker were appointed; and, having taken the 
vote, they reported 70 in the affirmative and 50 in 
the negative. So there was a second. 

The main question was ordered to be put; the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be engross- 
ed for a third reading “now.” 

The bill was read a third time, and the question 
recurred on its passage. f 

Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana moved to recommit 
the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
instructions to strike out the following proviso: 
“That no pension shall hereafter commence before 
the day on which the application of the person 
claiming it shall have been ‘filed with the commis- 
sioner,” 


_ He said if gentleman wanted to change the pen- 
sion laws, let them do it by bill; let the subject go 
before the appropriate committee, and then Yet e 
judgment of the House be passed upon it, as one of 
the laws of the land, and not stick it ona bill for the 
appropriation of money. 

If we were commencing a system of pensions, 
this would be right; but in this case, we are discrimi- 
nating upon the most worthy class of pensioners. 
All the pension laws heretofore passed, with but one 
exception, have fixed a time at which all those who 
come under it shall commence drawing their pen- 
sions. The pension act of 1832, the acts granting 
pensions to widows, of 1836 and 1838—all fix a date 
at which the pensions shall commence. Now, 
you propose to say that no pensioner shall receive 
any money that hereafter applies, only from the 
date of his application: More than nine-tenths who 
have obtained their pensions, have drawn back 
from the time that the law fixed for the commence- 
ment of pensions, and those who have been sup- 
ported by friends and relatives—those who have not 
asked for the munificénce of their government, some 
in the decline of life—the more needy—are to be de- 
nied this right, which you have heretofore given 
to the active, and no doubt the least worthy. He 
said he felt anxious that the proviso in the bill would 
be stricken out. 


_ Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VINTON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and, be- 
ing ordered, they resulted thus: Yeas 79, nays 80. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Messrs. Winruror and Tucker were appointed 
tellers on the question of seconding the demand for 
the previous question; and they reported 64 in the 
affirmative and 53 in the negative. So there was a 
a second, 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
which was on the passage of the bill; (the previous 
question cutting off the motion to recommit;) and 
the bill was passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF FOLDERS. 
Mr. JAMESON said there were 50,000 docu- 


ments in the folding room, which were accumula- 
ting there in consequence of a deficiency of persons 
employed in that department; he wished, therefore, 
to introduce a resolution to authorize the superin- 
tendent of that room to employ four assistants at a 
compensation of $2 per diem. 

There were objections made in different parts of 
the House. 


Mr. WELLER moved a suspension of the rules 
for its introduction. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was introduced. 

Mr. C. JOLINSON suggested that it should be 
limited to the present session of Congress; and it 
was so modified. 


Mr. JAMESON moved the previous question; ` 


having amended the resolution, on the suggestion of 
Mr. Dromcoots, by substituting ‘“door-keeper” for 
superintendent. 
The question was then propounded on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question; but, on 
Mr. DICKEY’S motion, the House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. McCLERNARD: Petitions of numerous 
citizens of the States of Kentucky and Ilinois, pray- 
ing Congress to establish a two-horse post coach 
from Paduea, in the first named State, via Metropo- 
lis city, in Monroe, Vienna, in Johnson, and Frank- 
fort, in Franklin counties, to Mount Vernon, in 
Jefferson county, in said last named State: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, a petition from the citizens of Pope and Mon- 
roe counties, praying Congress to establish a post 
route from Golconda to Metropolis city,'in the State 
of Illinois: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By CHARLES M. READ: Memorial of John 
L. Kimberly and 79 others, ship owners and ship- 
ping merchants, of the city of Buffalo, praying that 
the commerce, shipping,‘and navigation of the lakes, 
from Lake Ontario to Lake Michigan, be placed 
under and regulated by the maritime-law of the 
United States. Also, the petition of C. A. Derick- 
son and 78 citizens of Meadville, asking Congress 
to extend the national road from some point at the 


base of Laurel Hill to the city of Pittsburg, and 
from thence, by Meadville, to the harbor at Erie. 

By Mr. BURKE:. Petition of Charles ‘Wilkes 
and others, praying for remuneration for losses sus- 
tained by the officers and crew of the United States 
ship Peacock, wrecked at the mouth of the Colum- 
bia river; in the service of the exploring expedition. 

By Mr. BOYD: Two petitions for ‘the establish- 
ment of a two-horse line of post coaches from Padu- 
cah, Kentucky, to Mount Veron, Minois. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Lieutenant James 
Glynn, for an appropriation to defray the expenses 
of certain coast surveys therein mentioned: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. «> | 

By Mr. DROMGOOLE: Petition of Samuel 
Jones, heretofore presented: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. : j 

By Mr. SAMPLE: Petition of Willys Peck and 
71 others, citizens of the ninth congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Indiana, praying an amendment 
of the constitution, fso that the third clause of the 
second section of the first article shall read in the 
following words: “Representatives and direct taxes 
shall be apportioned among the several States, 
which are or may be included within this Union, 
according to their respective numbers of free per- 
sons, including Indians, not taxed.” 

By Mr BYRAM GREEN: Petition of one hun- 
dred and fifty-eight citizens of the county of Wayne, 
New York, asking for a reduction of the rate of 
postage. ; 

By Mr. A. V. BROWN: The petition of the as- 
signees of Williamson Smith, praying indemnity 
under a certain contract for the removal of the 
Cherokee Indians; which was referred the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Turner Chamblin, of Tennes- 
see, praying compensation for a horse, turned over 
to the United States, and the loss of equipage in the 
Florida campaign; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr, HUGHES: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Daviess and Clinton counties, Missouri, 
asking Congress to allow Levi Baldock additional 
compensation for carrying the mail from Gallatin, 
in Daviess county, to Sandville, in Clinton county. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Thomas 
J. Wilcox and forty-five other persons, residents of 
Rockland county, New York, asking Congress to 
amend the present naturalization laws, and prohibit 
the admission of paupers or convicts into the United 
States, from any foreign country whatever: referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STILES: The memorial of the Savannah 
Chamber of Commerce, praying a reduction of 
postage: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. ` 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Laban Hos- 
kins and others, of Cayuga county, New York, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage and 
for the abolition of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. A. SMITH: The petition of George 
W. Wright and 60 others, citizens of Genesee coun- 
ty, New York, praying for a reduction of postage 
and abolition of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. BOSSIER: The petition of Alfred Flour- 
noy and one hundred and twenty-five others, citizens 
of the parish of Caddo, Louisiana, praying for the 
annexation of Texas to the United States: referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Also, the 
petition of one hundred and sixty citizens of the 

arishes of Ouachita and Union, Louisiana, and of 

nion county, in Arkansas, praying for the establish - 
ment of a mail-route from Monroe, Louisana, by 
Jonesborough, in Union parish, thence to the court 
house, in Union county, in Arkansas: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
Richard Merrill and twenty-two other citizens of 
Knox county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to 
complete the Wabash and Erie Conal to the Ohio 
river. Also, the petition of Alfred Davis and forty- 
eight other citizens of Davies county, Indiana, pray- 
ing the same object. Also, the petition of William 
Bradford and one hundred and six other citizens of 
Davies county, Indiana, asking the same object. 
Also, the petition of Jesse Harbin and ninety-two 
other citizens of Knox county, Indiana, asking the 
same object. : 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of M. F. 
White and one hundred and two other citizens of 
Butler county, Pennsylvania, praying for the con- 
struction of a national Macademized road from the 
Cumberland road, by way of the arsenals of Pitts- 
burg and Meadville, to the harbor of Ene. Also, 
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enty-three others, of the same county, of 
similar import.. “Also, the petition of Thomas Boyle 
and eighty others, ‘citizens of’ Indiana and other 
counties, Pennsylvania, praying that there may be 
no reduction of the duty on salt. A 

By Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT: The petition 
of citizens of Lockport, New York, for the improve- 
mient of Olcott harbor. i 

“By Mr. P. B. JOHNSON: The petition of Isaac 
H: Delong, and 40 other citizens of Ohio, for the 
establishment of.a mail route. from Morristown, in 
the county of Belmont, to Lowell, in the county of 
‘Washington, in said State: referred to. the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: A memorial, signed by 
several hundred citizens of Philadelphia, In favor 
of certain improvements in the patent laws, and of 
increasing the facilities of the Patent Office. Also, 
the petition of Mr. Wallace, asking Congress to 

urchase copies of Gordon’s Digest of the Revenue 

AWS. 

“By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sun- 
dry citizensof Du Page county, Illinois, praying 
for the abolition of the frankmg privilege and the 
reduction of postage: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, a petition 
from the mayor and citizens of Chicago, for a mail- 
route from Chicago to Grand Detour, via Babcock’s 
Grove, St. Charles, Syeamore, and Coltonville: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, Also, additional papers in the case of the 
widow of William Billsland, of Will county, ap- 
plying for a pension: referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. EMERY D. POTTER asked and obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House the 

apers and documents of the heirs of John Wil- 
kiskon, asking remuneration for losses in the late 
war with Great Britain; and, also, the papers and 
documents of Conrad House, for a like claim; 
which, together with additional evidence, were re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. Mr. P. also 
presented the petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying the establishment of a post route from 

aumee city, Ohio, to White Pigeon, Michigan; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RITTER: Two memorials, asking that 
such alterations may be made in the law requiring 
coasting licences as may exempt from its operation 
all canal boats employed in the domestic coal trade, 
which are dependent upon the application of the 
external power of animals or steam to propel 
them: referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petitition of inhabi- 
tunts of Onondaga county, New York, asking for a 
mail route to be established from Baldwinsville, in 
the county or Onondaga, to Wolcott, Wayne coun- 
ty, New York. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The claim of Catha- 
rine Knaggs, of Monroe, Michigan, for payment of 
damages sustained during the last war. Also, the 
petition of citizens of Adrian, Michigan, for a re- 
duction of postage. 

By Mr. HENRY DODGE: The petition of D. 
Howell, and 288 others, inhabitants of Winnebago 
county, State of Illinois, asking Congress for an 
appropriation for a harbor at the town of Southport, 
Racine county, in the Territory of Wisconsin: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the 
petition of 76 citizens of the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking Congress for an appropriation for a har- 
bor at the town of Monotowie, on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan, in said Territory: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. FICKLIN: Petition of John Scott, of | 
DeW 


itt county, Ilinois, praying compensation for 
a horse lost in the revolutionary war: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
By Mr. DUNLAP: Petition of John McKeen 
and others, of Brunswick, Maine, for indemnity for 
French speliations prior to 1800. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay March 6, 1844. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of James Low; and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

-Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition, signed by 135 
citizens of Alton and vicinity, praying for an appro- 
priation for the extension of the Cumberland road, 
to Alton, on the Mississippi river; referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 


of Mathias Syphur and one hundred | 


| 


‘Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
Seth M. Leavenworth, praying the payment of a 
balance due to him as a contractor for carrying the 
mail: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. $ 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from up- 
wards of 5,000 citizens of the States of Indiana and 
Ohio, asking for an additional grant of land for the 
completion of the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

Mr. PORTER presented a petition from citizens 
of Jasper county, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from Newburg to Jasper, in Michigan; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers of the heirs of John Clandoria. 

r. PHELPS presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Vermont, declaring that the an- 
nexation of Texas to the federal Union would be 
unconstitutional and dangerous to the stability of 
the Union itself, and instructing the senators, and re~- 
questing the representatives from that State to vote 
against any such measure: ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, and be printed. 

Also, presented seven other resolutions of the 
legislature of that State, in favor of the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia and Territories 
of the United States, and declaring that slavery 
ought to be abolished in the States composing the 
Union, by proper means, &c. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that these resolutions be 
also received. 

The question of reception was, on motion, laid on 
the table. 


Mr, CRITTENDEN presented two memorials; 
one of which was signed by almost every member 
of the Kentucky legislature, praying that Congress 
will grant to the State of Indiana the lands remain- 
ing unsold in the Vincennes district, to complete the 
great canal (the Wabash and Erie) by which it is 
proposed to open a direct communication between 

ake Erie and the Ohio river. Mr. C. said it was 
deemed to be a work of great national importance; in 
which not only the States of the West, but all the 
States, are materially interested: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, now having charge of 
the subject. 


Mr. ARCHER presented a petition signed by a 
large number of persons in Cumberland county, 
Virginia, asking Congress to make provision, by 
law, for pensioning the widows and children of 
those officers, seamen, and marines who perished 
on board of the United States schooner Grampus: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also presented the petition of Dr. J. T. Caldwell, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained in conse- 
quence of a change made by the Post Office Depart- 
ment in his contract for carrying the mail: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, the petition of the legal representatives of 
Thomas G. Peachy, praying indemnity for property 
destroyed by the enemy during the revolutionary 
war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce, of the city of Savannah, 
Georgia, in favor of a reduction of the rates of post- 
age, and their modification to the federal coin, and a 
restriction of the franking privilege: ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed, a Dill on the subject 
having been reported by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Reads. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
Rhodes Thompson, a soldier of the revolution, 
praying compensation, by way of a pension, for his 
services: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ARCHER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of transferring 
from the State to the War Department such of the 
papers purchased of Washington’s heirs as consti- 
tute evidence of the service upon which claims to 
pensions are adjusted. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution; which lies one day under the rule, viz: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate, extra copies of the House document, No. 
296, 3d session 27th Congress, (Mr. W, C, Jonnson’s 
report.) l 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolution; 
which lies one day on the table, viz: ee 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into, and report on, the ex- 
pediency of requiring the circuit and district courts, 
within the district of Illinois, to hold alternately the 
terms of said court at Chicago and Springfield, in 
said State. , 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented resolutions adopt- 
ed by the legislature of Kentucky, expressing the 
opinion that the rates of postage are too high, and 
should be reduced: ordered to be printed, and laid 
onthe table. — 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 


` Senate, the report of Captain Cram, of the survey 


of the harbor of Saint Louis: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition and 
papers of Mrs. Susan Trigg. te Sal, oe 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition’ (taken from 
the files) of William McPherson for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with several amendments, the bill 
from the House, making appropfiation for the cur- 
rentand contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for the fulfilment of treaty stipulations 
with the Indian tribes, for the fiscal year commenc- 
ing on the Ist of July, 1844, and ending on the 30th 
June, 1845. The amendments were ordered to be 
printed. 


CONTRACTORS WITH THE GOVERNMENT. 


The bill to afford relief to certain contractors with 
the government—by extending the time for their 
fulfilment—was read the third time, and passed. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims in the case of the administrator of 
William Grayson, und of the Judiciary Committee 
in the case of David C, Wilson, were ‘concurred in 
by the Senate. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in the case of Julia S. Weed, was, on motion 
of Mr. WHITE, ordered to lie on the table. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Revolu- 


` tionary Claims in the case of Albert Paulding, was, 


on. motion of Mr. PORTER, ordered to lie on the 
table. ; 

The bill to increase the salary of the district 
judge of the district court of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia, was taken up as in 
committee of the whole, and, there being no propo- 
sition to amend it, was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was satisfied there were 
other cases equally meritorious, and he was not pre- 
pgred to give his sanction to the bill then. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, it was laid on the 
table for the present, the chairman of the J udiciary 
Committee being absent from his seat. 

The bill to encourage the settlement of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon came up in order, as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to lay it on the. table for 
the present. He said that, before that motion was 
put to the Senate, he would give notice that, on to- 
morrow, he would move the Senate to lay the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. SEMPLE, | 
on the same subject, on the table, instead of refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as he 
first proposed. 

Mr. KING inquired if the senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Arcuer] intended to speak on the question. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did. There had been as, 
many speeches made on the other side of the house 
as his own will have made after he shall have 
spoken. 

Mr. SEVIER asked the senator to withdraw the 
motion to lay the bill on the table, 

My. ARCHER did so. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he only wished to 
say that the senator from Virginia was ver greatly 
mistaken, in supposing that the bill for the settle- 
ment of the Oregon was anything like the proposi- 
tion of the senator from Illinois, [Mr. Semvze,] 
giving notice for the termination of the convention 
permitting the joint occupation of the Oregon. 

Mr. S. then showed that the bill had in view the 
protection of the American settlers in the Oregon 
and the building of forts on the lines to that terri. 
tory, s 
Mr, ARCHER could not understand why the 
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honorable senator from Arkansas, {Mr. Sevier,] 
wished to go into a discussion of this bill to-day. 
He thought that gentleman must be aware that the 
other discussion, which had the precedence, ought 
to be disposed of first. 

Mr. SEVIER said there was no connexion be- 
tween the two propositions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN wished to ask his friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Arcuer] if he [Mr. A.] meant to de- 
prive him of an opportunity to make some remarks 
on the resolution of the senator from Tlinois (Mr. 
Sempie.] The fact was, his nature was always 
yielding; and he had already yielded to every body 
who had expressed a desire to speak upon the sub- 
ject. He had a few remarks to make; but hesup- 
posed from the notice of his friend from Virginia, 
that after that senator finished his own remarks, he 
would move to lay the resolution on the table. He 

Mr. B.) hoped that course would not be pursued. 
‘The courtesy of the Scnate had always been remark- 
able—that of his friend from Virginia particularly so; 
and he could not think that he [Mr. A.] intended 
laying the subject on the table when he (Mr. B.) 
was aco-member with him of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and had a right to say something 
upon this question. 

The bill was then passed over informally for the 
day. 

he bill for the relief of William De Pnyster and 
Henry N. Cruger was taken up and considered as 
in committee of the whole, reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


The bill to repeal so much of the act approved 
the 23d of August, 1842, as requires the 2d regi- 
ment of dragoons to be converted into a regiment of 
riflemen, after the 4th of March, 1843, was taken 
upas in committee of the whole, and there being 
no proposition to amend it, was reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to say that there 
was no necessity for two regiments of dragoons; one 
was enough for the country to pay at present. At 
this time they could not drive the Indians into a 
war, if they were treated justly. The contrary 
treatment only would create an Indian war, and 
consequently any necessity for another regiment of 
dragoons. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN would merely remark that 
he was unwilling for the bill to pass without discus- 
sion. He would not object to its being passed to 
a third reading, and then laying it on the table till 
to-morrow. He was opposed to its passage, and 
should vote against it. Some of the friends of the 
bill were absent, and he did not wish to take advan- 
tage of their absence in opposing the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner, of 
Alabama, was considered as in committee of the 
whole; and after some explanation of its provisions 
hy Mr. WRIGHT, it was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to provide for the settlement of claims for 
losses of property by reason of its military occupa- 
tion, in the Territory of Florida, was taken up as 
in committee of the whole; but, on motion by Mr. 
WRIGHT, was passed over for examination. 

The bill for the relief of ©. A. Kerr, of Arkansas, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole; and 
after.a few remarks by Mr. SEVIER in explanation 
of its principles, and by Mr. KING in opposition to 
the bill, it was laid on the table for further examina- 
hon. 

The hill for the relief of Francis H. Harrison, 
who was postmaster in Paducah, Kentucky, pro- 

osing to pay him a sum of money, which was lost 
by the burning of the post office, which moncy had 
been collected for postage, was then taken up. 
Messrs. KING, ATCHISON, McDUFFIE, and 
PEARCE, made some remarks on the bill, touching 
the propriety of indemnifying officers who may lose 
moneys belonging to the government. The bill was, 
however, laid on the table for the present. 

The bill for the removal from Cincinnati to De- 
troit of the office of surveyor general of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Michigan, came up for consideration—the 
question being, “Shall the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading??? Upon that motion, . 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and the question being put, resulted in 
the afirmative by yeas 29, nays 7. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration, as in | 


committee of the whole, of the bill to rovide for the 
adjustment of land claims within the States of Loui- 
siana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Arkansas, and for 
other purposes, the question pending being the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Henperson, which he 
explained at considerable length. 

Mr. BARROW also, with much minuteness, ex- 
plained the merits of the bill, and proposed amend- 
ment, 

The subject was debated till 4 o’clock by Msssrs. 
JOHNSON, KING, HENDERSON, BARROW, 
SEVIER, BREESE, and WALKER. 

_ During the discussion, a great many modifica- 
tions of the amendment, and various alterations, were 
adopted. 

The bill finally was reported back to the Senate 
with the amendment as modified; and the question 
being on adopting the amendment, 

Mr. HAYWOOD rose and appealed to the friends 
of the measure to separate the amendment from the 
bill, and let the original bill stand on its merits; rec- 
ommending them to bring in a separate bill grounded 
on the amendment. 

It appeared from what transpired in debste, that 
the original bill was reported for the relief of un- 
doubted claimants of lands in the States mentioned, 
growing out of legal and acknowledged titles; but 
the amendment was a substitute for the original bill, 
to let in claimants in possession who are innocent 
purchasers, or occupants under derivative titles from 
mnocent purchasers, donees, or supposed grantees; 
and in cases of alleged frauds of fabricated Spanish 
titles, to let the innocent occupants have a pre-emp- 
tion right at $1 25 per acre. 

On motion by Mr. HAYWOOD, pending the 
question of adopting the amendment made in com- 
mittee of the whole, the bill and amendment were 
ordered to be laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. ARCHER said there were some messages 
from the President of the United States to be con- 
sidered in secret session, one of which was of great 
importance, and it was necessary it should meet im- 
mediate reference. He therefore moved the Senate 
to go, into executive session. 

Upon this motion the Senate went into executive 
session, and after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 

The following resolution, offered some days since, 
by Mr. WOODBURY, was accidentally omitted 
from the Senate proceedings: 


Joint resolution, providing for the return of addition- 
al items in the commercial statistics. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be required to 
annex, hereafter, to the statistical returns of the 
commerce of the United States, a table, giving, in 
the first column, the quantity of each article import- 
ed yearly; in the second column, the value of each 
on which the duty is assessed, giving it by the same 
measure or quantity as that on which the duty is 
assessed; in a third column, the rate of duty im- 
posed on cach article; and in the fourth, the average 
wholesale price of each, compiled from the prices 
current in Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Charleston, and New Orleans, or in such of 
these ports as any of the articles may be sold du- 
ring the year; in a fifth column, the quantity of any 
like article of domestic origin ascertained or esti- 
mated to be made or grown in the United States, 
during the same year; and in a sixth, the average 
price of it at the ports aforesaid for the same year, 
compiled and obtained in like manner with that in 
the fourth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 6, 1844. 

Mr. DICKINSON offered a resolution to authorize 
Nancy Wilson to withdraw certain papers on the 
files of the Pension Office, that they might be refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the course proposed was 
an unusual one; and, therefore, he objected to the 
reception of the resolution. 


PAGES AND MESSENGERS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. JAMESON inquired if the resolution which 
he offered yesterday, to authorize the doorkeeper of 
the House to employ four additional assistants in 
the folding room, was not first in order this morn- 


ing. 
The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 


"Mr. JAMESON then said that, upon examin- 


ation, which he had made since yesterday, hë had 
come to the conclusion to withdraw that resolution, 
and move a reconsideration of the vote’ by which 
the report of the Committee on Accounts was yes- 
terday laid on the table. He found that by this 
course, a saving to the country would be effected 
of $5 per day, when compared with the expenditure 
of the last long session. He concluded by moving 
the reconsideration; and ‘on that motion he called 
for the previous question. i 

The report to which the gentleman alluded proposed 
to establish the following arrangement: 

That the door-keeper ‘be authorized and required 
to change the duties and compensation of the force 
employed under his direction, and employ the same 
as follows, whenever the public service shall require: 
1 document keeper, at $2 50 per day - $2 50 
1 assistant, at $2 per day - - - 200 


1 folder in the House, at §2 50 - - 2 50 
1 folder in the folding room, at $2 50 - 2 50 
4 assistant folders, at $2 - - - 800 
3 attendants at the House doors, at $2 50 - 7 50 
2 gallery keepers, at $2 50 - - - 5 00 
6 pages, at gl 500 - - - - 900 
2 scavengers, at $l - - - 200 


That no person shall be appointed a page of the 
House who is not at least twelve years of age. 

The SPEAKER put the question .on the motion 
for the previous question, and there was not a 
second. ; 

Mr. WELLER suggested that the question was 
not debatable, and therefore that it was not neces- 
sary to sustain the previous question. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
to reconsider, and the vote was taken by Messrs. 
Sreenrop and GRINNELL, as tellers, who re- 
ported 70 in the affirmative, and 43 in the negative; 
so the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. McDOWELL said he would accept some 
amendments which had been suggested to him, one 
of which was to retain the six pages at $2 day each, 
instead of $1 50. This would but add to the ex- 
penditures $3 a day over the sum which the com- 
mittee had proposed; it was nevertheless $5 a day 
less than the expenditures for a like purpose, of the 
long session of the last Congress. f 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on 
the table; which was negatived. 

Mr. JAMESON then moved to amend the 
report as explained by Mr. McDowsLu; and to 
modify it soas to make the report operate to gov- 
ern the employment of pages hereafter, and not to 
canse the discharge of any pages now employed. 

Mr. STEENROD made some remarks which 
were not distinctly heard; but he was understood 
to state that the little boys employed as pages were 
not only attending upon the House during its sit- 
ting, but laboriously engaged in the folding-room 
until nine o'clock at night. He therefore opposed 
the diminution of their pay. He, however, opposed 
the employment of any additional messengers; and 
said, if the present officers of the House could not 
discharge'the duties performed by their predecessors, 
they had better resign. 

Mr. JAMESON replied. He said the gentleman 
from Virginia had not certainly understood the 

uestion before the House. There were no addi- 
tional hands proposed to be employed by the reso- 
lution, over those employed during the long session 
of the last Congress. Hecxplained the state of the 
case at some length. 

The question being upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment— 

Mr. SUMMERS rose, and said he thought there 
need be no difficulty in regard to this matter. It ap- 
peared to him there was no necessity whatever for 
the change in the service of the House which was 
recommended by the Committee on Accounts. Du- 
ring the last Congress, the subject of the contingent 
expenses of the House, and the distribution of the 
force under the direction of the doorkeeper, the 
clerk, the postmaster, and the sergeant-at-arms, led 
to a report by a select committee, which occupied 
the attention of the House for a considerable 
length of time, and finally received the sane- 
tion of the House, with a unanimity almost un- 
precedented. It was an action of the House, with- 
out reference to party. Even the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jounson,] whom he had al- 
ways regarded as a most valuable watchman of the 
treasury, concurred in it. The resolution which 
thus received the almost unanimous sanction of the 
House, during the last Congress, he proposed to 
read, and to point out the difference between it and 
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the report now made by the Committee on- Ac- 
counts. | ; TO 
[Mr. S. then read the resolution.] , 
The House would perceive that this resolution 
laced. at the disposal ọf the doorkeeper of the 
ouse, the appointment of ten messengers and 
eight pages, whose salaries were fixed. The Com- 
mittee.on Accounts recommended a change of the 
entire nuniber, viz: thirteen messengers, and six 
pages. This change was asked on the ground that 
some difficulty, had occurred in regard to the fold- 
ing of the-documents by the boys who were em- 


ployed as pages; and upon the further ground that- 


the doorkeeper ought to have the control of this 
labor. Butit appeared to him that there could be no 
necessity for a. change on this ground, because the 
doorkeeper now had the control, both over the ap- 
pointment, and the distribution of the labor, of the 
messengers and the pages. It was equally unneces- 
sary, he thought, to reduce the number of pages, and 
increase that of the messengers, for he would un- 
undertake to say that the pages, if active boys were 
‘selected, would be found to be better folders than 
men. If any difficulties had occurred, they must 
have.arisen from a defect in the administration of 
the existing regulations, and not from any defect of 
those regulations themselves. If additional service 
was actually required, it would only be necessary 
to introduce a resolution for the employment of an 
additional messenger; but he was altogether op- 
posed to the diminution of the number of pages; 
and by way of testing the sense of the House upon 
this subject, he would again move that the whole 
subject be laid upon the table. 

Mr. JAMESON inquired whether that motion 
was in order, 

The SPEAKER applied in the affirmative. 

Mr. M. BROWN called for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. PAYNE desired the gentleman from Virgin- 
ia [Mr. Summers] to withdraw his motion for a 
moment, to enable him to offer an amendment, 
promiping to renew the motion if the gentleman 

esired it, after he had stated to the House the ad- 
ditional resolution which he proposed to offer. 

‘Mr. SUMMERS accordingly withdrew his mo- 
tion, and 

Mr. PAYNE sent to the Clerk’s table the following 
-resolution, which was read: 

Be it further resolved, That hereafter, no document 
or other paper shall be folded by any of the clerks, 
or folders for this House, except public documents, 
newspapers, or speeches delivered in Congress by 
the members thereof. 

Mr. PAYNE said his own impression was, that 
the practice that had grown up of late years, of fold- 
ing all sorts of documents in the offices and folding 
rooms of the Capitol, to be sent abroad, was an evil 
which ought to be arrested. He did not speak 
from personal knowledge, but he was informed that 
the system had been carried to a horrid extent, of 
sending out through the mails, from the rooms of the 
Capitol, party documents for the purpose of produ- 
cing party results. This evil was so great and man- 
ifest during the last Congress, that it occurred to him 
something ought to be done to prevent its recurrence. 
He was informed that the system had been again 
commenced; that certain Junius tracts were folded 
and disseminated throughout the country from this 
Capitol. Independently of this, he understood there 
was a new series of Tippecanoe song books dedica- 
ted to Mr. Clay, which were being folded and sent 
abroad from the folding rooms of the Capitol. Be- 
sides this, the fifty-two reasons why Mr. Van Buren 
should not be elected, were now being folded. 
He did not make this statement from an intimate 
knowledge of the facts, but he understood it was 
so; and, without intending to impute anything im- 


proper to those gentlemen who were engaged in this - 


system of electioneering, he must be permitted to 
say, that the employment of the officers of this 
House, and the stationery belonging to Congress, 
for these purposes, was a fraud upon the govern- 
ment. lt was for the purpose of checking this 
abuse in its incipient stage, that he offered the reso- 
lutions which he had now submitted. He would 
renew the motion to lay the subject upon the table, 
being bound to do so; but he hoped it would not be 
laid upon the table, but that the resolution he had 
offered would be adopted, i 

Mr. SUMMERS requested the gentleman from 
Alabama to withdraw the motion again; which was 
consented to, and accordingly withdrawn; when 

Mr, DROMGOOLE rose and renewed the motion 
to lay the subject upon the table. 


The yeas and nays were then ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 98, nays 71, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Benton, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, William 
J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dickey, Dil- 
lingham, Duncan, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Wale, Hamlin, Hammett, Henley, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hnghes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, MeCauslen, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, Mathews, Movre, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David $. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, Senter, T. H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Jo- 
seph A. Wright, and Yost—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Belser, 
Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Carroll, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, R. D. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Elmer, 
Fish, Foot, Willis Green, Harper, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, John 
P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lyon, Maclay, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Murphy; Nes, Newton, Patterson, 
Payne, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell; Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Severance, Caleb’ B. Smith, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, and Winthrop—71. 


Mr. SCHENCK asked if a motion to reconsider 
would be debatable. 

The SPEAKER said that it would not. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported: a bill making appropria- 
tions of certain moneys in the treasury for the 
naval service; which was read twice, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYON, who voted with the majority, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill to repave 
He Pennsylvania avenue was yesterday laid on the 
table. 

Mr. SAUNDERS observed that he voted to lay 
the bill on the table, but he would now vote for the 
reconsideration, with a view of having the bill re- 
committed to the committee with instructions to re- 
port, as a substitute for it, a bill of the Senate of 
the last session, appropriating $28,000. 

Mr. CAVE J LIN SON moved to lay the ques- 
tion of reconsideration on the table; and the yeas 
and nays having been called, resulted in yeas 90, 
nays 69. 


LEAD MINES. 


Mr. HOGE, on leave, introduced a bill to author- 
ize the President of the United States to cause the 
reserved lead mines in the State of Illinois and Ter- 
ritories of lowa and Wisconsin, to be sold; which 
was twice read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. BEARDSLEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Hon. Samvet Bearpsiey, stating that he 
had transmitted to the Governor of the State of 
New York his resignation of his seat in Congress 
as a representative from that State; and taking leave 
of the House with expressions of respect and es- 
teem: laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. INGERSOLL, the Speaker 
was authorized to fill the vacancy in the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, occasioned by the resignation of 
Mr. Brearpsvey. 


VIRGINIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE presented the following re- 
solutions of the legislature of the State of Virginia: 


PREAMBLE AND RESOLUTIONS. 


The governor of this Commonwealth having, in his 
last annual message, communicated to the general 
assembly the resclutions of the general assembly of 
the State of Massachusetts, adopted March 23, 
1843, and having this day communicated the reso- 
lutions of the same body, passed on the 15th and 16th 
of January, 1844, all of said resolutions proposing to 
amend the constitution of the United States so as to 
apportion representation and taxation among the 
several States according to their respective number 
of free persons, excluding Indians not taxed; of 
which resolutions it is proper that this assembly 
should take some notice: 

Itis well known that the recognition and protec- 
tion of the peculiar interests of the slaveholding 
States, by making the slaves a part of the basis of 
representation and taxation in the federal govern- 
ment, was a compromise upon which the federal 


union of the States was formed, was acknowledged 
by Massachusetts in convention as the language of 
all America, adopted in the federal convention by a 
vote almost unanimous, and is essential to the peace, 
welfare, and continuance of the slaveholding States 
of this Union: therefore, i 

Resolved unanimously by the general assembly of Vir- 
ginia, 1. That we cannot regard these resolutions as 
in truth a proposition to amend the federal constitu- 
tion, but virtually one to dissolve the Union. hs 

2. That, whilst we have forborne the expression 
of complaint at the disturbance of the peace and 
safety of the South, by the agitation of the ‘subject 
of our peculiar domestic institutions: by individuals 
and voluntary societies at the North, we regard this 
attack, by the highest constitutional authority. of a 
sister State, as in the highest degree unjust, unkind, 
faithless to the compromises of the constitution, and 
meriting the deepest condemnation of every patriot 
and friend of the Union. , 

3. That when we look back to those periods of 
our history when Massachusetts and Virginia co- 
operated so cordially, zealously, and effectively, in 
achieving our independence, and securing it by the 
adoption of our federal constitution, we cannot but 
regard this attack with increased regret and ab- 
horence. 

4, That the governor of this Commonwealth be, 
and he is hereby, requested to communicate copies 
of the foregoing preamble and resolutions to the 
governors of the several States, with the request that 
they may be laid before their respective legislatures; 
to the senators and representatives in Congress from 
Virginia, and especially to return the original reso- 
lutions to the governor of Massachusetts. 

Adopted by the general assembly, February 15, 
1844. 

‘The resolutions having been read, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to refer them to a se- 
lect committee of nine. 

Mr. BELSER asked permission to offer certain 
resolutions of the legislature of Alabama, on the 
same subject. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked if it would be in order 
to call up the resolutions of the Massachusetts le- 
gislature, some time since offered by his colleague, 
[Mr. Apams.] He should be willing that all such 
resolutions should come in under the same general 
permission, otherwise he should object to any. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER put the question on secondin 
the demand for the previous question; and 51 vote 
in the affirmative, which was not a sufficient num- 
ber. 

Mr. SLIDELL and others called for tellers, and 
they were ordered; and Messrs. Haratson and 
Cuixcu having been appointed, they reported 72 in 
the affirmative, and 36 in the negative, which was 
less than a quorum. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there was evident- 
ly aquorum in the House. He therefore request- 
ed gentlemen to vote either one way or the other. 

The tellers again took the vote, and reported 83 
in the affirmative, and 40 in the negative. So there 
was a second. 

The SPEAKER then put the question, “Shall 
the main question be now put?” 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
thus: yeas 128, nays 34. So the main question 
was ordered to be put. 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
fer to a select committee of nine; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BELSER again asked permission to present 
the resolutions of the legislature of Alabma. 

Mr. ADAMS also asked the permission of 
the House to call up the resolutions of the legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts, on the same subject. 

Mr. DUN CAN, who had the floor on the special 
order for this day, was unwilling at this time to 


yield; and the permission asked for was, in conse- 
quence, not granted. 


ELECTION OF ELECTORS FOR PRESIDENT 


= “ple VICE PRESIDENT, 

ne Special order for this day was Mr. Duncan? 
bill entitled “A bill to amend 2i act Baa 
relative to the election of a President and Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, and declaring the officer 
who shall act as President in vacancies in 
the offices both of Presidenta d Vic: President,” 
approved March Ist, 1792. : 


This bill proposes that the time of choosing the 


CONGRESSION AL. GLOBE. 


349 


electors of President and Vice President of the 
United States in each State shall be the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday of November next; and after- 
wards, except when a special election shall be held 
in pursuance of the 10th section of the act to which 
this is an amendment, the time of choosing the 
electors shall be the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday of November in every fourth year suc- 
ceeding the last election of said electors; and when 
such special election shall be held, the time therefor 
shall be the Tuesday next after the first Monday of 
November in the year when the same shall be held 
pursuant to the section aforesaid. 

Mr. DUNCAN rose, after the Clerk had read the 
bill, and said he looked upon this as a very impor- 
tant subject, and he was not alone in that opinion; 
since its introduction into this House, the public at- 
tention had been called to it, and he was in posses- 
sion of a number of petitions, signed by many cit- 
izens of several States, other than that which he had 
the honor in part to represent. He had not present- 
ed these petitions, because he had received them 
since the bill was reported by the Committee of 
Elections, and he only spoke of them now to show 
the extent of feeling in favor of the passage of this 
bill, which prevailed throughout the States. The 
bill, he repeated, was important; and he was of 
opinion, there were very few gentlemen on this 
floor wko would not support it. 

There was nohigher duty incumbent upon the 
people of this country, than that they should make 
themselves acquainted with what they owed to each 
other as citizens, and what they owed to the country— 
wiz: that they should defend the government, and 
support the free institutions of the country. They 
were in the enjoyment of emphatically a free gov- 
ernment; and while the subjects of either govern- 
ments owed obedience to laws which they had no 
share in making, the people of this country not only 
owed obedience and submission to the laws of the 
country, but they had higher duties and higher privi- 
legen, being themselves a part of the government. 
They were not only subject to the law, but they 
were the framers and authors of the law. They 
were the law makers. 

Mr. D. entered into a comparison of the different 
forms of government. The very foundation of our 
free institutions was the elective franchise; it was 
more valuable than all others; destroy that institu- 
tion, and allthe others would crumble to dust. It 
was impossible, at the commencement of the govern- 
ment, to establish a pure, primary, (or if they pleased) 
unsophisticated democracy; but the framers of the 
constitution were aware of the importance of regu- 
lating, defending, and securing the elective franchise. 
They who purchased our free institutions with 
their treasure and their blood had a right to 
expect that they would be maintained by their 
posterity; they had a right to suppose that 
no wretch would be found base enough to trample 
them under his feet; they had a right to confide 
in the integrity and political honesty of those who 
were to come after them. But, by a wisdom almost 
superhuman, they seemed to have anticipated the 
possibility of its abuse, for they provided in the con- 
stitution a means by which, in case there should be 
a disposition to trample upon it, it might be exer- 
cised. Not relying upon the patriotism or the po- 
litical obligations resting upon every individual un- 
der this government, they superadded the obliga- 
tions of religion and morality, and provided that he 
who should have the official control of the elective 
franchise, should be arrayed before the throne of 
Him who is the judge of the quick and the dead, 
and with uplifted hand should swear to uphold the 
purity of the elective franchise and the ballot-box, 

ut, not content with this, the framers of the consti- 
tution introduced a provision to guard against its vi- 
olation. 

Mr. D. here sent to the Clerk’s table the provision 
of the constitution to which he alluded, and desired 
that it might be read; and it was read accordingly. 

Now, if he could show that the elective franchise 
had been violated, and the ballot-box polluted, he 
trusted he would be considered as strictly within the 
sphere of his duty in introducing this bill, and 
urging its passage. Mr. D. adduced authorities to 
prove that the elective franchise had been violated. 

Mr. D. regretted that it was not in his power to 
entertain the House with more of the same kind of 
evidence, of which he had an abundance. He de- 
sired it to be understood, that it was not his own 
case of which he was complaining, and that it was 
not on account of any bearing these frauds had on 
him that he complained. It was the principle, under- 


mining the very foundations of the government, of 
which he complained. He had evidence as conclu- 
sive as ever was offered, that there were others who 
held their seats here by virtue of the same frauds, 
and the same kind of swindling. This system was 
carried on as far back as the years 1836 and 1838, 
and he had the most conclusive evidence to show 
that a man by the name of Naylor held a seat here 
in violation of the elective franchise. Three mem- 
bers from the State of New York held their seats 
here by the same means. In relation to himself, 
and the book of evidence from which he had been 
quoting, he would remark that there was a gentle- 
man here from Ohio, who was present when these 
depositions were taken, and was one of the commis- 
sioners.. He would give to that gentleman, or to 
anybody else, one hundred dollars for every illegal 
democratic vote that he could find in that election, 
if they would give him one for every illegal whig 
vote he could find. On this subject he had nothing 
to say, except so far as his constituents were con- 
cerned. The people of the first congressional dis- 
trict in Ohio had no representative here in the last 
Congress. The democratic candidate was elected 
by more than 500 majority, and yet he was deprived 
of hig seat. He didnot know that his competitor, 
[Mr. PenpiEeron,] who was declared to be elected, 
had any hand in the frauds by which that result 
was obtained, though he was one of the richest men 
in Ohio. His competitor might not have known of 
the swindling and the frauds which were practised 
in his favor, though he participated in all the hard 
cider orgies, coon and snapping turtle exhi- 
bitions, and other whig mummeries of the 
day; and though it was said that more than 
twenty thousand dollars was expended in this elec- 
tion, he did not know that his competitor had given 
a single dollar, though he was more deeply interest- 
ed than anybody else in the result. That gentle- 
man’s political friends, in their anxiety to defeat the 
democratic candidate, might have advanced all the 
money. The gentleman was, however, in a dilem- 
ma. If he encouraged the system of swindling by 
which he profited so much—if he advanced any 
money-—if he knew those nefarious practices were 
going on, without stopping them, and took the ad- 
vantage of them, he was unfit to hold a situation as 
a representative on that floor; he was unfit for any 
situation but within the gloomy walls of a peniten- 
tiary. If, on the other hand, he was of a nature so 


jackassical and stupid as not to know what was go- 


ing on, he was unfit to represent anybody—even 
the cut throats, thieves, robbers, and swindlers of 
Kentucky, who helped to elect him. Mr. D. regret- 
ted that he had not time to have more of this evi- 
dence read, and he therefore gave notice that he 
would publish it with his speech. He maintained 
that, of all the institutions of the country, the elec- 
tive franchise was the most valuable, and deserved 
the most peculiar care and guardianship; and it was, 
therefore, proper to allude to the means by which it 
had been violated, which he had already done; and 
the effect that was intended to be produced by its 
violation, which he was about to do. First, he 
must be permitted to remark that the frauds 
of 1840, in the first congressional district 
of Ohio, were a matter of every day’s conversation, 
and there was not a man who spoke of it, who did 
not believe that $20,000 was given for his competi- 
tor’s certificate, with the broad seal. He knew 
nothing of this himself; but if he knew anything at 
all of morals, he knew that there was no crime 
known to the laws of his State, and the commis- 
sion of which would send aman to the penitentiary 
there, which*would more afflict his conscience had 
he been guilty of it, than would a violation of the 
elective franchise. Had he violated that franchise 
in the slightest degree, he would have considered 
himself as having violated the constitution, by ta- 
king the oath to support it; and he would have con- 
sidered himself as violating that oath, every mo- 
ment he retained a seat in Congress, so corruptly 
obtained. He had been asked a thousand times by 
those who knew of the frauds that were practised in 
his district in 1840, why he did not come here, and 
contest Mr. Pendleton’s seat. Sir, (said Mr. D.) 
there were two reasons, equally sufficient, which 
prevented me from doing so. In the first place, I 
was too proud to come here, and demand justice of 
a House, one-half of which, I knew, owed their 
seats to the very frauds by which I lost mine. My 
constituents (said Mr. D.) were too proud to come 
here, and ask for redress, when they could re- 
dress themselves; and they effectually did so. 
They would have been. prouder of their ree 


dress had Mr.. Pendleton been induced: to~come 
forward as the opposing candidate; but he was 
not to be driven nor kicked into it. -It was 
said that he had already paid too dearly for the seat 
he had just filled. g ` 

He i ad already said that these frauds were 
known far and wide at the time. We saw it here 
(said Mr. D.) before the close of the preceding Con- 
gress. We saw your mails loaded down with hun- . 
dreds of thousands—nay, he might say, with mil- 
lions of pamphlets, containing as base lies and slan- 
ders as ever were manufactured in the vilest dens of 
falsehoods and infamy, going from this Capitol, 
packed up with the public stationery, and franked 

y whig members of Congress. 

The moral part of the community made cocasion- 
al appeals to the whig party, asking them if it was 
not wrong to overthrow the moral institutions of the 
country to carry out their ends. Oh, no, they said; 
the end justifies the means: and he proposed to ex~ 
amine into the means, and he had the documents to 
do it with. He had documentary proof enough to 
convince any boy of Israel, and enable him to over- 
throw the greatest Goliah in the Philistine camp. 
He would be able to show that the means were 
worthy of the end, and the end worthy of the means, 
and both worthy of the party that used them. What 
were the means? He had said before, that they 
were a system of swindling and falsehood, disgrace- 
fulto the country, disgraceful to civilized man, and 
only to be parallelled in atrocity by the corrupt 
measures intended to be brought about by them. 
Promises were made that never were intended to be 
carried out. Promises were made, that those who 
made them had not the power nor the capacity to 
fulfil. Charges the most false and groundless were 
made against the existing administration, (Mr. Van 
Buren’s;) and as he only troubled himself with 
wholesale falsehoods, he would now mention only one 
or two of them. One of these charges against Mr. 
Van Buren’s administration was that it was an ex- 
travagant administration. Now, he would examine 
into the truth of this charge; and in doing so, refer 
to facts and fignres. He would first remark that 
there was a difference between the ordinary expend- 
itures of an administration and its extraordinary ex- 
penditures; and that extraordinary expenditures oc- 
curred under Mr. Van Buren’s to a greater extent 
than under any preceding administration. Mr. D. 
here referred to the extraordinary expenditures of 
the extra session, which Mr. Van Buren was com- 
pelled to call in consequence of the banks stopping 
payment; also to the heavy expenditures of the Florida 
war, and to the number of public buildings that were 
put up. Te also referred to the Creek war—to the 
removal of the Creeks and Cherokees; and to the 
settlement of our border difficulties. 

Here the SPEAKER announced that Mr. D.'s 
hour had expired. 

Mr. ELMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HUNT of New York expressed the hope 
that the gentleman from Ohio would be permitted to 

o on. 
E Mr. PAYNE moved that the rules be suspended 
so as to enable the gentleman from Ohio to continue 
his remarks. 

Mr. VINTON suggested to the gentleman to 
amend his motion, so as to suspend the hour rule 
while the present debate continued. 

Mr. PAYN E said he would cheerfully vote for a 
suspension of the hour rule on all occasions. 

Some conversation here followed. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the suspen- 
sion of the rules; but, before the vote was taken, a 
conversation ensued, in which Mr. COBB, Mr. 
WINTHROP, and others, took part. ` 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that not only the 
hour rule should be suspended during this debate; 
but the “previous question” also; so that when one 
side had spoken, it should not be sprung on the 
other. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if this motion to suspend 
was in order? To suspend the one-hour rule, in- 
definitely, during the debate on this bill, was very 
comprehensive—it was ees to a change ofa 
rule which required one day’s notice, and he in- 
quired if this motion was in order without giving 
notice. 

The SPEAKER (Mr. Horxins presiding pro 
tem.,) decided that it was in order; but that it would 
require a vote of two-thirds. | 

Mr. PAYNE withdrew his motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if it was in order to 
make a motion for another purpose. 


The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman from 
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New Jeisey..was entitled to the floor, he having 

yielded fora special purpose. .- ~ | ; 
Mr. WINTHROP inquired if the gentleman from 

New Jersey could yield the floor for a special pur- 


ose. 
F The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
gentleman from New Jersey-had the floor. 

Mr. ELMER inquired ‘the present state of the 

uestion. 2, ` 

The SPEAKER replied that the bill was- on its 
engrossment. ; ; 

Mr. ELMER -said the Committee of Elections 
had reported the bill now-under discussion as a sub- 
stitute for the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio. The bill of the gentleman from Ohio pro- 

osed to fix one uniform day throughout the United 
Btates, not only for the election of electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President, but for members to this 
House; but the Committee of Elections, by their 
substitute, had limited it to the election of electors 
only. Such was the bill before the House; and 
he (Mr. £.) now moved to amend that bill, The 
bill under discussion proposed to fix the day for 
the election of electors of the next President and 
Vice President for the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday of November next; and he proposed so to 
amend it as to prevent its application to the next 
election. This Bil proposed an important change; 
but he was satisfied there was not time for the State 
legislatures to act on such an important matter; and 
hence difficulties of a very serious character might 
be created. ‘They could not be too careful in their 
legislation on such a subject; for if ever a serious 
difficulty should arise respecting the validity of the 
election of the President of the United States, no 
one could tell what the consequences might be. He 
went with the gentleman from Ohio in ‘his proposi- 
tion; but for the reasons which he assigned, he now 
submitted his amendment, as follows: 


“That the time of choosing the electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, when 
any such election shall be held subsequent to the 
year 1844, shall be the Tuesday next after the first 

londay of November in every fourth year suc- 
ceeding the last election of said electors, except 
when a special election shall be held in pursuance 
of the 10th section of the act to which this is an 
amendment; and when such special election shall be 
held, the time therefor shall be the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday of November, in the year 
when the same shall be held pursuant to the section 
aforesaid.” 


This, he said, was a substitute for the whole bill, 
for in that shape alone could he now get in his 
amendment; but he only proposed the simple change 
which he had explained. 

Mr. DUNCAN again obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARDIN inquired if the gentleman from 
Ohio could again occupy the floor, having alread 
occupied one hour, simply on a proposed amend. 
ment, which was not a substantial change of the ques- 
ton. 

T'he SPEAKER pro tem. decided that the gentle- 
from Ohio having again obtained floor, was entitled 
to it on the amendment, for an hour. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he believed he was entitled 
to the floor, and he should oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey, as that would not 
be doing more than half the buamess, if he under- 
stood it. It did not at all touch the election of mem- 
bers of Congress, and therefore he should proceed to 
address himself to the bill as it was introduced, and 
conclude with his objections to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey. He regarded itas 
an axiom, as old, perhaps, as any other axiom, and 
as universal as any other wherever civilization ex- 
ists, and wherever moral principles are cultivated— 

Mr. DICKINSON interposed, and said he rose to 
a question of order. 

Mr. DUNCAN called upon the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee to reduce his point of order to writing, 
and for that purpose he would stop; but he trusted 
the time thus lost would not be deducted from the 
time allotted to him. 

Mr. DICKINSON said his point was, that the 
gentleman from Ohio had occupied one hour on this 
ah and could not occupy another, under existing 
rules. 

The SPEAKER explamed that the gentleman 
from Ohio was now occupying the floor on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New J. ersey. 

Mr. GRIDER made.some observation, which 
was. not heard distinctly. 

Mr. RAYNER said, if this thing were allowed, 
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it would-be a violation of the spirit, if not the let- 
ter, of the one-hour rule; and, though it had been 
heretofore attempted, it had never been allowed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if it was compe- 
tent for gentlemen to raise points of order which 
had been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. DICKINSON appéaled from the decision of 
the Chair, that the point raised might be settled; 
and on the appeal he called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he knéw not what had 
been the practice of the last Congress under this 
one-hour rule; and he therefore inquired if it was 
competent for a gentleman to speak an hour, and 
then to move an amendment, not substantially vary- 
ing the proposition, and thus go on for one hour af- 
ter another. 

The SPEAKER explained. This was the case 
where a bona fide amendment was offered, on which 
the gentleman from Ohio properly obtained the floor. 
This case had precedents in the last Congress, when 
Mr. Wise and Mr. Marshall both obtained the 
floor under analogous circumstances, and were sus- 
tained in the right to it. 

Mr. RAYNER said, such a violation of the one- 
hour rule’as that in the cases referred to by the 
Speaker, was then held to be flagrantly and mani- 
festly unjust, 

Mr. WINTHROP made some observations, in 
the course of which he sustained the decision of the 
Chair, and said that he had himself made a like de- 
cision a few weeks ago, when occupying the chair, 
as chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union. 

The House sustained the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DUNCAN resumed and said, that when he 
was interrupted, he was about to speak of the means 
that were used in 1840, to overthrow the democratic 
party and defeat the election of Mr. Van Buren, and 
It was to prevent the exercise of such means again 
that this bill had been introduced; and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey did not meet 
the exigencies of the case. {t was as important that 
the electoral franchise should be preserved pure in 
relation to the elections of members of Congress, as 
to the election of the President and Vice President; 
and the object of the bill was to prevent the exercise 
of the means resorted to in 1840, in all such cases. 
He was going on to say what those means were, and 
to speak of the pipelaying of 1840; and of the impor- 
tation of voters from one State to another, and from 
one county to another, and he hoped that in now al- 
luding to those days he should be in order, for they 
were relevant; as this bill, if passed into a law, 
would operate to prevent a recourse to them hereaf- 
ter. One of the means used—and he supposed the 
end was to justify the means—was, by a system of 
falsehood, to produce the impression that Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration was an extravagant adminis- 
tration, and he had designed to contrast the expend- 
a of that administration with the expenditures of 
this. 

It would be remembered that these charges of ex- 
travagance in Mr. Van Buren’s administration were 
accompanied universally with professions that a sys- 
tem of reformation should be adopted. He would 
now proceed to exhibit to the American people—to 
the hundreds and thousands of those who had been 
induced to desert the democratic party, and go over 


to the standard of the whigs—the manner in which’ 


those promises and professions had been fulfilled. 

Mr. D. instituted a comparison between the ex- 
penditures during the administration of Mr. Van 
Buren and the expenditures during the present ad- 
ministration, showing a large excess in the latter 
over the former. 

It was the right of the people, ina republican form 
of government, to know what were the sentiments 
and principles of those who offered themselves as 
candidates for office; and that right carried with it the 
duty on the part of the candidate to declare what his 
principles were, and what measures he would carry 
out if elected. This right, and this duty, had been 
violated in 1840. It was openly avowed that there 
should be no disclosure of opinions or principles; 
when they were pressed upon that point, they would 
turn the matter off with a Tippecanoe song. 

Mr. D. exhibited an anatomical drawing of “that 
same old coon,” and entered into an exposition of 
the principles of the whig party, as illustrated by 
this their favorite emblem, and the chief object of 
whig Pagan adoration; and in conclusion, in 
humorous allusion to the ancient custom of divining 
by examining the entrails of beasts, predicted the 
entire overthrow of the whig party. 


Again: it was said that the administrations of Van 
Buren and Jackson were proscriptive administra- 
tions; and that, if the whigs gained the ascendency, 
proscription would be proscribed. Ae 

There was to be no such thing as proscription. 
The only question to be asked was, was the man 
capable and honest? But how were these promises 
fulfilled? A month before the election, this city 
swarmed with hosts of Jong, lean, hungry office 
hunters. Every public house was filled with them 
from the garret to the cellar, and some houses, too, 
he would not name. They came in crowds; old . 
federalists; who, forty years before, had been driven 
into retirement, came out on the restoration of their 
party, and joined in the general scramble. The 
inauguration was hardly over, ‘before every demo- 
cratic head of a department was dismissed and whigs 
put in their places, and then the guillotine com- 
menced work in earnest. Each new head of a de- 
partment vied with the others in the work of pro- 
scription, though Granger and Ewing excelled them 
all. The question was not, “Is he honest? Is he ca- 
pable?” but “Is he a democrat? Does he belong to 
democratic associations?” Ifanswered in the affirma- 
tive, “off with his head!” That was the way the 
promise to proscribe proscription was fulfilled. He 
made the assertion, and he challenged contradiction, 
that there were more men turned out of office in six 
months’ time, than there were in all the preceding 
administrations, from General Washington down. 
That was notall. Before the elections, they prom- 
ised the laborers two dollars a day and roast -beef, 
if they would help them to overthrow Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration. 

Here Mr. D. held up to the view of the House 
one of the whig banners that was used in his district 
in the Jast presidential election, the inscription on it 
being “Six CENTS A DAY AND SHEEP'S PLUCK UNDER 
Van Buren; AND TWO DOLLARS A DAY AND GOOD 
ROAST BEEK UNDER GENERAL Harrison.” How 
was this promise fulfilled? Mr. D. here recounted 
an anecdote of his meeting with a poor laborer near 
Cincinnati, who told him that he was promised two 
dollars a day and good roast beef, if he would vote 


‘for General Harrison; but now he could not get 25 


cents a day, and had no beef at all, and that he 
would see all the federalists damned before he would 
be deceived by them any more. 

Mr. D. concluded by explaining the benefits that 
would result from the passage of the bill, and ear- 
nestly appealing to the House, by their desire for the 
preservation of our free institutions, by their love of 
country, and by their regard for the principles of 
morality and religion, to pass it, and thus avoid that 
flood of vice and immorality that had overspread the 
land during the last elections. 

Mr. CLINGMAN then obtained the floor; and 
on his motion, 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
ane to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: Petition of the heirs of 
Captain Richard Lucas, praying the passage of a 
law granting to them the commutation pay due to 
their ancestor: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: Petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Lancaster county; Penn., praying 
for retrenchment in the expenditures of the govern- 
ment generally, and particularly in the per diem 
allowance and mileage of members of Congress. 

By Mr. FISH: Petition of a large number of in- 
ventors, engineers, aud others, for an improvement 
of the patent laws. Also, of Mrs. Mary W. Thoinp- 
son, asking a pension, 

By Mr. DANA: Petition of 122 citizens of Tomp- 
kins and Chemnrg counties, for a post route from 
Ithaca to Havard, by way of Cayutaville: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: Petition of Wiliam H. 
Brinkerhoffand 75other citizens of Ohio, asking a 
reduction of postage, and the abolishing of the frank- 
ing privilege. Also, the petition of Peter Lantz and 
92 citizens of Big Spring township, Seneca county 
State of Ohio, asking a change of school land. í 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: Petition of 
Pearce Jones and 52 others, citizens of Vigo count 
State of Indiana, asking fora portion of the puhke 
lands in the Vincennes land district, Indiana; and of 
the Shawneetown and Palestine distriets, Ilinois, to 
aid in the improvement ofthe Wabash river: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the pes 


tition of Alfred Edwards & Co., of New York, to- 
ether with that of 110 other citizens of the State of 
Kentucky and New York, asking that the Congress 
of the United States would grant to the State of Indi- 
ana the vacant lands in the Vincennes land district, 
Indiana, for the purpose of continuing the Wabash 
and Erie canal, from Terre Haute to Evansville, In- 
diana: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: Petition of John 
Smith and 92 other citizens of Daviess and Martin 
counties, Indiana, asking a donation of land to assist 
in completing the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio river, Also, the petition of Clement Sapp and 
22 other citizens of Daviess county, Indiana, upon 
the same subject. Also, the petition of Hugh Al- 
Jen and 172 other citizens of Green and Owen ceun- 
ties, Indiana, upon the same subject. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: Petition of Grudon J. 
Leeds and 96 others, citizens of the city of New 
York and vicinity, praying for a repeal of the spirit 
ration law of the navy, and for some useful substitute 
therefor. 

By Mr. TILDEN: Memorial of John Kinsman, 
and sundry other citizens of Trumbull county, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail route 
from Meadville, Pennsylvania, to Warren, in said 
county of Trumbull. Also, the petion of Benjamin 
Parker and others, praying for an amendment of 
the constitution, so as to make the basis of repre- 
sentation uniform throughout the country. 

By Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR: Petition of 360 
inhabitants of the city of Troy, praying a remission 
of duties upon such railroad iron as shall be im- 
ported and laid down upon that portion of the New 
York and Albany railroad lying between the city of 
Troy and the village of Greenbush: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. Also, the peti- 
tion and other papers of Skeeton Fulton, of Troy, 
New York, praying a remuneration for damages 
sustained in the last war: referred to the Committce 
of-Claims. 

‘By Mr. McCLELLAND: Petition of Henry 
Palmer and others, for a change of post route from 
Monroe to Ypsilanti, Michigan. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Memorial of Samuel Con- 
nelly and 149 other citizens of Edgar county, Illi- 
nois, asking a grant of land to complete the national 
thoroughfare between the lakes and the Ohio, by the 
improvement of the navigation of the Wabash. 
Also, the petition of James Lauterman and others, 
60 citizens of Lawrence county, Illinois, upon the 
saine subject. 

By Mr. CROSS: Petition of Charles M. Me- 
Clelland and John V. Gray, praying a confirmation 
of certain entries of land in the State of Arkansas: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Bronaugh, of 
the District of Columbia, praying relief from lia- 
bility on a judgment rendered against her late 
husband: referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of J. D. 
Dums and 99 others, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from Ripley, in Tippah county, to Foul- 
ton, Itawamba county, Mississippi: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. ALMON H. READ: Petition of a great 
number of the citizens of Bradford county, praying 
for an alteration in the post routes between Athens 
and Rome: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Also, a petition of citizens 
of Asylum, Bradford county, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. McCLERNARD: Petition and proceed- 
ings of a large and respectable meeting of the citi- 
zens of Wabash county. Also two petitions of the 
citizens of Gallatin and White counties, in the State 
of Illinois, praying Congress to appropriate a quan- 
tity of land in certain land districts in the State of 
Uinois and Indiana, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Great Wabash river: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the petition 
of numerous citizens of the counties of Pope and 
Massac, praying for the establishment of a post 
route between Golconda and Metropolis city, in 
the State of Illinois: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, March 7, 1844. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication fromthe War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with law, fifty-two printed 
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copies of the official army register for 1843, for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. BAGBY presented to the Senate a memorial 
from Charles D. Chesterfield, of Tallahassee, Flori- 
da, showing, by an enclosed communication to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, that he, 
with others, discovered a gross fraud in the survey 
on the Peninsula of Florida; also gross dereliction 
of duty in the appointment of deputy surveyors; 
aud that they communicated the facts to the proper 
persons (as they thought) for having the abuses 
rectified; that they had failed to institute an 
inquiry and rectification of those abuses, knowing 
too well that they existed, and consequently inqui- 
ry wouldcause exposure. The memorialist prays the 
adoption of such measures as will cause the frauds 
to be rectified, and to prevent their recurrence. 

Mr. B. said he knew nothing of the facts or the 
individual whose name was signed to the memorial. 
He presumed, inasmuch as the territory of Florida 
had no delegate in the Senate, that the memorial 
was forwarded to him to be presented the Senate. 
On his motion, it was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; and at the same time he expressed a 
desire that that committee would investigate the 
matter thoroughly. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition from Cyrus 
Taber and others, of Penn, Indiana, praying to be 
confirmed in their titles to certain Indian reserva- 
tions: referred to the Committe on Public Lands. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
George R. Babcock and others, of the city of Buffa- 
lo, in the State of New York, praying an appropri- 
ation for the construction of a ship canal to connect 
Lakes Huron and Superior: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, presented a petition from Isaac S. Douglass 
and others, of Patchogue, New York, praying for a 
treduction of the rates of postage: ordered to lie on 
the table, the bill for that purpose being now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. MERRICK said that among the gratifying 
evidences of public opinion upon the subject, he 
had reccived, and wished to present to the Senate, a 
memoria] numerously signed by citizens of Syracuse, 
New York, in favor of the bill reported from the 
Post Office Committce for reducing the rates of post- 
age and restricting the franking privilege; and asking 
for its passage without unreasonable delay: ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
Oswego, New York, numerously signed by citizens 
of that place, praying for the passage of the bill now 
pending before the Senate, making a grant of land 
for the improvement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, 
and to connect the same by a canal. As the bill was 
now pending, the memorial was laid upon the table. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Judiciar 
Committee was.discharged from the further, consid- 
eration of the petition of Lyon & Howard, praying 
the balance due them on a contract for constructing 
a steam dredging machine, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. - 

Mr. CHOATE, on leave, introduced a bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Gideon Foster; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, viz: 

Resolved, That the copy of a resolution adopted by 
the mayor and council of the city of Lafayette, on 
the 8th of February last, herewith presented; and a 
copy of the resolution of the council of municipality 
number two of the city of New Orleans, passed on 
the 13th of January, 1842, herewith presented, be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce; and that 
the said committee be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a port of entry at the 
city of Lafayette. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial adopted 
by the general assembly of Indiana, asking fora 
grant of land to assist that State in the construction 
of the northern end of the Central canal: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of Reynell Coates, 
Walter R. Johnson, and William B. MeMurtrie; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
authorizing persons to whom reservations of land 
have been, or shall be made, under Indian treaties, 
to alienate the same in fee. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


| 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of regulating by law the receipt and trans- 
mission of foreign letters. ; ; 


JOHNSON’S REPORT. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Woopsnuwes 
on yesterday, was taken up and read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
Senate, extra copies of the House document, No. 
296, 3d session 27th Congress, (Mr. W. C. Jounson’s 
report.) ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked, that the docu- 
ment proposed to be printed was one which was au- 
thorized to be printed by the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was distributed to the old members 
of the Senate, and laid on the tables of ‘both houses 
at the commencement of the present session. It was 
a document which contained a collection of statis. 
tics of the industry and ‘commerce of the country, 
and statistics more especially upon the subject of 
the national domain. It comprised matter which 
threw a great deal of light upon that important sub- 
ject. The expense of printing an additional number 
of the document, would, if done now, be very small. 
Soon after it was laid on the table, (there being some 
new senators unsupplied,) he moved to print an extra 
number of copies, that they might be also supplied. 
He was then admonished by the Chair that, inas- 
much as the document was not one properly within 
the possession of the Senate, it would be necessary 
to submit a formal resolution for that object. He 
then promised that, on a more suitable occasion, he 
would submit such a resolution. With that view, 
considering that the information contained in the 
document was of great interest to the people of the 
United States, he had prepared the one now under 
consideration. 


Mr. KING had supposed that it was the inten- 
tion of the honorable senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Woopsrince,|—who some time ago presented a 
proposition asking the Senate to print a certain 
number of copies of the document referred to—in 
suffering the consideration of his motion to be de- 
layed so long, not to renew that motion. Now he 
(Mr. K.) held that document in his hand; and a 
more extraordinary document, he must be permit- 
ted to suy, he had never seen emanate from any 
committee in either house of Congress. A great 
portion of the document was just as useless as any 
waste paper which could he found. The report 
itself was certainly drawn with some ability; but 
what did the collection of useful matter consist of? 
Some hundreds of names attached to memorials, 
toasts, private letters of individuals, and altogether 
the strangest melange that he ever met with in any 
public document. It was a document published by 
the House of Representatives without an examina- 
tion of its contents, and without knowing what they 
were about, before the last Congress had closed, and 
just placed on the table of the Senate at the next 
session—in March, he believed. The report was 
by Wm. Cost Johnson, of Maryland. He admitted 
it was drawn with considerable ability; but it was 
far from being a useful document, necessary for the 
Senate and the country. It would be just as bene- 
ficial to put together so many newspapers, indiffer- 
ently chosen, whether whig or democratic, and print 
them. He could not but express his surprise that the 
honorable senator should make such a motion. 
Here was one memorial, signed by—whom? By 
twelve columns of names. He asked senators 
whether they could derive any benefit from looking 
over a list of names, comprising ten or twelve pages 
of this report, to see whether the memorial was 
worthy of consideration. The report went as far 
baek as 1837, and contained various letters from 
different officers of the government—among the 
rest, letters from Adams and Rush. 


The CHAIR here interrupted the senator from 
Alabama, and remarked, that upon an examination 
of the rule, he was satisfied that the resolution must 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. The 
proposition could not then be property entertained. 

Mr. KING remarked, that if such was the case, 
he would not detain the Senate by any further re- 
mark. He did not, however, think that the rule 
imperatively required that propositions to print 
should go to the Committee on Printing. He ex- 
pressed the hope, however, as it was decided that 
the proposition should go before that committee, and 
consequently the document, that that committee 
would examine the matter it contained, and make a 
report in writing, showing in what manner it was 
important that toasts and lists of names appended to 
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a memorial, ‘should be printed, at an eriormous ex- 
pense, for distribution to the country. > 

The CHAIR again remarked that debate was not 
in order, as the rule carried the matter to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : , 

Mr. ALLEN asked whether the rule carried the 
document before that committee without any motion 
for such reference. i 

The CHAIR was understood to say that the rul 
was imperative, that all proposition ‘to. print any 
matter except resolutions from State ‘legislatures, 
must be referred to the committee. Such was his 
reading of the rule. ae 

Mr. ALLEN said he was only going to state that 
this report was made for the purpose of enforcing a 

olicy-—— i 

The CHAIR insisted that the question was not 
debatable; that the proposition must go to the com- 
mittee without debate. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that he would not debate 
it. He merely wished to call the attention of the 
Senate and the committee to the fact that this report 
was made for the purpose of enforcing a proposition 
by which it was-proposed te assume, on the part of 
this government, two hundred millions of State 
debts. It was to the character of the report, and the 
object for which it was made, that he espeeially in- 
vited the attention of the committee. That was the 
reason why he asked whether it was in order to 
make a motion to lay it on the table. He did not 
wish to refer it-to the committee, because he intend- 
ed moving to lay it on the table himself, as the best 
means of preventing the action of the committee 
upon it. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE was understood to reply to 
the remarks of the senator from Alabama as to the 
character of the matter the document contained, that 
he made the proposition to print with a view to the 
great importance of the matter it contained; but he 
did not consider that it was at all important that the 
columns of names attached toa particular memorial, 
comprised in the document, should be retained and 
reprinted. He did not introduce the proposition, that 
such matter might be printed, but for the reason 
that the document did contain statistical matter, hav- 
ing a bearing upon important interests in the country. 

Ar. ALLEN inquired of the Chair whether ‘it 
was not in order to submit a motion to lay the prop- 
osition on the table. 

The CITAIR was under the impression that, on 
any question of printing, it was not in order, be- 
cause the rule emphatically said that all propositions 
to print should go to the committee, 

r. MERRICK coincided with the interpretation 
given to the rule by the Chair. The very object of 
the rule, he contended, was to preclude preliminary 
debate on a proposition to print. Debate would be 
in order after the committee shall have reported up- 
on a proposition to print, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the motion tò lay on the 
table, insisting that it was in order, on the ground 
that the Senate never intended, by its rules, to ren- 
der itself powerless. 

Mr. MERRICK maintained that it was not in or- 
der; for'a motion of the kind would defeat the rule, 
which provided that all propositions to print should 
go to the committee, except resolutions from the 
States. x 

The CHAIR was again understood to say, that, 
after a proposition to print was once received by the 
Senate, it must go to the committee; but, before it 
was received, it was in erder for any senator to sub- 
mita motion to lay the proposition to print on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN said he was not disposed to cavil 
about the decision of the Chair, but he respectfully 
asked whether it was not in order to lay a resolution 
on the tuble at any time when it was pending before 
the Senate. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that this was 
not a resolution in fact, though it was apparently 
so in form, but was simply a proposition to print 
certain documents. 

Mr. ALLEN said it was certainly a resolution in 
form; and he moved to lay it on the table. 

The CHAIR said the resolution being a proposi- 
tion to print, and having been received, must, under 
the rule, go to the committee. 

Mr. McDUFFIE contended that there was no 
rule of that or any other legislative body, which de- 
prived themselves of the power to get rid of a sub- 
ject by laying it on the table. There was no such 
principle in parliamentary law. Was the Senate 
obliged to refer a matter to a committee, though 
they might believe unanimously, that it ought not 


to be referred? The motion to lay on the table was 
one of those privileged questions which was always 
in order. : ; : 

Some further remarks upon this point were made 
by Messrs. MERRICK and KING, the former sup- 
porting the decision of the Chair, and the latter main- 


| taining that the Senate had the power to lay any 


subject upon the table—that the laying of this prop- 
osition on the table would not defeat the object of 


the rule directing the reference of propositions to. 


print to that committee, its object being to pre- 
vent the printing of useless matter, and not to pre- 
vent debate on propositions to print: The motion 
to lay on the table was perfectly in accordance with 
the purpose of the rule. 

The subject here dropped, and the matter went to 
the committee. 

Mr. HAYWOOD introduced a bill to amend the act 
establishing the branch mints; the object of which 
was to provide that the officers of these branch 
mints may qualify before the judges of the 
States, in which the mints are located, instead of a 
judge of the Supreme Court, as at present required. 
‘The bill was a measure of economy. It was read 
twice, and referred to the Finance Committee. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Sempve yesterday, was considered and and adopted, 
viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into, and report: on, the expe- 
diency of requiring the circuit and district courts, 
within the district of Ilinois, to hold alternately the 
terms of said court at Chicago and Sprinefield, in said 
State. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Arcuer yesterday, was considered and adopted, 
viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of transfer- 
ring from the State to the War Department such of 
the papers purchased of Washington’s heirs as con- 
Stitute evidence of the service upon which claims to 
pensions are adjusted. 

The bill from the House making appropriation 
for the payment of revolutionary and other pen- 
sioners of the United States, for the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th June, 1845, was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The bill relating to the office of surveyor gen- 
eral of the United States for Ohio, Indiana, and 
Michigan, providing for the removal of that office 
from Cincinati, Ohio, fo Detroit, Michigan, was 
read the third time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of William De Puyster and 
Henry M. Cruger, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. ARCHER. presented resolutions adopted by 
the general assembly of Virginia in response to the 
resolutions adopted by the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, proposing to amend the constitution so as 
to exclude from the basis of federal representation 
the three-fifths of slave population. Among the Vir- 
ginia resolutions were the following, unanimously 
adopted by the legislature of that State: 

J. That we cannot regard these resolutions as in 
truth a proposition to amend the federal constitu- 
tion; but one virtually to dissolve the Union. 

2. That whilst we have forborne the expression 
of complaint at the disturbance of the peace and 
safety of the South by the agitation of the subject of 
our peculiar domestic institutions by individuals 
and voluntary societies at the North, we regard this 
attack by the highest constitutional authority of a 
sister State as in the highest degree unjust, unkind, 
faithless to the compromises of the constitution, and 
meriting the deepest comdemnation of every patriot 
and friend of the Union. 


The resolutions having been read, 

Mr. ABCHER moved that they be printed. He 
remarked that when similar resolutions introduced 
by the senator from Alabama [Mr. Bacsy] were 
under discussion the other day, that senator, after 
having moved the printing of the Alabama resolu- 
tions, moved also to take from the table and have 
printed the resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, (which, at his instance, had been laid on 
ths table,) to which they were responsive. At his 
(Mr. Axcuer’s) instance, the motion to take up the 
proposition to print the Massachusetts resolutions 
was withdrawn, under a promise that he would, 
when he presented the Virginia resolution responsive 
thereto, renew the motion to print. He, (Mr. A.) 


like the honorable senator from Alabama, was dis- 
poscd to have the resolutions of the Massachusetts 
legislature printed. Jt was nothing more than fair 
that they should be printed. and go to the country 
along side of those responsive to them. — Í 

The question was then put on printing the Vir- 
ginia resolutions; and carried in the afirmative. 
— The question recurring on the motion to take up 
the proposition to print the Massachusetts resolu- 
tions— ate 

Mr. BAGBY asked the senator from Virginia not 
to press the motion this morning. He was prepar- 
ing a series of resolutions, which he intended to 
move when the question was taken on the motion to 
print the resolutions from Massachusetts. He pre- 
ferred, therefore, that the senator would defer the 
motion until to-morrow morning. __ 7 

Mr. ARCHER then withdrew his motion. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to grant a certain 
quantity of land to improve Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, and to connect the same by a canal in the 
Territory of Wisconsin. 

The question pending being the amendment of 
Mr. Haywoop, providing that the quantity of 
land appropriated by this bill shall be deducted for 
the 500,000 acres to which Wisconsin will be enti- 
tled by the distribution bill, when she comes as a 
State into the Union. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked, that he had given 
his reasons to the Senate for making the motion to 
amend the bill, as proposed on a former day, at the 
time he made that motion. If those reasons were 
deemed worthy of influencing the minds of senators, 
he had no doubt they would be recollected. He 
would not repeat them in detail. But it might per- 
haps be his duty, as the mover of this new section to 
the bill, to answer the only objection which had been 
urged against it by the honorable senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Porrer;] and it would be no diff- 
cult matter to do it. 

Mr. H. said, the 8th section of the distribution 
act was the only important part of that law which 
was now in force. All of that act, except what 
gave donations to new States and pre-emptions,. re- 
mained suspended by force of the tariff. The authors 
of this distribution law, in the very words of the 8th 
section, professed and declared that donations of 
lands to new States and Territories for internal im- 
provements should be deducted from the gratuity of 
500,000 acres secured to such State or Territory. 

Mr. H. here read the 8th section of the distribu- 
tion act of 1841, the language of which was, in sub- 
stance, that the Territories, when admitted into the 
Union as States, should be entitled to 500,000 acres 
of land, deducting somuch as they may have re- 
ceived previous to their admission. 

The Congress which passed this distribution law, 
had thus declared and settled the rule of their equi- 
ty, and had made it a rule of law. It was nota very 
great concession for senators to admit, therefore, 
that the rule should not be enlarged in favor of the 
new States and Territories, until we were prepared 
toabandon the distribution law. That this, how- 
ever, might not be done by indirection, the bill to 
give Wisconsin the 320,000 acres fora Fox river 
canal, he had proposed to amend, by a positive 
declaration that such donation should be in part 
satisfaction of Wisconsin’s half million present 
from the extra Congress of 1841! Was any thing 
more reasonable? 

The honorable senator from Michigan [Mr. Por- 
TER] had said it was unnecessary to adopt the amend- 
ment. Mr. H. supposed he ‘said this because he 
thought such would be the law without the amend- 
ment, as well as with it. Why, then, asked Mr. 
H. did the friend of the senator from Michigan (Mr. 
TALLMADGE] oppose the amendment? Unnecessa- 
ry, and free of doubt, when the other friends of the 
bill say one way, and the Senate another? There 
was a doubt (said Mr. H.) expressed in the face of 
the Senate, and in the presence of senators; and yet 
would they refuse to put those doubts at rest and 
prevent future dispute? No, no. The line of true 
policy and fair legislation required that these doubts 
should be solved now. If the Senate intended to 
give these lands in satisfaction of the distribution 
law, as senators averred they thought the law did 
mean, letthe amendment. be passed. If they did 
not, reject it, and adopt the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, which he had probosed in case the 
Senate rejected the one now offered, Let the Senate 
Say yes or no; and not leave doubt, at present ex~ 
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pressed, to ripen into a future controversy between 
the United States and Wisconsin. "What the Sen- 
ate gives, letit be done boldly. If the law were 
uncertain without it, the amendment would make it 
certain. If it were certain already, the amendment, 
after doubts had been expressed in the Senate, 
would make it more certain aud secure. He hoped 
the Senate understood the question. It presented 
the single inquiry, whether those who passed the 
distribution act meant to abandon its equity and its 
policy? Whether they intended to enlarge the do- 
nations to new States and Territories, whilst the 
other provisions of the law were suspended by the 
excess of taxation? He desired to have that ques- 
tion answered by yeas and nays. He asked for them, 
and remarked that he had some other amendments 
to offer. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PORTER remarked that, the other day, 
when he alluded to the 8th séction of the distribu- 
tion act, it was for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the senator from New York [Mr. Fari- 
MADGE] to it, presuming that he had overlooked it; 
and not with a view of making any opposition to 
the amendment proposed by the senator from North 
Carolina. Since he [Mr. 'Tanumapce] had exam- 
ined into the matter, that senator had coincided with 
him (Mr. P.) in opinion, that the 350,000 acres of 
land proposed to be granted to the Territory of 
‘Wisconsin should necessarily be deducted from the 
500,000, pledged to that Territory under the distri- 
bution act. 

Mr. ARCHER, suggested to the honorable gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] that 
the time for the special order of the day—the Oregon 
question—had arrived. 

Mr. HAYWOOD observed that the bill was not 
in his hands. 

Mr. TALLMADGE hoped that, as the action of 
the Senate had already been so long delayed upon 
this bill, the question would be taken upon it, and 
that it be disposed of. 

Mr ARCHER said that would interfere with the 
purpose of the honorable senator from New Jersey 
ma way that he believed the courtesy of Senate 
would not countenance. 

Mr. TALLMADGE consented that the bill 
should be passed over; and the further considera- 
tion of it was accordingly postponed till to-morrow. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the bill reducing 
the rates of postage, restricting the franking privi- 
lege, and to prevent frauds in the revenues of the 
Post Office Department, was taken up, and made the 
special order of the day for Monday next. 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Sempre, in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that itis the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by 
the convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th August, 1827. 


Mr. MILLER, after a few prefatory remarks, 
said he had hoped that what had transpired since 
the question was before the Senate would have led 
all sides to the conclusion that it would be better 
and wiser to postpone further discussion, until there 
appeared a necessity for action. The question now 
presented itself in two aspects—the first arising 
from the resolution offered by the honorable senator 
from Illinois, bearing on and affecting in a material 
degree our foreign relations; and the second from 
the bill reported by the honorable senator from Mis- 
souri, which went for immediate occupation of the 
Oregoa, and in an equal degree affected our domes- 
tic policy. One measure depended on the other-— 
the resolution being a pioneer or make-way for the 


bill. He objected to the restlution, as it appeared 
to him an attempt to take the question wholly from 
the treaty-making power, and to settle it by the 
premature action of the legislative body. This 
was the open and avowed reason. given by the in- 
troducer of the resolution, and the gentleiien who 
supported his views. They said they did not 
wish to trust the rights and interests of the counvy 
to negotiation; they were afraid of being outwitted 
or cheated by diplomacy; they were afraid that the 
interests and honor of the country, as far as they 
were involved in this question, would be neglected 
or injured by leaving them where they were for the 
last twenty or thirty years, in the guardianship of 
of the executive, checked and regulated as that 
executive was, by the very persons expressing stich 
apprehensions. It was ay senators expressing a 
doubt of themselves; for without the consent of that 
body, no treaty could be effected. 


A treaty was, he contended, in every sense more 
desirable and more safe in this case, than any legis- 
lative interference. Let it come before them in their 
executive capacity, and then no shadow could be 
cast on the honor of the country, no sacrifice of the 
interests of the people allowed; nor would one inch 
of teritory be given up, except it seemed just and equi- 
table to two-thirds of their number. He deprecated 
any legislative interference, and called on senators to 
reflect on the awkward position they would be placed 
in, if—when the matter which, in the course ofevents, 
and judging from the past, he hoped would be re- 
turned for their consideration in shape of a treaty— 
they found themselves, by a former vote, restricted 
in a manner from giving to it that impartial and un- 
prejudiced attention, which, as a matter of so great 
importance, it would require. It was not a subject 
that could be terminated in any other way than by 
convention; and hence it was unwise and impolilic 
to attempt, by any premature legislative interference, 
to impede or obstruct its speedy settlement. He 
looked on it'as a simple question of boundary, and 
not as one of pale importance on which the na- 
tional honor or interests rested. It was not a ques- 
tion calling for the surrender of a single inch of ter- 
ritory—it was merely to define the point to where 
that territory extended. The controversy (if 
any) was one relating to two or three degrees 
of north lattitude; the value of which was at least 
proverbial. The negotiation was not one that, in 
any way, could effect the honor or interests of the 
country. If allowed to proceed, it could only settle 
the exact line of boundary, and establish a land 
mark, showing the exact extent of our posses- 
sions. He acknowledged the question to be, in 
some respects, of importance; but m regard to extent, 
it should be considered trifling indeed. The ne- 
gotiating parties—England on one side, and Amer- 
ica on the ather—might be likened to two respecta- 
ble farmers, each possessing from one to two thousand 
acres of land, and disputing as to their respective 
boundaries being one or two feet north or south ofa 
certain tree. In this case, if arbitration was shut 
out, the farmers’ men might quarrel; blood might be 
split, life sacrificed, and the substance of both 
wasted in the strife. So would it be between those 
two great nations, if negotiation was prevented. 
Where, then, he asked was the man, endowed with 
a common share of wisdom, who, viewing the mate 
ter in this its proper light, would not use all means 
not derogatory to the national honor, or injurious 
to national Interests, to bring it to a fair and 
amicable terminus? He could see no reason 
for viewing with distrust or suspicion the trea- 
ty-making power of this government; let it 
be looked into, and nothing will appear to justify a 
suspicion of foul dealing or careless action in regard 
to the rights of people as settled at any time by the 
treaty-making power. The honorable senator from 
Ilinois expressed himself afraid that, by negotia- 
tion, we would lose our rights. Why afraid? 
When we spoke of the possibility of matching our 
strength and courage with others, of meeting the 
enemy in the field, when the question was one of 
physical force, of life and death,—then were we strong 
enough to contend against the strongest nation on 
the earth; but, when the controversy assumed an- 
other shape-——when mind met mind, and statesman 


_confronted statesman,—then, according to the doctrine 
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attempted to. be inculeated by the supporters of this 
resolution, we quailed like cowards, and, through 
very fear, gave up our rights. This, he contended, 
was paying a poor compliment to the courage and 
intelligence of our distinguished men, from Franklin 
to the presetitday—a continuous link of talent. and 
patriotism, that for sagacity and honorable shrewd- 
ness might vie with the statesmen of any nation “on 
the face of the earth. 

Mr. M. then commented on the state of the coun- 
try at the time of President Harrison’s inauguration 
in respect to the northeastern boundary. Along 
each side of the disputed line stood men armed with 
the weapons of death ready to contest their titles, 
In England, as in. this country, the excitement be- 
cime intense; and the good and the wise of both 
countties saw bat one way of escaping from the 
mass of serious difficulties that surrounded the ques- 
tlon: Excitement continued to increase, wtil at 
fast all probability of an amicable arrangement was 
almost giver! up as hopeless. At this point, how- 
ever, the ambassador of peace arrived on our shores 
Ele was met in a proper spirit; and, from the first 
interview in Washington between the members of 
the English and American cabinets, but a few short 
months elapsed until peace was secured, without in- 
fringement on the honor of either nation, and to the 
satisfaction of the great body of the people; and the 
negotiation that effected that peace would ever stand 
a bright exatiple to the world of what could be done 
in settling a matter involving the rights and honor 
of a nation, when propa, sense and proper feeling 
were brought to aid in the settlement, When that 
treaty was under executive consideration in the Sen- 
ate, a proposition was made by an honorable sena- 
tor from Maine—not now a member of this body— 
to abandon the treaty, and to refer it to, the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with certain instruc” 
tions. 


Mr. 'TAPPAN rose to a question of order. What 
assed in executive session could not be referred to 
in open debate. 


Mr. MILLER. The propositiou alluded to was 
published, and in the. hands ofall; it consequently 
could be no breach of order to allude to it. That 
proposition went on to recommend the President to 
take possession of the whole country in disputa, 
and, by doihg so, put an end to all negotiation; but 
when put to the Senate, it was supported by only 
eight votes. The honorable senator from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Benron,]—the cause of whose absence 
from his seat he much regretted—though opposed 
in that case, as in this, to all negotiation, yet wher 
the question was put home to him would not, nor 
woul those he acted with, (save the eight before 
alluded to,) take on themselves the responsibility of 
driving the country into a war. 

Mr. ALLEN deemed it proper, as the honorable 
senator from Missouri was not in his seat, to give 
his impressions as to the reasons that influenced 
that honorable senator in giving the vote he did on 
the resolution read by the honorable senator from 
New Jersey. That resolution was for taking pos- 
session of the entire territory in dispute; but the sena- 
tor from Missouri was only satisfied as to our right 
up to what was termed the Dutch line, and therefore 
could not vote for the resolution. He distinctly re- 
membered the circumstance; for on that occasion, he 
differed in opinion with his friend now absent, as he 
(Mr. A.) went for taking the possession of the 
whole. 

He believed he was right in giving this explana- 
tion of the honorable senator’s reasons; but if he 
was wrong, that gentleman, he hoped, would soon 
be in his seat, and would then correct any error 
which he, or the honorable senator from New 
Jersey, might have fallen into. 

Mr. MILLER did not profess to give the reasons 
which actuated the senator from Missouri. He 
found his name in the journal among the nays; and 
from that, took his authority. He did not say his 
reasons were other than those stated by the senator 
from Ohio. 

He acknowledged the importance to every coun- 
try of having a defined boundary line; and where it 
was not, then the duty of government was to settle 
it without loss of time; and that settlement,’ he 
contended, could be only by convention, This was 
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the way all questions of the kind ever were, and ever 
would be, settled. War never did, and never could, 
settle a boundary line--experience taught us so; for, 
after our two wars—the war of the revolution and 
the. last war—when peace was. restored and our 
rights admitted, the question of extent of boundary 
was leftto be settled by convention. Look to the 
treaty of Ghent, and section after section will be 
found providing for the appointment.of commission- 
ers to settle boundary lines, and pointing out the du- 
ties of an Officer to arbitrate on all differences arising 
veen. such ‘commissioners. The line of our 
western boundary, he was convinced, could 
never be settled by war. Your arms (he said) may 
be successful; you may, at the sacrifice of life and 
wealth, attain all the honor and glory of conquest; 
but when peace arrives, the boundary question will 
be found in the same shape, and have to be then set- 
tled by convention. The manner of settling the mi- 
nor differences of nations had changed within the 
ast half century. War was no longer the only 
means of adjustment; that time had passed; and 
(thanks to the influence of the Christian religion, the 
progress of civilization, and the advancement of the 
arts and sciences) peace was now the arbitrator. 
He submitted’ to the Senate and the nation at 
large, if anything could bé more disgraceful than 
_for England ‘and America to suffer themselves to be 
driven into open hostility on a question which ad- 
mitted of honorable settlement by peaceable negotia- 
tion. The offending nation would never stand ex- 
cused in the face of the world. 2 
Much had been said about England as our ancient 
enemy, He thought, as public men, they should 
speak of no enemy buta present one. What hap- 
pened between both countries was on record. The 
mother and child conflicted in the field and in the 
cabinet; and though they did, he, for one, believed 
they entertained toward each other still the kindly 
feclings of relationship. He allowed that conflicts 
between this country and England still existed; but 
they were conflicts which, he hoped, would continue 
to exist. They were conflicts calling into action all 
our moral energies as a nation—conflicts for the 
furtherance of commerce, the opening a wider field 
for labor, and for the advancement of civil and 
religious liberty. In those conflicts we were 
engaged in what was now going on in Brazil, in 
China, and in all the islands of the sea. Our navy 
was to be found in all parts of the world—fitting 
with her white wings, like the water-fowl, in 
every sea—siriving with noble emulation to outvie 
England in all that ig good and honorable. Will 
you then, he asked, call this navy home—will you 
send forth the trumpet blast across the mighty deep, 
to put a stop to commerce and enterprise, and call 
home your navy to contend for a few thousand acres 
of wild and unprofitable land beyond the Rocky 
mountains? This country, he felt confident, would 
pursue no such destructive policy. England and 
America were, he contended, the most free and hap- 
py countries on the face of the earth. Wherever 
good was to be done, tke one principle actuated 
them; and wherever oppression existed, they were 
found redressing it. From that little island went 
forth men and principles which caused a revolution 
throughout the world: from that holy mission sprang 
forth seventeen millions .of freemen, now peopling 
this fertile and happy land. Bring, he said, these 
great divisions in mortal conflict, and from that mo~ 
ment you endanger both English and American lib- 
erty. He. however, anticipated no war; it 
“was not the interest of either country to go 
19 war on any subject that could be avoided. 
War was not our policy. We stand a nation too 


great, too powerful, with a name too much re- 


spected, to require the tinsel glory which even suc- 
cessful war bestows. It was said the notice sought 
to be given by this resolution was necessary to pro- 
tect owr title, by putting an end to the joint occu- 
paney. He would not go into the question of title, 
but would consider whai effect giving this notice 
would have on our title..- By the convention of 
1818, it was agreed, after settling a line there laid 
down, that any claim on the northwest coast of 
America should be open for ten years, without pre- 
judice to the rights of either. This clause was re- 
newed by the convention of 1827, and_so remains, 
and may remain without our title being in the slight- 
est degree weakened. But let the proposed notice 
be given, then both countries are thrown on their 
title; and as things stand at resent, Great Britain 
would have decidedly the Aina she would 
have more occupancy; she would have more pos- 
session; and the only way to counteract her adyan- 
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tages, would be then to.meet occupancy: with occu- 


pancy, possession with possession. "This would 


. be the right course to take, if the interests 


of the nation, or the will of the people, 
so require. In that case it would be right to 
give the proposed notice; but if, on the con- 
trary, the interests of the nation, as well as of 
the people, called not for it, how then would the 
case stand? Our title never depended, like that of 
England, on occupancy; it rested on a better founda- 
tion—that of contiguity, early discovery, and trea- 
ties, ceding to us the undisputed right of other na- 
tions. Suppose you abrogate the convention, and 
follow the notice by the billto take possession; and 
that England will not meef you, but allow you to 
proceed, erect stockades and forts, dnd form a set- 
tlement, civil and military, at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia: would that settle the boundary either at 
49° or 54940? No. The boundary question would 
still remain open to be settled by ‘convention. He 
did not conceive there was any necessity for the 
feverish heat with which gentlemen opposite pressed 
on for immediate occupation. He, on the contra- 
ry, thought, if any thing could cast a doubt on our 
title, itwas the avidity with which some persons 
seemed to rush on, to establish it by force. This 
anxiety expressed a doubt in our own mind of its 
validity, and showed us to be afraid of time. 
Whereas, viewing the matter in its true light, time 
would rather strengthen that title, and give English 
improvements, and the fruits of English enterprise, 
to the United States. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to examine what effect 
the proposed -action would have on our domestic 
policy. The Senator from Ilinois had declared his 
object, in offering the resolution, to be to prepare 
the way for the bill providing for the occupation of 
Oregon. 

The resolution was, in professional language, a 
notice to quit, while the bil was the writ of eject- 
ment. This bill proposed to extend our territory 
from the Rocky mountains to the Pacific—to possess 
and people an area of some thousands of square 
miles, guarded and defended throughout by a con- 
tinuous line of stockades and forts; and, as an in- 
ducement to our citizens, it promised to every male, 
over eighteen years, 640 acres, with an additional 
160 acres for every wife and child. This was, no 
doubt, a magnificent project, full of adventure, and 
full of enterprise—-an appeal to our love of dominion, 
and all the glory following in the train of an Indian 
war. But, before the adoption of this chivalric en- 
terprise, it would be wise to consider the effects it 
would have on the great interests of the country, the 
national wealth, the prosperity of the Union, the 
habits and character of the people, the public treas- 
ury, and our Indian relations. These great ques- 
tions, which arẹ not sectional, but national, and in 
which the East, West, North, and South, are equal- 
ly interested, seem wholly to have been overlooked 
by the promoters of the measure. 

Mr. M. went on to argue on the injury all these 
would sustain by adopting the policy of the gen- 
tlemen who advocated possession. 

He would not speak of the nature of the country, 
whether it wasa steril, worthless soil, or a land 
flowing with milk or honey. Its occupation in 
either case for agricultural purposes must take from 
the wealth of the nation ; but if possession was de- 
manded by the people, would it not be wise to imi- 
tate the children of Israel, who, before proceeding to 
take possession of the promised land, sent forward 
from among them men commissioned to spy it out, 
and report to them its nature. It would be well to 
do this before we sent ourpcople to Oregon, where, 
although they would not have to dread meeting with 
a fiery serpent, they might meet worse in the un- 
tutored and revengeful Indian. The land of Ore- 
gon was (he contended) a land of reserve, which 
never could be profitably occupied by us until we 
first settled and fertilized the valley of the Mis- 
Sissippi. 

Whilst the United States government holds such 
a vast public domain of fertile lands, to bring Ore- 
gon now into a state of cultivation would be like a 
farmer beginning with his poorest soil, directing his 
labor and thet of his family and servants to the im- 
provement of his worst lands, neglecting the best 
and most fertile. To send our population, or any 
part of it, to Oregon, to bestow its Jabor on a distant 
and steril soil, would be acting e ually imprudent 
with the farmer in the case cited. What wealth 
can we gain by the occupancy of Oregon? ‘The pro- 
ject is nothing more nor less than a project to make 
a distant colony. But what excuse have we for 


this, with the vast valley of the Mississippi—with 
lands of unequalled fertility, in great part yet unoc- 
cupied? He could not see the policy or wisdom of 
a farmer passing by the rich lands of the Mississippi 
valley, to go into Oregon and waste his labor upon 
a steril soil, distant from all markets and civilize- 

n. : f 
We have an abundance of lands yet to dispose of; 
capable of sustaining 100,000,000 of inhabitants, 
Our sin had been to waste this abundance. A cru- 
sade upon the wilderness has been gotup of late 
years. Peter the Hermit never congregated such a 
number of enthusiastic adventuers as the mania for 
emigrating to the West, in search of new lands. 
That would all be very well if those lands were to 
be occupied, cultivated, and improved. . But that is 
not the case. They are coveted and bought up for 
generations to come. Futurity is to see them occu- 
pied and cultivated. e : 

Mr. M. went into. statistical statements showing 
that 260,000,000 of acres east of the Mississippi are 
yet unsold; beyond the Mississippi 7006,000,000— 
making, in all, 1,000,000,000 yet unappropriated, 
belonging either to the governmentor the Indians. 
In the old States there are 30,000,000 of land locked 
up and unoccupied. The nine States and Terri- 
tories, where the immense body of unoccupied land 
lies, contain only 5,000,000 of population. Did 
not this leave ample room for all the emigration 
wanted by the United States for generations to 
come? It had been proved that the advance 
of population west, „had been by a regular 
progress—something like 17} miles a year; at 
which rate it would take 100 years yet to get over 
our western lands, to the eastern foot of the Rocky 
mountains. With all this in view, what possible 
utility to the United States could it be to occupy 
Oregon with a division of our agricultural popula- 
tion? The strength and wealth of a nation did not 
consist in having a vast territory of unoccupied 
lands; but on the profitable cultivation of its soil, 
and the productive industry of its inhabitants. A 

country may be weakened and impoverished by too 
large an extent of territory, and by endeavoring to 
spread its population over too great a space. The 
evils of too dense a population, on the other hand, 
are, to cause the people to fly off from the govern 
ment, and seek out new colonization. The medium 
line is the only desirable line. Dae 

Mr. M. then showed the rate of population in 
this country for each square mile, distinguishing the 
ratio of the respective States. 

His object was to show that there was no neces- 
sity for colonizing Oregon, on the ground of scarci~ 
ty of lands, or on the ground of too great density 
of population. 

Looking to our national strength and union, what 
would be the effect of colonizing the Columbia 
valley? Nature had fixed boundaries and land- 
marks for nations. This great extent of territory, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the North to 
the South, had been considered by philosophers as 
intended by nature for three great nations. He 
thought nature had pointed out boundaries for two 
nations only—one east of the Rocky mountains, 
and the other west. The Alle Fany mountains were 
not of the same character, and had not all the attri- 
butes of national boundaries so strikingly charac- 
teristic of the Rocky mountains, Besides, all the 
country on this side of the Rocky mountains is our 
own, with established boundaries, and connected by 
roads, rivers, canals, and railroads. N. obody dis- 
putes it with us. We enjoy it in peace and happi- 
ness. Let this country, thus united by nature and 
art, be still more knit’ together by the labor of the 
citizens from the north to the south, and from the 
east to the west. A shadowing forth of a division 
of it into three parts had been made; such a division, 
however, never could take place. But he had too 
much faith in the patriotism of the senator who drew 
the figure to believe he would even desire such a di- 
vision. He was sure that senator would be among 
the first to resist it. 

This country had enough to do for fifty years to 
come, in taking care of and improving the territory 
east of the Rocky mountains, and should not dilate 
or distract its resources by attempting to carry em- 
igration beyond that barrier. 

The bill to follow this resolution offers a bounty 
for emigration. But what sort of emigration would 
it be? It could, in practice, encourage nothing but 
the wild spirit.of adventure- 
Oregon realy for agricultural or mercantile purpo- 
ses; it could be for nething but to gratify this spirit 
of adventure, There was too much of that spirit 
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prevalent throughout the country already; and, to 
say the least of it, there should be no legislation to 
encourage its stronger development. Res 
There was a vast difference between this spirit of 
adventure, carrying part of our population to Oregon, 
and theemigration from the old States to the new 
and more fertile States of the West. This emigra- 
tion to the West has been an advance of civilization, 
connected by a regular chain of gradation with the 
old States; but the emigration to Oregon would be 
a cutting off, by an intervening desert of thousands 


of miles, the civilization of the United States from 


its distant colony. ; 

‘What had been the effect of the sort of emigra- 
tion induced by the spirit of adventure? What but 
to throw those who indulged in it out of the juris- 
diction of the United States, as in the instance of 
Texas, thereto waste their energies in conflicts with 
territorial borderers, as with Mexico. At best, even 
if successful, it was but raising up a new interest, at 
some future day to come in competition with this 
Union. Texas, it was reported even already, felt 
the weakness of its isolated position, and if its most 
anxious desire of being united with us could not be 
gratified, contemplated offering itself to any nation 
able to protect it. 

This avarice for the accession of territory might 
be pushed to embrace all the country between the 
Gulf of Mexico and the North pole; but what could 
result from this but tö weaken the Union, and sow the 
seeds of future discords? Oregon, indeed, if organ 
ized and occupied by us, might remain united to 
this country as long as it received protection and 
appropriations from the general government; but the 
moment it found itself strong enough it would sep- 
arate from the Union, forming a distinct interest, 
hostile to ours, and calculated, as her star became 
the morning star, to make ours the evening star. 

_ Mr. M. next. considered the question of finance 
connected with the occupation of Oregon. The first 
outlay for military posts, &c., would be very great; 
but there were other expenses to follow, year after 
year, increasing as they progressed, much greater 
and onerous; but all these expenses were trifling in 
comparison with the expenses sure to follow of 
Indian wars. If it cost $40,000,000 to remove two 
thousand Indians from Florida, what would it cost to 
exterminate between two and three hundred thousand 
Indians, infesting the border of Oregon and this 
country? The expense would be enormous. To 
support a sufficient standing army to oppose those 
Indians, would require more revenue and taxation 
than ever could be raised from duties on imports. 

_The Indian had rights, which ought to be con- 
sidered and respected. Mr. M. hoped the same 
policy pursued for eight or ten years by this gov- 
ernment towards the Indians, would be continued. 
Humanity demanded it. There had been removed 
from this side of the Mississippi ninety thousand 
Indians; and there remained yet to be removed 
about twenty thousand. He thought this year 
would witness the removal of the last of the red men 
west of the Mississippi. When their history is 
written, it will not be the brightest page in the an- 
nals of this country. Within a few years, he ac- 
knowledged, a more kind and considerate policy 
towards them had been pursued. 

Beyond the Mississippi there are between two and 
three hundred Bous Indians, who have never felt 
the action of this government for good or for evil. To 
these, ninety thousand have been added by removal. 
What is to be done with them? There is no farther 
west to send them to. If Oregon must be occupied 
by us, they will have to be either exterminated, or 
removed from between that territory and us. Emi- 
grants to Oregon will, otherwise, have to meet them, 
and dispute their footing step by step. 

When the time comes that our people have not 

- territory enough at home, and they shall be forced 
to look out for more space, it will be time enough 
to dispute the possession of Oregon with the In- 
dians, who now have no other foothold left to them. 

A good deal had been said about western courage 
and spirit, as if in contradistinction to eastern cour- 
age and spirit. He admitted that the West was en- 
titled to the utmost praise for these qualities. They 
had been conspicuous, whenever occasion called for 
their exercise. But where did the West get these 
qualities? From the same fathers, the same blood, 
which were displayed at Bunker Hill and York- 
town. It is of the same stock. The scion was ta- 
ken from the same old tree-which struck its roots 
deep into the banks of James river, and into the 

` crevices of Plymouth rock. Whenever the occasion 
occurs for a revort to arms, it will be found that 


courage and spirit were not sectional in. this Union. 
They emanate from-the same blood, the same sires 
who achieved the country’s glory—its independ- 
ence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN next obtained the floor, and 
observed that, understanding it was the disposition 
of the Senate to go into executive business to-mor- 
row, and being himself desirous of submitting his 
views on this question, he would move to postpone 
the further consideration of the subject to Monday 
next. 

On his motion, the subject was postponed to 
Monday. . 

_ On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill for the relief 
of Daniel G. Skinner of Alabama was taken up, 
read a third time, and passed. 

The bill to repeal so much of the act of 23d Au- 
gust, 1842, as requires the second regiment of dra- 
goons to be converted into a regiment of riflemen 
after the 4th of March, 1843, was also read a third 
time, and passed. . 

The CHAIR taid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the War Department. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, March 7, 1844. 


The journal having been read— 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, (by leave,) 

Resolved, That the clerk be instructed to ascertain 
and report to this House the reason why the docu- 
ments of the second and third sessions of the 27th 
Congress have not been bound and distributed ac- 
cording to law; and, also, whether the printers of 
the last Congress have received full compensation 
for said documents. 

On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was authorized to summon 
Major John H. Eaton to testify before them. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing George Singley, a revolutionary soldier, 
on the pension roll, under the act of June, 1832, 
and that his papers be referred to that committee. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER said that reports of committees 
were the first business in order; when 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee of Claims, made 
a report on the petition of the heirs of John For- 
syth, accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
were jeforted ta the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOS. SMITH, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Conrad 
Haire; which was Jaid on the table. 

Mr. P. KING, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the better security 
of the lives of passengers on board of vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam,” approved Ju- 
ly 9, 1838, together with sundry memorials upon 
the same’ subject, reported an amendatory bill; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GENERALS SCOTT AND GAINES. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN submitted a resolution 
instructing the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill to divide the United 
States into two military districts, to report to the 
House, when they should make a report on said 
bill, a communication received from Major General 
Scott on the same subject. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution could 
only be received by general consent. 

Mr. HARALSON objected. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN moved to suspend the 
rulcs, to enable him to offer the resolution; but the 
motion was rejected. 

Mr. ELMER presented resolutions of the legis- 
lature of the State of New Jersey, requesting the 
senators and representatives from said State in the 
Congress of the United States to use their exertions 
to obtain, during the present session, an appropria- 
tion for the commencement of a breakwater harbor 
at Cape May: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Lovel G. Mickles and FS. Southworth: laid on 
the table. 


—— 
Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate, entitled-An act to authorize a survey of the 
mouth of Red river, and for other purpose, reported 
the same without amendment. 


WYANDOTT. LANDS. 


Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committed oir 
the Public Lads, made an unfavorable report upon 
the resolutions of the legislature of the State of Ohio, 
in relation to the occupants of the lands recently at= 
quired from the Wyandott Indians: laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES COURTS FOR THE. DISTRIC 
OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the petition of in- 
habitants of New Jersey for a change of place for 
holding district courts, reported a bill to alter the 

laces of holding the district courts of the United 
Biates for New Jersey: agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
Peter Van Schmidt, in relation to a dry-dock; and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
citizens of Ohio, in relation to the capture of slavers 
by private armed vessels, and that it lie on the table. 

CODE FOR THE NAVY. 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, 

Resolved, That the letters of the ey of the 
Navy to the House of Representatives, of January 
13, 1843, with the accompanying code of rules’ and. 
regulations for the navy, be taken from the files in the 
Clerk’s office, and referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 


PENSION AGENCIES. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Revo-~ 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill to authorize the 
transfer of the names of pensioners from the agen- 
cies in the State of Kentucky to the agency of Cin- 
cinnati, in the State of Ohio: passed: 

Mr. STEENROD, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made a report upon the case of 
Elizabeth Greshom, accompanied by a bill for her 
relief; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committce on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, viz: , 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Blackemore, widow, 
of George Blackemore; and a bill for the relief of 
James Crawford; which were severally read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. J. A. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, to which was referred the 
bill to extend the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act supplementary to the act for the relief of certain 
surviving officers and soldiers of the revolution,” 
approved 7th June, 1832, reported the same without 
amendment: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee an 
Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports upon the 

etitions of Fielding G. Brown and Jacob Liben- 
good; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Or motion by Mr. BRINKERHOFF, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Fabius Whiting, of the United States army, and 
that said petition lie on the table. 


On motion by Mr. BRINKERHOFF, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Lot Davis, and that it lie on the table. 

Mr. NES, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, made a report upon the petition of Lathrop 
Foster, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was twice read, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

On motion by Mr. NES, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Jowns D. Pratt, William Irwin, Nathaniel Shif- 
lett, and Christian Boorman. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee of Claims, made 
a report on the case of Captain Ira Baldwin, ac- 
companied bya bill for his relief which was read 
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ON GRESS{ONAL GLOBE, 


wie and referred to the Comimittee of the Whole 
Ouse. , . 

Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of Lewis Gordon and Richard Othoudt: laid on the 
table. i : 

Mr, CULLOM, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Amos Daniels, 
Thomas H. Brown, Willam Allen, and James 
‘Maines: laid ‘on the tables i: ` 

: Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on’ Public 
‘Buildings and Grounds, ‘made an adverse report 
upon the petition for a public clock: taid on the table. 

Mr. PRATT, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the subject of additional buildings .for 
the War and Navy departments, accompanied by a 
bill for the same: referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. McDOWELL, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, made a report upon the petition of George 
Page for compensation for his machine for cutting 
paper envelopes: referred to the’ Committee of the 

hole House to-morrow. : 

Mr. BURKE, from the Joint Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the petition of Thom- 
as F. Gordon, reported a joint resolution for sub- 
scription for Gordon’s Digest; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BURKE, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the resolution of the House of 
the 19th ultimo, in relation to the purchase of Rus- 
sell’s planetarium: laid on the table. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made a favorable report on the petition of 
Bartholomew Maguire, and asked leave to offer a 
bill for his relief. 

Leave was granted; and the bill was read a sec- 
ond time, and made the order of the day for to-mor- 
‘row, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RUSSELL made adverse reports severally 
on the petitions of James Burr, Charles Young, 
Alexander Jackson, Pamelia Slavin, William Hen- 
derson, Dennis Doyle, and William Newton; all of 
oe were ordered. to be printed, and laid upon the 

AE, 


RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS. 


Mr. BURKE, from the Select Committee, to 
which was referred a memorial from the democratic 
members of the legislature of Rhode Island on the 
late transactions which have occurred in that State, 
reported a resolution to confer the power to send for 
persons and papers. ` 


Mr. C. JOHNSON opposed the resolution, He 
could not consent to give to four or five gentlemen 
composing the select committee such an extensive 

ower; they might send for half the inhabitants of 

hode Island under suċh authority; and such pow- 
er ought not to be granted to any committee. Let 
the committee report to the House the names of the 
witnesses they desired to call, and the House would 
judge of the necessity of calling them. He ob- 
Jected to the reception of the resolution. 

Mr. BURKE was understood to say that such 
powers had been given to other committees; and he 
hoped the House would not yield to the suggestions 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr, CAUSEN said he wasa member of the Select 
Committee from whieh this resolution came; but 
he had not been distinctly aware that there would 
be a meeting of the committee this mornisg for any 
such action; he hoped, therefore, this would not be 
considered as the unanimous report of the select 
committee; and, for himself, he objected to it, be- 
cause he could not see nothing that could grow out 
očit. It proposed no action; and it seemed to hin, 
irom such a consideration of the memorial as his 
opportunities had enabled him to make, that the 
original direc i 
prine. LY he understood it, it proposed that this 
re should institute an inquiry, and the House had 
sent it tea select committee—to do whet? ‘Lo make 
a report. Was it Intended thatthe committee should 
report interrogatories to be proposed to the Presi- 

Was it intended thatthe committee should 
reinto the right of the gentlemen from Rhode 
their se If thero was any appropri- 

the constitution of committees, such a 
subject should have becn sent to the Committee of 
Elections; and he should conclude with a motion that 
the select committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. e did not, in fact, 
know what it was proposed to 
the malter, Rhode Island was 


now a regularly or- 


ion given to this memorial was inappro- | 


do. If he understood . 


ganized State in this Union, invested with all the 
capacity of a sovereign. State; and she had been 
recognised as such. 

Mr. BURKE interposed, and inquired if these re- 
marks were in order, 

-The SPEAKER said the resolution proposed to 
send for persons and papers. 

Mr. BURKE assented, and inquired if the gener- 
al question referred to the select committee could 
be discussed under such a resolution. Po. , 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution did 
hot open the whole merits of the case: it was sim- 
ply a resolution to give the committee power to 
send for persons and papers. , 

Mr. CAUSIN. Yes, sir, and I intend to con- 
clude by moving, as a substitute for the gentleman’s 
motion, that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of this memorial, and that it 
be remitted to the House for its action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may move 
that proposition as an amendment to the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CAUSIN said he would then make that mo- 
tion; and one of the reasons which induced him to 
do so was, that he did. not know what right this 


House had to inquire into the organization of a ` 


State. He believed the citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island were now in the peaceable enjoyment 
“of those rights which the constitution secured to 
every individual. What had Congress to do with 
the matter? Were they to sit as a high court of ap- 
peals for the investigation of errors in the formation 
of the constitutions of independent States? Where was 
the matter to stop? He certainly thought ita most in- 
appropriate and unconstitutional mode of consuming 
the time which ought to be devoted to the necessar 
business of the nation; producing confusion and col- 
lision between parties in that House, some of whom 
had exhibited much sensitiveness upon the subject 
of State rights. He looked in vain among the dele- 
gated and implied powers conferred upon Congress 
by the constitution, for any authority to act upon 
such a memorial as this. What did it'ask Congress 
to do? To ask certain questions of the President. 
And to inquire into the election of members of Con- 
gress from the State of Rhode Island: and for what 
purpose. The House had already come to a de- 
cision upon that subject. There request came too 
late; and it came in an improper form. It was not 
such a paper as should be addressed to that House, 
calling for its action. Suppose the House were to 
go into the investigation: in what would it result? 
Nothing—absolutely nothing. And as for the pro- 
position to send for persons and papers, who 
was to designate what witnesses should be 
sent for? It would involve an expense of public 
time and money, and be productive of no ad- 
quate advantage. He therefore moved that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial, 

Mr. CRANSTON said, in relation to the course 
which should be taken in reference to this memo- 
vial, for himself, personally, he felt but little interest. 
He would be glad, however, of an opportunity to 
let the members of the House know a: little of the 
true history of the position of affairs in Rhode Isl- 
and; and if the gentleman from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Burke] had no other object in view than 
merely to inform the House upon the subject, he 
would be disposed to afford him every facility: but 
he presumed the gentleman hed some other object. 
Ile had not, however, he (Mr. C.) was pre- 
pared to put himin possession of evidence suffi- 
cient to satisfy any living honest man that 
there was not a shadow of pretence for the noise 
which the democratic patriots had raised, respecting 
the question or allegiance in Rhode Island. 

Mr. BURKE asked if the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Cranston} did not, when this memo- 
rial was presented, propose that the committee to 
which it was referred should be authorized to send 
for persons and papers? 

Mr. CRANSTON said he did not; but coming 
upon him by surprise, as the movement of the sen- 

| Heman from New Hampshire did, he was inclined, 
i and perhaps would, if the gentleman had withdrawn 
his motion for the previous question, have made 
| that motion. He had no sort of objection that all 
i those men who voted for Dorr’s constitution 
should be brought forward to give testimony be- 
fore the committee; but he could inform the gen- 
tleman that many of those persons whose names 
appeared in support of that constitution werein their 
graves, and had been for years; that others were 
beyond the sea, and had been for years. Where did 


the gentleman expect to find these men? Whenever 
the gentleman from New Hampshire thought prop- 
er to bring the subject distinctly before the House, 
he would, if his life should be spared, bring up some 
truths which would make the gentleman and his 
friends pull their hats over their eyes. He cared not 
whether the committee were empowered to send for 
persons and papers ornot; he cared not whiat men or 
what papers were brought here. He would like to 
see the gentleman's friend Dorr himself brought 
here, (but he supposed it was not convenient for 
him to come just at present,) for all the testimony 
which Dorr could give would be against his cause. 
They could never ‘draw anything from him except 
his wild theories about universal liberty and all that 
sort of thing. If his frailties and faults, arising from 
his speculative theories, were set aside, he believed 
he was honest; he believed, too, that he was in the 
right track; and that, if the people had been patient, 
he would now have been a member of this House. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired. 


ELECTION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CLINGMAN, after some con- 
versation as to the order of business, the rules were 
suspended for one hour, for the purpose of proceed- 
ing with the consideration of the bill to regulate the 
time of holding elections for electors of President 
and Vice President of the United States. __ 

Mr. C. being entitled to the floor upon this sub- 
ject, proceeded to address the House in reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr Duncan.] 
The gentleman, he said, had avowed that his 
speech was intended for Buncombe. He (Mr. C.) 
happened to live in Buncombe, and he felt it incum- 
bent upon him therefore to make some reply to the 
gentleman: though he could assure him that if he in- 
tended such specches as he had made for the verita- 
ble Buncombe, the “people there were rather too 
hard-headed to swallow them. The gentleman had 
disclaimed going minutely into details, and had 
dealt chiefly in generals—in wholesale falsehoods. 
He would not do more than endeavor to deal in 
wholesale facts, 

Mr. C. proceeded to controvert the statements of 
the gentleman in relation to the comparative expend- 
itures of Mr. Van Buren’s and the present admin- 
istration. 

Mr. C. then went on to speak of proscription; 
which, he said, he was as much opposed to as any 
body: but he denied that it had originated with the 
Whig party; it was commenced, he said, in the first 
year of General Jackson’s administration, and af- 
terwards, when the whigs came into power, they 
only followed the example set them by a democrat- 
ic administration. He next alluded ‘to the subject 
of repudiation, and charged that the democratic par- 
ty had, instead of denouncing it, defended the States 
who had practised it; and observed that the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio, on the subject 
ofmorality, came with a bad grace from one of a 
party that had sanctioned repudiation. After speak- 
ing of the principles of the whig party, he proceeded 
with a high eulogium on the character and services 
of Mr. Clay, attributing to him the genius of 
Themistocles; the candor and frankness of Cato; the 
justice of Aristides, and the eloquence of Tully. 
After justifying and defending his vote against the 
rule prohibiting the reception of abolition petitions, 
he went on to speak of the approaching presidential 
election, and predicted the triumphant success of 
the whig party. 

He next said the whig party had been accused of 
an abuse of the franking privilege, by sending forth, 
under franks, electionecring documents and Clay 
minstrelsy; but did not their opponents do so too? 
He had ‘been informed that, within the last few 
days, 50,000 clectioneering documents had been sent 
forth in that way by their opponents; and what 
were they? Why, accounts of Mr. Clay’s duels, 
which were designed to influence the people of Con- 
necticut and other easterm Statics. The intention 
was to influence “the Jand of steady habits; for 
such documents, they thought, were not calculated 
to do them much good in the South? And this was 
done by the party of Gen. Jackson—a man who 
had fought more duels than ever Mr. Clay did. He 
went on for some time, speaking on other kindred 
subjects; and when his hour was nearly exhausted— 

Mr. SCHENCK rose, and asked permission to 
submit an amendment. 

Mr. RATHBUN also claimed the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK said the gentleman from North 
Carolina had not yet yielded the floor; and the gen- 


tleman from New York had, therefore, no right to 
interpose, unless he rose to a question of order. 

Mr. RATHBUN said he did rise to a question of 
order; for he objected to this foisting of amendments 
on pending bills, simply for the purpose of giving 
any geo lemen a second hour to speak to-day. 

r. CLINGMAN did not yield the floor; and 
the amendment was not received. He then pro- 
ceeded with his remarks to the expiration of his 

our. 

Mr.. HAMLIN obtained the floor; but, as the 
hour for which the rules were suspended had ex- 
pired, he could not proceed. ; 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved a suspension of the 
rules, so that the House could proceed with the con- 
sideration of the subject which has been under dis- 
cussion to-day. 

The motion was negatived. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing executive communications: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a statement showing what midshipmen have 
been allowed to rate as masters’ mates, persons 
who have been entered as landsmen, or boys, &c.: 
referred to the Committes on Naval Affairs. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report in relation to affixing, opposite the 
name of each person published in the Army and 
Navy Register, the amount of his annual pay, and 
the amount of pay for rations, servants, forage, 
&c., accompanied by 223 copies of the Register. — 

_ 3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report npon the subject of the survey of the 
St. Lows harbor, and the amount of the separate 
estimates for the improvement of the Mississippi, 
Arkansas, and Missouri rivers: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

_ Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in order, 
as the election bill was now the order of the day. 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules for 
the purpose he had indicated. 

Mr. SHCENK, Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, and 
others, called for tellers, and Messrs. Green and C. 
Jonnson were appointed; and they repovted 76 in 
the affirmative, and 58 in the negative; which being 
Jess than two-thirds, the rules were not suspended. 

-Mr. HOPKINS moved a postponement of the 
orders of the day until to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMMERS and others called for the yeas 
and nays, and being taken, they resulted thus: yeas 
99, nays 67. So the further consideration of the 
election bill was postponod. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Ox motion of Mr. McKAY, the House then re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeooxe in the chair,) 
and took up for consideration the bill (No. 30) ma- 
king appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy. 

Mr. McKAY proposed some verbal alterations, 
not affecting the substance, which were concurred 
m. 
Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend the bill 
by adding certain provisions; which, at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. HARALSON, were considered sepa- 
rately; the first being to cut off the allowance now 
paid to military professors. 


Mr. HARALSON saig he would remark, for the 
information of the House, that the subject of a re- 
duction of the expenditures of the Military Academy 
had been brought to the notice of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and was now under consideration. 
He was not authorized to speak in detail; but he was 
justified in saying that a proponition was before the 
committee, which would be submitted to the House, 
that would, if adopted, save thousands ahnually to 
the government. A considerable saving would be 
proposed not only in regard to the expenditures for 
the professors, but for the cadets. He would just 
mention one saving it was proposed to make, and 
that was to reduce the pay of the cadets from sixteen 
toeleven dollars per month. The committee believ- 
ed that a great reduction of expenditure could be 
made without any injury either to the academy or to 
the cadets. It was also proposed to reduce the ex- 

enses of this institution in various other ways; and 
fe would, therefore, submit to the gentleman who 
offered the amendment that the right time to make 


the reduction he preposed, would be when the re- ` 


port of the committee came in. If the gentleman 
should then find that the committee had not gone as 
far as he thought necessary, he might move to 
amend their report. We are now (said Mr. H.) ap- 
propriating money to keep the academy in exist- 
ence, and the subject of its reform was not properly 
before the House. Let this appropriation be made; 
and if the House should hereafter think proper to 
cut down the academy, the appropriation would not 
be used, but would be retained in the treasury to ap- 
ply to other objects. 

; The question was then taken, and the amendment 
was lost. 

| The next amendment was a proviso that no al- 
lowances should be made to the French teacher, or 
drawing master, for servants. This was adopted, 

The next was a proviso that no extra allowances 
should be made to the cadeis above their pay. Re- 
} jected. 

The next amendment was a proviso that no al- 
lowance shall be made for forage, and that no horses 
shall be kept at the academy. Rejected. 

The last amendment of Mr. H. was a proviso that 
all supernumerary second lieutenants of the army, 
who have graduated at the Military Academy, shall 
be disbanded. 

Mr. McKAY observed that the gentleman had 
better offer this amendment when the army bill 
came up, which would be in a few days. No part 
ofthis appropriation, he said, would be applied to 
the pay of these supernumerary second lieutenants. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD then withdrew the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment- striking 
out allafter the enacting clause, and submitting a bill 
repealing the laws authorizing the appointment of 
cadets, and disbanding the corps. 

Mr. H. said he offered this amendment in obe- 
dience to the instructions of the legislature of his 
State; and he must be permitted to say that no legis- 
lature ever devolved on.a representative a more 
williag duty, and one more in accordance with all 
the convictions of his understanding, as well as his 
sense of propricty and justice. The reasons which 
induced the legislature of New Hampshire to give 
such instructions were fully set forth in the pream- 
ble and resolutions he had some days since the honor 
of offering to the House. The legislature said that, 
though this institution had been in existence up- 
wards of forty years, and was kept up at an expense 
of $200,000 annually, it failed to furnish officers for 
the defence of the country, except in times of peace. 

Of their inefficiency in the Florida war he (Mr. 
H.) was fully satisfied. There was a gentleman 
here, the delegate from that Territory, [Mr. Lyvy,] 
who informed him that the most effectual service in 
that war was rendered by the citizen soldiers. The 
legislature of New Hampshire went on to say that 
the Military Academy was not deserving of further 
support; and their representatives in Congress were 
directed to vote for its abolishment. The legislature 
of Connecticut, also, as well as the legislatures of 
several ether States, had passed similar resolutions. 
Mr. H. Wen gave a history of the rise and progress 
of the Military Academy; showing thatit commenced 
from the small beginning of an appropriation to pro- 
vide four teachers for a corps of artillery and engineers. 
It had now, he said, increased to such an extent that 
the army, consisting of only 7,00U men, had officers 
enough foran army of 100,000 men, while the acad- 
emy was annually furnishing forty or fifty more. 
Mr. H. contended that there was no more reason 
and justice in the government educating, gratuitous- 
ly, young men for the military profession, than for 
any of the civil employments of the country. 
It was desirable that we should have learned judges 
on the supreme bench, able and skilful diplomatists 
to representus at foreign courts, and accomplished 
statesman to serve the country in Congress; and it 
would be just as proper for the government to edu- 
cate young men to fill these stations as to educate 
them for the army. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF hoped neither the 
amendment nor the substitute would be adopted. 
He believed something in the character of West 
Point Academy was necessary and proper; and in 
this he believed he was sustained by high authority. 

A message was here received from the Senate, 
accompanied by various bills passed by that body. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF resumed. It must be in 
the recollection of every member that this institu- 


tion or a military academy of some sort, had been rec- , 


ommended by nearly all our distinguished citizen 
soldiers since the days of the revolution. If he 


mistook not, it was recommended by the father of 
his coustry, and likewise -by General Jackson. - 
Our distinguished citizen soldiers, ‘though formed. 
by nature to become successful generals, felt the ne~ 
cessity of science; and there was one general. come 

plaint, in the earlier portion of our history, of ‘the 

imcompetency of our engineers, and the consequent 

necessity there was to employ foreign adventurers, 

on their coming on this country with professiona 

that could only be tested by experience. The cap- 

ture of Forts Montgomery and Clinton was, he 

believed, attributed to the unskilful manner in which 

they had been projected and constructed by foreign 

adventurers calling themselves engineers, 

There were, he knew, many prejudices existing 
against West Point, which should be removed. Itwas 
acommon impression abroad, that the youth ap- 
pointed to that institution were the sons of the rich 
and powerful, and the aristocratic; but that was-not 
true. There was, however, a growing ill-will to- 
wards that institution; and ‘its friends (of which he 
professed to be one) should apply needfal reforms, 
and thereby restore it to popular favor. He spoke 
of the large number of supernumerary second, lieu- 
tenants, who were supported at a large annual cost, 
for no earthly reason, and said they should be 
turned out, to take care of themselves now that 
the nation had fitted them hy education to follow 
any profession by which they might not only 
live, but benefit the country which had done so 
much for them. He further contended that it was 
not necessary that all the officers of our army should 
be scientific men: no great amount of service was 
required to teach an awkward squad how to “shoul 
der arms;” and yet, by keeping up West Point 
Academy at its present state, no young men from 
civil life, whatever might be their qualifications, 
could obtain a commission in our army. And 
further, there could, for the same reason, be no pro- 
motions from the ranks; and thus that which 
so advantageously gave superior efficiency to 
the French army, was not operative with 
us; while, if there was a republican prin- 
ciple, that was one. He deemed it only neces- 
sary that the engineers and the officers of artillery 
should he graduates of the academy, and that the 
other commissions should be open to well-qualified 
men from civil life, or to operate as a stimulus to the 
rank and file. Such refornis as these would remove 
many existing objections to the institution, and yet 
secure all the benefits which it was designed to pro- 
duce; but to abolish the institution, he could not 
not agree, nor did he believe that the country 
would. 

Mr. DANA rose to give the reasons which 
would induce him to vote for the abolition of the 
Military Academy. He was opposed to it because it 
was an aristocratic institution. It gave to a few ex- 
clusive privileges which it denicd tothe many. Af 
ter illustrating that position, he proceeded to con- 
tend that the cadets were an annual charge on the 
national treasury, without any eguivalent being giv- 
en to the nation for all that expense, and all the ex- 
tra privileges which were conferred. He farther ob- 
jected to the manner of their selection. The ap- 
pointment of cadets had become an appendage to 
the membership of Congress, and he objected to the 
bestowal of these privileges and this patronage on 
the members of this House, wheteby they were en- 
abled to provide for relatives or protegés. 

He objected to it further, ow the ground of the 
influence which such power was calculated to exert 
in their legislation. Judging by the list of the names 
of eadets, they were appointed from the families of 
members of Congress. , 

Mr. GIDDINGS interposed, and said that, four 
ycars ago, being applied to to nominaie a cadet for 
his district, and having at that time a son ofthe 
proper age, he wrote to many of the prominent men 
of his district to send him the name ofa candidate; 
but he could not obtain one. 

Mr. DANA said the district of the gentleman 
from Ohio appeared to be peculiar in many respects. 
[Laughter.] He then pursued the course of his re- 
marksin opposition to the Military Academy; ob- 
serving, as he proceeded, that if any youth were to 
be educated at all at the public expense, he prefer- 
red that they should be the children of the poer. 
But he objected to this mode of educating young 
men, because of the feelings which it produced 
amongst those who were its objects. They deemed 
themselves the exclusive favorites of the nation, and 
they looked down, in consequence, with no little con- 
tempt on the rest of their fellow-citizens by whose 
bounty they were fed and taught: they also deemed 
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themselves indispensable:to the.nation; and'fortheir 
justification, they had the exclusive - legisla- 
tion of Congress in’ their favor; for they might 
ask, if they were not of indispensable import- 
ance to the nation, why this exclusive legis- 
lation, and the conferring. of advantages which 
were dénied to others? But he would ask whether 
this nation received advantages which were com- 
mensurate with the expenditures which were made 
fot this institution? He referred to its cost as set 
forth in a report made, to this House by the Secreta- 
ry of War during the present session, and said that 
since the year 1815 it was upwards of four millions 
of dollars. In that sum ‘was included about $710,000 
for fixtures, which was not absolutely wasted, 
though they were of little value in any other respect 
than as connected with this institution. The current 
expenses, then, of educating the cadets since the 
ear 1815, was $3,291,500; being an annual average 
of about $130,000, and an expense for each cadet of 
something like $2,373. He went through other sta- 
tistical statements, showing the number of eadets 
educated annually, the number that graduated each 
year, and the respective proportions of the graduates 
that were placed in the army, and that became a 
burden on the nation as supernumerary second lieu- 
tenants, without any good resulting to the country. 
He next proceeded to show the positive evils that 
arose in the army itself by such a system—the jeal- 
ousies, contempts, tyrannies, controversies, ending 
in courts of inquiry and courts martial, and other 
evils of considerable magnitude. 
On motion of Mr. HUNT, the committee rose and 
reported progress; and 
he Hoe then adjourned. 


The following: petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. OWEN: Whe memorial of J. W. Gray 
and 535 others, citizens of Ohio, praying the pass- 
age of a joint resolution to terminate Great Britain’s 
occupation of Oregon; and also the passage of a bill 
extending jurisdiction over that territory, similar to 


that which ers the Senate last session. Also, the ` 


memorial of A. T. Whight and 31 others, citizens of 
Indiana, praying the armed occupation of Oregon. 

By Mr, JACOB BRINKERHOFF: The memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of Loraine county, Ohio, 
praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor at Black river, on Lake Erie. 

By Mr ROBINSON: The petition of 1,200 citi- 
zensof Fulton, Oswego county, New York, praying 
for the reduction of the rates of postage; which waa 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Also, the petition of 100 citizens of 
the town of Richland, Oswego county, New York, 
praying for the same object. 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of Francis 
Yeast, praying that a law may be passed permitting 
hin to relinquish to the government a tract of land 
entered by him by mistake, and enter elsewhere, in 
lieu thereof, the same quantity. Also, the petition 
of John Page, to the same effect. Also, a petition 
sivned by F. Weideimeyer, postmaster, and 118 
others, praying that a mail route be established from 
Warsaw to Oceola, and from thence to Bolivar; all 
of which were appropriately referred. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The memorial of the citizens 
of Si, Lonis, Missouri, praying an appropriation 


for removing the obstructiens to the navigation of 
ka S 


the western rivers; for the improvement of the St. 
Lonis harbor, and for other purposes: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, to whom was referred the bill reported 
by the Committee on Commerce, (No. 136,) enti- 
ted “A bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain rivers and harbors.” 


By Mr. BLACK WELL: The memorial of Jas. > 


Mitchell, asking pay for losses sustained by his fa- 
sher during the revolutionary war: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of Elisha F. 
Richards, of the county of Onondaga, New York, 
for relief, 

By Mr, Q, W., JONES: The petition of Thos. J. 
Wilhams and others, for a mail route from Fayette- 
ville, Tennessee, io Salem, Tennessee: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Morris Norton 
and others, of Chatauque county, New York 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage. 

ae SM H. Sr. JOHN: The petition of James 
Rankin, asking extra allowance for his services as 
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interpreter for the United States to the Wyandot In- 


dians in Ohio. 


By Mr. A. KENNEDY: Petition of John Moore 
and other citizens of Northern Indiana, praying the 


establishment of a mail route from Maumee city, 
Ohio, to White Pigeon, Michigan: referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of John D. Wil- 


liamsoni and 27 others; the memorial of Thomas 
Carpenter and 104 others; the memorial of Abel 
Ray and 95 others; the memorial of T. L. Langdon 
and 140 others; the memorial of Larken Burchfteld 
and 97 others; the memorial of B. H. Criswell and 
135 others; the memorial of E. G. Clarke and 48 


others; the memorial of Moses P. Condict and 81. 


others; the memorial of Elijah D. Janett and 149 
others; the memorial of P. C. Hammond and 94 
others; the memorial of Henry Gray and 163 others; 
the memorial of James Cross and 43 others; the me- 
morial of Daniel Hunt and 82 others; the memorial 


of D. H. Roberts and °76 others; the memorial of 


Robert Wood and 30 others; the memorial of Henry 
Lovely and 34 others; the memorial of John Baker 
and 57 others; the memorial of W. Barr and 132 
others; the memorial of John M. Andersen and 37 
others; the memorial of George Fortney and 122 
others;—all praying a grant of certain lands in the 


Vincennes land district, Indiana, for the purpose of 


extending and completing the Wabash and Erie 
canal, from Terre Haute, on the Wabash, to Evans- 
ville, on the Ohio. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of Leonard Barns 
and others, praying the establishment of a new post 
route, from Pars to said Barns’s residence, in Jen- 
nings county, Indiana: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, A 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, March 8, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
atea communication fram the Navy Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of 16th January last, information in relation 
to the appointment of acting midshipmen since the 
4th of August, 1844; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented to the Senate a letter 
from the clerk of the common council of the city of 
New York, enclosing a memorial from that board, 
praying Congress to pass a law authorizing a survey 
of the coast and harbor of that city, with a view to 
a new location of the improvements of the navy 
yard there, and the erection ofa dry dock: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
upwards 100 inhabitants of Kentucky, praying 
Congress to pass such a law as will place the Ore- 
gon ‘Territory under the armed protection of the 
government of the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, it was ordered that 
the petition of James H. Bradford for a pension, be 
taken from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from sundry 
inhabitants of Troy, New York, praying Congress 
to grant to the State of Indiana the unsold lands in 
the Vincennes land district, for the purpose of com- 
pleting the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio 
river; also a memorial from sundry citizens of In- 
diana on the same subject; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also presented a memorial from the treasurer of 
Indiana, praying Congress to pass a law ordering 
the clerk of the United States court to enter satis- 
faction on a judgment which the United States ob- 
tained against Indiana for duties on certain railroad 
iron, which was not laid down in the time prescribed 
by law for allowing such iron to be imported free of 
duty, upon the payment of the costs by the said 
State: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Edward Needles and others, citizens of Pennsylva- 
nla, respectfully asking Congress to take measures 
for so amending the constitution and laws of the 
United States as to embrace in them the substance 
of the provisions of the Mosaic law which are 
found in the 15th and 16th verses of the 23d chap- 
ter of Deuteronomy. 

[The following are the verses to which the memo- 
rial refers: 

“Verse 15. Thou shalt not deliver unto his mas- 


| ter the servant which is escaped from his master 


unto thee. , . 

“16. He shall dwell with thee in that place which 
he shall choose in one of thy gates, where it liketh 
him best: thou shalt not oppress him.” 

On motion by Mr. KING, the question of recep- 
tion on the memorial was laid on the table. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN also presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Pennsylvania stating that it 
was most manifest that an extraordinary beneficial 
result had flowed from the tariff of 1842, and re- 
questing that it may not be changed in any manner 
until ascertained from facts that such change would 
be for the better: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 7 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Charles W. Dennison 
for an increase of appropriation to the naval hospi- 
tal fund; and the petition of citizens of Maine, pray- 
ing that the spirit ration in the navy may be discon- 
tinued. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from James N. 
Cooper and others, citizens of Maine, asking for an 
appropriation of $10,000 for the purpose of remov- 
ing the obstructions in the navigation of the Kenne- 
beck river: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill providing for 
the sale of the reserved lands in Illinois, Wisconsin, 
and Iowa, supposed to contain lead ore. , 

On motion by Mr, BAGBY, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the papers of Thomas J. 
Stone. They were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Ste- 
phen Snow for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from the 
citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, praying for an ap- 
propriation for the removal of the obstructions in 
the navigation of the western rivers, and for the im- 
provement of the St. Louis harbor, and for other pur- 
poses: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from Lieut. 
G. T. St. Clair, of the United States navy, asking 
for compensation for the performance of duties of a 
higher grade: referred to the Committee on Naval 

ars. 


Mr. JOHNSON presented a memorial from Capt. 
N. P. Brittingham, asking indemnity for the seizure 
of his brig in the port of Vera Cruz by the Mexican 
government, in 1826, and the destruction of the 
property on board: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, it was ordered 
that the memorial of certain citizens of Washington, 
preyme for an act of incorporation for a company to 

ight this city with gas, be taken from the files, and 
oe to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

_Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Mary Reeside 
administratrix of the late will and testament of James 
Reeside, deceased; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading, 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petitions of James Roberston 
Robert H. Bayard, and others, assignees of the late 
bank of the United States, chartered by the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying the repayment of asum of 
money advanced by that bank to Williamson Smith 
a contractor of the government for the removal of 
the Cherokee Indians, and allowed by the account- 
ing officer in the settlement of his accounts; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr, HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of certain documents from the 
Treasury Department, embracing contracts for 1843 
for building light-houses, &e; and they were refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance, E i 

_ On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, by direc- 
ion of the Committee on Commerce cerlan docu- 
ments relating to expenditures for the hospital fund 


for the relief of sick and disabled 
f sabled s e ~ 
fot a a eamen, were or 


Mr. HANNEGAN, on leave, introduced a bill 
to confirm to the State of Indiana certain land se- 


lected by that State to aid in 
2 t the construction of th 
Wabash and Erie canal, and for other Soses: 


_. The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Jony- 
Son yesterday, was taken up, and agreed to, vizi 

Resolved, That the copy of a resolution adopted 
by the mayor and council of the city of Lafayette, 
on the 8th of February last, herewith presented; 
and a copy of the resolution of the council and mu- 
nicipality number two of the city of New Orleans, 
passed on the 13th of January, 1842, herewith pre- 
sented, be referred to the Committee on Commerce; 
and that the said committee be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a port of entry 
at the city of Lafayette. 

Several House bills were then read twice, and ap- 
propriately referred. 

On motion by Mr. KING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
fnstructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the erection of a building for the 
accommodation of the district court held at Tusca- 
‘Joosa, in the State of Alabama. 


Mr. KING presented a letter from the district 
judge there upon the subject, which was referred to 
the same committee. 


IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS. 

The bill to grant a certain quantity of land to aid 
in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, and to connect the same by a canal in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, came up in its order; the 
question pending being on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Haywoop, as an additional 
section to the bill, as follows: 


“That the lands appropriated by the bill shall be 
taken hy Wisconsin, in part of the 500,000 acres 
secured or pledged to said Territory when it shall 
become a State, by force of the 8th section of the act 
of 4th September, 1841, entitled, “An act to appro- 
priate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
and to grant pre-emption rights.’ ” 

The yeas and nays had been ordered on the 
above. D. 

After some remarks by Mr. TALLMADGE, on 
certain modifications proposed by him to the above, 
so asto make it conform to the language of the 8th 
section of the distribution law to which it referred; 
and by Mr. HAYWOOD, insisting on his amend- 
ment, the following modification was agreed upon 
by those senators, and adopted by the Senate, viz: 

“Be it further enacted, That the lands hereby ap- 
propriated shall be taken by Wisconsin in part of 
the 500,000 acres granted, or to be granted, to said 
Territory when it shall become a State, by force of 
the 8th section of the act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre- 
emption rights.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved further to amend the 
bill, by striking out so much of the bill as allowed 
t he location of lands elsewhere than on the line of 
the proposed improvement, in the following words, 
VIZ: 

“When the sections hereby [granted] appropria- 
ted, or any part thereof, shall have been sold, other 
vacant lands shall be selected in lieu thereof, under 
the direction of the Seeretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that the senator from New 
York [Mr. Tartmapcr] would understand that the 
whole of this route consisted of two alternate sec- 
tions, 640,000 or 650,000 acres. According to the 
report of the Commissioner of the Land Office there 
was not upon this route, 110 miles in length, a 


township, except three, that was not settled upon, 


by private inhabitants; and the probability was, 
that the whole of these sections worth having were 
now occupied, without having yet been entered at 
the land office. 

Congress had already given Wisconsin upwards 
of 200,000 acres of land, which were to come out of 
her 500,000, for the purpose of connecting the Mil- 
waukie and Rock rivers. These 200,000 acres 
were granted to that Territory to buid a canal. He 
had not yet heard that the canal had been contstruct- 

` ed, or that the contiguous lands had increased in 
value. This grant, already made, added to the 
325,000 acres proposed to be given to Wisconsin, 
would make upwards of 20,000 acres more than 
` she was entitled to under the operation of the dis- 
tribution act. Now, he was perfectly willing to 
throw in the 20,000 acres for good measure, and to 
execute the act to its full extent; but nothing more. 

Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that the gentle- 
man was mistaken in regard to the quantity of 
land which had already been granted to Wisconsin. 
There had been 173,000 acres given her for the Mil- 
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waukie canal, and not 200,000 or 290,000 as the 
gentleman supposed. All that was asked, accord- 
ing to the senator’s [Mr. Haywoop’s] own interpre- 
tation of the 8th section of the distribution act, was 
to deduct out of the 500,000 acres, pledged to Wis- 
consin, the quantity which it was now proposed to 
grant. : : 
The question was then put on the proposed 
amendment, and it was rejected by—yeas 15, nays 
23, as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Clayton, Colquitt, Fairfield, 
Fulton, Haywood, Huger, King, McDuttie, Pearce, Semple, 
Sevier, Sturgeon,and Woodbury—15. 

NAY¥S—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Breese, 
Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Hannegan, Hen- 
derson, Johnson, Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Porier, Tallmadge, . Upham, Walker, and Wood- 
bridge-—23, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following amendment 
to the last section of the bill, viz: 


“Provided, That this act shall not take effect un- 
til the legislative assembly of the. Territory of Wis- 
consin shall have signified its acceptance of the pro 
visions of this act.” 


Mr. A. remarked that this amendment was not 
introduced from any motive of hostility to the 
grant possessed. Tie was favorable to the im- 
provement. His object was to guard the interests 
of that Territory. He would willingly vote double 
the quantity of land, if necessary; but, whatever was 
granted, he wished the legislative council of that 
Territory to express an acceptance of the terms 
upon which it was granted. Mr. A. was proceed- 
ing to enforce the propriety of his amendment by 
some further remarks, but was interrupted by 

Mr. MERRICK, who suggested the propriety of 
laying the bill on the table till to-morrow, with a 
view of going into executive session. 

Mr. ALLEN acquiesced; and the bill was laid on 
the table. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and, after some time spent there- 
in, adjourned till Monday next. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
`, Fray, March 8, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

(The Speaker has avpointed Mr. Srerson of 
New York a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, in the place of Mr. Bearpstry, resigned.] 

Mr. W. J. BROWN, by leave, reported a jomt 
resolution, which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, to extend the provis- 
ions of a joint resolution, entitled “A joint resolu- 
tion authorizing certain certificates of deposite to be 
cancelled and reissued,” approved February 28, 
1839. y 3 

Mr. C. M. READ, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to bea resolution offered by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Burxe,] empowering 
the select committee on the memorial of certain 
members of the Rhode Island legislature, to send for 
persons and papers. 


Mr. CRANSTON being entitled tothe floor, ad- 
dressed the House in continuation of his remarks 
commenced yesterday. Before proceeding, he said, 
with the simple and brief history of the affairs of 
Rhode Island, which he proposed giving—he would 
advert for a moment to a statement which he observ- 
ed in the papers this morning, which represented 
him as declaring, in the remarks which he made 
yesterday, that he believed Mr. Dorr to be an hon- 
est man. He would not say that this was a mis- 
take of the reporters, for in the excitement of the 
mement, he may have used that language; but if so, 
he certainly intended it to be accompanied with some 
qualification; because he could not at the same time 
admit that he was a man of learning and talents, and 
am honest man. What he intended to say in reply 
to the gentleman from New Hampshire, was, that if 
Dorr were here himself to give testimony about the 
material facts in the case—about the details attend- 
ing the adoption of his constitution,—his belief was 
that he would state the truth. 

He had no ambition to make a speech, because 
he believed it would not be in his power to make 
one which would be gratifying to the House. He 
would endeavor merely to lay before the House a 


‘true history of what was termed the Rhode Island 


uestion. This was his only object; and though, 
rom what he had seen since he had. been: in’ that 
House, he could not flatter himself that he could 
command the attention of the House, especially: of 
that portion of it which he desired particularly to se- 
cure—he meant ‘the gentlemen from New Hamp- 
shire and his democratic friends—still he would in- 
dulge the hope that they would give him some small 
degree of attention; and he pledged himself, in giv- 
ing an account of the troubles in Rhode Island, he 
would state nothing which he could not, of his own 
knowledge, state positively to be true. He would 
not deal in facts which he’ was not personally: ac- 
quainted with; for, with the entire history of the 
troubles, so far as they had met the publie eye, he 
was familiar, from. the commencement to the close. 
So faras Mr. Dorr’s original projects and designs 
were concerned, he had them from his own mouth; 
and he would believe what he got from his own 
mouth, sooner than he would the declarations of all 
or any of his friends. i 

This question struck him as being one of infinite 
moment. It seemed to him that no question which 
had ever engaged the thoughts of man was more 
full of deep and fearful consequences, not only to 
the people of this country, but to the whole civil- 
ized world. And yet the question itself lay in a 
nut-shell It was merely this: whether the people, 
at all times, and when, and where, and how they 
pleased, might change their form of government. 
It was avowed by Mr. Dorr and his friends that 
they had the right. We (said Mr. Cransron) deny 
it. And it was perhaps, with the view of carrying 
out this object that Mr. Dorr, aided by worse Dorr- 
men out of Rhode Island, threw that State into tur- 
moil and confusion. 

_ He intended to review the subject very briefly, for 
he could do it but briefly in the time allotted to hiñ. 
‘It would require six hours at least, merely to de- 
tail that part part of the history of their troubles, 
which was most important, and in which every man 
in the country had a deep and an abiding interest. 

. He would admit, for the sake of argument, (what 
was directly the reverse of the fact,) that every 
thing stated in that memorial was strictly true. “He 
would admit it to be true, and then he would ask 
the House if the course of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire to remedy the troubles or supposed 
‘roubles of his friends, was the proper course. What 
had this House to do with the matter? What had 
this government to do with it? Rhode Island was a 
sovereign State, notwithstanding it was so small that 
they could almost span its bounds. But he main- 
tained that the memorial was utterly false. 

Mr. C. went on, and gave a description of the 
charter under which Rhode Island had been gov- 
erned, including the qualification of voters, up to 
1834. No man, up to that time, had ever thought 
of changing the elective franchise. You might as 
well (said he) have talked to the old blue-stocking 
farmers of Rhode Island of giving away their farms, 
as to talk to them about changing, the qualifications 
of voters. If this were true, (as he vouched it to 
be,) how stood the declaration made in the memo- 
rial, that they had been waiting for so long a time, 
and anxiously petitioning for a change in their char- 
ter? Mr. C. referred to an abortive attempt that had 
been made to extend the right of suffrage in the 
legislature, which had the entire control of the sub- 
ject. In 1824, Mr. Dorr and some of his friends 

egan to talk about an. extension of the right of suf- 
frage, thinking it then a favorable opportunity to 
broach the subject; but no sort of countenance was 

iven to it. The proposition received but four votes. 
n 1834, a convention was called, of which Mr. 
Dorr was a member, and at which were present Mr. 
Potter, (the father of his colleague,) and several 
other of the ablest men3of the State. When the 
proposition to extend the right of suffrage was 
made in that convention, it was laughed at, both by 
the federalists and democrats: the democrais, if any- 
thing—particularly the Jackson men—were more 
strongly opposed to it than the other party. Again, 
in 1836, at the January session of the General As- 
sembly, when the legislature was democratic in both 
branches, the election law was revised—the bill for 
that purpose having been introduced by Col. Atwell 
himself, one of the memorialists. Now, if there 
had been any great desire on the part of the people 
to extend the elective franchise, would not this have 
been a favorable opportunity to do it? -If the peo- 
ple had been clamorous for such a change, as the 
memorialists state, would they not have insisted cn 
its being done at that time? Two years after that 


“book of Dorr’s was written, the è ni lai was 
revised, and no change wai attempted in the elective 
franchise, though be th Dorr and Atwell were mem- 
bers of the legislature. i l 

No change whatever was attempted, except one, 
which was an amendment, introduced in ‘sport, to 
extend the right of voting to the tax qualification. He 
believed that a number of the signers of this memo- 
rial were members of the.legislature, and. yet this 
proposition received but two votes in a democratic 
House of Representatives, Mr. Dorr heing- a mem- 
ber of it. Now, did this correspond with the asser- 
tion that these people had been waiting and beseech- 
ing the legislature for years to extend. the right of 
suffrage? Itgave him great pain (he said) that their 
were men found in the State of Rhode Island whom 
he had seen take the oath to support the constitution, 
who could sign a memorial containing so many mis- 
representations, and intended for the purpose of 
trampling down that very constitution. It was 
atated in the memorial, that if the President of the 
United States had not interfered, the new govern- 
ment would have been established and gone into op- 
erdtion. He (Mr. C.) wasin the legislature at the time 
when many of these men, if they were to be believed, 
were very anxious to have the troubled waters set- 
tled.. Mr. Tyler sent no troops into Rhode Island, 
that he knew of; there was no rebellion or commo- 
tion, and the people were quietly deliberating about 
changing their form of government. Mr. Č. then 
went on to notice various parts of the memorial, and 
denied the truth of the statements contained in them. 

He continued to speak on the subjects embraced 
in the Rhode Island memorial until the expiration 
pf his hour, 


Mr. RATHBUN next obtained the floor, and said 
the House had referred to a special committee, of 
which he was a member, a communication from 
twenty-six members of the legislature of Rhode Isl 
and; and if it was expected that they should make 
a report, he presumed the House would give them 
such authority as would enable them to procure all 
necessary information for a proper discharge of their 
duties. In committee, he had been unwilling to 
agree to the resolution being reported until he was 
satisfied that it would not cause much expenditure, 
a few witnesses only being requisite to give the in- 
formation which the committee required. 

In reference to some observations made yesterday 
by one member of the committee, [Mr. Causin,] he 
made some reply and observed that if that gentleman 
had been present in the committee room when their 
chairman was instructed to make this report, he 
would have found a unanimity of feeling in regard to 
it. He next addressed himself to the speech of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. Cransron,] and 
commented on the position which that gentleman 
assumed. He had asked the House to take his un- 
supported asseverations in opposition to the state- 
ments of twenty-six gentlemen of the Rhode Island 
leglislature, who were, for any thing that appeared to 
the contrary, as respectable as himself; but he appre- 
hended the House would deem it necessary to have 
more than one voluntary witness before it agreed 
to brand with falsehood so large a number 
of the representatives of the people in one 
of the States of the Union. The gentleman 
from Rhode Jsland had talked of “uffianism” jn 
that State, and of “Algerines;” but if the proposition 
he had made to this House was not a specimen of 
“Algerineism,” he apprehended it was not to be 
found in Rhode Island. When that gentlemen ask- 
ed the House to take his unsupported word, and en 
that to pronounce twenty-six gentlemen in Rhode 
Island to be liars, he must surely have supposed 
that he was appealing to a house of “Algerines,” and 
not to the American House of Representatives. 

After a few other observations, 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of the 
morning hour, and the subject went over. 

On the motion of Mr. EMERY D. POTTER, the 
House agreed to reconsider the vote of yesterday by 
which an adverse report from the Committee of 
Claims, on the case of Conrad House, was laid on 
the table, Additional information having been fur- 
nished, the whole case was referred back to that com- 
mittee, 


Vv 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McK AY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bill to modi y and 
amend the tariff act of the last Congress: 

A BILL to modify and amend the act entitled, “An 
act to provide revenue from imports and to change 

and modify existing laws imposing duties on im- 


| 


. ports “and for other purposes,” approved 30th, 

August, 1842, j 

Sec. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That from and after the first day of 
Se tember, in the year one thotisand eight hundred 
and forty-four, the duties imposed under and by 
virtue of the act entitled “An act to provide revenue 
from imports and to change and modify existing 
laws imposing duties on imports and for other pur- 
poses,” approved on the thirtieth day “of August, 
one thousand eight hundred: and forty-two, upon 
the various articles in. the said act named shall be 
changed, modified, and reduced. in manner following, 
that is to say— i 

First. On all coarse unmanufactured wool, the 
value whereof, at the last port or place whence ex- 
ported to the United States, shall be seven cents or 
under per pound, there shall be levied a duty of 
fifteen per centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of 
five per centum imposed by the said act; and on all 
other unmanufactured wool there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
duties of three cents per pound and thirty per cen- 
tum ad valorem, imposed by the same act. 

Second. On all manufactures of wool, or of which 
wool shall be a component part, except milled or 
falled cloth, known by the name of plains, kerseys, 
or Kendall cottons, carpetings, flannels, bockings 
and baizes, blankets, worsted stuff goods, ready- 
made clothing, hosiery, mits, gloyes, caps, and 
bindings, there shall be levied.a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of forty per 
centum imposed by the said act. 

Third. On all milled or fuled cloth known by the 
name of plain, kerseys, or Kendall cottons, of 
which wool shall be the only material, the value 
whereof shall not exceed thirty-five cents the square 
yard at the last port or place whence exported, 
there shall be levied a duty of twenty per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the duties imposed by the said 
act. 

Fourth. On all carpets and carpeting of wool, 
hemp, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, or other ma- 
terial not specified, there shall be levied a duty of 
thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the duties 
imposed by the said act, 


Fifth, On all woollen blankets, the actual value 
of which at the place whence exported shall not ex- 
ceed seventy-five cents each, there shall be levied a 
duty of ten per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
duty of fifteen per centum imposed by the said act. 

Sixth. On all hearth rugs, there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of forty per centum imposed by the said 
act. A 

Seventh. On woollen yarn there shall be levied a 
duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem, instead 
of the duty of thirty per centum imposed by the 
said act; and on all worsted yam, there shall be 
levied 3 duty of twenty per centum ad valorem, in- 
stead of the duty of thirty per centum imposed by 
the said act. 


Eighth. On woollen and worsted mits, gloves, 
caps and bindings, and on woollen or worsted 
hosiery, that is to say, stockings, socks, drawers, 
shirts, and all other similar manufactures made on 
frames, there shall be levied a duty of twenty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of thirty 
per centum imposed by the said act. 


Ninth. On flannels, of whatever materials com- 
posed, except cotton, and on bockings and baizes, 
there shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum 
ad valorem, instead of the duty of fourteen cents 
per square yard, imposed by the said act; and on 
coach laces there shall be levied a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of thirty- 
five per centum imposed by the said act. 

Tenth. On ready made clothing, of whatever 
materials composed, worn by men, women, or chil- 
dren, except gloves, mits, stockings, socks, wove 
shirts, and drawers, and all other similar manufac- 
tures made on frames; hats, bonnets, shoes, boots, 
and bootees, imported in a state ready to be used as 
clothing by men, women, or children, made up either 
by the tailor, manufacturer, or seamstress, there 
shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valo- 
rem instead of the duty of fifty per centum imposed 
by the said act, On all articles worn by men, wo- 
men, or children, other than as above specified or 
excepted, of whatever materials composed, made up 
whoily or in part by hand, there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of forty per centum imposed by the said 


similar silks, purified from the gum, 


‘act; and on'clothing, finished in whole orin part, em- 
broidered in gold or silver, there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
duty.of fifty percentum imposed by the said act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 
said, the duties imposed by the said act upon the 
articles hereinafter mentioned shall be changed, 
modified, and reduced in the manner following—that 
is to say: f F 

First. On all manufactures of cotton, or of which 
cotton. shall be a. component part, not otherwise 
specified, and excepting such cotton-twist, yarn, 
and thread, and such other articles as are here~ 
in otherwise provided for, there shall be levied 
a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem; and 
the proviso to the second subdivision of the second 
section of the said act shall be, and the same is here- 
by, repealed. i 

Second. On cotton-twist, yarn, and thread, bleach- 
ed or unbleached, colored or uncolored, and on 
spools or otherwise, there shall be levied a duty `of 
twenty-five per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
various duties imposed by the said act. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That from and after 
the first day of September, in the year aforesaid, 
the duties imposed by the said act upon the articles 
hereinafter mentioned shall be changed, modified, 
and reduced in the manner following—that is to say: 

First. On all manufactures of silk, not otherwise 
specified, except bolting cloths, there shall be levied 
a duty of twenty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of two dollars and fifty cents per pound 
imposed by the said act; and on silk bolting cloths 
there shall be levied a duty of fifteen per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the duty of twenty per centum 
imposed by the said act. 

Second. On silk twist, or twist composed of silk 
and mohair, and on sewing silk, one dollar per pound 
of sixteen ounces, instead of the duty of two dollars 
per pound imposed by the said act; on pongees and 
plain white silks for printing or coloring, there shall 
be levied a duty of twenty per centum ad valorem, 
instead of the duty of one dollar and fifty cents per 
pound, imposed by the said act; on floss and other 
dyed and pre- 
pared for manufacture, there shall be levied a duty 
of fifteen per centum ad valorem, instead of the duty 
of twenty-five per centum imposed by the said act; 
on all raw silks, comprehending all silks in the gum, 
whether in hanks, reeled, or otherwise, there shall 
be levied a duty of twelve and a half per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the duty of fifty cents per pound 
imposed by the said act;‘and on silk umbrellas, 
parasols, sun-shades, silk or satin shoes for men, 
women or children; silk or satin laced boots or 
bootees for men, women or children; men’s silk hats; 
silk orsatin hats or bonnets for women; silk shirts 
and drawers, whether made up wholly or in part; 
silk caps for women; turbans, ornaments for head 
dress, aprons, collars, caps, cuffs, braids, curls or fri- 
zettes, chemisettes, mantillas, pellerines, and all other 
articles of silk made up by hand in whole or in part, 
and not otherwise provided for, there shall be levied 
a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem, instead 
of the various duties imposed by the said act. 

Third. On unmanufactured hemp, Manilla, Sunn, 
and other hemps of India, jute, Sisal grass, coir, and 
other vegetable substances, not enumerated, used for 
cordage, there shall be levied a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the various duties im- 
posed by the said act; on codilla, or tow of hem 
and flax, there shall be levied a duty of twenty-five 
per centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of twen- 
ty dollars per ton, imposed by the said act; on tar- 
red and untarred cables and cordage, yarns, twine, 
peckthread, cotton-bagging, of whatever material 
composed, and on any other manufacture not other- 
wise specified, suitable for the uses to which cotton- 
bagging is applied, of whatever material composed, 
and whether imported under the designation of gun- 
ny cloth or any other appellation, there shall be le- 
vieda duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead 
of the various duties imposed by the said act. 

Fourth. On stamped, printed ‘or painted floor oil- 
coii, ee ce made on Canton or cotton 
mee cee are oilcloth of linen, 
ain ee a ne 8 pace or hat covers, aprons, 

€ 5 , or similar purposes, and on medica. 
ied oilcloths, there shall be levied a duty of thirty 
per centum ad valorem, instead of the various du- 
ties imposed by the said act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in th fore- 
said, the duties i ieee 

1 th s imposed by the said act, upon the 
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articles hereinafier mentioned, shall be changed, mo- 
dified, and reduced, in the manner following, that is 
to say: 

Fist On iron, in bars or bolts, not manufactured, 
in whole or in part, by rolling, there shall be levied 
a duty of fifteen dollars per ton, instead of the duty 
of seventeen dollars per ton imposed by. the said 
act; on bar or bolt iron, made wholly or in part by 
rolling, there shall be levieda duty of twenty dol- 
lars per ton, instead of the duty of twenty-five dol- 
lars per ton imposed. by the said act; on all iron im- 
ported in bars for railroads, or inclined. planes, 


made to patterns, and fitted to be laid down as rails - 


upon such roads or planes, without further manu- 
facture, there shall be levied aduty of ten dollars 
per ton, instead of the duty of twenty-five dollars 
per ton, imposed by the said act: Provided, That 
upon theentry of any such railroad iron at any 
custom-house of the United States, good and sufi- 
cient bonds shall be given, with sureties to the sat- 
isfaction of the collector of the customs receiving the 
same, for the paymentof the duty upon such iron 
at the rate of twenty dollars per ton, the duty by 
this act imposed upon other rolled bar iron, within 
one year from the date of said bond, unless the 
State, corporation, company, or individual obli- 
gors on such bond shall, before the expiration 
of the time allowed thereon for the payment 
thereof, exhibit to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, or to the collector of the. customs taking 
the bond, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may, from time to time, pre- 
seribe, satisfactory proof; in writing and upon oath, 
that the said iron hes been actually and permanent- 
ly laid down upon the railroad or inclined plane 
for which the same shall have been imported, as 
shown by the entry of the said iron, and the bond 
given to secure the payment of the duties apon the 
same, in which case, and in that only, the duty of 
ten dollars per ton, hereby imposed upon such iron, 
shall be received in full satisfaction and discharge of 
every such bond; but in case of failure to make such 
proof to the satisfaction of the said Secretary, or of 
the proper collector of the customs, as the case may 
be, within the time hereby limited for the making 
thereof, the fall duty of twenty dollars per ton upon 
the said iron shall be demanded and paid, in the samo 
manner as ifthe said bond had been given without 
any other condition than the payment of the said 
full duties at the expiration of every such bond. 

Second. On iron in pigs, there shall be levied a 

duty of séven dollars per ton, instead of the duty of 
nine dollars per ton imposed by the said act; on 
vessels of cast iron, not otherwise specified; glazed 
or tin hollow ware and castings; sad irons or smooth- 
ing irons; hatters’ and tailors’ pressing irons; cast 
iron butts or hinges; iron or steel wire, described 
in the said act as not exceeding No. 14; over No, 
14 and not exceeding No. 25; and over No. 25, sil- 
vered or plated wire; round or square iron, or brazens 
rods of three-sixteenths to ten-sixteenths of an inch 
in diameter, inclusive; iron in nail or spike rods, or 
nail plates; slit, rolled, and hammered iron, ‘in sheets, 
except taggus iron, hoop iron, iron stit, rolled or ham- 
mered for band iron, scroll iron, or casement rods; 
iron cables, or chains, or parts thereof, manufactured 
in whole or in part, of whatever diameter, the links 
being of the form peculiar to chains for cables; all 
other chains of iron not otherwise specified, the 
links being either twisted or straight, and, when 
straight, of greater length than those used in chains 
for cables; anchors, or parts of anchors, manufac- 
tured in whole or in part; anvils, blacksmiths’ ham- 
mers, and sledges; cut or wrought iron spikes; cut 
iron nails; wrought iron nails; axletrees, or parts 
thereof; mill irons and mill cranks of wrought iron; 
wrought iron for ships, locomotives, and steam en- 
gines; iron chains, other than chain cables; steam, 
gas, or water tubes, or pipes, made of band or 
rolled iron; and tacks, brads, and sprigs,—there shall 
be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, 
instead of the various duties imposed by the said 
act; and the last clause of the second proviso to the 
second subdivision of the fourth section of the said 
act, which imposes an additional duty of fifteen per 
centum ad valorem upon the cost of the articles 
embraced therein, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. : ; 

Third. On all old or scrap iron there shall be 
levied a duty of six dollars per ton, instead of the 
duty of ten dollars per ton imposed by the said 
act. : 

Fourth. On serews made of iron, called wood 
- screws, brass screws, and brass battery or ham- 


mered kettles, there shall be levied a duty of thirty- 


per centum ad valorem, instead of the various du- 
ties imposed by the said act. ay 

Fifth. On all steel in bars, except cast, shear, and 
German steel, there shall be levied a duty of one 
dollar and fifty cents for one hundred and twelve 
pounds, instead of the duty of two dollars and fift 
ty cents imposed by the said act; on solid headed 
pins, and all other package pins, and on pound pins, 
there shall be levied a ‘duty,of thirty per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the various duties imposed by 
the said act. 

Sixth. On japanned ware of all kinds, or ‘papier 
mache, and plated and gilt wares of all kinds, cutlery 
of all kinds, and all other manufactures not other- 
wise specified, made of brass, iron, steel, copper, 
pewter, lead, or tin, or of which either of these 
metals is a component material, there shall be levied 
a duty of twenty-five per centum ad. valorem, in- 
stead of the duty of thirty per centum imposed by 
the said act. 

Seventh. On lead in pigs and bars, old and scrap 
lead, leaden pipes, leaden shot, and lead in sheets, 
or in any other form not herein specified, there shall 


‘be levied a duty of twenty-five per centum adva- 


lorem, instead of the various duties imposed by the 
said act. 

Eighth. On silver plated metal in sheets, argentine, 
alabata, or German silver, in sheets or otherwise un- 
manufactured, and on manufactures of German 
silver, bell metal, zine and bronze, there shall be 
levied a duty of twenty per centum ad valorem, in- 
stead of the duty of thirty per centum imposed by 
the said act. 

Ninth. On coal, there shall be levied a duty of one 
dollar per ton, instead of the duty of one dollar 
and seventy-five cents per ton imposed by the 
said act; and on coke, or culm of coal, there shall be 
levied a duty of thirty per cent. ad valorem, instead 
of the duty of five cenis per bushel imposed by the 
said act. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 
said, the duties imposed by the said act upon the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, shall he changed, mod- 
ified, and reduced, in the manner following—that is 
to say. 

First. On all vessels or wares, articles and man- 
ufactures of ent glass, cut glass chandeliers, candle- 
sticks, lustres, lenses, lamps, prisms, and parts of 
the same and all drops, icicles, spangles, and orna- 
ments used for mountings; and on all articles or 
manufactures of plain, moulded, or pressed glass, 
whether stappened or the bottoms ground or pun- 
ticed or not, there shall be levied a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorum, instead of the various duties 1m- 
posed by the said act. 

Second. On all apothecaries’ vials and bottles not 
exceeding the capacity of sixteen ounces each, and 
on all perfumery and fancy vials and bottles not ex- 
ceeding the capacity of sixteen ounces each, there 
shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valo- 
rem, instead of the various duties imposed by the 
said act. 

Third, On all black and green glass bottles and 
jars, and on all demijohns and carboys, there shall 
be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, 
instead of the various duties imposed by the said 
act. 

Fourth. On all cylinder or broad window-glass, 
and on all crown window glass, there shall be levied 
a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the various duties imposed by the said act. On_ ail 
polished plate glass, whether imported as window 
glass, or however otherwise specified, not silvered, 
there shall be levied a duty of twenty per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the various duties imposed by 
the said act; and if silvered, there shall be levied a 
duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem; and if 
silvered and framed, there shall be levied a duty of 
thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the duties 
imposed by the said act; and the second proviso to 
the fourth subdivision of the fifth section of the said 
act shall be, and the same is hereby repealed; and 
on all porcelain glass, glass colored, or paintings on 
glass, and on all articles or manufactures of glass, or 
of which glass shall be the component material of 
chief value, and not otherwise specified, there shall 
be levied a duty of twenty per centum ad valorem, 
instead of the various duties imposed by the said 
act. 

Fifth. On China ware, porcelain ware, earthen 
ware, stone ware, and all other ware, composed of 
earth or mineral substances, and not otherwise spe- 
cified, whether gilt, painted, printed, plain, or glazed, 


-there shall be levied a duty of twenty per centum ad 


864. 


valorem, ‘instead of the duty of thirty per centum im- 
posed: by-the said act. l 5 ; 

Sixth. On tanned, sole, or. benddeather, all upper 
leather not otherwise specified, calf and seal skins, 
tanned and dressed, sheep skins, tanned and dressed, 
or skivers, goat skins, or morocco tanned or dressed, 
kid. skins, or morocco tanned or dressed, goat 
or sheep skins, tanned and not dressed, and all 
kid and lamb skins, tanned. and not dressed, skins 
tanned and dressed otherwise than in color, to wit: 
fawn, kid, and lamb, usually. known as chamoia, 
there shall be levied a duty of twenty-five per cent 
um ad valorem, instead of the various duties im- 
posed by the said act; on men’s boots and bootees of 
leather, wholly or partially manufactured; on men’s 
shoes or pumps, wholly or partially manufactured; 
women’s boots or bootees, wholly or partially man- 
ufactured; children’s boots, bootees, and ‘shoes, 
wholly or partially manufactured; women’s double 
soled pumps or welts, wholly or partially maufac- 
tured; women’s shoes or slippers, wholly or partial- 
ly manufactured, whether of leather, prunella, or 
other material, except silk, there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
various duties Imposed by the said act. 

Seventh. On men’s leather gloves, women’s leath- 
er habit gloves, children’s leather habit gloves, wo- 
men’s extra and demi-length leather gloves, chil- 
dren’s extra and demi-length leather gloves, there 
shall be levied a duty of twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the various duties imposed by 
the said by the said act; on leather caps or hats, 
leather braces or suspenders, and all other braces 
or suspenders, of whatever materials composed, ex- 
cept India-rubber, and on leather bottles, patent 
leather, and on all other manufactures of leather, or 
of which leather is a component material of chief 
value, not otherwise specified, there shall be levied a 
duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of the 
duty of thirty-five per centum imposed by the said 
uct. 

Eighth. On fur hats, caps, muffs, tippets, and 
other manufactures of fur not specified, there shall 
be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, 
instead of the duty of thirty-five per centum im- 
posed by the said act; and on hats of wool, and hat 
bodies or felts, made in whole or in part of wool 
there shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the duty of eighteen cents each, 
imposed by the said act. 

Ninth. On hats and bonnets for men, women, and 
children, from Panama, Manilla, Leghorn, Naples, 
or elsewhere, composed of satin, straw, chip, grass, 
palmleaf, rattan, willow, or any other vegetable sub- 
stance, or of hair, whalebone, or any other material 
not otherwise specified, there shall be levied a duty 
of twenty-five per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of thirty-five per centum imposed by the 
said act. 

Tenth. On feathers for beds, and on down of all 
kinds, on India-rubber oilcloth, webbing, shoes, 
braces, suspenders, or other fabrics or manufactured 
articles composed wholly or in part of India-rabber; 
on all clocks, and on crystals of glass for watches, 
and on glass or pebbles for spectacles or eyeglasses, 
when not set, there shall be levied a duty of twenty 
per centum ad valorem, instead of the various du~ 
ties imposed by the said act; and so much of the 
proviso to the tenth subdivision of the fifth section 
of the said act as directs the valuation of certain In- 
dia-rubber suspenders or braces at’ two dollors per 
dozen, and an assessment of the duty upon such val- 
uation, shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Eleventh. On paving tiles and bricks there shall be 
levied a duty of fifteen per centum ad valorem, in- 
stead of the duty of twenty-five per centum im- 
posed by the said act; on metal buttons there shall 
be levied a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valo- 
rem, instead of the duty of thirty per centum im- 
posed by the said act; on all other buttons, and on 
all button moulds, of whatever material composed, 
there shall be levied a duty of twenty per centum 
ad valorem, intead of the duty of twenty-five per cen- 
tum imposed by the said act; and the first proviso 
to the twelfth subdivision of the fifth section of the 
said act, shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore. 
said, the duties imposed by the said act, upon the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, shall be changed, 
modified, and reduced in the manner following—that 
is to say: : 

On white or red leads, litharge, acetate or chro- 
mate of lead, dry or ground in oil; on whiting or 
Paris white; and on all ochres, or ochry earths, 


‘ased'in the’ composition of painters’ colors, dry or 
ground in oil on sulphate of barytes; on linseed, 
‘yapeseed, and hempseed oil; ahd on putty,—there 
shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum, instead 
of the various duties imposed by the said act. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 


said, the duties imposed by the said act upon the ar- ` 


iicles hereinafter mentioned shall be changed, modi- 
fied, and reduced, in the manner following—that is 
to say: 

On bank, folio, quarto-pest of all kinds, and letter 
and bank-note paper; on antiquarian, demy, draw- 
ing, elephant, double-elephant, foolscap, imperial, 
medium, pot, pith, royal, super-royal, and writing 
paper; on copper-plate, ‘blotting, copying, colored 
for labels, colored for needles, marble or fancy-col- 
ored, glass paper, morocco paper, pasteboard, press- 
ing-board, sand paper, tissue paper, and on-all gold 
or silver papèr, whether in sheets or strips; on col- 
ored copper-plate, printing, and stainers’ paper; and 
on binders’ boards, box boards, mill boards, paper- 
makers’ boards, sheathing, wrapping, and cartridge 
paper,—there. shall be levied a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the various. luties 

‘imposed by the said act. On all paper-hangings, on 
paper for screens or fire-boards, there shall be levied 
a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of thirty-five per centum imposed by the 
said act. On all blank books bound, there shall be 
levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, in- 
stead of the duty of twenty cents per pound im- 
posed by the said act. And on all other paper not 
enumerated, there shall be levied a duty of thirty 
per centum ad valorem, instead of the duty of fif- 
teen cents per pound imposed by the said act. 

` See. 8. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the said first day of September, in the year 
aforesaid, the duties imposed by the said act upon 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, shall be changed, 
modified, and reduced in the manner following —that 
is to say: 

First. On raw sugar (commonly called brown 
sugar) not advanced beyond its raw state, by clay- 
ing, boiling, clarifying, or other process, and on 
brown clayed sugar, there shall be levied a duty of 
two cents per, pound, instead of the duty of two and 
a half cents per pound imposed by the said act; on 
sirup of sugar or of sugar cane there shall be levied 
a duty of one and a half cent per pound instead of 
the duty of two and a half cents per pound imposed 
by the said act; on all other sugars, when advanced 
beyond the raw state, by claying, boiling, clarifying, 
or other process, and not yet refined, there. shall be 
levied a duty of three cents per pound, instead of the 
duty of four cents per poung imposed by the said 
act; on refined sugars (whether loaf, lump, crushed, 
or pulverized, and where, after being refined, they 
have been tinctured, colored, or in any way adulter- 
ated) and on sugar candy, there shall be levied a 
duty of four cents per pound, instead of the duty af 
six cents per pound imposed by the said act; and on 
molasses there shall be levied a duty of three mills 
per pound, instcad of the duty of four anda half 
mills per pound imposed by the said act. 

Second. On cocoa, chocolate, cinnamon, oil of 
cloves, crude camphor, indigo, ivory or bone black, 
oil of vitriol, and sulphuric acid, there shall be levied 
a duty of fifleen per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the various duties imposed by the said act; on gin- 
ger ground and ginger in the root, when not pre- 
served, woad or pastil, alum, and copperas, and 
green vitriol, there shall be levied a duty of twenty 
per centum ad valorem, instead of the various duties 
Imposed by the said act; and on mace, nutmegs, 
cloves, Chinese cassia, pimento, black pepper, cam- 
phor refined, opium, glue, gunpowder, blue or Ro- 
man vitriol or sulphate of copper, almonds, prunes, 
sweet oil of almonds, dates, currants, figs, all nuts 
not specified, except those used for dying, Museatel 
and bloom raisins, either in boxes or jars, and on 
all other raisins, there shall be levied a duty of thirty 

er centum ad valorem, instead of the various duties 
imposed by the said act. ae 

Third. On olive oil in casks, spermaceti oil of 
foreign fisheries, whale or other fish oil not sperm, 
of foreign’ fisheries, spermaceti or wax candles, and 
candles of spermaceti and wax combined, tallow 
candles, all hard soap except Windsor shaving 
and all other perfumed or fancy soaps, and wash 
balls and Castile soap, on starch and peal or hulled 
barley, there shall be levied a duty of thirty per 
centum ad valorem, instead of the various duties im- 
posed by the said act. 

, - Fourth. On salt there shall be levied a duty of twen- 


Mr. McK. also intimated that, to-morrow or on 
Monday, the committee would make a report on 
the same subject, accompanied by illustrative tabu- 
lar statistics. ie 


ty per centum, instead of the duty of eight cents per 
bushel imposed by the said act; and on vinegar, 
beef, pork, hams, bacon, cheese, butter, lard, wheat, 
barley, rye, oats, Indian corn or maize, wheat flour, 
Indian meal and potatoes, there shall be levied a 
duty of twenty-five per centum’ad valorem, instead 
of the various duties imposed by the said act; and 
on foreign fish, namely, dried or smoked, on mac- 
kerel and herrings, pigkled ‘or salted, on pickled 
salmon, and all other fish pickled in barrels, there 
shall be levied a duty of twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem, instead of the various duties imposed by 
the said act. : 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 
said, the duties Imposed by the said act upon the 
articles herinafter mentioned, shall be changed, mod- 
ified, and reduced in the manner following—that is 
to say: ; 

First. On spirits from grain, of first proof, forty- 
two cents per gallon; of second proof, forty-five 
cents per gallon; of third proof, forty-eight cents per 
gallon; of fourth proof, fifty-two cents per gallon; of 
fifth proof, sixty cents per gallon; above fifth proof, 
seventy-five cents per gallon; on spirits from other 
materials than grain, of firstand second proof, thirty- 
eight cents per gallon; of third proof, forty-two 
cents per gallon; of fourth proof, forty-eight cents 
per gallon; of fifth proof, fifty-seven cents per gal- 
lon; above fifth proof, seventy cents per gallon, in- 
stead of the various duties imposed by the said 
act. 


Second. On wines of all sorts there shall be levied 
a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the various duties imposed by the said act. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 
said, the following articles, viz. Unmanufactured 
cotton, guano, and sulphate of quinine, shall be ex- 
empt from duty. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of September, in the year afore- 
said, so much of the sixteenth section’ of the act 
entitled “an act to provide revenue from imports, 
and to change and modify existing laws imposin 
duties on imports and for other purposes,” cnoeied 
on the thirteenth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-two, which directs the manner in 
which the market value or wholesale price of goods, 
wares and merchandise, imported into the United 
States, and subject to ad valorem duties, or duties 
bused, upon the value of the square yard, or an 
specified quantity or parcel of such goods, shall. be 
ascertained, be and the same is hereby so far modi- 
fied, that to said value or price to be ascertained. as 
provided for in said section, shall be added only the 
costs and charges, which shall have been incurred to 
and atthe place of exportation. 


Sec. 12. Andbe it further enacted, That all ad 
valorem duties authorized to be levied under this 
act, or of the act of which this is amendatory, which 
shall exceed twenty-five percentum ad valorem, 
shall, on the first day of September, 1845, be reduced 
to that rate. 

Suc. 13. And be it further enacted, That all du- 
ties imposed by the said act, hereby amended, which 
are not hereinbefore changed, increased, altered, mod- 
ified, or reduced, shall be and remain, and shall be 
levied and collected in the same manner as other 
duties upon imports; and all clauses, provisos, and 
other provisions of the said act not hereby altered, 
amended, or expressly repealed, shall be and remain 
in as fall force and effect as if the same had been 
re-enacted in this act. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the twelfth 
section of the said act shall be, and the same is 
hereby, so far modified, that all goods imported from 
within, or this side of the Cape of Good Hope may 
remain in the public stores for the term of one hun- 
dred and twenty days, instead of the term of sixty 
days, prescribed in the said section; and that all 
goods imported from beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope may remain in the public stores for the term 
of one hundred and fifty days, instead of the term 
of ninety days, prescribed in the said section: Pro- 
vided, That, at the time of the payment of duties of 
all such goods, whether the same, or any portion 
thereof, be sold for the payment of such ‘duties or 
not, interest, at the rate of six per centum per an- 
num, upon the duties payable from the time of the 
entry to the time of payment, shail also be paid as a 
part of the duties chargeable upon such goods. 


The bill was read twice and committed; and, on 
motion of Mr. McKAY, was ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS. 


On the motion of Mr. VANCE, the House agreed 
that the standing committees should be called for 
reports, and the following were presented: . 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of True Putney and 
Hugh Riddle, accompanied_by a bill for their relief; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. : 

Mr. V., from the Committee of Claims, made ad- 
verse reports upon the cases of John Elwin and. 
Roxanna Evans; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee of Claims, made 
a report upon the petition of Pacificus Ord, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. ~- 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of John Frazer and 
George A. Trenholm, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief: referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate, entitled “An act for the relief of George 
Davenport, of Rock Island, in the State of Hlinois,” 
reported the same, without amendment: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. ` 

On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be re- 
quired to report, as early as possible, why the print- 
ing of the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is delayed. 


On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, 


Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the report 
of the Committee on Public Lands, made to accom- 
pany bill No. 2, for providing for the reduction and 
graduation of the public lands, be printed for the 
use of the members of this House. 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported the following joint resolution; which 
was read three times, and passed: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be requested 
to communicate to the British government, in such 
manner as he may deem proper, the high sense enter- 
tained by Congress of the generous zeal displayed by 
the British authorities at Gibraltar; and the command- 
er, officers, and crew of her Britannie Majesty’s ship 
Malabar, in endeavoring to save from destruction the 
American steam frigate Missouri, and in preserving: 
the lives of her officers and crew, as well as of the 
kindness and hospitality which characterized their 
treatment of the ship’s company of that vessel after 
her destruction by fire. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, it was ordered 
that the Committee on Public Lands be discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of the legis- 
lative council of Iowa for a new land district, the 
office for which to be at Iowa city. 

On: motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was ordered 
that the Committee for the District of Columbia be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
Wm. Wheatley. i 

On motion of Mr. FRENCH, it was ordered that 
the Committee on the J udiciary be discharged from 
the consideration. of the petition of Sarah B. Stith, 

Mr. COLES, from the Coinmiites on Military Af 
fairs, made an adverse report on the resolution of 
the House of the 5th of January last, in relation to 
claims for horses lost in the service of the United 
States: laid on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of Enoch 
Hidden, accompanied by a bill for his farther relief: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House to~ 
morrow. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, made a report upon the petition of 
William R. Jaynes, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief: referred ‘to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, made a re- 
port on the case of David Akerson, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of William Scott: 
laid on the table, 


On motion of Mr. ROBERT SMITH, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of the heirs of John Cook. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the case of Francis 
Sommeraner, accompanied by a_bill for his relief: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the same committee, made 


a report upon the petition of D. A. W. Bodley, ac- 
companied by. a bill for his relief: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of John Martin: laid on the table. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD reported the following 
bills: f 

A bill relative to the compensation of members of 
Congress or Delegates from Territories, and of cer- 
tain officers, and ‘for other purposes; and 


A bill to equalize and fix the compensation of the 
chiefs of certain bureaus, and for other purposes: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Select Commit- 
tee on Retrenchment, reported adversely to the pe- 
titions of citizens of Tippecanoe county, in the 
State of Indiana, for the abolition of the office of 
chaplain in all the departments of the government. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the select committce to dis- 
cover the cost, and to examine whether any frauds 
or collusions have occurred in the engraving, litho- 
graphing, and printing of maps ordered or executed 
by order of the 26th and 27th Congresses, made a re- 
port thereon. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the bill requiring one of the judges of the cir- 
cuit court of the District of Columbia to reside in the 
city of Alexandria, with a recommendation in favor 
of its passage. i 

The bill was accordingly read a third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relicf of Messrs. 
Langtree & Jenkins; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Iouse, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow; and the 
accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. PRATT reported a bill for the establishment 
-of a bureau of statistics; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole [Touse. 

The following bills, after haying been ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, were severally read 
the third time, and passed: 

The bill for the relief John B. Schuyler; and 

The bill for the relief of William Glover. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a reconsideration 
of the vote on the passage of this bill for the relief 
of John B. Schuyler, and called for the reading of 
the report in that case; which was read. 

Mr. J. made a few observations in opposition to 
the bill. 

The question was then put òn the reconsideration; 
which was carried. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill— 

Mr. C. JOHNSON made some further remarks 
in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, after a few remarks, moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill for 
the present; which was agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of George W. and Reuben 
Allen was taken up on its third reading. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON made a few remarks in 
opposition to this bill. oe 

Messrs. SAMPLE and DAVIS replied in defence 
of the claim. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN also spoke in support of 
the bill, and in reply to Mr. C. Jonson. . 

The question was then put on the third reading 
of the bill; which was decided in the affirmative, 
and the bill read the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of John Mullings, on its 
third reading, was opposed by Mr. J. BRINK- 
ERHOFF, and supported by Messrs. THOMP- 
SON and TUCKER; was ordered to be. en- 

rossed, and then read the third time and passed. 

The following bills, after being ordered to be en- 
grossed, were ‘severally read the third time and 

assed: 

The bill for the relicf of James C. Hallock. 

A bill to refund a fine imposed on the late Antho- 
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ny Haswell, under the sedition law, to his legal 
heirs and representatives. 


A bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson. 


The bill for 
others. ' : 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved a ‘reconsideration 
of the vote on the passage of the bill for the relief of 
James C. Hallock. 

_Mr. R. D. DAVIS made some remarks in oppo- 
sition to the motion for reconsideration, when the 
question was put, and it was rejected. 

The House took up the bill for the relief -of 
Thomas Harrison; but before it was disposed of, 
The House adjourned. 


the relief of Elizabeth Jones and 


‘The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of Lyddall 
Estes, praying for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, 

By Mr. STETSON: Additional evidence in the 
case of Thomas Badger: referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: A memorial, signed 
by several hundred citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
Congress to grant an appropriation for a dry dock 
at the navy yard at that port. Also, a memorial 
praying Congress to revive the act of 1837, granting 
pensions to the widows and infant children of per- 
sons dying in the naval service of the United States. 

By Mr. DODGE of Towa: The preamble and 
joint resolutions adopted by the legislature of Iowa 
at its last session, requesting him to urge upon Con- 
gress the justice and propriety of paying the claims 
of the citizens of that Territory for services rendered, 
and expenses incurred by them in resisting the at- 
tempts of the State of Missouri to take possession 
of a portion of the country within the limits of Towa: 
referred to the Committee on the Militia. A me- 
morial from the same body, asking an appropriation 
to pay the debts of previous legislatures: referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. A memorial 
from the same body, representing that the mail facil- 
ittes from the States east of the Mississippi river to 
the Territory of Towa, and particularly the cross 
mail from Galena to the interior of Towa, is, and 
has been, inadequate to the wants of the people of 
that section of the country, and urgently asking to 
have a weekly mail established, to be carried in 
post coaches from the city of Galena, in the State of 
{llinois, to Towa City, the capital of Iowa Territory: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. A joint resolution of the same body, 
asking the establishment of a post-ronte from Nau- 
voo, Ilinois, ta Montrose, lowa: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. A 
joint resolution of the same body, asking Congress 
to defray the expenses of a treaty with the Potta- 
wattamie Indians, and asking the removal of the 
Missouri, Sac and Fox, and Towa Indians: referred 
to the Committee on Indian ‘Affairs, A memorial 
from the same body, requesting their delegate to use 
his best exertions to obtain the establishment of the 
following mail-routes: From Washington, in Wash- 
ington county, to Keokuck court-house; thence to 
Mahaska court-house; from Brighton, in Washing- 
ton county, by way of Richland, in Keokuck coun- 
ty, to Mahaska court-house; from Fox Post Office 
in Van Buren county, via the county seat of Davis 
county, to the centre of Apperiooce county; from 
Fairfield, via Agency City, Ottumwa, Eddyville, to 
the Six Mile Prairie, in Mahaska county; from 
Fairfield to Mahaska court-house; from Blooming- 
ton, via Moscow, Tipton, Franklin, to Marion, in 
Linn county: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. A memorial from the same 
body, representing that at their Jast session an act 
was passed incorporating the Jackson County Acad- 
emy, at the town of Andrew, in the county of Jack- 
son, the object of which was to establish a perma- 
nent and well-conducted institution for the instruc- 
tion of youth in the various departments of learning, 
and to disseminate useful knowledge throughout the 
community, and praying Congress to grant to sald 
institution a township, or thirty-six sections of good 
land, for its endowment: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. A memorial from the same body, 
praying Congress so to amend the pre-emption laws 
as to grant the right of pre-emption to those who 
may have settled upon the public lands prior to 
their survey: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of the. Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Hlinois, praying @ re- 


duction in the rates of letter postage; and showing 
the gross injustice, as well as the injudicious policy, 
of the present rates of postage: referred to. the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

By Mr. CARROLL: The petition of W. M. 
Brown, and 45 others; the petition of E.. R. 
Hammet, and 47 others; the petition of Joel Gray, 
and 42 others,—all of Livingston county, NewYork, 
praying for the abolition of the franking privilege, 
and that the rates of postage may be greatly reduced. 
The petition af David Warner, and 97 others, citi- 
zens of Ontario county, New York, and of (192. in- 
habitants of Albion, in the State of Michigan, asking 
for the abolition or modification of the franking 
privilege, and a reduction of the rates, of postage. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition: of 
numerous ‘citizens of Massac county, Ilinois, 
praying the establishment -of a mail route from, 
Salem in Kentucky, via Elizabethtown, to Equality, 
in the State of Illinois: which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office.and Post Roads. 5 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of 
Rufus Colton, and sundry others, praying for a mail 
route from Chicago to Albany, via Babcock’s Grove, 
St. Charles, and Coltonville’ The petition of A. B. 
Wadworth, and-sundry others, praying for a mail 
route from Chicago to Roscoe, via Amazon and 
Hunter. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of the widow 
and heirs of John B. Chandona of St. Joseph county, 
Indiana, praying compensation m land for services 
rendered during’ the last war by the said Chandona. 

Correcrion.—The following amendment offered 
yesterday to the Military Academy bill by Mr. Da- 
vis of Indiana, was accidentally, omitted m our re- 
port of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Provided, That the sum heretofore annually ex- 
pended in support of the Military Academy be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War 
in teaching regular military discipline to the volun- 
teer citizen-soldiery of the several States. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, March 9, 1844. 


COMMITTEE ON THE VIRGINIA RESOLU~ 
TIONS. 

The Spearvr has appointed the following gen- 
tlemen to compose the select committee on the reso- 
lutions of the legislature of Virginia, expressing its 
opinion of certain resolutions of the legislature of 
Massachusetts: Messrs, Dromeooir, Runrr, Born, 
Arvor, Repine, Srrone, Brexety, Rosents, and 
Ciuiwen. 


THE RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. RATHBUN, who was entitled to the floor 
during the morning hour on this subject, com- 
menced by recapitulating the observations he made 
yesterday inthe course of the few minutes he was 
allowed to address the Tlouse; and particularly re- 
calling the attention of the House to the solemn 
declarations of the gentlernan from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Cransron,] for the truth of which that gen- 
tleman appealed to Heaven, and expressed his rea- 
diness to take a sacred oath. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island solemnly asserted that there was 
scarcely a truth in the memorial from the twenty- 
six members of the Rhode Island legislature, whose 
democracy he also denied, while he proclaimed him- 
self to bea Jeffersonian democrat; and those decla- 
rations, and that professed democracy, he (Mr. R.) 
would proceed to examine. 

He then, by quatations from the works of Jef- 
ferson, and the declaration of rights which, by the 
constitution of Viriginia, formed a part of it, and 
other publications, showed what Jeffersonian democ- 
racy was, and howit contrasted with the principles 
and practice of the gentleman from Rhode Island. 
Jefferson held that the majority of the people had 
the right to alter, amend, or abolish any form of 
government under which they lived; and in that 
view the gentleman from Rhode Island was not a 
Jeffersonian democrat. This principle was incorpo- 
rated in the constitutions of seventeen States of this 
Union—-Maine, Connecticut, Vermont, Pennsylva 
nia, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Ohio, Indiana, Mississippi, Winois, Ala 
bama, Michigan, and Arkansas. In the State of New 
York no such declaration was deemed necessary, 
either in their constitution or the bill of rights: they 
fell back beyond constitutions which organize 
States, upon the unalienable and natural rights of 


mana right which -was'recogiised “in ail ‘places 
where the people were held to be the source -of 
power.. : oA i 

` ‘He next:proceeded:to say, that when a witness 
on the stand, ın a court of justice, made one state- 
ment that was found to be erroneous, it operated to 
throw discredit on all his ‘other: statements; and if 
the gentlamen from Rhode Island was found to be 
in error on any point, he could not expect that he 
would be held entitled to full credibility in his other 
assertions. The gentleman from Rhode Island pro- 
fessed to be a Jeffersonian democrat, and yet he 
struck.at the foundation on which democracy rests. 
` Mr. CRANSTON explained. He said he did 
not deny the right of revolution to the people: 
he did not deny the right of the people to change 
the form of their government when it was adminis- 
tered contrary to the principle on which it was es- 
tablished, or when it was oppressive, and could not 
be endured; but he did not admit that they could 
change it as often as they pleased, without law, 
against law, and without any cause. 

‘Mr. RATHBUN thanked the gentleman for the 
explanation; bat he had so understood the gentle- 
man before, substantially. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island would not admit the night of the peo- 
ple to alter, amend, or abolish their constitution, 
without the consent of the legislature; but he (Mr 
R.) asserted that they had the right, in the exercise 
of an original, inherent power, which overrode all 
law. The gentleman from Rhode Island might call 
that revolution, or ultra democracy; but it was what 
he (Mr. R.) held to be the right of the people. And 
who but the people should judge when a govern- 
ment was oppressive, and odious, and despotic? 
‘Who should say that the time had come when it 
should be endured no longer—the people or the gen- 
tleman from Rhode islang? Or should it be left to 
the law-making power, by which the people were 
oppressed and ground down? What was the gentle- 
man’s Jeffersonian democracy? 

He proceeded to notice some declarations made 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island in reference to 
Governor Dorr, and some subsequent corrections of 
what the gentleman admitted to have been said 
under much excitement. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island admitted that Governor Dorr was an 
honest man, but he objected to his visionary theo- 
ries in relation to universal suffrage, and the right 
of the people to change and alter the form of their 

overnment. Te also alluded to the gentleman’s 

eclaration, that, for the new constitution, names were 
found as voters, of men who had been long dead, and 
of many who were in Ireland. 
one explanations were made by Mr. CRAN- 


Mr. RATHBUN then resumed. 

But the gentleman had told them that there was 
not a word of truth contained in the memorial; that 
he would like to see the twenty-six men who signed 
it, brought before him, for that they would not dare 
to hold up their heads in support of the charges 
which they had there set forth, They had raised 
their heads in the legislature of their own State; they 
had raised their heads in favor of the constitution 
adopted by the people; but they dared not raise their 
heads, forsooth, in the august presence of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island; they would quail before 
the majesty of his countenance, and the strong arm 
of his power, and not dare to raise their heads for 
fear of encountering the awful frown of a gentleman 
who had grossly insulted them as wellas the State 
in which they reside. 

‘Phe gentleman had said to the House that he 
would like to see Governor Dorr brought here; but 
that it was not quite convenient for him to come. 
And why was it not convenient? Why did not the 
gentleman tell the Honse why? He would tell 
them, as the gentleman had not done so. It was 
because, by the strong arm of the law, arbitrarily 
exercised, by the triumph of power over the peo- 
ple’s rights, he had been plunged into a den prepared 
for felons. 

5 Mr. CRANSTON rose to make an explanation, 
ut 

Mr. RATHBUN refused to yield the floor. 

Governor Dorr had not come here, because he 
was enclosed within prison walls; and for what 
cause was he so imprisoned? Because he was in 
favor of the adoption of the people’s constitution. 
Because he entertained the radical opinion, and ex- 
pressed that opinion, that the people had a righi to 
change their constitution and form of government; 
and because the people, in the exercise of the right 
which the God of nature had given them, had chosen 
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him to preside over them. It was for this that he 
was deprived of his liberty; not by the power of 
Rhode Island alone, butbacked by a power from the 


` arsenals of this government, in the shape of ball and 
- buckshot 


He fell under the despotic power of 
that government which he had served. He fall as 
others had fallen—fighting to maintain the people’s 
rights—to maintain the doctrines of the whole body 
of the people, except those who had hitherto main- 


tained the unpopular and unnatural doctrine that the- 


government has all the power, the people none. 


Why, if Washiggton or Jefferson, or the patriots 
who signed the declaration of independence, had fall- 
en into the hands of the sovereign whose laws they 
were setting at defiance, they would have been treat- 
ed as Mr. Dorr is treated; and they would not have 
been upon the floor of Parliament to bear testimony 
as to the purity and honesty of their intentions. 
But the gentleman said, if Mr. Dorr had had pa- 
tience, he might have been upon this floor. If he 
had been patient! Yes, if he had been content to let 
the government of Rhode Island go on under the 
charter of Charles the Second, grinding the people to 
the dust, he might have been honored with the priv- 
ilege of representing that people upon this floor. 


Mr. R. then proceeded to enumerate the charges 
embraced in the memorial, which the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. Cranston] had asserted 
were false from beginning to end; and combated 
his assertion. 


After dwelling on this portion of the picture, he 
would not, to be sure, like to talk on itas long as 
the honorable gentleman said he ‘wished to do—five 
hours;—but he should like to have time to spread 
many materials which he had in his possession be- 
fore the gentleman and the House. He would, 
however, read for his benefit one clause in the “con- 
stitution of the people,” about which so much had 
heen said. One clause of it provided that the gen- 
eral assembly should not have the power to con- 
tract State debts toan amount exceeding $50,000, 
without the consent of the people. Another clause 

rovided for the establishment of a school fund. 
Here (said Mr. R.) is a sample of the plunderers 
and robbers who wanted to’ seize upon the property 
of the rich men, who shouldered their muskets, and 
went out in the rain, with their coachmen and shoe- 
blacks. Tiere was a constitution giving a better 
protection to property than was to be found in that 
of any other State in the Union. Now, he had 
something to say about the charges of the gentle- 
man, to show who were the freemen of Rhode 
Island. When the revolution took place, and the 
States of this Union became free from foreign do- 
minion; when, from tyranny, liberty leaped into 
life; when monarchy was driven from the rest of the 
land, it found a hiding-place in Rhode Island, nes- 
tled there, and preserved the last remnant of kingly 
power on this continent. That people—who fought 
as bravely, and suffered as much, as any other of 
the old thirteen States—alone, in the whole galaxy, 
found no relief from the oppressions which drove 
them to arms. The morar it was true, was driv- 
en away; but in his place came the charter of 
Charles H—the dissolute tyrant, who, after wreak- 
ing his vengeance on the Dorrs of England, sent 
abroad his vile instrument, Jeffreys, who, after 
shedding torrents of blood, regretted, like Nero, 
that. he had not a hundred heads to strike off at one 
blow. Among the victims of that bloody monster 
was the patriot who gave the first impulse to civil 
and religious liberty. He alluded to Sydney—who, 
he might say, was not more misrepresented, at the 
dark period at which he lived, than the slandered 
and abused Dorr. 

He would read again, and from the charter under 
which the gentleman said that the people of Rhode 
Island lived so happy and contented. Mr. R. here 
read a clause from the charter of Charles H, pur- 
porting that the governor and deputy governor and 
company of Rhode Island should have full power 
and authority to appoint and alter the times and 
places of the meetings of the general assembly; and 
they should choose and appoint so many persons as 
they might think proper, who should be free of said 
company. There (said Mr. R.) is a sample of the 
charter of Rhode Island; and the honorable gentle- 
man, [Mr. Cransron,] in maintaining that charter, 
maintains the right of the governor and company of 
Rhode Island to say who should be freemen, and 
have the right to exercise the elective franchise. It 
was to overturn sucha charter as that, that Dorr 
and his associates resorted to-the measures which 
the gentleman so much denounced, 


The SPEAKER here announced that the gentle- 
man’s hour. had expired. ; 

Mr. ELISHA R. POTTER obtained the floor, 
and said a few words in too low a tone to be heard; 
but was understood to move for the postponement 
of the subject till Monday next. 

This motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. MOORE. submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to report to this House, on or before 
Monday next, the bill passed by the Senate, and 
referred to said committee, entitled “An act to re- 
peal the act entitled an acttoamend the act of the 
10th March, 1830, entitled an act to change the time 
of holding the circuit and district courts in the dis- 
trict of Ohio.” 


SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS, 


Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill to repeal 
so much of the act of 23d August, 1842, as re uires 
the second regiment of dragoons to be converted into 
a regiment of riflemen, reported the same back, 
without amendment, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


NORTHWESTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. WENTWORTH presented resolutions from 
the legislature of the State of Illinois, instructing its 
senators and requesting its representatives to use 
their influence for a settlement of all conflicting 
claims relative to the northwestern boundary ques- 
tion. 

On motion of Mr. W. they were ordered to be 
printed: and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON gave notice, that he 
would hereafter move to amend the rules and 
orders, by adding thereto the following: 

“That the House may at any time, by a vote of a 
majority of the members present, suspend the rules 
and orders, for the purpose of going into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House onthe state of the 
Union, and also for providing for the discharge of 
the committee from the further consideration of any 
bill referred to it, after acting without debate on all 
amendments pending, and that may be offered.” 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, by leave, from"the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred 
the bill from the Senate, entitled “An act forthe relief 
of Benjamin Murphy,” reported the same without 
amendment. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made a report on the subject of the tariff, to 
accompany the bill reported by him yesterday: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LEWIS said that, believing the report to be 
one not only on a most important subject, but a 
very able one, accompanied by some valuable statis- 
tical tables calculated to give general information, he 
moved the printing of 25,000 extra copies of it. 

The SPEAKER observed that the motion to print 
extra copies was not then in order. The gentleman 
could give notice of his intention to make such a 
motion, and it would come up to-morrow. 

Mr. LEWIS then gave the necessary notice. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL begged leave to state, 
for the information of the House, that the minority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means would either 
jointly or separately ask leave to present their views 
to the House in opposition to the report of the ma- 
jority. 

Mr.J. R. INGERSOLL moved to print the re~ 
port, made to the Secretary of State by Mr. Com- 
missioner Smith, on the Survey of the northeast- 
ern boundary; which was agreed to, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOOL ‘then moved to print the 
correspondence between the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the N avy, communicated to the 
Committee of Ways and Means by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, relative to the appointment of 
army and navy officers to serve on the coast survey. 

Mr. VANCE objected to any more motions, as 
this was private bill day, 

oe eee gear moyea to suspend the rules; 
whieh motion prevailing, the printing was ordered, 

Mr. HALE moved to suspand the rules to enable 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Lewis] to move 
for the printing of an extra mumber of the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the tariff. 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeas and nays; 


which being orderéd, the question was taken, and’ 
resulted in. yeas 108, nays 60, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Carey, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chappell, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, By- 
yam Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Her- 
rick; Hoge; Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
P, King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
MeCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Payne, 
E. D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David S, Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Thomas H, Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T, Smith, Thos. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Stone. Sykes, 


Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, ' 


Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Biown, Jeremieh Brown, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Dick- 
ey, Dickinson, Elis, Fish, Foot, Willis Green, Grinnell; 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Newton, Peyton, Preston, Rayner, Charles 
M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Stephens, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, 
White, and Winthrop—60, 


So the rules were not suspended—there not being 
a vote ot two-thirds. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the question of 
reconsideration of the vote of yesterday on the case 
of *John P. Schuyler, was postponed to the next 
private bill day. 

The following bills were ordered to be engrossed, 
and were read a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Harrison. 

A bill for the relief of Hugh Wallace Wormley. 

A bill for the relief of Enoch McDaniel. 

A bill for the relief of James Reid. 


The House next up a bill for the relief of William 
Ellery, which was debated by Messrs. C. JOHN- 
SON, DANIEL P. KING, HAMLIN, HALE, 
VANCE, WINTHROP, and others. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on a motion 
to lay the bill on the table, and they resulted as fol- 
lows: yeas 72, nays 69. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. WELLER gave notice of a motion of recon- 
sideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that when the House 
adjourn, it adjourn to fmect on Monday next, at 11 
o'clock; which was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions Live tos 
day were handed to the reporter by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. MURPHY: The memorial of Doctors 
Johu Carpenter and James E. Dubois, and fifty- 
seven other citizens of New Utrecht, in the State of 
New York, praying for the abolition of the spirit- 
ration in the navy: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of nu- 
merous citizens of Franklin county, Minois, pray- 
ing the establishment of a post office at Rain’s mills, 
near the post-route from Benton, in said county, to 
Mount Vernon, in Jefferson county; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post ` 


Roads. : 

By Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY: The 
of W. A. Rugg, praying a mail-route from 
to Liberty Mills, Indiana. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Stephen T. 
Covell and one hundred and ninety-six citizens of 
Corning, Steuben county, New York, praying the 
reduction of postage, and that a law may be passed 


etition 
ecatur 


abolishing the franking privilege in. every form,’ 


making the government pay for the use of the de- 
partment more justly and equally imposed: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


$ IN SENATE. 
; Moxpay, March 11, 1844. 

The PRESIEENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, report- 
ing, in compliance with aresolution of the Senate of 
the 23d ultimo, information upon the subject of an 
examination of the drawings and plan of Wm. S. 
Colquhoun, of Virginia, for the removal of sand 
bars. 
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On motion by Mr. SEVIER, orderéd to lie on the 
table, and be printed. ; 
Mr. WHTE presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Indiana, praying Congress to grant to the 
State of Indiana the unsold lands in the Vincennes 
district, to be'applied to the completion of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal to the Ohio river: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 


H. R. Warren and other citizens of the town of- 


Clay, in the county of Onondaga, New. York, 
praying a reduction of the rate of postage: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr.T. also presented memorials from 43 citizens 
of New Port, and 86 citizens of Port Huron, St. 


. Clair county, Michigan; from 75 citizens of Flint, | 


in Genesee county, Michigan; and 118 citizens of 
Dexter, Michigan,—praying an appropriation of a 
canal around the falls of St. Mary: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. ‘ 

Mr. PORTER presented four memorials: one 
from 266 citizens of Kalamazoo, Michigan; one from 
102 citizens of Lenawee county; one from 77 citizens 
of Rochester, Oakland county; and one from 203 
citizens of Detroit, Michigan ,—praying for an appro- 
prienon for the construction ofa canal around the 

alls of St. Mary: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a resolution adopted 
by the legislature of Louisiana, requesting the sen- 
ators and representatives from: that State to use their 
exertions to procure an appropriation for the re- 
moval of obstructions from the navigation of the 
Bayou Lafourche: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from the 
heirs of Absalom Tipton, praying Congress for five 
years’ commutation pay on account of the services 
of Captain Tipton, who was killed in the revolution- 
ary war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from Charles 
N. Johnson and two others, praying Congress to take 
some steps to securea more regular reception of the 
Southern mail. 

Mr. S. agreed with the memorialists that some 
steps should be taken to remedy the failure. 
The proper remedy which occurred to him was, to 
deduct, for cach failure, $1,000 for the salary of the 
postmaster general. The petition was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from 
Samuel S. Buckingham, and other citizens of Port- 
land, Connecticut, praying the Senate to reconsider 
their vote of last year by which a treaty of naviga- 
tion and commerce with Texas was rejected. 

Mr. H. made some remarks touching the misap- 
prehension of the memorialists as to. the action of 
the Senate. The treaty was not rejected, but con- 
firmed with amendments. The memorial was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of New Castle, Delaware, on the same sub- 
ject as the above; which received the same refer; 
ence. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented four memorials: 
one from 165 citizens of Ypsilanti; one from 92 citi- 
zens of Manchester, Washington county; one from 
104 citizens of Gibraltar; and one from 142 citizens 
of Marshal, Calhoun county, Michigan,—praying for 
an appropriatian to construct a canal round the falls 
of St. Mary: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce, New York, upon the sub- 
ject. of constructing new lights in the harbor of New 

ork: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from R. 
H. Eddy and others, engineers, inventors,and man- 
ufacturers, interested in the progress of the useful 
arts, suggesting sundry alterations in the Jaws re- 
lating to patents and the Patent Office: referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the 
presidents and directors of all the railroad compa- 
nies in Virginia, asking Congress to pass a law ad- 
mitting railroad iron free of duty: ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed, a bill for that purpose hav- 
ing been eporied:; ae : 

‘Also, the petition of Philip Nelson, and other 
heirs of the late General Thomas Nelson, of Vir- 
ginia, praying Congress to pass a law granting to 
them the commutation pay and interest due to a 
major general of the Virgiula State line: referred to 


. the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, ex 


ed to be printed. 


Also, a petition from George H. Matthews, of 
Buckingham, and other citizens of the, county. of 


Cumberland, Virginia, praying. Congress to pass a 


law granting rélief to the surviving families of the 
officers, seamen, and. marines- who. perished:.on 
board the United States'schooriér Grampus: réferred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. `. Si 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers of Dr. George Yates. A 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was ordered that 
the report of the Secretary of. the: Navy: of ‘the 8th 
instant, in relation to the appointments of acting 
midshipmen,. be printed. ; 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it-was:order- 
ed that the report from the Commissioner of’ the 
General Land Office, on the subject of ithe re- 
ceipt of illegal fees by the land officers, be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of the 
widow of David R. Porter, praying to be. allowed 
certain pay to which her husband was entitled, by 
way of outét as resident minister at Constantinople, 
and also for pension, made an adverse report, which 
was ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
was refered a petition of the officers and crew of 
the steamer Missouri, praying indemnity for the 
loss of Property by the destruction of that vessel, 
reported a bill which embraces some other perma- 
nent matters, supplementary to the act entitled: “An 
actregulating the pay of the navy of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to. a second 
reading. š 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, with an amendment, 
the bill giving the assent, of Congress to the State of 
Illinois to-impose a tax on lands ‘hereafter sold in 
that State from and after the time of such sale. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, it was ordered that 
the resolution of the legislature of Massachusetts, 
on the subject of the annexation of Texas to the 
United States, be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pags, House bill to trans- 
fer the names of pensioners from the agencies in the 
ane of Kentucky to the agency at Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Lewis Davis for a pension; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 4 

Mr. BATES also, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of the heirs of Thomas G. Peachy for in- 
demnity for property destroyed during the revolu- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Eliza Maury, for the renewal 
of pension, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the cesses of Mary 
Ann Morrice, the widow of Davis F. Morrice, and 
the petition of Robert Ramsay, and they were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. JOHNSON gave notice that he would, on to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to confirm the 
rates of public lands in the State of Louisiana incer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill supplementary 
to the act for the relief of William Wynn; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PORTER, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
izing the opening of a canal around the Falls of St, 
Mary, at the outlet of Lake Superior; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
to reduce and graduate the price of the public lands, 
in favor of settlers and cultivators. ` 

Mr. MOREHEAD here remarked thatthe hour 
for the orders ofthe day had nearly arrived; but 
several senators had assured him that they wayld be 
compelled to leave their seats in consequence of the 
exposed situation of the chamber—glmost all the glass 
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“In'the ‘windows having been broken by the firing of 
the ‘cannon by the United States artillery. If it 
would, therefore, be agreeable to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr.. Bucuaway,] who was entitled 
to the floor, on the Oregon question, he would move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that he was very 
anxious to proceed in his remarks; but, from the ne- 
cessity of the case, he would have to yield his 
‘wishes. . . 

The Senate then adjourned till to-morrow at 12 
o’clock, í a F 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 11, 1844. 


-The journal of Saturday having been read, 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would be the call on the States for res- 
olutions. j 

Mr. CRANSTON rose, and asked leave to make 
a personal explanation. x 

No objection being made, 

Mr. C. here read an extract from an article in the 
Globe in reference to the remarks of Mr. RATHBUN 
of Saturday, on the Rhode Island question, that 
“Mr. R. had made him (Mr. C.) take back nearly 
all he was understood to say yesterday; and that he 
(Mr. C.) seemed willing to take back all, but that 
Mr. R. would not yield the floor to him to enable 
him. to do so.” Now he called on the member from 
New York, and every member present at the time, 
to say whether this.was correct; and he would be 
glad if the gentleman from New York would state 
what part of his remarks he was compelled to take 
back. After some remarks in relation to the consti- 
tution of New Hampshire, Mr. C. went on to say 
that. he rose several times, while the gentleman from 
New York was speaking, to correct him; for in- 
stance: the gentleman quoted him as having stated 
that there were several hundreds who voted for 
Dom’s constitution who were in their graves; where- 
as he had said no such thing, and accordingly rose 

„to correct thal statement. The gentleman also quo- 
ted bim as making charges against his constituents 
of being ruitians; whereas he applied that epithet to 
people who were on the borders of the State; and he 
said that those who intended to rush in aficr the 
city of Providence was taken, were ruffians. 

Tr. BURKE wished the gentleman to say wheth- 
er he was reported correctly in the National Intelli- 
gencer > > 

Mr. CRANSTON said no; that the Intelligencer 
did not give one quarter of what he said. 

Mr. BURKE wished the gentleman to. state 
whether the report was correct as far as it went. 

Mr. CRANSTON replied that it was correct as 
far as it went. 4 

Mr. RURKE then read the following extract 
from Mr. Cransron’s remarks, as reported in the 
National Intelligencer: 

“He had, however, no objection to the gentle- 
man’s sending for all who voted for Dorr’s consti- 
tution, though some of them, at least, were in their 

` graves months before that constitution was voted 
for.” 

“Phere were more than two thousand men of those 
whose names appeared as voting for that constitu- 
tion who had not been in the State of Rhode Island 
for four years previous to that time. Where did 
the gentleman expect to find these? Did he expect to 
dig up the bones of those who had slept quietly in 
their graves before the question on the adoption of 
that constitution was pu? Would he go to Ireland 
for, the five hundred voters who were upon these 
shores when that constitution was voted. for?” 

Now he would ask the gentleman if it was not 
here plainly stated, that five hundred of these voters 
were in Ireland, and the rest (fifteen hundred) in their 
graves? 

Mr. CRANSTON said that his language would 
not bear such a construction. The gentleman had 

‘drawn the inference that fifteen hundred were in 
their graves, because he had said that there were 
two thousand who were not in the State when the 
constitution was voted for. ` 

Mr. BURKE said that he did notdraw any infer- 

‘ence. The gentleman’s language was a statement 

- of facts. 

Mr. CRANSTON said that nobody else but the 
gentleman from New Hampshire would draw the in- 
ference that 1,500 of these voters were in their graves. 
He meant to say that 2,000 and more of those 
whose names were reported to have voted for this 

` COnStHULON were not in the State at the time, and 


did not vote for it. Mr.C. was proceeding at length 

to give the reasons for making this assertion; when 

= Mr. RATHBUN inquired if the gentleman was 
going to make another speech. 

r. CRANSTON said No. His object was to 

et an answer to the question he asked from the gen- 

tleman from New York. 
Mr. RATHBUN said he was ready to answer 


. the gentleman, if he would yield him the floor. 


Mr. CRANSTON declined giving up the floor. 
He wished the gentleman to make a simple reply to 


the question he asked. 
Mr. RATHBUN said he had no objections to- 


state whatever he knew on the subject, in answer to 
the gentleman, at a fitting time. 

Here repeated calls were made for the orders of 
the day. 

The SPEAKER stated to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island that it was not in order to debate the 
general question—that he could only refer to what 
he wished to explain in relation to the report. - 

Mr. CRANSTON said he did not wish to debate 
the general question; all he wanted was an explana- 
tion from the gentleman from New York. Now he 
averred that he had taken nothing back of what he 
said in his speech. He rose several times to correct 
the gentleman, but he made no admissions, 

Here the call for the orders of the day was repeat- 
ed by several. 

Mr. SAUNDERS called the attention of the 
House to the following resolution submitted on 
Saturday by Mr. Moons of Ohio: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to report to this Ifouse, on or before 
Monday next, the bill passed by the Senate, and 
referred to said committee, entitled “An act to repeal 
the act entitled an act to amend the act of the 10th 
March, 1830, entitled an act tochange the time of 
holding the circuit and districts courts in the district 
of Ohio.” 

Mr. S, said that he was not in the House at the 
time the resolution was offered; but having since 
secn it, he considered it a censure on the committec. 
Now Mr. S. said the committee were ready to re- 
port this bill back to the House, but were prevented 
from doing so by the gentleman who offered it, who 
asked them not to make a report on it till his col- 
league from the Cincinnati district [Dr. Duncan] 
had been heard before the committee. After this 
request had been made, he thought it strange that 
the gentleman should have submitted such a resolu- 
tion to the House. 

Mr. POTTER of Ohio explained the reasons 
why the resolution was offered, to be the anxiety of 
some members of the Ohio delegation to have the 
bill decided in the House. He did not consider 
the resolution as implying any censure on the 
Judiciary Committee, and declared that none was 
intended. 


Some further explanations followed from Messrs. 
VINTON, POTTER, SAUNDERS, MOORE, and 
DUNCAN, 

Mr. VANCE hoped the resolution passed on Sat- 
urday would be reconsidered; and that, after the ex- 
eae the Committee on the Judiciary would 
be satisfied that no disrespect was intended towards 
them, 

The resolution was then reconsidered; and it was 
then, 

On the motion of Mr. WELLER, laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LEONARD presented to the House resolu- 
tions ofthe legislature of the State of New York, 
instructing their senators and requesting their repre- 
seetatives to vole for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Hudson river. 

OREGON. 


My. A. V. BROWN, chairman of the Committee 
on Territories, reported a bill extending the civil and 
criminal jurisdiction of the courts of the Territory 
of Iowa, south and west of said ‘Territory to the Pa- 
cific; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and-ordered, to- 
gether with the report, to be printed. 

The bill extends said jurisdiction west of the 
Rocky mountains, from latitude 42° south, to 54° 
40' of north latitude. Tt gives 640 acres of land to 
each inhabitants of any State or Territory who may 
have heretofore removed, or may hereafter remove to 
that country, and cultivate and use the same for five 
years. Also, 160 acres for the wife of such inhabi- 
tant, and the like quantity toeach child when taken 
there, or which may be born in the Territory. It 


further provides for the appointment of another 
judge for the Territory. of Iowa, who is to reside 
in Oregon; and also for the appointment of justice of 
the peace.. . , 

The sum of one hundred thousand dollars is ap- 
propriated to'bùild forts on the main pass to Orc- 
gon, and within it, and to carry into effect the other 
provisions fof the bill. . À 
© Mr. LEONARD and Mr. FISH obtained permis- 
sion to present petitions from New York. 

‘Mr. COBB called for the orders of the day. 


RES OLUTION DAY. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of busi- 
ness to be the call of the States for resolutions, 
commencing with South Carolina, 

Mr. COBB offered a resolution fixing the hour of 
meeting of the House hereafter at 11 o'clock; and 
on this he moved the previous question. 

On the question of seconding the demand for the 

revious question, tellers were , demanded, and 

essrs. Cavsin and Burge were appointed; and 
they reported 69 in the affirmative, and 38 in the 
negative, being less than a quorum. 

The SPEAKER said there was undoubtedly a 
quorum in the House, and he requested gentlemen 
to-vote either on one side on the other. 

The vote was again taken, and resulted—ayes 75, 
noes 51. 

The main question being then put, (viz: shall the 
resolution be adopted;) the yeas and nays were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 197, nays 
33, as follows: es 


YKAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Arrington Atkinson, 
Barringer, Benton, James Black, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William 
J. Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Coldwell, Cary, Carroll, 
Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, 
Cobb, Cross, Crllom, Dana, Richard D. Davis, J. W. Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, French, B. Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Harper, Henley, 
Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P.. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
MeClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Moore, 
E.J. Morris, Murphy, Owen, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfc, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Rogers, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Tucker, Vance, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—127, 

NAYS-—Mess7vs. Barnard, 
Brown, 


Edward J. Black, Jeremiah 
Campbell, Chilton, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett 
Davis, Foot, Foster, Hardin, Holmes, Hudson, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Lewis, Maclay, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Rayner, Rodney, Sample, 
Schenck, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, Summers, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vinton, and Winthrop—33. 4 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. BLACK. of Georgia offered the following 
resolution, and called for the previous question: 


Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional 
power to abolish slavery in the Territories of the 

nited States, or in the District of Columbia, or to 
receive any petition, memorial, or other paper, the 
purpose of which is to accomplish that object, either 
directly or indirectly. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the resolution 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether the resolution did 
not come within the rule which prohibits the recep- 
tion of all papers relating to the subject of slavery. 
_ The SPEAKER replied that he did not consider 
1t as coming within the rule. 

On the motion to lay on the table, the yeas and 
nays were demanded, and ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 96, nays 61, as follows: 

YEAS.-Messers. Benton, James Black, Blackwell, Boy- 
er, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, Wm. J. Brown, 
Buflington, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Clinch, Cobb, 
Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, John’ W. Davis, ` Dean, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Elmer, Fish, foster, French, W. Green, 
Byram Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Henley, Herrick, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Ghas. 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P, Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Leonard, Lucas, MeCauslen, Ma- 
ciay, McClelland, “McDowell, Moore, Joseph Morris, 
Moseley, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, tathbun, Rayner, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rodney, Russell, St. John, Sample, 
Senter, T. H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens, John Stewart, Stone, Summers, Taylor,. Tib- 
batts, Tucker, Tyler, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton; Wil- 
lams, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—96. ` ok 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Ed 
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ward J. Black, Bossier, Bowlin, Burt, Carroll, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis,,Deberry, Dickey, Ellis, Ficklin, Foot, 
Giddings, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Houston, Hudson, 
Hughes, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Perley B. Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Labranche, Lewis, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mc- 
Connell, Mecilvaine, Marsh, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Newton, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Roberts, Rockwell, 
Rogers, Saunders, Schenck, Severance, Simpson, Caleb B. 
Smith, A. Stewart, . Stiles, Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, 
Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodward, and William Wright 
—61. i 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, % 


Resolved, That the, Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy and justice of extending the benefit of an-act en- 
titled “an act granting half pay and pensions to cer- 
tain widows,” approved July 7th, 1838, to widows 
whose husbands have died since the passage of said 
act, or who shall hereafter die, if such widows shall 
otherwise be entitled to the same. : 

On motion by Mr. HARALSON, 


Resolved, That the papers relating to the claim of 
John Robinson, administrator upon the estate of 
George M. Lavender deceased, accompanying this 
motion, be referred to the Committee of Claims, — 


Mr. McCAUSLEN gave notice that, on some sub- 
sequent day of this session, he would introduce a 
bill for the relief of Jonathan Been. 

On motion by Mr. CHAPPELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into and re- 
port.on the expediency of transporting the mail be- 
tween the cities of Charleston and Savannah by 
steamboats daily in lieu of the present daily trans- 
portation by land. i 

On motion by Mr. SIMPSON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads he instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a mail route from Laurens 
court house, South Carolina, by Anderson court 
house and Andersonville, in the same State, to 
Athens, ‘Georgia. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS submitted the following 
resolution; which being objected to, lies over for one 

ay: . 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
im Congress assembled, That it be recommended to 
the several State legislatures to adopt an amend- 
ment to the constitution of the United States, by 
adding to the 4th paragraph of the first section of 
article 11th of the constitution of the United States, 
these words: 


“And when Congress shall have fixed the ratio of 
representation after each enumeration of the popu- 
lation of the United States, it shall be the duty of 
the legislature of the several States to divide their 
respective States into as many districts as such 
States may have senators and representatives in 
Congress—each district to contain as near as may 
be an equal number of population, according to the 
principle of representation in Congress; and each 
district shall elect an elector; so as to make said 
paragraph read thus: ` The Congress may determine 
the time of choosing the electors, and the day on 
which they shall give their votes, which shall be 
the same throughout the United States; and when 
Congress shall have fixed the ratio of representation 
after each enumeration of the population of the 
United States, it shall be the duty of the legislatures 
of the several States to divide their respective 
States into as many districts as such. States 
may have senators and representatives in Congress, 
each district to contain as near as may be an equal 
number of population, according to the principle of 
representation in Congress, and each district shall 
elect one elector.” 


Mr. BOYD offered the following resolution, and 


demanded the previous question on it: 

Resolved, That twenty thousand extra copies of 
the bil] and report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means in relation to the tariff, be printed for the use 
of this House. . S i ; 

The demand for the previous question having been 
seconded, and the main question ordered, it was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirma- 
tive: yeas 109, nays 50. 

On motion of Mr. CALDWELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedienc 
of allowing pensions to Lorina Holland, Nancy Reed, 
Judah French, Eleanor Kingston, Catharine aylor, 


Nelly White, Samuel Wiliams, Dennis Hopkins, 
Delila Johnson, and Hugh Warren, in conformity 
with the declarations and papers in their respective 


cases now on file in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. ` 


On motion of Mr. FRENCH, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War communi- 
cate to this House, atas early a period as practica- 
ble, the progress made in the purchase of the sites, 
and in the construction of the marine hospitals on 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers and Lake Erie, au- 
thorized and required by the act entitled “An act to 
provide for certain harbors, and for the removal of 
obstructions in and at the mouth of certain rivers, 
and for other purposes, during the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-six,” approved 
March 3d, 1837, and accompany the same with es- 
timates of the sums necessary for their comple- 
tion. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire and report upon the expedi- 
ency and propriety of amending the law regulating 
the pay of commissioned officers in the United States 
marine corps, so that the pay and emoluments of 
such officers, when attached to sea-going vessels, 
shall be equal to their compensation when doing duty 
on shore. : 


Mr. SENTER offered the following resolution; 
but as objection was raised, it lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
port to this House the amount of revenue from_the 
duties upon imports accruing in the months of Jan- 
uary and February of the present year. ` 

Mr. ASHE offered the following resolution; which, 
being objected to, lies over one day: ; 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House whether the sixth 
section of the act of Congress, approved by him Au- 
gust 23, 1842, and contemplating eastern and west- 
ern geographical divisions in the army of the United 


States, has been carried into execution; whether sai 


divisions do exist, with commandants for each, as 


contemplated by said section; and if not, the reasons 
why; whether the appropriations for rations to the 
commanders of divisions have been applied as pro- 
vided for by said section; whether a non-execution 
of this law, as respects divisions and their command- 
ers, does not affect materially the rank, Pays. and 
professional character of Edmund Pendleton Gaines, 
a major-general in the army, whose acknowledged 
merit had secured to him a command according to his 
war brevet of major general, from the 15th August, 
1814, until the date of general orders No. 40 of July 
12, 1842; whether there are just reasons for with- 
holding from Major General Gaines his major gene~ 
yal’s command ofa division of half of the army; and 
if any, what; whether there are, also, just reasons for 
reducing his pay from that of a major general, which 
he had received for nearly thirty years, to that of 
a brigadier, as appears by the Army Register of January 
of the present year; and whether or not the principle 
of depriving ofticers of commandsin the army, by 
way of punishment, without a charge, specification, or 
court, isin accordance with the seventy-fifih and seventy- 
seventh articles of war, as suggested in Major Gene- 
ral Scott’s report of the 3d November, 1842, recom- 
mending that Major General Gaines be placed on a 
leave of absence as long as the highest in authority 
deemed proper, has appeared in the degradation of 
Major General Gaines, and in the reduction of his 
pay: 5 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked the Clerk to read 
the notice which he gave on Saturday last.of a mo- 
tion to amend the rules. 

The Clerk read it as follows: 

“That the House may, at any time, by a vote of 
the majority of the members present, suspend the 
rules and orders for the purpose of going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 
also of providing for the discharge of the committee 
from the consideration of any bill referred to it, after 
acting. without. debate on all amendments pending 
and that may be offered.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON made the motion of 
which he had given notice, and he called for the 
previous question. 


gentleman’s motion was not in order at this time. 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON contended that it was, 
and said he should be under the necessity of taking 


an appeal from the decision of the Chair. He had.: 
given one. day’s notice on Saturday. last, and his no» 
tice was entered on the minutes of the House;.and 
“it was certainly. competent now to call up that subs 
ject, and for the House to alter the rules referred tos 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY ‘asked if a vote of- 
two-thirds would not be required to make the change 
suggested. | , : ite 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said it would not, for the 
hotice obviated a two-thirds vote. g : 

Some conversation ensued, in which the SPABK= 
ER pro tem., Mr. C. JOHNSON, and others, took 

art. i : 

. The SPEAKER then changed his decision—the 
previous question having been moved. 

` Mr. ADAMS remarked that the notice of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee was not in order when it was 
given. He had himself given a-notice to alter the 
rules some time since under similar circumstances, 
and the Speaker then told him that his motion was: 
not in order; and that it could only be got in bya 
vote of two-thirds. On asking the Speaker when it 
would be in order, he was told that it could be regu- 
larly. given on the resolution day; and he could not, 
therefore, understand how the notice of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee could have been received on 
Saturday. He (Mr. A.) was in the House on Sat- 
urday, and he was not aware that such a notice was 
given. But further: the decision of the Speaker, in 
reference to his notice, was also applied to a notice 
given by another gentleman, [Mr. R. D. Davis,} 
who had stated his intention to move to rescind the 
25th rule; how, then, could the gentleman from 
Tennessee get in his notice out of order? If, there- 
fore, the House should determine to take up this 
subject, he should expect the House to take up the 
motion of which he had given notice for an amend- 
ment of the rules. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr.: C, 
JOHNSON, the SPEAKER, Mr. HARDIN, and 
Mr. BARNARD. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose, and said he - wished to 
raise a question of order. The gentleman from 
Tennessee offered his resolution, which the Speaker 
now admitted to be within the rule, the previous 
question having been called upon it before the 
| mover took his seat, thus cutting off all possibility 
of*raising objections, and thus defeating a privilege 
of the members of this House. Now, he appealed 
from the decision of the Speaker, and he should see 
whether a majority of this House would sustain 
this discourteous and irregular practice of calling 
the previous question. 

e SPEAKER contended that debate was not 
in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he was not debating the 
question; he was simply stating his point of ordér, 
for he wished to be understood as appealing from 
the decision of the Chair, that the previous question 
might be thus called, and cut off all objections. 

The SPEAKER said it was the uniform practice 
of the House. 

The question was then taken on the appeal, and 
the decision of the Chair was sustained as the judg- 
ment of the House. : 

The question next recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, and the vote was 
taken by Messrs. C. Jonnson and McCuennanp äs 
tellers, and they reported 50 in the affirmative, and 
36 in the negative. So there was a second. 

The main question was ordered to be now put, 
and the question recurred on the resolution of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. tates 

Mr. SAUNDERS called for a division. of the 
question; and it was accordingly divided. 

Upon the first branch of the resolution the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows:—yeas 112, nays 55. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James 
Black, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Chappell, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Deberry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, 
Foster, French,Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hut- 
bell; Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Irvin, Jameson, 


Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. 
Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche,. Leonard, 


The SPEAKER (Mr. Hornuys, pro tem.) said the | 


Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph 
Morris, Murphy, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, David L. Seymour; Si- 
mons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Sykes, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, J, A. Wright, and Yost—112. ona een weir: 


368 


NAYS—Messrs: Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 


aS x a av 
Bernard, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Chil- 


ton. Clinch, Dickey, Dicknson, Fish, Foot, Willis’ Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Washington 
Hunt, Charles. J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Perley B. 
Johnson, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Mortis, Morse, Newton, Patterson, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Preston, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Rhett, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Wethered,. Winthrop, and Woodward—65. 


Mr. SAUNDERS then moved that: the second 


brarich be: laid upon the table; and upon this motion. 


the. yeas and-nays were taken, and resulted thus— 
yeas 93, nays 76: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bentoh, James 
Black, Bossier, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Cald- 
well, Cary, Catlin, Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hopkins, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Irvin, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, John P, Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Ow- 
en, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Relfe, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, Jt. John, Simons, Sli- 
dell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stetson, Stone, Sykes, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, 
‘Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Woodward Jo- 
seph A. Wright, and Yost—-93, 

AYS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, E. J, Black, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, 
Burt, Carroll, R. Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Callamer, Dan- 
iel, John W. Davis, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish,Foot, Gid- 
dings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Washington *Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R „Ingersoll, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Leonard, Lewis, McClernand, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward 
J. Morris, Morse, Newton, Patterson, Payne, Elisha R. 
Potter, Preston, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Rhett, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, T. H. Seymour, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Thomassou, Thompson, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered 
and Winthrop,—76. 


CLERKS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the chief clerk report to this 
House what number of deputy or sub-clerks of the 
House of Representatives he is authorized by law, or 
resolution to appoint, the. number appointed, what 
States they are from, their various employments, the 
amount of their salaries, out of what fund they are 
paid, the number of hours they are employed each 
day, what will be their employment, if any, after 
the adjournment of Congress, and whether any and 
all the duties pertaining to the office. of said clerk 
cannot be discharged with a less number of deputy 
or sub-clerks than are now employed. Also, what 
duties are performed by the Clerk of the House in 

erson; and that said chief clerk report to this 
ouse within the next ten days. 

Mr. PETTIT moved an amendment, to take the 
persons employed in the document room from under 
the direction of the door-keeper, and place them un- 
der the direction of the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HOLMES objected to the resolution, and it 
went over. 


GENERALS GAINES AND SCOTT. 


Mr. MILTON BROWN offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred a bill to divide the United 
States into two military districts, in addition to the 
report itmay see proper to make on said bill, also re- 

ort whether a communication has been received 

y said committee from Major General Winfield 
Scott, touching the merits of said bill; and if so, that 
said committee report the same to this House. 


Mr. HARPER offered the following resolution; 
which, being objected to, les over: 

Resolved, That the select committce to whom 
amendments to the constitution have been referred, 
inguire into the expediency of amending the consti- 
tution of the United States, so that the voters in the 


several States may vote directly for President and 
Vice President. 


Mr. SCHENCK offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House, if, in his opinion, 
Such communication will not be inconsistent with 
the pale interest, whether Duff Green, a citizen of 
ths United States, has been, at any time within the 
last two years, employed and acting in any capacity 
es agent for this government, or of any department 
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thereof, in Great Britain, or-any other foreign coan- 


try; and, if so, what hae been the said Green’s par- 


ticular official relation to this government; under ` 


what authority of law, and by whom, he was ap- 
pointed; what provision has been made for his com- 
pensation, and the amount of that compensation. 


Objections being made by several, 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to suspend the rule. 

Mr. HOLMES asked if the question was debata- 
ble. If so, he should like to say a word. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative--yeas 86, nays 75—not two-thirds, as 
follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Bowlin, Milton Brown, J. Brown, But- 
fington,. Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, 
Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D.Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Fish, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, Grin- 
nell, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hoge, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. fn- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Perley B. Johnson, A. Johnson, 
G. W. Jones, Jolin P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lucas, 
MeConnell, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Edward J Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, 
Rayner, David S. Reid, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. 
John, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stone, Summers, Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, and 
Williams—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Edward J. Black, 
Blackwell, Bossier, Boyd, Broadhead, Aaron V. Brown, 


William J. Brown, Burt, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, . 


Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dil- 
lingham, Elmer, Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, 
Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lewis, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCausleén, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, 
Owen, Payne, Pettit, Purdy, Rathbun, Rhett, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Russell, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, John 
Stewart, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Winthrop and Yost—75. ` 

Mr. E. D. POTTER submitied the following joint 
resolution; which being objected to, went over: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tatives in Congress assembled, That a joint committee 
be appointed to contract with one or more compe- 
tent American artists, for the execution of a histor- 
ical picture, serving to illustrate the success of the 
American arms in the late war with Great Britain; 
and that the subject be “the battle of New Orleans, 
January 8, 1815,” the particular point of time in said 
battle to be left to the choice of the artist under the 
control of the committee. : 

Mr. TILDEN offered the following resolution; 
on which he demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That the Clerk, be directed to suspend 
the printing of the extra copies of the report of the 


Committee of Ways and Means,on the subject of ` 


the amendment of the existing tariff law, for ten 
days, so that the views of the minority of that com~ 
mittee on the same subject (if by that time pre- 
sented to the House) may be published in equal 
numbers with said report; and that the whole be 
put in form for distribution together. 

Mr. FISH moved to lay the resolution on the ta- 
ble; and on this he called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted thus 
— yeas 93, nays 70: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Calg- 
well, Campbell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Cranston, Cullom, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Foster, French, 
Byram Green, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 

erford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
save Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mc- 
Causlen, Maclay’ McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Payne, Pratt, Purdy, 
Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, 
St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weiler, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Wiliams, Woodward, William Wright, and Jo- 
seph A. Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 
ger, Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, 
Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, 
Dana, Garret Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Fish, 
Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, 
Harper, Henley, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. In- 

ersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel 
> King, McClelland, Mellvaine, Marsh, E. J. Morris, Morse, 
Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. 
Potter, Almon H. Read, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, 
Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, Win- 
throp, and Yost—70. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. VINTON, 


: Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of amending the law, so as to regulateand re- 
duce the taxable costs and fees in admiralty cases 
in the courts of the United States. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked the clerk to read the 
notice sometime since gave of a motion to amend 
the 23d rule ofthe House. 

The CLERK read itaccordingly, as follows: 

“Mr. Gippines gave notice that on to-morrow, 
or some subsequent day, he would move the follow- 
ing amendment to the 23d rule of the House: Pro- 
vided, Nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to prohibit the reception of any petition, 
memorial, resolution, or other paper, seeking the 
repeal of any existing act of Congress heretofore 

assed.” 
P During the reading, Mr. McCONNELL, and 
others, were heard to say they objected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he offered that resolution; 
and upon it he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCONNELL said it was notin order for 
the gentleman to move the previous question, for he 
had objected while the resolution was being read. 

Mr. PAYNE, also, said his colleague had objected 
long before the previous question was moved. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said perhaps the Speaker would 
not decide the question until the facts of the case 
were stated. . 

Mr. PAYNE rose to a point of order. His col- 
league [Mr. McCoxnzeLL] objected to the resolution 
before the previous question was called for, and 
therefore it must go over under the rule; and he sub- 
mitted that it was not in order for the gentleman 
from Ohio to go on to discuss the question, 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he wished to correct the 
grntleman from Alabama, [Mr. Payne,] and he 
would state the facts. He was proceeding, when 

Mr. CAMPBELL interposed, and said if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had moved the previous question, 
it would cut off his own explanation of the facts. 

The SPEAKER explained. He was understood 
to say that the gentleman from Ohio rose and called 
for the reading of his notice, and after it was 
read, he still retained the floor, and no other gen- 
tleman having been recognised, he moved the previ- 
ous question. i 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said, to alter a standing 
rule of the House required one day’s notice. 

The SPEAKER replied that such notice, had 
been given, R 

Mr. CAMPBELL inquired if the journal showed 
ite 
The Clerk said the notice was given, and entered 
in the month of December. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that was before the rules 
were adopted; and he wished, therefore, to know if 
that notice applied to the present rules. . 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested that, if the previous 
question had been renewed, it would cut off the re- 
marks of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
notice was in order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. WELLER hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would withdraw that motion; for, if the House 
refused to second the demand for the previous ques~ 
tion, it would go over as debatable. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also intimated that he would 
not press the point which hehad raised. - 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and Messrs. 
Grinne.t and Houston were appointed. They re- 
ported 46 in the affirmative, and 77 in the negative. 

So there was no second, 

Mr. RAYNER and Mr. RATHBUN rose simul- 
taneously. The former inquired if it was in order 
to move to lay the resolution on the table; and the 
latter objected to the resolution. 

Mr. RAYNER said it was not in order for the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ravusun] thus to 
take the floor from him. He then moved to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. WELLER objected to the resolution being 
considered in any way; and he insisted that it must 
necessarily go over. 

Mr. RAYNER again urged his motion to lay on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that, if 
objected to, it must go over, under the rule. 


Mr. MOORE offered the following: : 
Resolved, That the House procced to the coxsider- 
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ation of the tariff bill on the 27th instant, and pro- 
ceed with its consideration from day to day, until 
the same is disposed of. 

The previous question was demanded. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table; and upon this motion the yeas and 
nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: yeas 86, nays 90. 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 

The question recurred upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and the vote being taken 

. by tellers, resulted thus: yeax 73, nays 75. 

So there was not a second. 

Mr. BLACK then moved an amendment, to the 
effect that the subject of the tariff should be taken 
up for consideration on the first Monday in May 
next; and upon this he demanded the previous ques- 


tion. š 
Mr. HARDIN objected to the resolution and 


to the amendment; and he hoped it would be laid 


over. 


The previous question having been demanded, ' 


however, before the objection was heard by the 
Chair, the objection could not then be entertained. 

Mr. CLINTON moved that the House adjourn: 

- rejected—ayes 65, noes 66. f 

Mr. BLACK withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HARDIN then renewed his objections, and 
the resolution went over. 

On motion by Mr. MURPHY, 

The House adjourned. 


‘The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
hanagd to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of the Cham- 
ber ‘of Commerce of New York, praying for the 
erection of a light-house upon Flynn’s Knowl and 
upon Execution Rocks; and also that a beacon be 
placed upon the Romer’s Shoal: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A memorial of a public 
meeting at Vicksburg, Mississippi, in relation to the 
establishment of a national armory and naval depot 
at Vicksburg. 

By Mr. Bossier: The petition of the Red River 
Railroad company for remission of duties on iron: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. The pe- 
tition and papers of Madame Baptiste Berard, pray- 
ing for confirmation to a tract of land where she 
now resides, on the Bayou Teche, State of Louisi- 
ana. The petition and documents of J. Chretien, 
in relation to a land claim in the same State. The 
petition and papers of Charles Olivier Denlasel, 
praying Congress to pass an act confirming acertain 
tract of land therein described: all three referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. The peti- 
tion of Flavel Foster, of Louisiana, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law to refund to him moneys paid to 
the government of the United States for lands, by 
him purchased, that have since been recognised, be- 
ing in the republic of Texas: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. CLINTON: The petition of William 
Bross and others, of Orange county, New York, 
for the reduction of postage. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of A. J. Pres- 
ton Presley, O. Wilson, and 160 others, citizens of 
Crawford, Jasner, Clarke, and Cumberland counties, 
Llinois, asking the establishment of a post-route 
from Palestine, in Crawford county, to Greenup, 
in Cumberland county, through Robinson, the coun- 
ty seat of Crawford county, the Morris Settlement, 
and Belleair. The memorial of Joseph Butler and 
others, citizens of Richland county, Ilinois, asking 
a grant of land to complete the national thorough- 
fare between the lakes and the Ohio, by the improve- 
ment of the Wabash. M 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The petition of Thom- 
as Flanegan, of Philadelphia, praying Congress to 
grant him a pension for military services in 1795 
and 1798. Ya : 

By Mr. CHAPPELL: The petition from the 
mayor and many of the citizens of Macon, Georgia, 
for’ the daily transportation of the mail by steam- 
boats between the cities of Savannah and Charles- 
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ton: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By J. W. JONES, (Speaker:) The memorial of the 
legislative council of the Territory of Lowa, for the 
formation ofa constitution and State government: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. The peti- 
tion of William Cotton, an old revolutionary soldier, 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 'The memorial from the rail- 
road. companies of Virginia: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The petition from 
Maine Temperance Union respecting spirit rations 
in the navy: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: l 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The memorial of Samuel 
R. Č. Buckner and 81 others; of Lazarus Ritter and 
100 others, of Green county; of John B. Herrington 
and 90 others;all praying a grant of land in the 
Vincennes land district, Indiana, for the purpose of 
completing the Wabash and Erie canal from Terre 
Haute, Indiana, to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. LEONARD: The petition of Walter 
Monroe; of the city and State of New York, (a col- 
òred man,) praying a pension for services rendered 
as a soldier in the revolutionary war. The petition 
of Sarah Sergeant, of the said city and State, widow 
of James Sergeant, deceased, praying a pension in 
consideration of the services. of her late husband, as 
a soldier in the same war. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The petition of 
60 citizens of Grant county, Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, asking the establishment of a mail route from 
Laneaster, the county seat of said county, to Wing- 
ville, situated -on Blue river: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The peti- 
tion of 120 citizens of the county of Milwaukie, Ter 
ritory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment ofa 
mail route from the town of Milwaukie, following 
the Territorial road, to Watertown and Fort Winne- 
bago; through Menomona, Lisbon, Warren, Ocon- 
omewoe, and Pipersville: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The petition 


‘of citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 


for the establishment of a mail route northeast- 
wardly from Madison, the seat of government of 
said territory, via Sun Prairie, in Dana county, 
Columbus, in Portage county, and Beaver, in Dodge 
county, to Waupon, in Fondulac. county: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 12, 1844. 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he received, some days 
ago, a printed memorial from ‘the citizens of Cincin- 
nati to Congress, relative to the navigation of the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers; and with it a letter 
from a distinguished gentleman, who was chairman 
of the committee, which prepared the memorial; the 
letter requesting him (Mr. Morenzap) to present 
the memorial to the Senate. The time which had 
elapsed since the reception of the memorial had been 
occupied by him (Mr. M.) in making such an anal- 
ysis of its contents as would enable him to present 
a concise view of the subject to the Senate, and in 
a proper manner. If he should, in doing so, con- 
sume the time of the Senate, he trusted it would not 
be attributed to any disposition to occupy that time 
unnecessarily; but to the solicitude which he felt in 
the subject, and the respect he entertained for the 
gentlemen who-bad made him the organ of its com- 
munication. With several of those whose names 
appear in the printed proceedings, he was well aca 
quainted, and also with those appended to the me- 
morial. He took occasion here to say that they are 
gentlemen as much entitled to respectand confidence 
as any with whom he had the pleasure of being ac- 
quainted. N 

He would submit the condensed statement which 
he had himself drawn up from the memorial, and 
generally in the language of the memorial itself, for 
the purpose of presenting faithfully the views of 
the memorialists. The subject is one of the greatest 
interest to those on the other side of the Alleghany 
mountains. It sets out with a description of the 
Western territory, its extent, resources, and popula- 
tion. lts extent was from the 29th to the 47th 
degree of north latitude, and from the Alleghany to 
the Rocky mountains; embracing an average length 


of 12 degrees, and a medium breadth of 10 degrees, 
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and containing 432,000 square miles of ‘territory, 
including nine States, two Territories, and portions 
of two other States; the population being 8,437,000; 
but leaving out the: one-third of Pennsylvania and 
Virginia, the population of the. residue. would: be 
6,461,000—~a little more than one-third of thè popu- , 
lation of the United States. -It statés the “length of 
the Ohio river from Pittsburg to its mouth, at-1,000 
miles; the length of the Mississippi from the Falls 
of St. Anthony. to its mouth at 2,000 miles; ‘and of 
the Missouri 3,000 miles—making a general internal 
navigation of 12,000 miles. : i 

Mr. M. continued his observations for nearly an 
hour, being an analysis of the statisties contained in 
the memorial; also other. statistics connected with 
the commerce and general growth of the West. He 
concluded by moving the printing of the memorial; 
which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented a petition from Joseph 
R. Boulware, and other citizens of the districts of 


. Abbeville and Newbury, in South Carolina, pray- 


ing the establishment ofa mail route from Newbury 
courtehouse to Woodville, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Jonas Preston and oth- 
ers, for certain compensation. f 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Peter Amie for a 
pension. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill granting a pension to William McPherson; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading.. 


Mr. BERRIEN said that several petitions had 
been presented and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, asking remuneration for losses sustained. in 
Florida. The committee reported a general bill, in 
which he finds that the claims of one of the petition- 
ers had not been embraced in it. He therefore 
moved that the bill and petitions be recommitted to 
the same committee, with a view of making pro- 
vision for the case alluded to: agreed to. 

Mx. B. also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House for altering the place of holding the district 
court of the United States for the district of New 
Jersey. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of James Ritchie; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading, 
and the report accompanying ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill. for the relief of James 
Pemberton Hutcheson, late a consul of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. Ps 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made’an adverse report. on the 
petition of Julius A. Culbertson; which was order- 
ed to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER called for the special orders of the 
day. i i 
4 OREGON QUESTION, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Semere, in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
Le requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that itis the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by 
the convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th August, 1827. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was deeply impressed 
with the importance of this question; and still more 
deeply impressed with the conviction that a speedy 
and peaceful settlement of it could only be obtained 
by speedy action upon the subject. All were.any~ 


$870 


ians that this question with Great Britain should. be 
settled in peace; and no senator on this floor was 
more anxious for such a consummation than he was. 


But he was firmly and solemnly convinced. that the.’ 


mode pointed out by his friend on his side of the 


Senate, of accomplishing the object, utterly failed. - 


We were- sending’ numerous emegrants across the 
‘Rocky mountains every year, who were there un- 
der no control but that of their own passions. Law 
and government must be: sent with them; or under 
the establishment of the, government of England, 
called. the Hudson Bay, company, which existed 
there, they would probably be forced into a colli- 
sion; and such a collision would indeed be fatal for 
the peace of both countries. ors 

This question ought to be considered by senators. 
as practical statesmen; and his sole wish en the pres- 
ent occasion was, that they should pursue such a 
course as would maintain our title to the territory, 
and yet preserve the peace ofthe world. He-should 
not say much upon the form of the resolution offered 
by the senator from Ilinois, [Mr. Semere] If it 
were not correct, it could easily be amended. He 
scarcely thought, however, without going into the 
question of executive power, that any President of 
the United States could be authorized to give that 
notice without the sanction of Congress. A treaty 
was the supreme law of the land. This treaty had 
existed for a quarter of a century. It could’ only 
have been ratified by a majority. of two-thirds 
of the Senate; and it could hardly ‘be expected 
that the President of the United’ States, upon 
his own authority, would abrogate and annul 
this treaty, without the advice and consent of 
that body. Without, therefore, embarrassing this 
question—without any technical objections to the 
form of the resolution—he should proceed to discuss 
this subject. What was the question? On the 20th 
of October, 1818, a convention was framed between 
the United States and Great Britain, by which the 
Territory of Oregon was opened to the citizens and 
subjects of both nations for the term of ten years— 
its bays, creeks, harbors, navigable rivers, &e., in- 
clusive, But this joint occupation was not to affect 
the title or claim of either government to that Terri- 
tory.. 

In August, 1827, this convention was renewed, 
extending the provisions of the third article indefi- 
nitely, and enabling either party, on a notice of 
twelve months, to abrogate or annul this conven- 
tion, The question now was, Shall the Senate ad- 
vise the President of the United States to abrogate 
and annul this convention? If it were annulled, each 
party would be restored to its original rights; and 
what were they? Mexico had an undisputed claim, 
and was in undisputed possession ofthe country up 
to the latitude of 420 N. By a treaty between Russia 
and the United States, and ‘afterwards between Rus- 
sia and England, the dominions of Russia were lim- 
ited to 540 40" of north datitude. So that the terri- 
tory in dispute between the two nations (England 
and the United States) embraced the whole north- 
west coast of. America from 42° to 54° 40 north, 
extending east to the summit of the Roeky moun- 
tains. Now, to the whole of this territory—to ev- 
ery foot of it, from the latitude of 48° north to the 
latitude of 54° 40’—he believed most firmly we had 
a clear and conclusive tide, Under the public law 
of Christendom, which had existed ever since the 
establishment of the continent of America, he 
thought it could be demonstrated that we had this 
clear and conclusive title. He himself intended, on 
a future occasion, when the bil shoald come bef6re 
the Benate for establishing a territorial government, 
if no one else rose, to establish such a elaim as no 
power on earth could gainsay. But the question 
of wile was not now brought jforward; and 
it was not his purpose to go into it. Hf it had been 
his purpose, the senator from Hiinois, [Mr. Breusr, 
who had made his first appearance here in a most 
able and distinguished speech, would have superse- 
ded what he (Mr. B.) had to say. There was a 
distingnished fellow-townsman of his own—a Phila- 
delphian—who had placed this question in a clear 
and conclusive light; and, as far as he had examined 
it, the work of Mr. Greenhow had entirely super- 
aeded ail that could be said on the subject. 

Then, coming directly to the question or inquiry, 
Ought we to give this notice? He (Mr. B.) contend- 
ed that if we wished to make a treaty with England 
at all—if we wished to settie the question—it was 
indisputable necessary that we should give this no- 
tice. And why? On the plainest principles of com- 
mon sense, and on the policy that governed nations. 
The status in quo was too popular in England to pers 


“that they desired. 


mit the English government to give the no- 
tice at the present moment. She had now, 
and hat had for a quarter of a century the 
exclusive possession of this entire ‘territory be- 
longing to us, for every purpose for which she de- 
sired to possess it. It was even a matter of boast 
that the Hudson Bay company had expelled the 
Americans from - the’ territory; and we heard, from 
the most authentic sources, that they had murdered 
between four and five hundred of our fellow-citizens, 
either themselves, or through the agency of their 
influence with the Indians. We had. gone there for 
the purpose of interfering with their hunting and 
trapping! ' Under the existing treaty, they had ail 
They had exclusive possession 
of this vast country. They had the fur trade, 
(which was part of their wealth,) and a means of 
cnlarging and extending the trade of the mother 
country; and why should they wish to change their 
position? Why should they’ desire even to divide 
this territory, at present, with the United States? It 
would. only make their position worse, instead of 
better. If we should, indeed, consent to yield to 
the enormous demand she had made to bring our 
title down to the mouth of the Columbia river, they 
would have all. Their policy was to keep all, as 
long as furs were valuable in that country. 

Knowing the policy which had always actuated 
the British government, and all other governments, 
he should not be astonished at all, if we could go to 
the cabinet of Packenham—for whom, by-the-by, 
he entertained a high personal respect, so far as he 
was acquainted with him—that we would find his 
instructions to be, Delay this qnestion as long as 
youcan—the longer you delay the settlement of it, 
the better forus. Whe have the hunting and entire 
trade of the whole territory, and if the question of 
title can be kept back twenty years, or indefinitely, 
so much the better. 

That was everything they desired—everything 
they wanted; and, his (Mr. B.'s) life for it, there 
would be no treaty if the Senate of the United States 
should vote to lay this resolution on the table,as he 
had no doubt they would do. He was as firmly 
convinced of this as that he had the honor now to 
address this enlightened assembly. Let the resolu- 
tion be laid upon the table, accompanied by the able 
speeches on the other side of the House, of the sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, (Mr. Cuoatre,] in particu- 
lar, who did not want to disturb this convention for 
twenty years, and the speech of the senator from 
New Jersey, (Mr. Micier,] against insisting upon 
our claim at all—let there he such a vote ag that, and 
whatever might be the instructions of Mr. Packen- 
ham, we should have no treaty. The English 
would be very glad to enjoy all these benefits and 
advantages for twenty years longer. But, ifthe no- 
tice be given, Great Britain would begin to consider 
the subject seriously. We owed it to our own ‘pers 
sonal respect, uot to make any threats; and we 
knew, from the history of Great Britain, that threats 
would not have the slightest effect upon her. We 
owed it to ourselves to make the question a se- 
rious one—to show a determined spirit. Tt should 
be settled peaceably. It had been long pend- 
ing; and whenever Great Britain discerned that 
we were in earnest about it—that we were de- 
termined to urge our right, not in an uncourteous 
mauiner—then, and not till then, would we receive 
that respect from her calculated to preserve peace 
and harmony. Tr was not. by subserviency—it was 
not by abandoning our rights—it was not by suffer- 
ing her to remain in undisputed possession of the 
territory for a quarter of a century longer—that we 
should ever conciliate her, or that we should ever 
obtain justice. Before giving this notice, we had a 
full year to settle the question. He (Mr. B.) did 
not know thet it would be settled in a year; but un- 
til ihe notice was given, from the principle which 
actuated mankind ta all nations, he ventured to say 
that we had no chance of failure. If, upon the ar- 
rival of a British minister (who, by the bye, was 
no special t er, as was at first reported, buta 


resident minister plenipotentiary) on a mission 
like thet of Lord Ashburton—if, upon his 
mere arrival, we at once arrested our whole 


course of preceeding, what was it but saying that 
we wanted to do nothing at all, because a minister 
had arrived? Tt was certainly treating the British 
goverament with profound deference, to proclaim in 
our speeches here that we did not want the territory 
for twenty years to come. So much on that point, 

His second proposition was this: that to arrest all 
legislative action now, under the existing cireum- 
stances, would evince a tame and subservient spirjt 


` granting her all she desired. 


published on the subject. 


towards Great Britain; and be, perhaps, the means.of 
y ngland, in her for- 
eign policy, had never failed to make one concession 
the foundation for demanding another. She could 
never be appeased by concessions. A firm and de- 
termined, but-atthe same time a respectful spirit, was 
the spirit. which ought to actuate us in all our inter. 
course with England; which was, undoubtedly, the 
most powerful government on the face of the earth. 
The senator. from Massachusetts [Mr. Cyoare} 
said the controversy upon this subject had rested for 
a quarter of a century, and why should we not let it 
rest for twenty years longer? Was this so? Was 
not the senator entirely mistaken, in the assertion 
that the question had slept so long? So far from 
this being the case, from the time when Lewis and 
Clarke crossed the mountains in 1805, until the pres- 
ent day, we had been always agitating this question, 
He (Mr. B.) had requested the Secretary of the 
Senate to hunt out for him among the public doc- 
uments, all that had been written—all that had been 
He wished he had 
counted the number of volumes which the Secreta- 
ry succeeded in finding. -He was sure there were 
thirty at least. p 

From that day until this, we had always been agi- 
tating the question. It had not slept. The Ameri- 
can people had never suffered it to sleep; but we 
had agitated it in vain. We had spent our twenty- 
five years in vain; and from the present prospect 
he feared we might spend another quarter 
of a century, without accomplishing anything. We 
were in possession of this territory before the war; 
but in a fatal moment, we agreed to this joint occu- 
petion treaty, (in 1818;) and before taking his seat, 

e would show how the British government acted in 
regard to this treaty, and what construction they 
put upon it. From the days of Governor Floyd— 
who had been sleeping with his forefathers. for many 
years, and who introduced the subject to the notice 
of the other House~-until this day, the question had 
always been in sgitation. And’ yet what was the 
argument of the senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
See To keep quiet—to enjoy a little more 
sleep, and a little more slumber, whilst Great Brit- 
ain, with gigantic strides, was taking possession of 
that country, which she would do, unless we, with 
determined spirit, asserted our rights. 

But if we had slept for twenty-five years, was 
that any reason why we should sleep any longer? 
Tf we had not asserted our claim, was that any rea- 
son why we should not? 

The useful and: honorable life: of the sen- 
ator [Dr. T who had sat so many years 
near him, (Mr. B.) was spent for the last five years 
in asserting our claims to this title. He [Dr. Linn] 
thought the propitious moment had arrived, when 
Lord Ashburton reached this country, asa minister 
of peace; for the declaration of Mr. Webster was, 
that he was authorized to settle all the points of dif- 
ference between the two governments. On the ad- 
vice of his friends, Dr. Linn ceased to agitate the ques- 
tion during the mission of Lord Ashburton. Here 
Mr. B. eulogized in feeling terms the life and char- 
acter of Dr. Linn; in concluding which, he observed 
that the settlers in Oregon would deserve the brand 
of ingratitude, if they did not name the first city in 
that territory the city of Linn. 

Tn common with all the Senate, he [Dr. Linn] then 
hoped this question would be settled. He thought. 
that was the propitious moment. England had, at 
the time, been unsuccessful in her wars in the east: 
her starving popes was almost in a state of re~ 
bellion; she had not succeeded in her quintuple trea- 
ty with France; her revenue was not sufficient to 
meet her common expenses of government; her 
minister had come here, in his advent proclaiming 
that he was ready to settle all the questions of dis- 
ae between his government and that of the United 

taces. That, surely, was the propitious moment to 
settle the Oregon question. What a disappointment 
was felt, that it was not included in the negotiation, 
all could remember, The moment it was known 
that the Oregon question was not to be settled in 
that treaty, Doctor Linn gave notice that he would 
press his bill for the organization and settlement of 
Meare But now, was the United States to 
oe fos, Gee on the arrival of a new 
alowed s Rya ah ? After ner subjects had been 
Hudson Ba: ee i ternitorp from the time the 
1842, this cheats eres ae it till the year 
ish minister peed onoo On the arrival of a Brit- 
5 ster, arrested all further proceedings in pur- 
suance of its rights; and was j ji 


ai , ; : as it to be wondered at, 
MH now, on tne arrival of another British minister, 


ear ere 


- ENNA 
‘should our proceedings be a second time arrested, 
that the consequence would be similar results? This 
is not the way to treat with England. She does not 
pa es any such concessions from us. If we desire 
to have justice from her, or'any nation, we must as- 
sert our rights in a proper manner. If we do that, 
little will she be encouraged to make further delay; if 
we do not, judging from the results of the former ne- 
gotiation, little will she be inclined to settle the ques- 
tion at all. She has now got from us in the northeast, 
by treaty, our native highland boundary, for which 
our fathers fought. Our native highland _ boundary 
is converted into a military high road, between her 
colonies and Quebec, the city of her empire in the 
northeast of this continent. She is in the pos- 
Session of these higland passes, through which 
she can pour her troops into the United States; and 
we know the importance of this possession to her 
for a‘line of military posts, from the report of the 
board of British officers, and the opinion of the Duke 
of Wellington on the subject. She has got all that; 
and what is worse than all that,—no, he would not 
say she could be disgraced before the world—but 
he would say that, from the British Parliament it- 
self, it had been proclaimed to all mankind, by the 
British minister, that, at the very time Lord Ash- 
burton obtained this highland territory by negotia- 
tion, he had in his pocket the evidence that he had 
noclaim to it; evidence on the face of a British map, 
taken from the library of George III, upon which 
was marked, by the very hand of the sovereign him- 
self, the very line of boundary always claimed by 
the United States as the line agreed upon in the 
treaty of 1783-—a line showing conclusively that 
Eneland had no title whatever to a single foot of the 
territory she demanded. Mr. B. here read extracts 
from speeches of Sir Robert Peel, admitting this 
fact; and also from speeches made by Lord Brough- 
am on the same, subject, both showing that George 
III had traced in & broad red line on the map, with 
his own hand, the boundary line pointed out to him 
by Mr. Oswald as the line he had agreed upon in 
the trenty of 1783; the King having written three or 
four times over the line that it was the boundary 
agreed upon by Mr. Oswald. In these speeches 
it is also stated that Lord Ashburton had this 
very map in his pocket at the time of makin 
the treaty of Washington, and did not make it 
known to Mr. Webster; admitting, also, that it de- 
stroyed every British pretension to the territory, 
and established most unequivocally the right of the 
United States to all they had claimed. 

Mr. B., commenting upon these disclosures, said 
he had too much respect for himself, too much re- 
spect for Lord Ashburton, and too much respect for 
the British government, to make use of the only ep- 
ithets that could properly express the character of 
that transaction. But, he asked, could ‘anything 
prove more strongly that the government of England 
was ready to go to war?—that the torch was ready 
to be applied to the cannon in mortal conflict with 
this country, at the very time that she had the most 
conclusive and unequivocal evidence in her posses- 
sion that she was not entitled to one foot of the ter- 
ritory for which she was going to fight? 

If, after all this—if again, on the arrival of an- 
other British minister, (and not a special minister. 
either, as had been reported)—-we ground our arms, 
arrest all proceedings in Congress, and wait an in- 
definite time for the settlement of this question, it 
never will be settled. But, says the senator from 
Massachusetts. “It might give offence! It would 
be disrespectful to the British government to give 
this notice, on the arrival of the British minister!” 
Disrespectful ta give the notice which the existing 
treaty authorizes us to give—a notice according to 
the very letter and spirit of the treaty? For his 
life, he (Mr. B.) could not imagine how the British 
government could, or how it ever would, consider 
that acting in obedience to the stipulations of the 
treaty could he disrespectful. 

Giving this notice was not entering into hasty 
measures. There would still be a year left for 
negotiation. They must have an extreme opin- 
ion of the sensitiveness of the British government, 
who suppose that acting in conformity with the 
treaty would, by any possibility, give offence. And, 
if itdoes—if that government should be so unrea- 


sonaole as to take offence, when none is intended, at - 


our action in pursuance of the stipulation pointed 
outin the treaty, in heaven’s name, let the British 
government be offended! It will not be our fault. 
We might regret that such would be the effect; but 
we would have occasion to regret still more, if we 
were to arrest all our proceedings on the advance of 


the British minister, and do nothing, There never 
would bea settlement of this question, if things were 
to go on in this way. The British government did 
not want it better rettled than. it is. They possess 
the territory for all the eee they desire; and 
as long as we say we will neither go there, nor au- 
thorize our people to go there, the question never 
will be settled... 

He might end here; and here, perhaps, it would 
be proper for him to end his remarks on the present 
occasion; because the discussion of the general sub- 
ject would come up more appropriately on the bill 
now upon the Senate table; but he could not help 
feeling that the senator from Massachusetts had ad- 
vanced some ideas on the question of the imme- 
diate settlement of this difficulty, to which it was 
necessary he should advert. And in doing so, he 
would endeavor to state correctly what that senater 
had said; should he, however, have mistaken him, 
or misconceived his meaning, he begged. the senator 
would set him right. He thought, indeed, he could 
not be mistaken in stating that, in the course of. his 
argument—for he took it down at the moment 
with a good: deal of care—he contended that 
it was the part of wisdom to continue the joint 
occupation of the territory, as it now exists; 
that in’ the mean time our population might 
prudently and silently enter the territory, until 
we should peacefully find our population in 
possession of it; but if we should interpose by legis- 
lative action, the Hudson Bay company might take 
offence. By quiet and silent emigration, the territo- 
ry, in a few years, would be ours; the Hudson Bay 
company, like Ossian’s ghosts, moving off to the 
north as our people increased. He (Mr. Cnoare) 
said further that England had had no notion what- 
ever of colonizing Oregon. Mr. B. eulogized the 
poetical language of the senator from Massachusetts, 
in which he had so eloquently clothed his ideas on 
these points, (the substance of which is only here 
given;) but he characterized the whole as poetry 
only. It was like the ostrich policy, which de- 
ceived nobody but the simple bird itself; much less 
was it calculated to deceive that monopoly the 
Hudson Bay company. Steal into Oregon? Take 
possession of it quietly—silently? The Hudson Bay 
company will not become offended? That is, if you 
settle the country with your population, advancing 
with the ploughshare and pruning hook, destroying 
all the game and trade in furs with which the coun- 
try abounds, and for which it is so desirable to the 

udson Bay company,—that company will not be 
offended. They will let you commence agricultural 
pursuits as soon as you please there—let you chase 
the game from it to make it an agricultural coun- 
try—destroying their harvest of furs-—starving out 
the sustenance of their vast monopoly,—and they 
themselves will quietly retire to their kindred regions 
of the north! All this is to be, notwithstanding the 
fact that, for the interference of our citizens with the 
fur trade, five hundred of them have been murdered 
by this blood-stained monopoly; and yet they will 
not be offended if our citizens go into the territory, 
and by turning it into an agricultural region, render 
it impossible for the game and the furs to be found 
there, for which it is so valuable to that company. 
These unfortunate men who lost their lives in Oregon, 
went there to divide the game; butit was at the peril 
and forfeit of their lives that they attempted to share 
m that trade. 
citizens go there, and convert the country froma 
region of game and furs, into an agricultural region, 
(the tendency of which is to destroy and annihilate 
the game,) it will give no offence to the company 
whose monopoly consists of the riches derived from 
the game and furs. It will be very magnanimous, 
no doubt, of this company not to be offended at 
this. ‘The senator from Mossachusetis assumes 
the idea that, at the approach of onr agricultural 
population, this company 3s to make its bow and 
retire. This was really the most marvellous argu- 
ment he had ever heard coming from so respectable 
a quarter. But while all this is coming to pass, 
how will the honorable senator in the mean time pre- 
serve the peace of the country? The British havea 
government of theirown there, and we have none. Our 
Citizens are there not only without our protection, 
but without our jurisdiction. When the bill for or- 
ganizing the government of the territory was before 
the Senate last session, the senator from Massachu- 
setts expressed no other objection to it but that we 
had not given the notice of discontinuing the treaty. 


That, as well as he (Mr. B.) recollected, was the | 


tenor of his objeciion, The notice was necessary, 
he suvvosed, far the preservation ef our good 


Yet we are told that if others of our . 


faith. "First give the notice; sid h i 
agreed. to send our civil, government ‘to Oregon fi 
the protection of our citizens ‘there. Wel, th: 
we now propose giving that notice; and the 
starts a new objection—that it is better not ‘todo’ it; 
for, in twenty years, it will be unnecessary—the 
territory will be ‘ours quietly and silently! “Never 
had Great Britain; in the whole course of her évent- 
ful history, manifested more determination to. kee 

possession of any territory than she has manifest 

to continue the occupation of. the Oregon Territory. 
Look at her arrangements; her occupation of the 
soil by her subjects; their agricultural enlargements; 
their contracts for beef, pork, flour; their saw mills, 
trade in lumber, &c., &c. Does she not already 
affect to consider. the northern bank of the -Colim- 
bia river her right? She allows us the southem 


‘bank; but she keeps the northern bank as. hers. 


One bank is called the British side of the river, and 
the other the American side. Let any of our citi- 
zens goto the northern side and attempt the joint 
occupancy there, and it would soon be seen that. 
she would treat it as an intrusion; who could say 
what would be the result? He (Mr. B.) believed 
there was not an American citizen settled north of 
the Columbia, except a small Roman Catholic set- 
tlement, which nobody would think of disturbing. 
Now to think that, with all these arrangements and 
indications of permanent possession, Great Britain 
will retire as our citizens increase; that she will wil- 
lingly abandon all her privileges, her provision and 
lumber trade with the Pacific islands, and her fur 
trade with China; give up the advantages of her 
grèat monopoly in one of the finest countries in the 
world; that she will abandon all, and fly to the north, 
before American citizens who go to the territory, 
but whose government are unwilling or afraid to 
protect them under the American flag,—is to sup- 
pose what amounts to almost an absolute impossi- 
bility. From the time that Sir Alexander McKen- 
zie first explored the northwest territory, her pro- 
ceedings had been the same, involving an uncondi- 
tional claim to the country, accompanied by declara» 
tions that she never would abandon it. To think, 
then, that she would recede at the sight of squatters 
going there without laws, government, or protects 
tion, or anything to confirm them in their rights, was 
preposterous in the extreme. : 
ngland has, more than once, declared she never 
would abandon her claims; and yet we are called 
on, by the senator from Massachusetts, to’ believe 
that if we act quiescently, and let our citizens pro- 
ceed to the Oregon, without laws—without a gov- 
ernment to protect them—without anything to con- 
firm them in their rights—the present posses- 
sors will, without a show of resistance, quietly 
abandon to the new comers their homes and im- 
rovements, and rapidly retreat still further north. 
rom the negotiations preparatory to the treaty of 
1818, up to the present day, England has never 
abandoned her claims. On the contrary, as years 
advance, those claims have become stronger. Pre- 
vious to that treaty, she was offered from‘49° north 
latitude; but her answer was, she would not accept 
it. Previous to the treaty of 1824, that offer was 
repeated; but was refused in stronger terms than 
before. Great Britain proposed, about this time, 
to take from 49° to where it strikes the Columbia 
in a northeasterly direction, and thence down 
to the mouth of the river; but, this extravagant de- 
mand being objected to, on the part of this country, 
by Mr. Rush, the negotiators on the other side de- 
clared that Great Britain conld not be expected to 
depart from the demand she had made. Before this, 
when Mr. Rush requested them to specify what 
line would satisfy them, they gave no decisive an=- 
swer, but intimated that the river would be the best, 
but would not even then agree to holding the mouth 
of the river in common with us. In the negotia- 
tions which preceded the treaty of 1827, when the 
offer fram 49° north latitude was again renewed on 
our side, and again refused, the longuage of Great 
Britain was still stronger. Her negotiators then de- 
clared her determination to stand by her claim, 
founded on the possession and industry of her peo- 
ple settled in the Oregon, whose rights she would 
never abandon. She told us that she claimed those 
rights by the settlement of her people, and the im- 
provements they had effected; and she taunted us 
that we had no such claim to set up. : 
After the.refusal of 1827, our minister declared 
that this government was from thenceforward not 
bound by the proposal made to England, giving to 
her from 49°, and a counter protest was made on the 


protocol by Great Britain which, atleast, had one good 
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_ effect—of leaving us at this moment perfecctly free 
from any obligation that these proposals could imply. 
We now, went for our rights, and with less we would 
not be satisfied; and that these rights extended to 
54° 40" the senator. fiom Massachusetts would not 


deny. A : 

__.He thought there was abundant evidence to prove, 
although he could‘not be certain of it, that the offer 
of giving to England from’ 49° north latitude, was 
renewed to Lord Ashburton. . He could. not say so 

ositively, as unfortunately, the negotiations entered 
into at the time, left no trace behind, more indelible 
than those marked on the sand, to be washed away 
for ever by the next tide water. What occurred on 
the subject was no doubt known in England, but, 
until such time as that power thought fit to pub- 
lish Lord Ashburton’s despatches, we niust remain in 
ignorance of the particulars. But not knowing what 
did then actually transpire,—we did know that the 
senator from Massachusetts, in reply to the senator 
from Missouri, “assured that senator, and the Sen- 
nte, that any report of any portion of the territory 
south of 49° being offered to Great Britain on that 
occasion, was utterly unfounded.” This declara- 
tion—based, as it no doubt was, on the best author- 
ity—he (Mr. B.) was, at the time, glad to hear; but 
it was hot absurd to suppose that, as the declaration 
was carefully worded, so as to show that no offer 
was made south, yet that an offer or negotiation 
might have been contemplated at 49°, and north of 
499, . 

Mr. CHOATE was understood to say that he 
was ready to explain. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The honorable senator bad 
stated that England had no more intention of colo- 
nizing the territory than shė had of colonizing the 
dome of St. Paul’s. On what argument did he base 
this assertion? That, since the year 1826, he had 
carefully read all her projects of colonization. She 
had colonized in the East, West, North, and South, 
but manifested no disposition to colonize the Ore- 
gon. It was strange if that honorable senator did 
not perceive how easily this argument could be an- 
swered, Great Britain could not openly express an in- 
tention of colonizing the Oregon, without violating the 
charter granted by her to the Hudson Bay company. 
Tn the year 1821, she granted a charter to that com- 
pany for ten years, and in May, 1838, she gave to 
the same company a new licanse for twenty-one 

ears; and in the correspondence which took place 

efore the granting of this license, between the 
officers of the company and the British government, 
there were to be found some things as remarkable as 
any that could he pointed out in the eventful history 
of this negotiation. ‘This license, and the matters so 
discussed, were all new to him, nor could he give 
them credit until he applied to the senator from 
Massachusetts, from whom he learned their au- 
thenticity. 

The correspondence to which he alluded, took 
place between Lord Glenelg, then secretary for the 
colonies, and Mr. Simpson, agent for the Hudson 
Bay company. The latter, in applying for, and 
urging the necessity ofgranting to the company a new 
charter or license, went on to inform the government 
what the company had done for them: they had driven 
all the Americans from the coast; they had increased 
commerce, and'encouraged agriculture, by holding 
out a bonus to their decayed servants and British 
emigrants to settle on farms. They had established 
twenty-two factories—six of them on the coast, and 
sixteen in the interior; and those twenty-two facto- 
ries he (Mr. B.) believed to be also stockaded forts. 
They had six armed vessels carrying on their trade 
with East Asia. Theirattention was also turned to 
agricultural exports on a large scale; and they had 
every prospect of increasing their exports to a great 
amount in wool, cotton, hides, and tobacco. In 
speaking of the country between the north branch 
of the Columbia and 49° north latitude, this Mr. 
Simpson describes it to Lord Glenelg as a remark- 
ably salubrious climate, with a rich and fertile soil, 
and having on the coast some of the best harbors in 
the world; the possession of which, he suggests, 
may become important hereafter, remarking that 
there is not a good harbor to the south nearer than 
37° north latitude; and winds up by impressing on | 
his lordship the important service done by the com- 
pany in forming.the nucieus of a colony, by settling 
down their retired officers and decayed servants on 
farms in the territory. This communication was | 

favorably received “by Lord Glenelg; but, in 


his reply, after acknowledging the services 
of the company, he states distinctly that 
no new license can be granted, without j 


reserving to government the express privilege of 
settling colonies in the country at any time hereafter 
that might be thought proper. 
fact shows England’s determination to stand by her 
possession. Colonization is the indispensable law 
of her existence. She must colonize to find a mar- 
ket for her productions. The markets of all the 
world are closed against her, and she enjoys no free 


All the world ‘seems at last to coincide with the 
policy of Bonaparte in regard to English manufac- 
tures. She cannot exist without colonization; and 
to suppose, according to the senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that she will give up this fine country 
without a struggle, is to suppose an absolute im- 
possibility. That honorable senator says, let mat- 
ters remain as they are, and our title is not weak- 
ened; but once give notice, and then we call all her 
tact and power into action. Does England admit 
her right to amount to nothing? . Far from it. Pre- 
vious to the treaty of 1818, both Gallatin and Rush 
expressed themselves agreeable to lay open the 
northwest coast to both nations, for a period of ten 
years, for the purposes of trade. But although this was 
the admitted understanding, unfortunately the ex- 
pression was not to be found in thetreaty. Ifit was, 
there would be now no room left to cavil. What 
advantage did Great Britain take of this mistake? 
She falls back on Nootka Sound, and insists that the 
whole northwest coast is open to her to plant colo- 
nies in. Having no right, she still proceeds; while 
if we propose to erect a fort at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia—though she has twenty in the territory— 
we are met with a denunciation of giving offence. If 
we propose to erect forts in the pass across the 
Rocky mountains for the protection of our emigra- 
ting fellow-citizens, we are giving offence. Propose 
what we may, we are told it would be violating the 
treaty, without first giving twelve months? notice; 
and now, when we propose to give that notice, we 
are told we cannot do it, because it would be giving 
offences We remain sleeping, while she continues 
to act with energy and strength. All movement on 
our part is impeded lest we violate the treaty, while 
she goes on establishing a government, commission- 
ing justices of the peace, forming a civil tribunal, 
erecting mills, and carrying out improvements; thus 
giving encouragement and security to her people; 
and we remain with our hands tied, lest we should 
be guilty ofa breach of faith, looking at her inthe 
possession and enjoyment of our rights. 

Great Britain falling back on the treaty of Noot» 
ka Sound, which she admits gives to the United 
States the same title, claims the right of colonizing 
on the northwest coast—a right which. she main- 
tains she has secured by occupancy, and which she 
taunts us with having neglected. This right she de- 
. clares she will not abandon; and yet (said-Mr. B.) 
we set here in cold debate, deliberating whether we 
will give a notice provided for bya treaty between 
both nations, or continue to let our fellow-citizens 
flock to a country, where, without laws or protec- 
tion, any collision with them must lead to what all 
are anxious to avoid—war between the two coun- 
tries, 

In discussing the last point, Mr. B. said he would 
make his remarks as brief as possible. The senator 
from Massachusetts contends that if the notice pro- 
pored by the Senator from Illinois be given, war 

ecomes inevitable, and that it behooves us to make 
immediate preparations by raising armies, providing 
supplies, and munitions of war, calling into service 
our western volunteers, and sending forthwith our 
sharp-shooters across the Rocky mountains. He 
even goes so far as to think it not improbable 
that ten cannon are placed in readiness at 
the Sandwich islands, to be brought inte action as 
soon as we offend Great Britain, by giving the 
threatened notice. But, if war was inevitable, he 
assured the honorable senator it would proceed from 
a wholly different cause: it would proceed from suf- 
fering thousands of our fellow-citizens to pass the 
Rocky mountains without law or protectiom, and to 
enter a territory in the face of that hunting corpora- 
tion, strong in possession, guarded by forts, and 
| ealous of all intruders. War was to be dreaded not 
i from any action here, but from an outbreak in Ore- 
| gon. ‘Two great nations, placed in the relative posi- 
| tions of England and America, could not go to 
war on such a subject, except forced into it by 
timidity on one side or other. To prevent this, 
send with those thousands of our adventurous fellow- 
citizens, a civil government—a power to protect 
them from injury, to prevent their doing wrong, and 
| maintain their rights; a power to keep them under 


his conclusive . 


trade except what she has with the United States. - 


proper control, and to prevent outbreak, and then 
tens of thousands may flock there without endanger- 
ing the peaceable relations that now exist. Delay 
doing so, ‘and the first lawless crack of a rifle that 
is heard over the Rocky mountains, will be a signal 
of war that will not be misunderstood, and cannot 
be avoided. . 4 

For this reason, and for this reason alone, was he 
(Mr. B.) anxious for the service of this notice on 
Great Britain, and for the passage of the bill which 
he hoped would follow it. He was anxious for 
those measures, as on them he firmly believed 
would. depend a safe. and honorable peace to both 
nations. : anal 

One of the senators.from New Jersey thinks that 
it will take one hundred years to populate the valley 
of the Mississippi; but his notions of population 
were of the oldschool. Providence has given to the 
American people a great and important mission, and 
that mission they were destined to fulfil—to spread 
the blessings of Christian liberty and laws from one 
end to the other of this immense continent; which, 
within fifty years from this, would hold between the 
Atlantic and Pacifie one hundred millions of free 
and enlightened citizens, burning with ardent and 
patriotic love of country, and enjoying all the, bless- 


| ings of civil and religious liberty. He believed it to 


be one of the great purposes of the Author of the 
Universe to give to our people that spirit of emigra- 
tion; by it wasa knowledge of His divine laws ex- 
tended; and to talk of confining it within limits was 
like talking of limiting the stars in their course, or 
bridling the foaming torrent of Niagara. The sena- 
tor from New Jersey says Oregon will never be- 
come a State of the Union. He (Mr. B.) could 
not see into the future, to express an opinion whether 
it would or would not, but he knew that whether it 
ever became a State or not, the extending of our ter- 
ritory would not diminish, but strengthen our pow- 
er and add to our prosperity as a nation. Since we 
commenced to extend our country, our internal com- 
merce had increased, until now it amounted to ten 
times more than all our commerce with foreign na- 
tions. It created a mutual dependence, which added 
to the general strength. The States on the Missis- 
sippi were connected with, and rested ona naval pow- 
er; the Southern States on their institutions—institu- 
tions which he trusted no fanatical spirit would ever 
have power to disturb—and the Eastern States on their 
commerce. If Oregon became a State, he had no 
fears for her; but whether she did or not, he knew, if 
right was adhered to, she would be blessed with re- 
publican law and liberty. Neither government, he 
contended, was inclined to go to war, nor would 
they on such a question. Great Britain would weigh 
well her position before she would destroy our 
friendly relations. She would consider her present 
position in regard to Freland, where one spark 
would light the torch of civil war. She 
would reflect on her inability to supply China if 
deprived, for manufacturing purposes, of our great 
staple produce. In peace, compelled to impose an 
income tax to meet the expenses of her 
government, she would not recklessly rush 
‘nto all the costs of a war. She is too great, 
joo wise a nation to enter into a war for anything 
tess than the defence of her national honor. It 
would be imporsible for England, in the nineteenth 
century, and in the face of the world, togo to war 
ona question of this kind, when our title stood forth, 
as it does, undisputed. There was no danger, then, 
of war, except by our pursuing a pusillanimous 
course, which will foree England into a position 
which she cannot abandon without affecting her 
honor. To avoid such an evil, this was the propi- 
hous moment. He admitted, and regretted, that 
there were dangerous symptoms between the two 
countries. For the last two years, the public press 
of Great Britain was filled with abuse of America, 
and everything connected with America. 

Mr. CLAYTON was understood to say the abuse 
referred to Pennsylvania repudiation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the abuse was general; 
and ‘although, in some large cities, men might be 
found who did not-feel it; and though, in one large 
city, a company could be assembled who received 
the toast of the health of the President of the Uni- 
ted States in silence, while they responded to the 
health of Queen Victoria with loud and prolonged 
acclamations,—yet the great mass of the people still 
remembered the wrongs and injuries they suffered 
at the hands of England. Though senators may 
delight, and give free rein to their fancy, in de- 
scribing the two countries as. mother and daughter, 
the mass of the people still consider England in the 


light of a cruel step-mother to her American off: ~ 
spring. ' : ` 

'There was no bluster in his nature; but there was 
only one calamity he dreaded—national dishonor. 
He would make any sacrifice, except honor, to pre- 
serve peace; and, if he did not think giving the pro- 
posed notice would be the most certain means to do 
so, he would not be found so long occupying the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN considered the continuation 
of this discussion worse than useless, and was-anX- 
ious to have the resolution laid on the tables Under 
present circumstances, he considered the debate un 
suitable. For twenty-six years this subject had 
been, suppressed, and everything had gone on in 
peace, without injury to either party. Neither 
party was pressed by any emergency for the use or 
occupancy of the countrya steri soil of little or no 
value; butat a moment when both governments are- 
prepered to put the question at rest, we are called on 
to give notice, which, to say the least of it, could 
only tend to embarrass negotiation. He did not in- 
tend. to investigate or decide on the abuses on either 
side; he considered that a subject, in’ the first place, 
belonging to the ministers on both sides; and as the 
Senate was only a part of the treaty-making power, 
he did not think it should prematurely interfere. It 
‘aras said this interference would give no offence; but 
who could tell that? The whole debate was filled 
with menace against Great Britain, and he depre- 
cated the policy of creating an inimical feeling at the 
very threshold of negotiation. He thoughtit could 
make no difference to delay this notice six months; 
that delay might do good—it ould do no 
‘evil, He. did not approve of the policy of those 
‘who called in question the framers of the 
treaty of Ghent; he* thought we were mistaken 
in arrogating to ourselves superior wisdom to those 
who livedbefore us. The senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, in referring to the treaty of Washington, made 
a. pathetic lament for the barren hills of Maine, 
which by that treaty were given up; he described 
them as leading to the heart of the country—rather a 
funny place, he thought, for an avenue to the heart of 
the country; but his lamentation was for the superi- 
ority the possession of those hills gave to England. 
On investigation, however, those hills were declared 
to be of no military importance, and not of the 
slightest consequence in the event of a national war. 
We (Mr. Crrrrenpen) formed a portion of the 
two-thirds of the Senate who ratified that treaty, 
and he, and those who voted with him, were satis- 
fied with what they had done. He went on to argue 
that the map alluded to, as in possession of Lord 
Ashburton, was of no authority; and with regard to the 
weight given to it by the fact of George the Third be- 
ing devoted to geographical pursuits, he was inclined 
to concur; supposing that the talents of a sovereign 
who was puzzled to know how the apple got into 
the dumpling must be of a superior order, especially 
when applied toa science to which he is described as 
being so much devoted. He rose rather to vindicate 
himself and brother senators who voted for the treaty 
of Washington, from the attacks of the little 
minority who voted against It, than to dis- 
cuss this question. He went on to show 
the inutility of any action for the present 
by the Senate. Six months could make no 
difference, and by that time the negotiation would 
be either concluded, or have assumed such a-shape 
as to. enable them to see what they were doing. No 
minister of ours would neglect, if he saw an incli- 
nation on the part of the minister from Great 
Britain to give unnecessary delay, to say to him, 
“If this question is not at once settled, the subject 
can remain no longer open for negotiation.” This 
language would be used by the senator from Penn- 
sylvania himself, had he the conducting of the ne- 
gotiation, and would have all the effect, 1f not more, 
than the proposed notice. ` 

Mr. C. then alluded to the appointment. of 
Mr. Calhoun, than whom, he said, a fitter, or more 
able man to conduct this negotiation, with strict re- 
gard to the honor and interests of the country, could 
not be found. Before the rising of the body the ne- 
gotiation might come to an issue; and then, whatever 
steps were necessary could be taken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not expect to say one 
word more on the subject, but he could not but con- 
gratulate himself on the extraordinary effect his 
poor efforts had on the senator from Kentucky. 
That gentleman could not wait till morning to give 
expression to his sentiments, but must force him, 
exhanated as he was after.a long speech, into one 
of those struggles which had so often taken place 
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between them. What point he attempted to 
answer, he (Mr. B.) knew not. If the ques- 
tion was not one of Peter Pindar and apple 
dumplings, he feared . the. gentleman would 
make nothing by his motion. He denied that the 
minority on the Washington treaty had ever taunted 
the majority; he, for one, wished to.vote for that 
třeaty; but its provisions would not allow him. He 
gave to the senator from Kentucky the same credit 
for purity of intention that he claimed. for himself; 
nor did he blame any senator for the course he took 
on: thal occasion. The senator from Kentucky, in 
alludiiig to the strange way to the heart of the coun- 
try, should have recollected that the road to the 
heart lies through the extremities. He had used no 
threats—not even, he believed, in the ardor of de- 
bate did any threat escape him. He advocated the 
claiming of our rights in a firm, but respéctful man- 


ner. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said if he had not answer- 
ed what the senator’ from Pennsylvania’ colisidered 
his argument, it was because he viewed it not as an 
argument, but a prophecy; and recollecting that 
prophets were seldom honored, especially in their 
own country, he fell into the common error. e 
then proceeded to view the question as altogetlier 
trifling-—one that, by forcing on, might become mis- 
chievous; but which, by lying quiescent, could pro- 
duce no evil, and might do much good. He did not 
approve of exhibiting too much wai-spitit in nego- 
tiations, lest we should display too much petite 


spirit in our wars. He wished our war-spirit not to . 


be wasted, lest we should find it exhausted when 
most required. As to the maps, he would remind 
his honorable friend there were maps on both sides— 
maps here which, if shown, would have given to 
Great Britain more than she obtained. 


Mr. BUCHANAN had no doubt, when the day 


of trial came, the honorable senator from Kentucky 
would be found where he always was—in his place. 
He need not have taken the trouble to disclaim a 
knowledge of the prophets, as no one accused him 
of. such knowledge. The ancient prophets were 
said to be ignorant of even their own. predictions; 
but such was not the case with the senator from 
Kentucky, for he assumed that he knew the proph- 
ecies of others, and did not believe them. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, when the gentleman 
poured out his prophecies, if he (Mr. C.) had not 
answered, tlie reason was because he did not com- 
prehend. Tle was quite inadequate to the. task 
of putting into any form of logic or reason 
the materials used by his honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania. He had no doubt that 
there was a great deal of logic, and a great deal of 
sound sense, reason, and argument, in what he said, 
but the difficulty was to find it out. As to himself, 
he confessed his inability to do so. He was glad 
that he had taken the honorable senator at no dis- 
advantage; and-he felt proud in being able to vindi- 
cate him from the charge of being either old or fee- 
ble; neither were his limbs stiff or cold, but he was 
hale and vigorous, in the hey-day of life, and pos- 
sessed of more than the usual quantum of good 
spirits. 

Mr. BUCHANAN felt obliged for the endow- 
ments of youth conferred on him by the senator 
from Kentucky, but was sorry that if was all 
prophecy. The sere and yellow leaf was fast 
coming over him; but he Aopad that he who had 
bestowed youth on him, would long enjoy his own 
green old age, and continue, as a father and a patri- 
arch, to guide that body with his good advice. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN felt proud of the paternal 
character conferred upon him; and with its author- 
ity, he had no doubt but that, in the course of time, 
he would be able to make something of the donor; 
but, not wishing for present rivalry, he would leave 
to that gentleman the last word. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Asit was the first example 
of generosity shown by the patriarch of Kentuky, 
he accepted it, and gave him the last word. 

Mr. ARCHER next obtained the floor; and, on 
his motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusespay, March 12, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday having heen read and 
approved, . ; 

The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the resolution in relation to Rhode Island 
affairs. i 

Mr. HAMLIN rose, and asked the indulgence 
of the House to make an explanation. He observed 


ji 


} respondent of the 


urporting to mt 
oston Courier. “Who that 
pondent was, he had been’ unable to ascertain, 
as he could. not therefore call upon the individi 
who penned the falsehoods contained in the article 
he referred to, for a correction of those falsehoods, 
he desired permission of the House to do himself 
justice. Mr. H. read the passage which he com- 
plafiied of, and which represented ‘him as’ advooa~ 
ting a reduction of the allowance give to the pages 
of the House, and indulged in a good deal of sar- 
casm in relation to that subjects ec 
Mr. H. denied that he had’ said a single wotd 
upon the subject. of the pay allowed to the pages; 
and why this anonymous correspondent had thought 
fit to pour. out upon him the vials of bis wrath, he 
could not conceive. : 
Mr. HUDSON asked leave to introduce a resol- 
tion granting ‘the use of the hall of the House-of 
Representatives’ to the Congressional’ Temperance 
Society; but objections being made to its recep- 


‘a communication 


tion 

Mr, HARDIN moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order that it might be received. 

The motion was not concurred in. 

RHODE ISLAND. . i 

The House then proceeded to the consideration of 
the order of the day; being the resolution empower 
ing the select committee on the memorial of twenty- 
six members of the Rhode Island Legislature to 
send for persons and papers. i f 

Mr. Ë. R, POTTER being entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House during the continuance of the 
morning hour, in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. B. spoke in so low a tone, that he was not 
distinctly heard by the reporters. : 

Mr. A. KENNEDY next obtained the floor; but 
the morning hour having expired, the subject went 
over, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Howse the fol- 
lowing communications: 

T. A letter from the Postmaster General, commu 
nicating an answer to the résolution of the House of 
the 26th of February last, in relation to the New 
York city post office. i a 

IL, A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting, in answer to a resolution of the House of. 
the 22d of January last, “the reasons and causes, 80 
far as the same may be known to the department, 
of the frequent failures of the mail between the city 
of Washington and New Orleans.” 

IIT. A letter from the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in angwer to a resolution of the House 
of the 7th instant, directing him to ascertain and re- 
port the reasons why the documents of the 2d and 
3d session of the 27th Congress have not been bound 
and distributed according to law; and also. whether 
the printers of the last Congress have received com- 
pensation for said documents: laid on the table. 

Mr. McKAY hoped the House.would now con- 
sent to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, with the view of acting upon the Mili- 
tary Academy bill. ; i i : 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw his motion, that he 
(Mr. K.) might have an opportunity to report a bill. 

Mr. HARPER rose to a privileged question. He 
said there was a motion pending to reconsider the 
vote by which the House had agreed to print the 
report of the Commissioner of Patents, and he now 
called for action on that motion. i 

Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the motion to recon~ 
sider on the table; but he withdrew that motion, after 
a conversation, in which Mess's. DROMGOOLE, 
HOPKINS, HAMLIN, HALE, SEYMOUR, and 
others, took part. 

Mr. SEVERANCE said he hoped there would 
be no objection to print 3,000 extra copies. He 
thought it of far greater importance to the country 
at large than almost any other. y 

Mr. HALE demanded the previous question, but 
withdrew it fora moment, to allow Mr. WELLER an 
opportunity to state the reasons which operated 
with him in making the motion for reconsideration. 
He considered the printing of an extra number of 
these documents asan unnecessary expenditure of 
money, inasmuch as a great proportion of its con- 
tents consisted of precisely the same matter a3 was 
contained in the report of the Commissioner of Pa- 
tents, which was published fast year. 

Mr. W., at the conclusion «of his remarks, re- 
newed the demand for the pregis us question, in com- 
pliance with the desire of Mr. 1] aie. 
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Mr, HARPER- offered a paper, which he desired 
should be read by the Clerk. ` i 

The reading. bein objected to, ; i 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the paper be read. 

The SPEAKER decided that it could notbe read, 
as objection was made. .` 4 

Mr. WINTHROP called the attention of the 
Chair to. the 25th rule, which declares that when the 
reading of a paper is called for, and- is óbjected 
to, the-same shall be determined Ly a vote of the 
House. i ical 


The SPEAKER remarked, that after the previous’ 


question had been called for, he did not consider 
the reading of a paper-to be properly in order. _ 

On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, the votes: were counted by. tellers, (Messrs. 
Gravett and Hakatson,) who reported 87 in ‘the 
affirmative, noes not counted. So there was -a 
second. ; 

‘The main question—-being the reconsideration of 
the vote by which an extra number of copies of the 
report of the Commissioner of-Patents was ordered 
to be printed~—was then ordered; and upon this 
question thé yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted thus—yeas 76, nays 99, as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs, Adams, Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell,” Reuben Chap- 
man, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dromgoole, Ficklin, Foster, Byram 
Groen, Hale, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, 
J. B, Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo, 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Mac ay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph Morris, 
ape » Payne, Pettit, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod. Stiles, 
Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, and 
Woodward—76, 

NAYS—Messrs, Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, Barring- 
er, Barnard, Blackwell, Bossier, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William J, Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buttington, Cary, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clin: man, Coftamer, 
Cranston, Cross, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, 
French, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J: Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B, Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Preston King, Daniel P, King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Parmen- 
ter, Patterson, Feyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Purdy, 
Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Ro- 
gers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas 

. Seymour, Simons, J. T. Smith, Caleb.B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Summers, Sykes, 
Tilden, ta Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, and Yost—99, 


Mr. GIDDINGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote of yes ordering the printing of 20,000 
extra copies of the bill and report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the previous quos- 
tion on this motion; which being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, . 

Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, 

The main question—being reconsideration of the 
vote above mentioned—awvas taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 65, nays 103, as follows: 


YEAS—Messre. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car 
roll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Craw 
ston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P, King, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Newton, 
Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Senter, severance, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith, Caleb R. Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Sum- 
mers, Tilden, Tyler, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and Yost 
--65. 

NAYS8—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. 
Black, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman. Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Dana, 
Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, French, 
Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley. Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun. 
gerford, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
patriek, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Owen, Payne, 
Pettit, Emery D, Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S5. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, 
Russell, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wiliams, Wood- 
ward, and Joseph A, Wright—103, 


MILITARY ACEDEMY. 
Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules, to ene 


: academy 


on the Military Academy bill: carried. : 
On motion by Mr. MeKAY, the House then re- 
solved itself into a, Committee of the Whole of the 


state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoony in the Chair,): 


and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy—the question being on the amendment to 
the amendment of Mr. Hare, providing that the 
shall be abolished; and that the money 
heretofore annually appropriated for that. institu- 
tion shall be applied to military education of the 
militia and volunteers in the States. 

Mr. HUNT of New York. observed that the 
propositions now pending before the committee 
were so diametrically opposite in character as to 
impart additional interest to the subject. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in the discharge of the 
duties imposed on them by the House, had report- 
ed a bill making the ordinary appropriations for the 
support of the Military’ Academy; and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire had submitted an 
amendment to abolish that institution altogether. 
He often-had occasion, during the course of the 
session, to admire the zeal displayed by his honor- 
able friend, in exposing, correcting, and reforming 
all the abuses of the government; and he had cer- 
tainly displayed a zeal which he considered highly 
meretorious. He was constrained, however, to say, 
that the remedies the gentleman sometimes proposed 
to heal the . existing defects in our system of gov- 


` ernment, were not such as met his approval, and he 


trusted would not be approved by the House. The 
honorable gentleman, in contemplating the different 
branches of expenditures of the government, looked 
upon them as nothing but abuses, and, saw nothing 
but extravagance in all the departments of the gov- 
ernment, civil, military, and judicial. All these de- 
partments, he considered as going wrong for half a 
century; and he seemed to think that the people 
would not be able to maintain their system of govern- 
ment, unless they remodeled it entirely. It was 
easy enough to proclaim the existence of abuses; but 
his honorable friend from New Hampshire had 
failed thus far to suggest any practical remedy for 
the abuses he had discovered. 

This academy, proposed to be abolished the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, was an’ institution 
recommended by Washington himself, whose mili- 
tary experience was regarded (not only in this coun- 
try, but by the whole world) with the highest res- 
pect. The institution was established under the 
administration of Jefferson, and every administra- 
tion since had considered it as a valuable part of the 
peace establishment. There was another thing, too, 
not to be passed over; and that was, that every mili- 


tary man, from the time of Washington down, . 


highly approved of this institution, and conceded its 
necessity, In discussing the subject the other day, 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare] 
and a gentleman trom New York, not now in his 
seat, alluded to the academy as an institution es- 
tablished for the benefit ofa favored class, who were 
educated there. 

Tt had been intimated, in the couse of this debate, 
that the Military Academy was a charity school, by 
which exclusive advantages were given to a few 
over the great mass; but this, he sai , arose in mis- 
conception, What wasa military cadet? When ap 
poned; he became an officer of the army, and bound 

limself to that service fora number of years. He 
was, in some respects, like a midshipman in our 
navy; and the question was, whether the officers to 
command our army should receive a fitting educa- 
tion in early life, when the mind was plastic, or 
whether there should be appointed uneducated men, 
who, to acquire the ability to execute their import- 
ant trust, must instruct themselves after their appoint- 
ment. He discussed, at some length, the propriety 
and the necessity of giving an early military training 
to our military officers, and then replied to some ob- 
jections which had been made to this institution. 

The present mode of appointing the cadets from 
congressional districts, he thought the best that 
could be devised. It was much better than to vest 
such appointments in the executive, in whose hands 
an accumulation of patronage might be productive 
of evil. The members of Congress, with whom the 
appointments now rested, would doubtless so exer- 
cise their power as to give satisfaction to their con- 
stituents; and such a diffusion of patronage gave to 
every section of the Union a due share of appoint- 
ments, whereby all extremes were brought together, 
He read a tabular statement of youths appointed to 
the Military Academy, to show the classes to which 
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able the House.to go into Committee of the Whole’ 


“they belon ed, and that they were not the sons of 


the rich and the powerful. ae 

What was the object of an army in time of peace? 
It was to keep up military discipline. Ours was a 
mere skeleton of an army, insignificant indeed, when 
compared with the standing armies of other nations. 
He placed great reliance upon the militia of the 
country; but it was necessary that there should be a 
higher degree of military science than could possi- 
bly be possessed by the militia, in the event of this 
country. being, by an, unfortunate concurrence of 
events, drawn into a war with a foreign nation. 
‘When abuses were shown to exist in our military 
establishment, he would be as ready as any one to 
apply the proper corrective; but his information and 

ersonal knowledge led him to form an opinion 
fiekly favorable of those officers of the service of 
this government, who had received their military 
education at West Point Academy. He was not 
prepared to admit that the officers of the army and 
navy were overpaid, as some gentleman seemed 
inclined to suppose. He had never known an in- 
stance where a fortune had been accumulated 
by an officer of either the army or navy. They, in 
that House, were representing an economical people 
certainly, but he did not believe that they. ought, 
therefore, to refuse to the officers in the public ser- 
vice such allowance as was necessary to their re- 
spectability. The maxim, thatin time of peace 
they should prepare for war, had become in some 
degree obsolete; but he believed it would be. con- 
ceded by all that they should always maintain such 
an establishment as would have a tendency to pre- 
vent the occurrence of war. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of Connecticut rose, and ad- 
dressed the committee in opposition to the bill, The 
State of Connecticut, he said—-a portion of whose 
citizens he had the honor to represent—had, by res- 
olution, requested her representatives not only to 
vote against this institution, but against all appro- 
priations for its continuance. In ‘obedience to tha 
request, he embraced this opportunity to address a 
few considerations to the committee. 

He had noticed that whenever this subject had 
been under discussion, gentlemen who had spoken 
in favor of this institution had seen fit, in the same 
breath, to detract from the merits of the militia of 
the county. If it were true, as had been more 
than intimated, that they were undisciplined and 
unprepared for war, it was because of the unpardon~ 
able neglect of Congress itself. For, whilst they 
could not find in the constitution of the United 
States a single paragraph authorizing the establish- 
ment of any such institution as this Military Aca- 
demy at West Point, they would find abundant an- 
thority for arming and disciplining the militia, that 
right arm of their national defence. He did not be- 
lieve that there should be a royal highway to mili- 
tary knowledge. The most eminent men which 
this country had ever produced, had risen from com- 
parative obscurity, and worked out their own educa- 
tion by industry and perseverance. 

Mr. S. went on to state his objections to the Mil- 
itary Academy; that it had become an institution 
for the education of young men for the civil pur- 
suits of life, instead” of Seins what its friends 
claimed for ita schoo! for the army. Now, no 
one would pretend to say that there was any power 
in this government to educate men for the duties of 
civil life. Mr. S. then referred to the official reports 
of the War Department, giving. the number of an- 
nual appointments of cadets, the number who grad- 
uated, the number who entered into the army, the 
number of annual, vacancies in the arm Y, &e. &e., 
for the purpose of showing that a disproportionate 
number of these cadets, after being educated at the 
public expense, went into the pursuits of civil life. 
Ile also referred to the number of resignations of 
officers during the Florida war, when their services 
were needed. by their country. Mr. S. contended 
that the institution was unnecessar ; and that, if it 
were abolished, the Secretary of War would have 
numbers of applicants to fill the annual vacancies in 
the army, as well, if not better, qualified for the ser- 
vice than the cadets of West Point. The army it- 
self he considered too large, and by reducing it one- 
half, he would lessen the number of annual vacan- 
cies. He saw no necessity of having companies of 
60 to 100 men to garrison the forts on the Atlantic 
seaboard, He was willing that the posts on the 
great highway to Oregon should have men to garri- 
son them, but he wanted no army on the Atlantic 
seaboard. : 

He had another reason for sa ing that the Military 
Acadamy was unnecessary. He would have the Vee 
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cancies in the commissioned officers of the army 
filed up from the-army itself. How was the army 
constituted now? An anomaly in free governments. 
In civil life, the offices were thrown open to the in- 
dustrious and the meritorious; from the office of a 
petty justice of the peace to a judge of the supreme 
court; froma governor of a State to President of the 
United States, all the offices were Open to every cit- 
izen who had sufficient merit to fill them; but in the 
army, the doors was closed to promotion; and there 
was no chance whatever for a private soldier to rise, 
no matter what his patriotism and abilities might be. 
Now, he was for having the officers taken from the 
ranks of the army, the effect of which would be, in 
thèfirst place, to’put a stop to desertion and improve 
the recruiting service; and in the second place, they 
would have what they never had before, under the 
old system—a republican army, in name and in deed, 
filed up with worthy, enterprising, and patriotic 
young men. Under such asystem, it would be found 
that some of the best young men inthe country 
would enter the ranks as private soldiers, with this 
prospect of promotion before them. Again, abolish 
this government monopoly, and it would be:found 
that the military institutions of the States would fur- 
nish a sufficient number of scientific and literary 


young men, who would be applicants for the com-: 


missions in the army; and he believed that there were 
such institutions in two. or three of the States that 
would be equal to West Point if they were not kept 
down in consequence of the money bestowed by the 
government on that institution. pas 

_ He was not-disposed (he said) to detain the 
House on this subject. He would not have said 
anything in regard to it in advance of the report of 
the Military Committee, but would have waited till 
it came in, had it not been for the instructions of thé 
legislature of his State. Being so instructed, he felt 
bound to oppose this appropriation; and he would 
tell the House that if he and those who thought 
with him failed now, they would not despair. He 
hoped to see the time when this evil would be cor- 
rected. In the State he came.from, the opinions he 
expressed were not confined to one party. Hostil- 
ity to this institution was felt by, the citizen soldiers 
of all parties, who were unanimous in that feeling. 
lf the time had not yet arrived, he trusted that the 
day was not far distant when the people would put 
the seal of condemnation upon an institution so 
much at war with our republican system of govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD observed that he only de- 
signed to occupy the attention. of the committee for 
a few moments; and as he had offered some amend- 
ments a few days ago, which he now intended to 
renew, his sole object was to bring them to the no- 
tice of the committee. If the effect should be to 
abolish the academy altogether, he should be better 
satisfied., He had referred to the Army Register 
for the expenses of this establishment; and he would 
take the occasion to observe that the way in which 
that document was made up would be discreditable 
to a schoolboy. ` 

He quoted ` some tabular statements, showing the 
amounts paid to the various officers employed at 
West Point, and other items of expenditure, and 
added that, instead of the amount stated a few days 
since as the sum which each graduate cost the coun- 
try, it amounted to $5,000. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL proceeded to correct 
some errors into which gentlemen had fallen who 
had participated in this debate, and he did so, in 
many respects, on the authority of a report made b 
Col. Totten. The horses used at the Military Acad- 
emy (he said) belonged to the cavalry of the country 
and. occasioned no additional expense, though used 
for the puposes of the institution. He defended the 
academy generally, and said there never was an m- 
stitution which had gone through such an ordeal as 
that to which this academy had been exposed, that 
had come out of it better in any respect. The New 
Hampshire resolutions in relation to this institution 
(he said) were founded in error. He noticed the 
changes in the law which required the service of 
eight years in the army, from cadets, and pointed out 
the gallant service which cadets had.rendered in the 
Florida war, where many were severely wounded; 
and those that fell, fell Roman like, with their 
wounds in front and their faces to the foe. He after- 
wards corrected some errors of statements respecting 
the supernumerary second lieutenants, who now 
amounted but to seventy. 

A conversation here ensued between several gen- 
tlemen on this point. Mr. FISH, however, sustained 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


perenne tN ar 


on the authority of the Army Register with which 


- they had been just supplied. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL proceeded; and, in re- 
lation to the charge that no- person could enter the 
army as an officer but through the Military Acade- 
my, he-called upon the chairman of the Military 
Committee, -who had investigated that subject, to 
say what was the truth on that subject. 

Mr. HARALSON read a list of the officers: of 
various grades, by which it apprared that 108° of- 
ficers were now in the service who had not been to 
West Point. ' . 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then pröceeded to no- 
tice some remarks made a few. days since by Mr. J. 
BRINKERHOFF. ; 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF explained.. 

Mr. J: R. INGERSOLL contended that there was 
an absolute necessity for providing a class of well- 
disciplined and well-instructed persons, upon whom 
would necessarily devolve the duty of commandmg 
the militia forces, in case of war. Those educated 
at the Military Academy were well qualified for 
this duty, as, from the course of instruction they re- 
ceived, they were made acquainted with every vari- 
ety of service, from the duty of a common soldier 
to that of a commanding officer of the army. 

After the conclusion of Mr. INGERSOLL’S re- 

` marks, the committee rose, and reported that they 
had, as yet, come to no resolution. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. DODGE, of Iowa: The memorial of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Iowa, representing that, at the present ses- 
sion of the legislature of that Territory, an act was 
passed incorporating the Mount Pleasant Collegiate 
Institute, at the town of Mount Pleasant, in Henry 
county, and praying Congress ta grant to said in- 

` stitution such donation in government land, situate 
in Iowa; as, in its wisdom and liberality, Congress 
should think proper, not to exceed one township: 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. An- 
other from the same body, representing that, at the 
last session of the legislature, an act was passed in- 
corporating the Iowa City College, at Lowa city, 
the capital of the Territory, and praying Congress 
to grant a township of land for the endowment of 
said institution: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition from St. 
Charles and vicinity, signed by over six hundred 
persons, for a mail route, via Babcock’s Grove, St. 

. Charles, Sycamore, Coltonville, Jefferson Grove, 

and Grand de Tour, from Chicago to Albany, on 
the Mississippi river: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. A petition from 
Albany and vicinity for the same, signed by over 
two hundred: referred as above. A petition from 
eighty persons in Deerficld for the same: referred as 
above. A petition from Grand de Tour for the 
same, from one hundred persons: referred as above. 
A petition from Osage for the same, from sixty 
persons: referred as above. A petition from Chas. 
Gardner and sixty others, praying for such a change 
of route No. 4,219 as will take the mail directly 
from Mt. Langurn, via Middleport, to Milford, in 
lroquois county: referred as above. The petition of 
widow William Billsland, of Will county, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, The petition of William Bennett, of St. 
Charles, for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: The memorial of citizens of 
Herman, Missouri, in favor of the improvement of 
the Missouri and upper Mississippi rivers, and of 
the protection of St. Louis harbor. 

By Mr. A. KENNEDY: Two several petitions 
of G. W. McConnell, Clark Powers, and oth 
citizens of Indiana and Ohio, praying the establ 
ment of a post route from Maumee city to White 
Pigeon: referred to the Committee on the Post OF 
fice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS of India The memorial of 
William Fry and 185 others, citizens of Knox, Da- 
vieas, and Green counties, Indiana, asking a grant of 
lands to eomplete the national thoroughfare connecte 
ing the lakes and the Ohio river by the improvement 
ofthe Wabash. Also, the memorial of Abr. Fry 
Snapp and 267 others, citizens of Sullivan county, 
Indiana, upon the same subject. 

By Mr. SENTER: The petition of Mrs. Martha’ 
Cannon, claiming compensation for property lost 


| tee on Revolutionar 


duting the last 
Claims. ones : ER | 
By Mr. DUNLAP: A petition ‘of Samuel-Lar- 
rabee, of Cumberland county, Maine, for a pension, | 
in consideration of services: rendered. as a soldier 
in the war of the revolution; referred to, the Commit- 
Pensions.’ red 
By Mr. BRODHEAD: A petition signed by sun- 
dry citizens of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, pray-. 
ing for the reform of the post office laws. and’the 
abolition of the franking. privilege: referred ‘to: the 
Committee ön the Post Office aud Post Roads. * 
By Mr. SMITH of Ulinois: The memorial of syne 
dry citizens of Saint Clair county, Illinois, pray ing 
Congress to make liberal appropriations.for the ime 
provement of the Mississippi river-and its tributa-. 
ries, and the harbor of St.Louis: referred ‘to. the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state-of the 
Union, to which was referred a bill making appro- 
priations for this objects. Se eh ; 
. By Mr. SIMONS: The memorial of Mrs. Eveli- 
na Porter, widow of the late Commodore Forter, for 
an outfit not paid him as minister abroad: refetred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Also, the 
memorial of Schuyler Seeley and 200 others, citizens 
of Bridgeport, Connecticut, for reduction of postage 
and for the abolition of the franking privilege: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. : ; 
By Mr. DANA: The petition of 130 citizens of 
Tompkins county, New York, praying aid to the 
Colony of Liberia. The petition of 50 citizens of | 
Seneca county, New York, for the same. The pe- 
tition of 46 citizens of Chemung county, New York, 
for the same: referred’ to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Also, the petition of 75 citizens of Castile 
and Perry, in Wyoming county, New York, pray- 
ing for a reduction of-postage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ; 
By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Randolph 
Lawson, of Cumberland county, Kentucky, pray- 
ing for a pension for services in the revolutionary 
war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. i 
By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Samuel T. 
Winslow, for a pension as an invalid soldier; refer- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensiony, i 


ee 


War: referred to the Committee's 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 12; 1844. 

Mr. Eprror: I see from the reported proceedings 
of the House on yesterday, in your paper, that Gen. 
Saunders is made to say that “the Committee on the, 
Judiciary were ready to report the bill back to the House 
in relation to the courts in the district of Ohio, but were 
prevented from doing so by the gentleman who offered the. 
resolution, who asked them nol to’ make a report on it 
till his colleague from the Cincinnati district (Mr. Dun 
can} had becn heard before the committee.” Now, sir, 
I made no such statement to, or request of said com~ 
mittee, or any member of it. What I said to the 
committee was, that nearly all the Ohio delegation 
were in favor of the passage of the bill, and desirous of an 
immediate report from the commitiee; adding that, 
should my colleague from the Hamilton district [Dr. 
Duncan] appear before the committee in opposition 
to the bill, I- would take it very kindly.on’ the part 
of the committee to notify me of the time of such 
meeting, that I might appear upon the opposite, side, 
and in support of the bill. - 

I have submitted the above statement to Gen. 


’ Saunders, who authorizes me to state that the same 


is substantially correct; and that the remarks attrib- 
uted to him by the reporter of the Globe are incor- 
rect. . 

{ will further add, that I appeared before thé com- 
mittee on Friday last at the very polite invitation 
of my colleague, (Mr. Vinton,] who informed 
me that our -colleague from the Hamilton district 
[Dr. Duncan] was to be present at his own request in 
opposition to the bill. Butas he did not appear, I 
immediately left the committee room. never 
asked the committee to delay their report to give 
my. friend from Cincinnati an opportunity to be 
heard before the committee; but, on the contrary, I 
have repeatedly applied to different members of the, 
said committee to report at their earliest conveni- 
ence. f have never said or done any thing to 
retard or delay the action of the committee, but 
always the reverse. 

Knowing the great interset felt on this subject by 
my immediate constituents, and the people of Ohio 
generally, I have deemed the foregoing corrections 


y due in "justice to: myself, 


an statements as not onl 
but o them ae : 
ery. respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. ’“ HEMAN A. MOORE. 


IN SENATE. 
Weonespay, March 13, 1844. 
Mr. WHITE presented a petition from citizens 
residing ‘on’ the Tipper Wabash country, Indiana, 


praying Congress to: make a grant of land for the’ 
completion of the Wabash and Erie canal to the’ 


Ohio river? referred to the Committee on’ Public 
Lands. ae 
Mr. MOREHEAD presented a petition from a 

respectable number of citizens of Covington, Ken- 
packy; praying Congress to make an appropriation 
or the 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. > 
„Cn motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the memorial of 
titizens of St. Louis on the subject.of improving the 
navigation of the western rivers and the harbor of 
that city, was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of James 
Donohoo, and other citizens of Westmoreland coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, for a pension to him for services 
during the late war: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ` : : 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented: three memorials 
from different portions of Pennsylvania, setting forth 
the extraordinary results of the tariff of 1842, and 
its effects in reviving the business and trade of the 
country; and asking that no change may be made 
in that law until experience had demonstrated, from 
ascertained facts, that a change of its policy was 
necessary: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from the select and common 
council of Philadelphia, in regard to the ruinous 
condition of the piers at Port Penn, in the river 
Delaware, similar to others which had been pre- 
sented and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
On the motion of Mr. B., this was also referred to 
that committee; and he expressed a hope that the 
chairman, his friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Hun- 
TINGTON,] would attend to the prayer of the peti- 
uioners, 


Mr. MILLER presented amemorial from George 
A. Summers, and other journeymen cordwainers of 
the District of Columbia, setting forth the bad ef- 
fects of the act of Congress permitting the labor of 
the convicts in the penitentiary in this District to be 
let out by contract, representing that it was highly 
injurious to their business, and praying for the re- 
peal of the law: referred to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor of Erie, 

Mr. B. said he had, on more than: one occasion, 
expressed his opinion of the importance of the im- 
provement proposed, aud he hoped. his honorable 
triend from Connecticut, [Mr. Lluwrineron,] chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, (to which 
committee he proposed to refer the memorial) would 
give his attention to the subject: referred accord- 
Inely. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Janes J. Brownson, and numerous citizens of 
western Pennsylvania, representing that, having 
with deep anxiety and painful emotions observed 
the distraction and alienation which is so alarm- 
ingly prevalent throughout the greater part of our 
beloved country, especially among the representa- 
tives of the people, who are so exceedingly broken 
in judgment, and the affairs of the nation cannot he 
conducted so as to sustain its dignity and promote 
its best interests; and being fully convinced that the 
neglect to recognise the law of God as the only basis 
of all human legislation, is the fontal source of these 
evils; the legitimate, yet bitter fruits growing out of 
this radical defect in the instrument which lies at 
the foundation of this republic, and is regarded as 
“the supreme law of the land;” and that God in his 
providence is causing these “times to pass over us, 
tolet this nation know that the Most High ruleth 
in the kingdoms of men;” (Dan. iv. 25, 26,) and 
“that all people, nations, and languages, should 
servehim.” (Dan. vii. 14.) ` 

We. therefore pray you, as their representative, 
to recommend to the people of these United States 
an alteration in the constitution, embracing the fol- 
lowing amendments: 


L A clear and explicit: acknowledgment of the 


improvement of the Maumee Bay and river: 
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Sovereign of. the Universe, as ‘the God of. this na~ 
tion. ; 

2. An entire and avowsp submission to the Lord 
Jesus Christ, His anointed, (Psalms ii. 1;) who is 
prince of the kings of the earth, (Rev. 1. 5,) the 

ead of all principality and power, (Col. ii. 10,) as 
the Ruler of this nation. 


3. An unreserved reception of His revealed. will, 


contained in.the Scriptures of the Old and New Tes- 
tament, as the law. paramount, by which all, the 
officers of this republic shall be regulated; all con- 
flicting State laws being regarded as perfectly null 
and void, (Psalm ii. 10—12.) “Be wise now, there- 
fore, O ye kings!” Also, (Psalm xix. 7—11,) “the 
law of the Lord is perfect,” &c. 

We also most earnestly and solemnly entreat you, 
as you regard your own, ang the best interests of 
the nation, that you rescind, at once and forever, all 
enactments whereby a violation of God’s law is 
authorized, whether by running the mail-stage on 
His Sabbath, or otherwise; for “righteousness exalt- 
eth-a nation, but sin isa reproach to any people.” 
(Prov. xiv. 34.) See also Psalm xliv. 20, where the 
Divine displeasure is expressed; and Psalm ix. 17, 
where nations that forget God are devoted to destruc- 
tion. Also, Jer.v. 9, where God has denounced his 
dread vengeance upon all the nations that do not 


serve and obey him; and in Rev, xix. 11—21, the 


vengeance is represented as being executed, the bat- 
tle decisive, the overthrow entire and complete. 

With these, and many other portions of infallible 
truth before us; and also a knowledge of the many 
and grievous sins with which this nation is charge- 
able in the sight of God—it is our deliberate judg- 
ment that nothing but national repentance, and a thor- 
ough reformation in both constitution and adminis- 
tration, will save this republic from threatened 
and impending ruin.. By the alienation, distraction, 
pecuniary embarrassments, and other aboundin 
calamities, God in his providence is saying, in the 
language of the prophet Isaiah, “Come now and let 
us reason together. If ye be willing, and obedient, 
ye shall eat the good of the land; but if ye refuse, 
and rebel, ye shall be devoured with the sword, for 
the mouth of the Lord hath spoken it.” Chapter 
v. 18—20. 

Mr. B. said the memorial was signed by a num- 
ber of respectable citizens of Pennsylvania, some 
of whom he was personally acquainted with; but as 
there was no committee to which it could be appro- 
priately referred, he moved that it be received and 
laid on the table. Agreed to. 

Mr. BAGBY believed that the course with such 
petitions was not to lay the petition on the table; but 
to lay the motion of reception on the table. All of 
that description’ had been so disposed of. He 
thought it would be well to adhere to the rule in all 
cases of the kind. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the memorial was simi- 
lar to others which had been received and laid on 
the table. He had examined it with care, and 
there was nothing, in his opinion, in it, which would 
involve it in the rule which required that the mo- 
tion for the reception of certain kinds of petitions 
should be laid on the table; and there was nothing in 
it, he was confident, to which his friend from Ala- 
bama could or would take exception. 

Mr. BAGBY was understood to say the petition 
was the offspring of the same fanaticism which the 
rule was intended to reach. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the senator from Alaba- 
ma would permit him to say that he was under a 
mistake. There was a most respectable sect, which 
he believed were called Covenanters, who have not 
voted, or participated in the political. affairs of the 
country, because it was not acknowledged in the 
constitution, that the God of nature was the God of 
this people. He believed that the object of the 
memoralists (at least he was informed so) was to 
have the recognition of that principle in the consti- 
lution of the United States. 

Mr. BAGBY made some remark not heard in the 
reporter’s gallery. The subject was then dropped. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial from 
Cass and Pulaski counties, Indiana, for a mail route 
from Logansport to Daniel Wyands, to Winimac, 
Indiana; and one from Charles S. Tibbats and 
others, citizens of the counties of Tippacanoe, 
Stark, and Laporte, for a mail route from Lafayette, 
by Monticello, Winimac, Northbend, to Lafayette, 
in Indiana; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memoral from 
Clifton R. Thomas, and other respectable gentlemen, 
most of them belonging to the professton of the 


raying that Congress. will. take some steps to 

perches A condensed. fořm, the decisions of the 

upreme Court: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i : a 

Also, the petition of James D. Cobb, praying to be 
restored to his rank in the army. of the United States, 
of which he was illegally. deprived; which, with cer- 
tain accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported ‘back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill au- 
thorizing the opening of a canal around the falls of 
St. Mary, at the outlet of Lake Superior. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, without amendment, the joint 
resolution providing for the return of additional: 
items in the commercial statistics. The resolution 
was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an adverse report on the memorial 
of David Myerle, praying compensation for servi~ 
ces and sacrifices in promoting the growth of water- 
rotted hemp; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and he printed. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of the inhabitants 
of the Isle of Shoals, in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the extension of fishing bounties 
to open boats. : 

Also, sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying that the law which authorizes the ta- 
king out of coasting licenses be so amended as to 
exempt canal boats engaged in the transportation of 
coal from its provisions. He moved that the letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury accompanying, 
which superseded the necessity of a report from 
the committee, be printed: agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of G. 
T. Byer, praying compensation for goods deposited 
on the custom-house at Georgetown, South Caroli- 
na, which were taken by the British during the war. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back with an amendment the bill from, the 
House, making appropriation for the payment of 
revolutionary and other pensioners, for the fiscal 
year, ending the 30th June, 1845. The bill and 
amendments were ordered to be printed. 

Also, reported from the same committee, a bill 
for the relief of Benjamin Adams and company; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of citizens of Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying for an appropriation for the pre- 
servation and repair of the custom-house there; and 
it was yeferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, on his motion, the Committee on Finance 
was dischargéd from several memorials, praying for 
a drawback on exports of domestic distilled spirits 
from foreign molasses; and they were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Also reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
to amond the act establishing branch mints. 

Mr. EVANS said the bill was one providing that 
the oath or affirmation of the officers of the branch 
mints may be taken before any judge of a superior 
court, or court of record, in the State where such 
mint may be located. The amendment was a sub- 
stitute for the bill, but not changing its object. It 
was necessary that it should be passed immediately; 
and on his motion, the previous orders of the day 
were postponed, and the bill was taken up as in 
committee of the whole. T'he amendment of the 
committee was adopted, and the bill wag reported to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. z 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which were referred the petitions of 
Stephen Steele and James Daniel, of the State of 
Alabama, reported a bil! to relinquish the reversion~ 
ary Interest of the United States to certain Indian 


reservations in the State of Alabama; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, on leave, introduced a bill to re- 
cognise the sale of public lands in the State of Ala- 
bama in certain cases; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Robert Ramsay, formerly a seaman in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States, for an increase of pension; 


whick was ordered to lie on the table, and be print- 
ed. 
On motion by Mr. CHOATE, it was 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire whether any, and what, legisla- 
tion is necessary on the subject of goods imported 
into the United States in Sicilian vessels. 


On motion by Mr. PORTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to send to the Senate the report or reports made to 
the War Department the present session of Con- 
gress: by the United States mineral agent at Lake 
Superior. 

_ Mr. HAYWOOD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: . 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be directed to report a list of all claims 
to land in the State of Louisiana which have been 
heretofore reported by any commissioner appointed by 
law for that purpose, and which have not been here- 
tofore confirme 
subject to their future action; and in making said 
list, the Commissioner of the General Land -Office 
will set forth extracts of so much of the reports and 
other documents in his office as.may exhibit to the 
Senate the origin of the claimant’s demand, whether 
it was recommended to be confirmed by Congress 
or not; and, if reported upon adversely, the ground 
of objection to the claim. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petitions of sun- 
dry widows and other persons, praying that the 
pensions heretofore granted out of the navy pension 
fund, as well as under the act of March, 1837, and 
under former acts, be continued to them, reported 
a bill concerning naval pensions, embracing two 
classes of cases; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading, and, with the report accompanying 
it, ordered to be printed. 

The adverse reports of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, on the case of Alonzo B. Davis, and the 
and the Committee on Pensions on the case of Jonas 
Bartow, were taken up, and concurred in by the 
Senate. 

Some bills from the House were then read twice, 
and appropriately referred; and the joint resolution 
from the House, tendering the thanks of Con- 
gress to the British authorities at Gibraltar, and 
the commanding officer and crew of her Majesty’s 
ship Malabar, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceeded 
to consider, as in committee of the whole, the bill from 
the House “making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various In- 
dian tribes, for the fiscal year commencing on the 
ist day of July, 1844, and ending on the 30th day 
of June, 1845.” The question pending being the 
following amendments, to come in at the end of the 
bill; which having been read, were agreed to, viz: 

“To make good the interest on investments in 
State stocks and bonds for Indian tribes, not yet 
paid by the States, to be reimbursed out of the in- 
terest when collected, twenty-seven ‘thousand three 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and eighty-nine cents. 

“For ransoming a white boy, by the name of 
Frank Lee Witter, from the Camanches, two hun- 
dred dollars. 

“For expenses attending the holding a treaty with 
the Caddoes and other wandering tribes, under the 
act of March third, ane thousand eight. hundred and 
thirty-five, to be audited and settled by the proper 
accounting officers of the department, in addition to 
former appropriations, two thousand one hundred 
and eighty-seven dollars and fifty cents, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill was further 
amended by inserting an appropriation of $500 for 
the fulfilment of the Ist article of the treaty with the 
Pawnees; and $1,000 to pay two blacksmiths and 
assistants, under the same article of treaty. 

Mr. EVANS moved further to amend the bill by 
striking out $20,000 from the clause appropriated 

` for postages, rents, stationery, fuel for offices, and 
other contingencies of the Indian Department, and 
for transportation and incidental expenses, and to 
insert. $36,500. 

Mr. KING wished to know what necessity there 
was -for-this increase, s 


by Congress, but which remain | 
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_Mr. EVANS said this amendment was: not. -pro-. 
viding for an additional grant, but only restoring the 
original estimate, which was 436,500. How $2,000 
came to be inserted in the bill, he knew not; but sup- 
posed, from a communication before him, received 
from the commissioner, that it occurred through 
some mistake between him and the chairman of the 
the Committee of Ways and Means. The refusal 
to pass this amendment would ‘occasion much em- 
barrassment to the commissioner. The ’'Committee 
on Finance was of opinion, after careful investiga- 
tion, that the full estimate should be granted. 

The amendment was agreed.to; and there being 
no further proposition to amend the bill, it was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. Subsequently, it was read the third 
time, and passed. i : ; 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the bill ma- 


‘king a grant of land to aid in the improvement of the 


Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
by a canal, in the. Territory of Wisconsin, was ta- 
ken np for consideration, the question pending being 
on the. motion of Mr. Arten, providing that the bill 
shall be of no effect until approved by the legisla- 
tive council of Wisconsin. 

‘Mr. ALLEN said, that inasmuch as the remarks 
in explanation of this amendment, which he offered 
to the Senate some days ago, might not be fresh in 
the minds of senators, he would briefly recapitulate 
what he then said. 

By the distribution act, there was a certain amount 
of public domain to be ceded to the Territory of 
Wisconsin when it became a State. In regard to the 
act itself, he had observed that, in the discussion 
which was going on when it was before the Senate, 
there was a difference of opinion among senators as 
to the precise construction to be put on that particu- 
lar clause; some supposing that it was an absolute 
cession of the land to the Territory; and others that 
it was a pledge by the government that the land 
should be ceded to the people of the Territory, when 
it should assume the form of a State, and be admit- 
ted into the Union. In either aspect, the principle 
was precisely the same, whether. the land was by 
that act actually ceded, or only pledged to be ceded 
to the ares of Wisconsin when it should be- 
come a State. The present population of that Ter- 
ritory had the same interest in this cession, under 
either construction of the act; and inasmuch as an 
amendment was adopted to the bill now pending, by 
which it was proposed to appropriate a part of the 
cession made by the distribution act to a particular 
object, the rights and interests of the Territory were 
materially affected. It might, or it might not be to 
the interest of the people of Wisconsin that this bill 
should pass. It might be deeply prejudicial to their 
interest; because, if the bill not pass, they would, 
upon the Territory becoming a State, have the abso- 
lute, unconditional disposal of this half million acres 
of public domain, for any object of public utility, that 
the judgment of the State might suggest. ‘They 
would also have the disposition of the funds arising 
from the sale of the domain thus ceded to them by 
the distribution act. But if the bill now pending be- 
fore the Senate should pass, the people of Wisconsin 
would be deprived of more than half of the land thus 
ceded them; and that part of the land of which 
they are thus deprived, was to be taken possession 
of by the federal government, or its proceeds re- 
tained, or to be applied to a specific object; and that 
application to be made not under the supervision 
and control of the Territory of Wisconsin, but of 
the federal government. It was, therefore, to all 
intents and purposes, a limitation on the grant made 
to the people of Wisconsin by the distribution act. 
It was a limitation upon that ground prejudicial to 
the people of Wisconsin, and prejudicial to the ter- 
ritorial government—first, in regard to the object to 
which the land was to be applied; and, secondly, as 
to the agency which this government had in the ap- 
plication of the funds. ‘Therefore, inasmuch as this 
act was to effect positively a grant in which the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin was interested, he deemed it 
proper that the organic legislature of that Territory 
should be consulted before the act took effect. 
There had been a grant made. One party could 
not effect it. The grant under the distribu- 
tion act was complete. Either government had 
a pledge that the grant should be made, and on 
the part of the federal government it was conclu- 
sive. That being the case, the federal government 
had no right, whilst the distribution act existed, to 
modify the grant thus made tothe Territory, without 
the consent of the Territory. 

` That wasthe ground he took; and for that rea- 


‘son it was he had offered. the ‘aniehdment :that thie’: 


bill should not: take effect until the legislative aŭ- 
thorities of Wisconsin ‘should have asserted. their: 
approbation of its provisions.. Shue tes fagh 

-Mr. WOODBRIDGE argued that.it would be ine: 
correct and in opposition:to the fudamental principles: 
of our colonial government to assume the power of. 
entering into any contract..with the Territory ‘of. 
Wisconsin. Wisconsin wag, on its part, as long.as 
it remained a Territory, ineligible to become party to` 
such contract. The federal: government. ‘stood. to. 
Wisconsin in the relatoin of a guardian to a ward; 
andin that relation, no contract:could be made be-:, 
tween them. The proposed amendment would have: . 
the effect of defeating the great object in view—that' 
of connecting, by water-way, the lakes. with: the.” 
Mississippi, and of doing away. with the advantages, 
which would arise from the increased value. of: the 
lands by such work—the facility it would. afford 
to the transportation of munitions of war, and the 
concentrating of. troops at any certain point without 
loss of time in case of emergency. 

Mr. ALLEN. What was the senator’s partic 
ular objection to the amendment? : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE objected to the amendment 
on the ground of the delay; and further, or the 
ground of incapacity of the Wisconsin legislature to 
judge or decide on the matter impartially. They 
were located altogether on the south side of the 
Territory; and would come to the consideration of 
the question with local prejudices, which would lead 
each one to look to-his own interests in preference 
the national good. : ; 

Mr. ALLEN believed the objection to delay 
arose from a knowledge that Wisconsin would 
soon become a State, and. throw up the paternal 
guardianship now forced upon her. He had a pre- 
sentiment that more than two months would not 
elapse before we would be called on to hail the ad- 
vent of this Territory into the body of the Union as 
a sister State. He could not agree with the reasons 
advanced by the senator from Michigan, that: the 
legislative officers of Wisconsin were incapable of 
judging the question. He believed them to have. as 
much capacity as any other set of men, in or out of 
the Terntory. As to their described helpless state . 
of orphanage, he did not think that the godfather- 
ship of the senator from Michigan would at all 
benefit-them. He did. not believe that the principle 
of calling in foreign aid to legislate for local pure. 
poses, merely on the ground of locality rendering 
residents incompetent to legislate for themselves, 
would ever be tolerated by the people of this coun- 
try. The question whether Wisconsin had power 
to take by grant, required no discussion. Whether 
she had or not, Congress should be the best judge, 
and must have known it when she made the grant 
by the distribution act, and Wisconsin accepted it. 
After making that grant, the attempt was now 
made to modify it by this bill; and that, he con- 
tended, could not be fairly done. A delay of six or 
eight months could not injuriously affect the meas- 
ure, and by that time the decision of the legislature 
of Wisconsin would be known. Should his propo- 
sition fail, he, for one, would resist the passage. of 
the bill to the last. 

Mr. BREESE, knowing the great benefits that 
would accrue to governmen: from the carrying out 
the works proposed by this bill, was willing to give 
it, at first, his unqualified support; but. since-the ad- 
dition to the bill of the amendment of the senator 
from North Carolina, he thought it would be wrong 
to press the matter, without letting the legislature of 

isconsin have some voice on it. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE regretted that ‘the senator 
from Ohio should Have so far mistaken him. He 
meant not to cast the slightest imputation on the 
character of the people af Wisconsin; far from it. 
He believed them to be possessed of as much intel- 
ligence, and as much moral excellence, as any other 
body of our fellow-citizens, but what he advanced 
was, that, from their being located in one corner of 
an extensive territory, their local prejudices might 
blind them to the general good. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not perfectly 
understand the question. 

Mr. ALLEN explained the nature of his amend- 
ment, and also that of the amendment of the sena- 
tor from North Carolina. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN supported the views taken 
by the senator from Michigan. He thought the Ter- 
ritory would,in the end, feel obliged to us for 
speedy action, and carrying out the great improve- 
ment proposed by the bill. He doubted, on review~ 
ing the circumstances, whether the Territory had 
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any title to the 500,000 acres promised by. -the dis- 
tribution act; if she had any, it was a cold, barren, 


steril. title—for the. conditions that would have -| 


stregthened that title were not fulfilled... He was 
piling to.give the most IHberal donations of . public 
lands.for western improvements; and if such was 
sought now, he would be the first to vote for it. He 
thought the bill should pass without delay. . 3 
Mr. ALLEN did not suppose the ‘senator from 
Kentucky meant to say that Wisconsin had no title. 
If the conditions had not been fulfilled, the fault. lay 
with Congress, and not with the Territory. ` Con- 
gress thought proper to transcend: the limitatino 
made by itself by imposing a. higher duty on 
foreign imports than 20 per.cent.; and for this, which 


rendered the -conditions impossible of fulfilment, . 


the Territory could not be held accountable. The 
im, he contended, was good in equity. As to 
the necessity for hurrying on the bill, he ‘knew not 
where it existed; for, by the showing of the senator 
from Kentucky, the country was a barren, unpeo- 
pled wilderness; and therefore it could not be ar- 
gued that it would benefit.a ‘poor and labouring pop- 
ulation, or afford advantages in the way of carrying 
the products of the country toa market. “He ‘ha 

no hostility to. the work, bat would vote for double 


the appropriation for any public ‘improvement; but. 


he must first be satisfied that it was bona fide a pub- 
licimprovement. - a 

Mr. PORTER asked the amendment to be read. 

“The CHAIR read the amendment. 

Mr. PORTER referred to the former grant made 
to the Territory of Wisconsin, with a view of show- 
ing that it was precisely of the same character. as 
that now proposed. He also referred to the several 
grants.made to other States, and observed, that with 
the exception of thesé grants to Wisconsin, it was 
only in the single instance of a grant of 250,000 
acres to Ohio, for a specific purpose, that the mini- 
mum principle of rating alternate sections at $250 
per acre had been adopted. In the general grants 
to other States, those States had been allowed to 
select the lands for themselves, and to apply them’ 
as they thought best. 


Mr. ATCHISON asked what quantity of land 
would be granted by this bill, 

Mr. TALLMADGE replied, abont 320,000 acres. 
He said an objection had occurred to him, suggested 
by the argument of the senator from Michigan, 
which was, that if delay is made till the legislative 
assembly of Wisconsin gives its answer, the most 
favorable portion of the lands will be entered or oc- 
cupied. fie read the memorial of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory on the subject of the pro- 
posed improvement. He was satisfied the act would 

e acceptable to the legislative assembly. He 
moved the further consideration of the subject till 
to-morrow; but, atthe request of Mr. Arciison, 
subsequently withdrew that motion. 

Mr. ATCHISON observed, that there was evi- 
dently a disposition on all sides of the Senate to 
take careofthe Territory, and to be liberal to it. 
He would offer an amendment, to recommit the bill 
with instructions to add a proviso, that the grants 
already made shall not be considered any portion of 
the 500,000 granted by the distribution act. 

Mr. HAYWOOD suggested a mode of getting a 
direct vote on the proposition of the senator from 
Missouri. He wished to see whether it was the 
sense of the Senate to superadd this grant to that 
made by the distribution act. 

Mr. ATCHISON withdrew his amendment. 

On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the bill was then 
laid on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to take up the Senate bill 
No. 62. 

The bill was accordingly taken up—being a bill 
for the relief of F. A, Kerr. It was considered as 
in committee of the whole, and no amendment be- 
ing offered, it was reported back, and ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time. 

_ Qn motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
and soon after adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wepwespay, March 13, 1844. 

„Mr. PARMENTER, by permission, reported a 
bill from the Naval Committee, entitled “A bill limit- 
ing the number of officers of the havy, regulating 
the complement of crews of vessels of war, and for 
other purposes;” which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, together with a report made thereon, 


_ CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


was ordered to be printed tothe amount of the usual 
number, and 2,500 extra copies. ; 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Judicary Committee, 
reported back a bill which had been referred to that 
committee, with an amendment; which was ordered 
to be printed. À 

Mr. McCLERNAND, pursuant to notice hereto- 


. fore given, asked and obtained leave to introduce 


a bill granting the Great Western railway company 
the right of way through the public land of the 
United: States, and for other purposes. It was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee. on Public 
Lands. : ay 
The orders of the day were then called for. 
Mr. ADAMS remerked that there was no quorum 
resent; and, therefore, the orders of the day had 
better be suspended until there was a House. `- 
Mr. KENNEDY said he was unwilling to yield 
longer, if the time thus consumed was to come out 
of the hour to which he was entitled. 


. THE RHODE ISLAND AFFAIR. 


The SPEAKER announced the order.of the day 
for the morning hour to be the resolution’ reported 
from the Select Committee on the memorial of the 
twenty-six members of the Rhode Island legislature, 
asking for that committee power to send for per- 
sons and papers. f 

Mr. A. KENN EDY said it was not his purpose 
to bring any railing accusation against either the 
people of the State of Rhode Island or her autho- 
rities, as they had existed. in that State from the 


` formation of this Union; but it was his purpose to 


speak of this matter as he believed both truth and 
justice required. He was one of those who believed 


that, when subjects came up in which questions of. 


the importance of that which is involved in this 
controversy, were at issue, it was the duty of those 
who occupied the responsible stations of members 
of this House to speak openly and frankly; and it 
was not good policy to deal with them in a mealy- 
mouthed way. Whenever questions involving 
rights as deep as he conceived the rights to be 
which were involved in this controversy, came up 
before an American Congress, it became the duty of 
an American Congressman to speak of them as they 
are; and he should indulge in that kind of language, 
without any intention to. injure the feelings of any 
person in or out of the House. 

The question now before the House was, whether 
the select committee should be discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial which had 
beenreferred to it; and this was made to involve 
two other questions; first, as to the jurisdiction of 
the House in this matter; and next, as to the expe- 
diency of now acting, if the House had jurisdic 
tion. He must be permitted to say that he was ut- 
terly astonished that those gentlemen who were at 
all times avowedly the champion of the sacred right 
of ee right which was on no occasion to be 

iolated—a right. which should ever be kept uncon- 
taminated and uncontrolled—a right which involved 


not only the presentation, but the reception and the ` 


respectful consideration of petitions,—should now 
act so as to lead him to doubt whether they were in 
earnest in theavowal of their principles on that subject, 
and almost to conclude that they were making, for 
purposes of their own, a humbug of this right of 
petition; for they could trample upon it, when it suit- 
ed their purposes, with the most unlimited freedom. 
What did this petition embrace? Whence came it? 
It was signed by divers citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island; and what did it set forth? It set 


‘forth various things; and whether that statement was 


true or false, he must be permitted to tell gentlemen 
that it would not do for them to get up here and 
deny the existence of the facts set forth in that peti- 
tion; for when those gentlemen denied the jurisdic- 
tion of this House, they quietly admitted the truth 
of the charges there set forth. And it was a settled 
principle, that when individuals were charged with 
crime or improper conduct, which was unjustly 
charged upon them, such individuals would seek an 
investigation; and if, then, the statements in this me- 
morial were false, the gentlemen affected by them 
should be the first to seek for an investigation. 
What, then, did this memorial say? It said, in sub- 
stance, that ever since the American revolution— 
ever since the struggle of our fathers for the inde- 
pendence of this country—ever since the formation 
of the federal Union, the people of Rhode Island 
have been governed by virtue of a charter grant- 
ed by King Charles II; and that that charter. 
denies the right of the people to govern 
themselves; that that charter placed the governing 
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power in the hands of a few individuals, who as- 
sumed the right to make freemen, instead of free- 
men exercising the right to make their governors. 
It was alleged that, under such a charter, the people 
of Rhode Island have been living; but that, some 
year or two ago, the people of that State claimed 
the truth of “that abstraction” of Thomas Jefferson, 
which was-sanctioned by his compeers, which ac- 
knowledged the right of ‘the people to govern them- 
selves; and, in a peaceable and proper manner, they 
formed a republican constitution, in which they re- 
cognised the sacred principle that the governing 
power is based on the will of the governed. This 
constitution received the sanction of a large ma- 
jority of the people of Rhode Island; and, in 
pursuance of that fundamental law, the peo- 
ple went on and established a republican form 


- of government, which before they had not had 


under the charter of Charles I]. The memorial 
further alleged that, after they had taken those 
steps, the party which claimed the rightto govern 


-the people of Rhode Island by virtue of that charter, 


resisted the exercise of the rights of the people, and 
in that they were backed by the army and navy of 
the United States; that the executive of this Union, 
instead of carrying out, as far asin him lay, the right 
guarantied to the people of Rhode Island, as well as 
to all other citizens of the several States” of this 
Union by the federal constitution, of being secured, 
in a republican form of government, lent his aid to 
put down the people, to destroy their rights, and to 
continue a government whose powers and authority 
were derived from the charter of King Charles. 
This was in substance what was charged in this 
petition; and it appeared that, by virtue of the over 
shadowing power of the arm of this Union, the peo- 
ple of Rhode Island were crushed to the earth, and 
their constitution was trampled in the dust. Now, 
was this true? If it were not true, would gentlemen 
skulk from an investigation. Would they content 
themselves with denying the right of jurisdiction of 
this House? It was said ‘they had jurisdiction in 
the question whether there should be’ slavery in the 
District of Columbia. They had, some gentlemen 
admitted, jurisdiction over that question, and it 
might be made a governing principle on the admis- 
sion of a new State into the Union; and yet they had 
no jurisdiction when the arm of this government 
was raised to crush the'liberties of a State, though 
acting under a constitution which secured a repub- 
lican form of government to every State of this 
Union. But that clause of the constitution gave 
then jurisdiction, and they had it in various other 
ways, 

Did they suppose that the people of this country 
would stand by and see the strong arm of this coun- 
try brought into exercise to crush the “abstraction” 
of Thomas Jefferson? They had heard it declared 
on this floor, that the right of suffrage was nota nat- 
ural right; and that the doctrine of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, which was incorporated in the declaration of 
independence, was a “mere abstraction,” which 
might, or might not, be reduced to practice. No w, 
in the West, they were aceustomed to believe that 
their fathers meant what they said when they as- 
serted that the people had the power and the ability 
to govern themselves. One gentleman from Rhode 
Island, however, had said that one great objection 
was that the new charter did not go far enough, and 
was not broad enough: it did not cover the blacks as 
well as the whites; and, therefore, it was to be Snp- 
posed that if it had covered the blacks, and if the 
had been considered as part of the people of Rhode 
Island, they should not have heard of any objection. 
But he (Mr. Kexnepy) drew a distinction; and the 
man who should attempt to keep the free citizens of 
this country ftom the exercise of their rights by at- 
tempting to drag within the circle of the American 
people a class of people that were not a part or par- 
cel of them, would not succeed in his attempt. If 
there was any well-settled roposition in his creed— 
and he believed he was a Jeffersonian democrat—it 
was this: that all legislative, executive, or other an- 
thority of this government, was derived from the 
people. 

He held that, in the formation of a constitution 
the people madea fundamental law; and that law 
must guide, and govern, and control the agents 
whom the people appomted to execute their wil} 
But one gentleman had denied that the right of suf- 
frage was a natural right; and he claimed the right 
to exercise authority under the charter which had 
so long governed Rhode Island, and by virtue of 
which, had been exercised legislative, judicial, and 
executive authority there. Was that the doctrine 


of the whig party in Rhode Island. He should like 
to‘know if they would say that the people should 
be subjugated and made slaves or freemen, as the 
charter authorities should say yes or no. It was a 
fandamental principle that men and mind must gov- 
ern, and not property. 


In connexion with this branch of the subject, he 


related the anecdote told of Franklin, who, with | 


biting satire, put the proposition thus: ifa man of 
intelligence were not entitled to a vote, and another 
of equal-intelligence, possessing an ass, were al- 
lowéd to vote on the basis of his right of property 
therein,-did the man vote, or the ass? i 
He continued with some further remarks on this 
branch of the subject, and said the question was, 
whether they should sit still and see the executive 
of the United States exercise the power of this gov- 
ernment to violate the rights of the people. He 
took it that their jurisdiction was perfectly clear; 
and that it was not only the right, but the duty of 
Congress to exercise it. He knew it had been said 
that Dorr, and those who contended with ‘him for 
the rights of the people in the State of Rhode Island, 


were ruffiians and vagabonds, whose object was plun- - 


der; but this had ever been said of men who were the 
advocates of the rights of the people, by those who 
believed, or affected to believe, that the people were 
not fit for self-government. The same party justified 
martial law in Rhode Island, while they denounced 
it in Louisiana, when proclaimed by General Jack- 
son for the salvation of the country. He had no 
hesitation in saying that the charter authority ex- 
ercised.in Rhode Island was an infamous. usurpa- 
tion; and the only question which he should now 
ask was, did a majority of the people of Rhode 
Island adopt the constitution of which they had 
heard so much said? If that question were an- 
swered in the affirmative, he did not hesitate to say, 
that it was now the fundamental law of that State, 
and that Thomas W. Dorr was now its rightful gov- 
ernor. ° 

He admired the character of Governor Dorr. 
Where was he now? The gentleman had taunting- 
ly said that he was not here. Why was he not here? 

ecause they who treat the right of self-government 
as a silly abstraction—they who are Taboring to 
break down and destroy popular rights—had brought 
the strong arm of military power to bear against 
him. Where would Washington and all the pa- 
triots of the revolution have been, if some over- 
whelming power had come to the aid of the British 
government during the glorious struggle of the rev- 
olution? They would have been exactly where 
Dorr is now—where every patriot must expect to be 
when he falls into. the hands of those who'claim, by 
the grace of God, the right to trample upon the 
liberties of the people. 

He desired that the issue should now be made 
before the American people, between those who de- 
ny the right of the people to govern themselves, 
and the advocates of that right. He wanted to see 
the question settled, whether the declaration of in- 
dependence was really nothing better than an ab- 
straction. 

In the State which he had the honor in part to 
represent, he did not believe there was a man who 
would dare to stand up and declare to the people 
that the principles put fortli in the declaration of 
independence were abstractions. It was asserted 
that the people had no rightto change their form of 
government; if so,he contended that no legislature 
could have the power. 

The State of Rhode Island fought nobly in the 
revolutionary struggle of this country for liberty; 
but it appeared it was only for the purpose of 
changing masters. They wanted those to whom 
Charles ÍI had delegated the autharity, to govern the 
State, and declared that the declaration of mdepend- 
ence was a mere abstraction. He held that any set 
of men, whoever they might be, who were willing 
to make such a declaration as this, and to maintain 
that the people had no right to govern themselves, 
were deserving of the scorn of every man who re- 
cognised the right and capability of the people for 
self-government. There was a time when the doc- 
trine of the capability of the people for self-govern- 
ment was doubted; but those who had confidence in 
it, succeeded in establishing its practicability; and 
he held that man to be an alien to our free institu- 
tions, who declared that the people were incapable 
of self-government; nay, more, he held such a man 
to be deserving of the execration of all honest men. 
There was this distinction, however: even those 
who were trampling down the rights of the people 


in Rhode Island, though they denied the right of 


te people to govern themselves, conceded their ca- 
pability. a 

As faras the power of the House to inquire into 
this matter was concerned, he thought they had a 
clear, undoubted power. He believed there were not 
many men in that House, who, if the facts’ set forth 
in the memorial were true, would be willing to declare 


` that this House had not the right to inquire into the 


matter in-order to prevent such evils in future. He 
was well aware that he might be denounced as an 
agrarian, a locefoco, and so on: he cared not 
for. all this; he would rather be denounced by a 
certain class of individuals in this country, than 
praised. It had been the case ever since human lib- 
erty had struggled against tyranny, in this and every 
other country, that individuals who contended for 
the rights of the mass were denounced as agrarians. 
Notwithstanding all this, he was prepared to assert 
that the people of these United States had an indis- 
putable right to alter, amend, or change their form 
of government as they choose. 

Mr. CALEB. B. SMITH having obtained the 
floor, asked how much of the. morning hour was 
left. 

The SPEAKER answered that but five minutes 
were left. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH then moved that the 
further consideration of the subject be postponed till 
to-morrow; which was.agreed to. . : 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of ‘the Whole, to go on with the 
Military Academy bill; but withdrew his motion at 
the request of ` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, who asked leave to report 
back, from the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
bill repealing the first seven sections of the distribu- 
tion act. 

The SPEAKER said that could only be done by 
general consent. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS said that, if the gentleman 
would give way, he would move to suspend the 
rules for a few moments, to allow the reception of 
such reports from the standing committees as would 
not give rise to debate. 

r. DROMGOOLE then (no objection being 
made) reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, without amendment, the bill to repeal the 
first, second, third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh 
sections of the act for the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of thesales of the public lands, approved 4th 
September, 1841. 

he SPEAKER asked the gentleman what dis- 
position he proposed to make of this bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that the bill was on its 
third reading, and he proposed that the question be 
put on its engrossment. 

Mr. VINTON moved to refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. This was 
a bill of great importance, and ought to be maturely 
considered. : 

Mr. PAYNE could see no reason for referring 


this bill toa Committee of the Whole, as the sub- 


ject had been most fully discussed, not only in this 

Jouse, but throughout the country; and the minds 
of the people were fully made up on it. "The sec- 
tions of the act which the bill proposed to repeal 
were not now in force, because the duties under the 
last tariff had been carried up above the rates which 
authorized distribution. This-bill had been once 


` already referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


and by them reported back to the House, after be- 
ing fully considered by them. It was recommitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means; and, after an 
ample consideration, was again reported back to the 
House. . After this, there surely was no good rea~- 
son for referring it to a committee again. There 
could be no object in such a reference, unless for the 
purpose of delay; for the subject had been fully dis- 
cussed, and was fully understood, not only by the 
House, but by the whole country. He would far- 
ther remark that the simple principle of distribution 
was repealed in this bill, and that it did not touch 
any other. i 3 

Mr. BARNARD made some remarks in support 
of the motion to refer the bill, which the reporter did 
not distinctly hear. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that he was astonished 
at the declaration of the gentleman from New York, 
that the House now heard of this bill for the first 


time. 
Mr. BARNARD explained that he meant that 


the bill was brought up for the first time to-day for ' 


consideration. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE said that the bill had been 


before the House for consideration previous to: to- 


. The 


day. ‘It-was introduced, on leave; by the gentlenian 
from Alabama [Mr: Payne] on thè -4th of Januar’ 


last, when it was referred'to. the Committee on Pais’ 


lic Lands; who, after considering it, reported. it-back: 
to the House. It. was then -recommitted: to! ‘th 


Committee of Waya and. Means, who, after a:i 
like consideration, had again’ reported it back.” | 


The gentleman therefore could not suppose -the bH: 
was now for the first time heard of, unless he sup- 


posed that a majority of the House were:ignorant'of” 


its proceedings, and took no notice of: its business. 


Why, it was a question that was familiar, not only 


to the members of the “House, but familiar.to“ the’: 
people. It was one of the most important acts: of 


the extra session of 1841, and had excited the deep=. 
est attention throughout the country. ‘The people’ 
of the United States were ready, and had been ready, 
to declare their sentiments on :the simple question,” 
whether the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
should be distributed among the States, or remain 
in the treasury, to assist in defraying the expenses 
of the government, and to that extent render increas- 
ed taxation unnecessary. This was the simple 
question before the House, and the new members, 
coming fresh from the people, were fully possessed 
of their sentiments on the subject, and were as much 
prepared to act on it on the frst day of the session 
as now. Mr. D. said, that the bill simply provided, 
that the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 


should remain in the treasury, to be applied to. the . 


support of the government, instead of being. doled 
out among the States to seduce and corrupt-them. 
` That portion of- the bill making appropriation of 
lands it was notproposed to touch, because some of 
the States had received the quotas. provided for them 
by it. This being the simple question before the 


entleman alluded to the vast number. of new’ 
members who had not heard this question discussed,’ . 


ouse, the gentleman from New York, and every . 


other member, was as ready to vote on it, as he 
would be after a month’s discussion. It seemed, 


therefore, that the reference of the bill would answer ' 
no other purpose than delay, and contribute to the ` 


procrastination of the business of the House, and 
the lengthening of the session. 

- Mr. HARDEN observed that this question of the 
distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 


lic lands was not a new question, to be sure; but it 


was one of great importance to a large portion of 
the people.of the Union; and they were now asked to 
acton it immediately, without reference to the 
Committee of the Whole, and of course. without 
discussion. And why was it proposed to pass this 
bill, so speedily? Why, because, forsooth, it was 
nota new question, and had already been fully dis- 
cussed. Now he should like to know if the elec- 
tion bill, which was passed a few days ago, was a 
new question. He should like to know if the tariff 
bill, reported the day before yesterday by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, was a new question. 
and why it was deemed more necessary to refer 
these bills to the Committee of the Whole than the 
present bill. This was a question equally as impor- 
tant, and was asmuch worthy of discussion. he 
tariff bill of the Committee of Ways and Means 
was for reducing the duties so low that the distri- 


bution act would go into operation again; and that, ` 


he supposed, was the reason it was to be’ re- 
pealed. A speedy action on the bill was very de=- 
sirable tothe majority, and he was therefore not 
surprised that there was a disposition to suppress’ 
all debate on it. The bill, he supposed, would be 
passed under the operation of the previons ques- 
tion, the minority being entirely powerless. to pre- 
vent it; but they had at least a right to ask that 
their sentimenis in regard to it might be spread be- 
fore the American people. If this question was not 
to be discussed, he should like to know what ques- 
tion was:—none that he knew of was of more impor- 
tance. He supposed that the next thing they did 
would be, thatit was. unnecessary to discuss.any 
questions here; and that the majority would pass the 
whole batch of their bills without any discussion 
whatever. 

Mr. BOWER observed that he had as little dis- 
position as any member on the floor to consume the 
time of the House; and it had been a source of deep 
mortification to him to sit here and witness the uses 
less debate that had taken place on subjects on 
which the mind of every individual in the communi- 
ty was made up, and which had been continued not 
only for days, but for weeks. Now, as to the sub- 
ject at present before the House: had it not been 
discussed for years in the House? had it not been 

_ discussed in the public papers? and had it not been 


been the all-absorbing question among both parties? 
For.what purpose showd. it be- discussed now, but 
for delay, andto protract the business of the House? 
The. people of the United States, from the North to 
the South, and from the East to the West, had 
turned their eyes. to the useless consumption of the 
timé.of the House, in unnecessary debate... He was 
for'actión, instead of useless. discussion, consuming 
the. time. and money of the nation. He had sat 
there:lıstening to useless debate till his patience was 


worn out; and he therefore moved the previous 


question...’ A et 
Mr. McCLERNARD entreated the gentleman to 


withdraw his call for the prévious question for a’ 


few moments. ë r Mer 

Mr. BOWER assented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Illinois would renew the motion. 

Mr. McCLERNAND observed that his colleague 
had evinced a great degree. of sensibility at the mo- 
tion before the House, and seemed to apprehend 
that the subject would not be sfficiently discussed 
and understood by the American people, and his con- 
stituents, if the question on it should be taken then. 

Now, he respectfully begged leave to differ from 
his colleague, and to express the opinion that it had 
been already fully discuseed, and was well under- 
stood, by the people of Illinois at least, who had 
already passed their judgment on it. This question 
had been one of the favorite themes got up to ena- 
ble the great leader of. the whig party to ride into 

ower. His colleague was aware that the people of 
[lineis had passed sentence of condemnation on this 
principle of distribution, and that they regard it ag 
a bribe offered to seduce them from their principles. 
They had condemned it by the action of their legis- 
lative badies, and had further put their condemnation 
on it by sending here a large majority of members op- 
posed to it. hat was the character of this meas- 
ure,,which it was now proposed to repeal? Why, 
at was to give money to the States with one hand, 
and take double the amount from the people with 
the other. This could be established by mathemat- 
ical demonstration. The people regarded it as one 
of the tricks and stratagems of the whig party to 
blind their judgments, and deceive them in the ex- 
ercise of the elective franchise. They regarded it 
as a political hobby, got up by a desperate arty to 
retrieve their desperate fortunes, and they therefore 
condemned it. In reply to the assertion that this 
was a new question, he would say, that the bill be- 
fore them was introduced on the 4th of J anuary, and 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, of 
which he (Mr. M.) wasa member; and if it were 
proper to allude to the action of that committee, he 
might say that a mrjority of them gave it their sanc- 
tion. It was then referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and the result of their action was the re- 
port of to-day, passing a like censure on the principle 
of distribution, Thus the appropriate committees of 
the House had put the seal of condemnation upon 
it; and in doing so, they had done nothing more than 
copy the judgment of the American people. The 

entleman intimated that the freedom of debate had 
Boei cut off by the majority of the House. He 
respectfully differed with the gentleman. It was 
known to the country, that a great portion of the 
time of the House, since the commencement of the 
session, had been consumed in idle debate on the 21st 
rule, and some other questions equally as useless. 
Where was the power of the majority, when these 
debates were permitted? He might safely compare 
the action of the majority of this Congress with that 
of the last, in which some of the most important 
questions were hurried through without allowing an 
hour’s discussion. Then the majority exercised a 
more arbitrary power than ever had been witnessed 
on that floor, and subjected the minority to a more 
unrelenting despotism, than was ever known in a 
legislative body. He should not (Mr. M. suid) 
have made these remerks, had they not been called 
forth by the language of his colleague. Mr. M. 
concluded by renewing the motion for the previous 
question. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. HAR- 
DIN, Mr. WENTWORTH, Mr. G. DAVIS, Mr. 
WELLER, the SPEAKER, Mr. WINTHROP, 
Mr. RHETT, and others. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then called for tellers on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question, and 
Messrs. Detter and Burge were appointed; and 
they reported 76 in the affirmative, and 68 in the 
negative. 

So there was a second. 

Mr. CARROLL moved to lay the bill on the ta- 


discussed. onthe stump? Had i¢ not, at-one time,” | 


ble; and on this he .called for’ the yeas’ and. nays; 

which were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 64, 

nays 110: ER ; : 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, -Ashe,. Baker, Barringer, 


Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chappell, Chilton,Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, 


-Cyanston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickin- 


son, Fish, Giddings, Willis Green, Grider, Hardin, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 


~B, Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mcllvaine, 


Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Pat- 
terson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, Win- 
throp, and William Wright—64, bos 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben. Chapman, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale,. Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hays. Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B, 
Hunt, Charles J, Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
‘Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph Morris, 
Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe; Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, 


. Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, 


Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—110. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred, “Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put?” f 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 107, 
nays 75. 

o the main question was ordered to, be now put. 

The question then being upon the engrossment of 
the bill, the yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 115, nays 63, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Catlin, R. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, R. D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlapy Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersol!, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, ucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Pur- 
dy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Rit- 
ter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thos. 
H. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, ‘Tucker, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—15. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coila- 
mer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dickinson, Fish, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Hardin, 
‘Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Mortis, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Pat- 
terson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summérs, Thom 
asson, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, 
and William Wright—63. 


The bill being thus ordered to a third reading, 

Mr. STEWART inquired whether the previous 
question would preclude discussion upon the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Lhe SPEAKER was uuderstood to reply that the 
previous question applied only to the engrosssment 
of the bill. ; 

Mr. STEWART said, if the question was open 
to discussion, as it had been unexpectedly sprung 
upon the House this morning, (for he believed it 
had been only reported this morning,) 

Mr. DROMGOOLE interposed to say that the 
bill had been introduced as long ago as the begin- 
ning of January, and had been committed, and re- 
committed, and finally reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARNARD inquired when the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The Clerk, after referring to the printed bill, re- 
ported that the bill was referred to that committee 
on the 22d day of February. 

Mr. BARNARD was going on to observe that 
there had never been the slightest discussion respect- 
ing it, and he thought. it highly improper that it 
should be hurried through in this manner; when 


Mr, DROMGOOLE again interposed £ Without 
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admitting the propriety of the allusion of the gen- 
tleman, if there had been no discussion, it was be~ 
cause gentlemen: did not choose to discuss it. 

Mr. STEWART said, whether there had been 
discussion in the committee or not, it was certain 
there had been none in the House., It was a vitally 
important measure; more important than any bill 
that was likely to be brought forward this session; 
and yet this bill was to: be hurried through on its 
final passage, on the same day on which it was re- 
ported, under the previous question, without an op- 
portunity of saying a word upon the subject; with- 
out even a reportfrom the committee explaining the 
reasons upon which it was founded. Was a meas- 
ure.of this kind to be forced through without a mo- 
ment’s consideration, and without a word of explana- 
tion? The measure was too important to the people 
of this country to pass without some examination. 
The proceeds of the public lands of this country be- 
longed to the States of this Union; and a period had 
arrived in the history of this country, when, by mal- 


-administration, a state of things had been brought 


about, which had involved the States of this confedera~ 
cy in debts under which they were groaning. Was 
this government going to furnish no relief to the 
States? Did this government owe no obligation to 
the States, and to the people of this Union? Were 
they to sit quietly, and see the States crushed under 
the weight of taxation—to see their character dis- 
graced—to see repudiation stalking abroad in the 
land,--while this House possessed the power of free- 
ing the people from their burdens, and the country 
from disgrace—a disgrace in which this government 
was involved—without affording that relief which it 
was in their power to afford, and which the States 
had a right to claim at their hands? What were they 
going to do with the surplus revenue which they 
would derive from the existing tariff? If they did 
not give to the States the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, to which they were entitled, they 
would be driven in a short time to pass another law 
for the distribution of the surplus revenue; for that 
they would have a surplus, and a large one, at the 
end of the current year, was perfectly certain. 

The Committee of Ways and Means had report- 
ed a tariff bill, and for what purpose? Why, they 
alleged, to increase the revenues beyond what they 
are under existing laws. They were not content 
with a revenue of forty millions a year—the rate at 
which it was now pouring into the treasury—but, 
in the face of this fact, they had introduced a bill for 
the purpose of increasing it. Now, if this tariff bill 
was to have the effect it was intended to have, we 
shall (said Mr. S.) have more money to distribute; 
there will be a plethora in the treasury; and he 
wanted gentlemen to tell him what they were 
going to do with this surplus if they did not intend 
to give it to the States. Let him state a fact to the 
House. This bill was introduced forthe purpose of 
increasing the revenue; and it brought the duties 
back to what they were in 1840. Whatwas the 
revenue then? Jt was thirteen millions and a quar- 
ter. What was the revenue in 1841? The report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury showed that they 
were fourteen millions; and this year we shall have 
forty millions. And yet it was proposed to reduce 
the duties one-half to ‘increase the revenue, What 
were they going to do. with that revenue if they 
would not distribute it among the States? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, pay the debts of the 
whig Congress with it. : 

Mr. STEWART continued, Yes, twenty-odd 
millions of whig debt—a debt contracted under the 
administration of Martin Van Buren, and which he 
contended would have gone on increasing and in 
creasing, ifthe whigs had not passed the tarif act 
of 1842, which restored the prosperity of the conn- 
try, and enabled it to meetit. It was the fruits of 
Mr. Van Buren’s system that brought this debt on 
the country; and it was the policy the whig party to 
pay it, and would pay it. This tariff bill of the 
Committee of Ways and means reduced the duties 
on an average more than one-fourth, and reduced 
them one-half on a great many articles. It would 
extinguish the fires of all the forges in the State of 
Pennsylvania. What would be its general results? 
If (said Mr. S.) you reduce the duties one-third 
don’t you reduce the revenue one-third? and then sto 
make up that reduction, must they not bring into the 
country one-third more foreign goods? Now what 
sort of policy was this, to destroy the protection to 
American artisans, for the sake of bringing British 
poc into the country for the encouragement of 

ritish manufactures? 


Mr. MeKAY here said that he Was unwilling to 


interrupt any gentleman in the course of his re- 
marks; but.the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
taking a range wholly inadmissible. The tariff bill 
was not now under discussion; but would be brought 
upin afew days, when the gentleman would have 
an ample opportunity of discussing it. ` 
The SPEAKER said that it was notin order for 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to- discuss the 
merits of the tariff bill, which was not then before the 
House. i 


Mr. STEWART insisted that he was in order— 


that he was referring to the tariff bill to show that 
there would be a surplus revenue, for the purpose of 
connecting it with the bill before the House. And he 
had no doubt that this bill would be passed without 
discussion, as the majority had the power to do so. 
Why not pass the tariff bill as they were now pass- 
ing the bill to repeal the distribution act? One was 
not more important than the other, which was to 
save some of the States from bankruptcy. If this 
bill was to be passed under the gag rule, why not 
pass the tariff bill in the same way? This tariff bill 
could.not be passed at all, if suffered to be discussed. 
The country would see that it was to encourage for- 
eign manufacturers, at the expense of our own me- 
chanics. He would tell gentlemen how was the 
best way to pass it; and that was to send it to the 
British “Parliament, where it would be passed by 
acclamation. He contended that he had a right to 
discuss this question, and discuss it, too, in connex- 
ion with the subject of the distribution of the. pro~ 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands. He had a 
right to show its effects on the revenues of the coun- 
try, and how there would be a surplus, that ought 
to be: distributed among the States. Let him re- 
mind the House of another fact. 
1832 was introduced precisely like the present one, 
but for a different purpose. The bill introduced the 
other day, was for the purpose of improving the rev- 
enue; but the bill of-1832 was introduced for the 
purpose of lessening the revenue, when there was 
found to bea redundancy. Now he would like to 
know how, in 1832, the same bill was to reduce the 
revenue, that was now to increase it? {t must be 
evident. that’a bill to reduce duties would. reduce 
revenue, unless the importations were increased; and 
if importations were increased, it would be to the in- 
jury of the American producer, for the benefit of the 
foreign manufacturer. R 

After speaking of the effect of the reduction of 
duties on various articles of American manufac- 
tires, Mr. S. went on to say that the House dare 
not pass this tariff bill, if a discussion was permit- 
ted on it. The people of the country would pro- 
claim it to be for the benefit of British manufac- 
turers to the injury of the American mechanics. 
He would go further, and say that it would be to 
the injury of the American farmer; for the British 
importations that would come. in would be agricul- 
tural products, worked up by the British mechanics. 
He contended that this was a British bill, made for 
the protection of British manufactures, and not for 
the benefit of American industry. 

Here the SPEAKER called Mr. S, to order. 

Mr. STEWART continued. Well, he would say 
that if this bill should be passed, what wonld be the 
condition of the indebted States? Pennsylvania had 
a debt of forty millions. How was she to pay it, if 
the proceeds or the sales of the public lands were 
withheld from her. To pay it, she must resort to 
direct taxation, and direct taxation of the most un- 
mitigated sort. 

` He went on to show what the State of Pennsylva- 
nia would be entitled, if the public lands were dis- 
tributed; and he appealed to the members from the 
indebted States : 
efeat this bill. He spoke of the advantages of dis- 
tribution to the people, and of the propriety, of sup- 
porting this government by duties on imports, 
which, if paid by the people, were paid voluntarily, 
as they were not compelled to purchase luxuries 
nolens volens. So long as the land revenue was paid 
into the treasury, the tariff would be unsettled; for 
there were constant fluctuations in the receipts from 
that source; and hence he derived another argument 
in favor of distribution, which had received the ad- 
vantages of General Jackson’s advocacy. 

He was proceeding with his argument, when 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of his 

ur, 3 
ee HOPKINS next obtained the floor, and said 
he should not entertain the House by any argument 
on this subject, or by attempting a reply to the 
speech which the House had just heard from the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania. "There was-one class, . 


The tariff bill of 


to come to his aid in attempting to . 
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of questions which. presented themselves to thë con- 
sideration of this Congress, which he would not dis- 
cuss, because he did not feel permitted to discuss’ 
them; and-this was one of them. They ‘would al: 
remember that, at the commencenient of the Jast 


Congress, it was said by a distinguished gentleman 


at the other end of this Capitol (Mr. Clay)—a gen- 
tleman who was the leader of the party to which the 
gentleman belonged who had just-taken his seat— 
that the minority in both branches of Congress were 
condemned culprits; and the majority then assumed 
to be here not to discuss and debate certain ques- 
tions concerning the interests of the country, but to 
execute the verdict of condemnation which the peo- 
ple had pronounced upon the minority; and the ma- 
jority then commenced their work;—that sentiment 
being here responded to by a gentleman from Indi- 
ana, now no longer a member of this body, he him- 
self having fallen under the “second sober thought” 
of the people, and his place been worthily filled by a 
gentleman belonging to the party which had been 
stigmatized as condemned criminals. It would also 
be recollected that measures were forced through 
during thè session of that Congress by every species 
of gag. 

Ée would call the attention of the House to one 
measure-—no less.a measure than that authorizing a 
loan of twelve millions of dollars, How long was it 
permitted to be considered by the then dominant 
party in this House? But one day before the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and means intro- 


-duced a resolution fixing the following Monday, on 


which day, at a certain hour, the committee was to 
be discharged from its further consideration. And 
the committee was so discharged, and the hill was 
reported to the House, the previous question ap- 
plied, and thus a bill authorizing a loan of twelve 
millions of dollars was passed through this House 
with but a few hours’ consideration. And how was 
it with the sub-treasury repeal bill)’ Why, it re- 
ceived but a few hours’ consideration at most, béfore 
the majority proceeded to execute what it said. was 
the verdict of the people. And now there was a 

arty here, he must be permitted to tell them, which 

ad come to “execute the will of the people,” who 
had been so grievously deceived in 1840; and in re- 
lation to such measures as this, he would inquire if 
it was pretended that debate for any period of time 
would change the opinion ofa single member? He 
was sure no gentleman would pretend that it could. 
Every gentleman had made up his opinion; and a 
month’s or a year’s discussion could not be expect- 
ed to produce a single change on this question. Un- 
der these circumstances, he did not thrink the gen- 
tlemen of the opposite party could complain, if, 
with a desire to prosecute the public business which 
pressed upon them, and which had been hitherto re- 
tarded in various ways—on one day in particular by 
the taking of the yeas and nays on the subdivisions 
ofa question—and standing, as the majority did, with 
the responsibility that rested upon them—they re- 
fused to allow questions to be discussed, day after 
day, and week after week, without the expectation: 
of changing a single vote. He, therefore, moved 
the previous question; but withdrew it at the request 
of Mr. HENLEY, (who desired to speak for about 


fifteen minutes,) on his promising to renew the mo- 


hon. 

Mr. HENLEY said he was not in the habit of 
detaining the House; but sometimes it happened, as 
in this case, that he had a desire to say a few words 
in relation to the position he occupied. And in doing 
so on this occasion, he would confine himself ex- 
clusively to the question, as to the propriety of re- 
ceiving or not receiving the fund proposed to be dis- 
tributed, and which the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia had said the indebted States must receive, or they 
would not be able to pay their debts. If Pennsyl- 
vania was not able to pay her debts without getting 
this land fund, why was she-so simple as to con- 
tract those debts? 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS rose to make an explanation, 
in the absence of his colleage. 

[A message from the Senate was here presented 
by Asbury Dickins, secretary. ] 

Mr. MORRIS had merely to say, that as early as 
the year 1826, the legislature of Pennsylvania, with 
a democratic majority in both branches, instructed 
their senators and representatives in Congress to 
vote for a bill distributing the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands among the States; and it was under the 
conviction that she would receive her share, that that 
State commenced her gigantic system of internal im- 

rovement, which had so greatly benefited the whole 
nion. 


LOBE. 


oo Mr. HENLEY declined to do b0, 


“Mr. BIDLACK requested ‘the 
Indiana to. yield the floðr a ‘moment; 


úñless: he were 
permitted to exteed “the ‘fifteen minutes which he 
claimed for the purpose of making his speech. |. ° 

' The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Morris] 
had desired permission to ask a quéstion, and, in- 
stead of- asking a ‘question, he had:made astump 
speech; (alaugh.) “And what did it amount to? ; To 


precisely the same position that -his:worthy friends - 


(the whigs) always took upon’ the” question~of 
internal improvement—and that. was,” to: go 
back, no matter how far, ‘and. prove, ‘if possible, 
that at some time or other there had been some act 
of the democratic party which justified the whigs in 
incurring an enormous debt. If one-wrong . act 
could be found on the part of the democrats, by 
looking back for twenty years or more, it was to be 
taken as a justification of all the misconduct of the 
whigs during their whole career of power.. This 


was precisely the position taken. The gentleman ` 


went back to a time when the democratic legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania were foolish enough. to believe 
that they would get these lands, and this was the 
way in which the gentleman endeavored to justify 
the course of the whigs; such a justification, he would 
tell the gentleman, would avail but little with the in- 
telligent people of this country. Pia 


The gentleman would not be able to make the 
people believe that, because somebody else had 
done wrong, he was also entiled to do wrong. [A 
laugh.] He belonged to an indebted State, and he 
knew well how that State became involved. The 
people of that State were swindled into contractin: 
the debt.. The scheme was conceived in ‘sin, an 
brought forth in iniquity; but it was a difficulty 
which must be remedied. by the people. of 
Indiana themselves. They did not intend to 
call upon this government to 
They were not going to ask this government 

_to pay their debts for them. They had acted im- 
prudently—he confessed it with shame and humilia- 
tion—and they were the persons who ought to suffer. 
{A Laugh.] 

The question was, ought they to receive this 
money. He maintained that if the money had been 
properly appropriated, and the debts had been judi- 
ciously contracted, still they ought not to receive the 
money; it was improper, mexpedient, and unjust. 

Mr. FOSTER asked the gentleman, whether 
Pennsylvania had ever, directly or indirectly, urged 
a claim to a share of the public lands, or expressed 
herself in favor of distribution? 


Mr. HENLEY replied, that if Pennsylvania had 
not done so, it had been dene by one of’ her repre- 
sentatives on that floor; he meant the gentleman who 
last addressed the House. Mr. H. proceeded to ar- 
gue that the distribution ought not to take place, be- 
cause a necessity would thereby be created for sup- 
plying the deficiency in the treasury of the general 
government, by a resort to imposts upon articles of 
consumption, which might otherwise be obtained by 
the people of, the country, the workingmen—of 
whom he was one-—at prices corresponding with 
their means. Mr. H. contended. that an imposition 
of. duties upon articles which were absolute necessa- 
ries of life—such as tea and coffee—operated as a 
greater burden the industrial portion of the commu- 
nity than upon the wealthy. 


Mr. BIDLACK rose to address the House, (Mr. 
Hener having yicided him the floor for an expla- 
nation,) but objections being made, a 

Mr. HENLEY said he should not have madea single 
remark, if he had thought that the gentleman from 


help them .out., 


Ohio [Mr. Vinton} would have been so sensitive. . 


He had 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Monris,] a political opponent, 
and not a word of objection was heard; but now, 
when he professed to do a similar favor to the other 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Broacx,} a po- 
litical friend, the greatest alarm was excited. The 
gentleman from Ohio scemed to think that there was 
some collusion between him and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bipcacx;] but he could assure 
him there was none, and that all he intended was, 
to grant the same privilege to the gentleman that he 
had already granted to his colleague. As the gen~ 
tleman from Ohio, however, seemed so. very sensi- 
tive, he would withdraw the promise he made to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and conclude with a 
single remark. It was well for gentlemen to talk 
about gag-laws, who a 

Mr. VINTON again called the gentleman to or- 
der, stating that the gentleman had not a tight to gò 


yielded the floor to the gentleman from - 


„on with “his remarks, after having, as:he understood 
“him, said that he was done... 2 : 
`. Mr. HENLEY replied that, if the gentleman did 


understand him to say that he had concluded, it was 
because, not being so ‘well versed in- parliamentary 
proceedings as other gentlemen, he might have ex- 
pressed ‘himself imperfectly. It was, however, far 
from hig intention to say. that he had concluded his 
_ remarks; and the gentleman had understood him in- 
` correctly. ‘ ` | 
The SPEAKER observed: that he did not hear 
the gentleman say that he had concluded; and the 
only way forthe Chair to know that a gentleman 
À had dene speaking, was by his taking his seat. The 
gentleman not having resumed his seat, he of course 
inferred that he had not finished. his remarks. 

Mr. HENLEY observed that it was not his in- 
tention to yield the floor entirely when he gave the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Bracs] per- 
mission to to address the House. He now vonelu- 
ded by renewing the motion for the previous ques- 
tion. `. : i i 

Mr. HARDIN and other gentlemen appealed to 
Mr. H: to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 


tion; but he declined doing so, on the ground that. 


the motion was not. his own, but only the renewal, 
according to promise, of the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. STOPES] 

The previous question was then seconded by the 
House. 

Mr. HARDIN demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question, “Shall the main question be now put” 
which being ordered and taken, resulted in yeas 
104, nays 70. 

‘The yeas and nays having been ordered, 

The main question, being on the passage of the 
bill, was then taken, and decided in the affirmative 


—~yeas 113, nays 70, as follows: 


YEAS~— Messrs, Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
Edward J. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron V., Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, cary, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, R. D, Davis, J, W. Da- 
vis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Ellis, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 


Hughes, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, ©. J. Ingersoll, Jameson, | 


Cave Johnson, A. Johnson, Geo, W, Jones, Andrew Kenne- 
ay, Preston King. Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lew- 
is, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
MeClernand, MeConnell, McDowell, McKay, J. Morris, 
Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pur- 
dy, Rathbun, David 5, Reid, Reding, Relke, Rhett, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St, John, Saunders, Thomas H, 
Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thos, Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Steenrod. Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, 

entworth, Wheaton, Williams, Jos. A. Wright, and Yost 
~=113. j 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ådams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, J. Brown, Buflington, Carroll, Cau- 
sin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Gar- 
rett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Gid- 
dings, Willis: Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Hudson, 
Washington Want, Irvin, Jenks, Perley’ B, Johnson, J. P. 
Kennedy, Mellvaine, Marsh, E, J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Rayner, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Senter, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, 
White, Winthrop, and Wm. Wright--70, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the title by 
striking ont, and inserting as as follows: 


“Strike ont all afier the word ‘repeal,’ and insert 
the words ‘certain sections of the act’ entitled an 
act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights, ap- 
proved September 4, 18410 

On this amendment, he moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was sustained, and the ament was agreed 
to. 

Mr. McKAY remarked that the day was far ad- 
vanced, and therefore he would not move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of Union on 
the appropriation bills; but instead, he would move 
that the rules be suspended, that the committees 
might be called for reports that would not give rise 
to debate, 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, acting under the authority of a 
resolution of the House, reported a hill providing 
for the collection, safekeeping, transfer and dis- 
bursement of the public revenues, which was ac- 
companied by a report. The bill was read twice, 

Mr. D. moved that the bill be committed. to the 


Committee. of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


and thatthe bill and report. be printed. _ 

Mr. M. BROWN moved to lay the bill on the 
table; and. on that, he called for the previous ques- 
tion. ei f 


Mr. BARNARD intimated that the minority of 
_ the committee might hereafter make a report. 


The yeas and nays: were then ordered, and taken 


on laying on the table, and resulted thus—yeas 62, 


nays 100: 
i YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 


Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- - 


roll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cran 
ston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B, Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. 
Potter, Preston; Ramsey, Rayner, Rockwell, Rodney,, Ro- 
gers, Sample, Senter, Severance, Caleb B, Smith, Andrew 
Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright 
—62, P 

NAYS~—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker. 
hoff, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hamlin, Ham- 
mett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, . Hungerford, James B, Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston ‘King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mc- 
Clelland, -MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Moore, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, 
Emery: D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simons, Slidell, Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Tucker, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, and Joseph A, 
Wright—100, 


So the House refused to lay on the table. 


The question recurred on referring it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and that the bill and report be printed; which 
was carried. 

On motion of Mr. J. W. JONES, 

The House then adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporter by the members 
presenting them: ; ` 

By ROBERT SMITH: Petition of John Stone, a 
soldier in the late war with Great Britain, praying a 
pension in consequence of wounds receive while in 
the serviceof his country: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid. Pensions. Also, the petition of the 
legal heirs of the late Andrew Englis, an officer in 
the war of the revolution, praying payment for for- 
age furnished the army, by order of the command- 
er-in-chief of the army: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
Wm. Hollenbeck and 31 other citizens of Sullivan 
county; the petition of Joel Stinnett and 17 others, 
of same county; the petition of Thomas Marks 
and 123 others, of same county, Indiana; the me- 


morial of Jas. S. Reed and 32 othersof said county; _ 


the petition of John Marks and 40 others of said 
county; the morial of Ezekiel Stone and 37 others, 
of same county;—all praying for a grant of certain 
lands in the Vincennes land istrict, for the exten- 
sion of the Wabash and Erie canal, from Terre 
Haute to Evansville, on the Ohio. Also, the me- 


morial of John Dowell and others, 430 citizens . 


of Lawrence county, Indiana, asking a grant of 
land to complete the national thoroughfare between 
the lakes and the Ohio, by the improvement. of the 
navigation of tne Wabash. Also, the memorial o 
George Adams and 372 others, citizens of Monroe 
county, Indiana, upon the same subject. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of D. W. 
Bradley and others, citizens of Bangor, fora law 
defining the manner in which lumber of all kinds, 
grown on the territory of Maine, and transported 
down the river St. John, shall again be admitted 
into said State of Maine: referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of citizens of 
Ulster county, New York, praying for the reduction 
of postage: ‘referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. S 

‘By Mr. LYON: The petition of 300 citizens of 
western Michigan, praying for an appropriation to 
construct a harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, on the eastern shore of Lake Michigan. The 
petition of 83 citizens of Tonia county, asking the 
establishment of a mail route on the north side of 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Grand river, in‘Michigan, from Tonia, in the county 


‘of Tonia, by way of Dexter’s and Butterfield’s, to 
the Flat River post office in the county of Kent, in 
said State. The petition of 106 citizens of Niles, in 
Michigan, praying forthe reduction of postage to 
five cents on each letter sent in the mail, and for 
abolishing the franking privilege. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of E. P. Taylor, 
and 22] other citizens of St. Joseph county, In- 
diana, praying the reduction of the rates of postage 
on letters toa sum not above five cents for distances 


| within 500 miler, and not exceeding ten cents for 


any greater. distance; and also for the reduction of 
posjage on newspapers, periodicals, &c. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, March 14, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, coyering a report from the State Department, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
25th January, 1844, comprising a. list of all the 
American consuls and vice consuls abroad; which, 
on motion by Mr. SEMPLE, was ordered to lie on 
the table. D, . 

Also, a message from the President of the United 
States, covering a report from the Secretary of State, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 2Ist ultimo, informing’ the Senate that ves- 
sels of the United States have been made to sub- 


-serve the African slave trade, &c.: ordered to lie on 


the table. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented four memorials 
praying the construction of a ship canal around the 
falls of St. Mary’s river, one of which was signed 
by 118 citizens of Pontiac, one by citizens of Adrian, 
one by 213 citizens of Battle creek, and one by 83 
citizens of Rochester, Michigan: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented four similar me- 
morials, signed by 57 citizens of Iowa, by 41 citi- 
zens of Berrien county, 86 of the Ist ward; and 81 
of the 2d ward, in Detroit, Michigan; and 

Mr. PORTER presented four similar memorials, 
signed by 88 citizens of Monroe, 52 of Bertrand, 
154 of Ann Arbor, and 72 of Mount Clemens, 
Michigan; all of which were referred to the Com. 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BREESE presented additional documents in 
support of the petition of Edmund Roberts and 
others, sureties of St. Vrain; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. í 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that he had, some few 
days ago, presented a memorial purporting to have 
been signed by various persons styling themselves 
ship-owners, &c., praying Congress to examine in. 
to the reciprocal commercial treaties with foreign 
countries, with a view to their change, modification, 
or termination, He had now received a memorial 
from a number of persons styling themselves ship- 
owners in New York city, remonstrating against 
the termination of those reciprocity treaties; and 
in explanation, it is stated that two or three of those 
who signed this memorial signed the other, which 
he presented through mistake: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, leave was 
granted to take from the files the petition and pa- 
pers of the heirs of Daniel Piatt, 

Mr. ATHERTON. presented a memorial from 
Cyrus Eastinan, and other citizens of the county of 
Grafton, in the State of New Hampshire, praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage, the abolition. 
of the franking privilege, and the repeal of so much 
of the post office law a forces newspapers and 
periodicals into the mail, against the wishes of the 
publishers and subscribers: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented several memorials from 
the State of Ohic, one from the county of Wayne, 
numerously signed by persons, some of whom he 
knew; one from the. county of Pickaway, and 
another signed by officers of the 4th regiment of the 
7th division of Ohio militia, urging on Congress the 
propriety and necessity of passing such laws as 
might be necessary to protect the rights of this 
country to the Territory of Oregon, and the Ameri- 
can citizens who have gone to settle in that coun- 
try. A bill having been reported for this object 
these memorials were ordered to lie on the table,” 

Also, a memorial, signed by O, L. Drake, and 
other citizens of Portage county, Ohio, praying for 
the establishment of a mail-route between W indham 
and the township of Hudson: referred to the Com- 


mutiee.on the Post Office and Post Roads. Mr. A. 
particularly invited the. attention of that committee 
to the memorial. 


‘IMPORTANT BILLS FORTHCOMING. 
Mr. HAY WOOD remarked, that he rose for the 


purpose of. starting some practical measures to re- 
trench the expenses and to check the spirit of pro- 
scription in our government. Congress had been 
in session more than three months, during which 
time he had waited upon others; but as they did. not 
see próper to start the subject, he (Mr. Mr. H.) be- 
lived it was his duty to attempt it, however great 
the labor 4nd responsibility of such a position. He 
therefore gave notice that he would, at an early day, 
introduce the following bills: 


1. A bill to regulate and reduce the salary of the 
President of the United States, from and after 4th 
March, 1845. * is 

2. A bill to regulate and reduce the salaries of the 
chief justice and justices of the Supreme Court, and 
of the circuit and district judges of the United States, 
so as to apply to all officers who shall be commis- 
sioned after the present session of Congress. 

3. A bill to regulate and fix the salaries of the Sec- 
retary and other officers and the clerks in the depart- 
ment-of State at Washington. : 

4. A billto regulate and fix the’salaries of the Sec- 
retary and other officers and the clerks in the de- 
partment of War at Washington... : ` 

-5..A bill to regulate and, fix the salaries of the 
Secretary and other officers and the clerks in the de- 
partment of the Navy at Washington. 

6. A bill to regulate and fix the salaries of the 
Secretary and other officers and the clerks of the de- 
partment of the Treasury at Washington. 

7. A bill to regulate and fix the salaries of the 
Postmaster General and other officers and the clerks 
in the Post Office Department at Washington. 

8. A bill to regulate and fix the salaries of Terri- 
torial officers, appointed by laws of the United States, 
in the several Territories. 

9. A bill to regulate and fix the salary of the At- 
torney General of the United States. 

10. A bill to regulate the appointment of the Sec- 
retaries of State, Treasury, War, and Navy, and 
the appointment of the Postmaster General, so as to 
limit their term of office to two years. 

Mr. H. concluded his notice by remarking, that 
if these bills met with the favor he had a right to ex- 
pect they would, when the senators on both sides 
were so deeply pledged to the people to retrench ex- 


penses and proscribe proscription, it would encour- 


age him to offer a separate bill for each State in the 
Union, to regulate the salaries of the federal govern- 
ment officers in the States. What he lacked in abil- 
ty, he would maké up, as far he could, by industry 
and perseverance. ; 


HOME SQUADRON. 


Mr. SEMPLE remarked that it would be recol- 
lected that he had the honor, some time ago, to in- 
troduce a resolution which was adopted by the Sen- 
ate, calling on the executive for information as to 
what would be the additional expense to the gov- 
ernment, to require one of the armed vessels of the 
United States, belonging to the home squadron, to 
leave New Orleans, and make the circuit of the 
Wrest Indies and Gulf of Mexico once a month, 
touching at the principal ports in the islands of 
Cuba, San Domingo, and Porto Rico, and also on 
the Spanish main, and Gulf of Mexico. That reso- 
lution had been answered, and they were informed 
that there would be no additional expense, except that 
of pilotage ind steamboat towage from the mouth of 
the Mississippi to New Orleans. In moving to refer 
that paper to the Committee on Naval Affairs, he 
should ask the indulgence of the Senate to make a 
few remarks, explanatory of the objects he had in 
view when he introduced the resolution. He was 
not sure that any legislative action could or ought 
to arise out of the inquiry. He was never disposed 
to interfere with any other branch of the govern- 
ment in the exercise of the powers which he believed 
properly belonged to it. Yet he thought that no 
fani could arise out of a suggestion or recommend- 
ation by that body on any particular subject, al- 
though exclusively belonging to the executive. That 
had often heen done by both Houses of Congress; 
and sometimes, he had no doubt, with a gocd effect. 
It might be that the motion heretofore introduced 
would call the attention of the executive to this 
subject, and produce an order to send our vessels 
of war more frequently into those places, where he 
thought our commerce had been heretofore much 


neglected. The British, government has a regular 


system of sending its armed vessels into nearly ever 

port in the world were a British trader can be found. 
This gives a vast advantage to British commerce, 
by affording a more ample protection against every 
species of depredation and unlawful seizure. Our 
commerce was not very extensive, it was true, on 
the coast of New Granada; and one reason why it 
was not moré extensive, was on account of the fre- 


quent seizures of our vessels and property there, ° 
and the entire want of protection. 


civil wars, more than at any other time, our citizens 
and their property were liable to seizure and confis- 
cation, under various pretences. Nothing ‘could 
remedy this but an armed force on the spot, with 
authority to act according to circumstances. There 
was another advantage, independent of the protec- 
tion of our commerce, which would result from pe- 
riodical visits of our ships of war to the ports desig- 
nated in the resolution. In sailing down the coast, 
from Cumana to Galveston, they would enter the 
ports of five independent republics, to wit: Venezu- 
ela, New Granada, Guatemala, Mexico, and Texas; 
with all of which the United States have diplomatic 
relations. It often happened that the despatches to 
and from our government to our ministers m all those 
States, were of great importance; and should always 
be carried, if practicable, by some responsible 
person. Should the President think proper to 
order our ships of war to visit periodically all 
those countries, they would be able to carry 
out and bring home in safety al the de- 
spatches of our ministers, as well as our consuls in 
the numerous ports of those several States. 

The protection and extension of our foreign com- 
merce, he said, Was the only purpose for which we 
keep ships of war in service during a time of peace. 
He wished, while they were in service, to keep them 
moving. He could not imagine a more useful ser- 
vice than that which had been indicated by the reso- 
lution which had been adopted by the Senate. 

It appeared to him, from the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, that that officer was under the 
impression that this service had been neglected; for, 


after answering the resolution, he goes farther, and - 


endeavors to make an excuse for not having sent 
our ships as indicated. He says it would be haz- 
ardous, if not impracticable, to sail in the course 
designated in ihe resolution, owing to the trade 
winds, and currents raised by them. He should not 
undertake to determine whether the Secretary was 


right or not in the position which had puzzled the 


wisest men for ages, as to the true cause of the 
ocean currents. He would leave that to those better 
qualified to judge than he pretended to be.. He 
knew that they existed, and that, to a great extent, 
they controlled the course of navigation. He had 
that fully in his mind when he introduced the reso- 
lution; and he undertook to say that both the winds 
and the currents would favor the course indicated 
by. that resolution.’ In the route from New Orleans 
to Havana and Matanzas, this will not be denied. 
From Matanzas, should a vessel undertake to sail 
directly to the coast of Cuba and San Domingo, he 
knew that there would be great difficulty in encoun- 
tering the contrary trade winds. But no one would 
do this. They should bear out from Matanzas to 
the northward, by the channels usually followed by 
vessels, until they would be enabled to make the 
island of San Domingo or Porto Rico, as might be 
desired. Then, to the coast of South America, at 
Cumana, or Laguayra, and down that coast, and 
through the Gulf of Mexico, both winds and cur- 


rents favor the voyage entirely to New Orleans. 


The Secretary says the voyage could not be per- 
formed ina month. The resolution never contem- 
plated sucha thing, Any one, by a mere glance at the 
maps, could see that it could notbe performed in a 
month. He would desire that it should not be per- 
formed in less than three or four months, including 
the proper stay in the different ports; yet one vessel 
could depart monthly, and following each other, 
there would be one or another jn every port about 
once a month. We all know that a stage cannot go 
from here to St. Louis in a day, and yet the mail 
is carried daily. If it required one ship three months 
to make the voyage, then three ships only would be 
necessary to make monthly voyages. If it required 
four months, then four ships would be necessary, &c. 
So that twelve ships, by making a voyage only once 
a year, would show themselves, some one of them, 
in each of the ports of those countries. He thought 
the great utility of some periodical appearance at 
those places would be, that when any of our citizens 
got into difficulty, they might look forward with 


‘consideration, and recommend some action. 


During their 


some. degree of certainty to that period for some as- 
sistante from their coustry, and: nòt, as at present, 
have no assurance. that any armed’ vessel, of the 
United States would ever come to his assistance. 
He hoped the committee would take the subject into. 
But if 
they should think that nothing was necessary, then 
he should-feel that he had performed: his duty in 
calling their attention to a subject which was of 
more importance than it would at-first view appear 
to be.. The object ofthe monthly voyage from New 
Orleans to Cumana and back, was for the purposes, 
as well of ordinary services, as to keep. up a direct 
and constant communication through the isthmus 
with the great Pacific ocean. ; pk 

He had mentioned the.city of New Orleans as the 
place of departure and return, on account: of ‘its 
great commercial importance to the whole country, 
and more especially to the Western States. 

On motion of Mr. S., the report of the Secretary 
upon the subject was taken from the table, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution, 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That in addition to the standing com- 
mittees already appointed by the Senate, there shall 
bea committee of five appointed by the.Chair, to be 
styled the Committee on Pansitovien 


Mr. BAGBY presented a communication from 
the three delegates from the Territories, in the other 
House, urging the appointment of such a committee; 
which was read. se 

Mr. BREESE submitted a paper (which was or- 
dered to be printed) which he intends to offer as an 
amendment to the bill for the establishment of a 
dock-yard at Memphis, Tennessee, when it comes 
up for consideration. - 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the petition and papers of 
Gaetana Carusi. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which a resolution of inquiry upon the 
subject was referred, reported a bill to amend the ` 
act entitled “An act to repeal the act entitled an act 
to provide for the collecting, safe-keeping, transfer, 
and disbursement of the public revenue,” and to 
provide for the punishment of embezzlers’ of the 
public money, and for other purposes; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. f 


Also reported, from the same committee, a bill for 
the relief of Miles King or his assignees; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the reliefof Mary 
A. P. Zantzinger, widow of Richard A. Zantzinger, 
formerly an officer in the army of the United States; 
which was read, and ordered to a. second reading. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Milita’ 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
for the relief of Caroline E. Clitherall, the widow of 
Dr. George C. Clitherall. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Haywoop on yesterday, was taken up for consid- 
eration, viz: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be directed to report a list of all claims 
to land in the State of Louisiana which have been 
heretofore reported by any commissioner appointed 
by law for that purpose, and which have not been 
heretofore coifirmed by Congress, but which remain 
subject to their future action; and in making said 
list, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
will set forth extracts of so much of the reports and 
other documents in his office as may exhibit to the 
Senate the origin of the claimant's demand, whether 
it was recommended to be confirmed by Congress 
or net; and, if reported upon adversely, the ground 
of objection to the claim. 


Messrs JOHNSON and BARROW opposed the 
resolution, on the ground that the information called 
for had been already reported, and comprised five 
volumes of the State papers; that the information 
could have no bearing on the bill to confirm certain 
land -claims in Louisiana, now before the Senate, 
which only proposed to have patents issue for 
claims already confirmed. by boards of commis- 
sioners who had aurhority to do so, or by Congress; 
that it would take the department several months 
to make out the report, which would prevent ac- 
tion on the blil this session; and that the report, if 
had, would cost an enormous amount to be printed. 


Mr, HAYWOOD was aware that the informa- 


384° 


‘tionéould bé found” Among thé land Jaws and re- 


ports printed in ‘the form aluded to by ‘the. senators 
from: Louisiana; what’ he wanted was to have all 


the claims {thase ‘rejéctéd, or otherwise) in acon-~ 


densed form, so senators could see them ata glance, 
to enable them to‘vote understandingly onthe bill. 


He spoke at: some- length onthe importance and. 


propriety ofthe call. ehaving concluded, : 
i The resolution was, on the motion of Mr, JOHN- 
SON; laid on the table.. l aek 
‘Mr. JARNAGIN ‘submitted the following reso- 
“lution; which, under. the rule, lies one day on ‘the 
table, viz: . ; ee : z 


Resolved, That the. Secretary of the Treasury be 
- directed to communicate-to. the Senate the amount 
_.of revenue received from the customs and public 
lands sincé the 13th day of September last, up to the 
first day of March instant; and also the amount of 
exports and imports since: the commencement of the 
present fiscal year, discriminating between the im- 
ports of dutiable goods. 


The bill from the House repealing the distribu- 
tion clauses of thé bill appropriating the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, was read; and, ordered 
to a second reading. Pa 

Mr. JARNAGIN gave notice of his intention to 
submit amendments to the bill; which he wished 
to be committed with the bill. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill to amend the act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish branch mints; and 

The bill for the relief of Ephraim Kerr; 

Were read the third time, and passed. 


THE OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the resolution of Mr. SEMPLE, directing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to give notice to the Brit- 
ish government for the termination of the provi- 
sion of the treaty allowing the joint occupancy of 
the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. ARCHER said he had very great regret in 

‘ not having been enabled to prosecute: yesterday the 
remarks which he was desirous to offer to the Sen- 
ate upon the subject now under its consideration. 
He should feel, after the painful attack of indispo- 
sition which prevented “his proceeding yesterday, 
as if he should certainly be disabled from doing so 
now, if it was not that the view which he had been 
led to take‘of the question under consideration, (dif- 
fering very essentially from those taken b gentle- 
men on the other sike inthis debate,) would enable 
him to observe a brevity, ‘which, with their views, 
‘was not in their.power to observe. In his opinion 
the great expansion.to which this debate had run, 
had been owing entirely to the fact, that gentlemen 
who had engaged in it, had imprudently entered in- 
to the discussions of questions collateral to the real 
question which now claimed the decison of the 
Senate. The honorable senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Bucttanay] seemed to have himself some im- 
preerian of the justice of this remark, when he [Mr. 
3.] said, in the course ofthe observations which he 
offered to the Senate, that here, perhaps, he might be 
permitted to close. i 


Mr. MOREHEAD said if the senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr, Arcuer] would allow him, he would on 
accountot his (Mr. A’s.) present state of health, pro- 
pose that this subject should pass over till to-more 
row. He was satisfied, from the condition in which 
he (Mr. A.) seemed to be, that it would be very 
much to his inconvenience to proceed with his rè- 
marks, and would find it as wellto do so to-morrow 
as to-day. He would, therefore, with his permis- 
sion, move to pass the bill over informally. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked, that he was very wil- 
ling. He was laboring under great debility, and he 
would cheerfully yield to the suggestion, and accept 
the courtesy of the senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Moreupap.] 

The subject was then 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
atea communication from the Navy Departmeut, 
transmitting printed copies of the Navy Register for 
the year 1844: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the bill to 
grant a quantity of land for the improvement of the 
Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
by acanal in the Territory of Wisconsin, was taken 
up, and recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the Senate then 


passed over informally till 


_CONGRESSIONAL G1 


proéeeded to the consideration of executive busi=: 


ness; and after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
a Tuurspay, March 14, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday having been read and 
approved, ` - E S 2 


r. CATLIN offered a resolution to grant the 


use of the hall this evening to the Congressional 


“Temperance society. 


Objections being made to the reception of the res- 
olution, 3 i 


Mr. HAMLIN moved to suspend the rules; but 
the motion was negatived. 


RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


The House resumed the. consideration of the res- 
olution reported by the special committee, on the 


| Subject of memorial of the democratic members of 


Rhode Island legislature., 


Mr. CALEB SMITH, who had the floor, ob- 
served.that he was at a loss to’conceive what mo- 
tive had prompted the introduction of this memorial 
to the Houses This memorial was one of a pecu- 
liar character. It purported to be a memorial of 


„the democratic members of the Rhode Island legis- 


lature; and he believed it was the first time, in the 
history of the country, that any body of men had 
ever presented a memorial and .appéaled to the party 
prejudices of the majority of the legislative hody to 
which it was presented. Why should these me- 
morialists have presented themselves to the House 
as democrats? It might be that, in the examination 
of this question, a report might be presented con- 
taining a great deal of inflammatory matter, calcu- 
lated to raise a great deal of political capital through- 
out the country. It might have been that the me- 
morial was intended for such a purpose. Fe pre- 
sumed that those gentlemen on that floor who did 
not arrogate to themselves the peculiar title of dem- 
ocrats, would not. shrink from the discussion of 
these topics. He was aware that, in modern times, 
there had been manifested by a large portion of the 
community a disposition to flatter the people, and 
to enlarge at great length on what they were pleased 
to term the natural rights of the people—the 
right of suffrage, the right of self-government, 
and the right of the people to do what they 
pleased at all times and under all circumstances; 
and it might be, that they thought to acquire popu- 
larity by shouting hosannag to the majesty of the 
people. Now he was one of those who never sub- 
scribed to the doctrine of vox populi vor dei—that 
the voice of the people is the voice of a ged; and he 
was very far from believing that the people could 
do no wrong. It was the maxim of kingly govern- 
ments that kings could do no wrong; and this 
maxim, it would seern, had been transferred to the 
people, by those who were descanting, on all occa- 
sions, on their virtue, power, and intelligence. He 
was as much disposed as any man to uphold the 
rights of the people; he believed they were disposed 
to do right; but where, he would ask, had been the 
time when the people had not been swayed by their 

assions, and when they had not been led astray 

y artful and interested Beiancosnes He believed 
that our government was based on the only correct 
principle, that the people are the source of political 
power, and that there is an entire equality of politi- 
cal rights among them. Farther than this he would 
not go. There had been some opinions advanced 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Rarisun] 
who addressed the House a few days’ ago on this 
suhject, and by his honorable colleague (Mr. Kex- 
nepy] who addressed them yesterday, from which 
he must express his entire dissent. There were 
doctrines advanced by those gentlemen which struck 
at the foundations of our government, and, indeed, 
of all social systems, and the principles they avowed 
would, if carried out, overturn the fair fabric of our 
liberties, which had been cemented by the blood of 
our fathers. What were these principles? The 
gentleman from New York said that the people of 
Rhode Island had exercised only the right which 
the God of nature gave them; and that, in at- 
tempting to onstruct and overturn the government 
which existed under the charter of King Charles 
II, they exercised only the right which the 
God of nature gave them.” His honorable 
colleague [Mr. Kenyepy] said yesterday that “he 
regarded the right of suffrage as a natural 
right.” Now, if the right of suffrage was 
a natural right—if the God of nature had 
conferred the rights of suffrage on the whites— 


| 


where’ did the gentleman find any thing in -the 


slaw of nature and the law of God; wit holding 


that right from the negroes?. If by the law of 
nature and the law of God; the people of one 
portion of the country can overturn their govern- 
ment, and adopt anew one, where did the gentle- 
man find the authority to exclude from political 
rights the negroés of South Carolina and Virginia? 
If these were natural rights, he asked whére the 
gentleman found the doctrine that they only com- 
menced when the subject was twenty-one years of 
age? Why should not these rights commence 
when he was twenty, or eighteen years of age? 


‘Where did the gentleman find the. authority which 


denied to females, the fairest portion of God’s crea- 
tion, the exercise of these rights? Nature never in- 
tended to confer on man. natural rights which she 
did not confer on that portion of the creation which 
we are all bound to regard with “reverence and re- 
spect. If he understood the position;which the con- 
stituents of these democratic members of the Rhode 
Island legislature assumed, it was that the people 
had the right at any time to assemble together and 
change their form of government. This was a doc- 
trine from which he dissented in toto.. As some 
allusion had been made to the declaration of inde- 
pendence, he would say that he was not disposed to 
regard it as a mére abstraction; but that he regard- 
ed it as a declaration of fundamental truths that 
would last as long as civilization existed. [Here 
Mr. S. read some extracts from’ that instrument, 
which the reporter has not at hand to quote.| 
These democratic members of the Rhode Island le- 

islature had made an important discovery; and, in 

oing so, had manifested a degree of intelligence 
very superior to that of the sages of the revolution. 
They had discovered that a majority of the people 
had the right to change their form of government at 
their will and pleasure. Now, he would ask them, 
where did they find, in the law of nature, and of 
naturé’s God, an authority for the majority to gov- 
ern the minority? 

Mr. RATHBUN wished to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Indiana where he found the law, or any 
sort of law, which authorized a minority to impose 
laws on the majority. . 

Mr. SMITH replied that he would come to that 
presently; he would not forget it. The minority 

ad just as good a right to rule the majority, as the 
majority to rule the minority. The true doctrine 
was, that government must.exist by the consent of 
the igen: There were certain natural rights 
which belong to man, and were inalienable; and 
these were the rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; but the right of universal suffrage, the 
right to hold office, &c., were political rights, only 
existing at the will of the government. “But to re- 
turn to the position that the right of the people to 
change their form of government was derived from 
the God-of nature. Let him ask the gentleman if 
the God of nature ever recognised the artificial lines 
which divided the State of Rhode Island; if so, ac- 
cording to their doctrine, every county in the State 
would have the right to institute a new government. 
Let him ask the gentleman if, in South Carolina, 
where a large majority of the people are colored, if 
the doctrine of ‘the ` persecuted patriots of Rhole 
Island was correct, the people were to assemble for 
the purpose of instituting a new government, would 
they be exercising a right which the God of nature 
gave them? Now, (said Mr. S.) when we talk 
about the people, we do not mean white people ex- 
clusively, for negroes are people, as it is generally 
conceded that they are human beings; and when a 
majority of the people meet together, bave not the 
colored race (if they are in the majority) the same 
rights derived from the God of nature to change 
their form of government as the whites? i 

But he would present anotherquestion, Suppose a 
majority of the people of the United States should, 
by meeting together in political meetings, dis- 
pense with the State governments, and absolutely 
destroy them: would they have the right to do that? 
Was there any gentleman there who would contend 
that that was one the rights of the people? But fur- 
ther: did the people of this ten miles square enjoy 
these natural nights; and Jf not, why no? Was it 
because they were organized under a peculiar form 
of government, that they were debarred the participa- 
ton in these natural rights? And he would ask. if 
a majority of the people of the District of Colum- 
bia should meet together, and resolve that the legis- 
lation of Congress was too oppressive, would they 
have the right to throw of that government undér 
which they now lived? . Such a doctrine, he was 
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satisfied, was too bold and fanatical to be received; 
and yet these people must have the same natural 
rights as the illustrious, persecuted, Dorrite patriots 
of Rhode Island. If the Dorrite doctrines were true, 
the people of the District of Columbia were a perse- 
cuted people, for they were already deprived of the 
right of suffrage; and Congress might rule over them 
with arod.of iron without responsibility to them, 
for they could not resist the oppression ‘at the bal- 
lot-boxes. Where, then, was the limit to the exer- 
cise of this natural rights? He was aware that 
much prejudice existed against the. charter of 
Rhode Island, because it was derived from King 
Charles II.. It was a good theme for declamation; 
and much horror might be expressed on the stump 
of every thing that savored of sovereign and kingly 
authority; this was a good American topic for a 
stump speech; but when’ they were arguing ques- 
tions affecting the perpetuity of our institutions, 
they should appeal to reason, and not to prejudice 
or passion. He then went òn to show that the char- 
ter of Rhode- Island was first proposed in Rhode 
Island by its citizens; that it was then sent to Eng- 
land for approval, and was afterwards submitted to 
the people of Rhode Island, and by them sanc- 
tioned, approved, and adopted; and it could only be 
subverted and overturned in a legal and constitution- 
al manner. But on the subject now under discus- 
sion, history afforded some instructive exaniples. 
They had only to turn to the history of the French 
revolution for instruction and admonition. Why, 
Robespierre, when he drénched France with blood, 
was but contending for the same doctrines as were 
advocated ‘by Dorr and others in Rhode Island; and 
Marat and others, when they shocked the moral 
sense of the world, proclaimed but the same rights 
of the people—a people who, to escape from the 
carnage of such rulers, sought shelter behind the 
despotism of a military ruler. But who were 
the people? Who were the péople in Rhode Island? 
They were told that the Dorr constitution had been 
adopted by a majority of the people of Rhode Isl- 
and; but where was the evidence of that? The his- 
tory of the matter was, that meetings were held by 
certain people, and resolutions were adopted to 
change the form of their government; some delegates 
were appointed to a convention, and thus, without 
other authority than of such a popular meeting, 
they had:assumed to act as the people of Rhode Isl- 
and. Their resolutions were of the character of 
those of the Mormons, or Latter Day Saints, hereto- 
fore referred to in this debate; in which they agreed 
that the earth was the Lord’s, and the fullness:there- 
of: that the saints of the Lord were the rightful 
heirs to the earth and all it contained; and that they 
were the saints. He objected, then, to these things, 
as a substitution of anarchy for law; and he con- 
tended that a majority of the people could be a fac- 
tion, and in such an opinion he asserted that he was 
supported by Mr. Madison, from whom he quoted 
to show the truth of his assertion. 


He then proceeded to illustrate the positions he had 
assumed, in various ways; and then said this subject 
had come into the House under the auspices of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. Burxg,] and 
he deemed it appropriate to inquire how these natural 
rights were there enjoyed. He quoted largely to show 
that they were there violated and thataristocratic prin- 
ciples, and property, and religious qualifications and 
tests, were incorporated in the system of that State’s 

overnment, notwithstanding its vaunted democracy. 
fre also quoted from the debates in the convention 
of the State of New York, to amend its constitution, 
to show what were the opinions of Mr. Van Buren 
(the chief of the party which contended with Gov. 
Dorr for natural rights,) on the subject of the right 
of suffrage, and those natural rights of man. 


Here was pure democracy—the democracy of 
Mr. Van Buren himself, the leader of the great 
democratic party of the United States. This great 
democratic champion, however, had heen twice re- 
pudiated by the people, and no argument had been 
more powerful in leading to this result than the 
odious and aristocratic sentiments avowed by him in 
the New York convention. ; 


- Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY inquired if the gem 


J| tleman’ had not himself advocated the same doc- ] 


trines. : 


Mr. SMITH replied that he had never advocated- 


any such doctrine.. The doctrine which he had ad- 
vocated was, thatevery white male citizen of the 
proper age, and who had resided fora year within 
the State, should be allowed to vote. e did not 
ask whether a man was able to pay taxes, or 
whether he was a householder; all that he asked was 
that he should be one of nature’s noblemen—a free- 


_man. These were the doctrines he had advocated, 


in relation to this subject. 


Mr. S. quoted other passages of Mr. Van Buren's 


speeches to show that he was opposed to a liberal 
extension of the right of suffrage. He then advert- 
ed to the remarks of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Rarusun,] ona former day, in relation to Gov. 
Dorr. The gentleman had said that Mr. Dorr was 
very much afflicted by being incarcerated, and cov- 
ered with vermin. 


Mr. RATHBUN interposed to explain. He had 
said it was impossible for him to avoid this conse- 
quence in the place where he was confined, and not 
from any fault of his own. 

The morning hour having expired, 

Messrs. CAUSIN and McCLERNAND simul- 
taneously rose, and the Speaker gave the floor to the 
latter, remarking to the gentleman from Maryland, 
that he had already addressed the House upon this 
question. f 

Mr. CAUSIN said he wished.to offer an amend- 
ment, and inquired if it ;would not he in order for 
him to do so. 
` Mr. McCLERNAND. If I am entitled to the 
floor, the gentleman from Maryland is not. 

Mr. CAUSIN. Iam making an inquiry of the 
Speaker; I recognise no Speaker but one. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ldo not recognise you 
as Speaker. | 

After some further conversation upon the point of 


order, 

The SPEAKER decided the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland could not now offer his amendment. 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day; 
before proceeding to which, the following executive 
communications were laid before the House: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Navy ad inte- 
rim, notifying that he had transmitted_ therewith 
two hundred and fifty copies of the Navy Register for 
1844, for the use of the members of the House of 
Representatives: laid on the table. 

letter from the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in answer to the resolution of the House 
as to why the printing of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office is delayed: laid on 
the table. 

Mr. HARDIN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order to allow him to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: z 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this House, at the earliest prac- 
ticable day, what amount of revenue has been col- 
lected during the present fiscal year, up to the Ist 
day of March, 1844, distinguishing between the 
amounts which have been collected from the sales 
of public lands and from duties on foreign imports; 
and that he also inform this House what amount of 
revenue he estimates will be collected during the re- 
maining portion. of the present fiscal year. 


Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 81, nays 89,as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barringer, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch. Clingman, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Delet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell. Gri- 
der, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Hughes, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, John P. Kennedy, Dan- 
jel P. King, McClelland, McJlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, Patterson, Pey- 
ton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Relfe, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Sample,Schenck, Senter, Sever- 
ance, Albert’ Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Andrew 
Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vin- 
ton, Wethered, White, Winthrop and William Wright—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhofl, William J. Brown, Burke, 
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Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, Reuven Chapman, CHiiton, 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana; ; Daniel, ‘Richerd Di- 
Davis, Johr W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dinthip, 
Elmer, Ficklin, Foster; Byram Green; Hale, Hamlin; Hats- 
mett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge; Hopkins, Honston, 
Hubbell, Hitigerford, James B. Hunt, Cave. Johnson, Ane 
drew ‘Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lyon, McCausien, -MeConnél, McDowell, McKay,’ Moore, 
Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy. Ràth- 


i bun, David S. Reid, Reding, kter, Roberts, Rabinson, 


Russell, St: John, Saunders. Thomas H. Seymour, Simpsouy, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatis, 
Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—93. pot 

The rules were not suspended. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the bill. providing 
for the current expenses of the Indian department 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and. Means. 

Mr. McK AY then moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. A 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY desired permission to in- 
troduce a bill of which he had previously given no- 
tice. > 
Mr. McKAY observed that he had proposed last 
evening that reports should be received from com- 
mittees, which would have given the gentleman an 
opportunity. to introduce his bill; an he ‘believed: 
the gentleman had voted against the proposition. 
He would, however, offer no objection to the intro- 
duction of the bill at this time, provided it would 
lead to no. debate. i 

My. KENNEDY then (unanimous consent- bo~ 
ing granted, introduced a bill to alter the mode. of 
measurement of the tonnage of ships and vessels 
employed in the merchant service of the United 
States; which was read twice: and : ; 

Mr. K. moved that it be referred to the Commit» 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ` 

Mr. McKAY moved to refer it to the Committee 
on Commerce. : l 

The SPEAKER then put the question, first on 
the motion of reference to the Committee of the 
Whole, which being rejectet the question was put 
on the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on , 
Commerce, and carried. f s 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, ole 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dron- 
coore of Virginia in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1845. 

The state of the question was this: 

Mr. Hare had offered a substitute forthe whole 
bill, providing ‘that all acts now in force, autho- 
rizing the enlistment or employment of cadets in the 
Military Academy at West oint, after the 30th 
day of June next, be repealed; and that all such ca- 
deis now in service should be disbanded, and dis- 
missed from and after that day.” ; 

And Mr. Davis of Indiana had offered an amend- 
ment, in the form of a proviso, that the sum hereto- 
fore annually expended in ‘support of the Military 
Academy be expended under’ the direction” of the 
Secretary of War, in teaching regular military dis~ 
cipline to the volunteer citizen-soldiery`of the seves 
ral States. e 

Mr. HAMMETT asked if it would be in order to 
move to postpone the bill for a few. days. | If. so, he 
would make that motion, and. assign his reasons 
for it. 

The CHAIR said that it would not be in order, 
but that the bill could be laid aside by general con- 
sent. 

Mr. HAMMETT observed that, if agreeable to 
the committee, he would state the reasons why he 
wished to lay aside the bill for a short time. He 
thought it must be known to every member of the 
House that there was, in all parts’ of the country, a 
strong and growing pre) udice against the West Point 
Academy; and that the institution was becoming more 
and more unpopular every day, in every section of the 
land. He believed that it could not exist much 
longer as now organized, and that therefore: its 
friends, as well as. those opposed to it, would see 
the propriety of adopting a different principle -in 
regard to it, The grounds of the objections to this 
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“institation were, 
very large expenditure of -money; andin the next 
place, the -small' amount of benefit derived: front it, 
especially in times of danger. He would, with’ the 
permission of the 
plari that he would propose for the reorganization of 
the West Point Academy, and he believed that that 
plan, or something like it, would meet with the ap- 
probation of gentlemen on both sides. His -propo- 
sition was, that the government. should em jloy-and 
pay a sufficient number of professors for the insti- 
‘tution—the appointments to be made by the Secre- 
tary or War; that the school to be thrdwit opèn to 
the whole country, and that thowe: who chose to 
give their sons ‘a military education, should have 
liberty to send them there, the students-paying their 
own board and tuitign fees; but as the professors 
would be paid by the government, ‘these tuition. 
fees would be proportionably low. He would pro- 
pose further, that the government should give the 
use of the buildin s at West Point to those profes- 
Sors, together with the use of the library, and phi- 
losophical apparatus now there; and should also 
provide arms, ammunitions, &c. He had mention- 
ed this plan (Mr. H, said): to several fembers, and 
had thought of preparing a bill to varr it out; but 
fearing that it might not be acceptable, hé had 


adopted this method of offering it, by way of a sug- | 


gestion to the committee, as a test of the sense of the 
members invegard to it. If the plan proved accept- 
able, the bill would be delayed for a few days, in 
order to enable him to present it ina pfoper shape 
to the House; but if otherwise, the committee would 
show their disapprobation of it, by proceeding 

_with the bill under consideration, He would add, 
before he took his seat, that one of the members of 
the Retrenchment Cornmittee had prepared a bill 
P-Oposing very material changes in the institution; 
but that biti did not meet his approbation. 

Mr. FISH observed that he would not considera 
postponement of the billas atest of the sense of 
the Ouse in regard to the plan of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. However that might be, the ques- 
tion was now on making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the academy, and not on reforming it, 

Mr. McKAY hoped his friend from Mississippi 
would not now press his pro osition; but let the bi 
making appropriations for the support of the acad- 
emy take its course, He was now, and always had 
been, in favor of & very material alteration in the or- 
ganization of this institution. He did not think that 
the government should educate more young men 
than were necessary to fill the annual vacancies in 
the army. It was beyond dispute, that the number 
now’ educated was more than the average annual 
Vacancies in the army required; and hence the num- 
ber of supernumerary second lieutenants—which he 
believed was now something like 70, and would be 
probably 30 more the next year. This, however, 
did not present the true state of che question. Ina 
single year, in consequence of an order issued 
from the War Department, that all the officers 
who were in the civil service of the railroad 
and canal companies &c., ‘should join their 
respective regiments, there were upwards 
of one hundred resignations. Now, if these resig- 
nations had not taken place, the army would have 
been overloaded with supernumery second Heu- 
tenants. "He was for reducing ihe number of 
cadets, butat the same time, would make a pro- 
vision by which parents and guardians should have 
the privilege of sending their sons and wards there to 
be educated, at theirown expense. This (Mr. M. said) 
was the system adopted in Great Britain; and it ap- 
peared, by a document he had in his hand, that there 
were three hundred and twenty gentlemen cadets, 
and fifteen officers educated at the English Mil- 
itary Academy, at a much less expense than it re- 
quired to educate two hundred and twenty cadets at 

est Point. He agreed with much of what had 
been said by the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. 
SrymouR, that it would be an amelioration of our 
military servicé, to open the door of promotion to 
meritorious non-commissioned officers and privates. 
Under the present system, noman who was a non- 
commissioned officer or private, however meritorious, 
hal the least chance of promotion. It was true that 
there were instances of such men getting commis- 
sions, but they wore very rare; and the consequence 
was, that the ranks of the army were filled with 
some of the worst men in the country, and deser- 
tions had prevailed to an enormous extent, 

Mr. McK. here gave from the documents, the 
number of annual desertions, from the year 1830 to 
1836, showing an average of one thousand, He 


du the first place, that it required a 


House, give the outlines of a. 


| 


would notnow, however, enlarge on 

would reserve his. remarks till. the-bill for reorgan- 
izing the academy, which he -understood was to be 
reported bythe Military Committee, should come 
in. He wished to take one remark. before 
concluding. It could not, he stipposed, be 
the object. of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, (Mr. Hati,] to abolish the academy 
at once. He thought that the young men 
who were jow théré sliould be retained til] their 
educations weie completed: And again: what was 
to becotie of the bulldings? and what was to become 
of the professors? If a majority of the House-was 
disposed to abolish the institution, he submitted to 
gentlemen whether it would not be better to do it 
gradually. Let the young men there complete their 


educations. Let the appropriations be made for the ` 


support of the academy for the present year; and, 
as was well remarked by the gentleman from New 
York, if any important reduction should take place, 
the money would not be drawn from the treasury. 

While up, he would further remark that there 
was an apprepriation in the bill of $15,000 for the 
building of barracks, which he did not believe would 
be wanted for the present year, as no plan had -yet 
been adopted for their construction; and he would 
therefore, when the bill came into the House, move 
to strike it out. i 

Mr. C: JOHNSON observed that there was no 
certainty that the bill to be reported by the Military 
Committee, which the gertleman referred to, would 
be reached this session; and he was therefore for ef- 
fecting a reform, now that the subject was before 
them. He would, therefore, suggest to the gentle- 
man from New Hampslrire to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and submit another, to the following effect: 

That no money appropriated in this bill, or here- 
after to be appropriated, shall be applied to the pay- 
ment of any cadet hereafter to be appointed; and the 
terms of service of those who have warrants now 
in the academy shall be held to cease from and after 
four years from the time of their respective appoint- 
ments. 

The limitation of this appropriation now, would 
put an end to the academy, unless the House would 
act on the propositions which would be hereafter 
made. He was satisfied it ought to be abolished, 
and he would at once abolish it, but for the remarks 
of: his friend from North Carolina; he therefore 
hoped his friend from New Hampshire would adopt 
the Foggestion: which had been made. 

Mr. EDWARD J. BLACK said all the invec- 
tive which had been delivered before the House for 
the last few days against this institution, passed 
him just as similar invectives against the navy, with 
which they had been favored, particularly during 
this session, passed him. He looked upon them as 
a mere expenditure of threats, made, he presumed, 
for home consumption, in particular parts of the 
country. Nothing had been produced there to in- 
duce him to, vote for the abolishing of this institu- 
tion, which had heretofore been deemed absolutely 
necessary to the efficiency of the army. If the 
chairman of the Military Committee should advise 
that there were too many cadets at this institution 

for the benefit of the country and the necessities of 
the army, he should be prepared to vote for reason- 
able reductions; but they were told that they must 
abolish the institution, by way of reforming it; and 
for this he was not prepared. Of this character were 
the propositions to reform the state of army-at the 
last Congress; but after going with the gentleman 


from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonsson] for a pro rata re- i 


duction of the army, when they got to the second regi- 
ment of dragoons, aproposition was made to abolish 
it. This was reforming with a vengeance, and he 
should not vote for such “reforms.” “Retrench- 
ment,” ‘reductions,’ and “reform,” were words 
which were very much prostituted in this country. 

He proceeded to contend that the Military Acad- 
emy was necessary to the efficiency of the army; and 
while he was ready to correct its abuses, he was not 
willing to vote for its destruction; nor was he willing 
so to “reform” it, as to make it the resort of gen- 
tlemen cadets,” alone, to the exclusion of the 
sons of the poor, though deserving. . 

Mr. HARALSON —the chairman of the Military 
Committee—intimated that that committee would 
propose some reductions in the number of cadets; 
and when that proposition came before the House, 
these amendments could be appropriately offered. 
The proposition would be made to reduce the num- 
ber of the cadets to the wants of the army. But this 
appropriation should now be made; and if, by any 
rediecoine hereafter made, it should be found more 


this subject, bat’ 


then adequate to the wants of the institution, the 


balance would remain in the treasury, and would 

not.be lost to the country. : bas 
He-explained the circumstances under which, in 

1836, some persons educated as cadets at West 


Point became civil engineers, and accepted employ- 


ment on projected lines of railroad; and asserted that 
no class of our countrymen were more ready to obey 
the call of their country, in any exigency which 
might arise. . : 

Mr. FICKLIN was not satisfied with the reasons 
which had been given for the perpetuation of this 
institution, and contended that it was a corrupt and 
rotten institution, which should be reformed at 
once; and for that purpose .he hoped the House 
would withhold this appropriation. 

He had listened to the apology or excuse ren- 
dered by the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, for the cadets who resigned in 1836. And 
what was that excuse? Why, forsooth, though 
they had been educated at the government expense, 
yet, because they could get. better pay’ by embark- 
ing in other pursuits, they deserted the service of 
the country which had educated them, and prepared 
them for her service. He did not intend to detain 


. the committee at present, but he must be per- 


mitted to say to those who were in favor of wind- 
ing up the concern, that they ought not to votean 
appropriation of a single dollar to that institution, 
unless the same bill contained a provision, in lan- 
guage as emphatic as it could be made, declaring 
that this odious, detestable, and aristocratic institu- 
tion, shall be brought to,a close. If it did not cost 
this government a s:ngle dollar, he would still be un- 
willing that it should be kept up. He was not wil- 
ling that the, door of promotion should be shut 
against the honest and deserving soldier, and that a 
few dandies and band-box heroes, educated at that 
institution, should enjoy the;monopoly of all the 
offices. im 

Mr. F. adverted to the present condition of the 
army. It was filled up, he said, by foreigners. Na- 
tive Americans, to whom they should naturally 
look as the defenders of the sonen were deterred 
from entering it. It would be well, he thought, to 
have a committee of investigation, thal the secrets 
of the prison-house might be disclosed, and its 
abuses brought to light. 

Mr. BLACK inquired whether there was more 
than one amendment pending, as he was desirous of 
offering one. i 

The pending amendment was reported by the 
Clerk, being the amendment offered by Mr. Hare. 


Mr. G. DAVIS rose, and observed that what he 
intended to say should be very brief. If there were 
abuses, let them be remedied. He was for reforma- 
tion, not for desolation. He considered this a most 
important institution, as far as national defence was 
concerned. He believed there was no nation of 
Europe which did not possess an institution of this 
kind; and if such institutions were necessary in Eu- 
rope, they were more soin this country. If it were 
desirable to cherish a military spirit in this coun- 
uy, a proper academy of education was indispensa- 

le. 


` Mr. D. took occasion to speak of the services per~ 
formed by Lieutenant Hanson, of this city, in terms 
of high commendation. 

Mr. BLACK said he desired to offer an amend- 
ment protective of the bill, before the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, which was 
destructive of the bill, was voted upon. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

“Strike out all after ‘all,’ and insert ‘cadets grad- 
uated at West Point Military Academy shall, if re- 
quired, serve in their proper grade as officers in the 
army of the United States at least for and during 
the term of ten years after their respective gradua- 
tions, unless permitted by the President of the Uni- 
ted States to be temporarily absent from such ser- 
vice; and that any and every cadet within the terms 
of their enactments who shall contravene the same, 
shall be deemed and held to be a deserter.” 


Mr. HARALSON observed that the amendment 
was almost precisely similar to the law as it now 
stands. 

Mr. HALE said that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia would seem to imply that there 
were not officers enough; whereas the truth was 
there were more than enough. The difficulty was, 
there were already too many. The Army Register 
showed a list already of seventy supernumeraries; 
and more were being turned out upon us every 
year, The gentleman from New York had made a 


“most unhappy illustration of the necessity for edu- 
cating cadets for the army, by comparing them with 
the midshipmen in the navy. What was the ser- 
vice rendered by midshipmen on board our national 
vessels? Absolutely none. They. were of no sort’ 
of use; and precisely so was it with these cadets. 

Mr. H. went on to argue that the pay of the offi- 
‘cers of the army was too high, and instanced that of 
‘a major general being between 7,000 or 8,000 dol- 
lars a year. He also spoke of the allowance of near 
$200 a year to each of. these supernumerary second 
lieutenants for servants, which he considered out of ` 
place in a democratic republican government. He 
supposed this allowance of two hundred dollars a 
year for servants was for them to hand’ superflui- 
ities to these supernumeraries. He denied that 
General Washington ever recommended a military 
acedemy like the present institution; and, if he had 
done so, he would, instead of proclaiming it, have 
endeavored to shield his great name from such a 
reproach, 

Mr. McCLELLAND addressed the committee in 
favor of the Military Academy, contending for its 
usefulness; and urged, as an argument in its favor, 
that it had been recommended by.every President 
of the United States, from General’ Washington 
down to this day. - ` 

He deprecated a course of ultraism, by which, he 
was of opinion, nothing could. be gained for the 
country;and contended that the education of officers 
to command our army was as necessary- as the edu- 
cation of persons designed for other professions. He 
defended the institution generally, and highly ex- 
tolled the characters of the graduating cadets. 

Mr. HOLMES hoped the ruthless amendment of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire would not be 
adopted; and proceeded to show the advantages of 


educating even supernumerary officers for our army, 
as, with their aid, in three months, with as many raw 
recruits as we had now disciplined troops, our army 
might be doubled, and be efficient for the purposes 
of national defence. 

When Great Britain found that we had no army, 
she heaped upon us insult after insult, until we were 
driven into a war, all unprepared as we were. And 
did gentlemen imagine that there was now no 
danger of war lowering upon us from the northwest? 
Americans were the promptest people in the world 
to take measures for war whenever a territory was 
disputed, let the British lion growl as he might; but 
they were sadly remiss in the matter of preparation. 
He deprecated the feeling of hostility which seemed 
to exist towards the Military Academy at West 
Point, the benefits and advantages of which he pro- 


ceeded to set forth at some length. 

Mr. WELLER replied to the speech of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. The gentleman had 
expressed alarm lest this institution, which had been 
sustained by the power and patronage of the gov- 
ernment, was now to be destroyed by the wild spirit 
of democracy, as the gentleman was pleased to say; 
which amounted to neither more nor less than that 
it was to be abolished by the same power which 
created it—viz: the will ofa majority. f 

Mr. W. drew a comparison between the services 
rendered by those who had been educated at West 
Point, and those who had served as officers in the 
army, not having been educated there. He referred, 
in particular, to the services of General Dodge, of 
“Wisconsin. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
WELLER and WINTHROP; when 

Mr. BLACK having withdrawn his amendment, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered as an amendment 
to the pending amendment the proposition suggested 
by him to Mr. Hare, as follows: 

“That no money appropriated in this bill, or here- 
after to be appropriated, shall be applied to the pay- 
ment of any cadet hereafter to be appointed; and the 
terms of service of those who have warrants, now 
in the academy, shall be held to cease from and after 
four years from the timeof their respective appoint- 
ments.” 

And after some further remarks from Messrs. 
SCHENCK and JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, 

Mr. STEENROD moved that the committee rise, 

And upon this motion tellers were ordered, who 
reported 85 in the affirmative, and 50 in the negative. 

he committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered the following 
resolution: 3 i 

Resolved, That all debate on House bill No. 30, 
“making appropriations for the support, of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending the 30th 


of June, 1845,” shall cease in Committee of the 


after the House shall resolve itself into a committee; 


and that the House will immediately resolve itself | 


into said committee, and’ the committee shall then 
proceed to vote on all amendments pending, or that 
may be offered to said bill; and then report the same 
tothe House, with such amendments as may have 
been agreed to by the committee, unless the same 
be sooner disposed: of. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the House adjourn. 

And upon the question of adjournment tellers were 


‘appointed; but before the votes were counted, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and being taken, result- 
ed—yeas 82, nays 66. sR 

So the House adjourned. 


Tlie following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: l 


By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of 100 
citizens of Union Grove, Whitesides county, for a 
mail-route from Chicago to Albany, via Babcock’s 
Grove, St. Charles, Sycamore, Coltonville, and 
Grand Detour: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of 100 
citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, for extending the 

rovisions of the ordinance of 1787, relating to the 
orthwest Territory, over Oregon: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Wesley De 
Brulee, and upwards of 700 others, of Orange, Du- 
bois, Warwick, and Gibson counties, Indiana, pray- 
ing a grant of land for the extension of the Wabash 
and Erie canal from Terre Haute, Indiana,’ to 
Evansville on the Ohio. The memorial of C. C. 
Graham, and 318 others; of John J. Nealy, and 
117 others; of Louis C. Smith, and 23 others; of 
Isaac Montgomery, and 9 others; of R. Edmund- 
son, and 73 others; and of D. W. Breese, and 37 
others, for the same object. 

By Mr. A. C. DODGE: A memorial from the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Terri- 
tory of Iowa, representing that the public archives 
of that Territory have heretofore been kept at the 
city of Burlington, (where the governor and secretar 
ry have resided,) a distance of seventy or eighty 
miles from the capital of said Territory, which -the 
memorialists regard as a public grievance, and there- 
fore ask Congress to pass a law requiring the said 
governor andsecretary of Iowa Territory to keep 
their offices at the capital of said Territory, and_to 
keep the public archives therein; which, together 
with a letter from Governor Chambers, remonstra- 
ting against the expediency of granting the prayer 
of the memorialists, was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. Also, another from the same body, 
representing that the Territory of Iowa has a peni- 
tentiary partly finished; that a large portion of the 
land in said Territory is owned by the United 
States, and not taxable; hence arises the impossibil- 
ity of raising a sufficient revenue to finish said peni- 
tentiary; and praying Congress to make, at its pres- 
ent session, an appropriation of seventy-two sections 
of land, to be selected by a commissioner appointed 
by the governor of said Territory, for the comple- 
tion of said penitentiary: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. Also, another from the same 
body, representing that they are strongly impressed 
with the opinion that the system of trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes, as at present estab- 
lished by the existing laws of the United States, is 
radically defective, unjust, and ruinous to the In- 
dians, and practically subversive of the just and ne- 
cessary control and influence of the government 
over them; and urging upon Congress an abandon- 
ment of the practice of licensing traders to go among 
them; and that the government take into its own 
hands means so potent as those possessed by the 
traders under the present system, of conciliating and 
controlling the Indians; which, together with a let- 
ter from Governor Chambers, expressing his deci- 
ded concurrence in the views expressed by the le- 
gislature, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOS. A. WRIGHT: The petition of John- 
son and 66 other citizens of the county of Vi- 
go county, Indiana, asking for the vacant lands in 
the Vincennes land district, Indiana, for the purpose 
of continuing the Wabash and Erie canal from Ter- 
re Haute to Evansville, Indiana: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. Also, additional pa- 
pers in the claim of James McArray, for compensa- 


hole on the state of the Union within five minutes ` 


tion for work and labor: done. orf fhe. national road: 
referred to-the: Committee of Claims; <; = 

By Mr. HAYS: Two ‘petitions fr: ; 
and Mercer counties, Western Pennsylve M3; 
extension of the national road from 
the harbor of Presque Isle, on Lake Erie: referi 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. ae 

By Mr. BIDLACK: Three ‘petitions of similar’ 
tenor, from citizens of Pennsylvania, praying.for an 
alteration in the law in relation to coasting licenses 
upon coal boats, Also,’ a. petition. from Benjamin 
F. Wesley, an invalid. — ie 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON: The petition 
of Wm. Root and 63 other citizens of Washington 
county, Ohio, praying for the establishment. of a 
mail route from Little Hockhocking to. Plymouth, 
in said county: referred to. the Committee’ on: the 
Post Office and Post Roads. ‘ beg 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of N. D. French 
and 90 others, citizens of the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Peoria, 
Peoria county, via Mount Holly, Wyoming, Tou- 
lon, the seat of justice of Stark county, Wethers- 
field, Gennessee, Sharen, Crandell’s Ferry, Parker’s 
Grove, Otter Creek, and Johnson’s Creek, to Savan- 
nah, in Carroll county, in said State of. Illinois: re- 
ferred to the Commiittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Also, the petition of Joseph Kellogg and 
25 others, citizens of Ogle county,in the State of 
Illinois, praying Congress to pass a law making 
compensation for losses in the, Black Hawk war: 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of Thomas 
Duncan and 92 others, citizens of Shelby county, 
Illinois, asking an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi and its tributaries. Also, 
the memorial of H. Hunt and 176 others, citis 
zens of Clark county, Illinois, asking an appropria- 
tion for the continuation of the Cumberland road. Ț 


TO THE EDITOR OF THE GLOBE. 


Wasuincton, March 13, 1844- ~. 

Sır: In the report of the remarks I had the honor 
to make before the Committee of the Whole on the 
Military Academy bill, the following language is 
ascribed to me: 

“Be (Mr. Seymour) saw no necessity of having 
companies of sixty to one hundred men to garrison 
the forts on the Atlantic seaboard. He was willing 
that the posts on the great highway to the Oregon 
should have men to garrison them, but he wanted 
no army on the Atlantic seaboard.” 

Though such, in part, might have been my, lan- 
guage, it does not place me in the true ponnien I 
had assumed. I was contending for a reduction of 
thearmy to atleast one half its present numbers, 
which would then, as I claimed, leave a sufficient 
force for the peace establishment. The reduction, I 
urged, might be made at the forts on the Atlantic 
seaboard, some of which were crowded to excess, 
giving four hundred as the greatest number of men 
at a station, instead of one hundred, as reported, 
But I never meant to say, and did not, to my. recol- 
lection, claim, while speaking of the Western posts, 
that I wanted no army on the Atlantic seaboard. 7 

Do me the favor to make the correction, and 


oblige, Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HOS. H. SEYMOUR. 


IN SENATE. 
Frinay, March 15, 1844. 


The President pro tem. laid before the Senate a 
communication from the. Treasury Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with 3d section of the act 
of Congress of March, 1843, a-reportof the officers of 
the mints, of assays made of foreign gold and silver 
coin: referred to the Committee on Finance; and on 
the motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, ordered. to be 
printed. : 

Also, a copy of a report made to House of Repre~ 
sentatives, on the 18th December last, upon the sub- 
ject of the act of Congress of 30th August, 1842, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of the legal represent- 
ativesof Wm. D. Cheever;” which, on motion of Mr. 
WOODBURY, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 28th ultimo, requiring the Secre- 
tary of War to report to the Senate, a copy of the re- 
port made to the Indian Department, by a. M. Butler, 
agent of the United States for the Cherokee tribe of 
Indians, a report from Mr. Crawford, the commis. 
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sioner of ‘Indian aff ts} Which, on sot Mr 
PHELPS, was'referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affalige Ooa I aes 

Also, ‘a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, of the 13th instant, a report from the 
United States mineral agent at Lake Superior; which 
was referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
` Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial from citizens 
of the-sounty of Wayne, Ohio, asking Congress to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
over the Oregon Territory; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, a bill for that purpose having been re- 
ported to the Senate. tee 

Mr. BREESE introduced the memorial of Wil- 
liam S. Wait, and 500 other citizens of the county 
of Bond, Ilinois, praying for adequate appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi river, and the lakes, and for the con- 
‘unuation of the Cumberland road. 

Mr. B., on presenting the memorial, remarked 
‘that, some weeks since, i: presented the memorial 
of one of the most intelligent citizens of the State 
he represents, on the subject of the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi river, by removing 
the snags and other obstructions in it, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. On that 
occasion, he adverted to some facts for the consid- 
eration of the Senate and the country, showing the 
pressing necessity for the immediate action of Con- 
gress in the matter, and the claims the West had to 
adequate appropriations to effect the desired object. 
He commented on the vast and constantly increas- 
ing trade upon that stream, and the dangers by 
which it was beset; and claimed for that portion of 
our confederacy an equal share in all the benefits of 
us excellent constitution—an application to it of the 
same power applied in aid of our commerce on the 
seaboard. 

Mr. B. said he had now to present the memorial 
of a committee of citizens of Bond county, in the 

: State of Illinois, praying the early and efficient at- 
tention of Congress to this great and vastly impor- 
tant subject, and asking for adequate appropriations 
for the rivers, the lakes, and the Cumberland road. 

r, B. said that heretofore the appropriations for 
these several objects have not been a equate. They 
have not been measured by the admitted importance 
of the great national interests so intimetely linked 
with them, and go dependent upon them. 

He said that the most superficial glance at the com- 
merce of the West curried upon those great inland 
seas and ocean streams, growing up in a few years, 
from an amount quite insignificant, to millions, em- 
ployed as capital, and requiring expenditures only 
to be estimated by many millions, must satisfy the 
representatives of the different sections of the na- 
tion of its strong claims to the aid and protection, 
by all constitutional means, of the national Con. 
gress. He saidall that was desired was, that the same 
construction should be placed upon the power vested 
in Congress to regulate commerce with foreigi na- 
tions and among the several States, when the atten- 
tion is directed westward, that has for years been 
paced upon it when turnedin another direction. 

Ar. B. said he felt assured that Congress would, in 
view of the magnitude of these interests, be induced 
to make adequate appropriations to protect and ad- 
vance them; and while many millions are asked and 
obtained for the protection of our commerce upon 
the seas, not more than one million will be required 
for that of our great rivers and lakes. 

Mr. B. said it was well known that the commerce 
of the lakes had increased most sur risingly in a few 
years; and on one of them (Lake Michigan) there 
was but a single harbor—that of Chicago; and that 
not in a secure state. The growth’of that place from 
a hamlet in 1832 to a city now of near nine thousand 
inhabitants, and with a tonnage of 117,000 tons, 
may be cited as an instance of the advancement of 
the West generally, and presents a strong claim to 
our favorable regard. Site es 

In regard to the Cumberland road, which is 
another national work presented in the memorial, 
Mr. B. said that it had always been understood that 
the nation was committed to its completion, and to 
its extension to the capital of Missouri; and ere long 
he hoped: it would be engaged in completing it to 
the Columbia valley. He said that seven States, 
through which it. is projected, and in some of them 
comipiered, are deeply solicitous on this subject, and 
could justly reproach the government with delaying 
action upon it, The compact with the States under 
which this toad was commenced, Mr; B: said; has 
been of immense advantage to the United 
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_ States, ag it has been the inducement to thou- 


sands to purchase government: land and settle 
upon it. Great numbers have been allured by this 
supposed pledge of the government to, make this 
road, to embark their. all in lands upon the route, 
trusting to that work to make them valuable, and 
by which we have been enabled to sell large tracts 
which would otherwise be at this moment a part. of 
the public domain. ` Besides all (Mr. B. said) in 
virtue of this compact, the new States agreed not to 
tax the lands off the government, by which they 
have been deprived of, in mere revenues, more than 
sufficient to have completed the road according to 
the original design. In addition to this, he said, no 
complaint should be indulged towards the new 
States for asking the government io carry on this 
work, when it is considered that it is or was the 
owner of the largest part of the land in the States 
with which the compact was made. It was good 
policy, as an inducement to purchasers of land, to 
make the compact; and it is but just to the States 
that it should be carried out. He said, unlike the 
old States, they own none of the public domain 
within them. ‘They have had no fund, such as 
their elder. sisters have enjoyed, by which to 
project and carry on works of this descrip- 
tion. If they had, Mr. B. said no such com- 
pact would have been entered into; and no appeals 
to Congress would have been urged. He said if 
they were in the same condition the original States 
are, with respect to the land within their limits, 
they would haveno claim upon the attention of 
Congress. It seemed to him, he said, a measure 
which Mr. Jefferson proposed, and which has been 
advanced, more or less, under every administration 
except the present, cannot be unconstitutional, and 
that sound policy requires its speedy completion. 
Mr. B. said the Committee on Roads and Canals 
had reported a bill proposing to appropriate for this 
road, in Ohio, $100,000, and for each of the States of 
Indiana and Itiniois $150,000; and he earnestly 
hoped that it would receive the favorable assent of 
Congress. Mr. B. said he relied confidently upon 
its sense of justice so operating, as to grant adequate 
appropriations for the rivers and lakes. 


He then moved that the memorial should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and that it be 
printed agreed to. 

Mr. KING presented a petition from the heirs of 
William Fisher praying the confirmation of his 
claim to a tract of land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back with an amendment, 
House bill entitled an act confirming and assenting 
to an act of the legislature of Virginia, entitled “An 
act further to amend the act ncorporating the Ches- 
apeake and Ohio Canal Company. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an adverse report on the petition of 
P. S. y. Hamot, praying for the refunding of a sum 
of money recovered from him as the surety of a de- 
faulting collector; and an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of John Hanes, late marshal of the District of 
‘Alabama, praying for the adjustment of his ac- 
counts for the maintenance of certain captured A fri- 
cans; which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed, i . 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Micajah 
French; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. ; 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill respecting the boundary line 
of the State of Missouri; which was read, and order- 
ed to a second reading. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of John ‘Grant; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to'which had been recommitted the 
bill for the improvement of Fox and Wisconsin riv- 
ers, and to connect the same by a canal in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, reported the same back with an 
amendment, striking out the portion of the bill 
adopted on an amendment of the senator from North 
Carolina requiring that the lands appropriated by 
it shall be deducted from the 500,000 acrea to which 
that Territory will be entitled under the distribution 
act when she shall be admitted as a State into the 
Union; and an amendment accepting the proposition 
of the senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,} providing that 
the act should be of no validity or force until ac- 
cepted by the legislative council of Wisconsin, 


, Mr. T. remarked, that if the amendments of the 
committee were adopted, the bill would then pro- 


| vide that the 320,000 acres now. granted shall not be 


deducted from the 500,000 acres to which Wiscon- 
sin will be. entitled under the distribution act when 
she becomes a State; and provided that her assent 
shall be had before the law be ‘of force. 

Mr. HAYWOOD made an effort to have the con- 
sideration of the bill postponed till to-morrow, to en~ 
able him to express his views in opposition to it in 
the form which it had been made to assume. 

Mr. TALLMADGE and Mr. WALKER op- 
posed that request, on the ground that action on the 
bill had been protracted unusually long by frequent 
postponements. g 2 : 

Mr: TAPPAN also desired that it should be post- 
poned with a view to have the proposed amendments 

rinted. : 
p Mr. TALLMADGE said. the amendments had 
been already before: the Senate, and discussed; that 
they were simple, aid easily understood; and restated 
what they proposed. 


The question was then taken on the proposition to 
postpone all the previous orders, with a view to take 
up this bill, and carried in the affirmative—~ayes 24, 
noes not counted. ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD demanded the yeas and nays 
on the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Public Lands; which were ordered. . 

The CHAIR stated the question would be first 
taken on the adoption of the amendment providing 
that the land appropriated by this bill shall not be 
in part of the 500,000 acrés to which Wisconsin 
shall be entitled by the distribution law, when she is 
admitted as a State into the Union. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the amend~ 
meht by striking out the word “not,” so as to make 
the land appropriated by this bill part of the 500,000 
acres to which Wisconsin will be entitled by the 
distribution act. 

Mr. TAPPAN thought the amendment ought to 
be adopted. This being merely an appropriation 
to make a work on the publie account; it would not 
be right or equijable to charge Wisconsin with the 
cost, or to attempt to take from her, for such pur- 
pose, any portion of an appropriation made by a 
formerlaw. It would not, he tepeated, be right or 
proper ‘to impose on Wisconsin the task of paying 
fora work which ‘it-was expressly stated was for 
the national good. He doubted very much whether 
Congress had the powerto take back any part of 
what they had previously granted... - 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, as a member of the 
committee reporting the bill, felt gratified in finding 
the sentiments just expressed by the honorable sen- 
ator from Ohio to concur perfectly with his own. 
It would, in his opinion, be unjust in the extreme’ 
to deprive Wisconsin of the portion of land neces- 
sary to carry out this great national undertaking. 
He was certain, if the many benefits which the per- 
fecting this work would give to the public were 
sufficiently understood, the bill would meet 
with the unanimous concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. It commended itself to their considera- 
tion as a great national work, which, by opening 
the public domain, offered an encouragement to 
emigrants that would speedily be seized on; pur- 
chasers for the land would be found in abundance, 
and its value consequently enhanced. This work 
would add to the national prosperity—would aug- 
ment the revenue by increasing the internal com- 
merce of the States; it would openan avenue to 
facilitate military operations, and in the event of 
war would offer immense advantages in the celerity 
with which troops could be concentrated: on any 
point of the frontier. It should not, therefore, be 
charged on Wisconsin; it would be cruel to deprive 
her of any portion of what was granted to her in 
common with others for the carrying out a work 
altogether national. He hoped ihat the light in 
which the subject was placed by the senator from 
Obio, would do away with all opposition to the bill 
as now proposed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE had but just entered the cham- 
ber, and wished for information on the question un- 
der consideration. 

The PRESIDENT read the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

„Mr. McDUFFIE was prepared to vote for the. 
bill, as long as he regarded it beneficial to the Terri- 
tory, provided such benefit was first acknowledged 
by the consent of thé legislative council of the Terri- 
tory, to accept it as part of the donation of 500,000 
acres provided for by the distribution act; but, as 
the bill now stood, it was a gratuitous donation by 


the United States for the purpose of cutting a canal 
through a wilderness. He thought any legislative 
action wotild be premature; ad any expenditure 
would be money -thrown away on an illusory pro~ 
ject. . 

Mr..KING was one of those who advocated the 
billas originally reported; and in that shape would 
have given it his support. He considered some of 
the amendments offered as unnecessary. That of the 
senator from North Carolina did not make the bill bet- 
ter or stronger. It only made it on one point more 
explicit. By the distribution act, grants to new States 
were limited to 500,000 acres, and to Territories 
when they became States, also 500,000 acres; in the 
last case, it being specially provided that, in the 
time intervening between the passage of said law and- 
the acknowledgment and reception of such Territory 
asa State into the Union, any grant’ made should: 
be considered a portion of the 500,000 acres, and as 
such, deducted when the arrived for conferring the 
first grant. Thus the law, as it now stands, ren- 
dered the amount of the senator from North Caro- 
lina wholly unnecessary.. TRe proposition now be- 
fore the Senate, does not confine itself to the 500,000 
acres, but goes far beyond it. It is true that other 
States have got more-than the limitations allowed; 
Ohio, for instance, got double, but it was first satisfac- 
torily shown that it was really for the public benefit; 
but on the other side, Alabama only got in real- 
ity 100,000, the remaining 400,009 acres with 
which she was charged going wholly to the 
completion of a national work—the removal 
of obstructions in the Tennessee river—from which 
Alabama received no more benefit than any of the 
adjoining States. With every wish to be liberal to 
the Territory, he was ‘not prepared to disturb the 
original law, unless it was made apparent that doing 
so would be for the general good, and for the ad- 
vancement of the internal commerce of the ‘Tereito- 
ry. He was ready to give the land originally ask- 
ed for by the bill, without the amendment of the 
senator from North Carolina; because the law, as it 
stood, would do all that the amendment proposed, 
unless that law was repealed—which it would be, if 
the amendment now proposéd by the senator from 
New York was agreed to. If that law was repealed 
in regard to the Territory, it should be also repealed 
in regard to other States where works, in a national 
point of view, of far more importance, were at a 
stand for want of means to proceed. If it was de- 
sirable to give to ‘Wisconsin eight or nine hundred 
thousand “acres of the public land, instead of 
the 500,000 provided by the distribution act, why, 
let it be so; but let it not be done in a way invidious 
to any other State or Territory, where works of more 
importance were required to be effected. He called 
the attentions of senators to Forida, where there 
was a work of far greater importance—the con- 
necting of the Atlantic with the Gulf. This work 
embraced our whole coating trade, and would be of 
universal benefit. As the question now stood, he 
felt bound to vote for the amendment offerred by the 
senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAPPAN said it was a strange mistake to call 
this bill a grantto Wisconsin. If we read the bill it 
would be found that it contained no grant to Wis- 
consin. . There was a slight leaning that way, per- 
haps, in the clause respecting the repairs and tolls 
of the canal. Wisconsin was to be at the expense 
of the repairs, and be restricte¢ fram imposing tolls. 
This was an idle and inaperative provision, to -re- 
quire Wisconsin, when she became a State, to keep 
ihig canal in repair. Who was to own the canal? 

here was to be agreat public work for the use of 
the people of the United States, and yet it was to be 
kept in repair by a Territory until the Territory 
became a State, and then by the State. ` It was per- 
fectly idle to require this from Wisconsin. If we 
give the canal to Wisconsin, she will probably keep 
it in repair if she finds that it produces her anything. 
But it was to belong to the United States; and though 
we did not give it to Wisconsin, yet we provided 
that she should keep it in repair. The canal was to 
he constructed by the government, and was claimed 
and retained as government property, and yet it was 
to be built and Kept in repair at the expense of Wis- 
consin. Wisconsin was to be bound not to ins 
crease the tolls, and yet there was ne. grant, of the 
property. to her. These provisions of the bill were 
utterly futile and worthiess, > 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, though ‘not as well versed 
in biblical or scriptural knowledge as the honorable 
genator.from Ohio, recollected that portion which 

says, “sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 
When Wisconsin came before us asa State, then the 


whole matter would bein our own hands, and the 
amount of tolls, and their mannerof collection, easily 
settled. He alluded as a precedent to the Cumber- 
land road, the history of which was the same as 
that of.the proposed work now before the Senate; 
the only difference being, that, for that work,. mil- 
lions were paid out ef the public treasury, while for 
this there was not one cent required. 

Mr. ALLEN thought that- the vote should be 
taken on the proposition now before the Senate, as 
that would ina great measure determine the char- 
acter of the bill. He had amendments to propose, 
which would affect other portions of the pim but 
would defer doing so until the vote was taken. 

Mr. WOODBURY understood that what origi- 
nally appeared as an appropriation, now assumed 
the form of-a grant. : 

Mr. TALLMADGE explained. The word “grant” 
was notin the bill: The word “appropriation” was in 
every place substituted for it. j 

Mr. WOODBURY. Whether appropriation or 
pront, it was much the same, as he understood it. 

y the bill, it was provided to grant alternate séc- 

„tions extending a certain depth on both sides of the 
rivers, under the idea that, by doing so, the reserved 
portions would sell for double; but as there may be 
a great portion sold, and itis proposed to grant other 

-sections in lieu of such for which no compensation 
would be received, he could not agree to it, without 
charging to the territory the land selected elsewhere, 
aud asking the assent of the legislative assembly of 
the territory. ; 

Mr. WRIGHT was prevented, until this morn- 
ing, from paying that attention to the bill which it 
required; and he rose more for the purpose of ma- 
king inquiries, than of advancing any decided opin- 
ion. If his information was well founded, it was 
provided by this bill to give alternate sections, being 
two miles wide, and extending on both sides from 
the mouth of each river to the point where the canal 
was to intersect. He had no knowledge himself of 
what distance that would be; but, from inquiries 
made of a gentleman well acquainted with the coun- 
try, he was led to suppose that from the portage of 
the Wisconsin river to the:canal would not be much 
less than two hundred miles; and from the portage 
of the Fox river to the canal about the same dis- 


tance. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the distance was not 
so great; it was explicitly stated in the report fur- 
nished by the War Department. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked what distance it was, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE was not at that moment 
prepared to say. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said the distance withig the 
Territory of Wisconsin was 219 miles. 

Mr. WRIGHT presumed that 210 miles was the 
distance by survey, but not by the winding of the 
stream, which would be the real distance for them 
to consider. Those sections were also granted on 
the borders of the different lakes in the route, except 
Winnebago. Those sections of two miles in width, 
and of the length described, are to be given on the 
assumption that we retain in the reserved sections 
the worth of both. It was, he thought, necessary 
to consider what work was to be done in return for 
these large appropriations. On inquiry, he was 
told a canal. He did not know the geography of 


the country, and could not say what length this - 


canal was to be; but, from information received, he 
was led to believe that it would not extend to more, 
at the outside, than one mileanda half. If such 
was the case, he thought the proposed payment 
was wholly disproportionate with the work. There 
were certain phrases to be formed in the bill which 
would leave a superficial cbserver to suppose that 
the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers 
wag also provided for, as well as the cutting of this 
canal; but a careful examination would show that 
there was no obligationto improve the navigation 
of those rivers. He thought, therefore, that the 
cutting of a canal one mile and a half long was not 
an equivalent for an appropriation of 200 miles; and 
he could not telt how much more by going 
round the streams. To accomplish this work, 
it was proposed to offer the alternate sec- 


tions for sale—the lots fronting the river at 
$2 50 per acre; those in the rear at govern- 
ment; price and sections reserved by government 


at not-less than $2 per acre; but for any of the alter- 
nate sections already sold, other lands were to be 
` given, for which no compensation was to be receiv- 
ed. He thought an inquiry should be made as to 
what sections still remained open for sale; and thata 
provision should be made, preventing any private 


the senator from Ohiobeen adopted, he would have: 


the money from the sale of the lands: came into the. 

The CHAIR then stated the pending question, in 
answer to a question asked by Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. BERRIEN was quite prepared to adopt'the: 
suggestion of the senator from New Hampshire— 
to give the alternate sections, if they are kept 
available for that purpose, and provided the rest. 
came outof the 500,000 acres given by the distribu- 
tion act. There could be no such advantage as an 
additional price for lands to be taken up elsewhere, 
in lieu of the alternate sections. i 

Mr. SEVIER stated his reasons for voting against. . 
the amendment. The memorial from the Territory’ 
for this grant. was presented before the distribution 
act. If this act was passed through with the amend- 
ment now piöpdsed, it would be taking from the. 
Territory ali the benefit intended by the distribution 
act, and disposing of it in a remote corner of: the: 
Territory, at the will of the general government,. 
and for its own purposes. 

Mr CRITTENDEN thought it would facilitate: 
the matter to make the grant simply as the. bill 
was originally reported, for the object in view, and’ 
to leave it for those who come after, to decide 
whether the grant is to be taken out of the amoutit 
given by the distribution act. . 

Mr. WALKER hoped the amendment would not 
prevail. He was in favor of the suggestion of the 
senator from New Hampshire; that of granting the ` 
alternate sections; the result of which would be, that 
the remaining sections would be ‘sold for the price 
of the whole, but for this improvement, without an 
loss to the general government. He wished such 
an arrangement were made with all the new States ` 
for promoting great works of national improvement. 
Notning was more certain than that, in the progress 
of time, the full value of those grants, and a 
great deal more, would be returned to the general 
government, in the beneficial effects resulting from: 
them. : 
This grant assumes the case of the grants made to 
Ohio and Indiana, the result of which was, that the 
reserved sections of the government lands not only 
sold for more,’ but that even the unreserved. lands: 
came much sooner into market than they otherwise 
would have done, and thereby became available to 
the treasury. i : 

Mr.. PORTER observed there were but two im- 
stances in which the minimum price of the alternate 
sections was raised to $2 50 per acre, as now pro- 
posed in reference to this grant to Wisconsin. But 
ifthe amendment of the senator from North Caro- 
lina were adopted, it would, in effect, restrict the 
Territory from selling any portion of the 500,000 
acres granted to her by the distribution act, for less 
than $2 50 per acre; whereas the other States, getting 
500,000 acres each, would be at liberty to sell at the 
ordinary minium price of $1 25 per acre. He 
hoped the Senate would not adopt the amendment, 

Mr. ALLEN said that whatever might be the 
fate of the pending amendments, he would ultimate- 
ly renew his amendment proposed yesterday. e 

The question was then taken on Mr. Haywoon’s - 


‘amendment to strike out the word not, and resulted 


in the negative, yeas 11, nays 31, as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Colquitt, Fairfield, Haywood, King, Mangum, Sturgeon, 
and Wright—11. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bates, Breese, 
Choate, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, Hanne- 

an, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, Mil- 
er, Morehead, Porter, Rives, Selnple, Sevier, Simmons, : 


Tallmadge, Tappan, Uphem, Walker, White, Woodbridge, 
and: Woodbury—31. : $ 


ie 2 


r. WOODBURY offered an amendment, pro- 
posing to strike out so much ofthe section as relates 
to the selection of other lands in licu-of alternate sec- 
tions taken up. : i y 
The amendment was adopted: ` 
Mr. ALLEN now renewed his amendment of an 
additional proviso, to the effect. that the act should 
not take effect till the Territory of Wisconsin signify 
its acceptance of its provisions. i : 
Me agreed with his colleague, that this was not a 
grant, but an appropriation; differing in no essential 
particular from an appropriation of money, except so 
faras it designates the source from which the mo- 
ney.is to be obtained. ; : 
uppose this work: is incomplete when the Terri- 
tory becomes a State: who is to finish it? In all 
proba anit y the next session of Congress would ' 
ave to admit the Territory as a sovereign State into 
this Union. uO. : 


Congress met next session. Wisconsin pre- 
sented herself for admission into the Union. It was 
not a matter of discretion with Congress to. refuse 
toadmit her. We could not say to the Territory of 
Wisconsin, We have completed a great public 
work, and we will not now admit you. The consti- 
tution required that she should be admitted, after 
fulfilling its provisions. We met. here on the first 
day of the next session, for instance. The Secreta- 
y of War, in his annual report, informed us that 
the public lands designated to be sold had not yet 
been sold; and, the very same day, the Territory’ of 
Wisconsin presents herselfto Congress for admis- 
sion. How is Congress to act? How did this bill 
place you? You are to admit’ the Territory; 
that you cannot avoid. The constitution com- 
mands, and you obey. The people of Wisconsin 
have a right, under the constitution, to be admitted, 
and Congress could not exclude her from the Union. 
You have, then, to convert the Territory of Wis- 
consin into a State before one solitary provision of 
this bill has been executed in any particular. He 
asked who was to execute the terms of the bill? 
Here was the federal government prosecuting a work 
within the jurisdiction of a sovereign State, enjoy- 
ing its full sovereign power, without the consent of 
that sovereignty. He asked where were we to get 
authority to do that? The answer was, simply, 
there was no authority at all. Either the grant 
must be unconditionally made, ‘or it was unconsti- 
tutionally made. If it was proposed that the fede- 
ral government should execute this work, let it say 
80; but not pretend to make it a kind of coalition, 
by which the work was to be done jointly by the 
two governments. If the work was to be done 
solely at the opr of the general government, let 
itbe so done. ‘The general government had no right 
to impose conditions upon the Territory of Wis- 
consin without the consent of that Territory. 

There might be other evils arising to the people of 
‘Wisconsin, besides those in relation to the increase 
of tolls on this particular work; and it would be ob- 
served that the restriction in the bill, limiting the 
tolls, was to last as long as the earth through which 
the canal was to be traced. Here was a great pub- 
lic work, which, one year before the ‘Territory be- 
came admitted into the Union, Congress proposed 
to take into its own hands, knowing that it would 
huve to prosecute the work after the Territory be- 
came a State. 

You require the people of that Territory, without 
their consent, to pay $2 50 per acre for land upon 
the whole line of country, 200 miles in length, 
through which the canal was to run. It was doub- 
ling the price of kand upon them, and that, too, under 
circumstances which were peculiarly unfavorable to 
their condition. 

The effect of the meaaare would be, that persons 
who had located lands, would be enabled, by the 
rise of price, to sell it at $1 75, the moment this act 
passes, having paid only $1 25, and by the specula- 
tion, making their fortune. Not untilall these pri- 
vate lands had been sold at $f 75 per acre, would 
one solitary aere of government land be disposed of 
at $2 00. 

Where was the money to be obtained to build this 
cana? Did any body suppose that this wilderness 
was to be cut t hrough, in one year, before the Ter- 
ritory became a State? In all probability, she would - 
be admitted in a session or two. Did not every. man 
who understood the progress of population in the 
West, know that it was absolutely impossible for a 
sufficient number of people to be there now to be 
benefited by, this improvement, and that they would 
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be only drawn there by the prospect of speculation? 
It would be a very great inducement for the spec- 


“ulations. of land proprietors. It was imposing a. 


grievance upon the yee of Wisconsin; and it pro- 
posed to do this without consulting them. He (Mr. 
A.) believed Congress had no right to do this; and if 
his amendment prevailed, he would vote for the bill; 
but would oppose it without theamendment. He con- 
fessed he was astonished, when he reflected. upon 


- the fact that this work was designed to. be executed 


before the Territory became a State, to see such a dis- 
position manifested not to consult the Territory upon 
the ‘subject. He always. feared men who came to 
him with presents in their hands.. The Territory of 
Wisconsin would have reason to fear Congress, if it 
came with a gift in its hands, by which it arrogated 
to itself a power over it after it was to become a 
State. : 

Congress was about to legislate upon this matter 
in a way which was to deprive the State of Wiscon- 
sin forever of all the advantages arising from the 
work; and without consulting her atall. It might 


be a very important matter to Wisconsin to have . 


this asa State work. The question was laid before 
the State of Ohio, in a common discussion amongst 
the Ohio people. as to whether the great Ohio canal 
should be embarked in as a work to be done by a 
company, or whether the State should undertake the 
work itself. The State undertook, and completed 
it; and she would not now exchange it for a hundred 
millions of dollars—a work which was executed at a 
cost of six millions. When the Territory of Wis- 
consin became a State, it might be a source of great 
profit to her to execute the work herself; whereas, 
y this act, the general government was bound 
forever to father or take this much of the Territory 
of Wisconsin under its special charge. Would the 
organic legislature of that. Territory thank the gov- 
ernment for such an evidence of fatherly care? 

In conclusion, he (Mr. A.) replied to the argu- 
ment advanced by the advocates of the bill—that the 
country was suffering for the want of a canal—and 
insisted upon his amendment, reiterating his asser- 
tion that Congress had no right to proceed in the 
matter, without consulting the ‘Territory. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said, as. the bill now- stood, 
it granted the alternate sections at double price, to 
raise the means of carrying out the work; and the 
improvement would, therefore, cost the government 
nothing. The bill, since it had undergone the re- 
vision of the committee, was in a shape which did 
not require the amendment of the senator from 
Ohio. The memorial of. the Territory was before 
the Senate, signifying its desire for this improve- 
ment, and for the grant of land precisely as given 
by the bill. 

As to the work being incomplete when the Ter- 
ritory becomes a State, Congress will have full 
control over the matter; and can then, if necessary, 
hand over the whole canal to the new State. 

Mr. ALLEN asked if there was not an easy rem- 
edy for the objections he had urged, in providing, by 
an additional clause, that the lands shall be with- 
held from sale until the assent of -the legislative as- 
sembly of the Territory be given to the provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said Wisconsin did not 
want that: she wanted the lands to be brought into 
the market, with a view of having the country set- 
tled. 

Mr. WALKER thought there was great force in 
the observations of the senator from Ohio; and he 
would, to meet the senator’s objections, offer a fur- 
ther amendment, which was to modify the proviso, 
to read as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall not take effect until 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of Wis- 
consin shall have signified its acceptance of the pro- 
visions of this act; {adding] and, in the mean time, 
the lands hereby reserved for the United’ States, as 
well as the lands proposed to be appropriated to the 
improvement designated in this act, shall be reserved 
from sale until the assent of the Territory of Wis 
consin shall be given; and, if said Territory does 
not assent, by act of the territorial legislature, with- 
in twelve months from the passing of this act, then 
this act shall be of no force or effect. 

Mr. ALLEN accepted the modification of the 
amendment as proposed by the senator from Mis- 
sissippi. 

The CHAIR then stated Mr. ALLEN’s amend- 
ment as modified. , 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was very much in favor of 
the bill, but did not approve of the amendments 
now offered. It would E 


e imposing an unnecessary | 


After some conversational debate on this point be« 
tween Messrs. ALLEN and CRITTENDEN, 

Mr. WALKER (having put his modification of 
Mr. ALLEN’s amendment in written form) urged its 
adoption on the grounds that it would prevent specu- 
lators from taking up the lands, contrary to the in- 
terests of the genéral government and the Terri- 


tory. $ 

The question was then taken. on Mr.- ALLEN’s 
amendment, as modified by Mr. Watker, and re- 
sulted in the negative—yeas 16, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 
Buchanan, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, King, 
McDuffie, Sturgeon, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, Hen- 
derson, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Tallmadge, 
Upham, White, and Woodbridge—27. 

Mr. BREESE pointed outa dinerepaney between 
the words of the report and of the bill, as to the 
points between which the canal was to be made. If 
confined to the “portage,” the length of the canal 
would only be two miles; if to “navigable points,” 
as ex- pressedin the bill, there was no knowing the 
length. He wished for information. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said, that in other bills of 
similar character, the words “nayigable points” had 
been used. 

Mr. BREESE moved to strike out the words 
“navigable points,” wherever they occurred in the 
bill, and put in the words “the portage.” 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE believed the report of the 
War Department went into minute details; but he 
was disposed to leave to the discretion of the topo- 
graphical corps, under whom the work was to be 
constructed, a choice of the points most desirable 
for making the two rivers, 

Mr. BREESE believed it would be found by the 
report, that the engineers had confined themselyes 
to the portage, and did not name “the foot of Swan 
lake” at all, therefore unnecessarily introduced into 
the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. : 

Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if the lands along the 
line were now subject to private entry? ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE could not answer the gen- 
tleman authoritatively; but he had no doubt the pub- 
lic surveys had gone so far, that the lands were open 
to private entry. : 

r. HAYWOOD observed that there was no 
doubt of those lands being open to private entry. 

r. McDUFFIE submitted the following amend- 
ment. ‘That the alternate sections hereby appro- 
priated or reserved, shall be reserved from entry or 
sale from the 15th March, 1844.” The entry of 
lands would otherwise bea matter of speculation, 
a character of entry he wished to prevent as much 
as possible. 

Mr. HANNEGAN suggested an amendment, by 
adding, “until the same shall be selected by the 
proper officers.” ; 

Mr. H. subsequently withdrew this modification. 

Mr. WHITE suggested a modification as a sub- 
stitute, to strike out some words; but— 

The CHAIR explained that the bill contained a 
provision which accomplished the object the senator 
from Indiana had in view. à 

Mr. WHITE then withdrew his amendment. He 
suggested that the word “lands” be substituted for 
“alternate sections,” 

Mr. MeDUFFIE accepted the modification. 

; ahe CHAIR then stated the amendment as modi- 
ed, : 
i enone ae proposed a further modification: 
nds shall not he subject to entry either,” 
as pre-emption rights might be made. 

Mr. WHITE agreed that the lands ought to be 
a eo from ‘pre-emption. He, therefore, sub- 
mitted as a substitute the following: 


“That no part of the lands within the limits afore- 
said, shall be sold or be subject to entry after the 
15th of March, 1844, until the selection shall be 
made by the proper authorities as contemplated by 
this act;” [subsequently enlarged by Mr. HANNE- 
GAN as heretofore shown, to include as follows: 
‘and no right to pre-emption shall accrue thereon,” 


Mr. HANNEGAN, though favorable to ordinary 
pre-emption rights, did not think it preper to allow 
pre-emption rights to lands raised in yalue as these 
are. He suggested that the modification ought to 


be made ‘to the effect that “no right of pre-emption 
shall accrue thereon,” È 

Mr. WHITE said that met his ideas. 

Mr. McDUFFIE accepted the modification. 

Mr. TAPPAN said the sales would go on and 
could not be prevented. He, therefore, moved to 
amend the amendment by. adding that all sales of 


these lands made between the 4th of March and pas-- 


sage of the said act, shall be null and void. 

Mr. WHITE thought such sales could not be.ab- 
rogated, if made prior to the passage of the act; but 
it might be so provided from the passage of the act. 
The difficulty could be obviated by the action of the 
departmentitself. He proposed to substitute for the 
words “15th March,” ‘from the passage of this 
act.” 

Mr. McDUFFIE wished the provision to stand 
on the face of the act as a sort of -terror to specula- 
tors, warning them that their purchases would not 
be allowed. He accepted the modification. f 

Mr. HAYWOOD suggested that the words rela- 
ting to pre-emptioners ‘should be prospective. It 
should be that no right of pre-emption shall “here- 
after” occur. A 

This modification was adopted. 

Mr. BREESE moved te strike out of the 15th 
line, Ist section, the words “at foot of Swan lake,” 
and insert the words. “the portage.” 

Mr. WHITE thought. it was the sense of the 
Senate to leave the choice of the points to the’ engi- 
neers. 

Mr. BREESE observed that the. engineers, in 
their report, say nothing about the Swan lake. His 
object was to make the bill correspond with the ré- 
port. : 

Mr. WHITE hoped to see the navigation made 
so good as to admit of being ascended by steam- 
boats. Nothing could be lost by leaving ‘it to the 
engineers to decide, after a more thorough survey, 

“ how the connexion of the rivers should be made. 

Mr, BREESE said the engineers had already 
made a thorough examination, and had decided 
upon the portage being thé proper location for the 
canal. , : 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PORTER said, at the end of the first section 
it was provided that no tolls should be levied except 
for keeping the canal in repair. He thought there 
should be enough for attendance also. He therefore 
moved that the words “for attendance” should be 
added. 

The amendment was adopied. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out all after the 
word “and” in the 26th line to the end of the 33d line, 
“providing that no more toll shall be colleeted than 
necessary to keep the canal in repair, and for at- 
tendance.” It was a provision worse than useless, 
not being binding on the Territory, as Congress 
could enforce no such obligation. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN, desirous of obtaining time for his 
colleague to prepare an amendment he had in 
view, moved to lay the bill on the table for the pre- 
sent. ` 

This motion was, however, decided in the nega- 

tive. : 

Mr. ALLEN then moved to amend the bill at the 


Mi "TALLMA DC È accepted it, and it was 
adppted, 


“ Mr. TAPPAN said, it appeared to him, some pro- 
yision should be made for the ownership of this 


canal, after the. Territory shall be admitted 
as a State’ He would, therefore, move an. 
amendment, that after the Territory becomes 


a State, the canal shall be granted to the State 
onthe condition of charging no. more tolls upon, 
it than necessary to keep itin repair, and for ttend- 
ance.’ He moved the further. consideration of the 
bill ba nose , til Monday, for the purpose of 
enabliné Hite to put his amendment in proper form, 
Ön this motion the ayes were 17, noes 21. 

So the further consideration of the bill was refused 


to be postponed. 


prepare his ameng 
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3 Mi WOODBRIDGE said og subject would be 

es open to Congress for adjustment. _ 
Mr. CRITTENDEN observed ‘that courtesy: re- 
quired concession to any gentleman wishing to post- 
pone, for a proper object. The senior senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Farran] had not consumed much time 
in discussing this bill, although much time had been 
lost on it altogether. He had so much confidence in 
the judgment of the senator, that he would be very 
glad. if the friends of the bill would consent: tothe 
postponement till Monday, and that orders would be 
given to print the amendments. l 


This motion was concurred in. 
On motion, it was agreed, that when the Senate 
adjourned, it be to Monday next. 
r. BAYARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Public Build- 
ings be directed to furnish to the Senate a statement 
of the lots and squares in the city of Washington, 
conveyed to the United States by the original pro- 
prietors. Also, a statement of the squares and lots 
sold, the sums for which they were ‘respectively 
sold; and the aggregate amount of sales. Also, a 
statement of the number and value of the squares 
and lots conveyed under donations from Congress; 
and also the number and estimated value of the 
building lots belonging to the United States remain- 
ing unsold, and the extent, in feet or acres, of the 
several public squares and reservations within the 
said city. : 

The House bill to repeal certain sections of the 
distribution act was then taken up on its second 
reading. fe’ 

pe. CRITTENDEN moved to lay iton the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays on that 
motion, which was ordered. 

Mr. KING asked it it was the intention of the 
senator to lay the bill on the table, merely with a 
view of taking it up again for consideration? 

Mr. CRITTEN EN. Never, sir, as longas I 
live—never. ; i ' 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
22, nays 19, follows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, 


Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, 
Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—22. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, 
Haywood, Henderson, King, McDuffie, Semple, Tappan, 
Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—19. . 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 15, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. JAMESON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report upon the memorial of the 
general assembly of the State of Missouri, in rela- 
tion to the. swamps of New Madrid and the St. 
Francis river, in Missouri and Arkansas, accompa- 
nied by a bill, granting to the States of Missouri 
and Arkansas. certain alternate sections of land in 
and near the New:Madrid and St. Francis river 
swamps, for the purpose, of reclaiming the value of 
the. public lands in the vicinity thereof: referréd to 
the. Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union; and the bill and report were ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. SIMONS, the rules were sus- 
pended to allow him to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That: the chief of the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery be requested to. furnish each mem- 
ber of this House as many copies as may be con- 
venient to be spared of the of the nawy hos- 
pital fund; and also of the pamphlet containing the 
medical bills of the Florida squadron, if in his pos- 
sesssion; also, the pamphlet containing the bills of 
the general expenses of the Florida squadron: Pro- 
vided, That no. expense shall. be incurred in the com- 
pliance with the terms of this resolution. 


Mr. THOMPSON sait he hoped the resolution 
would be. sa amended that no. additional printing 
would, be required, ox-expense incurred. 

Me. SIMONS. consented to the modification, 
andit was. modified accordingly. 

Mr. McKAY said he did not think the modifica- 
tion altered the nature of the proposition. He sub- 
mitted to the House whether it was not highly im- 
proper to require the chief of the medical bureau to 


| furnish these books which, as hé understood, had 
: not yet been ‘paid for, atthe sanie time declari t 


` to be furnished, virtually- commit t! 


no additiona expense should be: incurred: E The. 
House, he thought, would, by requiring the books 

emselves:to pay 
the expense: He moved to Jay the ‘resolution. on. 
the table; which was carried. © 0 2.0 000" , 


7 


Mr. G. DAVIS inquired what was the first busi- 
ness in order. aire ee ; oe 

The SPEAKER replied that the: first business’ 
was the resolution of the gentleman from. Ten- 
nessee. - net $ 

Mr. MeCLERNAND inquired whether he was: 
not entitled to the floor during the morning hour, » 

"The SPEAKER said that the consideration of 
this resolution, being a part of the tinfinished busi- 
ness, took precedence over all other business. : 

Mr. SAMPLE inquired if this was not private 
bill day by the rules of the House. . 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative; but 
repeated that the unfinished business had prece- 
dence. s a 

The question being on the adoption of the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That all debate on House bill No. 30, 
“making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending the 30th day 
of June, 1845,” shall cease in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union within five minutes 
after the House shall resolve itself into.a committee; 
and that the House. will ‘immediately resolve itself 
into said committee, and the committee shall: then 
proceed to vote on all amendments pending, or that 
may be offered to said bill; and then report the same ` 
to the House, with such amendments as may have. 
been agreed to by the committee, unless the same be 
sooner disposed of. 


Mr. JOHNSON modified his. resolution. so as to 
go into committee at 1 o’clock. . f 

On- -motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the resolution was: . 
amended by striking out “1” and inserting 1% 
o'clock, oy 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered’; 
and, being taken, resulted—yeas 95, nays 59, as fol~ 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Anderson, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, 
Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W., Davis, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Fioklin, Foster, French, , 
Byram Green, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Henley, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Howston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James P. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Moore, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, 
Emery DÐ. Potter, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, Roberts, 
Robinson, Russell, St. John, Sannders, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert. 
Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Sykes, 
Taylor, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, and Joseph A. Wright—095. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Catlin, Cansin, Chilton, 
Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, De~ 
berry, Dellet, Dickey, Fish, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green,, 
Grinnek, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudsay, Washington. 
Hunt, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Daniel: * King, Lewis;, 
Mellyaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Maseley, Newton, 
Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potten,- Preston, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Rockwell, Rogers, Semple, Schenck, Senter,. 
Severance, Albert Smith, Cale} B. Smith, Stephens, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, 
and William Wright--9., : 


The resolutios was adopted. 
MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to, suspend the 


F rules, to go into Committee of the Whole on the 


Military Academy bill, - i 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ovdered, the roll was called, and the 
question was decided in the affirmative, yeas 98, 
nays 5}, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, 
Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Jacob: 


Anderson, Atkinson, Benior:. 


| Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, . 


Caldwell, Cathin, Reuben Chapman, Clinton, Cobh, Coles. 
Cross, Cwllom, Dana, R. J. Davis, J. W. Davis, Diitinghem, . 
Dremgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, French, 8, Green, . 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Hege, Hopkins, . 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James. B. Haar, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Caye Johngan, George W. 
Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Letranchke, ‘Leonard, . 
Lewis,Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslin, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Mur- 
phy, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery. D. Potter, Purdy; 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Rading, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Robinson, Russe St. kn, Saunders, Thomag 
H. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, . 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Sykes, Taylor,. 


state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoozs, of Virginia, in 
the chait,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary “Academy for the fiscal year, ending the 30th 
June, 1845, the question being on the amendment 


of Mr... Hare, as follows: ` 

“That no-money appropriated in this bill, or here- 
after to be appropriated, s 
merit of any cadet hereafter to be appointed; and the 
terms of'service of those who have warrants, now 
in the academy, shall be held to cease from and 
after four years. from the time of their respective 
appointments.” ‘ 

‘Mr, E. J. MORRIS who was entitled to the floor, 
having only five minutes left, began by expressin 
his surprise and regret.atthe hasty manner.in whic! 
thiis bill was tò be carried through, and. said: that 
had he-been present, he would have entered his pro- 
test against the passage of the bill repealing the dis- 
tribution act in a similar manner. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 
question was on the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, (Mr. Have.] 

Mr. MORRIS said he had a right to enter his pro- 
test against the manner in which it was attempted to 
hurry this bill thraugh. He then went into a vindi- 
cation of the officers of the army who served in the 
Florida war, and spoke highly of their gallantry and 
good conduct. The hour of iwelve having arrived, 
the'remarks of Mr. M. were cut short by the 
Speaker; and the committee, in pursuance of the reso- 
hition adopted this morning, proceeded to vote on 
the pending amendment. 

r. HALE desired the vote on his amendment 
to be taken on each branch of the two propositions 
which it contained; and therefore he intimated his 
wish to divide it. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not divisible. 

Mr. HALE said that, under those circumstances, 
he would so modify it as to leave the first branch 
only remaining. $ 

Mr. E. J. BLACK objected to any such modifi- 
cation at this time, 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the modification 
could be made. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Burke and 
Deter were appointed to take the vote on the 
amendment, which proposed to prevent any further 
appomtments of cadets after June next. The 
amendment was negatived; 54 voting in the affirma- 
tive, and 91 in the negative. 

Mr. RATHBUN then offered an amendment, to 
the effect that no cadet should be appointed after the 
passage of this act. f 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was not in order, 

Mr. RATHBUN appealed; but the committee sus- 
tained the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill; which was agreed to. 

The committee rose and reported accordingly, 

The SPEAKER having taken the chair, stated 
the question to be on concurring in the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole, which was, in fact, 
a mere transposition of certain words, which did not 
affect the purport of the original bill. f 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered an amendment 
by way of a proviso, to be added to the following 
clause: 


_ “For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and mu- 
Sicians, fifty-one thousand five hundred and thirty- 
eight dollars and thirty-three cents.” 

The proviso was to the effect, that no money 
baad appropriated should be paid for any cadet 
that s ould hereafter be appointed, and that the term 
of service of the cadets now at the Military Acede- 
my should cease at the expiration of four years from 
the time of their appointment. On this he moved 
the previous question, 

Mr. FISH raised a question of order on the re- 


eee the amendment; but he was overruled by 


all be applied to the pay- | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.. 


Mr. HARALSON proposed to amend the amend- 
ment, so’as to provide that’ the following lines be 
stricken from the bills ~~ 7 - 

“For continuing the construction of barracks for 


' the cadets, fifteen thousand dollars.” 


` "The amendment was adopted by Mr. JOHNSON. 

The SPEAKER then put the question of second- 
ing.the demand for the previous question; but teller8 
were called for, and Messrs. Detter “and Burxe 
were appointed, and they reported 72 in the affirma- 
tive, ‘and, 67 in the negative. 

So there.was a second. 

The main question was ordered to be put, and the 
yeas and nays were ordered on the question of agree- 


| ing to the amendment. ; 


A division was called for, and the vote was first 
taken on the proposition of Mr. C, Jounson; which 
was negatived—yeas 73, nays 106, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Boyd, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dickin- 
son, Duncan, Ficklin, Foster, Giddings; Hale, ‘ Hamlin, 
Hays, Henley, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nnedy Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin; Lyon, McCauslen, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, Moore, Joscph Morris, Owen, Payne, 
Peyton, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rit- 
ter, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, 


_ Simons, John T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Steen: 


rod, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Weller, Wenworth, 


Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—73. 

NAYS—Messts. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Edward J. Black, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carrol), Causin, Chilton, Cling- 
man, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Fish, Foot, 
French, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, John P. Ken. 
nedy, Preston King, Damiel P. King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, Mcll- 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Murphy, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Rhett, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith. Caleb B 
Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Taylor. Thomr- 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 
and William Wright—106. 


The question then being upon the adoption of the 
second branch of the amendment, (Mr. Haratson’s 
proposition) oon 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he hoped the call 
for the yeas and nays would be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said the demand for the yeas and 
nays would be considered withdrawn if there was 
no objection. . 

No objection was heard, and the question was 
put; and upon a division, the votes were counted by 
the Speaker, and stood 77 in the affirmative, and 42 
in the negative. 

The second branch of the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The question upon the engrossment of the bill was 
the question next pending; and upon this 

r. CAVE JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question. / . 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired if it was now in order 
to move an additional clause to the bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not, as the 
previous question had been demanded. 

The question upon the engrossment was then put, 
and carried. 

The bill was read a third time; and the question 
was put upon its passage. . 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions that the committee report the fol- 
lowing amendment: \ 


“That no cadet shall be appointed after the passage 


of this act.” 

‘The previous question was seconded; and upon 
the main question (viz: shall the bill pass) the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 109, nays 67, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson. Atkinson, Bar- 
ringer, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, 
Jacob Brinkerhoft, Jeremiah Brown, Buflington, Burt, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Drom- 

oole, Dunlap, Eliis, Fish, Foot, French, Willis Green, 
Eyam Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hamlin, Haralson, Hardin, 
Harper, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Hubard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Charles J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, John P, Kennedy, Preston King, Dan- 


iel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, Ma- ` 


clay, McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, McKay, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mosely, Murphy, Newton, Par: 


menter, Patterson, Elisha. R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, Rhett, Rockwell, 
Rogers, Russell, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stetson, 
Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbaits, Tilden, Tyler, Vauce, 
Vinton, Wetheted, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 
illiam Wright—109. 
aN rari Benton, Bidlack, Bower, Boyd, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown; Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
Burke, ` Caldwell; Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Cullom, Dana, 
John W. Davis, Dickinson, Duncan, Ficklin, Foster, Hale, 
Hays, Henley, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McCler-. 
nand, McConnell, Moore, Joseph Morris, Owen, Payne, 
Peyton, Rathbun, David S; Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Si- 
mons, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, J. Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Tucker, Weller, Went- 


' worth, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—67. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. FISH moved the reconsideration of the vote 
by which the bill was passed: rejected without a di- 
vision. ~ ` 

The question being on the title ofthe bill, _ 

Mr. WENNTWORTH moved to amend it, so 
as to make it read “a bill to put down the militia of 
the country.” Mr. W., however, withdrew the 
amendment; and the title was agreed to. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. aa 
‘Mr. WINTHROP rose, he said, to offer a reso- 
lution on a subject which ought, in his opinion, at 
an early day, to receive the attention of this House 
and the country. Mr. W. then offered the follow- 
ing resolution: : 


Resolved, That no proposition for the annexation 
of Texas to the United States ought to be made, or 
assented to, by this government. 

Resolved, That this House-will resolve itself into 
a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the above resolution, 
on Wednesday, the 20th instant; and that said reso- 
lution be made the special order of the day until dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. THOMPSON objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to offer the resolution, and called for the 
yeas and nays on the resolution; which were order- 


The question was then taken on suspending the 
rules, and decided in the negative—yeas 40, nays. 
122, as follows: ' 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Jeremiah Brown, Buffing- 
ton, Carroll, Collamer, Cranston, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, 
Foot, Giddings; Grinnell, Harper, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, E. J. 
Morris, Morse, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Summers, Ty- 
ler, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, 
Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Garret Davis, John W. Da- 
vis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Fish, Foster, French, Willis 
Green, . Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Henley, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub. 
bell, Hungerford, James B, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston Kin » Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Mur- 
hpy, Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Emery 
D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, David $. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, J. Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tueker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, and Yost—122, 


So the rules were not suspended. 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


„Mr. WELLER moved to print 15,000 extra co- 
pies of the report of the Committee of Ways and 

eans accompanying the independent-treasury bill, 
forthe use of the members. He would observe 


. that, if this order be made now, the printing of the 


extra copies could be done at a less expense than at 
a future time. If any objections were made to this 
motion, he would move to suspend the rules, to. en- 
able him to submit it. 


Objections being made, ` ‘ 
me WELLER accordingly moved to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; which” 
being ordered, 

The question was taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive, yeas 100, nays 62—~there not being Waaka. 


OO.. RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS: oe 
~The question on the resolution from the Select 
Committee on the Rhode Island memorial came up, 
but on the motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, it. was 
postponed until Tuesday next. ` 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved a suspension of the 
rules, so as to permit committees to be -called for 
reports; but the motion was not agreed to. 

à PRIVATE BILL DAY. 

The SPEAKER announced thé order of-the 
day to be the bills on the.private calendar. . 
< Mr. HALE called up the pending question on the 
reconsideration of the vote by which a bill was 
$ posse ona previous day, for the relief of William 

ery. 

The vote was taken by Messrs. WINTHROP 
and Buxxe, tellers, and they reported 69 in the 
affirmative, and 43 in the negative; so the vote was 
reconsidered. The vote was then agreed to be 
taken on the engrossment of the bill, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. as follows: 
yeas 69, nays 67, so the bill was ordered tobe en- 
grossed. 

The- question being upon the passage of the bill, 
a brief débate ensued, in which Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, WINTHROP, and DANIEL P. 
KING took part. ; 

Mr. HALE demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question order- 
ed—viz: shall the bill pass. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 72, nays 69. The bill was passed. 

The House then took up the bill for the relief of 
John P. Schuyler, the question being on its engross- 
ment; and after a debate in which Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, RAMSEY, RATHBUN, and TUCK- 
ER took part, the question was put, and decided in 
the affirmative. ; : 

The question on the passage of the bill was then 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirma- 
tive-—yeas 71, nays 61. 

The bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 
the schooner Success was ordered to be engrossed} 
and was read a third time, and passed. 

Also, the following: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Folger. 

A bill for the relief of Samnel B. Tuck. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Wm. Augustus 
Allee. . - 

A bill for the relief of George M.'Jones. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dean. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

_ By Mr.St. JOHN: Memorial of Henry Ebert 
and’ ene hundred and sixteen citizens of Seneca 
county, Ohjo, asking an appro riation to perfect the 
rovisions of a tréaty entered into with several 
tribe of Indians, at Brownstown, in the Territory 
of Michigan. 1 : 

By Mr. RAMSEY: Memorial of John Reynolds. 
and 140 others, citizens of Lebanon county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 
1842, until experience shall have demoustrated, by 
ascertained facts, that a change would be for the 
better. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of Lucretia Foot for a 


nsion: referred to the Committee on BRevolutiona-° 
ry Pensions. 


“ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpas, March 18, 1844, 
ENGRAVING AND LITHOGRAPHING FOR THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr. SIMONS submitted the following resolution: k. 
Resolved, That there be appointed a standing com- 
waittee of this House, to consist of three members, to 
be ealed the Committee on Engraving, to whom 
shall he referred by the clerk all drawings, maps, 
charts, or other papers, which may, at any time, 
come before the House for engraving, lithographing, 
or publishing jo any way; which committee shall re- 
port tothe House whether the same ought, in their 
opinion, be ‘published; and if the House order the | 
publication of the same, the said conpmittee shall di- | 
rect the size and manner of execption of all such | 
maps, charts, drawings, or other papers; and to con- | 
tract by agreement, in writing, for all such engra- 


ying, lithographing, printing, drawing, and coloring ij 


as may be ordered by the House; which agreement, 


` in writing, shall be furnished by said committee: to 


| ing this business to the “Committee on Accounts; 


Mr. SIMONS said 

tee was to break up thé system of exti 

had prevailed, rather than implicate pers 

| evidence they had’been ableto collect, th 

enough to.show that abuses existed, w S 

as it would be proper to implicate individuale oni - 

Mr. HALE hoped that the resolution would be: 
adopted; and before hetook hisseat,he would propose 
anamendment to it.” While up, he would ‘take'oe+ 
casion to say a word or two on -this sibject of the 
reformation of abuses. When, some weeks ‘ago, 
an honorable gentleman from Missouri alluded to 
an abuse that had been committed in the Navy De- 
‘partment, by which the government’ had’ been-de- 
frauded-out of $17,500, în a contract: of: $138,000, 
and the gentleman from Virginia. [Mz.-Wrsn} re- 
plied that this was one of the little abuses, he’ con- 
fessed he considered it rather a rhetorical flourish 
than a matter of sober fact. At this session ‘a’ 
Committee of Retrenchment was appointed; and 
they had already ferreted out abuses which ought 
to make every member of the: House” blush to” 
think that they had ever existed, . This report, 
now before the House, showed that not fraud only,’ 
but swindling and downright robbery. had been 
practised on the government, Charging four or five: 
thousand dollars for that which the mechanic: who 
executed it received two hundred and fifty; and yet 
he would not be surprised ifthe matter was permit- , 
ted to rest where itis. ` : Sa 

After.a few more remarks, Mr. H. 
amendment... ï 

The SPEAKER. said that the amendment was 
not in order: . io tapes 

Mr. HALE requested that it should be read for 
the information of the House;:which was done, 
Messrs. TYLER and PAYNE; members of the’ 
committee, made a few remarks in explanation, 
when— l 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired. . 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana moved to suspend the: 
rules for one hour, for the purpose of receiving such 
reports of the standing committees as would not 
give rise to debate. 

Mr. VANCE reminded the House that this was 
private bill Wee ; í ' 
The SPEAKER remarked that the question was: 
not debatable. a ae 

Ths qitestion was put on Mr. Davis’s motion, and 
rejected. ee Pees ol ee 


the Committee on Accounts, to govern said commit 
tee in all allowances for such works; and it shall be 
in order for said committee to reportat all timés. 
Mr. STEENROD objected to the increase of the 
standing committees; but if a committee must be ap- 
pointed, he thought itshould consist of the usual 
number of members that constitute the committees 
of this House. He suggested the propriety of giv- 


and he so moved to amend the resolution. He 
spoke at some length on this branch of business, ` 
and the alleged frauds in connexion therewith. 

Mr. SIMONS defended his resolution, and con- 
tended for the necessity of the appointment of a 
committee, to guard against the abuses now so ap- 
parent in the engraving done for the House. 

Mr. S. entered at some length into an exposition 
of the abuses which had been practised in relation 
to the subject of engraving; showing, ftom tabular 
statements, that sums had been paid for lithographing 
enormously disproportionate. to the estimated value 
of the work.. ` 

The following are some of the items referred to: 

For lithographic charts of the bar and bay of St. 
Joseph’s and Ship Island inlet, 1,250 copies, the 
lithographer received $1,200. i f 

Estimate for engraving the same, $180. 

For lithographing Texas boundary, there has 
been paid $750. 

Estimate for engraving the same, $400. 

Mr. Throop estimates the engraving of Cape Fear 
river at $200. 

Mr. cea for lithographing, estimates the same 
at $156. 

he lithographer received for this $2,500. 

Wilmington harbor, estimated cost of lithoraph- 
ing, $188. 

Paid $4,000. 

For lithographing Tybee bar, estimated cost $250. 

There has been paid for the same $5,400. - 

For coloring maps, charts, &c., by different per- 
‘sons, $3,789. 

Of which $700 or $800 were paid to a single female 
member of one of the officer’s families—the officer's 
salary bejng $3,000 per annum. ` 

Mr. S. adduced, as another gross abuse, that $50 
was paid for putting up, boxing, and cartage of the 
maps, when the boxes could not have east over $5, 
and the cartage not over $1. All these abuses had - 
occurred within the last four hae : 


offered an 


ENGRAVING MARS. 

Mr. SIMONS moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of proceeding with the consideration of 
the resolution on the subject of engraving maps; 
and the question being put, resulted in—yeas 72, 
nays 34. i 

No quorum voting, the question was again put 
| and taken by tellers, resulting—yeas 81, nays 31. | 
| ` So the rules were ‘suspended, and the resolution 
again taken up for consideration- — N 

Mr. PAYNE said that, in- the consideration of, 
the subject, the committee had discovered nothing 
which could be deemed fraudulent; but it api eared 
evident that there were abuses, arising, in the first 
gce, from the fact that the contracts had been e 
without apy Axed principle. It asto that point 
that the manies ot the Paame were delad; 
and it was for the purpose of applying the remedy 
that the report was made. Mr. P. here referred to 
several abuses which had been practised, such as 
charging $228 for the paper on which a certain map 
was printed, though it cost only $78; and charging 
a profit of $5,074 on the execution of a single map. 
Mr. COBB moved the previous question. ; 
The SPEAKER put the question on the previous 
question, and there was a second. The main ques- 
tion was ordered to be put, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sreennop] was neg- 
atived; and the resolution, as originally proposed, 
was agreed to, 

Mr. P. KING moved a reconsideration of the 
voté by which the tlouse yesterday passed ‘a bill for 


the relief of Daniel Deant >”: i ut 
Some discussion ensued, in which Mr. DELLET, | 

Mr. J. THOMPSON, Mr. VANCE, Mr: SAM» 

{| PLE, Mr. HARDIN, Mr. P. KING, and Mr. 
GIDDINGS took part. The vote on the motion to 


that those implicated could, if an opportunity were | reconsider was then taken by tellers, (Messrs. Grix+ 
“re : : 1 NELL and Arkinsoy,) and ‘resulted thus: 60 in thé 


rded them, show that they were not so culpable I ) c 
afoined Pier, PIRN T i Pe || affirmative, and 42 in the negative—no quorum 


as the committee supposed. {f an authority to ex- | : 
i SY30) į voting. ? , 
| The SPEAKER said there was evidently a quer 


inia abstraction—an ab- 
E. Mow, the gentleman 
number of interesti 

facts; and he would like to know on what p ; 
these facts bore. If they were questions ‘of abstract 


ence to persons; and he made this remark, in justice 
to persons, as well as to the public; for it might be 


amine persons and papers sho: 
sary, he would moye to giye jt 


rum. present, and he called upon gentlemen to vote 
on either one side or thé.other. ~~ . te 
.The:-vote-was. again taken, and resulted thus: 66 
in. the.affirmative, and 51 in the negative. - f 
So the vote was reconsidered. a 
“Mr. COBB. then made sonie observations on the 
principle involved. : , 
The question being upon the passagef the bill, 
Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus—yeas: 
61, nays 71. Ae ee . 
So the bill-was rejected. : ae . 
. Mr. HALE moved a suspension of'the rule to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 
. Resolved, That the committee on engraving be au- 


thorized and required to report ‘to this House the 


names. of the persons concerned in the frauds which . 


which were indicated as existing in relation to the 
matter of engraving. : 
` The motion did not prevail. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspetision of the'rules to 
mable him to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House any ap- 
plication to him by the late charter government of 
the State of Rhode Island, for the exercise of his 
authority, in execution of the guaranty stipulated by 
the 4th section of the 4th article of the constitution 
of the United States; the measures authorized by 
him in consequence of such application, with copies 
of all orders and instractions to any officer of the 
army, any orders from the War Department, and 
reports by such officers to the said department, and 
all other correspondence of the government of. the 
United States relating to the subject. 


Mr. BURKE observed that the select committee 
on the Rhode Island memorial had directed the 
chairman of that committee to report a resolution, 
calling for the same information. 


On a motion for a suspenson of the rules, the 
yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 70, nays 62, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinch, Cling man, 
Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, French, Gid- 
dings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hoge, Washing- 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, P, B. Johnson, John P. Ken- 
hedy; Daniel P.'King, Lyon, Maclay, McDowell, Mellyaine, 
edward J. Morris, Owen; Patterson, Klishd R: Potter, Em- 
ery D., Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Relfe, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stone, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton; White, W yams, and Wipthrop--70. * g 
` NAYS—Messrs: Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Reuben Chapman, An uetus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cnilom, Vana, John W. Dayis, Dawson, Dromgoole, Dun- 
can, Ficklin, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Hays, Herrick, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hybard, Hubbell, Hungerford, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Jahnsgn, Preston King, Kirkpat- 
ick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, MeCleland, 
MeConnell, MeKay, Joseph Morris, Purdy, Rathbun, David 
§. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Sawn- 
ders, Simons, Slidell, John F. Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stetson, Stiles, Sykes, Taylor, Tompson,’ and Tib- 
batts—-62, ‘ y : 

The House then proceeded to the consideration af 
private bills; and the following, after being ordered 
to be engrossed, were read the third time and 
passed: A 

A. bill for the relicfof Isaac Fessenden, 

A hill for the relief of Gervis Foote. 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen. 

A bill supplemental to an art approved June 28, 
1838, for the reliefof Jehu Hollinsworth. 

A bill for the relief of ie Damas 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Hopkins. 

A hill for the relief of John Farnham. 

A hill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge. 

A bill for the relief of Levi Colmus. 

A bill forthe benefit of Joseph Watson. 

. v , p 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Caswell. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Justice. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Ramsey. 

An act to authorize the entry of certain lands oc- 


cupied by branch pilots of the port of New Orleans | 


ere others in the Sate of Louisiana, . ge” ag 
SSA bittfor the rief of: Willi H: Hoag ‘and 
gthers, = u L au e Aa 
» A bill for the relief of Daniel Grant, Sarah Grant, 
Israel P. Stone, and Emily Pinkham, owners of 
the fishing schooner James and Henry, of Cape 
Porpoise, Maine, was not disposed of when 

2 The House adjourned. . : 


pee following petitions, presented to-day, were 


CON 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


` handed to the reporters by. the members presenting 
. them: ach ga 


By Mr. HOGE: The petition of J. H. Johnson, 
S. D. Crandall and 49 others, citizens of Whiteside 
county, in the State of Illinois, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Peoria, in Peoria.county, 
via Mount Hawley, Wyoming, ‘Toulon, the seat of 
justice of Stark county, Wethersfield, Gennessoe, 
Sharon, and Crandall’s Ferry, to Albany or Fulton 
city, in Whiteside county, in said State of Hlinois: 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and ` 


Post Roads: | i 
By Mr. PETTIT? The remonstrance of Wm. 
Howe and 100 others, citizens of Fountain county, 
Indiana, against the annexation of Texas to this 
Union: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. Also, the petition of S. E. Miler and 19 
others, asking a grant of the unsold lands in the Vin- 
cennes district, to said State, for the extension of the 
Wabash and Erie canal to`the Ohio river: referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, the 
etition of H. Greenwood and 75 others, citizens of 


. Fountain county, Indiana. . Also, the petition of E. 
` M. McDonald and 15 others, of Warren county, 


Indiana. Also, the petition of W. M. Harris and 
13 others, of said county and State. Also, the peti- 
‘tion of J. L. Johnson and 23 others, of the same 
county and State. Also, the petition of S. A. Par- 
ker and 24 others, of the said county and State. Also, 
the petition of Nicholas Sheffer and 20 others, of 
the same county and State. Also, the petition of 
William R. Boyer, and 15 others, of the same coun- 
ty and State;—all praying a grant of the unsold lands 
in the Vincennes, Shawneetown, and Palestine dis- 
tricts, to the States of Indiana and Illinois, for the 
improvement of the Wabash river: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of James W. 
Grear and 80 others, praying that a mail route may 
be established on the State road from Lexingion, by 
Warrensburg, to Clinton, Missouri: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The remonstrance of Herbert 
Williams and 79 other citizens of Indiana, against 
the annexation of Texas to this Union, under any 
circumstances whatever. 

By E, J. MORRIS: Memorial of the board of 
trade of Philadelphia, asking Congress to make an 
appropriation for the repair of the piers for the pro- 
tection of shipping at Port Penn, in the river Dela- 
ware; which are in a dilapidated condition, and in- 
adequate for the protection of the great number 


of ships that resort to them for shelter. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnpay, March 18, 1844. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial froma num- 
ber of inhabitants of Philadelphia, praying that an 
appropriation may be made for the repair and re- 
construction of the piers at Port Penn, in the river 
Delaware; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ee vee 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial from John 
Carter, of Georgetown, in the District of. Columbia, 
praying Congress to pass a law granting him per 
mission to introduce into the District of Columbia 
a negro man: referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict. of Calumbia, 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the petition and docu- 
ments of David Myerle. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Mar- 
quis Fulton Johnson, of Louisiana, praying the pass- 
age of a law to permit him to enter a tract of land 
under pre-emption right: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from sundry 
inhabitants of Indiana, on the subject of making a 
grant of land to that State for the extension of the 
‘Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio river: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a 


legislature of Pennsylv: 


solution of the 
à, instructing thig senators 
ntatives fiom that State 
; fore the. House of Repre» 
ome similar bill, to amend and revive 
the act granting half-pay and pensions to widows of 
oifjcers and soldiers of the revolution; which were 
ordered to be printed. : ; 

. Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
Benjamin Etting and a number of other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, representing. that the tarif of. 1842 
had already produced.extraordinary results ia revi- 
ying the business, and giving: employment ta the 


labor and industry of the country; and praying Cons 

gress to abstain from any legislation upon the sub- 
ject, until at least its results showed that legislation 

was proper: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from Bela 
Young, praying for an- increase of pension: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from two 
hundred citizens of Lawrence county, Indiana, 
praying Congress to make a grant of land to that 
State to extend the Wabash and Erie Canal to 
Evansville, on the Ohio river: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. and Canals. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from 
Catherine S. Raguet, widow of Condy Raguet, ask- 
ing compensation for diplomatic services rendered 
by her husband as consul and chargé of the United 
States at the court of Brazil: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, presented a petition from Edward Lynch 
and a number of citizens of Pennsylvania, similar to 
several already presented, asking Congress to per- 
mit the present tariff to exist until it was ascertained 
by facts that some change in it was necessary: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented amemorial from 
Nancy Parker, of New London, Connecticut, (the 
daughter and only surviving child of Captain Timo- 
thy Parker, who resided at Norwich, Connecticut, ) 
asking Congress to make her some remuneration for 
the revolutionary services of her father in the navy 
of the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 2 

Mr. H. also presented a memorial from Mary 
Williams, of East Hartford, Connecticut, praying 
Congress to pass a law carrying into effect a law 
passed at the last session, granting to her a pension 

or the services of her husband, which law the de- 
partment refused to execute, beeause he was a de- 
serter... Mr. H. remarked that Congress was aware, 
before the law was passed, that he had deserted be- 
fore the expiration of his service: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera» 

tion of the petition of Adam D. Stewart, for the re 
imbursement of a sum of money paid by him, for. 
the recovery of certain public funds which were. 
stolen while under his charge. "| i 

On motion of Mr, WHITE, the Committee of 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further con 
sideration ef the resolution of the legislature of Ohio, 
on the subject of making provision Br the benefit of 
the present occupants of the lands formerly owned 
by the Wyandot Indians in that State, an the ground, 
that the subject of the petition was a matter properly 
m the discretion of thé executive for adjustment, ~ 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further cons 
sideration of the petition of a number of citizens of 
North Carolina, ‘praying that the board of commis 
sionerg, appointed under the Cherokee treaty of 
1835, and 1836, may be required to. decide upon 
the claims to reservations under. the treaty of 1817 
and 1819, on the ground that the subject was not 
one far legislative action, it being one ta be adjusted 
in the discretion of the executive, 

Mr. KING expressed the opinion that the com- 
mittee should present written reports on all petitions, 
the prayers of which could not be granted, adverse 
to the prayer, for the action of the Senate; if not, 
they would, year after year, have to make investi. 
gations of the same matters, 

Mr. WHITE accorded in his opinion; but re- 
marked that the reason why reports were not made 
in these cases, was beoause the committee did not 


believe they had the right to entertain the subject. 
Mr. BAY n pee 


Affairs, to which had been referred th 


the senator from Mlinois, [Mr, Brees ]' instructing 
that committe: to inguire “into the expediency of 
of some 


jE poirlt at or near the confluence of the Ohio and Mis- 
: SISStppi Nivers, with a view to the establishment of a 


¢ 


fakines who Were lost on the schooner Grampus, 
feported the same back without amendment, em- 
bracing also the case ofthe schooner Seagull. The 
amendment was ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a gener- 
al bill, providing for certain experiments in relation 
to the proper model or form of steam vessels, or 
other vessels; and 

A bill to consolidate and amend the acts in rela- 
tion to pensions to widows and orphans of certain 

naval officers; which bills were read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
mude adverse reports in the cases of Joseph Pulci- 
fer and John Keith; which were ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs at 
law of Rudolph Bunner, an officer of the revolu- 
tion, praying for the allowance of the half pay to 
which he was entitled; and the petition of the heirs 
of David Noble, an officer of the revolution, pray- 
ing for seven years’ half pay—this petition being 
now before the House committee for investigation. 

Mr. J, also, from the same committee, maie ad- 
verse reports on the petitions of the heirs of Thom- 
as Nelson, an officer in the army of the reyolution, 
for compensation for seryices; the petition of the 
heirs of Richard Dallinar; and the petition of the 
heirs at law of Capt. Abraham Tipton; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the resolutions of the legis- 
lature of Indiana, and sundry memorials, upon the 
subject of the Wabash and Erie canal, had been re- 
ferred, yeported a bill to grant certain lands to the 

State of Indiana, better to enable that State to ex- 
tend and compete the canal from Terre Haute. to 
the Ohio river; which was gead, and ordered to a 
second reading. ; 

This bill was accompanied by a repoz$, enforcing 
the policy of the bill; of ;which— 

Mr. WHITE moved to print one thousand cop- 
jes extra for distribution. ` 

Mr, KING and Mr. McDUFFIE were opposed, 
i piang any quantity extra, until the report shall 

ave been printed, and Subjected to the inspection of 
senators. 

. Mr. TALLMADGE and My. WHITE assured 
the senators from Alabama [Mr. Kine] and South 
Carolina [Mr. McDurris] that there was nothing 
objectionable in the report to either side of the Sen- 
ate; that it merely enforced the correctness of the 
policy which Congress had heretofore pursued, in 
making a grant to construct the canal, and showed 
the propriety of eoptinuing that policy, by appro- 
priating certain refuse fands to complete the work. 

Mr. HUN TINGTON also adyecated the printing 
of the report. f . i 

The question was put; and it was ordered tọ be 

rinted. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a joint resolution respecting 
receipts issued by the ‘Treasurer of the United 

, States for the payment for public lands, which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading, ae 

Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bul in- 
creasing the pay of certain officers of revenue cut- 
ters whilst serving in the navy of the United States; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. : : f 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to establish a port of de- 
livery at the city of Lafayette, m the State of Louis- 
iana; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ng. a 

: On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, the petition of 
Howe, his wife, concern- 
ed to be taken from the 
ed to the Committee on 


Secretary of the Navy to report to the Senate acopy $ 
af the proceedings of the court martial in the ‘case of . 


gesolution, whieh, he believed, would not be objected 


io by. senators on either side—those friendly to : 


apt. Mackenzie or otherwise, 


strike ,out all after the word resolve, aud insert the . 


‘following, viz: ` 


Resolved, “That the Secretary of the Nayy be gi- 


rected to report to-the Senate a-copy of the proceed- 
ings of the court of inquiry and court martial in-the 


case of Capt. Alexander Slidell Mackenzie, with co- |} 


pies of all the correspondence, and all other docu- 
ments, on the files of that department, in connexion 
with the said court of inquiry and court martial.” 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that he was not present 
when the resolution was before presented, and laid 
on the table. He did not expect that the subject 
would be again called up. Before action ‘upon it, 
he desired to have an opportunity to express his 
views in relation to it. He hoped the senator from 
Ohio would permit the resolution to lie over till to- 
morrow. ; . 

This course was acquiesced in; and the resolution 
was laid over till to-morrow. ac 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred a memorial 
fron: the corporate authorities of the city of Savan- 
nah, Georgia, praying the grant to that city ofa por- 
tion of the site of old Fort Wayne, reported a joint 
resolution concerning the site of old Fort Wayne; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- ` 


pediency of establishing a mail-route from Clarks- 
ville, in Johnson county, Arkansas, by way of Jas- 
per, in Newton county, to Carrollton, in Carroll 
county; also, from Batesville, in Independence coun- 
ty, to Lebanon, in county. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Jar- 
wacin on Thursday last, was taken up and agreed 
to, VIz: 

Resolied, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to the Senate the amount 
of revenue received from the customs and public 
lands since the 13th day of September last, up to the 
first day of March instant; and also the amount of 
exports and imports since the commencement of the 
present fiscal year, discriminating between the im- 
ports of dutiable goods. 

i 


Phe regolution submitted by Mr. Bacpy, for the 
appointinent of an additional standing committee of 
five, to be calléd’ the Committee on Territories, to 
take charge of territorial business, was taken up for 
consideration. ` A 

Mr. BAGBY advocated the passage of the reso- 
lution to give greater facility and security in the 
transaction of territorial business; and i 
` Më. EVANS opposed it as unnecessary, on the 
ground that the business of the Territories was ‘as 
well attended to poy, as it could be if there was a 
special committee; that sieh business was more ne- 
glected in the House, where there was a committee 
of that kind, than it had ‘been in the Senate; and 
that, if there was a.committec appointed, still bills of 
the Territories, having reference to appropriations; 
and the disposition of lands, &c., would have to be 
yeferved to the committees ‘appropriately having 
charge of these subjects. : 

"On motion by Mi. HUNTINGTON, (the time for 
taking up the’ special order having arrived,) the 


resolution was laid on the table. 
OREGON QUESTION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, viz: 

Resolved, Thiat the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern 
ment that itis the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and- abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and lreland on the 
90th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by 
he same parties, signed at 


was 


style of observation. `; 
the extent ‘to which this debate had : run, 


6 -He only 
meant to say that it was not his purpose to go-jnto 


“an extended: discussion hi 


aie f 


eo aur ee 


4 maelf ofthis grea 
momentous question of our title to the Territory. of 
Oregon.. It had been discussed with: great. ability 
on both sides of the house. He should -assume 
that all the propositions advanced. were. true;-and 
why? Because he thought the questions that iow. 
presented themselves-were’ fitter for the occasion; 


-and more worthy of attention. And what, were 


they? What was the nature of the resolution which’ 


-the Senate was now. called upon to consider? It 
| was a resolution advisin: 


S the . President. of the 
United States in regard to the exercise of a function 
which it was not disputed belonged to the executive 
of this government;—a resolution of advice coming 
from whom? i T 
This Senate, as one branch'of the legislature. of 
the United States, had, no doubt, a right to present 
its views to the executive of the government, inre- 


“lation to all matters of negotiation; but it must be 


done by a joint resolution or bill with the other 
House. It was supposed that senators had, in 
their discretionary capacity, as senators, a right to: 
give advice to the President of the United States, in 
relation to his treaty-making power; but was it pre- 
tended that this right extended to them in the ca- 
pacity in which they were now sitting? He did not 
mean to go into the question of constitutional pow- 
er in regard to this subject; because another ques- 
tion presented itself, far more important. ‘That.was, 
the motives which had been declared for the passing.” 
of, and the import of this resolution. And what 
were they? What was the purpose avowed as the 
reason why the resolution should .be presented tg 
the attention of the Senate? Every Senator ought, 
to bringit home to himeelf; according to his recol- 
lection, the declared purpose. was the, distrust of 
the Senate and the executive. They were called upon 
to usurp, the exercise of a control. which they had 
not, in relation to the executive of the United States, 
because gentlemen on the other side were disposed 
todistrust another portion of the government, the 
Senate. Did not gentlemen feel, as a plea for this 
resolution, that they were afraid of a treaty com- 
ing into the Senate? that the purpose of the 
resolution was to prevent such treaty com- 
ing into the Senate? It seemed to be a favorite 
theme with some gentlemen on the democratic side . 
to vituperate the treaty of Washington, made in . 
‘August, 1842. They ‘said we were cheated in that 
treaty, and therefore they were hot willing that the 
executive of thé country should have the exclusive. 
exercise of a power to make another such treat '. 
In‘a few words, that was the exact import and. char- 


acter of the resolution which the Senate was called 
upon now to adopt, and to-day to. decide upon. If 


was, whether you will attempt to exerta control, 


Which you have po right to exert, over the execu: 


1 


tive of the country, for the purpose of bringing 


shame upon another portign of this government, 


part of which you yourselves compose. 


This was no inference drawn from’ reasoning. It 
was'a matter ‘of assertion and of fact. He.did ng 
more than’ repeat the declarations of gentlemen op 
the other side, which had been made on this floor. 
He but echoed their own assertions. Waving 
that, what was the pipose which gentlemen had in 
view pa the passage of this resolution? It had been 
stated, over and over again, that it was to preyent the 
goverhment from going into that negotiation which 
all had considered as pending; because it was known 
that a minister had come to this country for the 
purpose of carrying on the negotiation. is hon- 
op ible friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnanan]-— 
to whose remarks he was now coming, and whom 
he should follow very closely in all his course of 
observation—had said that his general object-was 
to preserve the Territory of Oregon, and to preserve 
peace; but he made an observation even more im- 
portant than that. Now, his (Mr. A.’s) object was 
also to preserve the territory and peace; but what 
sortof remark was that upon which the honorable 
senator had premised the discussion of the other 
topics? : a 3 

He [Mr Bucnaxan] asserted peremptorily, be- 
into this discussion, that if the 
n, it would 


county ye 
expound t 


to-day? Did the honorable gentleman mean to saythat 
this government has stood in a position of dishonor 


ting the long perio miriistration:of General 
Jackson, When everybody knows he could have got 
both bodiés:-of Congress to do almost what he 
wished-—when everybody knows the country was 
in. such a position, with an overflowing and redun- 
dant revenue, that we were enabled to give thirty- 
seven millions of revenue to the States,—during all 
this time, when we had: every facilit for making a 
treaty, did any dishonor attach itself to the govern- 
ment. for letting this question rest? He (Mr. A.) 
wanted to know how any dishonor, attached: itself, 
if we. were willing to. continue the same state of 
things. now? - Did -the ` honorable gentleman 
mean to stigmatize, for more than twenty years 
past, all. executive authority? Did he mean 
to say ‘that the government, during: all this time, 
had passed, through the same course of unquestion- 
able dishonor? -And what: was the ground upon 
which the honorable ‘senator made his allegation 
now?. We did. not have this treaty introduced in 
that of August,.1842.- When we made the treaty 
then, in relation to the northeastern boundar » we 
had. no treaty in relation to this territory. ‘Great 
Britain had not done us any sort of wrong on the 
subject of negotiation; yet what was the assump- 
tron of the senator from Pennsylvania?. Because 
he chose to suppose, with no evidence whatever, that 
Great Britain had: detained what we presumed was 
our, right, this country ought to violate the pro- 
priety of nations; that wrong has been done; and 
that, if the course which he indicated were not pur- 
sued, the country would be led to impoverishment 
and war. . 

‘The honorable gentleman smiles. If his (Mr, 
A.’s) strength sustained him, he should make that 
proposition good, or he should never make another 
on this floor while he lived. The whole ground 
upon which dishonor attached itself was assumed, 
and not susceptible of proof. No wrong had been 
done by Great Britain to the United Statés; and it 
seemed to him very questionable evidence of wrong 
that if the Senate’ refused now to pass this resolu- 
tion, no negotiation “would be made at all. He 
would tell the honorable senator how dishonor 
might be brought upon this government, and would 
be brought upon it if the advice which he IMr. 
Buchanan] gave to the Senate should be adopted; 
or the advice given by some of the gentleman's own 
party, which was, that we should obstruct negotia- 
tion by the passage of the-resolution. 
` [Mr. Bucnanan, from his seat, said: On the con- 
trary, that we should facilitate negotiation. Nor did 
[say that dishonor would be brought upon the gov- 
ernment. Emade use of the word “discredit.”|” 
+” Well, discredit, then. He would make ‘an appeal 
to the honorable sehator ftom Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Buċnaxan.j He {Mr. B.] had stood with distinc- 
tion to himself as a diplomatic character, at a very 
high court, on the part of the government. He had 
filled, and filled a long time with distinguished abili- 
ty, the chair of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
Hons, which was the official organ of the Senate. 
fie (My, 4.) appealed to him foy the truth of the 
ground that he agsumed, that all nations, according 
to the laws established between governments, were 
bound to entertain negotiation before théy proceed- 
ed to the extremity of war, in relation to disputed 
claims, however incontestable the titles were on 
either side. What were the circumstances -here? 
We had had a negotiation pending ever since the 
year 1818. That negotiation could not be expected 
to refer to questions of very complicated inquiry. 
How was it to be made good? He put it to honora- 
ble gentlemen on the other side of the house to say, 
was not the present negotiation not only resumed, 
butinvited? Tt was not the British government, but 
the government of the United States, that invited 
this negotiation. What was the advice of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, and those with 
whom he acted here? It was, that after having iù- 
vited, we should repel that negotiation. He could 
tell his honorable friend that it seemed ta him to be 
anything but consistent with henor in a cryilized 
govertigient, ing case of c intested’ claims and titles, 
fo say, after having: entered- into a negotiation, and 
invited a tenéwal of it, we repel ity and hold the de- 
cision of this controversy in our own hands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. “Would his friend from Vir- 
ginia permit him to say that, so far from repelling 
negotiation, the tendency -of his whole argument 
was to give notice, by the passage of this resolution, 
which would expedite the negotiation, and render it 
successful? = 5 n a r a 2 opat 


Mr. ARCHER. . The remarks. of the senator 


| House should be led to speak of the treaty of Wash- 


“from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] were to that effect. 


fed here to speak of England. He was not, here, 


| from Pennsylvania would have some dificulty in 
| proving the injustice of his language upon this oc- 


(Mr. Aroner) remembered that he had commended 
him for his candor. The senator. had: declared that 
iis purpose was to obstruct: negotiation by the pas- 
sage of the resolution before Mr. Packenham should 
have arrived. That was his purpose; and, with hig 
views, it was right enough. He (Mr. A.) had, in 
his official capacity, acquainted the Senate that a ne- 
gotiation was.coming on. -He could ‘not but take 
‘occasion here to express his surprise and regret that 
the honorable gentlemen on the other side of the 


ington, of 1842, on all occasions, in the language of 
vituperation. What was this treaty of 1842 It 
was a treaty supported in this body by a vote of 39 
against 9. It was a treaty, so far as he was person- 
ally advised, which had received a very large por- 
tion of public approbation throughout the country. 
This was the treaty, so passed by a majority, not 
of two-thirds, but of three-fourths: of the Senate, 
and sustained by the undisputed approbation of the 
country, which has been covered with reproach to 
such a degree as to engender the suspicjon that we 
dare not go into the negotiation of another treaty, 
for fear we should get cheated. 

He was grieved to witness the temper in which 
honorable gentlemen seemed disposed and authoriz- 


himself, to vindicate England—not its eulogist; but 
still less did he feel himself, as a senator of the Uni-. 
ted States, authorized to arraign her with every 
epithet of vituperation that man could apply to the 
worst. and vilest government in the world, The 
maxim which had been recognised by our people, 
as belonging to all civilized governments, should be 
applied to that of England, as well as others—“ Ene- 
mies in war; friends in peace.” He put it to the 
honorable senator from ennsylvania, and gentle- 
men on the other side, whether they were not de- 
viating palpably from the maxim in bestowing upon 
England the vilest epithets of obloquy and reproach. 
She was never brought up, but she was spoken of 
in these terms. The government of England was 
now at peace with us; and that consideration should 
secure her from vituperation. It would secure her, 
at any rate from him, the language of respect. 

So long as we maintained these amicable relations 
with England, we were no more entitled to bestow 
upon her this form of reproach, than we were to in- 
vade her territory, or capture her vessels. With 
regard to the language of the senator from Pennsyl- 
vania towards ‘England’ on ‘a former. occasion, he 
would read a single sentence from that gentleman’ 
remarks. It would be recollected by the Senate, 
that in the year 1838, the ‘subject of negotiation in 
telation to the Northeastern frontier was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, of 
which his honorable friend from Pennsylvania was 
chairman. He [Mr. Bucnawan} made a report 
from that committee, the character of which very 
justly entitled him to commendation. - One sentence, 
was enough: “On the whole, the committee do not 
entertain a. doubt of the title of the United States to 
the whole of the disputed territory. They place full 
reliance in the sense of justice of the British gov- 
ernment, as goon as that government becomes con- 
vinced that the territory belongs to the United 
States; and that it will be desirous of preserving 
inviolate tho faith of treaties, by relinquishing its 
pretensions, The committee entertain not a doubt 
that this question will be settled with satisfaction to 
both Governments.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I confess I was mistaken. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was sorry his friend from 
Pennsylvania had discovered that he was mistaken. 
He (Mr. A.) declared he had read the passage for 
the purpose of doing him honor—read it as-an evi- 
dence that a diplomatist of no ordinary standing in 
this country entertained—what? The very senti- 


ments that he (Mr. A.) were maintaining here tor 
day. And what were those Sentimer 


? Jn the lane 
guage of the senator | lean the accasion cuuted— 
that wẹ had Snendly ona with the British gov- 
ernment; that. notwithstanding there had, he be- 
lieved, as much as ‘sixty years elapsed without the 
government of England having rendered-us justice, 
in relation to that question of the northeastem boun- 
dary, we were still to rely upon the justice of that 
government. ` He thought: the honorable gentleman 


casion; and he should think it would do him honor 
tolet it remain as it was. However, he ‘did not 
presume to knows ORE ee ec ` 
` Me saw that he was destined te hear these eternal 


He- $ 


_ adverted to somewhat jocosely, 


Ht were democrats. 
+ population which could go there would prove more 
: e 


tirades against the government of England. He 
was not the defender of England; but he could nev- 
er cease to hold in his recollection that he, in com- 
mon with, those he. addressed, was descended from 
that.same England which it seemed now to be the 
province’ of patriotism to revile. He was going to 
say that, for one; he was proud that English blood 
ran in‘his veins; but his was not English, it was 
Welsh blood. They were descendants of English- 
men; from England the germs of the free institu- 
tions of this country had been derived—institutions 
not. enjoyed by any. other race of people in the 
world but the descendants of that’ Anglo-Saxon 
‘stock— institutions destined to make the American 
name have the most distinguished place on the page 
of human history. He should not have had this 
eulogium on England extracted from him in any de- 
bate, had he not felt constrained to oppose it to the 
vituperation which that government had to encoun- 
ter whenever it was mentioned. _ 

This resolution had been urged’ as though it in- 
volved a vitalpoint of honor. here was the point 
of honor during the twenty years the existing con- 
vention had continued? Where, during the adminis- 
tration of General Jackson, and the preceding and 
succeeding administrations? If there was dishonor 
in continuing the convention, were not the adminis- 
trations dishonored in not having settled the question 
long since? If there was not, he supposed the dis~ 
honor was assumed now to be because a favorable 
occasion was presented of settling it by a violent ad- 
justment, were not that opportunity selected for 
doing it. Were gentlemen going to stride over all 
t:e considerations of national comity? This govern- 
ment having invited negotiation, were gentlemen go- 
ing to reach their object by a repudiation of all ne- 
gotiation? 

The honorable senator from Pennsylvania said his 
object was to preserve peace and to facilitate the 
treaty; and then he went on to give his views on the 
subject. Now, he (Mr. A.) proposed to follow the 
senator so far as two of his main topics went. One 
of these was that the passage of this resolution 
would preserve the territory. How could it be ne- 
cessary for that, when the gentlemen have so strong- 
ly insisted that, no matter what was done by Con- 
gress, Oregon was certain to be secured and presere- 
ed by emigration?, Did not gentlemen on every side 
admit that this could not be prevented by Great 
Britain? It was admitted that England did not add 
one man a year to her population in that territory, 
while the United States furnished 1,500 annually by 
emigration. How then could there be any danger 
of losing the territory, as the senator assumed, b 
this state of status in quo, operating altogether in fas 
vor of the United States? 

If the disproportionate rate of occupation was 
suffered by the status in quo, England sending but 
one man a year in addition, and this country fifteen 
hundred, was it not manifest that, in the long run, 
all the advantage must enure to the United States? 
The senator from Massachusetts had given sufficient 
reasons to show that ultimately this status in quo 
must result in the territory becoming ours.’ He 
showed that every man who went there from the 
United States, went for the purpose of becoming an 
agriculturist; and, so far as could be ascertained, 
there was good evidence that British Subjects did 
not go there for that purpose at all. For he (Mr. 
A.) was ready to maintain that there was no agri- 
cultural population on the part of Great Britain in 
the territory. There was no land cultivated except 
in patches around the forts they occupied, and that 
only barely sufficient for the sustenance of the oc- 
cupants. ‘The senator from Massachusetts spoke 
truly when he said that an agricultural ponulationi; 
placed in juxtaposition with a hunting popu ation, 
must inevitably suppisn: the ‘Yaiter. his was not 
an accidental result: it wag a certain result, in con- 
forniity with natural laws and all experience. If 
cur citizens go to Oregon to settle down as planters 
and agriculturists, they must supplant the English 
population, which is’ there only for hunting and 
kindred pursuits; just on the same principle that we 
have supplanted the Indian population in the territo. 
ries of the United States.’ Another reason had been, 
erte though he meant 
to use It ag a serious argument. It was, that most 
of the emigrants to Oregon’ from the United States 
Now, he'held that no sort of. 


ikely to drive “out the English’ than 


a democratie 
population. The English etete 


could not endure the vi- 


: cinity of democrats. Tt was inimical to the monar-. 


chical institutions of their government, Fle be- 


lieved nothing conduced more tothe surrender. to 
the United States.of the. strip of land on the borders 
of Vermont and the State of New -York, in the 
treaty of Washington, than the fact that it was in- 
habited bya democratic population. He believed 
the British Government was glad of an excuse to 
surrender it, because it was filled with democrats. 
They did not. want to have such a population near 
them. í e: 

¿In Oregon we should have agriculture. on. our 
side working against hunting; and the still stronger 
implement of democracy uprooting what little of 
British possession there was. : 

The honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Brzess,] who acquitted himself with so much credit 
and ability, on his first speech in the Senate, asked, 
with great naivete, how it could be offensive to. give 
the notice authorized bythe treaty. The same 
sentiment had been reiterated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. Why should there be offence or 
danger of war in this notice? It was not in the no- 
tice itself thatthe offence or the danger lay; but in 
the result—in the inevitable consequences to follow 
that notice. 
was their purpose, immediately after the notice was 
given, to stop at that point? Did they mean to avow 
that they intended to go no further than that’ They 
knew full well that, after giving the notice to termi- 
nate the convention, they were bound to go on 
and do exactly what the gentlemen of the West were 
so strongly disposed to do—to take immediate pos- 
session, by force of arms, of the territory. And 
what but war could be the inevitable consequence 
of that course? Much had been said of the 
present condition of England as. being opposed 
to war. . He did not undervalue the motives for 
peace by which she would be actuated. He 
was aware of the interests transcendantal to 
England above all others—the interests of her com- 
mercial relations with the United States, her best 
and greatest customer; he was aware that shé was 


in a less favorable condition for war than she had | 


been for years; her internal disturbances in Wales 
and Ireland, her embarrassed’ finances, and other 
causes, would yndoubtedly, as the senator from 
Pennsylvania said, naturally make her most averse 
to war with this country. But could the senator, 
who had spoken so eloquently of the power and 

ride of Great Britain, maintain that she could not 

e driven into war? He could tell the senator that 
though she is and may be averse to war, if the 
pade of England was wounded, no British minister, 

owever impressed with the necessity of peace, 
could for a moment hold his place‘and dare refuse 
going to war. Such a thing might makeit the interest 
of the British minister to make concessions at home, 
which would at once heal up all dissensions; and 
Englishmen would unite as one man to avenge the 
wounded pride of the country; just as we would do 
here, if led by a point of honor to go to war with 
her. Turn to the history of that government, and 
it would be found that no minister had ever shrunk 
from his duty on such an occasion as would arise out 
of any attempt on our part to take forcible possession 
of a territory upon a disputed claim of twenty years’ 
standing. The British minister would be strength- 
ened by his exhibition of natioval pride. 

And how would it be with this country?. After 
supinely permitting a question of great difficulty to 
rest for twenty years, and at the very momenta ne- 
gotiator came to our doors, invited, too, by our own 
government, we come at once to the conclusion of 
repulsing all negotiation, and say to the minister of 
peace, “We don’t care; it is true you come here by 
our invitation;.but you may go back; we don’t mean 
to settle this long-pending discussion by treaty; we. 
want no further negotiation; we mean to take the 
decision of the question into our own hands; we 
will take what we say is our own by the power of 
the strong hand.” Was there any government in 
the world, that possessed any strength at all, which 
would sit down quietly under such treatment as 


that? Suppose England adopted the same line of | 


conduct towards the United States: what would be 
our feelings and resolves? Suppose she had invited 
us to negotiate, and then met our negotiator at, her 
doors and told him that she had ordered her forces 
from China to occupy the Territory of Oregon, and 
therefore she did not want to negotiate about it: 
what would we do? What would be the course of 
Congress? Would it not be disabled from any de- 
liberation at all? Our just indignation would ke so 
strongly excited that we would be put.beyond the 
state of deliberation. And yet, according to the 
senator from Pennsylvania, this course, which 


Did the gentlemen mean to say that it. | 


should rouse the weakest péo le on 
be offensive to England! oe . : 

He (Mr. A.)had no doubt, that asa question of 
mere policy, it would be better for England to:surren- 
der the territory, or twenty territories like it, than go 
to war. But, when we do that which wounds her 


earth, is not to 


pride, did not the Senate perceivethat we rendered . 


war itevitable? This we would do. in two ways 
by adopting this résolution. First, b making ita 
point of honor,on the part of the United States to 
follow. it up by the immediate occupation of the ter- 
ritory, by force if necessary; and next, b ‘making it 
a point of honor on the part of England: not to let 
us settle the question our own way by the strong 
arm alone. .We will override, for. we will be 
obliged to override, every other consideration but that 
of maintaining the position on which we have placed 
ourselves. We place it beyond the policy, as it 
would be beyond the power of thé British minister, 
were he ever so well disposed to make any con- 
cessions. * Pass this resolution, and follow it up as 
you would feel compelled to do, and it must lead to 


_ consequences which would place any British minis- 


terin a condition that he could not refuse to go to 
war. 

True, the senator from Pennsylvania had main- 
tained that his proposition was that the adoption of 
this resolution would preserve both the territory 
and peace. Now, he (Mr.A.) held directly the reverse 
of this proposition. He held that the passage of 
the resolution would, in its consequences, render it, 
to-say the least, doubtful. whether we could pre- 
serve the territory, and impossible that we could 
preserve peace. But suppose, fur the sake of argu- 
ment, that no war would arise from this outrage: 
would itnot place us in the condition of being 
obliged to prepare for that possible event? When we 
pass this resolution, do we not know that Eng- 
land, expecting we will follow it up by an attempt 
to occupy the territory without negotiation, 
will prepare for the contingency? And would 
not this involve the necessity, on our part, 
also, of preparing for what might occur? But 
would there not be a great difference? She would 
make her preparations. immediately, and could fill 
the territory with her forces from China and India, 
while we would have to wait till next year. She, 


_by that time, will have made all her arrangements in 


advance of us. But if we pass the resolution with~ 
out either following it up or making preparations for 
the consequences, we shall be acting foolishly in- 
deed. It was clear, then, that, once it is passed, we 
must provide for the inevitable contingency. Now, 
he was not one of those who thought the United 
States could not contend against England. He be- 
lieved firmly, that in a just cause we could success- 
fully contend against any power on earth. At any 
rate, he was willing to enter any contest in a just 
caúse, when necessary, and commit the event to 
Providence. If, however, this question is to precipi- 
tate a war with England, he should say it would 
not be childs’ play we would be engaged in. Eng- 
land is not only the greatest power in the world, but 
the greatest power that ever existed in the world. 
She is greater than the Roman empire, in the zenith 
of its prosperity; and yet this is the power against 
which we will have to make our preparations. What 
sort of preparations have we been making? Last 
year we decided that our navy should not exceed a 
certain limitation. We have reduced our army. 
Our finances have been a good deal prostrated. 
Was thisa more appropriate crisis for enforcing 
this question than when our navy and army were in 
stronger force, when we had thirty-seven millions 
of dollars surplus in our treasury, and when 
we had a man at the head of our govern- 
ment such as General Jackson? Is it a more 
propitious moment now, with a diminished navy 
and army, and an executive, into whose hands no 
man of either party would choose to commit the 
great destinies of war? He asked whether, under 
these circumstances, it was desirable to provoke 
war? And to provoke it for what end? What was 
the purpose for which we were asked to incur all 
the cost of preparations and peril of this inevitable 
accasion of war? Was it to get the Territory of 
Oregon? It was not at all necessary for that; for 
everybody says we are obliged to get it ultimately. 
Allthat seems to be aimed at is to get ita little 
sooner. 

Mr. A. dwelt at some length upon the admission 
on all sides of the Senate, that the Territory must, 
in the national course of events, fall quietly into 
our hands; and, on this admission, he urged. 


| strongly the impolicy of embroiling the two gov- 


ernments in difficulties byan untimely; unnece 
and uncalled for. interference on the part, of Gc 
gress, with the propér treaty-making power.of the 


government. ga a Da LR 
Mr A. stated that he had comé 


In conclusion, to 
the determination of varying his motión, ~ Instead 
of moving to. postpone the: subject indefinitely, ‘he 
would, after giving ample time for the further dis- 
cussion of the question, should gentlemen -féel gis- 
posed to continue it, move to. lay the.resolution on 
the table, with a view of calling it up, should the 
negotiation, now pending fail; ‘and, in the event of 
so calling it up, he would then move to refer it.ta 
the. Committee on Foreign. Relations, with a’ view. 
of having the advice of that committee as to. what 
course it would be proper for the Senate to. take in 
reference to its action upon’ a resolution of such 
moment. <- ` ET 

„Mr. RIVES did not rise for the purpose of ta- 
king any part in the discussion. The subject. to 
which. the resolution giving rise to that. discus 
sion referred, was, he believed, in process of.. hego- 
tiation between the two goveriments, and it appear- 
ed to. him eminently inappropriate, inexpedient, and 
even hazardous, for the Senate to interfere, by word 
or deed, in its present stage. What spectacle, he ask- 
ed, did the Senate present. for the last three or four 
weeks? That body had assumed to itself the entire 
power and office of negotiator with a foreign power; 
its members presented on. that floor fifty-two, plen- 
ipotentiaries, each engaged in forming a treaty with 
the most formidable power in the world—disagree- 
ing among themselves; and each holding tenaciously, 
to his own opinion as to the manner in which this 
treaty should be perfected;—while the other, party, 
the British minister, ensconced within his. cabinet, 
reads or hears every word that is spoken among 
them; he looks into their hands, while, with the:ut- 
most caution and extreme care,. he guards his own, 
It would, in a manner, seem to be the wish ta give 
him the game. Such a line of conduct, he ventured 
to assert, was as great an anomaly as could be found 
in the history of the world. ` Bet 

Believing, therefore, the discussion to. be idle, ir- 
regular, and mischievous, he did not rise, as he be- 
fore stated, to take any part in it; but he did rise 
to correct one or two errors of fact relative. to the 
negotiation already consummated—errors . into 
which the honorable senator from Pennsylvania 
had allowed himself to fall. It was well known that 
the ill-fated negotiation of 1842—ill-fated he called it 
from the animadversions and unfriendly criticisms 
bestowed on it by certain parties—resulted in a com- 
promise by which the troubles and difficulties aris- 
ing from acontovony with a foreign power were 
forever set at rest. That negotiation resulted in a 
treaty which received the deliberate sanction of that 
chamber. The vote which ratified that treaty was 
not the simple constitutional vote of two-thirds of 
the body, but was an almost unanimous vote—one 
party voting for itto a man, with a majority of the 
other—there being for it 39, against it 9. From the’ 
moment that treaty was promulgated, it received, 
and, up to this moment, continued to receive, -the 
sanction of the great body of the people. And yet 
attempts are, and have, from time to. time, been 
made to unsettle the public mind, and. to lead it to 
suppose that, on this question,- there has been, to~ 
ward the interests of the people, on the part of the 
executing or ratifying parties, criminal infidelity,” 
or gross neglect. This he denounced as an unjust, 
and unprincipled imputation on the honor ofthe 
Senate. ? . 

He regretted that the honorable: senator from 
Pennsylvania was not satisfied with the conscien- 
tious discharge of his duty in voting against that 
treaty, and of afterwards entering into an. elaborate 
defence of that vote, without following the example 
of others, and reviving a discussion which could 
serve no single good effect, but tend only to injure, 
impede, and embarrass the negotiation now pend- 
ing. He cannot, it is rue, be accused of using of- 
fensive language; he carefully forbears from doing 
so; but his words, though smooth and polished, say, 
sufficiently distinct not to be misunderstood, that 
the negligence of the government has disgraced the 
country. He may. not have used the exact 
words, but the effect and meaning is, that 
government and the assenting parties to the 
treaty of 1842 have, by it, grossly swindled 
and surrendered away the rights and honor of 
the nation. In support of this, he brandishes over 
the heads of his fellow-senators a resurrectionary 
map, said to be found in the library of the late King 
George HI, and on which was traced, by no legs than. 
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the royal hand of the “said king, the bounilaty line, 
according tó Mr: Oswald, the. British negotiator in 
the treaty of 1783;and which line, so royally marked, 
coincided with the claim of the United States, and 
jeft not to Great Britain even the shadow of a single 
foot of the disputed territory. This map he asserts 
‘was in the possession of Lord Ashburton. . 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I said that Sir Robert, Peel 
said it was in the possession of Lord Ashburton. 
Mr. RIVES. In-that I will show the honorable 


Senator he was mistaken. If a map, such as des- - 


cribed, was in possession of Lord Ashburton, pend- 
ing the negotiations. thatded to the treaty of 1842, 
he was not the man to use it as described, or be 

uilty of that with which he stood indirectly charged. 

he honorable senator, in making this statement, 
took pains to have it understood that he would use 
no epithets: but such pains were altogether useless; 
epithets were uncalled for, as they could not be 
found strong enough if his -detail was fact. If it 
was fact, it was indeed a mortifying commentary on 
national intercourse; but if not true, it was due not 
only to individuals, but to the government: they re- 
presented—it was dueto public faith} public truth, 
and. public justice, and we were bound by a high 
moral obligation to see these misconceptions of the 
honorable senator from Pensylvania ‘corrected. 
He was one of those whose voice went for the ratifi- 
cation of that treaty; and neither he, nor one of those 
‘with whom he voted, ever found the slightest cause 
to regret the course they then pursued. On the 
contrary, they felt satisfied with having done their 
duty; and, in doing so, of having been partly in- 
strumental in perfecting a great national good. This 
was their innate, conscientious feeling, despite all 
the efforts made to drag them to the stool of repent- 
ance, 

The honorable senator says that Sir Robert Peel 
said that this map, with the boundary line traced by 
the hand of King George III, was in the actual pos- 
session of Lord Ashburton when that nobleman was 
carrying on the negotiations which terminated in the 
treaty of 1842; but he (Mr. R.) could not find out 
where he learned that fact. The mistake of the 
honorable senator lay in confounding Lord Palmer- 
ston with Lord Ashburton; for the speech of Sir 
Robert Peel from which he quoted, and on which 
he depended for authority to substantiate his state- 
ment, was a speech. delivered in reply to Lord Pal- 
merston, in which Sir Robert frequently alluded to 
him (Lord Palmerston) as the noble lord, and said 
that he, as previous foreign secretary, had Mitchell’s 
map of 1753 in his possession. : 

or the honor of the age we live in, it was neces- 
sary to vindicate those thus publicly arraigned, and 
show they were not guilty of any such frauds as 
those laid to their charge. Lord’ Palmerston was 
not the minister from whom Lord Ashburton re- 
ceived his instructions. He was out of office, and it 
was from his successor, Lord Aberdeen, the present 
foreign secretary, that Lord Ashburton got the ne- 
cessary directions to guide him in the perfecting of 
the treaty. And in a note appended to a document 
before him, emanating from the New York Histori- 
cal Society, (to which every credit was due,) though 
the honorable senator might not have thought it 
worth his while to read it, it was distinctly stated 
that Lord Aberdeen, who was new in office, was 
not, at the time, aware of the existence of this map, 
and that Lord Ashburton was equally ignorant until 
after his return to England. 

The honorable senator from Pennsylvania had as 
much regard as any man breathing for the character 
of others; and he (Mr. R.) was confident that, sce- 
ing, as he now must, that his statement, like the 
“baseless fabric of a vision,” was destitute of found- 
ation, he would do justice to those whom he had un- 
intentionally injured. Lord Ashburton had with him 
a map; but it was not Mitchell’s map, nor had it 
traced on its face, by a royal hand, any boundary 
line: that map had nothing on it to maintain -the 
claims of England, and, being referred to the Maine 
commissioners, was at once refuted by them. 

It gave to him, on this occasion, sincere pleasure 
to say of all parties concerned in that negotiation— 
what he had said over and over—that their bearing, 
from the commencement to the end, was manly and 
frank, marked with sincerity and good faith, and 
with a strict adherence to the honor of both na- 
tions, which would ever distinguish this treaty in 
the annals of history. That sincerity, good faith, 
and honorable conduct, enabled them to surmount 
difficulties and remove obstacles that for years had 
defied the talent and sagacity of diplomatists on both 
sides, though aided by the wisdom of a sovereign 


|f arbitrator. It gave him pleasure to refer to. the 
| conduct of eve 


one engaged: it reflectéd on each 
of them infinite honor, as well those acting for the 
‘sovereignties of Maine and Massachusetts as those 
acting for England. and the United States. Their 
conduct emulated that of the fathers of their coun- 
try; and they executed their trust in the spirit of 
that compact which sealed our title to independerice. 
In regard to the imputations endeavored to be cast 
on Lord Ashburton, he could not resist (even at the 
expense of being accused of defending a foreigner, 
aul that foreigner an Englishman—a son of that 
cruel step-mother whose harsh treatment of us, her 
offspring, has been so glowingly depicted by the 
senator from Pennsylvania) his inclination to reply. 
The language used by that senator, in speaking o 
England, he disowned. It was not the language 
of the generous spirit of America; it was not the 
language of a Christian people: and it would be 
well for gentlemen inclined to indulge in such lan- 
guage to reflect whether it would not be more cred- 
itable and more Christian-like to adopt the senti- 
ments “which fell from the honorable senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenven,] a few days back, 
when he said that he regarded the people of Eng- 
land the same as he did the rest of mankind—in 
war, enemies; in. peace, friends.” 

Hebelieved Lord Ashburton—and he declared that 
belief in the presence of the enlightened assembly 
he addressed—to have come to this country the un- 
biased friend of America and England. He came, as 
he ever was, the friend of our common race; he came 
convinced of the benefits arising from, and as such 
the conscientious advocate of universal peace; he 
came with the praiseworthy intention of cultivating 
between both nations a good understanding; and he 
returned closing with honor to himself, a career 
marked at the outset with a devotion to the interests 
of this country. He would feel himself wanting in- 
ustice and humanity if he suffered the slightest cal- 
umny to remain on the character of that nobleman, 
which it was in his power to remove. He felt called 
on, the more to adopt this course from the lesson 
inculcated by the senator from Pennsylvania: that 
lesson was, “England is capable of nothing towards 
this country but fraud. Beware of England; she 
has cheated you before, and will again.” That 
was the moral inculcated by him; but if he cannot 
find something more plausible, and more decisive to 
inculpate those to whom he has referred, they will go 
clear of imputation. ‘ 

What (he asked) is this map of George ITI, on 
which the honorable senator from Pennsylvania 
dwelt so long and so forcibly, as demonstrating ‘the 
right of the United States to the whole, disputed ter- 
ritory? Why, he could satisfy, and no doubt sur- 
prise that honorable senator, by showing that, so far 
from its being against England and in favor of the 
United States, it was, if any thing, the contrary; it 
went for the claims of neither, as set forth during 
the negotiations; but if it proved any thing, it was, 
that what was done by the treaty was right. 

Mr. Rives here called the actention of the Sen- 
ate to the origin of the treaty of 1783, so far as re- 
lated to the northeastern boundary; the map of 
Mitchell alluded to, bearing date 1783, was incor- 
rect, in consequence of a typographical error. It 
should be 1785. Pending that treaty, the great ob- 
ject was to ascertain the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia as a starting point for the boundary line; and 
the next, and at the time considered the greatest 
matter in dispute, was whether the highlands were 
north of St. John’s river, as we claimed them, or 
south of St. John’s river, as Great Britain claimed 
them. The latter point the map decides accordin 
to our views; butinstead of confirming us in the stand 
we took as to the position of the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia, it places it, and justly too, fifty miles 
further to the west—a position which would give 
to England more than she got by the treaty of 1842, 
or more than she claimed at any previous period, 
This map was fully borne out by the map of Mr. 
Jay, (which, strange to say, was only recently dis- 
covered, ) of the correctness of which there could not 
exist a doubt. 

Mr. R., after passing a high eulogium on Mr. 
Gallatin, than whom a more able or equitable de- 
fender of American claims never existed, went on to 
show that he predicted, in his private correspond- 
ence, that the northwest angle of Nova Scotia would 
be found—where, after a lapse of fifty years, it was 
found—in a position far more favorable to British 
interests than many were disposed to believe. Ac- 
cording to his reading, if he had not forgot what he 


had read some thirty years back, a contract or | 


agreement should be executed as understood by the 


-conitracting parties; and; if this rule was applied to 


thiscase on discovery of the northwest angle; we 
would give to Great Britain much more than she ob- 
tained by the conciliatory contract of 1842; and fur- 
ther, we would have. given it, without looking to 
her, or without her being morally bound to give us 
one foot of her territory: in return. He deprecated 
the policy of gentlemen who, sanguine in the doc- 
trines of a modern school of philosophy, considered 
there was no remedy but war for healing the differ- 
ences of nations, He : advocated peace, and would 
go any length to secure it, so long as it could be 
done with safety to the national honor. __ 

He took on himself to answer the question put on 
a former day by the senator from Pennsylvania to 
the honorable senator from Kentucky, whether he, 
knowing the existence of such a map, would have 
executed the treaty-of 1842? To that question he 
replied in the affirmative. Such knowledge would 
induce him to hufry to completion such treaty, from 
the fact that the terms were more favorable than we 
were actually entitled to. i f 

He knew not what a mysterious Providence might 
have in store for Oregon; but judging from the hon- 
orable and happy termination of the treaty of 1842, 
and notwithstanding the treacherous, perfidious, and 
pilfering power of England, so fully set forth and 
animadverted on by gentlemen opposite, he would 
be happy to find the adjustment of the question left 
to negotiation. This question has been allowed to 
sleep for more than a quarter of a century, without 
a pretence of injury to either side; and why the year 
1844 is selected to break up our peaceable relations, 
by giving this notice, he could not tell, except it was 
because an English minister, armed with full pow- 
ers, is now here to bring the matter to an amicable 
termination. : f 

There could be no doubt as to the interpretation 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania’s meaning. His 
speech solved the proposition. He would give no 
threat, but do that which would show to England, 
we were about to do something in earnest. The 
meaning was, that we were to hold a rod over a 
power proud in arms, and say, if you do not nego- 
tiate according to our views, we will enter viet armis, 
and appropriate the whole of Oregon to ourselves. 
To think that England would negotiate thus, with a 
rod hung over. her in terrorem, would be preposte- 
rous. 

He fully “concurred with the majority of the last 
session, who, in declaring their intention not to 
stimulate emigration by artificial means, at the same 
time avowed their readiness to stretch forth to our 
fellow-citizens, who went there, the shield of Amer- 
ican justice, by extending to them the protection of 
our territorial laws. To this extent he would be 
found at all times going hand in hand with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania; but with a recollection 
of the treaty of 1842, he could not consent to any 
step that would involve us in war, as long as there 
was a chance, by negotiation, of securing an honor- 
able peace. 

Mr. BUCHANAN regretted that he was the inno- 
cent cause of calling forth from the honorable gentle- 
man the exertion of a speech. He had already been 
replied to by the honorable senator from Kentucky 
and by the honorable senator from Virginia, and 
now he has got another reply from the other honora- 
ble senator from Virginia; he was not, however, at 
the moment, going to reply to them. He thought, 
in his reply to the honorable senator from Ken- 
tucky, that he was sufficiently explicit in declaring 
that he had no intention to censure those who voted 
for the treaty of 1842. Though he was not going 
to reply, he was glad to hear the honorable senator 
[Mr. Rives] admit one thing—his willingness to ex- 
tend to Oregon the benefit of our laws. 

Mr. RIVES.. Thatis nothing new. I advocated 
the same last session. i 
_ Mr. BUCHANAN said there were two distinct 
issues of facts between the honorable senator and 
himself. He stated that Sir Robert Peel asserted, 
in his place in Parliament, that a map found in the 
pary of the late King George the Third, with the 
boundary line marked on it, and the words, ‘this is 
the line of Oswald’s treaty,” written by the King’s 
hand, was in possession of Lord Ashburton ‘when 
carrying on the negotiation in this city; and, far- 
thermore, he asserted that the expresse opinions of 
Lord Brougham and Sir Robert Peel were, that, if 
this map was produced in proper time, it would 
have done away with the necessity for any negotia- 
tion, and settled the controversy at once. If there 
was ho censure to be caston Lord Ashburton, there 


Certainly was (if this. was true) censure to be cast 
on the government he. represented. He had before 
him extracts from the English débates, as reported 
in the newspapers; but, lest they should be erro- 


neous, he would delay his reply until he would ` 


have an opportunity of consulting Hansard’s Par- 
_liamentary Reports, which he would do on this 
night, and in the morning be prepared to show by 
them that he was not mistaken. If he was, he was 
never so mistaken in his life; and no man would 
come forward more readily to acknowledge that 


mistake, and to express his regret for having fallen. 


into it. 

Mr. CHOATE said. something about giving an 
explanation on to-morrow, but was nearly maudible 
in the reporter’s gallery. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. l 
Moxpay, March 18, 1844. 


The journal having been read and approved, 

The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the calling on the States for resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. RAMSEY desired leave to make a report 
from the Committee of Claims. i 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS objected te any business out 
of the regular order. : ee Ae. A 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the rules be sus- 
pended to allow of the reception of reports from the 
standing committees—such as would not give rise 
to debate; which motion was carried, and reports 
were made as follows: 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a resolution directing the print- 
ing of 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means accompanying the inde- 
pendent treasury bill. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to print 
extra copies of any document could not be enter- 
-tained on the day it was made. 

Mr. WHITE contended that the motion could 
not be entertained at all; and, after a slight discus- 
sion, in which Messrs. WHITE, WELLER, and 
HOPKINS, took part, 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution 
would go over and come up in its regular order to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committce on Public 
Buildings, reported the following: 


Resolved, That the furnaces under the hall of the 
House of Representatives, and under the commit- 
tee.rooms of the cast wing of the Capitol, be, and 
they are hereby, placed in charge of the Doorkeeper 
of the House, who is hereby authorized, with the 
sanction of the Speaker, to employ a fireman, at the 
pay of a messenger of the House, to take care of 
the same. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported the following bills, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Peter Wilson; . 

A bill for tbe relief of Maria Robinson; and 

A bill for the relief of Mary B. Perry and others. 

These bills were accompanied by reports in each 
case; and they were severally read and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutronary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Fielding Pratt, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported bills of the following titles, viz: _ 

A bill making appropriations to, and in completing 
the harbor at Raedire, on the eastern shore of Lake 
Michigan; _ o, in 

A bill making appropriations for certain improve- 
ments in the Territory of Iowa; and 

A bill making appropriations for certain Improve- 
ments in the Territory of Florida. 

These bills were severally read, and referred to 
a Committee ef the Whole House. ; 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
ported bills of the following titles, viz: E 

| A bill for the relief of Jeannette C. Huntington, 
relict and sole executrix of Wm. D. Chiever, de- 
ceased; . 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Parke; accompanied 
in each case by a report; which bills were read twice, 
and referréd to the Cnmmittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made 

_ adverse reporte upon the petition of Henry Stoker; 
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Andrew Lewis, deceased; the petition of Captain 


Henry McKavet; and the petition of Daniel Bray- 


man; which were ordered to lie.on the table and be 
printed. ` 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, : 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Miles `W. Dickey, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the case of Wm. P. Zantzinger, 


accompanied by a bill; which was read twice, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of J ohn P. Converse, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was read 


` twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House. 

. Mr. COBB, from the Committee of Claims, made 
a report upon the petition of C. P. Sengstack, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 


twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
. House. 


Mr. J. W.. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, made a report upon the petitions for the 
removal of. the land office from Jackson to Freder- 
icktown, in Missouri; and for the Coosa land office, 
to be established in Jacksonville, in Alabama, ac~ 
companied by a bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to remove the jand office from Jack- 
son, Missouri, to Fredericktown, in Madison couf- 
ty, in said State; and also’to remove the land of- 
fice from Lebanon to Jacksonville, in Alabama. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. : 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

Ordered, That the Committce on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of. 
citizens of Massachusetts for permission to imports, 
free of duty, iron for the Fall river railroad, and that 
it be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ; : 


Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, made an adversereport upon the pe- 
tition of John Bruce; which was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rials remonstrating against the removal of the sur- 
veyor general’s office from Donaldsonville to Baton 
Rouge, and that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on the 
Publie Lands, to which was referred the bill to di- 
rect the President of the United States to cause the 
reserved lead mines in the State of Illinois, and 
Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, to be exposed 
to public sale, reported an amendatory bill; which 
wag read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Unión. 

On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of the legislature for the sale of the reserved 
mineral lands, and the issuing of patents for lands 
heretofore sold; and that it do lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of the board of commissioners for Des Moines 
county, Iowa, for a grant of land for a court-house; 
and that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the. Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made a report upon the petition of David 
Allspack, accompanied by a bill for his relief, 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill tochange the time of holding the 
spring term of the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Virginia; which 
was read three times and passed. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate entitled an act relative to the office of 
serveyer general for the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Michigan, reported the same without amendment; 
and it was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olationary Claims, made a report upon the petition 
of Samuel Richards, executor of Wm. T, Smith, 


the petition of Mary Amelia Lewis, widow of Capt. 


late of Philadelphia, accompanied:-by-a. bill for his 
relief} which was: read twice, and: referred ‘ to:the 
Committee of the Whole House; ara ec 
` Mr. STONE; from the Committee on Revolution-- - 
ary Claims, made a report upon the petition of: Heéen- 
ry King, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee‘of 
the Whole. i arny Dre gies 
Mr. W. J. BROWN, ‘from the Committee: ón 
Private Land Claims, made a report upon the : peti= 
tion of Antonio Chenno, accompanied. by a bill to 
confirm his claim to a tract of land ‘in the State of 
Louisiana; which was read twice, and’ referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. < ee 
Mr. IRWIN, from the Committee: on Military ` 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the resolution 
of the House of the 29th January last, in relation to 
defensive works in the Penobscot river; whichzwas 
laid on the table. . g a as 
Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military. Af 
fairs, to which was referred, in the annual report of 
the Secretary of War, the subjects of the act of -the 
23d of August, 1842, abolishing the office of one 
inspector general, three paymasters, two surgeons, 
and two assistant surgeons, and directing their dis. 
charge within. one month after its passage, &c., 
made a report thereon, accompanied by a bill to re» 
peal so much of the 4th section of the act approved 
23d August, 1842, entitled an “Act respecting the 
organization of the army and for other purposes,” 
as abolishes the office of one inspector general; which 
bill was read a first and second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union.. i op 4 
Mr. BOYD, from the Committee ou Military Af 
fairs, made an adverse report upon the. memorial of 
Trueman Cross; which report was laid on the table. 
_ Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on Rev- 
slutionary Pensions, made a. report upon the peti= 
tion of George Lingley, accompanied by a bill for 


. his relief; which was read twicé, and referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House. Sone 

Mr. MclI., from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Elizabeth Wil- 
son, widow of Thomas Wilson; which was laid on 
the table. ` ; 

Mr. HOGE, from the Committee on Revolutiona~ 
ry Pensions, made a report upon the petition of 
George Wentling, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief, which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. ao 

Mr. H., from the same committee, made a report 
upon the petition of Uriah Loomis, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read. twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, from the Committee on 
Territories, offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the 
bill and report of the Committee on Territories in 
relation to Oregon be printed for the use of this 
House. f 

Mr. WHITE objected to its reception. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a suspension of the 
rules in order to enable him to submit the resolu- 
tion. : 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays. , 

The SPEAKER counted those in favor of the 
yeas and nays, and reported 26 ın the affirmative, 
which was not a sufficient number. , : 

A count of those in the negative was demanded; 
and 75 voted in the negative. There was no quo- 
rum voting. 

The SPEAKER said it was evident there was a 
quorum present; and he called upon gentlemen to: 
vote on one side or the other. f 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers, and they were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Dexter, and Burks were ap- 
pointed, and they reported 25 in the negative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH remarked that if a major- 
ity could take up the the resolution to-morrow, he 
would withdraw his motion for a suspension of the 
rules, for he did not wish to take up the time of the 
House uselessly; and as he saw the minority of the 
House en masse opposing him, he was confident two- 
thirds could not be obtained to suspend the rules. 
So he would let the resolution pass over until to~ 
morrow, when a majority could passit And he 
would then urge it, as he and other Western gentle- 
men were continually being called upon for some 
documents in relation to the matter, and he was 
sorry to sce any disposition to withhold informas 
tion upon so important a public measure. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. HOGE, from the Committee on Revolutions 
ary Pensions, made a report upon Mhe petition of 


400. 


Amaz : 
- Hef;-which-was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. o oo o 2 
` Mr. H; from the same. committee, reported bills 

-of the following titles: os = 
-- A. bill for the relief of Wilmot Marsdon, of Oneida 
‘county, New York, widow of George Marsdon, de- 
ceased; and Bic : 
A bill for ‘the relief of. John Edmasson; accom- 
panied by a report in each case. cape 
. They. were read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. . ` 
Mr. RATHBUN, from the. Committée on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made: a report upon the peti- 
' tion of Mary. Ann: Linton, accompanied by a bill 
for: her relief; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the: Whole House. ` 
Mr. OWEN from the Committee on Roads and 


Canals, reported two bills making’ appropriations — 


for certain improvements on the shores of Lake 
Michigan; which were read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the’ Whole on the state of the Union. 
«~ Mr..OWEN also reported bills‘making appropri- 
ations for certain improvements in the. Territory of 
Iowa; which were read twice, and referred ‘to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
<. Mr.. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 


District of Columbia, on leave granted, (the hour for. 


which the rules were suspended having expired,) re- 
orted a bill to amend and continue in force the act 
“incorporating the inhabitants of the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, together with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

And also a bill toamend the charters of the Dis- 
trict banks, accompanied by a report. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the bill be referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole, and that the bill 
and report be printed. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN was opposed to the printing 
of the report, and moved that the bill and report be 
laid upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he felt under the necessi- 
ty of calling for the reading of the report, as it was 
not proper that the House should vote upon it in 
the dark. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to all further proceedings 
upon this subject; and called for the orders of the 


day. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman not 
having made his objection at first, it could not be 
entertained now. 


Mr. BIDLACK raised a question of order. This 
being petition day, the House had agreed to suspend 
the rules for one’hour for the purpose of receiving 
such reports from committees as would give to no 
debate. That hour had éxpired, and he contended 
that the indulgence granted to the. gentleman from 
South Carolina*was understood to be under the same 
limitation, viz: that no debate should arise. 

The SPEAKER observed that the gentleman had 
asked permission to make a report, and the House 
acquiesced, without, in the opinion of the Chair, any 
such condition or limitation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said such was his own im- 
pression; but, at the same time, he was not willing 
to stand up in opposition to what seemed to be the 
will of the House; and if permitted to do so, he 
would withdraw the report, and bring it up to- 
morrow. 

' Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS said the question was 
upon laying the bill and report on the table. He 
objected toits withdrawal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then again called for the read- 
mg of the report. 

r. McCAUSLEN said he was not disposed to 
throw any unnecessary. obstacle in the way, though 
he was opposed to the admission of the report, be- 
cause he believed it was not based upon facts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he insisted that the gen- 
tleman should explain to the House what it was he 
meant when he said that the report was not based 
upon facts. Did the gentleman mean to cast censure 
upon the majority of the committee? 

a McCAUSLEN said he did nothing of the 

ind, 

And after some further conversation, the motion 
to lay on the table was withdrawn; and the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole “House, and 
the billand report ordered to be printed. : 


OREGON. 
Mr, C, J, INGERSOLL then rose and moved to 


-CONGRESSION 


‘Goodwin, accompanied by a bill for his re- ` 


reconsider the vote by which’ the resolution offered 


on a former day by the gentleman from Indiana, - 


[Mr. Owen,] was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. - ee 


‘Mr. WHITE said he would be compelled to in- 


sist that the rules.of debate should bé strictly en- 
forced in Yelation to this question, as the same sub- 
ject was already before the Committee of the Whole, 
and would. necessarily. be there debated at large. 
He thought it would be improper, upon a mere mo- 
tion to reconsider, that they should go into a general 
debate. - i: ; 

‘Mr. WINTHROP suggested a point of order. 
The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Owen,] on a 
former day, presented a resolution ‘of his State, 
which was referred to a committee; the question of 
reference not being debatable when made. He sub- 


. mitted whether a motion to reconsider that vote was 


debatable. He believed the Chair had often ruled 
that such motion was not debatable. f 

Mr. INGERSOLL inquired of the Chair whéther 
a majority was sufficient to carry the House into 
Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking 
up the Oregon question. 

> The SPEAKER replied that a majority was suffi- 
cient to suspend the rules for the purpose of going 
into Committee of the Whole; and it would then be 
in the discretion of the committee as to what subject 
should be taken up. 

Mr. INGERSOLL then moved a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. WINTHROP demanded the io and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 89, nays 71. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state ofthe Union, Mr. Hamu of 
Maine, in the chair, and took up the following resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Owen, of Indiana, on the 4th 
of January, 1844, and reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations the 23d of the same 
month: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That in accordance with the provisions of the 
second article of a convention between the United 
States of America and the King of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and. Ireland, of the 6th 
September, 1827, continuing indefinitely the provi- 
sions of the third article of the convention of 20th 
October, 1818, relative to the joint occupancy by 
Great Britain, and the United States of America, of 
certain lands on the northwest coast of America, 
westward of the Stony Mountains, commonly called 
the Territory of Oregon, the President of the United 
States be requested to give due notice of twelve 
months to the Government of Great Britain, that, 
after the expiration of the said term of notice, the 
United States of America’ will annul and abrogate 
the said convention of the 6th Se tember, 1827, so 
continuing the provisions of the third article of the 
convention of 20th October, 1818, as aforesaid. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then. addressed the com- 
mittee. This is a question of thirty years’ standing; 
and these thirty years were full of circumstances, 
each of themselyes replete with argument for allow- 
mg no more time to elapse without settling the 
question, At the treaty of Ghent, some—and I be- 
lieve a majority—of our commissioners, were willing 
to give England the free navigation of the Missis- 
sippi. Now we have great reason for insisting on 
the exclusive occupation of Oregon some 3,500 miles 
farther west than the Mississippi. In these thirty 
years, several States and Territorics, inhabited by 
several millions of people, six hundred steamboats, 
and not Jess than eight or ten thousand watermen, 
were established.in that Titan region of prodigious 
growth; while as many American vessels on the Pa- 
cific ocean, manned by twenty thousand of the best 
seamen in the world, are the maritime appurtenan- 
ces of the Territory of Oregon. If then, in 1823, Mr. 
Adams, then Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. 
Gallatin, the American minister in England, could 
with great felicity of diction, explain the importance 
of the northwestern territory—{here Mr. I. read a 
sentence from Mr. Adams’s despatches]—how vast- 
ly and obviously has the importance of the question 
become since he wrote that despatch? 

It is said to be a question of title, upon which I 
shall not dwell further than to state the principle, 
that title to wild territory of this description depends 
upon first discovery, followed up by occupation; 
and the discovery of the mouth of a river gives a 
right to all the regions watered by it. In 1822, Rus- 


“sia set up a title to this territory, and made it known 
‘to the American government, in a letter from. her 
minister, claiming the Pacific ocean as a close sea, 
and anuouncing that any American vessel found in 
that ocean, on the northwest coast of America, 
woild be seized and confiscated. _ 
| Now, (Mr. I. said,) he considered the Rus- 
sian a much better title than the English; but, as 
among gentlemen disputing, an assertion is not to 
be-gainsaid by mere denial; so among nations, I pre- 
sume, we are bound to take for granted, that when 
one asserts a title, it believes that title well founded. 
In the instance of Maine, Great Britain succeeded 
in depriving the United States of a considerable 
portion of their aboriginal territory, by asserting a 
right to it, which the English prime minister after- 
wards declared in Parliament. that he had proof in 
the handwriting of the English monarch, was with- 
out foundation. I would not notice this, or the cor- 
responding acknowledgment of a member of the 
House of Lords to the same effect, were it not that 
this country, and particularly the State from which 
I come, is generally, if not universally, charged with 
a breach of faith in the repudiation of debts. "The 
charge is wholly unfounded. All that has been 
“done. in Pennsylvania, under the pressure of a tem- 
porary inability to comply with an unexpected 
amount of indebtedness, has been to have recourse 
to promises to pay—the only approximation to a pay- 
ment of public debt that England attempted to give 
for five and twenty years. There has been no re- 
pudiation of debt, or breach of faith in this country, 
or any of its States; and as I deem national faith or 
honor on all occasions of the very first importance, 
so especially would Imaintain our faith with England 
not only unimpaired, but beyond „the possibility of 
imputation or suspicion. My first reason, there- 
fore, for thinking that notice should be given of our 
determination to put anend to the treaty of joint 
occupation, is, that, if. we do anything at/all, while 
that treaty continues in force, we subject ourselves 
to at least the possibility of such imputation. 

Uberrima fides altissima fides should be our max- 
im, in dealing with a nation, the first officer of whose 
government—and I presume he may be considered 
as one of the first gentlemen of the country—repre- 
senting the honor, the truth, the probity, of Great 
Britain, made the acknowledgment, with respect to 
another treaty which I have alluded to. ‘This, ifaI 
mistake not, was the position, a year or tivo ago, 
on this subject, of a acceuished senator, lately 
appointed to the Department of State—who, I am 
happy to hear, is said to have accepted that appoint- 
ment, and who will therefore have the conduct of 
this negotiation. I consider (as I understood him 
to have declared, and as his nonorable colleague in 
the Senate insisted) that we can do nothing—that 
we cannot put in force the President’s recommenda- 
tions, by establishing a territorial government in 
Oregon, a chain of military posts leading to it, or 
take any other step whatever toward the ultimate 
exclusive possession of that Territory, till we have 
first put an end to the treaty by which we author- 
ized England to hold and use the joint occupation 
for any purpose whatever. 

My next. positition is a constitutional stand of 
scarcely less importance than national character for 
pure and irreproachable good faith; and that is, that 
the. treaty-making power is not competent to part 
with any portion of the American territory, with- 
out the consent of Congress. I therefore désire the 
action of this House on this mementous occasion; 
and I call upon every republican member of it, 
whatever his party affi iation may be, to sup- 
port this great position of popular sovereignty. 
especially do I call upon the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts of the Boston district, 
[Mr. Winturop,] indeed, upon all the members 
from Massachusetts, and upon all others, without 
distinction of party, (for this is no party question,) 
who fear what that gentleman (Mr. Wiwrurop} has 
denounced as the stealthy annexation of Texas to 
this Union, by the clandestine contrivance of a 
treaty,—to take their station in this Oregon ques- 
tion, and prepare this House and the country for 
the dreaded annexation of Texas, by interposing to 
express the sentiment of the country as represented 
here upon the Oregon question. T shall quote you 
very high authority—the highest with a large party 
in this House, and very high. with me—that of a 
most distinguished and illustrious citizen of the 
West, for denying that the executive is authorized 
by the treaty-making power to part with any por- 
tion of the American territory. [Mr. Incrnsoun 
here read from the National Intelligencer a resolu 
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tion submitted to the House of Representatives on 
„the 3d April, 1820, by Mr. Clay, on the Florida 
treaty, to the effect of what he stated above.] This 
trecty-making power’ is a tremendous engine in the 
hands of any executive. Let us not, by any incon- 
siderate or negligent misconduct, add to its formi- 
dable force. All the executives have, for. many 
years, dispensed with that part of the constitution 
which requires them to take the advice of the Sen- 
ate. The House of Representatives is allowed no 
action whatever on the subject of a treaty, in limine. 
The community are suffered to know nothing about 
it. - It is sent in cut and dry to the Senate; and there, 
often voted for by those who, ifadvised with before 
hand, would never have consented. The treaty of 
Washington was consummated in this way against 
the wishes of nearly the whole State of Maine, 
where parties emulated each other im ardent oppo- 
sition to it, till it was at last put upon them, and 
upon us all, by contrivances which I have no dispo- 
sition at this late day to stigmatize as I believe 
they deserve. One of the greatest events in modern 
times-—the quintuple treaty, by which what is called 
the right of search, would have been fastended upon 
the maritime world, and this country left alone to 
contend single handed against nearly all of Europe, 
and even great part of America—was arrested by the 
action of the French Chamber of Deputies, and 
completely defeated after the treaties had been 
signed, and were sent to France merely for ratifica- 
tion. I therefore entreat the representatives of the 
people in this House to seize this occasion for as- 
serting that popular right which I consider implies 
the duty of its assertion to make known to the ex- 
ecutive whatever may be the public sentiment upon 
the Oregon question. 

It is due to the executive to make known to the 
the House that the late Secretary"of State took a 
totally different view of this Gdestion. I hold in 
my hand his official letter, addressed to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, stygngly objecting to the 
course I now recommend. -> n 

{Here Mr. ADAMS request€d Mr. INGERSOLL to 
read the letter, which he sent to the Clerk, who 
read it to the effect stated by him.] 

But (continued Mr. I.) upon the maturest conside- 
ration that I have been able to give this subject, I 
cannot entertain a doubt that, instead of detriment to 
the negotiation, a resolution of this House must, on 
the contrary, strengthen the President’s hands, 
abridge his discretion, and greatly tend to bring it to 
a satisfactory result. 

Will there, then, be anything irregular—insulting, 
as has been suggested—or in any way improper to- 
wards the British government or their minister, late- 
ly arrived here, in this House resolving that the 

resident ought to give notice of our determination 
to close the treaty at the end of a year, according to 
itsown provision? I cannot conceive that there will 
be any. such effect: To the government, to the min- 
ister, or to the gentleman in his individual capacity, 
who should be treated with the utmost courtesy and 
consideration, it is inconceivable to me how there 
can be anything offensive in signifying to him, at 
ence, that whatever may be the result of the nego- 
tiation, we are so much in earnest for action, we 
trust pacific action, and the end of this long-pending 
controversy, that as a first step to that end, we give 
notice, as authorized, that the treaty for joint occu- 
pation will cease a year hence. à ` 

A most unfounded and preposterous Impréssion 
has been industriously inculcated, that such notice 
is the way to war—the first step to hostilities. I 
utterly deny it. Mr. 1. here, read from the corres- 

ondence on this subject, an expression of Mr. Hus- 
isson; to the effect that it was impossible that two 
such nations would rush into conflict for such a 
cause of quarrel. I entirely concur in this senti- 
ment, said Mr. I. Icannot impute to Great Britain 
so barbarous and inhuman a readiness for hostilities; 
and as to us, there can be no war without an 
act of Congress. There may be collision. There 
may be conflict. ‘There may be numerous homi- 
cides in this disputed territory, as I understand 
there have already been several hundred American 
citizens put tò death there; but no war has ensued, 
and no war can ensue, without the deliberate action 
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of both branches of Congress and the executive, in 
a deliberate and solemn declaration. ` f 

I shall not be deterred, however, by any of the 
usual homilies upon the horrors of war, from going 
further and, without reserve, declaring an opinion 
upon that serious alternative—the last resort of na- 
tions. The peculiar relations between Great Britain 
and the United States are known to us all. Kindred 
and neighbor nations are those always most liable to. 
come to blows. Resentment for the only two wars 
the United States have ever been compelled to wage, 
is by no means extinct in the bosoms of the Ameri- 
can people; and while the British press and even the 
Parliament, and other exponents of national ani- 
mosity, continually teem with torrents of this un- 
generous feeling towards us, it isnot to be wondered 
at that there is a pervading sentiment of defiance al- 
most universal—or, at least, very general—in this 
country against England. For one, I never feed or 
foment this feeling, and believe I do not even par- 
take of it; but I am free to say that I do not deem it 
an unwholesome antipathy, or one that I would al- 
together suppress. For, after all, what is American 
reliance for national independence, vindication, and 
honor, but that spirit of national resistance to con- 
tumely, as well as aggression, which there is but 
one nation in the world that seems to delight in be- 
stowing upon us? Far from deprecating their abuse, 
1 repeat, that I consider it wholesome counteraction 
of that idolatrous veneration which pervades certain 
classes and portions of the American community in 
regard to England. LE would not curb or crib ‘that 
spirit of restlesè enterprise, of roving ambition, 
of love of danger, of action, and of frevuent quarrel, 
which are, perhaps, national characteristics. It is 
not? because we came from a pilgrim stock. With 


reverence be it said, it was not alone the piety of . 


our forefathers which laid, broad and deep, the foun- 
dations of American independence, power, union, 
and prosperity; it was conflict, perpetual conflict 
with dangerous elements, with savage enemies, with 
boundless forests, with all the difficulties of early 
settlement, which made the people of these States 
what they are, and are destined to be, unless this 
spirit be quenched; and this is the’ spirit which 
roams fron New England to the Rocky moun- 
tains, and beyond them, which is never content, 
like the aboriginal inhabitants of this vast country, 
without immense elbow-room, which, whether Pil- 
grim, Quaker, Catholic, Huguenot, is perpetually 
seeking for new homes, fresh adventures, and nev- 
er satisfied but in a state of incessant contention and 
conquest. 


What do we want with so much land? is a ques- 
tion frequently asked; but why was it not asked of 
Columbus, or Cabot, or Boone? It is too late to ask 
itnow. Ithas been long too late; and may we nev- 
er see the day when this restless, roaming spirit of 
enterprise and adventure shall bhe no longer an 
American characteristic. We may fill the country 
with people; but what sort of people will they be if 
they cannot take care of themselves? The gentle 
man from Ilinois, now near me, [Mr. Wewrt- 
wortn,] is, I believe, a very young man, though I 
hope, he has done growing. Let him live to be a mem- 
ber of this House fifty years hence, which he may 
do if he lives to the age of the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and he may live 
to see fifty millions of people inhabiting the valley 
of the Mississippi. But, if they are an inert, su- 
pine, unambitious, inglorious people, what will 
their numbers avail them for protection from the 
first invader that may choose to become their mas- 
ter? Will they not, like the inhabitants of India or 
China, be subject to British or any other conquests 
by any warlike people? 

Asa free, we shall be a fortified nation. Our on- 
ly reliance is a martial and indomitable spirit. Who 
that takes a proper view of the cheapest and best 
defence ofthis country, would put an end to that 
spirit by teaching it to_hesitate one instant at gog 
to war if necessary? Wars of aggression are almost 
impracticable with our institutions; but the peace of 
submission would be more fatal to American free- 
dom than any war. The gentleman to whom I have 
already alluded, [Mr. Wentwortx,] in the course 
of his speech on this subject, used some strong ex- 
pressions, importing defiance and conflict with 


Great Britain; and I:confess, for my ow! 
I am never much pained by. what’is sor 
termed such western ‘Gascon. : Town “pigmy” 
am, I never saw a mountain, a lake, of a prairie; 
I acknowledge it is rather with pleasure than,othe 
wise that | listened to thé largë language which we: 
sometimes hear and read frorn those whom our 
English calumniators continually” brand ‘as. brag- 
garts; for when the proof ‘has: never: failed: 16 be 
forthcoming. that the language I allude“ to: isnot 
mere vaporing, but that there is a noble, spirit 
and invincible patriotism at all times prompt to back 
it, itis at least a pardonable infirmity. Franklin’ 
said that- the American national symbol should not 
be an eagle, but a turkey; because, though he swag- 
gers, he will fight, too, and is ready at all times to: 
fly at anything in scerlet. e 
Peace! certainly, peace, by all means. It is idle: 
to read us homilies on the virtues of peace. Every 
one acknowledges them. But when I have heard’ 
or read (as I have, in connexion with the proceed- 
ines of another body on this subject) of the dread- 
ful horrors of war, the delightful attractions’ of 
peace, of political charity, national love, and other 
such truisms, it reminded me of the well-known 
sentence that all men are born free and equal, of the . 
inestimable virtues of free trade, dnd various. other 
abstractions—all good in the concrete, but, when we 
come to concoct them, not so unquestionably effica- 
cious. ” : l 
Within a short time past, the tapfain-of a British 
ship of war—one Lord George Paulet—had seized 
upon the principa, seaport of the Sandwich 
Islands, declaring that he did so by orders of 
his government; and, though it disavowed 
his transgression, yet there certainly. were 
were, at one time, reasons for supposing that he 
must have been authorized in making that insuffer- 
able seizure. Now, if it had been so, no love of 
peace should restrain me one instant from seizing 
on the whole disputed Territory of Oregon manu 


forti, asan act of avowed retaliation; and I would 


have declared to the British government that, until | 
they released their hold upon the half-way house 
at which our commerce refreshed itself between 
America and Asia, I never would let go the Terri- 
tory of Oregon, be the consequences what they 
might. 

gain: I speak here as, an individual, not by 
any authority—not as a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs—with no pretensions to better 
knowledge of the real state of affairs than is com- 
mon to those who read the newspapers and gather 
the current intelligence of the day. Acording to this 
intelligence, I have understood that, upon the down- 
fall of Espartero in Spain, and his flight to England, 
there was so much apprehension in Cuba that the 
authority of that island might not be peaceably 
transferred from the agents of Espartero’s appoint- , 
ment to those deputed to a gone them, the 
Spanish governnient requested assistance from 
ours, in case of need. I do not pretend to state this 
as a fact, I do not know whether it was so; but 
putting itasa supposed case, I have no hesitation 
in saying that no love of peace or dread of war, 
should have deterred me for an instant, if it de- 
pended on me to prevent. British interference with 
the change of government in Cuba at all hazards. 

With respect to the much_ apprehended annexa- 
tion of Texas, I think proper’to add, in this’connex- 
ion, that thereagain 1 would give Great Britain to 
understand that that is: exclusively an American 
question, and a question upon. our own continent, 
and concerning our own continent, with which Eng- 
land has nothing to do, and with which we would 
not suffer her to have anything todo. With Mexi- 
co, I would be forbearing to the last extremity; but 
with England, prompt to let her know that her in- 
terference Sonik. not be submitted to. 

There had been laid upon their table, within a 
few days past, a very curious evidence of the lia- 
bility of this country to be involved in a war with 
England. lt appeared that the Colonization So- 
ciety, which it was well known had, for some 
years past, been endeavoring to establish colonies 
of emancipated blacks on the coast of Africa, at a 
place called Liberia, had found it neceesary to call 


upon the executive of this country for its inter 


ference; and. a correspondence: had taken place be- 
tween the late Secretary of State and the 
for Foreign Affairs of the British government, upon 
questions. arising from the circumstance: that the. 

nglish were préventing, by force, the extension of 
the settlements. made by the Colonization Society, 
because, as they alleged, it interfered with their 
trade. : : : ee ; 

These settlements, however, were individual con- 
cerns, and -the government had nothing to do with 
them. He mentioned this merely as an instance to 


show how easy it would be to produce: a conflict - 


between this country. and Great Britain. ‘He would 
never be in favor of a war of aggression, nor of a 
peace of submission. Everybody was'aware of the 
dact, that we were surrounded on all sides by. British 
ower. i ; ; : 

g We had heard a great deal of the tap ofthe British 
drum, beating round the whole globe, from post to 
post; and it is true, enough-that from. the Bahamas 
to Oregon and Canada, and so round to Nova Sco- 
ua, we are enviroried by British power. A conflict 
with that power, it would be folly either to ‘court or 
provoke; but equal weakness, as I conceive, to dep- 
recate or shrink from.‘ That will never be found 
the way topeace. No man admires or respects the 
English nation more than I do. No one has more 
reason to venerate thero, for I believe every drop of 
my blood is English; and, as I have been very often 
ae eed some of it comes from a tory ancestor. 
All that I would ask, in the relations of this coun- 
try with Great Britain is, that we should: treat her 
as we do other foreign nations. : 

And now, in conclusion, (said Mr. 1.,) I mean, 
Mr- Speaker, to make—what I rarely indulge in—a 
party appeal. We are on the eve of a presidential 
election; the whole country is divided into parties on 
that absorbing topic. Disclaiming, as I do, the in- 
quiry I am about to. make with any view whatever 
to the presidential question, or as a mere party 
question, I am nevertheless anxious to know wheth- 
cr we are to present to the foreigner an’ undivided 
front on the Oregon controversy. Certain indica- 
tions in another part of this Capitol have given 
cause to apprehend that the supporters of an illus- 
trious citizen of the West for the next pres- 
idency are not disposed to act immediately, 
or, as I conceive and I believe the ex- 
ecutive government is of opinion we should 
act, with immediate and carnest determination 
to close this long continued controversy. I therefore 
take the liberty of calling upon the friends of Mr. 
Clay on this floor to Jet the country know what is 
to be expected from them respecting Oregon. My. 
Adams and Mr. Clay got us into the difficulty of 
the joint occupation by treaty, and I desire to know 
what they are disposed to do to help us outof it, I by 
no Means mention this as matter of reproach. ft 
might have happened to any administration; but. it 
is a fact, and as such-——Here the Chairman’s ham- 
mer fell, announcing that Mr. Incersor4’s hour 
had expired, 

Mr, WINTHROP rose and said he had no idea 
of making anything like an elaborate or labored re- 
py to the speech of the honorable gentleman who 

ad just taken his scat. He was greatly in hopes 
that some other member of the House, and he 
would say of the Massachusetis delegation, would 
have taken the floor. 


Mr, SCHENCK said if the gentleman would give 


way, he would move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he was afraid he should 
not get another opporkunity; he must be pardoned, 
therefore, for declining to give way, as he was de- 
sirous of saying a few words on this interesting 
question. He did not regard it as a mere western 
question. If there was any claim to that country on 
the ground of discovery, they of the East weré en- 
titled to the credit of being the discovers. It was by 
eastern energy and eastern enterprise that it was 
opened to the American people. 

The gentleman had indulged in no very protract- 
ef discussion of the British treaty, but he had made 
a remark utterly unnecessary and’ utterly unfound- 
ed. It was, that one of the British prime ministers 
had declared that his government had obtained a 
large portion of American territory with a perfect 
knowledge, from documents in their own posses- 
sion, that they had no claim to it. Now, he denied 
the fact. He denied that any such inference could 
be drawn from the remarks of Lord Brougham to 
which the gentleman referred. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said the remark that the 
British government had obtained a portion of Maine, 
*0 which they had no rightful claim, was made in 


ecretary | 


` CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


the House of Commons, and not by Lord Biougham | 


in the House of Lords; but Lord Brougham did say 
that they (the British government) had not a leg to 
stand upon. — ae p 

Mr. WINTHROP, said he had not Lord 


Brougham’s speech at hand to refer to, but he would. 


undertake to say that the remarks of that statesman, 
taken altogether, would not bear the inference the 
gentleman had drawn.. As he understood the re- 
marks alluded to, they were made in reply to a re- 
proach that had been cast upon Mr. Webster, and 
our government, of being guilty of bad faith, or a 
suppressio veri. It was to prove the unfoundedness 
of such a charge as that to which the honorable gen- 
tleman had alluded, that the remark was made. Lord 
Brougham defended Mr. ‘Webster fromthe charge 
of having acted in bad faith with the British govern- 
ment; and his defence was to this effect: Ina mat- 
ter of diplomacy no negotiator, when making a 
treaty in regard to a disputed territory, was bound 
to take in his hand all the maps which make 
against the claim of his own country. He de- 
nied that, if Mr. Webster had known that 
the map referred to was the original map of Dr. 
Franklin, with the doctor’s red lines upon it, it 
was any conclusive evidence of the British title, and 
he denied that it was the duty of Mr. Webster to 
bring it out. In further answer to the charge against 
Mr. Webster, he stated that there was a map in the 
ossession of the British government, which had 
been removed from the British Museum to the 
Foreign office, on which, in the handwriting of 
George III, was marked out, as the true bound- 
ary, the lines claimed by the American government. 
But there was as good reason to believe that the 
first mentioned map was the map of Dr. Franklin, 
as that the one with the marks in the handwriting 
of George II was Mr. Osborn’s map. But the 
honorable gentleman told the House that the dis- 
memberment of Maine by this treaty was made 
against the unanimous dissent of the people of 
Maine. He should like to know where was the 
unanimous dissent of Maine against this treaty. 
The commissioners of Maine were on the spot. 
They prepared a labored argument against the trea- 
ty; but what did they do afterwards? Why, they 
gave their assent to it. How, then, was any dis- 
sent expressed to this treaty till after it was made? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, on leave, explained. 
He had said nothing in regard to the manner in 
which the treaty was made; 
voked him to say that, while the negotiations were 
going on, he was, from day to day, informed in his 
place, by a gentleman, then a member of this House 
from Maine, that all this was broughtabout by tricks 
practised on the Maine commissioners as disgrace- 
ful as—— 

Mr. WINTHROP. I meanno disrespect to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania; but he believed that 
Mr. Webster was as incapable of practising tricks 
as himself. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I don’t think so. 

Mr. WINTHROP continued: The gentleman 
talked about private conversations. Why did not 
the gentleman who gave him this information make 
it public? An attempt had been made in Maine and 
in Massachusetts, since the treaty was made, to get 
up an opposition to it; but it had signally failed. He 
undertook to say that when the treaty was made, 
the people of Massachusetts and Maine were unan- 
imously in favor of it. ; 

Mr. W. deprecated the passage of a resolution 
like the one under consideration, at atime when a 
special minister had just arrived from England to 
settle the question of the title to the territory in dis- 
pute. What a moment was this, he asked, for giv- 
ing the twelve months’ notice that the joint occu- 
pancy must cease! The negotiations’ (he said) 
would have probably been entered on before this, 
had it not been for the lamentable accident which 
deprived the President of two members of his cab- 
inet. What motive could there be for this precip 
taney, after this joint occupancy had been in exist- 
ence for thirty years? Mr. Calhoun had already ex- 
pressed his opinions; and at the last session he said 
that time was all we wanted; that upon this ques- 
tion, all the country needed to secure possession of 
the territory was, quoting the language of Edmund 
Burke, a “wise and masterly inactivity.” The 
gentleman from. Pennsylvania spoke with a good 
deul of emphasis of the tone of hostility manifested 
by the British press against this country; and par- 
ticularly deprecated the feeling displayed towards 
the State he represented. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I do not deprecate it. 


but the gentleman pro- . 


“Mr. WINTHROP. Well; 


I do.. I regret that 
any such a temper should be manifested on either 
side. The gentleman thought that this might coun- 
ieract what he was pleased to term an idolatrous dis- 
position in some portion of the people of this coun- 
try, as regarded Great Britain. Now, in his opin- 


. ion, if there was anything in this country worthy 


‘ofbeing rebuked, it was the disposition to sow the 

seeds of perpetual war with Great- Britain, to in- 
dulge in reproaches against her, and to seek for an 
opportunity of fanning the flames of discord be- 
tween that country and this. "The honorable gen- 
‘tleman concluded. his rémarks with an appeal to 
party feelings; and he was almost tempted te charge 
upon him a design to promote the interests of his 
party, by exciting hostile feelings towards England. 
It was in vain to deny that there was a disposition 
on the part-of the majority in the House to taunt the 
minority with subserviency to Great Britain. ; 

Mr. W. here recounted an anecdote ofa painter, 
who could paint a red lion very: well, and could paint 
nothing else; consequently, he took every opportu- 
nity of working in hig favorite study. The demo- 
cratic party, he said, was like this painter; they 
must bring out the red lion on all occasions. On the 
Maine boundary question, on the Oregon question, 
the Texas question, and indeed on almost every 
other question, they must have a red lion to alarm 
and terrify the country. a 

This, he said, was not a party question; it was 
one of boundary only. 

Some conversational explanations were here made 
by Mr. Wiyruropr and Mr. McCownent, and the 
Speaker announced the expiration of the gentle 
man’s hour. 

Mr. ELMER said he rose not to make a specch, 
but merely to give very briefly the reasons which 
would influence the vote he should hereafter be 
called on to give on this subject. Agreeing in opin- 
ion with the majority of the Committee of Foreign 
Affairs, that it is inexpedient at this time for this 
House to interfere in this matter, and disagree- 
ing with his honorable friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. IxcersorL,] the chairman of that committee, 
he was desirous, for personal reasons, to state the 
grounds of his opinion. 

Reference had been made, in this debate, and on 
other occasions, in this House, to tho treaty 
of Washington, whith settled our dispute with 
Great Britain respecting our northeastern boun- 
dary; and a disposition has been shown by 
several gentlemen to find fault with that treaty. 
That treaty, in his (Mr. Exmen’s) opinion, was 
a good treaty, and such he believed was the opinion 
of his constituents of. all parties. The administra- 
tion which negotiated that treaty had acquired and - 
deserved the confidence of the country by negotia- 
ting it. The same administration was about to en- 
gage ina negotiation respecting the Territory of Or- 
egon, and a distinguished gentleman, who deserved 
and enjoyed the confidence of the people, had been 
selected to conduct the negotiation on our part. “It 
was undoubtedly proper for this House, representing 
the feelings and opinions of the people, whenever 
any emergency might require it, to express its opin- 
ion upon such questions; but there ought to be some 
very pressing reason for it. The executive was er- 
fectly competent—indeed it belonged to that branch 
of the government—to give the notice referred to. If 
they had confidence in the executive, why should 
they interfere. That confidence there did not seem 
any good reason to withhold; and unless they ought 
to withhold it in this matter, there was no good rea- 
son why they should interfere now, on the very eve 
of a negotiation which may probably settle the whole 
difficulty. 

Mr. MORSE said he rose merely to notice a re- 
mark made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. C. J. Incersoiy,] which he wag satisfied would 
be entirely new to the people of the State of Maine 
—he alluded to the statement that her commis- 
Stoners were over-veached in the settlement of the 
boundary quéstion. The gentieman from Pennsyl- 
vania said the commissioners were driven into it by 
trickery; but he (Mr. Morse) would tell the House 
that the people of Maine knew what they were 
about when they elected their commissioners, 
They elected men of high standing—men who were 
known throughout the State for their intellectual 
attainments, and their moral character; and yet such 
were the men, who, (having come here, and civen a 
united assent to the treat ,) they were told at this 

late day, had been pressed into it by mere trickery. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had used no 
such language, or he was grossly mistaken. He 


neither said “trickery”? nor “tich,” nor anything 
like it; but.in answer to: the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetis, he spoke of the statement of the gentlemen f 


th t he brought Ins—, ©, g 

Mr. MORSE said Ie had not misunderstood the 
gentleman. , ETE 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. And that tricks teré 

ractised, as he said, in the Senate of the United 

tates. He repeated, that he was told every day; 
as things went on, by a.gentleman then representing 
a district of the State of Maine, how things went on 
before thé iieZotixtion got into the Senate. He was 
told that there were means bought ir to influetice the 
commissioners from Maine, Hawever, asa challenge 
ad been thrown, out, he, would now, if hé had not 
said so before, sky that there was a, desperate and a 
dirty trick—he would repeat, (het he was told there 
was a desperate and a dirty trick practised ën the 
governor of Maine; and that it would be exposed. 

Mr. MORSE did not now understand that the 
explanation altered the state of the facts as he had 
before understood them. He then went on to state 
who were the commissioners, and the high charac- 
{ës they bore; and then proceeded to another state- 
merit, ag hë uiidéistood it; of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. He said they were tõld that this 
iredty had received the dissent: of -all parties in 
Maine. That Was néw to him. He happened to 
be a memiber of thë State legislattire at the tiie, and 
had some littic influence in electing those commis- 
Sioners; and he took, care to ascertain what Were thé 
feelings of the people. . 

_ Mr. C. J. IN GERSOLL said he had néver made 
sucli a rêniaik. —. a2 

~The CHAIRMAN inquired if the gentleman from 
Maine gave way. , 

Mr. MORSE said if he had misrepresented thè 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, he would give way 
for a correction. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the gentleman from 
Moine had egregiously misrepresented him alto- 
gether. 

Mr. MORSE said he did not give way for a 
personal altercation. ~~ Í 

Mr: C. J. INGERSOLL explained, that he said 
there was opposition to the treaty in Maine, and a 
contest who should go ahead in opposition to the 
treaty; not that there was opposition after the treaty 
was made. 

Mr. MORSE then went on to notice Mr. Incrr- 
soLi’s remarks on the war spirit of the country, and 
rermarked that it could not be possible that there was 
nothing worthy the energies of this people buta 
spirit of war. He called the attention of the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania to the commerce 
of the country, the internal improvements of the 
country, and other things which he deemed more 
worthy of the attention of the people of this country 
than the war spirit of which the gentleman had spo- 
ken. As to the Oregon Territory, if it were ours— 
and of that. he had no doubt—we shall have it; but 
he could not give his assent to the war spirit which 
it was attempted to excite. 

Mr. SCHENCK did not feel disposed to occupy 
the attention of the House with any argument at 
large on the subject which then engaged the atten- 
tion of the House. IIc had not the desire to do so; 
nor had he so considered it as to entitle him long to 
occupy the attention of the House. But this had 
been spoken of as peculiarly a western question; 
and as no-other gentleman had risen to speak to that 
point, he had felt bound to make one or two obser- 
vations. He deemed the Oregon, then, as much an 
eastern as a western question. Both Philadelphia 
and Boston had better access to it than Ohio. 

They had been informed that the committee to 
whom this subject had been referred, had reported 
that it was inexpedient at this time to interfere with 
this matter—not that the title of this country to 
Oregon was given up, for that was believed to be 
well established. He (Mr. S.) believed this coun- 
try had a clear and certain right to that Territory of 
Oregon, but he did not consider that a conclusion of 
of that kind involved the necessity at this time to 
takea step which would be discourteous in itself to 


a foreign nation, and which might lead to a conflict 
with any foreign nation. ; 

He believed that we had the right; but, at the 
same time, it was an acknowledged fact, that, for a 
period of thirty years, we had acquiesced in a joint 
occupancy: and he thought it would be well—espe- 
cially as a minister was here empowered to treat, 
and agentleman had recently been appointed to fill the 
place of Secretary in whom all parties had confidence, 
upon this question at least—to leave the mattey to their 


| man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


| gon, and who was not? 


negotiatioii for the presen! He would put off the 
evil day as long as possible; and, if come it must, 
he would venture to say. that th 


purest partiota NBG Made the Most ctamor: 
Mr, KENNEDY sid, being from the West bin 


ine to 
fare % owe séntpments: West, ie 
believed, was prepared to maintain her right. They 
were led to believe that the téffitory which had been 
surrendered up by the treaty of Washigion, was 


the property of the United States; and they wéuld . 


never consent that a similar surrender should be 
made in reference to this western territory. If 
Msie chose to allow herself to be dismembered, it 
was her own afatty bat if an attempt were made to 
divest the U ited State’ of this western region, they 
would never conaént to be së Gisttiembered. He did 
not reghrd itas exclusively a westerii qüestion; but 
as a national one. è believed that the territory 
was of right ours; arid, if so, why should not Con- 
gress so declare, and give notice tò gréat Britain to 

uit the possession? If they were desirous 6f hégo- 
tating, let them do so; but let it be with the under- 
standing that not an acre of ground was tobe 
given up._ 

Mr. WHITE had no- intention, at this late hour, 
to make à speech on the subject, and would not 
have said a word, had it not bëen for one or two 
sentences in the remarks of the honorable gentle- 
. J; Incersoit.] 
The debate had sprung up very unexpectedly to 
him. No meinber could have supposed that on 
Monday (petition dey) the rules would have been 
suspended, and a debate of this nature have come 
up. Of this he did not complain, as a majority of 
the House had a right to change the order of busi- 
ness: but hè mentiqned it to show that he was to- 
tally unprepared. He did fot intend, in the few re- 
marks he was about to make, tö follow the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania in the wide range hé had 
taken. He would not follow him in his remarks ii 
relation to the treaty of Washington, and to Lord 
Ashburton, nor what he said in relation to the title 
of the United States to the Territory of Oregon. His 
object in rising was mainly to respond to one or two 
sentences of the gentleman’s remarks; and, had it 
not been for them, he would not have said a word. 
But inasmuch as the gentleman had, after going 
through his very interesting discourse, in very much 
of which he entirely concurred, in relation to the 

owers of the government, and its obligations, and 
in relation to the title to this territory, and though 
attempts had been made, for party purposes, to incul- 
cate the idea that there was a party in this country 
disposed to surrender our claims, he repudiated it, 
and repeated that there was but one opinion in the 
country on that subject, and that was, that our title 
was beyond dispute, and should never be surren- 
dered. It was idle to talk about our title at this day. 
No one disputed it; and no one, so far ashe knew, 
was willing to surrender an acre of the territory. 
There was, however, no such question before the - 
House or the country. Did the gentleman believe 
that there was a party in this country disposed to 
fold their arms while Great Britain took pos- 
session of the terrirory? Did he believe that 
there was such a spirit in the House, or that 
there was a man to be found so craven, and 
so careless of the rights of his country, as to be 
willing to surrender this land to any foreign power? 
Why, then, all this clamor as to who was for Ore- 
The question before the 
House was not a question of right or of title, but it 
was the naked question whether the government 
should, at this time, annul the article in the treaty of 
1818, that provides for the joint occupancy of the 
territory. That was the only question. There was 
another remark hé regretted as coming from the 
gentleman; and that was, that Mr. Adams and My. 
Clay got this country into the difficulty it was in, in 
consequence of this joint occupancy. He asked 
when this principle of joint occupancy first became 
the supreme law of the land. It was made in the 
first term of the administration of Mr. Monroe, 
when Mr. Crawford, as well as Mr. Adams, was in 
the cabinet; and then it was stipulated to continue 
for ten years. as ; 

It was renewed in the administration of Mr. 
Adams, when Mr. Clay was Secretary of State; but 
with a sagacious foresight, they did not agree that 
it should continue, as before, for ten years; but pro- 
vided that it [should cease upon a year’s notice by 
either party. Now he would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Indiana, 


iey were not the | 


t 
{ 


where was their favorite candidate for: the Presi- 
dency, Mr. Van Buren, witew this treaty was mide. 
Why, he was in the Senate ‘of’ the. United* States, 
and consented to the ratification. * He did not méaré 
to censure Mr. Van Buren for this, ‘for he: believed: 
that he acted on that occasion as a statesman should 
have done. Mr. Van Buren knew that it wag notes 
tinie fo go to war with England; though he thot hg 
and knew that Oregon was ‘our territory. He 
thought and knew that, while our population would 
be'continually pouring into it, that of Great Britain 
would remain stationary, and thus in time: we 
should have a sure and peaceable possession of it: 
‘As ä sagacious, prudent statesman, Mr: Van 


| Buren was Willing to sanction the tretity, end waive: 


for a time our possession, though he would not 
yield any portion of out title. r- W. then went 
on to notice the various negotiations ‘that had taken 
place since, in relation to the Territory, and asked 
why it was that Mr. Van Buren, while minister: to 
England and Secretary of State, and lastly . Pres- 
dent, had not insisted upon our having immediate 
possession. He asked why this claim to immediate 
possession had not been insisted on in General J atk- 
son's time. He did not believe that Mr. Van Bu- 
ren would bé aisposed to surrender an inch of the 
territory; but he wishéd to put him on the same 
platform that the gentlemafi from Pennsylvania had: 
put Messrs. Adams and Clay. After some further 
remarks, Mr. W. asked how this nê; ‘ative resolution 
got before the House. Why, it got her by the vote 
Of a majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
six democrats, and three whigs who negatived it 

The committee, in giving this vote, did not ge- 
clate that our title to the country was questionable, 
or that we should sarrendèr any portion of it; but 
simply that, when a negotiation was about to com 
mence où the subject, it was inexpedient to give the 
notice fo the British government that the joint oct 
cupancy mugt cease. For one, he was ready to 
maintain the position he held in the committee; and 
that was, though he believed our title to be beyond 
dispote, atid would not surrender an acre of the ter” 
ritory, yet b$ was not willing, on the eve of import- 
ant negotiations, 10 rush into such a. summary 
course of proceedings. Hé was under no appre- 
hensions that, at this time, thé country could be so 
gulled and so stupified as to be rinde to believe, on 
the eve of a presidential election, that there was any — 
party in the country disposed to surrendey any pore 
tion of this territory, out of fear or affection for 
England. i l NA 

e spoke of the allusion to Mr. Clay’s posiuort 

on this subject, and said, judging from the life and 
renowned deeds of that distinguished. man, he had 
no hesitation in saying that he would be where he 
was in 1812, in 1820, in 1832, and at other great try~ 
ing periods—he would be on the side of his coun- 
try, where he had always been in her days of trial 
and of danger; and the friends of that great states- 
man, too, would be found side by side defending the 
interests and honor of their on. J 

The SPEAKER here apprized the gentleman that 
his hour had expired. , : 

The committee, on the motion of Mr. WELLER, - 
then rose and reported progress; and ; 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 


them: ; 
By Mr. DUNLAP: A memorial of merchants, 
ship-owners, and others of Portland; Maine, pray- 
ing an appropriation to complete the: breakwater in 
the harbor of that pa 

By Mr. WENT VORTH: A petition from 500 
citizens of Chicago, in favor of a canal around the 
falls of Sault Ste. Marie: referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. A petition from 100 citizens 
of Buffalo Grove, Ogle county, in favor of a reduc- 
tion of the present-rate of postage, and an abolition 
of the franking privilege: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of nu- 
merous citizens of Edwards county, Illinois, pray- 
ing Congress to make provision for the deficiency of 
certain school sections, in said county: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition and proof 
of the heirs of Isaiah Hadon, deceased, asking 
compensation for the services inthe revolutionary 
war of the said Isaiah Hadon: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. . ; 

By Mr. GRIDER: The petition of Martin Moo- 
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dy for a pension: referred: to- the Committeé.on In- 

valid Pensions. =: TE AN 

| By Mr. HAYS:. Two- petitions, from Ĉrawford 
and Mercer counties, western Pennsylvania, for an 
extension of the national road from the Laurel.hill 
to the harbor of Presque Isle on Lake Erie: refer- 
red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
` By Mr. REDING: The petition of James M. 
Rix and seven hundred and thirty-six other citizens 
of Coos. county, New Hampshire—being a majori- 
ty of the legal votērsof said county—praying for a 
reduction in the rates of postage, and. the abolition 
of the franking privilege: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of 
55 citizens of Ashburnham, Mass., and 15 citizens 
of New. Ipswich, N. H., praying for the establish- 
ment-of a post route from the former to the latter- 
named place: referred to. the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ` 
` By Mr: ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of 
Wiliam S. Wait, and 465-other citizens of Bond 
county, Illinois, asking Congress to make liberal 
and adequate appropriations for the improvement of 
the Mississippi river and its tributaries, the harbors 
on the lakes, and for the completion of the Cum- 
berland.or-great national road. The memoralists 
show the vast extent of country, and’ the millions 
of people directly interested in the improvements 
prayed for, and. the importance to the whole nation, 
Wf speedy and efficient action by Congress for the 
protection of the interests of the long neglected and 
suffering West: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, House on the state of the Union, to which 
were referred bills making appropriations for the 
above objects. ` 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Jame- 


son, and 61 others, citizens of Muskingum and` 


Gurnesey counties, praying: 

Ist. A full and explicit confession of sin against 
the God of the whole earth, in having disregarded 
his name and authority in the federal constitution, 
and by securing and protecting the African and 
American slave trade by constitutional guaranties, 
and slavery in the States and Territories. 

2d. An acknowledgment of Jesus Christ as Prince 
of the princes of the whole earth. 

3d. An acknowledgment of the law of God as 
the supreme law of the land. 

4th. Such an alteration of the constitution of the 
United States as shall secure and yee every per- 
sion in the enjoyment of the inalienable rights of 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

Also, the petition of A. G. Hall, administrator, 
with the will annexed, of James Hampson, deceased, 
praying for the compensation due said Hampson 
for distributing money in payment of cluims due by 
the United States, in the construction of the Cuni- 
berland road, cast of Zanesville: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The memorials of Asa 
C. Whaley, and- 72 others; of Abser Goodwin, and 
60 others; of Sands W. Hines, and 119 others; of 
Albert Law, Wm. D. Littel, Jonathan Hail, Mar- 
tin Wines, Reuben Bedwell, Wm. Osborn, Thomas 
Butler, Joshua Dobbins, Alexander Cleary, Thomas 
Barker, S. M. Orchard, John Crook, Thomas Mc- 
Calla, Jas. Blair, H. F. Garlock, Samuel A. Smith, 
Andrew Custy, F. C. Dunn, West C. Walker, John 
Goodnight, and John W. Hynemar; with many 
other citizens to each memorial, amounting in all to 
hetween 600 and 700 citizens of the 6th congres- 
Sional district of Indiana, all praying a grant of land 
to extend the Wabash and Erie canal, from Terre 
Haute to Evansville. Also, the petition of Charles 
Scott, and 6] other citizens of Knox county, pray- 
ing the same object. Also, the petition of Martha 
A. Davis, and 240 other ladies of Davis county, In- 
diana, praying the same object. 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition from U. A. Peak, 
and 102 other persons, citizens of Medina county, 
Ohio, praying Congress to extend the provisions of 
the ordinance of 1787, regulating the Northwest 
Territory, over the Territory of Oregon: referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Gouverneur 
Morris, and other citizens of Westchester county, 
New York, asking a thorough and extensive survey 
of the waters within the harbor of New York, with 
the view of selecting a suitable location for the estab 
lishment of anavy-yard, in which to construct ar- 
senals, docks, ships, basins of fresh as well as salt 
water, and sufficiently extensive, not only for 
present, but for the prospective purposes of the navy 
of the United States, and that a committee of Con- 
gress be deputed, clothed with ample powers, to ex- 


| amine-thevsubject fully and extensively. during 


- of vessels, and t 
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the 


hext recess, and directed to. report to the next session ` 


of Congress: referred, to’ the Committee. on Naval 
Affairs, | ` i 
. By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of 123 
citizens of the county of Jefferson, New York, for a 
reduction of postage, and that the frankirg privilege 
be abolished. x : 
By Mr. MURPHY: The memorial of Doctors 
D. S. Edwards, John. S. Wily, John Haslett, and 
others, surgeons in the United States navy, for the 


_ passage of a law which will, place strgeons and as- 
sistants surgeons of the navy on the same footing: 


correlatively, in point of military rank, as surgeons 
and assistant surgeons in the army of the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 19, 1844. 

The. PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
statements rendered to that bureau of the official 
emoluments and expenditures of the officers of the 
customs for the year 1843; which, on motiom by 
Mr. HUNTINGTON was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. PORTER presented two memorials from the 
State of Michigan, praying an appropriation by 
Congress for the construction of a canal around the 
falls of St. Mary’s river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BREESE submitted documents in relation to 
the claim of Silas Chatfield, a soldier in the last war 
with Great Britain, to a pension; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials from 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying an appropriation 
to repair and reconstruct the piers at Port 
Penn, in the Delaware river. Tr. S. made 
some remarks, showing how highly important it 
was to the commerce of the city of Philadelphia 
that those piers should be repaired; ane the loss 
which had been sustained in consequence of their 
dilapidated condition. “They were ceded to the 
United States on the express condition that the fed- 
eral government would keep them in repair. He 
expressed the hope that the committee would take 
the subject into their early and earnest consideration, 
and report in favor of the prayer of the petitioners: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memonal, nu- 
merously signed by inhabitants of the State of Michi- 
gan; one from citizens of the State of Ohio, and one 
from citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for the construction of a canal around the falls 
of St. Mary’s river: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, signed 
by James P. Espy, representing that he had invent- 
ed, and taken out a patent for the invention, of what 
he calls a conical ventilator. From the statements 

roduced, it seemed that the inventor had succeeded, 

y great paui, in furnishing pure air in the holds 

us contributed to the heath of the 
seamen, and the prevention of dry rot in the vessels: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from 
citizens of Norwich, Connecticut, praying that a 
pension may be granted Nancy Parker, the daugh- 
ter of a deceased revolutionary officer, whose peti- 
tion he presented yesterday: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made adverse reports in the case of the widow 
of Robert Fossett, and on the petition of Stephen 
Snow, for a pension; which were ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which had been referred the bill from the 
House, for the relief of John McGuire, reported the 
same back, with a recommendation by the commit- 
tee that it be indefinitely postponed: The report 
accompanying was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the memo- 
rialof William A. Bradley and others, citizens of 
Washington, upon the subject, reported a bill to in- 
corporate the Washington Gas-light company; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill to increase the pay of certain officers of the rev- 
enue cutters whilst employed in the navy of the Uni- 
ted States. MES oan 


$ 


IMPROVEMENTS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. KING remarked that, at his. instance, the 
, Senate, on the 11th of. January, passed a resolution 


calling upon the Secretary of War.to communicate 
to- the Senate all the information in that department 
relative to fortifying the keys and islands around 
Cape Florida, and the construction of a railroad 
across the peninsula of Florida, so as to have a di- 
rect communication between the waters of the river 
Matanzas, the Mosquito lagoon, and Indian river, 
atthe Haulover, in East Florida. The Secretary 
had made a report, which had been printed by the 
order of the Senate, together with some maps show- 
ing the face-of that country, His object in rising 
was to call the attention of the Senate to the report. 
The principal part of the information it contained 
was from that gallant officer, Col. Worth, which he 
obtained whilst in command in Florida. The par- 
ticular part to which he desired to call the attention 
of the Senate, ‘was that which showed the necessity 
of fortifications for the. protection of the keys; which, 
in case we should be unfortunately involved in war, 
might be possessed by some- considerable maritime 
power, and prove a means of great annoyance to the 
commerce passing through the gulf. ‘There was also 
in this report a statement, made by a lieutenant of 
the Topographical Bureau, containing valuable in- 
formation as to the advantages of the location of 
Key West asa military station and a harbor of 
rendezvous, with a depot of stores, and the imi- 
portance of fortifying it. His object in rising was 
simply to have the report and documents referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, with the hope of 
drawing their attention to it at an early period, so 
as to have something done this session. The works 
contemplated were such as would subserve the in- 
terests of the whole country; and there would be 
none, after reading the information from the depart- 
ment, or who were acquainted with that country, 
but would be convinced. of that fact. The appro- 
priation required for constructing the road or canal 
to connect the waters alluded to, so as to supersede 
the necessity of passing around Cape Florida to get 
into the Atlantic, if the plan suggested in the report 
was adopted—ofemploying the United States troops-~ 
would be very small indeed. If the troops of the 
United States there were employed in making the 
work, the expense would be very moderate indeed. 
The troops were perfectly willing to be employed in 
that manner, There was a law against such em- 
ployment, unless they were willing. By giving 
those troops some small additional’ compensation, 
they would execute -the work. He would there- 
fore make a motion to send the whole report to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, inasmuch as it was 
proposed to have the troops thus employed. On an 
examination of the report, if that committee should 
think any portion ofit ought to go to the Committce 
on Roads and Canals, or other committee, they 
` could move to be discharged from such portion, 
with a view to its new reference. The report was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred a bill from the 
House for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi and its wibutaries, reported the same 
back, with a substitute for the whole bill. 

Numerous House bills were then read twice, and 
appropriately referred. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the petition of the 
heirs of Charles Frederick Zeigler was ordered to 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 


NAVAL DEPOT AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. FOSTER madea motion to postpone the previ- 
ous orders of the day, with the view of taking up the 
bill for the estublishment of a naval depot, and dock- 
yard at Memphis, Tennessee, but after a few remarks 

y Messrs. Brresy and Bavaro, withdrew the mo- 
tion until a document upon the subject, submitted to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs by Mr. Bresse, 
and ordered to be printed on the suggesiion of that 
committee, was laid on the tables of senators. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back without amendment, House 
bill for the relief of John M ullen, George W. Allen, 
and Reuben Allen. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill for the relief 
of William R. Davis, which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill sup- 
plementary to the act entitled “An act to settle ihe 
i title of certain tracts of Jand in the State of Arkansas,” 
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approved August, 1842; which ‘was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration, as in 
committee of the whole, of the bill to make a grant. 


of land to aid in the improvement of Fox and Wis- 


consin rivers, and to connect. the same by a canal. 
Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out all after the 

enacting clause of the bill, and to insert the following; 
viz: i 

_ “That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin, 320,000 acres of land for pur- 

oses of internal improvement; to be selected and 
ocated in the same manner, and to be subject to the 
same limitations, restrictions, and conditions, as are 
prescribed in the 8th and Sth sections of the act, en- 
titled “An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption 
rights,” approved September 4, 1841, except that 
the land hereby granted shall not be deducted from 
the 560,000 acres granted prospectively, by that act, 
to each new State upon its admission into the Union. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had stated, in the early part 

of this discussion, that he did not intend to oppose 
the passage of the bill from any disposition of hos- 
tility towards the Territory of Wisconsin. He had 
likewise stated that, in a casé properly made out, 
and standing upon sufficient reasons, he would wil- 
lingly vote a donation of the amount of land pro- 
vided for in this bill; and then, if needed, double the 
quantity. As an earnest, or rather as an evidence, 
of the sincerity of this declaration, he submitted to 
the Senate the amendment which had just been'read. 
The bill before the Senate was originally reported 
by the Committee on the Publie Lands. It was re- 
ported in such a form as to compel the gentlemen 
who reported it themselves to move its récommit- 
ment to that committee for the purpose of amend- 
ment. It had been returned to the Senate, and 
amended time and again, until he believed there was 
searcely a single feature of the original bill now to 
be found upon its face. As it now stood, it pro- 
posed an appropriation by the federal government 
for the purpose of executing a public work in the 
Territory or Wisconsin; but that appropriation, in- 
stead of being in money, (the usual form of appro» 
priations,). was an appropriation of a particular fund 
of money, to be derived from the sale of public 
lands. Now, if this bill should pass, he desired to 
know—and he called upon those who were charged 
especially with it to answer the question—what 
would become of this work if it should not be 
completed before the territory became a State? 
Would it still be the property of the federal govern- 
ment? If so, would the federal government go on with 
the execution of the work? or would it become the 
property of the State? And, if so, where was the 
provision in the bill for this change of owner- 
ship? These questions had not been answered 
except by the imperturbable silence of those who 
proposed the. bill, and wished to pass it without, he 
thought, sufficient consideration. 


We were told that this bill must be passed in its 
present particular form, because there was not time 
to dispense with its passage until the Territory of 
‘Wisconsin could be consulied; that this work must 
be commenced and executed immediately; and, 
therefore, it would not do to consult the Territory 
ou the subject; and that the work must be com- 
menced and catried through by the agency of the 
federal government. Permit him to say to the Sen- 
ate—and he invited attention to the declaration he 
was about to make—if this bill should pass, not one 
single pound ofearth would ever be removed under 
its operation; not a single stroke of the work would 
ever be done; and that, for the obvious reason that 
it was impossible to sell these lands in the wilder- 
ness at $2 50 an acre, at this time, and especially in 
time to execute the work. He desired to call the 
attention of the Senate to some very important facts 
connected with this bill, in order to show who were 
to be benefited, and who were to be injured by its 

assage. And he now declared, in his place—and 
ie charged it as being the inevitable effect of the bill, 
if passed—that it would be to benefit speculators 
alone, and to injure deeply the very people it pro- 
posed to benefit. He would now proceed to make 
that declaration good. There had been maps of 
this river-route made out at the land office, giving, 
in the form of’colored squares, all the lands that had 
been entered upon theserivers. ‘There was at the land 
office a list of names of persons by whom these entries 
had been made; and now he would exhibit to the Sen- 
ate these maps, in order that senators might see, if 


they would, what they were about to do. He knew 
that this matter had been so frequently and so long 
before the Senate, that it was almost impossible 
to. obtain attention to such a subject. The Scniite 
had’ become wearied and fatigued, and would prob- 
ably allow itself to be blindly led into a decision 
by which it was proposed to do the deepest injus- 
tice to an unoffending people, and to inflict an inju 

which reached every solitary man within the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin. 7 


jury consisted. He had just obtained the official 
map of this country, giving the course of these 
rivers, and here it was: [Here Mr. A. held up the 
‘map, tracing with his finger the line of canal con- 
necting the waters Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and 
Lake Winnebago. } 

But this appropriation of land was not only to 
cut a canal a mile anda half long, but likewise to 
the clearing out, and making clear the navigation of 
both these rivers. By this bill it was proposed that 
the alternate sections of land in the whole of this 
line, 240 miles, should be granted. He would like 
to know what becomes of the other alternate sec- 
tions under the present state of affairs. In the first 
piece, permit him to say, that all the lands which 

ad been entered upon those rivers, had been enter- 
ed by land companies, who_resided in New York, 
and other Eastern States. These lands were en- 
tered during the inflation of the paper currency— 
most of them by large companies, immediately in 
the beginning of the settlement; and these compa- 
nies, when they found the lands would not com- 
mand even the government price, now proposed 
by this bill (he did not mean that it was the design 
of the senator who had introduced it, but the de- 
sign of the land jobbers).to do one of two things: 
either to compel the -people of Wisconsin to. pay 
$2 50 an acre for their lands, or to pay the 
government $250, if they cut this canal 
to connect Fox and ‘Wisconsin rivers. So that if 
the bill pass, no citizen of Wisconsin could enter 
one foot of land in that whole extent of 240 miles, 
without giving twice as much money as he could 
this day get the land for. What was the effect ofthis? 
When the bill passed, every acre of land on the 
whole route (240 miles) would stand by law at the 
fixed price,g2 50,except the lands of those specula- 
tors. The consequence was, the speculators alone had 
it in their power to let the people of Wisconsin pur- 
chase these lands by paying $2 instead of $2 50 an 
acre. That was precisely the state of the case. 
The best portion of the lands on this route were al- 
ready entered. How were these lands located? and 
what was the course of the stream? 

[Here Mr. Arrey exhibited a map of one town- 
ship, of six miles in extent, which he held in his 
hand, and called attention to the fact, that all the 
land entered on the line of the canal and riv- 
er was entered by companies, and those in the back 
portion were by settlers. ] 

This was a specimen of the condition in which 
the lands were held along the line of the proposed 
improvement. ‘The Senate would see the course of 
the river, and see that the entries on the course of 
the river were made by the land companies. The 

ortions colored showed the lands entered. 

(Here Mr. Aten held up another map of a town- 
ship six miles square, showing that the lands were 
entered on both sides of the river by those compa- 
nies. Also a map showing numerous other entries 
by those companies, immediately on the banks of 
the river in every instance. ] . 

The Senate would observe that these entries were 
made, in most cases, on one side of the river, and 
he would explain that directly. 

There were but three reserved townships, on the 
whole line of 240 miles, where some of these en- 
tries had not been placed. Why was it that theré 
was in some places a whole township in length 
where no entries had been made? He would ex- 
plain that to the satisfaction of the Senate. He de- 
sired that the Senate would look to the matter a mo- 
ment. We were about to grant land on a line of 
about 130 miles of a river, to which the Indian title 
was not yet extinguished—to which this gov- 
ernment had no title—lands of course not sur- 
veyed—lands which were not subject to entry 
by the citizens, or by anybody else. That 
was the case. From the very point where 
the canal was to be cut, on the western side 
of Fox river, to Green Bay, a distance of about 
130 miles, of Indian lands, with the exception of 
about six miles, made by the bend of the river. 
That explained why it was, that upon these colored 
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e should proceed now, to show in what the in- . 


maps we found’so extensive ‘a’ length’ upon W 
‘no entries were’ made, because’ the lands: were not: 
surveyed; because the Indian -title-was not exime: 
guished. Therefore the United States had no power: 
at all to make a grant of that portion forany put- 
pose, comprising a line‘of 130 miles on the western’ 
side of Fox river, extending to Green Bay, with the. 
exception of about six townships on’ Lake Winne- 
bago. In order to show the Senate: that what»he-. 
had stated as being the probable result, if it had not 
been before ascertained, he desired to. have read a: 
memorial which: had been addressed sto the Con - 
gress of the United States by thelegislature of Wis» 
eorisin—and that memorial was a curiosity. He 
found in a report made by Mr. Howarn, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives,in 1842, a controversy arose between the. ` 
canal company and the Territory of Wisconsin, and 
that controversy had this for its object. On the part 
of the people of Wisconsin, the Congress of the 
United States was asked to annul a grant of land 
made to the Territory before. 

Congress granted to the Territory of Wisconsin 
about 140,000 or 150,000 acres of land; but made 
the grant for the specific object of having the pro-. 
ceeds arising fromthe sale of these Jands applied to 
aid the canal company in cutting the canal from the - 
interior of the State to Milwaukie, a distance of - 
about 40 miles. It was granted on the condition 
that the land should not be sold for less than. $2 §0 
an acre, (exactly the condition of this bill,) and was 
made when there was an inflation of currency— 
when many people were anxious to enter land.. And 
what was ihe result? The Territory of Wisconsin : 
undertook to sell this land at $2 50; but could not 
succeed in selling more than 2,000 acres, and that on 
ceedit. Thus the result was, out of the whole grant 
of 140,000 acres of Jand,.they were enabled only. to 
realize $13,000. _ . i ‘ 

They undertook then to borrow money by pledg~ 
ing the land, and succeeded in borrowing but $1,000. 
Finding then that the canal project had fallen 
through, the Territory of Wisconsin addressed’ a» 
memorial to Congress, praying Congress to adopt 
one of several things: They prayed it, in the first 
place, to release these purchasers from their bonds, ` 
and to let them take the land at $1 25. They pray- 
ed Congress, in another place, if it would not do 
that, to annul this grant and repeal the law by 
which this 140,000 acres of land was granted to the 
Territory. And what was the ground upon which 
they based this memorial? They said that, under 
the grant of land, with the condition requiring $2 50 
an acre, it was an injury to the Territory. The 
people could not enter land, and would not pay that 
price even if the land were sold on credit. , 

For these reasons it was that the people of Wis- 
consin would be deeply prejudiced by the passage 
of this bill, because it cut all the people off from this 
240 miles of water course, or compelled them to pay 
$2 50 an acre for land—just double the price of land 
now. Butthe effcct would be, that not a single 
acre of this land: would-be sold at the government 
price—¢2 50 an acre by. the passage of the bill. 

By another clause, it would be found that the 
lands reserved by the government would be taken 
from the market, and the people would not be al- 
lowed to purchase them at all; and in addition to 
that, it was a limitation that when they came into 
market, they would exact $2 50 an acre from.the 
citizens for them. Never did a scheme bestow 
greater benefit on land speculators than would be 
conferred by this bill, if passed in the shape in‘which 
it then stood. ; n 

Speculators had entered nearly 50,000 acres .of 
land on the banks of the river, ina territory in which 
population was advancing, and that territory now a 
wilderness—that river traversing the territory.and 
connecting the waters of the North and South—lake 
Michigan and the Wisconsin river; and speculators 
had entered 50,000 acres of land on, this stream; 
and after that, Congress must come m and double 
the price upon the alternate sections reserved for 


sale. 


Not only does it double the price, but takes 
one-half ofthe whole amount out of the market al- 
together; thus compelling the people, nolens volens, to 
buy of the speculators. There would not a dollar’s 
worth be sold except what was held by the specula- 
tors; because the people could not, and would not, 
give $2 50 an acre for land. So that there never 
would be a dollar received to commence this work 
with. The speculators would sell theirs just below 
the government price; and thus recover from the 
ruin in which they were overwhelmed by the revos 


lution of the paper-system. 
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In his place he stood ‘up and protested against the 
E this bill; and ke desired that it-should be 
marked and:sent to the péople of Wisconsin that 
he said in his place, upon this. floor, that nobody 
would-be bénefited: by it except the speculators; that 
` it wonld deeply prejudice the people of Wisconsin; 
that not one acre would ever | 
one stroke of this work would ever be done. The 
whole effect of the bill would be-to take the govern- 
ment lands‘out of the market, and compel the peo- 
ple to buy of the speculators, these lands through- 
out the entire course, traversing the’ Territory from 
the termination of Green bay ‘down to the great Mis- 
sissippi river. Ifthe Senate chose, with these-facts 
before them, to pass abill that, in its title, professed 
‘to do a favor to the Territory; if, in the absence of 
any representation on that floor from the Territory;— 
if, under these circumstances, the Senate pass this 
bill, all he had to say was, it would do a deep act of 
injustice to the government of the United States by 
making it an iustrument of imposture on the people 
of Wisconsin. The’bill professed to do good tothat 
people—it was doing them a vital injury. And he 
desired that senators now might mark what he said, 
and call him to account next session, and hurl it in his 
teeth if he falsely prophesied in that, if one dollar’s 
worth of these lands. would be sold, or one stroke 
done towards the work. He saw the very memorial 
„to which the senator from.New York adverted—not 
addressed to this body in 1841, nor now; but a me- 
morial, addressed to this body many years ago. 
In that memorial: they spoke of alan company 
having commenced cutting this canal of a mile and 
a quarter. The speculators were going to do it 
themselves several years ago. They found that it 
was impossible to construct the canal in that way; 
and that was the ground upon which the Territory 
of Wisconsin predicated its memorial, praying 
that the general government might undertake the 
construction of this canal; and that was the last that 
was heard of the company’s operations. 

He now proposed making an open, an honest ces- 
sion of this land to the people of Wisconsin; and if 
they chose to letit fall through, it would be their 
fault and not ours. 

He proposed, in the amendment which he had 
submitted to the Senate, to place this cession of 
land precisely upon the fonndation of the cession 
made by the distribution act. Charity towards 
the Territory of Wisconsin ought to induce the Sen- 
ate to adopt this course. 


The memorial referred to by Mr. ALLEN was then 
read, 

Mr. SEMPLE. remarked that the morning hour 
had expired, and moved to lay the billon the table, 
with the view of proceeding in the discussion of the 
Oregon question. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN desired, before procceding 
to that matter, to submit a resolution; which he did, 
and it was read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the 
Navy be, and he is hereby, requested to’ furnish 
Samuel Colt with such facilities and assistance as 
boats, anchors, men, &c., authorized by the joint 
resolution of Congress, approved August 31, 1842, 
as may be required to enable him to complete his 
proposed submarine experiments for testing Colt’s 
submarine battery. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
OREGON QUESTION. 


On the motion of Mr. SEMPLE, the Senate then 
resumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that it is the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, on the 
20th of October, 1848, and indefinitely continued by 
the convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the fith August, 1827. 

Mr. CHOATE expressed his obligations to the 
honorable senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucrtan- 
aN] who had kindly postponed his remarks to en- 
able him (Mr. C.) to proceed. It was not his pur- 
pose to enter into the discussion, having been allow- 
ed, a few days back, a full opportunity of stating his 
views to the Senate on the subject under considera- 
tion; all he proposed to do was, to offer a few expla- 
pauions, and to adda few illustrations in support of 


e sold; and that not | 
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his views as then expressed. . He considered it ne- 
cessary, in self-justification, to do so; and he ac- 
knowledged his gieat anxiety: to be allowed, in as 
brief a manner as possible, to define, and (if the ex- 
pression was not too magniloquent) to sustain the 
theory then advanced” by him. 
sentiments delivered by him on that day, it would 
be allowed that he did not advocate a determination 
on the part of the Senate never to give the notice re- 
quired by the motion of the senator from Illinois; 
all.he said was, that it should not be given at the 
moment; and: he said so from a-conviction that there 
was-no immediate necessity for it; but he did not 
say that it never should be given;. for who amongst 
them-—the wisest or the best—could say what would 
or might occur within the next six months to render 
the giving of that notice absolutely imperative? He 
certainly did say that, in the course of events, it 
might never become necessary to give that notice; 
but that was not calling on the Senate to say that it 
never should be given. All that he asked was, 
to let it rest for the present, and, keeping in the in- 
terim a keen look-out on the movements of England 
in regard to Oregon, to let that country continue to 
fill up, as it was doing, with the arms and hearts of 
America. i 

The only position he and those he acted with 
contended for, was not to give the notice to-day. 
They did not, in doing so, say it was never to be 
given. So far, then, the only question at issue was, 
give the notice to-day, or not to-day. Senators on 
the other side say, give it at once. “We say, delay, 
until we are convinced, by the failure of negotiation, 
that there exists a necessity for it. This is the en- 
tire question for the Senate to decide: 

It was apparent that the senator from Pennsylva- 
nia and himself had, in their speeches, entered into 
many matters wholly irrelative and immaterial; or, 
ifthat was too strong, not very relative or material 
to the main question. Whether the honorable sen- 
ator was right in settling the character of the par- 
ties interested, or whether he (Mr. Č.) was right or 
wrong in calculating on the fruits to be gathered 
from the sanguine, restless, and enterprising dispo- 
sition of his countrymen, whose energies, not to be 
subdued as the waves on the beach by the retiring 
tide, led them over the Rocky mountains, and would 
lead them to the borders of the Pacific, Whether 
the senator was right in Supposing that, in regard to 
Oregon, the British government had adopted a new 
policy, and that the Hudson Bay company’ had 
found out, and turned their capital and attention to 
a new trade—that of agriculture—were not matters 
materially bearing on the present question. 

He stood on this day, where he stood on the first 
day that he addressed the Senate on this subject. 
He stood againstgiving the notice, as called for by the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Illinois; and 
he stood so for one single reason: that by giving it, 
there may bea possibility of its being productive 
of no good; but on the contrar , that it would be 
more likely to produce evil—as throwing an imped- 
iment in the way of negotiation already commenced. 
We have maintained a convention for six and twenty 
years, which, until this session of Congress, has not 
been made a matter of discussion or complaint; and 
by suddenly breaking it, there may be a possibility 
of doing harm. He would say, for that single reason 
alone, he advocated a delay of the notice; and if, 
he last addressed the Senate, any action had ocenr- 
red through the mysterious Providence of God, 
which would increase the chances, or give greater 
room to hope for a settlement of this question by 
negotiation, he would impress on the Senate the 
necessity of acting with due deliberation, and of 
doing nothing in haste or rashness. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, summed up his 
(Mr. Cnoare’s) argument as neither more or less 
than that,as the United States had slept on their 
nights for a period of twenty-six years, they 
therefore required “a little more sleep, a little 
more slumber, a little more folding of the 
hands;” bat he begged to assure the honorable 
gentleman: that he made no such assertion, He, 
however, believed that it was wrong to complain 
of any refutation of argument offered by the 
gentlemen opposite, as they took care not to sa 
what the argument was which they attempted to 
refute—thus leaving to themselves an unlimited 
boundary, that almost defied contradiction. It was 
told to the honor of one of the greatest orators that 
ever occupied a seat in the English House of Com- 
mons, and to the honor of one of the greatest law- 

ers that ever adorned the profession in the United 
States, that they had the power of stating the arzu- 
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ments of their opponents, and placing them ina 
stronger light than they could be placed by the most 
talented of their supporters; and then of turning 
round and so completely demolishing ‘those argu- 
ments as not to leave a shadow to rest on. Such 
ower he was far.from possessing; but he thought 
1t not difficult to advance all the arguments given on 
the other side, and then completely upset them on 
the principles of common reason: The honorable 
senator says that we. slept on our rights, as regard- 
ed.the Oregon question, for the last twenty-six 
years. If, in saying so, he only gave indulgence to 
afree phraseology, and merely meant that some 
three quarters of an hour may have elapsed within 
that twenty-six years without the question being 
pressed on the attention of either government, he 
would perhaps be right; but in any other view he 
was decidedly wrong, and must altogether have. for- 
gotten the uniformity and consistency which, for 
twenty-six years, under every administration, and in 
every aspect of affairs, our Oregon policy, as con- 
nected with this convention, was carefully guarded 
and attended to. 

Mr. Cuoare here read an extract from a speech, 
as reported’ in the Congressional Globe, delivered 
by him twelve months ago, and expressed his sur- 
arise thatthe Senator from Pennsylvania, knowing 
his sentiments then, could have fallen into the error 
relative to them which-he had done. The only 
difference which existed between this day and that 
was, that now all the other differences between the 
nations having been disposed of, this Oregon ques- 
tion must be made, as a matter of necessity, a cause 
of dispute. In reply to the assumption of Mr. 
Bucwanan, that in the treaty of 1842, there was an 
offer made to cede to Great Britain from 49° north 
latitude, he would give, as far as he was concerned, 
a history of the transaction, and show that the hon- 
orable gentleman, in such assumption, was wholly 
in error. The honorable senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Benron,]—who, to the sincere gratification of 
every senator, was, on that morning, enabled to re- 
sume his seat—had made a speech, the drift of which 
was that Great Britain had no title to what he 
feared it was proposed to give her—south of 49° 
and having gone on to denounce the parties engaged 
in the negotiation, he (Mr. C.) intending to speak 
on the subject, and wishing for authentic informa- 
tion, addressed a letter to the Secretary of State, 
merely requiring to know whether such a proposi- 
tion had been made to the minister representing 
Great Britain. This letter was brief, and in writ- 
ing it, he dreamed not of seeking any information, 
more than a direct reply to his question. The àn- 
swer was as laconic as the letter itself; merely, but 
distinctly, staging not only that such proposition was 
never made, but never meditated. He therefore 
thought it his duty to.assure the honorable senator, 
that, if there was veracity in man, there was no 
foundation for his belief that any such offer had 
been made. Tlastening from that digression, and 
pledging himself never to offer another word’ rela- 
tive to the treaty of 1842, he came back to the ori- 
ginal question.” He repeated that the conven ion 
which the proposed notice would break up, was 
maintained by every successive administration since 
its completion twenty-six years back. It was made 
in 1818, and renewed in 1897. In the interim, no 
complaint was heard against it. In 1829, under the 
administration of General Jackson—a hero whose 
brow bore such a laurel of glory as seldom adorned 
the forehead of an American citizen—the letter of 
Clark and Cass was addressed to the senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bexron,} asserting, for the first 
time, the murder of five hundred of our fellow-citi- 
zens, at the head of the Mississippi or Missouri. 
Yet even then, in 1829, propitious as the time was, 
no man, in either branch of Congress, was found to 
hold his finger up, or offer the shadow of a threat 
against England or her subjects, as the murderers 
are now supposed to be. In 1838, the charter of 
the Hudson’s Bay company was renewed, with a 
reservation on the part of the British government, 
empowering them, at any time within 90 years, to 
colonize the Oregon, should they deem fit; and still 
no man was found to stand up and declare they had 
hot power to do so. Tn the years 1839 and 1840, 
reports were received from the Indian Department 
Stating the very important fact of presents heing 
made by the British government to the Indians un- 
der our jurisdiction; yet no man stood forth to com- 
plain against England for so doing. No man, under 
any of those circumstances, raised a finger, or offer- 
ed the shadow of a threat of even breaking the con- 
vention, by giving the notice the Senate was now 


called onto give; but now, at the moment when a 
negotiation is pending to break that convention, 
and set the question at rest forever, matters of con- 
troversy not dreamed of before, are now dragged 
forth. “The honorable senator from Pennsylvania, 


as he understood him, was not averse to proceeding” 


by negotiation, but he stated that giving notice 
would not impede negotiation, but, on the contrary, 
accelerate it. 


Mr. C. proceeded at great length to reply to the | 


arguments advanced by Mr. Bucuanan, but owing 
to the sudden indisposition of the reporter who had 
charge of the greater part of his speech, we are un- 
able to give even an outline of his remarks in our 
present number. 

Mr. C. read a passage from the petition:of the Hud- 
son Bay company to the British government, ask- 
ing for a renewal of their charter, to show that they 
had not the slightest view of forming agricultural 
colonization; their whole avowed object, in relation 
to land, being to allow their retired servants to take 
up and cultivate patches of soil, each on his own 
account, and at his own risk. Mr. C. also read 
from the British Foreign Quarterly Review of Jan: 
uary, 1844, passages to show that the Hudson Bay 
company were averse to their servants extending 
their cultivation of the soil. These retired servants 
were, day after day, dropping off from their fealty 
to the British, and becoming sincerely, desirous of 
settling down as citizens under the government and 
protection of the United States. He also referred to 
the report of Dr. White, in the documents accom- 
panying the President’s message; and again to the 
Colonial Magazine of. August last, to show that the 
lands south of the Columbia were awaiting the sole 
occupancy of American citizens. In relation to the 
assertions made on the other side, that 500 of our 
citizens had been murdered through the instrumen- 
tality of the Hudson Bay company, he asserted 
positively that there was not a particle of evidence, 
worthy of the least. credit, that the Hudson Bay 
company had any agency whatever in the death of 
our citizens; while there was abundance of testimo- 
ny furnished by every missionary west of the 
Rocky mountains, that, so far from the company or 
its servants interposing opposition to our coloniza- 
tion, they had exhibited the utmost friendship, and 
offered every facility in their power, to our citizens 
for becoming settlers. The 500 persons alleged to 
have been killed in the Territory, lost their lives 
fifteen years ago under peculiar circumstances, 
which he adverted to, chiefly in consequence of the 
fueds between two British rival fur companies. 
These companies fought battles against each other; 
aid, of course, neither had the slightest control, 
moral or otherwise, over the Indians and half-breeds; 
the consequence of which was, that the savages did, 
probably, murder ‘Such American citizens as they 
could meet with, ; : 

But in 1829, the scene was wholly changed, and 
the Hudson Bay company obtained a controlling in- 
fluence over the Indians, trappers, and hunters: 
since which, not a human being, an American citi- 
zen, had suffered injury» The company had not for 
fifteen years, by force, fraud, or inhospitality, inter- 
posed the slightest obstacle to our emigrants occu- 
pying whatever portions of land they chose to se- 
Lect. 

In conclusion, he said it was beyond a shadow of 
doubt, that, if the present convention were permitrea 
to remain undisturbed,the country must,withina very 
few years, become ours, quietly, peaceably, and with- 
out offence to England. The Hudson Bay company, 
being a hunting company, will go out with the re- 
tiring game. He recommended a vigilant eye to be 
kept on Oregon for new developments calling for in- 
terference; to keep negotiation afloat, till the ques- 
tion was settled; and, in the mean time, to go on fill- 
ing the Territory with our emigrants. This policy 
must, in the end, be successful. He referred again 
to the British and Foreign Quarterly Review for an 
opinion that England was willing to yield up-the 
agricultural eccupation of the territory to the Uni- 
ted States, for a temporary right to the use of the 
harbors and rivers of Oregon. He could not, even 
in this proposition, see anything to be startled at. 
“These were subjects of negotiation, like that of the 
navigation of the St. John, in the treaty of Wash- 
ington. If, in five or ten years, it should come to 
pass that the isthmus of Panama should be cut by 
acanal, it was probable that an additional value 
would be given to the western coast, harbors, and 
rivers of this.continent. Inthe mean time, the duty 
of senators was, in their place in Congress, to Con» 
template things as they were, and to act upon them 
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ernment were habitually spoken of in debate; while, 
at.the same time, he applauded the swelling senti- 
ments of patriotism which pervaded the commu- 
nity, and instigated this jealousy.. It was the he- 
reditary enmity and hatred fomented against Eng- 
land that he denounced. Should America—the 
young, the free, the. joyous—he asked, looking 
forward to such a future as. the world never saw, be 
permitted to corrode her own heart, by adverting to 
wrongs and injuries long since settled? He believed 
this notion of habitual hatred to England belonged 
to a past age. His young cotemporaries did not 
know. what it meant. They had no. hatred; they 
had no memory for wrongs for which brave. men 


. had made the last expiation to the brave. 


Mr. BUCHANAN having next obtained the floor, 
remarked that he had yielded it to the senator from 
Massachusetts this morning, to make, as he had 
informed him, an explanation. He (Mr. B.) had 
no complaint whatever to make. The senator had, 
however, made a speech,’ and certainly a very stu- 
died speech; and it was altogether, or very nearly, 
in reply to himself, (Mr. B.) He had had the ho- 
nor of being replied to by four gentlemen; and he 
was sure, after all this, the Senate of the United 
States would permit him to pay his respects to the 
senator from Massachusetts. He (Mr. B.) was en- 
tirely unconcious that ever he was guilty of perpe- 
trating a line of poetry, until accused of it by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. But if ever he was 
guilty-of any such thing, he now yielded the palm 
the senator; for his poetry had surpassed any thing 
in that way that he (Mr. B.) had even ever ima- 
gined. He would move the Senate to adjourn, as 
it was entirely too late for him to make the few re- 
marks he intended to offer to the Senate on this oc- 
easion. 

On Mr. B.’s motion, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 19, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday having been read, cor- 
rections were suggested by Messrs. WELLER, 
VANCE, and MclILVAINE; which corrections 
were accordingly made by the Clerk, and the’ jour- 
nal was then approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the first business to 
be the resolution in relation to the Rhode Island 
memorial. By general consent, however, certain 
resolutions of the legislature’ of Louisiana were re- 
ceived, read, and laid upon the table. 


Also, on motion of Mr. BIDLACK, a ‘resolution 
of the legislature of Pennsylvania, which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the copy of an 
answer of the War Department to a resolution of 
the House, (the original having been lost,) and 
moved its reference to the Committee on Commerce, 
and that it be printed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to its reception. He 
would not object to the gentleman offering a resolu- 
tion applying to the department to furnish the 
House with a copy; but he did object to a member 
going informally, and procuring papers, and pro- 
ducing them in the House. 

The paper was not received. 


THE RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. McCLERNAND being entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House up-to the expiration of the 
morning hour. He would not have been desirous 
of addressing the House upon the subject under 
consideration, but for the fact that he had been in- 
strumental in presenting to the House the resolution 
upon which the debate had arisen. The honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee was one of those who 
objected to the adoption of the resolution, and he 
confessed he was somewhat surprised at the objec- 
tion of that gentleman, inasmuch as the object of the 
resolution was to economize time and money. He 
had taken some pains to ascertain what had been 


“the usage of the House in regard to such matters; 


and he found it had been the practice, on all occa- 
sions, to authorize committees engaged with the in- 
vestigation of particular” subjects, to send for per- 
sons and papers. [Mr. McC. referred to the jour- 


nals of past sessions in proof of his agua Nay, 
they had the authority of the gentleman from Tennes- 


see himself to the same effect; and he therefore confi- . 


dently trusted that the gentleman would withdraw his 
objection. The committee asked nothing which. was 


iscreti He denounced the terms of hatred 
and. enmity in which England and. the British gov- 


not usual and 4 
case would-not be n 
rule. 


It had ‘been al wobjestel by d 

- had-been also objected by the gentle 
from Maryland, [Mr. Cavan Jan py: ee ge: ü 
men from Rhode Island, [Messrs. CRANSsTO 
Porrer,} who had spoken’ against the resolu 
that this’ House had no ‘jurisdiction over'the. su 
ject contemplated by the resolution. « He took issue. 
with the gentleman upon this point.. He insisted. 
that the House hađ jurisdiction over the subjecta 
matter of the memorial. ‘But what was it that the. 
memorial exhibited upon its face? It exhibited cer-. 
tain’ charges. (Mr. McC. heard.a: portion of the: 
memorial.) He insisted that it was ‚the bounden, 
duty of the House to inquire. whether the President. 
had transcended his authority in interfering with. ~ 
the private concerns of a State. Whence did he de~, 


_ rive his authority to interfere? There was no source. 


to which he could refer them, whence authority: 
could be’ derived for the exercise of such an enor- 
mous power; it was not only contrary to the 
genius of our institutions, but it was aiming a, fatal 
blow at the existence of those institution. He be 
lieved that it was competent for the people, in their 
primary capacity, to establish whatever form of gov- 
ernment they pleased; and it was not in the power 
of the President of the United States to put down 
such form of government; because, if such author- 
ity were vested in him, the people of this counti 
would be in a condition little better than that of. 
slaves. It was proper, he thought, therefore, that’ 
the inquiry should be made whether the- President, 
had interfered (as.charged in the memorial) in. the 
private affairs of a State. He did not wish to be. 
understood as stating that he had done so; because: 
he was not apprized of the particular. facts of the 
case; and it was for this reason that he wished ‘the. 
committee to be empowered to send for persons and . 
apers. K 
E t had been said by the gentleman from Rhode . 
Island who had preceded him in the debate, that it 
was competent for the President to interpose to, put 
down insurrection. As he was made commander- 
in-chief of the army and navy, it was therefore” 
competent for him to interpose the executive arm. 
The gentleman insisted that there was a revolution 
justly calling for the interposition of the executive 
power. . p ‘ 
He was not prepared to admit that the President 
was authorized by the constitution to interfere with: , 
the private affairs of a State of his own mere mo- 
tion, even in a case which may be construed by. him 
to be in the nature of an insurrection, without.the: 
authority or sanction of Congress and of the.people 
of the State where the insurrections were alleged to 
exist. The constitution authorizes Congress to call 
out the militia in cases of insurrection; but he could 
find no constitutional authority conferred upon the 
President, of his own mere motion, to interpose. _ It 
might be that the President, in the exercise of such. 
a power, would consider that a large majority—for 
instance, nine-tenths—of the people of a State, were 
in a state of insurrection, when, in the exercise of 
their natural rights, they were proposing to change, 
in some respects, their form of government. | 
He denied the authority of the President to inter- 
fere for the purpose of suppressing insurrection, 
without the consent of Congress, and without the 
consent of the people. He denied his right to judge 
what might or might not be an insurrection. He.. 
might decide that the efforts of patriots were insur- 
rectionary. The gentleman. from Rhode Island in- 
sisted that the President interposed for the suppres-. 
sion of an insurrection. This might be the honest 
opinion of the gentleman, and it might be the 
opinion of the President; but there might be a con- - 
trariety of opinion on this point.. It wasa majority 
of the people who were in favor of the people’s con- 
stitution. How, then, could it be said to be an in- 
surrection?. - i y 
It was úpon this ground, he contended, that the 
President of the United States aided and abetted 
treason against the majority of the people of Rhode.. 
Island. Again: he did not know that it would be 
proper for him to attempt to defend or vindicate the 
majority of the people of Rhode Island; but they 
had been so grossly denounced, not only by several 
members of the House, but by the more immediate 
representatives from that State, that he felt himself 
called on to say something in their behalf. The 
gentleman from Rhode Island who first addressed 
the House, [Mr. Cranston,] asked what was the 
character and description of this memoria? That 
gentleman denounced it as an infamous paper, utter- 
ly untrue and false in every word. These werg 
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bold assertions, and the gentieman, in using them, 
might not have forgotten ‘that he has Yaised'a ques- 
tion of veracity. “between -himself and these memo- 
rialists. He wished the House and the country to- 
Weéar.in mind that the representatives of Rhode Isl- 
and. here, representing a minority of the people of 
that State, have denounced the memorialists as guilty 
of falsehood. The question was, whether they or 
the memorialists had stated the truth. He would 
inquire. . Sa 

"Mr. McC. here éxamined the several statements: 
contained in the memorial, and compared them with 
the contradictions of the gentleman from. Rhode Is- 
land, for the purpose of showing that he had con- 
tradicted those statements without any authority for 


so doing. He then examined and refuted the charges ` 


made bythe gentleman against the constitutional 
party; and showed that the offences charged against 
them -had ‘been committed by the royalist party 
which enpported the charter of King Charles the 
Second. fier speaking of the several attempts 
which had been made by the friends of constitutions 
al liberty to establish -.a free government on the 
model of those of the other States of the Union, 
which, since 1811, had always been defeated by 
‘the charter or royalist party, Mr. McC. gave a 
history of the manner in which the people’s consti- 
tution of 1840 was submitted to and adopted by a ma- 
jority, not only of the voters of the State who were 
qualified under the old charter, but of those who 
were qualified under the new constitution. ; 
He proceeded to say, that after the adjournment of 
the legislature Governor Dorr was the chief executive 
officer of the State, and it was his duty to make an 
effort to get from the hands of the lawless insur- 
ents of that State, the possession of. the arsenals, 
Res and for doing this he had been denounced as a 
felon, and as being guilty of ‘an effort to steal the 
public roperty; but he would leave itto the country 
to decide whether Governor Dorr; as the chief magis- 
trate of that State, and, as such, necessarily intrusted 
in'the care of the arsenals, had exercised lawless 
tyranny and oppression. The public arsenals be- 
longed ‘to the people, and Governor Dorr was the 
representative of the peo le; and it was his duty to 
discharge the duties which the people nad imposed 
upon him. But it had also been said, with a view 
to blacken his character andre utation, that since his 
arrest.on a charge of treason, he had resorted to ex- 
pédients to stave`off his trial. He defended Gov- 
ernor Dorr against such an accusation, which he 
sid had no foundation in truth. 

‘On poking back through the history of Governor 
Dorr, he had been forcibly struck with the noble 
attributes by which his character was marked. He 
proceeded to draw a parallel between Governor Dorr 
and Algernon Sydney, and expatiated at much 
length on the struggle of both the latter and the 
former for the establishment of liberal principles, and 
the rights of the people; and likewise on the tyranny 
of the royalists of Rhode Island, who fined ‘a man 
$500, and imprisoned him for’ the period of six 
months, because he discharged the duty of judge of 
elections under the new constitution by which the 
penple exercised their inalienable natural rights. 

. He then glanced at the position of the two polit- 
ical parties of this countr 
name of Mr. Van Buren lavina been lugged into 
this discussion. He said they found the demoeratic 
poruon of this country expressing opinions favora- 
le to the course and conduct of the patriotic party 
of Rhode Island, and to the rights of the people. 
They also found their opponents of the whig party, 
true to the principles of Alexander Hamilton and 
his compeers, denying the rights of the people, and 
their authority to change the form of the govern- 
ment under which they live. One gentleman [Mr. 
Cares B. Sanrn] had’ attempted to show that Mr. 
Van Buren was opposed, in the New York conven- 
- tion, to the extension of the suffrage to the whites, 
butin favor of it to the blacks; but this was an in 
correct representation. Mr. Van Buren was the 
great advocate, in that convention, of the extension 
of the suffrage, and an Opponent of the propert 
qualification of which the people had complained. 
He explained, at much length, the course pur- 
sued by Mr. Van Buren, and showed that that 
distinguished man was ever a prominent advocate of 
the rights of the people; while Mr. Clay, the great 
idol of the whig party, had taken part with the roy- 
alists of Rhode Island. He alluded to Mr. Clay's 
Uposition to the admission of Michigan into the 
“mon, on the ground of the extension of the suf 
frage, and consequently in opposition to the funda- 
mental principle that man is capable of self govern- 


on this question, the 


-ment. 
made to the South on this subject, to rally in favor 
of the monarchists of .Rhode Island; and was pro- 
ceeding when the Speaker announced the expiration 
of his hour, : SETS ` 
Mr. STETSON obtain the floor; but as the morn- 


ing hour had expired, the subject went over. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing executive communications: 


A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
State, in ‘answer to the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 18th January last, calling for 
the number of persons employed without express 
authority oP law, from the 4th of March, 1837, to 
31st December, 1843, inclusive; which message was 
laid upon the table. 


A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with the provisions of the 
third section of the act of March 3, 1843, entitled 
“an act regulating the currency of foreign gold and 
silver coins in the United States,” a communication 
from the director of the mint, showing the result of 
an assay made of the coins referred to in that act; 
which letter was ordered to be laid on the table. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in- 
closing abstracts of the emoluments and expendi- 
tures for.1843, by officers of the customs, under the 
second section of the act of 2d March, 1799, and of 
the fees received by them respectively for certificates 
to accompany distilled spirits, wines, and teas, and 
for commissions cleared on disbursements made as 
superintendent of light-houses, and as agents for 
marine hospitals; which letter and abstracts were 
laid on the table. 


A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a report, in obedience to the resolution of the 
House of the 26th ultimo, relating to contracts with 
Isaac Hill to supply States and Territories with 
post office blanks and stationery, the quantity 
urnished, and the sums due upon said contracts, to- 
gether with copies of all such contracts; which let- 
ter and report were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report showing the necessity of further appropria- 
tions to meet outstanding claims on account of the 
Florida war; and requesting a reappropriation of 
certain unexpended balances; which letter and report 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report, in obedience to a resolution of the 25th of 
February, 1843, reported from the Committee of 
Claims of the House of Representatives, in relation 
to the claims of a company of Florida militia, called 
the “Spring Grove Guards;” and also -upon the sub- 
ject of the paymentof certain militia who served 
In 1838 under the orders of the governor of Florida; 
which letter and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. LEVY said, the War Department, instead of 
complying with the resolution of the House, had 
Sent a prejudiced report made up of the opinions of 
military officerst and he hoped the House would lay 
that communication on the table, and. permit him to 
offer another resolution in relation to this subject. 
He preferred this course to the one which first sug- 
gested itself to him, viz: to return to the department 
‘Its communication, that it might be correctly and 
properly brought to this House. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman from 


Florida would allow this communication to go to ! 
g 


the Military Committee for examination before any 
further steps were taken. 3 

Mr. LEVY said that the communication from the 
War Department, just presented, was in 
resolution passed by the last Congress, requiring the 
Secretary of War “to obtain and certify to this House, 
at the present session, all necessary proof respecting 
the services of certain Florida nulitia.” Two mili 
tary officers had been sent for this proof, and after 
returning with it here, the War Department, instead 
of obeying the resolution, and sending those proofs 
here for the judgment of the House; keep the proof 
back, and send here in the stead of it the opinion and 
conclusions of those two officers upon it. The 
proof, and, he felt bound to say, their report, 
seemed to him strongly 
dices and jealousies which are too much indulged 
by the regular army against the militia. The reso- 
lution passed by the last Congress, called for certain 


He next noticed the appeal which had been ` 


reply toa | 


marked with those preju- | 


| 


i 
i 


proofss.and.those proofs he wanted.: The House wai 
quite as Cornporent as any two officers of the army, 
to form a judgment for itself upon the evidence. The 
whole course seems_to have been designed to inter- 
pose the feelings and judgment of the military branch 
of the service between Congress and the claims of 
militia, : The War Department deserves the cen- 
sure of the House, and he would move it, Were it 
usual., He thought it proper to’ say, that he ab- 
solved the present incumbent -of the War Depart- 
ment from -any blame in this ‘matter. The matter 
was arranged before -his accession to office. 
He would. satisfy himself by moving a resolution, 
requiring the Secretary of War to send. to this 
House the proofs required by the resolution of 28th 
July, 1843, as directed by that resolution. 

Some conversation entered on this subject; and, 
ultimately, the communication was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


MILITARY DISTRICT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HARALSON obtained the permission of the 
House to make a report from the Military Commit- 
tee. He said he was directed by the Committee on 


` Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill No, 


44, to divide the United States into two military dis- 


-triets, and the petition of citizens of New York, and 


of Wm. Wallace Whitney, relating to the same 
subject, to move that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof, : 

Mr. HARDIN said the committee was divided — 
4 to 4, and therefore they could not agree upon a re- 
port; but they would consent to be discharged, ` 

The motion to discharge the committee was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HARALSON then noved that the reportand 
accompanying papers be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON inquired if the bill was re- 
ported back. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that it he referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow; which was carried. 

The motion io print was then agreed to. 

A message from the President of the United 
States was delivered by Robert Tyler, esq. 

Several bills from ‘the Senate were read twice 
and referred to appropriate committees, 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, the rules were sus- 
pended to enable him to offer the following resolu- 
tion: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire and report 
whether the documents and other things franked by 
the members of this House are regularly sent from 
this city; and if not, what disposition is made of 
them by the postmaster of this city, or other persons 
into whose hands they come. And that said com- 
mittee be empowered to send for persons residing in 
this District, and not farther, unless some person, or 
persons, residing therein, shall leave said District; 
in which case, such person, or persons, may be sent 
on to any other place, or places, within the United 

tates, 


And, upon the adoption of the resolution, Mr. 
P. demanded the previous question; which was 
seconded, and the main question (viz. the adoption 
of the resolution): being put, was carried. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS, 

Mr. HAMMETT, on leave, presented the fol- 
lowing resolutions of the legislature of Mississippi; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 7 


“Whereas the citizens of Texas have, at various 
limes, manifested a wish for the annexation of that 
republic to the United States: a 

“And whereas an enlightened policy would die- 
tate that the two countries contiguous in geogranhi-~ 
cal position, inhabited by a kindred people, speaking 
a common language, producing the same staples, 
cherishing the same commercial interests, and ani- 
mated by the same love of liberty, should net longer 
Sustain a relation that is now separate, and may 
hereafter become helligerent: 

“Therefore, be it resolved by the legislature of the 
State of Mississippi, That our senators be instructed, 
and our representatives in Congress be requested, to 
urge zealously and perseveringly the immediate and 
indissoluble annexation by treaty of the republic of 
Texas to the United States 

“Resolved, That, in the judgment of this legisla- 
ture, ifthe desired aunexation should not be effected, 
it will be incompatible with the rights, interests, and 
tranquillity of the United States, for any European 


power to obtain possession of the territory of Texas, 


or to secure a commanding influence in her coun- 
cils; and that any such attempt should be consid- 
ered by the United States as a sufficient cause for 
war. > ; 

“Resolved, In order that the expression of opin- 
ion may be general throughout the Union, that his 
excellency the governor of the State of Mississippi, 
he-requested to forward'a copy of these resolutions 
to the governors of the several States, with a request 
that they may be laid before their respective legisla- 
tures; also, to each of our senators and representa- 
tives in Congress, and to the President of the repub- 
lic of Texas.” . ` ee 

Also, a memorial from that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. McCONNELL asked and obtained leave to 
present a resolution from the legislature of Alabama, 
adverse to the resolution of the Massachusetts legis- 
lature; which was referred to the select committee 
to whom was referred the Massachusetts memorial. 

Mr. McKAY renewed the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER observed that it would ke neces- 
sary to postpone the order of the day, which was 
the bill introduced by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Duncay,] for regulating the time of holding 
the elections, &c. : v9 

Mr. McK AY then moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to go into Committee of the Whole onthe state 
of the Union; but withdrew the motion at the re- 
quest of i ` 

Mr. SAUNDERS, who asked and obtained leave 
to report back to the House, from the Judiciary 
Committee, a bill respecting the times and places of 
holding the circuit and district courts of Ohio, with 
a recommendation that the bill be rejected. . 

A debate ensued, in which Messrs. SAUNDERS, 
VANCE, SCHENCK, and DUNCAN participated. 

Mr. VINTON demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question order- 
ed, {boeing upon agreeing to the proposed recom- 
mendation,) and negatived. 

Mr. WELLER, after a few observations, moved 
to lay the bill upon the table; but subsequently; as 
the Ohio members were desirous to make some ob- 
servations, he withdrew it. 


Mr. MeDOWELL said that he resided in the 
southern portion of Ohio; and that the district he 
had the honor to represent was more convenient to 
Cincinnati than to Columbus; and that, of course, 
his constituents preferred that the court remain at 
Cincinnati; and that he, therefore, would vote against 
the bill. But it was due to fairness and to justice 
for him to say that, if the resolution of the legisla- 
ture of Ohio, requesting her representatives, and in- 
structing her senators, was an indication of public 
opinion in the State on this subject, then it would 
seem that a majority of the people demanded the 
repeal of the law. For himself, however, he had 
no knowledge of any discussion of this subject by 
the people; nor did he know of any expression of 
opinion, except that of the legislature. The mem- 
bers of that body may have been instructed by their 
constituents; be could not say: and, if the members 
of this House so considered it, then the rale that a 
majority should govern applied; and he should how 
with due deference to the will of that majority, and 
the action of this House, on the subject before it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS entered into some explanations. 

Mr. SCHENCK also took part in the debate. 

The question recurred on the third reading of the 
bili; and upon this question the yeas and nays were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 86, nays 
49. 

The bill was then reada third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE gave notite that he should to-mor- 
row move a reconsideration. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Cave 
Jounson of ‘Tennessee in the chair. 

FORTIFICATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MeKAY then moved that the committee 
take up the bill making appropriations for the for- 
tifications of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee re- 
sume the consideration of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Owsy] on the subject of 
Oregon. ` 


The question was first put on taking up the for- 


tification bill, and decided in the affirmative. 
The bill was then read; after which, 
The first section, making an appropriation of 


CONGRESSIONA 


$40,000 for the fortifications at the outlet of Lake 
Champlain, being under consideration, 

Mr. STETSON moved to amend that section. by 
substituting an appropriation of $58,308 10, in lieu 
of $40,000 reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and supported the amendment with some 
remarks. cae 

Mr. McK AY and Mr. STETSON entered into 
some explanations in relation to this appropriation. 

My. HAMMETT defended the appropriation. 

. The question was then put on the amendment; 
hut tellers were called for, and Messrs. Peyron and 
‘Wintarop.were appointed. They reported 37 in 
the affirmative, and. 39 in the negative—no quorum 
voting, . . 

The committee rose, and its chairman reported 
that fact to the House. ; 

` Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn. 
(lt was now 23 minues past 3 0’clock.) i 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER put the question the call forthe 
yeas and nays, and 28 voted in the afirmative., The 
negative was then put, and the Speaker reported 
the number to be 30. ` 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

And being taken, resulted as follows—yeas 44, 
nays 71. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his motion for a 
call of the house, there bemg now a quorum, and 
moved that. the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, which was 
carried, and the committee [Mr. C. Jornwson in the 
chair] took up for consideration the fortification 
bill—the amendment pending being to strike out the 
appropriation of $40,000 for a fortification on lake 
Champlain.- Upon this amendment the vote was 
taken by tellers, and resulted yeas 50, nays 66. 

So the amendment was rejected.” 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the section 
making appropriations for the fortifications at Sa- 
vannah, Georgia, by striking out $12,000 and insert- 
ing $15,000, and supported the amendment with 
some remarks. ` : 

Mr. McKAY opposed the amendment; after 
which, the question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted an amendment increas- 
ing the appropriation for Fort Jackson, Louisiana, 
from §5,000 to $10,000; and for Fort Livingston, in 
the same State, from $40,000 to 455,000. 

After some remarks from Mr. SLIDELL, in sup- 
port of the amendment, and from Mr. MeKAY, in 
opposition to it, : 

The amendment was divided, and both proposi- 
tions were rejected. . 

Mr. HARALSON offered anamendment, on which 
he said he wished to make some observations; but, as 
it was now late, he moved that the committee rise. 

The vote wastaken on that motion, and there was 
found to be no quorum. The committee rose, and 
its chairman reported that fact to the House. 

. The House then adjourned at 20 rninutes to § 
o’clock. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members. presenting 
them: 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of John Kid- 
well and 47 other citizens of Clarke county, Illinois, 
asking an appropriation for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition, and proof 
in the case of John Owens, of Pulaski county, 
Kentucky, asking compensation for a horse lost in 
the United States service: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. i 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition from tpe 
members of the bar of Will county, Hlinois, praying 
for a termof the United States circuit and district 
courts at Chicago: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Also, a petition from a large number of 
citizens of Chicago, praying for the improvement of 
the western lakes and rivers: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Sylvester Blish 
and 47 others, citizens of Henry county, inthe State 
of Illinois, praying the establishment ofa mail route 
from Peoria, in Peoria county, via Mount Holly, 
Wyoming, and Toulon, in Stark county, Weth- 
ersfield and Geneseo, in Henry county, Sharon, 


and Crandall’s Ferry, to Fulton city, in Whiteside . 


county, in said State of Ilinois: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


na 
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By. Mr. RAMSEY ition o: 

ney and numerous other citizens. of. Sch 
county, Pennsylvania, praying ‘Congress. to 
tain the tariff of 1842 until experience shall ha 
monstrated, by ` ascertained facts, that.a’ c 
would be for the better. ` ~ Budge ee ede ae 

By Mr: JOHN W. DAVIS:. The memorial. of 
the Hon. P. M. Parks. and 135 others, of Morgan 
county, Indiana, praying a grant of lands. for. the 
continuation of the Wabash and Erie canal, from 
Terre Haute to Evansville; wut ae 

By Mr. EMERY D. POTTER: The petition of 
William Spalding and 27 others; also, the petition 
of Leonard Whitmore and 60 others, ‘citizens of 
northern Ohio, praying for à mail route from Mau- 
mee city, Ohio, to White Pigeon, Michigan, with a 
diagram of said route: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Also; the petition - 
of Duncan C. Forsyth and 51 other citizens of. Lu- 
cas county, Ohio, praying for an appropriation for 
the harbor of Maumee bay: referred to the Commit 
tee on Commerce. ; TER 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Memorial of citizens ‘of 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, representing the pros- 
perous condition ofthe country under the tariff'of 
1842, and protesting against its repeal. Also, the 
petition of the citizens of Philadelphia, asking anap. 

ropriation for the repair of the shipping piers at 

ort Penn, on the Delaware. ee ars 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: Petition of Charlea 
McKenzie for repaymen: of money paid -for land 
erroneously entered. Also, the petition of C. P; 
Buck and other citizens of Michigan, in favor of an 
appropriation for the construction of a canal around 
the Falls of St. Mary. Also, the petition of W: 
N. Stevens and other citizens. of. Plymouth, Michi» 
gan, for’a reduction of the rates-of postage. 

S By. Mr. BOYD: Memorial of Lieutenant F. W., 
mith. ; : : 

By Mr. McILVIANE: Memorial of Hugh E. 
Steele and 53 others, citizens of Chester county, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any change in 
the present tariff laws. EEUN : 

By Mr. CLINCH: Petition -of E, E. Pincham: 
referred to the Committee of Claims. : 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The memorial of a large 
number of citizens of Columbia county, Pennsyl- 
vania, approving of the tariff law of 1842, and pray- 
ing Congress to abstain from any legislation at 
present upon the subject. Also, one~of similar ` 
tenor from citizens of Luzerne county, Pennsyl- 
vania. 


3° 


IN SENATE, 
Wenvxespay; March 20, 1844. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
certain citizens of Alexandria, setting forth that they 
are owners of vessels engaged in foreign trade, vals 
ued at $200,000, and representing that they are very 
much injured by the reciprocity traties, and asking 
for their modification or termination: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from eit~ 
izens of Pennsylvania, setting forth that important 
benefits had been derived to the business of the 
country by the present tariff, and praying that no, 
alteration may be made in it: referred to the Come 
mittee on Finance. ; j 

Mr. WOOBURY presented a memorial of the 
National Institute for the Promotion of Science and 
the Arts; submitting to the consideration of Congress 
a statement of their origin and progress;of their past 
and present condition, and the wants and exigencies 
of the institution. (Mr. W.) stated that the insti- 
tute wished some aid to enable itin an appropriate 
manner to take care of the public property in- 
trusted to its charge. That property consisted chiefly 
of curlosities belonging to the State and War De- 
partments, and of various collections of natura] his- 
tory and books; which have. been forming, and in 
the charge of the institution during the last 
four or five years. Without interfering with 
its duty to the government, the institution had 
gone on prosperously in the mean time to make 
large donations of property of a similar character. 
The institute was merely the temporary keeper of 
many of the articles, and of the others it regarded it- 
self'as trustee for the government and the public; and 
it had endeavored, and was still endeavoring, to dis- 
charge its duty faithfully in every respect in re- 
lation to them.: The memorial gave a description 
of all the property in its possession; in fact, 
all the information that was desirable, so as to` 


| render any further explanation by him (Mr, 
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W ünnecesary. The Cömi ittee on the Libra- 


ry, to which he proposed to refer the memorial, 
would probably find it. expedient and proper to 
have. it printed’ for the infofmation of Congress. 
With referencë to the institution, this much was 
certain, without adding more now—that it asked 
nothing for. private’ purposes or private emolu- 
ment, .beirig entirely willing to dedicate its labors 
to the cause of science and literature, and the inter- 
ests of the government and the public; and asking 
only some aid to defray the actual expenses atténd- 
ent on the discharge of such duties as it performed 
on public account. ap E 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from the citi- 
zens of the State of New York, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage; which was ordered to 
lie on the table—a bill for the purpose. having been 
already reported. 


Mr. M. said he had also a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of the State of Maryland, engaged in 
an important branch of domestic industry. It was 
the memorial of the New York and Maryland iron 
and coal company, in the county of Alleghany, 
Maryland, in which it was represented that they had 
expendéd some $500,000 for the establishment of 
railroads and other improvements there, with the 
view of entering extensively into the manufacture of 
iron for railroads, &c.; and that they would be able 
to manufacture 10,000 tons of railroad iron per an- 
num, of equal value and quality to the foreign arti- 
cle, and to furnish it as cheap as it could be pro- 
duced from any quarter, if the tariff on that article 
was not reduced. Ordered to he printed. 


Mr. STURGEON made some remarks in which 
-he was understood to say that he had had some con- 
versation with an intelligent gentleman from Spring- 
field Furnace, in which that gentleman had represent- 
ed that the iron company there was going largely into 
the manufacture of railroad iron if no obstruction be 
presented by the repeal of the tariff of duties on rail- 
road iron. “That they will be enabled to manufac- 
ture it as good and cheap as it could be procured from 
any other source. Also another fact; that same 
time since, owing to the great pressure on the iron 
interests, by thereduction of the tariff, which great- 
ly cheapened the price of iron, the iron manufac- 
turers in Pennsylvania were much injured. For 
instance: the largest one established at Danville 
sunk under the low rate at which iron sold—the 
effect consequent upon the reduction of the duty on 
the foreign article. ‘That establishment was again 
going on to manufacture iron. The great western 
iron works in, Pennsylvania had changed hands, 
and were operating with renewed energy, having 
recovered from the effects of the pressure upon 
them, and would be enabled to supply a large por- 
tion of iron for railroads. They would be enabled 
to furnish it in sufficient quantity, he had no doubt, 
ifthe present tarif of duty on that article was not 
reduced, to’ satify all the demands of the country. 


Mr. WOODBURY was understood to say that 
there was a bill reported from the Finance Commit- 
tee to remit entirely the duty on railroad iron. He 
presumed the memorial would be useful reference 
to that bill, rather than to the proposition to re- 
duce the duty on iron 20 per cent, and hence he 
was in favor of the motion to print. If the memo- 
rialists were to look for the source of the evils in the 
low prices, of which they complained, they would 
find that it did not arise so much from the reduc- 
tion of the former tariff, but its trac source was the 
great improvements in the manufacture abroad— 
reducing the cost near two-thirds from what it once 
was. The low prices. were produced by an im- 
provement in the manufacture of the article much 
more than fromthe lowness of the duty on the 
foreign fabric. 

‘Mr. MERRICK said the cheapness of the price 
Was not so much attributable to the improvements 
in the manufacture as to the large stock then on 
hand from abroad. 


Mr. WOODBURY said it could not be expected 
that the prices would be as high, after the great im- 
provements in blasting and in machinery, as before; 
forsuch improvements incrcased the capacity to pro- 
duce at a lower cost, and gave greater facility in the 
manufacture, wherever they had been adopted. It 
Was vain to expect ever again the old high prices. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that he had no doubt 
that those extensive companies, which now proposed 
to furnish railroad iron, had adopted all the improve- 
ments. 

Here the subject dropped. 


ANNEXATION OF. TEXAS TO THE UNITED. 
-- ~ — STATES. 

` Mr. WALKER said he had received from the 
governor of the State of Mississippi certain resolu- 
tions, adopted.with great unanimity by the legisla- 
turè of that State, in favor of the re-annexation of 
Texas to the American Union. Accompanying this 
expression of the opinion of the State of. Mississip- 
pi, were resolutions, unanimously adopted by the le- 
gislature of the State of . Alabama, in favor, also, of 
the restoration of Texas to the Union; which resolu- 
tions of Alabama had been communicated to the le- 


` gislature of Mississippi, and called forth and consti- 


tuted a part of their proceedings. Mr. W. said he 
would not at this time enter upon the discussion of 
this great question, but would move the printing of 
these resolutions; and that. they’be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Vicksburg, Mississippi, reccommend- 
ing that place asa suitible site for the naval depot 
and national armory contemplated to be established 
on the western waters. The memorialists regret 
that the commissioners who had been appointed to 
make an examination for sich object, and had fixed 
upon Memphis, Tennessee, had not, before doing 
so, been authorized to extend their examination as 
far south as Vicksburg. They trust that it will be 
done before Congress determines on a suitable loca- 
tion fora naval armory and depot: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and crdered’ to be 
printed. - 

Mr. DAYTON presented joint resolutions of the 
legislative council and general assembly of New 
Jersey, in favor of the passage of a general system 
of pension laws: ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, it was ordered 
that two petitions from Charles Morgan, praying 
for the confirmation of his title to two tracts of land 
in Louisiana, be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of William Fisher; which was read, and 
ordered toa second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of Iliram Birney upon 
the subject, reported a bill to repeal the act entitled 
“An act directing the survey of the northern line of 
reservation for the half-breeds of Sacand Fox tribe 
of Indians by the treaty of August, 1824,” ap- 
proved the 3d of March, 1843; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill relating to the appointment of 
assistants to the Postmaster General of the United 
States. 

On motion by Mr. DAYTON, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of John McLaughlin; 
and it was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution, 
which he would ask the Senate to consider sume 
day next week: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the Senate, and the 
Speaker of the House of Rresentatives, will ad- 
journ their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 20th of May next, at 12 o'clock noon. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CRITTENDEN 
yeqerday, directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
give facilities to Mr. Colt to complete the prepara- 
tion’ for testing and experimenting with “Colt’s sub- 
marine battery,” was taken up and agreed to. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

On motion by. Mr. MILLER, the previous orders 
ofthe dey were postponed, and the bill to extend 
the charters of the banks in the District of Columbia 
was taken up and made the special order of the day 
for Wednesday next. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 
The bill to grant a quantity of land for the im- 
provement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to 


connect the same by a canal, in the ‘Territory of 
Wisconsin, came up in order, the question pending 


‘being on the following amendment proposed by Mr: 


| ALLEN yesterday, as a substitute for the bill—via: 


“That there be, aiid hereby is, granted to the Ter. 
ritory of Wisconsin, 320,000 acres of land for pur- 
poses of`internal improvement; to be selected and 
located in the same manner, and to be subject td the 
same limitations, restrietions, and conditions, as are 
prescribed.in the 8th and 9th sections of the act en- 
titled ‘an act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,’ 
approved September 4, 1841, except that the land 
hereby granted shall not be deducte from the 500,- 
000 acres granted prospectively, by that act; to each 
new State upon its admission into the Union.” 


Mr. TALLMADGE spoke at some length in re- 
ply to the remarks of Mr. ALLEN of yesterday, 
maintaining that the bill was not liable to the many 
objections he had made to it; that it was not one for 
the benefit of speculators, but such a one as was 
desired by the people of Wisconsin, who had me- 
morialized Congress upon the subject; that the lands 
had not all been entered by speculators on the line 
of the proposed improvement, but that only 46,000 
acres had been entered long since by some sagacious 
men; that he did not hold an acre there, and had no 
interest in the success of the bill, save that which 
every senator should feel for the success of a great 
national work; that he had not pressed the bill with 
hot haste, but had yielded, day after day, for weeks, 
to postponements, to satisfy the wishes of senators 
who desired to examine into its provisions, and ob- 
tain information from the proper department as to 
the situation of the land on the line of the proposed. 
work; that he had himself procured all the informa- 
tion which could be had, and laid it before the Sen- 
ate; that he procured the township plats from the 
Land Office, and laid them on the table of the Secre- 
tary for the inspection of senators, which had been 
exhibited by the senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] 
yesterday; that that senator did not procure them, 
as he had been made to say by the report in one of 
the city papers. 

[Mr. ALLEN said his remark did not apply te the 
township plats, but to the maps of the river which 
he (Mr. A.) procured.] 

That the bill, as it now stood, did embody the fea- 
tures and principles of the original bill; that the alter- 
ations made by the action of the Senate were on the 
bill in its amended form—that is, that amendments 
which had been proposed by senators on the other 
side and adopted by the Senate, had been subse- 
quently stricken out, which left the bill ag it ori- 
ginally stood, with the exception of. the word 
“appropriation” which had been substituted for 
the word “grant,” on the suggestion ofthe sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Eaywoon,] which 
did not at all change the principle of the bill. 
That if it was not intended that the object should be 
defeated—of improving the river and cutting the 
canal—it was necessary that the bill should be pass- 
ed at once. [These were some of the points of ar- 
gument assumed by Mr. Tartaapan. The report- 
er has not sufficient time to write the debate in full 
for this evening’s paper, ] 

Mr. ALLEN followed in reply, maintaining that 
he knew these lands never would be sold under this 
bill, He said that there were about 650,000 acres 


`of land on both. sides of the line of proposed im- 


provement, which would sell at $1 25 per acre, as 
the law now stood; therefore, for $750,000, the peo- 
ple of Wisconsin could buy those lands, But, by 
this bill, they were to be raised to $2 50 per acre; so 
that they will have to pay, for the same lands, 
$1,500,000, which was the same thing as taxing 
them $750,000. Was the Senate aware that it was 
appropriating, by this bill, $750,000 out of the 
pockets of the people of Wisconsin, and yet say 
they were acting as the friends of that people? That 
was the English and sum total of this bill. It was 
an nnposition of $750,000 as a penalty on the peo- 
ple of that Territory, if they settled on the margin 
of the water courses. He would impose no such 
tax on that people; for it was nothing but a tax with- 
out their consent. Pass this bill, and a year hence 
would tell who were the friends of the Verritory— 
those who favored, or those who opposed, the bill. 
This tax was to be imposed on that people, just on 
the eve of their admission into the Union as a State, 
He repeated, that the only effect of this bill would 
be to throw the public lands out of the market, for 
the sole advantage of the speculators who had taken 
up lands along these water courses, and who would un- 
dersell the government to get clear of their land. It 
was a fallacious donation—a gilded pul, which the 


people of the Territory would not swallow; and, at 

their request, it would have to be repealed within a 
year of its becoming a law, should it now pass. It 
Was not his purpose to inquire into the designs of 
those who originated the measure; he only spoke of 
the effects of the bill. He imputed no design; but 
such would be the effects.of the measure. Not 
wishing to encroach on the hour at which the sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania was to make his remarks on 
the Oregon subject, he closed what he -had to say for 
the present. 

Mr. TALLMADGE made a further explanation, 
going to show that the bill from which the senator 
from Ohio had read, to’ sustain his argument of yes- 
terday, that the features and principles of the origi- 
nal bill had been entirely changed, was an old bill; 
and that the last amendment made by the committee 
had reinstated the features of the original bill. He 
adverted to the memorial from the Territory of Wis- 
consin, to show that the people of the Territory 
would prefer paying $2 50 for lands with this im- 
provement, than $1 25 without it. As to the impo- 
sition of a tax on the people of $750,000, all he had 
to say was, that it was the choice of the. people of 
the Territory to enter into this arrangement. 

Mr. ALLEN explained the difficulty there was 
in knowing what were the true features of the bill, 
in consequence of the many and various changes it 
had undergone. ae 

The question was, then taken by yeas and nays 
on Mr. ALrex’s amendment; and resvilted in the 
negative—yeas 11, nays 28, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
ee pene: Huger, McDuffie, Semple, Tappan, and 

Yrigot—tl. 

NAYS—Messrs: Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 

Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fulton, Han- 

. negan, Henderson, Jarnagin, King, Mangum, Miller, Porter, 
Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —28. 

So the amendment was rejected. f 

The bill was passed over informally till to-mor- 
row. y f 

OREGON QUESTION. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER— 
The Sénate resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govem- 
ment that itis the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
iċa and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued. by 
the convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th August, 1827. . 


Mr. CHOATE said that thesenator from Virginia 
{Mr. Axcner] had just intimated to him, thatin ref- 
erence to the speech of the senator from Pennsyl- 
wania, as to the sentiments of the people of the 
United States against’ Great Britain, he (Mr. C.) 
had overstated or gone beyond the. import of that 
senator's observations in the remarks he (Mr. ©.) 
had made yesterday. He certainly had no inten- 
tion of misquoting or misrepresenting anything that 
had been said; and he could not have supposed that 
he had gone beyond the senator's meaning, if it had 
not been intimated to him by his friend from Vir- 

inia that he had been reported to have done so. 

n justice to himself, as well as to the senator from 
Pennsylvania, it was necessary that the matter 
should he comrected. He would examine ‘the report 
of his remarks in the Intelligencer, and compare 
what he had quoted from the senator’s speech, with 
the exact words used by the senator as reported in 
a former number of the Intelligencer; and, as he pro- 
posed revising his remarks for ‘publication in an 
‘authentic form, he would undertake to state in that 
revision the senators words exactly. He had 
great pleasure’ in making this explanation at the 
suggestion of his friend from Virginia, without at 
call having had any communication with the senator 
from Pennslyvania on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was glad that the hon- 
rable senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Croare,] 
hiad voluntarily done him this much justice. He 
(Mir.B.) thought if he had goue further and stated that, 
dn the ardor of debate, he had not correctly stated his 
(Mr. Bs) observations, according to the report in 
the National Intelligencer, he would have done bet- 
ter, Certainly he had not done that. He [Mr.C] 
seid “If he had done so.” Now, it did appear to 
him (Mr. Bucwawan) that he had clearly done so; 


and that, in the frankness and candor with which he 
had made this explanation, he ought to have gone 
so far aS to acknowledge it. Surely neither the 
senator from Virginia, (Mr. Arcner,] norany other 
senator, in comparing his remarks with the senator's 
(Mr. Cuoare’s] speech, as reported in the National 
Intelligencer, with paragraphs quoted from his (Mr. 
B.’s).speech, could say: that the. one corresponded 
_with the other. : ‘ 

Mr. CHOATE was understood to say that he 
would compare his own speech in the Intelligencer 
with the report of the senator’s speech from which 
he had made the extract, and, in his revision, make 
the necessary correction. He could not say how 
his remarks stood reported in the Intelligencer; and, 
therefore could not say whether-he was reported. to 
have overstated the senator’s sentiments or not; but 
if it was thus reported, and he did say so, it was 
certainly unintentional. The report might be in- 
correct, or he might himself be incorrect in the quo- 
tation. In either case he would, in his revisal, 
make the necessary correction. Beyond this he 
could not go: He could not, on his conscience, re- 
member that, in stating the senator’s sentiments, he 
had gone one shade ‘or one hair’s breadth beyond 
what he conceived, from the language itself, he was 
entitled to go. He could not suppose he would sa 
a thing he did not mean to say; and therefore, if 
the report represented him as doing so, it must be 
incorrect.- It was not impossible—indeed it was 
very probable—that the reporter might have been 
embarrassed, in distinguishing between what a 
speaker said in his own language, and in quoting 
the language of another. He could easily imagine 
how, in that way,.a reporter might be mistaken as 
to what was actually said by the speaker as his 
own. He (Mr.-C.)-could only say that he would 
do perfect justice to the senator from Pennsylvania, 
in preparing his remarks for publication in an au- 
thentic form. 

Mr, BUCHANAN said there was no person in 
the world—no member of this Senate, more desirous 
of avoiding anything like such a difficulty than he 
was. He had come here this morhing prepared to 
reply to the whole speech of the senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Croare.] It seemed that he [Mr, 
C.] with every fecling, he had no doubt, of doing 
him justice, had not yet compared the report of his 
own speech in the National Intelligencer with the 
paragraphs of his (M. B.’s) speech. He should 
not, therefore, proceed to the discussion of this ques- 
tion to-day—at least, in reply to the remarks of that 
Senator. All he wanted, and all he desired was, to 
be stated correctly in every paragraph; and notonly , 
every paragraph, but every sentence, word, and 
syllable, in regard to the question in dispute, of his 
own speech as reported in the Intelligencer, he en- 
dorsed; and it certainly could not be a difficult mat- 
ter for any person to decide, upon comparing the 
one with the other, how the matter stood. 

He would go on, however, this evening, and make 
the explanation in regard to the treaty, which he 
had promised to make; and which he would have 
made yesterday morning, but that he was very 
willing to yield the floor to the senator from Mas- 
sachuseits, (Mr. Cuoare,]} for his explanation. And 
he would be as brief as possible. 


If there was any man in thts world who desired 
to do strict and impartial justice, not only to those 
at home, but to the British government, it was him- 
self, And the proposition which he had stated, and 
which he believed to beable to sustain by proof, was, 
that the British government, at the time when they. 
sent Lord.Ashburton here to negotiate the treaty— 
about which, he trusted he should never have occa- 
sion to say another word—were in possession of a 
map, of such high authenticity, that, in the opinion 
of British statesmen, it would have settled the ques- | 
tion at issue between that government and the United 
States, and set it at rest for all future time. That they 
had full knowledge of the existence of this 
map, was absolutely certain—though he hoped 
the fact might not be so that the knowledge 
of the existence of this map was communicated 
to Lord Ashburton. If he (Lord Ashburton) were 
to say,at any time, that he was not, while ne- 
gotiator here, aware of such a map being in exist- 
ence, he (Mr. B.) should implicitly believe his word. 
But before he proceeded to make further comments, 
he should beg leave to ask the clerk to read, first, 
what was said by Sir Robert Peel, and secondly, 
by Lord Brougham, on this subject. The secretary 
of the Senate then read from Hansard’s Parliamen- ` 
tary Debates the following passage from Sir Robert 
| Peel’s speech: 


“But there is still another map. .Here—in. this 

county n the library of the late King,” was ‘de= 
‘posited a map by Mitchell, of the date. 1753. : That 
map was in the possession of the late King, and it 
was also in possession of the noble lord, but he did 


„not communicate its contents to Mr. Webster. Tt: 


is marked by a broad red line, and. on that line js. 
written, ‘Boundary, as described by our negotiator, ; 
Mr. Oswald; and that line follows- the claim of the 
United States. That map was on an extended scale. 
It was in possession of the late King, who was par- 
ticularly curious in respect to geographical inquiries, 
On that map, I repeat, is placed the boundary line 
—that claimed by the United States—and “on: fouf 


_ different places on that line, ‘Boundary as described 


by Oswald.’ Now, I do not say. that that’ was the 
boundary ultimately settled by the negotiators; but 
nothing can be more fallacious than founding a 
claim upon cotemporary maps, unless you can also. 
prove that they were adopted by the negotiators; 
and, when the noble lord takes it for granted that,’ 
if we had resorted to. arbitration, we should have 
been successful in. obtaining our claims, I cannot 
help thinking that the matter would be open to 
much discussion. I do not believe that that claim 
of the negotiators was well founded—that it is a 
claim which the negotiators intended. to ratify. I 
cannot say, either, that the inquiries which. have 
been instituted since Mr. Sparkes’s discovery have 
materially strengthened my conviction either way. 
I think they leave matters much as they were; and 
nothing, I think, can be more delusive than the ex- 
pectation that, if the question were referred to arbi- 
tration, the decision would inevitably have been 
given in your favor, in consequence of the evidence 
of maps, which would not be regarded as maps re- 
cognised by the negotiators themselves. And then, 
sir, with reference tothe maps discovered subse- 

uently to the conclusion of the negotiations con- 

ucted by Lord Ashburton. The noble lord oppo- 
site has stated that his predecessor in office had 
made all possible inquiry into the matter, and pos- 
sessed all the elements of information. connécted 
with it. Lord Ashburton, then, had a right to 
draw the same conclusion. He had a right to pre- | 
sume that he was’sent abroad in possession of all 
the elements of information on which a satisfactory 
conclusion could be come to; and, therefore, the sub- 
sequent discovery of the map- in Paris, even if it 
could be positively connected with Dr. Franklin's + 
despatch, would be no ground for the impeachment | 
of the treaty of Lord Ashburton, or for proving. 
that he had not ably and honorably discharged his 
duties, If blame should fall upon any one, it should 
fall upon those who have been conducting these ne- 
gotiations for years.” 


Mr. B. then forwarded to the secretary’s table 
another volume of Hansard’s debates, from which 
the clerk read Lord Brougham’s remarks, as fol-- 
lows: 


“A great charge against Mr. Webster is, that he 
suppressed the map of Dr. Franklin in the course of 
the negotiation; and this suppression has been said 
to savor of bad faith. I deny it. I deny that a ne- 
gotiator, in carrying on a controversey, as represent- 
ing his own country, with a foreign country, is 
bound to disclose to the other party whatever. he 
may know that tells against His own country, and 
for the opposite party. I deny that he is bound, 
any-more than an advocate is bound to tell the court 
all that he decms to make against his own clientand 
for hisadversary. My noble friend, Lord Ashbur- 
ton, has been objected to—my noble friend opposite 
has been blamed for selecting him—because he is 
not a regular bred diplomatist; because he is not ac- 
quainted with diplomatic lore; because he is a plain 
uniettered man as regards diplomatic affairs; and 
beeause he had only ‘the guide of common honesty 
and common sense, great experience of men, great 
general knowledge, a thorough acquaintance with 
the interests of his own country. and of the country 
he was sent to, for his guide in the matters he was 
to negotiate. But I believe my noble friend has yet 
to learn this one Iesson—that it is the duty of expe- 
rienced diplomatists, of regular bred politicians, of- 
those who have grown gray in the mysteries of ne- 
gotiation and the art of statescraft, that when you 
are sent to represent a country, and to get the best 
terms you can for it, to lower the terms of the oppo- 
site party, and to exalt the terms of your own, as 
far as may be—you onght first ofall to disclose all 
the weaknesses of your own case—that your duty 
to your country is something, but that your. duty is 
first to the opposite party, and that you are bound 


to’ fell everything that makes for that adverse party. 
That is ‘your ‘duty; that is one of those arts of di- 
plómacy which have lain concealed until the present 
year 1843-—one of those principles of statesmanship 
which it remained for the 6th of Victoria to produce 
and promulgate, but which were assuredly not quite 
understood by. that old French statesman, albeit 
trained in the diplomatic school, who said that Tan- 
ginge had been conferred upon men by Providence 
or the purpose of concealing their thoughts. This 
waka lesson-he had yet to learn, this regùlar bred ` 
diplomatist—this practised negotiator. He certainly 
could not have thought that it was his duty to prac- 
tise a windown in his bosom, and let every one see 
what passed in hismind. But it was the duty, it seems, 
of my noble friend to tell all, and it was equally the 
reciprocal duty of Mr. Webster to do the same. It 
was my noble friend’s duty to disclose all that he 
had found out against the negotiation he went to 
conduct. "That was. the new art, the new mystery, 
the new’ discovery of 1843; but I find my honorable 
friend, Mr. Webster, has great authority, and that 
even if he were wrong, he errs in excellent good com- 
any.. It does so happen that there was a map pub- 
Bshiod hy the King’s:geographer in this country in 
the reign of his Majesty palette THI, and here I could 
appeal to an illustrious duke whom I now see, 
whether that monarch was not as little likely to err 
from any fulness of attachment towards America, 
as‘any one of his faithful. subjects! (The Duke of 
Cambridge: Hear.] Because he well knows that 
there was no one thing which his revered parent 
had so much at heart as the separation from Amer- 
ica, and there was nothing he deplored so much as 
that separation having taken place. The King’s 
geographer, Mr. Faden, published his map 1783, 
which contains, not the British, but the American 
line. Why did not my noble friend take over a 
copy ofthat map? My noble friend opposite (Lord 
Aberdeen) is a candid man; he is an experienced 
diplomatist, both abroad and at home; he is not un- 
lettered, but thoroughly conversant in all the crafts 
of diplomacy and statesmanship. Why did he con- 
ceal this map? We have a right to complain of 
that; and I,on the part of America, complain of 
that. You ought to have sent out the map of Mr. 
Faden, and said, “this is George the Third’s map.” 
But it never occurred to my noble friend to do so. 
Then, two years after Mr. Faden published that 
map, another was published, and that took the 
British line. This, however, came out after the 
boundary had hecome matter of controversy, post 
litum motam. But, at all events, my noble friend 
had to contend with the force of the argument 
against Mr. Webster, and America had a right 
to the benefit of both maps. My noble friend op- 
osite never sent it over, and nobody ever blamed 
im for it, But that was not all. What if there 
was another map containing the American lino, and 
never corrected at all by subsequent chart coming 
from the same custody? And what if that map 
çame out of the custody of a person high in office in 
this country—nay, what if it camé out of the cus- 
tody of the highest functionary of all,—of George 
Sd himself? I know that map—I know a map which 
I can trace to the custody of George 3d, and on 
which there is the American line and not the Eng- 
lish line, and upon which there is a note, that from 
the hand-writing, as it has been described to me, 
makes me think it was the note of George 3d him- 
self: “This is the line of Mr. Oswald’s treaty in 
1783,” written three or four times upon the face of 
it,” Now, suppose this should occur—I do not know 
that it has happencd—but it may occur to a Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs,—either to my no- 
ble friend or Lord Palmerston, who, I understand 
by common report, takes a great interest in the 
question; and though he may not altogether ap- 
prove of the treaty, he may peradventure envy the 
success which attended it, for it was a success which 
did not attend any of his own American negotiations. 
But itis possible that my noble friend or Lord Pal- 
merston may have discovered that there was this 
map, because George 3d’s library, by the munifi- 
cence of George 4th, was given to the British Mu- 
seum, and this map must have been there; but 1t is 
a curious circumstance that it is “no longer there. I 
suppose it must have been taken out of the British 
Museuni for the purpose of being sent over to my 
noble friend in America; and that, according to the 
new doctrines of diplomacy, he was bound to have 
used it when there, in order to show that he had no 
case——that he had not a les to stand upon. Why 
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did he not, take it over with him? Probably he did 
not know of its existence. Iam told that it is not | 


now in the British Museum, but that it is in the For- 
eign Office. ` Probably it was known to exist; but 
somehow or other that map, which entirely destroys 


our contentions and gives all to the Americans, has ! 


been removed from the British Museum, and is now 
to be found at the Foreign Office. 


was removed from the museum to the office, and not 
in the time of my noble friend [Lord Aberdeen.”’] 

A very few observations would suffice to make 
good the first allegation; and that was, that the Brit- 
ish government, atthe time of the mission of Lord 
Ashburton, were in possession of a map of such 
high authority, of such commanding influence, that it 
would, according to the language of Lord Brougham, 
settle the claims of America to the disputed territo- 
ry beyond all contention. Now, he would advert 
for two or three moments to the nature and charac- 
ter of this map. ‘ : 

Richard Oswald was the negotiator of the provi- 
sional article of peace, signed at Paris on the 30th 
of November, 1782. He (Mr. Bucnawan) had 
compared the provisional article with the adopted 
treaty, and they were, word for word, and syllable 
for syllable, and letter for letter, the same; So that 
the boundaries. of the United States were fixed by 
the provisional treaty, on the 30th of November, 
1782. The article contained in the treaty of the 3d 
of December, 1783, was but a copy. Mr. Oswald 
was not the negotiator of the treaty of 1783; but it 
was negotiated by Mr. David Hartley. 

It was perfectly well known from history that 
George fir considered the provinces of the 
United States as the most precious jewel of his 
crown. He adhered to them with the grasp 
of fate; and even when Lord North was 
willing to close the revolutionary war, and grant 
this country independence, he (George THT) still 

ersisted in carrying on the war, hoping against 

ope that he would ultimately be able to subdue 
the country. He took the deepest and most lively 
interest in the question; and was it not probable— 
was it not absolutely certain—that, when Richard 
Oswald returned from Paris to London, the 
first, and most anxious inquiry of his Majesty was, 
Where is the boundary line “of my dominions in 
America? 

George III, as history represented him, was a 
man probably of narrow prejudices, to a certain ex- 
tent, but of sound judgment, and personally a sove- 
reign of incorruptible integrity. ‘Those best caleu- 
lated to judge of his abilities had spoken of them in 
the highest terms. Mr. B. referred to an interview 
between him, Mr. Wesley; and Dr. Johnson. When 
Mr. Adams, cur first’ minister, was introduced 
to George ITT, his reply was characteristic and honor- 
able. He said: a have been the last man in my 
dominions to accede to the peace which separates 
the United States from my kingdom. Iwill be the 
first man, now that it is made, to resist any attempt 
to infringe upon it.” In the library of that mon- 
arch we find a map; and a map marked according to 
the testimony of both Sir Robert Peel and Mr. 
Brougham, so as to give to the Americans all that 
they claimed. 

On this map was marked, in four different places, 
not “the boundary line of Mr. Oswald's treaty,” not 
of “the treaty of peace hetween the two countries;”? 
but “the boundary as described by My. Oswald.” 
Was it not conclusive? Was it not convincing, 
either that Oswald himself had deseribed this bound- 
ary, or that the boundary was described by some 
person under his direction? 

It was stated by Lord Brougham, from all the in- 
formation he had received, that this sentence, four 
times marked along the line, was in the handwriting 
of George IH himself. Here was the highest and 
most conclusice evidence: here was the ‘sovereign 


-who had had wrested from him the whole territory 


of the United States, acknowledging, himself, that 
the boundary line described by Oswald was the 
boundary between his North American provinces 
and the United States; and that the description em- 
braced the whole claim of the United States. A 
document of this kind was absolutely conclusive, 
lt was but a matter of history now, to be sure— 
nothing more: it could do neither good nor harm. 
But Sir Robert Peel himself, in this speech of his, 
declared, after describing the map, that, “indeed, he 
did not believe the claim of the government of 
Great Britain wea well-founded; that it was a claim 
which the negotiators intended to ratify.” 

Sir Robert Peel could do no more than make this 
acknowledgment, after the high testimony which he 
had presented to the House of Commons, How 
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Q Explain itas you | 
will, that is the imple fact, that this important map 


was this map removed from the library of George 
IP We were told that it was given by his son 
and successor (George IV) to the British Museum; 
and it was traced from the British Museum to the 
Foreign Office at. the time Lord Palmerston was 
Secretary of Foreign Affairs. POY : 
He (Mr. B.) thought it was intimated by his 
friend from Virginia (Mr. Rives] that there was no 
proof to show that the present ministry of England 
knew anything of the existence of this map. Was 
that possible? Transferred from the British Mu- 
seum, where it was public, where the eye of some 
American might be fixed upon it—transferred to the 
archives of the Foreign Office at the time Lord Pal- 
merston was Secretary of Foreign Affairs—and yet 
that the successor of Lord Palmerston should not 
have known of its existence? Why, it was the 
most important object, in relation to the treaty in 


- existence, on the face of the earth; and if Lord Pal- 


merston had had that document removed from the 
archives of the Foreign Office, it would have been 
stated in this speech of Sir Robert Peel that such a 
map had never come to his knowledge, or to the 
knowledge of the present British minigter. He 
speaks of it throughout as a thing perfectly well 
known. 

It was highly prokable—nay, almost certain— 
that this map found in the library of George LIT was 
the very map from which Mr. Faden, the royal 
geographer, drew his map of 1783, alluded to by 
Mr. Peel. 

“But there is still another map. Here, in this 
country—in the library of the late King, was de- 
posited a map, by Mitchell, of the date of 1753; that 
map was in the possession of ‘the late King, and it 
was also in the possession of the noble lord; but he 
did not communicate its contents to Mr. Webster.” 


That “noble lord” was Lord Palmerston, and not 
Lord Ashburton. He(Mr.B.) made this correction 
with extreme pleasure. Whether it would be of 
any service or not, would appear hereafter. 


“It is marked,” continued Sir Robert Peel, “by a 
broad red line; and on that line is written ‘boundary, 
as described by our negotiator, Mr. Oswald,’ and 
that line follows the claim of the United States. 
That map was on an extended scale. It was in pos- 
session of the late King, who was particularly cu- 
rious in respect to geographical inquiries.” 

In the face of all that passed in the House of Com- 
mons and the House of Lords, it was stated, by 
some anonymous person, in a note to which the 
honorable senator from Virginia (Mr. Rives] had 
adverted, at the close of a pamphlet in his possesion, 
and which that senator had kindly given him— 
that “we have authority for stating that Lord Aber- 
deen has said that he was not personally aware of 
the existence of this map until after the conclusion 
of treaty; and Lord Ashburton was equally ignorant 
of it till his return to England.” This was said by 
whom? Had Lord Ashburton said so himself? Had 
he ever communicated the fact to any one? Had the 
House of Commons, er any person there, pre- 
tended to dispute the iact that the map was in 
the archives of the Foreign office when Lord 
Aberdeen and Sir Robert Peel came into power? 
It was impossible that such an important doc- 
ument could have escaped the notice of Lord 
Aberdeen for more thana year. Lord Aberdeen 
had never said so himself; and the time to make the 
declaration would have been when the debate was 
proceeding sin Parliament; and when Sir Robert 
Peel himself acknowledged that the British govern- 
ment had no right tothe claim which it had set up. 
It might be that Lord Ashim orant of 
the existence of this map. n» but it 
was scarcely within the li dst remote 
probability. But this same anonymous author (it 
was not known who he was) says, in a note to this 
declaration of Sir Robert Peel, that in another re- 
port of the debate, Sir Robert Peel did not say that 
“he did not believe the claim ef Great Britain was 
well founded,” &c. 

On the other page there was a material difference. 
Instead of saying the British claim was “not well 
founded,” he says “it was well founded.” 

But was this note of an anonymous author to be 
compared with the reports of the debate, published 
in Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates? It was for a 
man having no responsibility, to make any assertion 
he pleased; and it was for that reason he (Mr. Bu- 
cHANAN) wished to do justice to all parties, that-he 
had refused to make any explanation, unti] he saw 
these reports of the debate. Ie did not know that 
they were corrected. He supposed they were; but 


the senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] probably 
knew..." That senator acting. on- his own high sense 
of honor, had declared that ‘no ‘epithet of lan- 
guage would‘ be strong enough to express the infa- 
my which must attach itself to a government which 
could conduct its high diplomatic Intercourse in such 
a manner. 
-Lord Aberdeen was sitting by Lord Brougham, 
. when he (Lord B.) made his speech, and was ap- 
pealed to more than once by Lord Brougham. He 
(Mr. Bucwanan) agreed with the semator from 
Virginia as to the immorality of such a transaction; 
but he did not think that it deserved such severe 
censure; and therefore he had stated the simple fact 
as he understood it; and made use of no epithet 
whatever to characterize it. He left it to the Senate 
to draw their own conclusions; but did not the sen- 
ator [Mr. Rives] perceive, that this severe term— 
if it were true that Great Britain was in possession 
of this map—applied. now to that government?— 
that he had been casting the strongest censure upon 
them? He agreed with the senator from Virginia, 
that diplomacy in modern times was much fairer 
than it was in ancienttimes. He did not agree with 
Lord Brougham in the opinion advanced by that 
statesman—that it was not immoral in any govern- 
ment having conclusive evidence in their posses- 
sion that their claim was unjust, to prosecute 


that claim to the very point of applying the match 


to the cannon. According to this system of diplo- 
macy, the negotiator stood precisely in the condition 
of a lawyer towards his client. The negotiator is 
bound in no case to show his hand. He expressly 
stated—and a most eccentric gentleman Lord Brough- 
am was—that he denied that the negotiator, in car- 
rying ‘on a correspondence with a foreign country, 
was more bound to disclose to the other party what~ 
ever he might know against the claim of his own 
government, than an advocate at the bar was to dis- 
close anything that would make his case appear in 
a had light. Now, in the opinion of Lord Brougham, 
if Lord Ashburton had had this map in his pocket, 
he would have been obliged to conceal it, as a law- 


yer would be obliged to conceal unfavorable testi- 


mony;. and while he (Mr.- Bucuanan) agreed 
with the senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives]: in 
condemning the concealment of such evidence, yet, 
according to Lord Brougham, it was perfectly justi- 
fiable, aud it would be absurd to make the fact 
known, He should not repeat what that statesman 
had said upon the subject, because it had already 
been read. Lord Brougham came out as strong as 
Sir Robert Peel, and admits that a production of 
this map would, have ended all controversy in future, 
on the subject of this claim. Was Lord Ashburton 
acquainted with the existence of this map? That 
he was not the “noble lord” referred to by Sir 
Robert Peel, he (Mr. B.) freely and frankly admitted; 
but would it not require a mantel of charity broader 
than ever was bestowed upon any man, to believe 
that the British government, being in possession of 
this map—the map itself being in the foreign office— 
would (contrary to the opinions of Sir Robert Peel 
and Lord Brougham) send Lord Ashburton here, 
entirely ignorant of its existence? that they 
would have sent him here without a copy of the 
map? The original, he supposed, was so precious 
thatit would not have been permitted to be taken from 
the Foreign Office. The thing was possible. Lord 
Ashburton’s character might have been so high that 
they were afraid to trust a man of his honor with 
a knowledge of the fact. He (Mr. B.) believed, from 
what he knew of Lord Ashburton, that he was a man 
of the highest, character, and might have acted ac- 
cording to the mode indicated by the senator from 
Virginia—that was, exhibited his testimony. It 
would have satisfied his own conscience that the 
British had no title to the territory in dispute. It 
was possible Lord Ashburton was ignorant of the 
fact. He hoped it was so; and if ever it should ap- 
pear to be so, nay, if Lord Ashburton himself 
should ever declare it to be so, he (Mr. B.) would 
rise instantly in his place in this Senate, take his 
own word for it, and do him most ample justice. In 
the mean time, he (Mr. B.) declared most solemnly 
that he hoped it was so. There was a sentence, 
however, in Sir Robert Peel’s speech which says 
that Lord Ashburton “had a right to presume that 
he was sent abroad in possession of all the elements 
-of information on which a satisfactory conclusion 
could be come to, and therefore the subsequent dis- 
covery of the map in Paris, even if it could ke posi- 
tively connected with Dr. Franklin’s despatch, 
would be no ground for the impeachment of the 
‘treaty of Lord Ashburton, or for proving that he 


' tertained the same views with-regard to the dut: 
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had-not ably and honorably discharge: his duties.” 

Now, Lord Ashburton was present—he pre- 
sumed-he was—in the House—— ` 

{Here Mr. Rives and other senators said the sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was. mistaken. -Lord Ash- 
‘burton was not prenent at the debate.] : 

Tt made no difference. He undoubtedly saw the 
debate in the papers next morning; if he were not 
present on the evening of the debate, perhaps he was 
the first man who examined it. If the British gov- 


-ernment had sent him abroad, ignorant of the ex- 


istence of this mostimportant document, and im- 
posed upon him the difficulty of making this treaty, 
would he not have declared at once his ignorance of 
its existence? would it not have concerned his honor, 
to make this declaration to the whole world? - He 
(Mr. B.) was afraid, however, that his lordship en- 
of 
a negotiator as were entertained by Sir Robert Peel 
in the House of Commons, and Lord Brougham in 
the House of Lords—that it was not the duty of a 
minister to producé any evidence weighing against 
the title of his government, however unfounded that 
title might be; and it was for this reason that he had 
studiously avoided applying any epithets. He had 
presented nothing more than facts to the Senate. It 
appeared to him a very strange discussion in the 


Senate of the United States, and he was very sorry 


for it; but it appeared indispensable to him to make 
this explanation. If the senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Rives] could convince ‘the Senate that Lord Ash-~ 
burton was ignorant of the existence of this map, he 
(My. B.) was not aware that it would afford any 
man more pleasure than himself to acknowledge it. 

Mr. RIVES understood the senator to say the 
other day, that, having made a charge implicating 
the character of Lord Ashburton, he would exam- 
ine the authenticated report of the debates in Parlia- 
ment, and if he found the charge unfounded, he 
would make the necessary correction. But what 
was now the fac? After examining and producing 
to the Senate the authentic report of the debates, 
and having failed to establish the charge; having, in 
fact, shown that there was not the slightest proof 
that Lord Ashburton had any knowledge, much less 
possession of the map,—instead of making the cor- 
rection promised, the senator tried to. sustain the 
charge by throwing the negative proof on Lord Ash-- 
burton himself. The senator merely argued that 
this map being im possession of the British govern- 
ment, it was almost impossible that it would not bè 
communicated to Lord Ashburton—coming here to 
settle the matter by treaty. He assumes a pos®e 
bility, or-probability,and throws the proof negative- 
ly on the person so charged. 

Mr R. referred to the report of the senator’s 
speech in the Intelligencer, and quoted passages 
from it, alleging that Lord Ashburton- had in his 


- pocket a copy of the map, found in the library of 


George HI, at the very time he was negotiating 
for a territory he must have known he was not en- 
titled to claim. Mr. R.also dwelt. on the Senator’s 
reliance upon statements made by Lord Brougham, 
without considering the spirit and intention with 
which they were made, or the circumstances that 
gave rise to them. ‘The spirit of the whole debate 
in both the House of Commons and House of Lords, 
showed that it was to counteract Lord Palimerston’s 
arraignment of Sir Robert Peel for letting himself 
be overreached by Mr. Webster, that the retort was 
thrown. back upon Lord Palmerston, that he him- 
self had, when in office, acted as Mr. Webster was 
alleged to have acted in reference to the map, found 
by Mr. Sparks in Paris. The conduct of Mr. Web- 
ster had been held up as an evidence of bad faith, 
before the House of Commons and the world, in 
not having produced the map found in Paris by 
Mr. Sparks; and the object of Sir Robert Peel in the 
House- of Commons, and of Lord Brougham in the 
House of Lords, was to show that the charge of 
bad faith cif there was any in matters of such di 

plomacy) was as applicable to one side as to the 
other. 

Mr. R. then proceeded to show that the whole 
tenor of Lord Brougham’s remarks was ironical; 
his design being to bring home to the door cf Lord 
Palmerston, the accuser of Mr. Webster, the fact 
that he had been guilty of the very sarme thing that 
he charged upon Mr. Webster. The driftand 
spirit of Lord Brougham’s argument went to show 
that the removal of the map tothe foreign office was 
not in*the time of Lord Aberdeen’s being in office, 
but during the time Lord Palmerston himself was in 
office. ; 

He (Mr. R.) was surprised that the senator from 
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Pennsylvania, finding the debates did not aus 
charge, ‘had ‘notfrankly avowed his mistake; and be 
was still more surprised to‘find “that; after the sen- 
ator had himself ‘produced ‘evidence that ‘his charge 
could not be maintained’ by the ‘source he made ‘it 
from, he-should throw the negative proof on Lord 
Ashburton, of denying that he had any knowledge 
or possession-of such a map. SE RR Se 
“He (Mr. R.) was not the sponsor of Gord Ash- 
burton. He stood up as: the vindicator of ‘the dig- 
nity and generosity of the Senate in relation to what 
emanated from it, touching ‘a. distinguished fant- 
tionary of another «government, who had, ‘durin. 
the term of his diplomacy here, ‘as well as upõn al 
suitable occasions elsewhere, shown hirhself to. Ke 
entitled to the utmost courtesy and respect. =: = 

The senator from Pennsylvania, however, seemed: 
to consider the conclusion inevitable, that the British 
government being in possession of the map’ found in 
the library of George III, it was impossible Lord 
Ashburton could have been sent here to negotiate a 
treaty, in relation to which that map would be con- 
clusive, without being made acquainted with the 
fact, and being furnished with the map itself, ‘or, at 
least, a copy of it. Now it was plain to everyone, 
that important documents might be in the archives 
of our departments here, without the fact of their ex- 
istence being known to persons coming into office, or 
being considered necessary towards effecting an object 
which was to be attained on other grounds than doc 
umentary evidence. The negotiation for the treaty of 
Washington did not turn upon a strict adherénce to 
the long-disputed positions taken by the two govern- 
ments as to the line intended by the treaty of 1783. 
It was understood to be a matter of compromise, 
and that experience had shown it could be settled in 
no other way. 

Mr. R. here entered into some minute details, 
showing the particular points which: the negotiators 
considered most important to settle. From all he had 
read and heard of the map found in the library of 
George HI, he felt convinced it was similar to Mr. 
Jay’s map; and he proceeded to show that the only 
point it proved for the claim of the United States, 
was that of the highlands. And with regard to 
other points of the boundary line, it told as much 
Jor as against Great Britain, It would give more 
territory east (south and north of the St. Johns) to 
Great Britain than the whole of the territory surren- 
dered to her by the treaty of Washington.: But, in 
reference to the map so much talked of, did not Sir 
Robert Peel, in the very speech quoted by the sena- 
tor, say that no reliance was to be placed on any 
map as evidence of the boundary line, unless it could 
bė proved that it was the identical map made use of 
by the negotiators who agréed upon the boundary 
line? 

He (Mr. R.) denied that there was the slightest 
proof that the map found in the library of George 
LII wes the map which had been used by the nego- 
tiators who had fixed upon the boundary line’ of 
1782. Fie also denied that there had been adduced 
the slightest proof that the map was known to or in 
possession of Lord Ashburton at the time he was 
carrying on the negotiation for the treaty of Wash- 
ington. Gentlemen on the other side had contended 
that there was; but they had utterly failed in the 
evidence they relied. upon; for when that evidence 
came up and was candidly examined, it was found ` 
to bear no such inference as they had supposed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was really desirous of heing 
done with this business, and he should say but very 
few words about the Ashburton or Washington 
treaty. As to its merits or demerits, he had already 
said all he ever intended to say. His vote against 
it, and his speech on the occasion, were before the 
world, and he was willing to stand the test before 
that tribunal. ie 

Whether this map, found in the library of George 
TII, was identical with the map of Mr. Jay, it was 
impossible for him to say. The senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Rives] was, he believed, as ignorant as 
himself as to what that map really was. He dis- 
cussed it on the supposed knowledge of an identity 
between these maps, of which there was no proof. 
Now, what he (Mr. B.) had set out with, he bad 
conclusively established; and that was, that the Brit- 
ish government were in possession of a map which, 
according to the acknowledgment of Sir Robert 
Peel, gave the United States all they claimed, and he 
ey B ) presumed he knew what the United States 

id claim. There was also the declaration of Lord 
Brougham, that this map did not leave the British 
government a leg to stand upon; and that it could 
have completely settled all questions in dispute in 
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Favor of the American. claims. The. senator from 
Vitginia EMr. Rives] had attempted to conclude— 
with what success he (Mr. B.) would leave to the 
Senate—from notes. of an anonymous writer, that: 


Lord Aberdeen had said to somebody, that neither | 


he nor Lord Ashburton knew of the existence of 
that map; and he [Mr. R.] asked him (Mr. B.) if he 
Were Secretary of State, would he be bound to know 
all the maps laid. away in the lumber room of the 
State department? In answer to. that, he would say, 
‘that if he were negotiating a treaty, it could not. be 
supposed. he would’ remain entirely ignorant 
of. a map. coming from the library of George 
‘HI, with. the authority of two. distinguished 
statesmen, that itsettled the dispute, and gave con- 
clusive proof of the ‘truth and justice of the matter 
to be adjusted. It might be so; but that there was 
the least probability that Lord Asburton could be 
ignorant that: this map was in existence when pre- 
paring to come to this country, with all necessary 
„documents, was a question hardly admitting of ra- 
tional belief. f O 
The senator from Virginia had said that he was 
disappointed, that he (Mr. B.) had not, with his 
accustomed frankness, acknowledged that his charge 
was not sustained by the debates he depended upon 
as proof. Now, he had fully established, by refer- 
ence to the accredited report of the debates in Par- 
liament, every thing he had stated, to the full extent 
of what he believed to be the truth; and if, in the 


conclusions he id drawn, he had used any expression | 


unauthorized, he had shown himself ready to cor- 
rect it. He had said, in express terms, that “the 
noble lord,” who it was universally believed in 
this country was Lord Ashburton, alluded to in the 
farliameniary speech quoted, wag inot Lord Ash- 

urton, but Lord Palmerston, What more could 
the senator from Virginia desire? He (Mr. B.) had 
stated it twice Any one would have supposed the 
allusion was to Lord Ashburton. He had never 
seen the official debates till the other evenings and 
when he had read them, he at onee came forward to 
do justice to Lord Ashburton in this particular. 
The senator from Virginia, however, complained that 
he (Mr. B.) argued upon the probability that Lord 
Ashburton must_have known of the existence of 
this map. He (Mr. B.) wished to Heaven he could 
state that he believed Lord Ashburton did not know 
ofits existence, To suppose he did not, was to 
suppose the British ministry sent him abroad to 
make a treaty, without furnishing him with the 
most important documents for making the treaty; 
and, in the face of this presumption, we hear boih 
Sir Robert Peel and Lord Brougham—one on the 
floor of the House of Commons, and the other on 
the floor of the House of Lords—ridicule the idea 
that there would have been any want of morality in 
coneealing from another government evidence’ of 
this kind. Lord Brougham turns into contempt 
any other policy in diplomacy but that which should 
govern a lawyer towards his client. 

The Senator from Virginia and himself (Mr. B.) 
agreed that this was wrong and immoral. But on 
the floor of woth Houses of Parliament the doctrine 
had bees: maintained. It was solemnly stated in the 
One chat no such obligation was imposed on a nego- 
dator as to disclose faets in his possession; while 
the idea of such a disclosure was ridiculed in the 
other, 

He (Mr. P did not know whether Lord Ash- 
burton would have feit himself bound to conceal 
this map, acting on the principle avowed by Sir 
Robert Peel and Lord Broughain; but from what he 
knew of him personally, and by character, he had 
so much regard for his word, that notwithstanding 
the testimony is almost conclusive against him on 
this point, if Lord Ashburton shall say he had not 
possession or knowledge of this map, when he 
was negotiator here, he (Mr. B.) would at once give 
freely his faith and belief to what he should say. 

Mr. RIVES had only to say, that, if the senator 
from Pennsylvania was satified with the position in 
which he had placed himself, he (Mr. R.) was con- 
tent to let the matter rest there. 

Mr. SEMPLE did not rise to make a speech, but 
to suggest that such disposition of this resolution be 
made as, for the present, would not render it necessary 
to take a test vote, either on the question of reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations or to lay it 
on the table. He proposed to move to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject ull the second 
Monday in April, if there was no objection to that 
course. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN stated that 


: he had hoped 
this debate had exhausted itself and he now rose to 


give notice that he would, on the first-opportunity, 


move to Jay it on the table. 


Mr. ARCHER said, in courtesy, it was due to 
the senator from Illinois, [Mr. Sempis,] if he wish- 
ed, that he should have an opportunity, as the mover 
of the resolution, of making a concluding speech. 

Mr. SEMPLE said he was willing to take the 
vote now, av. there was.no desire to, postpone it. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that he hid a. few re- 
marks to make, antl hë hoped the subject would be 
passed over till to-morrow, to give him an opportuni- 
ty of making his remarks. >  _ 

Mr. ALLEN urged that it was due to the senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucuanan] to give him an 
opportunity of replying to what had been said in 


‘reference to his views by the senator from Massa- 


chusetts. > 

Mr. ARCHER was quite disposed to extend eve- 
ry courtesy on this subject required, 

Mr, SEVIER said ,he would waive his intention 
of making any remarks if it was desired to take the 
vote. m E a R 
Mr. SEMPLE moved to postpone. the subject to 
the second Monday in April. , 

This motion waè decided in the negative. 

Afer some informal conversation, 

Mr. BUCHANAN requested the subject would 
be passed over till to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

Sn motion by Mr. EVANS, 

The Senate adjonrned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - 
‘Webnespay, March 20, 1844. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois obtained permission to 
lay before the House the memorial and resolutions 
of the general assembly of the State of Illinois, 
praying Congress to pass a permanent pre-émption 
Jaw, which will protect the settler, for a term of years, 
in the occupancy of any unappropriated government 
lands on which he may have settled and made an 
improvement. Also, a law graduating the price of 
the public lands to the actual settler, and making no 
invidious distinction between alien and native born 
citizens, so far as procuring a home in our country 
and interest in our soil is concerned. It was refer 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to which was referred a bill on the same 
subject. He algo presented a memorial of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Uhnois, agking Con- 
gess to grant to said State the alternate sections of 
ia for six miles on each side of the Northern Cross 
railroad for the sole purpose of completing said road; 
and that in all eases where the lands through which 
said railroad passes have heretofore been entered, 
the governor of the State of Illinois be author- 
ized to make the selection of an equal number of 


acres from the vacant lands within the State: refer- | 


red to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COBB obtained permission to give notice of 
his intention to ask leave to introduce a bill to fix 
the salary of the marshal of the State of Georgia. 


THE OHIO COURTS BILL. 

Mr. SAUNDERS reminded the House thata mo- 
tion was pending to reconsider the vote by which 
the House yesterday passed to its third reading the 
bill in relation to the district courts of the State 
of Ohio; and he was now authorized to state that the 
delegation from Ohio would assent to the reconsider- 
ation to give him the opportunity to move an amend- 
ment, by way of proviso, to prevent the bill taking 
effect before the Ist of August next. 

The vote was reconsidered; and after a conversa- 
tion in which Messrs. POTTER, SAUNDERS, 
MOORE, SCHENCK, and others took part, the 
bill was amended, on the suggestion of Mr. 
SCHENCH, so as to prevent the operation of the 


bill until after the July term, so that that termmight | 


be held at Cincinnati. 

The bill was then passed to its third reading; and 
on that question 

Mr. DUNCAN raised some objections to the bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK likewise addressed the House 
on the objects of the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it appeared evident to 
him that this debate would be protracted during the 
entire day, to the exclusion of other business; he 
felt compeiled, therefore, to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded by 86 afirm- 
ative votes, taken by tellers, nays not counted; and 
the main question was ordered, being upon the en- 
grossment of the amendment, and the third readirg 
of the bill. 


Mr. DUNCAN inquired whether the question 
upon the engrossment of the amendment, and -thg 
third reading of the bill, was to be considered as 
one question only, requiring.but one vote. 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively; and 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays, but 
again withdrew the call. It was renewed, however, 


by. i < 
; Tyin. E. .D. POTTER, and the yeas and nays 


were oidered; and being taken, resulted thus: yeas 
92, nays 62. ne re ae ee 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. .; 

Mr. CRANSTON, on leave, introduced a bili 
providing for the construction of a military road 
from Fort Adams to Newport, Rhode Island: read 
twice, and referred to the Conimittee on Military 
Affairs. -~ i f 

Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he should, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill for an act 
reorganizing the United States district and circuit 
courts for the State of Hlinois. ; 

Mr. SIMONS moved a, reconsideration of the 
vote ori pasiiig the bill to change the place of holds 
ing the district court of the United States for the 
district of Ohio. : . 2 

Mr. VANCE objected that the motion was notin 
order, the bill having already been reconsidered; snd 
after some remarks from Messrs. DROMGOOLE; 
HOPKINS, and DUNCAN; f 

The SPEAKER stated that the reconsideration 
was notin order; because the vote on the passage of 
the bill had already been reconsidered. io pa 

Mr. DUNCAN ajipcaled from the decision of thë 
Chair; and the: appeal was debatet by Messrë. 
DUNCAN, WHITE, DROMGOOLE, WIN- 
THROP, and VINTON. 

The SPEAKER again stated his decision, aùd 
gave his reasons at length in reply to Mr. Ware. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON next obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE claimed to be entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
from Tennessee had been recognised by the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE still persisted in asserting that he 
was entitled to the floor. ; e 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennés- 
sec had been recognised, and therefore the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE insisted that he was. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman from Koen- 
tucky to order. 

Some conversation and mutual explanations fol- 
lowed between the SPEAKER and Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said it was well known how 
this matter would terminate; and therefore he moved 
to lay the whole subject on the table. He how- 
ever withdrew that motion, that Mr. Wuite might 
make further explanation. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then renewed his motion to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered—only 20 voting therefor. 

‘Tellers were called for, and appointed on the de- 
mand for the yeas and and nays; and Messrs. Me- 
Ciervanp and Winrurop were appointed. They 
reported 39 in the affirmative. 

The yeas and nays were therefore ordered. 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired whether the motion to 
lay the appeal on the table would have the effect of 
disposing of the motion for reconsideration, as well 
as that of the appeal. 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

Mr. DUNCAN said if such was the decision of 
Chair, he would take an appeal from that decision. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus—yeas 80, nays 85. : 

The appeal was not laid upon the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN said it was with very great reluc- 
tance that he found himself compelled to disagree 
with the Chair; but from the most careful examina- 
tion, he could arrive at no other conclusion than 
that the Chair was in error. If it wore a matter of 
expediency only, he would cheerfully defer his own 
Judgment to that of the presiding officer; but involv- 
Ing, as it did, an important principle, he felt com- 
pelled to oppose the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether it would 
be in order to move to lay the question of appeal, 
the reconsideration of the bill, and the whole subject 
upon the table. Being answered that it would not be 
in order— 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous question 
upon the pending motion, viz: “Shall the opinion of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of House” : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. SAMPLE called. for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted thus: 
yeas.73, nays 73. 7 

The CHAIR voted in the affirmative. 

So the judgment of the Chair was affirmed as the 
judgment of the House. 


RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


The SPEAKER: announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the resolution reported: by the 
select committee on the Rhode Island memorial, on 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. Srer- 
son] had.the: floor. . $ : 

Mr. STETSON commenced his remarks in rath- 
er a low tone, and the position of the reporter being 


wuch that he cannot see, nor well hear the gentle- 


man, the first part of them were lost. When heard, 
he was commenting on the remarks of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr.. Smirn,] on the subject of Mr. 
Van Buren’s votes in the New York convention; and 
he intimated that that gentleman had only partially 
quoted Mr. Van Buren. He referred the gentleman 
more particularly to pages 168, 182, 314, 324, and 
326 of the journal of the convention, and proceeded 
to read extracts to show what was in reality Mr. 
Van Buren’s course. 
propositions in convention, which Mr. Van Buren 
opposed, which it was necessary should be known 
that Mr. Van Buren’s votes might not be misunder- 
stood. He caused to be read by the clerk an ex- 
tract from a letter, written by Mr. Van Buren toa 
committee of mechanics. of Rhode Island, on the 
subject of universal suffrage; and insisted that Mr. 
Van Buren’s course in New York had most mate- 
rially aided in extending the franchise to 75,000 per- 
sons. He then proceeded to notice the remarks of 
Mr. C. B. Smrru on the votes of Mr. Van Buren on 
the subject of a limited suffrage of free-blacks. 

Mr. 8. continued to ne various passages 
from the speeches of Mr. Van Buren, to show what 
his views were on the right of suffrage; and he thus 
spoke. until the morning hour had expired. “| 

Mr. SIMONS of Connecticut obtained the floor, 
amidst a number of competitors; and, 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, ` 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. C. Jonson 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for fortifications, the 
pending question being upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hanauson,] appro- 
priating a sum for the continuation of works at 
Key West and the Dry Tortugas. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that, in his opinion, 
the amendment could not be entertained, as by the 
rules of the House no appropriation could be made 
by an amendment toa general appropriation bill, 
for an object not previously authorized hy law. 

Mr. HOLMES said the Chair was undoubtedly 
correct as to the rule; but he contended that the 
pie case did not come within the rule. He be- 
ieved that appropriations were made in 1815 and 
1816 for the erection of forts at those places. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he recollected, some years 
ago, a claim was brought before the Committee of 
Claims for materials furnished for those works; 
which materials were never used, and the claim was 
allowed. This was his recollection of the matter; 
but whether this circumstance would be conclusive 
to show that these were such works as would au- 
thorize the appropriation under the rule, he would 
not undertake to determine. 

Mr. HOLMES said if there was any case which 
would justify a departure from a technical rule, he 
thought this- was such a case. 

Mr. HALE suggested that the debate was out of 
order, as there was no appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. - 

Mr. HARALSON said he thought he could ad- 
duce such facts as would show that this appro- 
priation would come m properly as an amendment 
to the general appropriation bill. If ever there was 
ah occasion when it was proper to construe this 
rule liberally, it was in view of the amendment 
whieh was now proposed. Every section of the 
Union-was deeply interested in the fortifications pro- 
posed to be continued at these points. It was a na- 
tional and not a sectional matter, and he trusted the 
Chair would reconsider its decision. 

After some remarks on the point of order by 
Messrs. WELLER and LEVY, 

Mr. HARALSON withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing at the end an appropriation for the fortifications 
at Portland harbor; but, after some conversation with 


He quoted, also, the federal _ 
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Mr. McKAY, in which he was -informed that the 

bill contained an appropriation for that object, with- 

drew the motion. ns : 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported; and, 


SECOND REGIMENT OF ‘DRAGOONS. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the committee 
took up the bill from the Senate providing for re- 
mounting the second regiment of dragoons; which 
being read, 

_Mr. HALE moved to amend it by inserting a pro- 
vision that ‘all acts and parts of acts for raising the 
eighth regiment of infantry be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed.” : 

Mr. HALE stated that the Florida war, which 
was the immediate occasion for the creation of this 
regiment, being ended, there was no necessity for its 
continuance, : 

The CHIARMAN was understood to decide that 
the amendment was not in order. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. PARMENTER approved of the motion; and 
suggested that the House take up another of the 
appropriations bills, the title of which was not 
heard. 

Mr. MciCAY hoped the committee would not lay 


give some statements of the additional expense that 
would be incurred by remounting these dragoons. 
The additional expense which a regiment of dragoons 
would cost per annum overa regiment of infantry, 
was very considerable; but to what it would amount 
he had not the means of stating correctly, for it was 
variously estimated by different officers. One ofii- 
cer estimated the amount at $41,600; another, at 
$60,555; and a third, at $79,177. He had really 
hoped that they should have had some correct state- 
ment from the Committee on Military. Affairs be- 
fore so large an increase of expenditure would re- 
ceive the assent of the House. The argument 
based on an apprehension of danger from the In- 
dian tribes, he thought, had but little force, as no 
danger need be anticipated from them, if they were 
dealt with justly and kindly. i 

which was used in the bill; for it wonld be'idle to 
passa law to repeal the act dismounting the regi- 
ment, when it had been long since executed, and the 
horses sold. The phraseology was,to him, very pe- 
culiar. They might as well repeal an appropriatio 
bill passed ten years ago—the money appropriate 
by which had been long since expended. He sup- 
posed it was meant that, by the passage of this bill, 
that regiment should be remounted; and that the 
government should incur the expense of repurchas- 
ing the horses, &c., at double or treble the amount 
for which they were sold; but, with its present phra- 
seology, it would appear to be designed to replace 
the officers and men in the position in which they 
were at the time of the passage of the act by which 
they were dismoutted—a phraseology which would 
favor the idea that the officers and men had been in- 
jured by the passage of the law of the last Congress; 
and probably they would come here for compensa- 
tion for such imaginary wrong. He denied that 
Congress had the power to repeal such a law, when 
it had been executed. At the last Congress they 
had various reports suggesting magnificent appro- 
priations for both the army and the navy. Why, fifty 
millions of dollars would not have met the expendi- 
tures of this nation if Congress had adopted the sug- 
gestions of the President and his two thunderbolts, 
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Na- 
vy; but for the 27th Cougress, he would in justice 
say, that instead of running a course of prodigality, 
they had taken an opposite course. 

He reminded the House of the proceedings of 
| the House of Representatives of the 27th Congress 
on this very subject. Then, propositions were 
made to reduce the army from 12,600 men to 6,000; 
and the actual reduction made was from 12,000 to 

8,000. It was the wish of that House to disband 
this regiment of dragoons entirely; but the Senate 
so amended the bill as to dismount them, instead of 
disbanding them. ‘The amendments and reductions 
made at that time were, in many instances, made on 
the motion of their present chairman, [Mr. Cave 
Jornson,] in whose labors he [Mr. Apams] was al- 
ways very glad to number himself asa friend and 
supporter. .He intimated that he should move the 
disbanding of this regiment of dragoons; for the 
Florida war no longer existed, which gave cause to 
increase our standing army. - . 

Mr. A. concluded by moving that the committee 


the bill aside to be reported; and he proceeded to‘ 


Mr. ADAMS objected to the word “repeal,” 


rise; which motion- prevailed, and the. committee 
roseand reported the fortification bill tö the House. 
The question being on the éngrossment, the, pre- 
vious question was ordered, and the main question © 
passed in the affirmative. nS aks 
Mr. GEORGE W. JONES said, believing that it 
was unnecessary to pass this bill, and that the pub- 


. lic service would sustain no detriment by its rejec- 


tion, he wished to record: his vote against‘it. He 
demanded the yeas and nays. SOA 

The demand was not seconded;- and-the question 
being put upon the passage of the bill; was decided 


_ in the affirmative. 


The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
fondest to the reporters by the members presenting’ 
them: 


By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The memorial-of 
Hiram Lundy and eighty-five others, of the sixth 
congressional district of Indiana; also, of Mr. Lit- 
Uejohn and one hundred and fifty-one others, pray- 
ing a grant of land for the continuation of the Wa- 
bash and Erie Canal from Vigo (Terre Haute) to 
Evansville, on the Ohio; and for the same object, the 
petition of W. C. Keith and one hundred and forty- 
eight others, of Knox county, Indiana. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Wm. 
H. Stickney and others, citizens of Gallatin county, 
Illinois, praying Congress to take measures for the 
imrrovement of the Missouri, the Upper Mississip- 
pi, and the Ohio rivers; which, upon his motion, was 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. RITTER: A memorial from citizens of 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, representing the tariff 
of 1842 as operating favorably for the revival of the 
trade and business of ‘our entire country, and car- 
nestly praying that no change whatever be made in 
that system, until experience shall have demonstra- 
ted, by ascertained facts, that such change would be 
for the better. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The memorial of Win. 
Janney and sixty-cight others, citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the admission of ‘Texas 
into the American Union. 

By Mr. HAYS: Two memorials from citizens of 
western Pennsylvania, praying for the extension of’ 
the national road, by a lateral branch from some 
point at or near the base of the Laurel hill, to the 
harbor of Presque Isle, by the way of Pittsburg and 
Meadville: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Augustus ` 
Troxel and numerous others, citizens of Dauphin 
county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to main- 
tain the tarif of 1842 until experience shall have 
demonstrated, by ascertained: facts, that a change 
would be for the better. i 


IN SENATE. 
Tnurspay, March 21, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the State Depart- 
ment, of the correspondence which has taken place 
between this government and the agents of the gov-._ 
ernment of Great Britain in relation to the interpre- 
tation of the tenth article of the treaty of Lord Ash- 
burton: ordered to be printed. 

Also laid before the Senate acommunication from 
the War Department, transmitting a report made in 
compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 
2ist February, 1843, accompanied by statements of 
the expenses of improving the navigation of the 
Ohio river at the falls near Louisville, Kentucky. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, ordered to he on 
the table, and be printed. 

Also laid before the Senate a message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting to that. 
body a copy of the convention concluded on the 
lith of March, 1841, between the United States and 
the republic of Peru, which had been Guly ratified, 
and of which the ratifications have been exchanged; 
communicating it to the end that suitable measures 
may be adopted to give effect to the first article 
thereof, which provides for distribution among the 
claimants of the sum of $300,000, thereby stipulated 
to be paid: referred tothe Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented ten memorials from 
citizens of different parts of the State of Pennsylva- 


nia, similar to a number he had already presented, 
eamestly praying that the present tariff be not dis- 


turbed until experience demonatyaces, by ascertained 


416 


facts, that such.change would-be for. the - better: re- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Aiso, a memorial from William B. Vaughan, 
praying for an extension of time for completing his 
contract with the government for- the delivery of 
navy timber: ordered ‘to He on the table, a general 
bill for such object having been passed and sent to 
the House. —- 

Mr. B. said he had beén requested by a lady, who 
had written him a very polite and civil letter, to pre-: 
Sent a memorial from a number of womer of Penn- 
sylvaaia, asking Congress to abolish every thing in 
the-constitution and laws in any manner recognising 
slavery. j 

Mr. HAYWOOD raised the question of reception 
on the memorial. And : 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, that motion was 
laid on the table. 3 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented three other memo 
rials of a similar character, signed by men in Penn- 
sylvania; which were disposed of in like manner. 

-Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from John 
Frazer, late architect and superintendent of the New 
York custom-house, asking Congress to pass a law 
for the settlement of his accounts, and to pay the 
balance due him on hig contract with the govern- 
ment: referred to the Committee on Claims. 

_Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from S. 
A. Morse and 115 other citizens of Maine, remon- 
strating against a change of the mail-route from 
Jonesport to East’ Machias, in that State: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. , f 

On. motion by Mr. STURGEON, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 

ucretia Haymaker. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Thomas 


Allen, praying an appropriation in fulfilment of his . 


contract with the State Department for printing the 
compendium of the sixth census: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition from Eliza- 
beth Cornell, executrix of her father, Oliver Cornell, 
praying that the pension agent at Rhode Island may 

e authorized to pay her the balance which was due 
her father by way of pension at the time of his de- 
cease: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also presented petitions from Sarah Dagget, 
Mary Reynolds, Rose Bowen, and Dorothy Har- 
den, widows of revolutionary soldiers, praying 
that the pensions which they heretofore received 
may be continued to them during their natural life: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
he Lands, to which had been referred petitions of a 
number of settlers on the public lands m Louisiana, 
reported a bill to secure certain rights of pre-emp- 
tion in the State of Louisiana, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of William De Buys, late postmaster at New 
Orleans; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the general 
assembly of North Carolina, at its last session, 
passed certain resolution urging upon the senators 
and representatives in that State to use their exer- 
tions to obtain an appropriation for the completion 
of the United States arsenal in that State, as an ar- 
senal of deposite and general construction. It was 
presented to the Senate, aud referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, but no final action was 
had upon them. He moved that they be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: Agreed to. 

Mr. H. said he had prepared a resolution, ealling 
upon the War Department for information, which 
ought to accompany these resolutions to the com- 
mittee; and he would state, with a view of drawing 
the attention of the committee to the fact, that in 
1835, an act of Congress was passed, authorizing in 
express terms the erection of an arsenal of de- 
posite, and general construction in the State of 
North Carolina. At various times appro- 
priations were made for the purpose of carry- 
ing into execution the intentions of the law, but the 
executive department of the government had sus- 
pended in part the purpose of the law, and only 
gone on to complete the work as an arsenal of de- 
posite. His object in asking the attention to the 
memorial of the legislature was with the view to get 
the committee to go into an examination of the sub- 
ject, and see if they did not concur in opinion of 
the representatives from that State, that the execu- 


suspend a law of Congress, or to defeat the object 
ofits laws. It was their.business, when a law was 

assed, to carry it into execution; and if it could not 

e executed without alteration or amendment to re- 
port. that fact to Congress; but not undertake to re- 
peal a law or render it inoperative by their will 
merely. “With the view of bringing the facts in the 
case directly before the Senate and the country, 
he begged leave to offer the following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate an estimate of the 
amount which will be necessary to complete the 
United States arsenal near Fayetteville, in North 
Carolina, as it was originally designed by law, viz: 


` as an arsenal of deposite and general construction; 


and that he report also what balance there is in the 
hands of disbursing officers of any appropriation 
heretofore made for the erection and completion of 
said works. 


The resolution having been read, was adopted. 
THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution of Mr. Evans, providing for 
the adjournment, sine die, of both Houses of the 
present Congress on Monday, the 20th day of May 
next, was postponed till Monday next. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that, as the honorable 
senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had appeared 
in his seat, and desired to address the Senate upon 
the subject, he would also, on Monday next, ask for 
the consideration of the resolution of the Committee 
on Finance for the postponement of the bill intro- 
duced by the senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDvrrig,) for the reduction of the present tariff to 
the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
Mrs. Theodocia Netherland, of Jessamine county, 
Kentucky, the widow of Benjamin Netherland, de- 
ceased, a lieutenant in the revolutionary war, pray- 
ing some allowance for the services of her husband 
at that time: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Thomas Fillebrown, jr., for the settlement of his 
claim for commission on certain disbursements; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented two memorials 
gph citizens of the State of Michigan, praying for 

1e construction of a canal around the falls of St. 
Mary’s river: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Pensions 
in the case of Lewis Davis, was taken up and con- 
curred in. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


“ue bill granting a quantity of land to improve 
Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
by a canal in the Territory of Wisconsin, was again 
taken up as in conmittee of the whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing to the last section the following: “And so soon 
as the Territory of Wisconsin shall be admitted as a 
State into the Union, the said canal and improve- 
ments shall become the property of the people of the 
people of said State, provided that the convention 
which shall form the constitution for said State shall, 
in that instrument, agree to accept said canal and 
improvements on the condition that the State of 
Wisconsin shall not collect any more tolls, water 
rates, or profits, upon the said canal and improve- 
ments, than will be sufficient to keep the same in re- 

air. 
j Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that he would 
have no objection tothe amendment, if the Senator 
from Ohio would strike out from the word “condi- 
tions,” to the end of the proposed amendment—‘ags 
to the collection of tolls.” The reason why he sug- 
gested this was, that the principle of the bill was 
that the improvement was not to cost the govern- 
ment anything, at the same time the canal would 
be of great benefit to the government. The bill 
provided that allthe troops and munitions of war 
and property of the government should be trans- 
ported on the canal free of charge. When the ter- 
ritory comes into the Union asa State, and accept 
the improvements, she should be allowed to have 
them on the same terms as Ohio and Illinois; which 
States had not only.grants on the principles of this 
bill, but other grants, without any condition at all 
for objects of internal improvement. They kept the 
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‘tive officers. of. the: United’States have no tight to` 


` to the United States. 


a) 


‘works under their own jurisdiction, and charged 
such tolls as. they pleased. He hoped, therefore, 
the senator would. not press the latter part of his 
amendment, limiting the amount of tolls. There 
was no danger that unreasonable tolls would be col- 
lected. It was. proper that Wisconsin should have 
this improvement: on the same principle on which 
other States had theirs. . t : 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to remark that 
the provision of the bill allowing the property and 
troops of the United States to be transported on the 
canal free of charge, was merely the re-enactment 
of what was already a part of the law of the United 
States. The senator from New York remarked that 
the canal was to be constructed without any expense 
It was true that the expense 
may be refunded to the government, or, in other 
words, that the United States may be placed in fands 
for making the improvement, by the advanced price 
of the reserved alternate sections of land en the line 
of the proposed improvement. However that might 
be, yet the work proposed was to be done by the 
officers of the United States government, and at its 
expense. The Senate, by its vote yesterday, refused 
to give the land as a donation to Wisconsin. If 
they had reconsidered that determination, and were 
now willing that the land appropriated should be con- 
sidered a donation, those portions of thie bill incon- 
sistent with such determination should be stricken 
out. If it was not intended to make the land a do- 
nation to Wisconsin to execute the work under her 
own supervision and in her own time, the bill 
should limit, in some way, the amount of tolls to be 
collected. The federal government ought not to 
make the canal, and give it to Wisconsin, without 
limiting the amount of tolls to be collected... 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to strike ‘out that 

art of the amendment of the senator from Ohio 
limiting the amount of tolls. 

The CHAIR reminded him that it was not then 
in ordey, there being an amendment pending to an 
amendment. DAN 

Mr. TAPPAN said as his amendment did not 
appear to be acceptable to the father of the bill, the 
senator from New York, [Mr. Tattmapae,] he was 
willing to withdraw it, 

Mr. TALLMADGE then offered the first part of 
the amendment proposed by the senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Tappan] in the following words: “So soon as 
the Territory of Wisconsin shall be admitted as a 
State into the Union, and the said canal and im- 
provements shall become the property of the ae 
of such State: provided the convention which shall 
form the constitution for said State shall, in that ins 
strument, agree to accept said. canal and im- 
provements.” 

This amendment was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, the bill was fur- 
ther amended, by providing that the mail of the 
United States shall be transported forever on said 
canal free of charge. . 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and the 
amendments of the committee of the whole were con- 
curred in. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave at length the reasons why 
he could not vote for the bill, The land appropri- 
ated by the bill, he believed, was sufficient, or near- 
ly so, to construct a canal: on the whole: line of the 
proposed improvement. Fie was willing to appro- 
priate the land to make a canal the entire length of 
the proposed improvement, and not to appropriate 
it for the purpose of attempting to improve the nav- 
igation of those rivers which could not be from the 
nature of the streams, a permanent improvement. 
These rivers could be made to serve as feeders to a 
eanal—a canal which would always afford a good 
navigation. Not so with the rivers: if an improve- 
ment was made in their navigation one year, an ap- 
propriation would be necessary the next year to 
keep the navigation in a state of improvement, 
owing to the obstructions which were always ina 
process of formation. Their channels were constant- 
ly fluctuating. A i 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE accorded in opinion with 
the senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tarran,] thata canal 
would be the best kind of improvement, because it 
would be more permanent than river improvement; 
but remarked that the appropriation of-land by 
this bill was totally inadequate for such a purpose. 

The hill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time by the following vote—yeas 3l, 
nays T: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Breese, Choate, Clayton,-Dey ton, Evans, airfield, 
Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Huntington, Jaraagin, 
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Johnson, King, Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Semple, 
Sevier, Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, White, and 
“Woodbridge—31. z 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Haywood; McDufie, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, and Wright-—7. f 

Mr. TAPPAN introduced a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of State to purchase. from 
Hiram Powers, of Cincinnati, busts, in marble, of 
such of the Presidents of the United States as had 
not already been executed, at a sum not exceeding 
$500 for each bust; which was read, and ordered to 
asecond reading. i 

The bill amending the act fixing the time of hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts of Ohio, which 
had been returned from the House-of Representa- 
tives with an amendment, was taken up for consider- 
ation; but was laid on the table on the suggestion of 
Mr. BERRIEN, until one of the senators from Ken- 
tucky, who took an interest in thẹ bill, appeared in 
his seat. ; 

The bill from the: House, making appropriation 
for certain fortifications for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1845, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. - : 


OREGON QUESTION. ; 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to give notice to the British govern- 
ment that itis the desire of the government of the 
United States to annul and abrogate the provisions 
of the third article of the convention concluded be- 
tween the government of the United States of Amer- 
ica and his Britannic Majesty the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by 
the convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th August, 1827. 


Mr. SEVIER rose and addressed the Senate for 
about an hour and a half. He said he had taken 
some pains last session, as well as the present ses- 
sion, to investigate the title of the United States to 
the Territory of Oregon, in compliance with his 
duty as a member of the committee charged with 
the subject, as well as in conformity with the duty 
which influenced him, in reference to the great in- 
terests that might now or hereafter be affected, to 
examine into the matter. He had endeavored to 
conduct his investigation into the subject with due 
care, candor, and. impartiality. He had thus ex- 
amined every question connected with the claims of 

. both countries, and the result of his investigation 
was, that he considered the title of the United States 
to all: that was claimed by this government could 
not be successfully controverted by Great Britain. 

It had been his purpose, during the progress of 
this debate, to give to the Senate, and through the 
Senate to the country, a brief analysis of the 
grounds on. which he had founded this opinion of 
the title of the United States. Bit that was not 
now necessary, as that labor had been better per- 
formed by those who. had preceded him, and it had 
been admitted onall sides of the Senate that there 
was no ground for cavil as to otir title, that being 
admitted to be beyond dispute. i 

If we desired to possess the country of Oregon, to 
which all sides of the Senate admitted our title was 
undisputed, what were the steps proposed to be 
taken for getting that possession? It was desired, 
on the sideof the Senate to which he belonged, to 
obtainit by showing their hands at once as to the 
course they wanted to pursue for the attainment of 
that object. And the first step they proposed, was, 
in conformity with the 3d article of the convention 
of 1827, to give notice of annulJing and abrogating 
thatconvention. Without doing this it could not 


be expected that our citizens. would settle in. the | 


country; they could not permanently do so, unless 
rotected by our laws and our government. As 
ong as the convention of 1827 exists, and things 
remain as they now are, all the advantages of the 
occupation of the territory must enure to Great 
Britain. She is quite content to let this condi- 
tion. of things remain undisturbed. She has no 
motive. for disturbing the convention. She 


has all she. wants—-complete sovereignty over the.. 


whole territory, by her laws civil and criminal, as 
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well as by. her occupation, and the. exercise of 
ownership in the country, appropriating it as she 
leases... What more could she gain by negotiation? 
othing. What has she -to lose by negotiation? 
Something—certainly something if justice be done 
to the United States. . 

- It. was, with, these views that he (Mr. SEVIER) 
considered it necessary that this resolution should be 
adopted, because it would remove one of the imped- 
iments to negotiation—the existing ‘convention. 
That impediment should, in the first place, be re- 
moved out of the way. He and his friends con- 
sidered that the country could not be settled by 
American citizens, unless they had something to 
induce them to believe that the laws and protection 
of the United States would be: extended to them. 
Let the inducements be what they may to ‘emigrate 
to Oregon, no citizens of the United’ States would 
settle permanently there under any prospect of be- 
coming subjects of Great Britain or of being made 
amenable to her’ laws, civiland criminal. These 
were his views, and those of his friends around 
him. They had no secrets about them. And yet 
these views were opposed by the other side ofthe 
Senate; but for what reasons it was necessary to in- 
quire. These reasons seemed to be of two classes: 
first, that itis deemed indelicate or disrespectful to- 
wards Great Britain; and second, that it is disre- 
spectful towards the President of United States. 
There wasa third reason which perhaps he ought 
to mention. It was that this step was altogether 
unnecessary aud without motive. 


These objections had been held up prominently 
by the other side, and they had been’ maintained 
with much ability: Some senators had, indeed, 
gone further, and urged another position fur beyond 
the first positions urged, that, notwithstanding it was 
unnecessary and inexpedient to pays this resolution, 
there were other reasons why this step should not 
be taken; one of which was, that ultimately it would 
involve the necessity of settling Oregon with Amer- 
ican citizens!—that it would draw away our strength 
—a portion of our population. 


Now it was his purpose to notice bricfly these 
several objections; and he should endeavor to show 
that they were not such as should stop the proceed- 
ing of the friends of Oregon on this question. 

First, then, as to the objection that this resolution 
ought not to be passed, because it would be consid- 
ered as disrespectful towards Great Britain: we were 
told in the early part of this debate, that the govern- 
ment of England had sent to this country a special 
minister, clothed with ample power to settle this 
never-ending controversy; that here came he amongst 
us with peace on his hps and justice in his heart, 
prepared to do us all the justice that was due to us. 
Now if this were so, it would be placing the matter 
ina very different form from what he imagined was 
the reality, and he should be very much gratified if 
he could believe this assurance had something sub- 
stantial to rest upon. He had not forgotten the fe- 
verish anxiety which existed on a former occasion, 
throughout the country, and which was allayed by 


similar assurances—afterward far from being 
realized. He alluded to the assurances given 
when Lord. Ashburton was announced as 


a special. minister coming to this. country 
to settle all matters of. controversy and dis- 
ute between Great Britam and the United States. 
e were told he was fully accredited to. settle all; 
and we were credulous enough to believe it, and to 
throw away all our animosiues, engendered by ag- 
gressions on our northeast boundary, by the out- 
rage on the Caroline, and accumulated insults to our 
commerce, and everyththg else which had been cal- 
culated to awaken the spirit of the country. But 
when Lord Ashburton’s powers came to be exam- 
ined, we found they extended only to the settlement 
of one out of all the questions of difficulty that had 
to be adjusted. Fresh in the recollection of our dis- 
appointment on- that oécasion, what had we now to 
induce us to believe that the present mmister from 
Great Britain has more power to settle the contro- 
versy about Oregon than Lord Ashburton had? 


What knowledge had we that he was at 
all authorized to settle iv It was agreed, 
some time ago, that this controversy should 


be settled at the capital of Great Britam, Has 


it been’ transferred: to this country? What aù 
thority had we for. supposing it,was? “Where was 
official information to satisfy us of the fact, if it ex- 
isted? The whole thing amounted to: this: that, be- 
cause it had pleased the Queen-of England, in the 
seventh year of her reign, to supeisede an old minis- 
ter, fora long’ time resident here, and to appoint a 
new one,—for this reason, and no other, all Congress 
is called upon to “halt! stand as you are! and cease 
to prate about Oregon. . If you attempt to legislate: 
when it has pleased her Majesty to send a hew min- 
ister here, the little lady will get angered, and war 
may be the result of your rashness.” ` 


If war was to scourge this country for no other 

rovocation than for giving to the President of the 

nited States such suggestions as the Senate and the 
representatives of the several States of this Union 
may deem requisite and expedient, let war come! 
If we cannot legislate in these halls with ‘perfect 
freedom, and declare our sentiments as freemen, 
both on this question and every other we choose to 
discuss, without incurring the hazard of involving 
our country in war, the sooner that fact is known 
the better. If we cannot act on a great public mat- 
ter of national interest without consulting court 
etiquette, and the lively sensibilities of a foreign 
power, rather than the interests of our common 
country, the sooner we are taught that lessor the 
better for us. ` 


The new British minister, he had no doubt, had 
come here to supersede the old one, and for no other 
purpose. If we take no steps in this matter, we 
shall never hear anything of negotiation. If we do, 
we are told war is to grow out of it. But one thing 
was certain—that our citizens, wishing to settle the 
Oregon, required that some step should be taken. 


With regard to the second objection, that our pro- 
ceedings are disrespectful to the President of the 
United States, inasmuch as they amount to a usurp- 
ation of his functions under the constitution, no 
such design had been entertained, nor was there the 
slightest idea of acting towards him with disrespect. 
The object of the resolution was to remove out of his 
way the impediment to the negotiation he was desirous 
of bringing to a favorable issue. Te has no power 
per se to abrogate the existing convention. The 
friends of the resolution proposed to clothe him with 
the necessary power to doso. He cannot be em- 
barrassed by it, because he has twelve months, af- 
ter the notice is given, to carry on the negotiation 
and conclude a treaty. It affords him ample time 
to settle the controversy, if it can be settled by di- 
plomacy. 


He had been somewhat amused to find his friends 
lectured from the other side about being disrespect- 
ful to the President. How long, he would like to 
know, had that feeling towards the President ex- 
isted on that side of the chamber? Disrespect to 
the President! How? The President had been 
successful in one case of negotiation, at least in 
making a treaty. He (Mr. S.) and his friends 
wished to afford him the means of being successful 
in effecting another treaty. The President had had 
difficulties enough to encounter in the adjustment of 
the first. But, without this resolution were passed, he 
would, in the next, have such difficulties greatly mul- 
tiplied; for he would have to encounter the indispo- 
sition of Great Britain to disturb her present posi- 
ion. She has all she wants—complete possession 
of the territory, and the extension of her laws, civil 
and criminal, over it. She has had all this for 
twenty years, and had been appropriating the coun- 
try to her own use and that of her subjects, just as 
she pleased. She has built forts there for the per- 
manent protection of her subjects. She has drawn 
around its harbors, rivers, and coast, her armed ves- 
sels; and she has held out obstinately against our 
just claims; and had made no advances whatever 
towards yielding up the country to us. 


Mr. S. having disposed of these main objections 
to the resolution, proceeded at considerable length 
to answer the minor objections—namely, those 
in relation to there being no necessity for this 
resolution, and the supposition that a draft of our 
population, by emigration to Oregon, would weaken 
our strength; which objections he showed were of 
no real weight or moment. i 
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In conclusion, he hoped the resolution would be 


ri 


adopted. : ; c 
Mr. ARCHER said if no ether gentleman was 
disposed tọ- take any further part in this debate, he 
was himself. disposed to let the vote be taken direct- 
iy upon the ‘resolution of the senator from Minois, 
p t. SemPLE.] He withdrew the motion which he 
ad. made, which was the pending subject before 
the Senate, to refer the resolution to the Committee 
-on Foreign Relations; with a view. that the vote 
might come on directy upon the resolution. ~The 
question now would be upon the passage of that 

resolution 


Mr. SEMPLE called for the yeas. and nays; - 


© which were ordered. . i 
The question on the adeption of the resolution 
was then taken by yeas and nays, and resulted— 
yeas 18, nays 28, as follows: re ot Me 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchaneh, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Hanne- 
gan, King, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Walker, ‘Woodbury, 

and Wright—16, i 

NAYS—-Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
` Choate, Clayton, Critteaden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Hay- 

wood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, MeDuftie, 

Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, . Rives, 

Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and Woodbridge 

So the resolution was rejected. 

_ On motion by My, EVANS, the House bill No. 
60, making appropriations for the payment of revo- 
lutionary and other pensioners of the United States 
for the fiscal year’ ending 30th of June, 1845, was 
taken up as In committee of the whole, and placed 
under consideration, with the following amendments 
reported by the Committee on Finance, to come in 
after the 20th line: 

“For supplying a deficiency in former appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June thirty, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-four, for pensions 
under the act of March three, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-three, one hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars. : 

“Strike out all after “repealed,” in 31st line, to 
the end of the bill.” 

The original bill appropriates— 

For invalid pensions, $154,800; 

For pensions under the act of 1618, $196,000; 

For pensions under the act of 7th July, 1838, and 
the act supplementary thereto of 23d August, 1842, 
$400,000; 

For pensions under the act of 4th July, 1836, 
$134,250; 

For halfpay pensions to widows and orphans, 
payable through the Second and Third Auditor’s 
offices, $1,000; 

For arrears of pensions prior to July, , 1815, pay- 
able through the Third Auditor's office, $2,000; 

Provided, That no pension shall be hereafter 
granted toa widow for the same time that her hus- 

mnd received one: And provided, further, That no 
pension shall hereafter commence before the day on 
which the application of the person claiming it shall 
have been filed with the Commissioner. 


[There were amendments and additional provi- 
sions in the bill, as amended in the House, a cony 
of which the reporter was not able to obtain.) 

Mr. EVANS made a brief explanation of the rea- 
sons which influenced the Finance Committee in 
proposing these amendments. He had perceived, by 
the reports of the department, that an addition of 
$180,000 for the pension list was required; and witb 
a view of ascertaining the reasons for demanding 
this addition, he had written to the Commissioner 
of Pensions for an explanation, and had received his 
answer, which he requested would be read. 

The letter of the Commissioner of Pensions was 
then read by the secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired why the addition.was 
not included in the House bull itself? 

Mr. EVANS said, it was jutended by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to apply to the Committee of 
Ways and Means for that purpose; but, some how 
or other, it had been omitted; and then it was un- 
derstood a separate bill would be proposed. This 
amendment would answer the purpose. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on 
Finance were adopted. 

Mr. EVANS then moved to strike out the last 
proviso of the bill. 

This proviso was, in effect, that no army or navy 
pension should be paid to any person in employ- 
ment and receiving pay otherwise in the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. E. explained his reasons for moving to strike 


out this proviso, Jt affected only two persons on | 
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the “army pension list, and fourteen on the navy 
pension list—one of the former, a paymaster, re- 
ceiving a pension of $200; and another, a- military 


storekeeper, receiving a pension as a wounded lieu-- 


tenant in ‘the late war, of. only $8 75 per month. 


The whole of the pensions,. both lists included, of . 
` those persons, did not exceed $2,250. There were | 
Some cases, he understood, in the navy, which would 


be grievously affected by this proviso. . There were 
perons performing the services they were employed 


. for as well as any other person could; and as a mat- 


ter of principle he thought the laws allowing. pon- 
sions for injuries received, ought not to be. ren- 
dered void when those persons were retained in the 
service. 

The amendment was adopted. : 

The bill was then reported -back to the Senate; 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments adopted in the committee of the whole, 

. Mr. HAYWOOD objected to the last proviso be- 
ing stricken out, and called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The first amendment adding $180,000, was con- 
curred in. 

The question on striking out the proviso being 
about be taken by yeas and nays— 

Mr. WRIGHT inquired what number of per- 
sons, and amount of pensions and pay, would be 
affected by the proviso? 

“Mr. EVANS said the whole amount of pensions 
would be only $2,230; and the number of persons 
affected, would be 2 in the army list, and 14 in the 
navy. a 
Mr. WRIGHT adverted to the manner in which 
the navy pension fund had been destroyed; and he 
feared the same principle was involved in this 
matter. 

Mr. EVANS explained, that what destroyed the 
navy pension fund was carrying back, by retrospec- 
tive action, the principle of pensioning. 

Mr. BAYARD opposed the motion to strike out 
the proviso, and made a brief explanation with a 
view of showing that it was the act of 1837 which 
had occasioned the dissipation of the navy pension 
find; which act was repealed in 1842. There was, 
he thought, a contradiction in terms in the principle 
involved in the fact of giving a pension for injuries 
rendering the individuals invalids—disabled in fact— 
and allowing them to receive full pay in the service. 

Mr. WOODBURY concurred with the senator 
from Delaware, as to the causes which had effected 
the destruction of the navy pension fund. He re- 
ferred to an act of Congress prohibiting persons 
so employed from receiving more in pay and pen- 
sion than amounted to the full pay for such services 
as they performed. 

Mr. EVANS said that act remained in full force. 
The persons affected by the proviso of the bill now 
under consideration, which he had moved to strike 
out, did not receive more, including their pensions, 
than full pay. : 

Mr. DAYTON mentioned instances in which per- 
sons rendered invalids by injuries received in: the 
service, might, from the knowledge they had de- 
rived, be conipetent to fill such situations as store- 
keepers, with great advantage to the public interest. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON concurred with the senti- 
ments expressed by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and was in favor of striking out the 
proviso. 

Mr. WRIGHT maintained that the only correct 
principle was, toemploy for the public service able 
and efficient officers, and not invalids, disabled from 
physical inability to perform the service for which 
they were employed to the best advantage to the 
country. 

Mr. BAYARD referred to the act of 1841 to show 
that an officer receiving pay in the navy was pro- 
hibited from receiving both pay and pension. He 
showed, however, that, if this proviso was stricken 
out, a captain in the navy could be appointed store- 
keeper, and receive both pay and pension. 

Mr. EVANS was sorry the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs resisted his proposition to 
strike out this proviso. He (Mr. E.) contended 
that the government was bound to keep the promise 
of pensions held out for the benefit of the service, 
to those thus induced to enter the service and be- 
come subject to its hazards. If persons entitled to 
pensions received their pensions, and were still re- 
tained in the service, there was no just reason why 
they should not be paid for the services they were 
to perform. He pointed _ out many instances in 
which aman might be disabled of the use of a le 
orarm, and yet he would retain that intellectual 


ability what was most desirable for the public ser- 


“Mr. BAYARD observed that his friend from 
Maine found him opposed to this motion, because 
he was a real friend to the navy. He adverted to 
the practice of the British government; in the ser- 
vice of ‘which, a captain, retiring from service, 
gives up his. ship, and is placed on half pay, where 
he may remain till the day of his death without 
again being. ever heard ofin public service. He 
thought it unreasonable that any officer should have 
both pay and pension. * | x 

Mr. BATES said it seemed. to him that there was 
no business for. such a proviso in an appropriation 
bill. 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
10, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Hannegan, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Simmmons, Tallmadge, 
Upham,and White—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Bayard, Breese, 
Buchanan, Colquitt, Crittenden, Fairfield, Foster, Hay- 
wood, King, Mangum, Merrick, Rives, Semple, Tappan, 
Walker, Woodbury and Wright—21. o 

So the proviso was not stricken out. ; 

Mr. EVANS now moved to strike out another 
proviso, [the import of which was not understood by 
the penen | ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD withdrew his call for the yeas 
and nays on this motion. i : 

The motion to strike out this proviso was 
adopted. f 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate went 
into executive session, and after some time spent 
therein, adjourned, $ 


. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 21, 1844. 
The journal having been read, : 
MARSHAL OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. COBB, in pursuance of notice given, and on 
leave, introduced a bill to provide further compensa- 
tion for the marshal of the district of Georgia; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


Mr. SUMMERS presented the memorial of the 
society of the District of Columbia for the‘coloniza- 
tion and civilization of Africa, praying Congress to 
adopt such measures as it may deem best for the 
benefit of ‘the settlement of Liberia: referred to the 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


HARBOR AT MICHIGAN CITY. 


.Mr. SEMPLE presented the joint. resolutions of 
the legislature of Indiana, on the subject of the harbor 
at Michigan city: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. HOUSTON presented three memorials from 
the State of Alasama, on the subject of post roads: 
Jeferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, of Indiana, submitted 
the following resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to this 
House, as soon as convenient, amending the 11th sec- 
tion of the “‘act to establish the judicial courts of the 
United States,” approved September 24, 1789, limit- 
ing the original and concurrent jurisdiction of the Uni- 
ted States courts with the courts of the several States, 
so that the United States courts shall not take juris- 
diction in cases between a citizen of the State where 
the suit.is brought, and a citizen of another State, in 
a less sum than two thousand dollars, exclusive of 
costs. i 

PROPOSED TARIFF. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to present a 
memorial from sundry citizens of Philadelphia, re~ 
monstrating against the passage of the proposed bill 
for the modification of the present tariff. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the 


rules. 
Mr. DICKEY called for the 
which were ordered. 
The memorial was then read. 
Mr, WELLER asked if it was not in the power 


yeas and nays, 


of the gentleman, under the rules, to presént this 
memorial at the Clerk’s table, and have it referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER said that it was. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then, by, general. con- 
sent, withdrew the motion for a suspension of the 
rules, and said that he would present the memorial 
at the Clerk’s table. 


EXCHANGES, CURRENCY, &c. 
Mr. HUBARD asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury. ih- 
quire into, and report to the Hotes of Representa- 
tives, at the earliest practicable day, the average 
rates of foreign and domestic exchanges annually, 
from 1816 to 1836, and from 1836 to 1844; also, the 
amount of specie in the United States during the 
Samé periods; also, the rates of discount on State- 
bank notes during the same periods; also, the 
amount lost by the community from the failure of 
banks—from defalcations of bank officers—from 
counterfeits and forgeries put into circulation, or im- 
posed on the banks; also, the loss from the destruc- 


tion of bank notes, drafts, and other evidences of > 


bank liabilities during the same periods; also, the 

“amount paid annually to. bank officers, and for the 
use of banking-houses; also, the number and capi- 
tal of the existing State banks, and the extent of 
their circulation. i i : 


Mr. MILTON BROWN objected, but intimated 
that he would withdraw his objections if the mover 
would amend his resolution in the mode he pointed 
out. : 

Mr. HUBARD moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BOYD called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 117, 
nays 22,.as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Mil 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clinton; 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, ‘Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, French, Willis Green, By- 
yam Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, 
Honston,’ Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, 
Charles «J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Maclay, 
McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, Mcllvaine, McKay, 
Marsh, Morse, Nes, Owen, Pettit, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Purdy. Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. John, 
Sample, Saunders. Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Strong, Summers. Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, White, Williams, Woodward, William 
Wright Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—-117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Blackwell, Carroll, Catlin, Cling- 
man, Cranston, Giddings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Jenks, Daniel P. King, Newton, Pat- 
terson, Prestow, Thomasson, Tyler, Vinton, Wethered, and 
‘Winthrop—22, f 


So the rules being suspended, the question came 
up on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. HUBARD demanded the previous question, 
and it'was sustained by the House. 
. The resolution was then agreed to. 
RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of business 


to be the resolution of the select committee on the 
Rhode Island memorial, on which Mr. Simons of 
Connecticut was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SIMONS rose and said it was not his pur- 
pose to inflict on the House a speech; but there 
were on this floor two classes of men—the one 
were the talkers, and the other the listeners. He 
belonged to the latter class, ‘and he rose to claim for 
the class to which he belonged their rights and 

rivileges. He deemed it a waste of the time of the 
Hou thus to consume day after day, which should 
be devoted to the business of the country. He was 
not desirous to see one man on one day set up that 
which was set down by another gentleman on the 
next. 

Mr. BURKE interposed, and requested the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut to yield the floor, to give 
him an opportunity to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment for the informa- 
tion of the House; and it appeared to be a substitute 
for the resolution reported by the chairman of the 
select committee, specifying the names of the wit- 
nesses that the committee desired to examine. 

Mr. SIMONS agreed to offer the amendment for 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, as there was 
some difficulty in the way of his yielding the floor; 
and on that he moved the previous question, 
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of order. ; 
Mr. SIMONS then moved the previous qùestion 


on the subject as it was before the House when he 
took the floor. f : f k 
The previous question was sustained by the 
House, and the yeas and nays were called for, and 
ordered, on the amendment of the gentleman froni 
Maryland, [Mr. avan] to discharge the seléct 
committee from the further consideration of the 
subject, and they resulted thus: yeas 70, nays 86: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barringer, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carroll, Chilton, Cling- 


. man, Coles, Cranston, Cross, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Rich: 


ard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Elmer, 
Fish, French, Willis Gréen, Grinnell, Haralson, Hardin, 
Harper, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 


` Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. 


Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Lumpkin, Mcllvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, 
Rhett, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Saunders, ‘Senter, Sev- 
.erance, Albert Smith, Soence, Stiles, Summers, Thomasson, 
Tyler, Vance, Vintou, Wethered, White, Winthrop, Wood- 
ward, and William Wright—70. 

NAYS—Messrs.Anderson, Atkinson, ‘Benton, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augnstus A. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Foster, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Prestow King, La 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Parmenter, 
Payne, Pettit, emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, -Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Simons, J. F. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod. John 
Stewart, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—86. : 

So the committee were not discharged. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution reported by the committee; and upon this 
question’the yeas and nays were demanded. 

In reply to an inquiry from Mr. ADAMS, 

The SPEAKER said that no amendment would 
now be in order, the previous question having been 
demanded, and the main question ordered; which 
was upon agreeing to the resolution as originally 
reported by the committee, empowering the com- 
mittee to send for persons and papers. r 

Mr. ELMER moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were.de- 
manded and ordered, and being taken, resulted, yeas 
72, nays 84, 0 , : 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the resolution, and. the yeas and nays having been 
previously ordered, were taken, and resulted thus: 
yeas 78, nays 71: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Cat- 
lin, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, Duncan, Dunlap, Fick- 
lin, Foster, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hodin, Henley, 
Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Habard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James. B. Hunt; Jameson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Leonard, Lucas, MeCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Owen, Parmenter Payne, Pettit, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Reding, Rele, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thos. 
H. Seymour, Simons, John T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Steen- 
rod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone. Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, 
Tucker, Weller, Wenworth, Wheaton, Williams, and Jo- 
seph A. Wright—7s. 2 g 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Mil- 
tou Brown, Jeremiah Brown. Buftingten, Burt, Carroll, Reu- 


ben Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch. Clingman, Coles, . 


Collamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, De- 
berry, Dickey, Dickinson, Elmer, Fish, French, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Grinnell, Harelson, Harper, Hudson, Wash- 


ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B, Johu- | 


son, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Mellvaine, 
McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Da- 
vid S. Reid, Rhett, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Sev- 
erance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Summers, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weibered, Wixte, 
Winthrop, Woodward, and Wm. Wright—71. 
s . - 

Mr. HARDIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution had been adopted, and 
addressed the House on the subject of Mr. Van 
Buren’s political course, which he endeavored to 
show was inconsistent. Mr. H. concluded by mov- 
ing the previous question. 3 

Mr. BURKE rose to address the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS also rose, and said he hoped the 
gentleman would withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question. 7 

‘Mr. HARDIN assented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would renew it. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 


The SPEAKER decided the amendment to be out. 


from New Hampshire (Mr. Borne] had ‘been ‘first : 
recognised by the Chair, ahd was; entitled ‘to: the 
floor. ° ae k es E N R 
Mi., HARDIN. Then 1 will not, withdrawthe 
motion. I do not like to be too kind to my. friends.. 
Mr. BURKE: then. moved ‘that the . question of 
reconsideration be laid on the table... ° Sees 
Mr. ADAMS.: If the gentleman. will withdvaw, 
the motion, and yield me. the floor, I promise not to. 


“speak at. all on the subject: beforé the House, and 


not even to mention Mr. Van Buren’s name. ` 1 pro- 
pose to speak upon a very irrelevant matter. — 

Mr. BURKE, however, insisted upon-his motion 
-to lay on the table; and upon that motion, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. ; Soa 

Mr. ADAMS observed that he would get an'op- 
portunity, perhaps, when the report of the commit- 
tee comes in, to address the House. His object was 
to convince them that the power to send for persons 
and papers, ought not to be granted. ` 

Mr. WELLER said, as the House seemed to be. 
rather thin, especially on his side of it, he would 
move a ‘call of the House; and upon this motion, 
the yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted thus—yeas 96, nays 62. 

The call of the House was ordered. — 

The roll was called, and it was astertained that 
160 members answered to their names. 

The absentees being called, it was ascertained that 
there were 178 members present. ~ 

Mr. VANCE moved that further proceedings un- 
der the call be dispensed with; which motion was 
rejected. 3 ; : 

The SPEAKER then directed the doors of the 
hall to be closed, and the. absentees were called for 
the purpose of hearing excuses; whereupon excuses 
were severally offered for them, and twenty of them 
were excused on account of indisposition of them- 
selves and their families, and other necessary causes 
for absence. 

Mr. WELLER moved that all further proceed- 
ing under the call be suspended. 

r. W. J. BROWN moved an adjournment, vut 
again withdrew it. > 

Mr. McCLERNAND hoped all further proteede 
ings, under the call, would be dispensed with. 

The yeas and nays were called for, but not order- 
ed, and the motion to suspend was negatived. 

Mr. HOMLES moved that the sergeant-at-earms 
be sent in search of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and reported 
that the ayes appeared to have it. - > 

A division was called for; but, before it was 
taken, s 

Mr. VANCE suggested that if they proceeded to 
send for the absentees, the entire day would be thus 
consumed; and he asked if it was desired that the 
members present should sit still while the sergeant» 
at-arms was searching for the absentees. 

Mr. CAMPBELL called the gentleman: from 
Ohio to order, as debate was not in order unless a 
motion were made to reconsider. 

Mr. RATHBUN said that he would make the 
question to reconsider. , 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired how many members 
were absent. - 

The SPEAKER replied that there were 17 absent 
without excuse. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the object of the. call 
was to get a quorum presem to do the business of 
the House, and that had been accomplished; but if 


‘the House persisted in the call, they: must be 


kept here uselessly while the absent members were 
brought from Baltimore and elsewhere. He moved 
again that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. a. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and on a divi- 
sion, there were 79 in the affirmative, and 66 in the 
negative. All further prooceedings were therefore 
suspended. . 

The question then recurred on the motion to lay 
the motion.to reconsider on the table, on which the 
‘yeas and-nays had been ordered. The yeas and 
nays were taken, and resulted thus: yeas 89, nays 
77. So the motion was laid on the table. 


THE SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the . 
bill to remount the second regiment of dragoons, 
(Mr: Cave Jounson in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be. on 
the motion.of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,] made yesterday, to strike out all after 


420. 


‘the enacting clause, and insert ‘a substitute to dis- 
band that regiments on which the mover of that 
amendment had the floor. E 

Mr. ADAMS recounted the history of. the reduc- 
tion of the army, ahd: declared his conviction that 
that reduction was judicious. ft had operated no 
ingurys for the army was stii sufidiently large for 
all the purposes for whieh it was required, notwith- 
standing the repeated recommendations which had 
been made by officers of this administration for. an 
increase of both army and navy. The present army 
was competent to the protection of the frontier, and 
the navy to the protection of ‘the commerce of the 
country. He had heard no complaints of their in- 
sufficiency. He saw, to y in 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, what he 
had often seen befores-a recommendation for an 
increase, but for what purpose? There was no féa- 
son assigned sufficient to satisfy hin of thë neces- 
sity for any, such increase. repolt proteeding 
from the Navy Department Yecommended a larger 
appropriation than had been granted at any former 
time. But look at the nature of the service per- 
formed by the present naval establishment—a squad- 
ron engaged in taking possession of a friendly coun- 
uy. it was suggested that the navy of this country 
ought to be equal to one half of that of Great Britain; 
but for what purpose? To cohstitute ourselves com. 
pentors with her for the dominion of the ocean 

They were told that they ought tobe in a position 
to go to war with Great Britain, in case she should 
take possession, of the Sandwich Islands, The 
French, be perceived, had taken posession of the 
Society Ielands. Why not make war upon the 
French? Was it to be the policy of this country 
to do that which we charge Great Britain With doing? 
to stir up every possible fecling of animosity, of 
rancor, and of revenge? {f not, Where was the ne- 
cessity of increase? He had heard here and else. 
where sentiments pon this subject, to which he felt 
bound to express his entire dissent,’ It was the duty 
of the statesmen of every civilized nation, as long as 
prire govad be preserved. with other nations, to pre- 
vale and even to make sacrifices for its preser 

He deprecated the frequent appeals that he said 
had been made to the passions ai prejudices of the 
people of the United States, to inflame their rancoy 
against England, and said that it was the best poliz 
cy of the rulers of this country to cherish aiicaz 
ble relations with the governwient of that Woitiilry as 
well as with all others. Ìn regard to the bill before 
the House, he contended, in the first place, that it 
went to repeal a executed act; and, in the second 
place, he hoped the House would not agree to it; 
and that they would at least keep the regiment of ri- 
femen as it now exists, if they refused to adopt his 
amendment. He thought it would be much better 
for the country, however, to disband it on the 4th of 

uly next. 

After a few more remarks from Mp. À., 

The CHAIR announced that his hour had exe 
pired. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that the bill eame 
from the Senate, and the Military Committee were 
not therefore responsible for drafting it. The com- 
mittee had, however, upon examination, come to 
the conclusion that it was framed in the shape the 
best calculated to accomplish the object in view. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts objected that the 
bill proposed to repeal an act that wax alroudy exe- 
cuted, “Now, to examine this objection, how did it 
nd? The second regiment of dragoons was not 
“isbanded by the act of 1842, but was converted in- 
loa regiment of riflemen, by taking away their 
horses and accoutrements; and this bill proposed to 
remount them, by restoring their horses and accou- 
trements. No additional men would be required. 
The number in the army would be precisely what 
it 18 now; but the regiment would be more efficient 
and capable of acting against Indians, which, in the. 
predatory and sudden mode of warfare practised by 
those people, it was known that infantry could not 
do with effect. N othing but horse was able to over- 
take and chastise them after one of their sudden and 
unlooked for attacks, It was not in the power of 
the Secretary of War to remount this regiment, 
without the Sanction of Congress. It would be 
looked Upon as a usurpation of authority, if he did 
So, no matter how imperious the necessity for it. 
Hence the introduction’ of the present bill. ` He as- 
sured the gentleman that he would go as far with 
him as any member on. that floor, in economizing 
the expenditures of the amy, and jopping off unne- 


` cessary ones; but this experise he deemed absolutely 


be sure, in the report. 
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necessary for the defence of the country. 


He continued to remark that an increase of the 
ir .Was not contemplated; and then returned to . 
the 


5 bill before the césvimiitde to fertichnt the second 
regiment of dragoons; ‘and said he trusted he had 
shown that the repealing clause was necessary. He 
then proposed to réturn to that portion of the bill 
which created this sort of military force, and gave 
its history, and stated the necessity which existed 
for it. n ` 
He also replied tò the remarks of Mr. Apams, 


‘made yesterday, and showed that, if this act should 


pass in its present shape, the dismounted dragoons 
Would have no claim for compensation for being 
so disniounted. He likewise advocated thé passage 
of the bill on the ground, mainly, of the proximity 
of thé Indian tribes, and the obligation of the gov- 
éfinierit td piotéet those on whose borders these 
Indian tribes had bean plaéed, who weré now un- 


- protected for several hundred niilés, and but ineffi- 


ciently protected at other points of their éXposed 
frontier. He met the case, too, as one of expendi- 
ture, and hoped the amendment would be voted 
down by the unanimous voice of the House. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved that the committee 
rise; which was agreed to. ` i i 

The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
progress. se ; 

Mr. HENLEY desired permission to intřödüte s 
tesolution to direct the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the pension laws, in certain cases; but, as objec- 
tions were made, the resolution was not received. 

On thé mötiön öf Mr. HAMLIN, the Committee 
of the Whole Was discharsed from ths further con- 
sideration of the bill No. 5, being a bill creating 4 
new collection district in the State of Maine. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF: The petition of 
bitlsens of Richland änd Huron counties, Ohio, pray- 
ingan appropriation for the yepait and improve- 
ment of Huron harbor, on Lake Erie: referred to 
the Committee ori Conimerce. Also; the petition of 
citizens Of Delaware cotinty, Ohio, praying for a 
mail route fron Worthington, in said county, to 

shland, in Richland county: referred to thé Com= 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Als, 
the petition of citizens of Ohio, heine stockholders 
of the Mansfield and Sandusky City Railroad Com- 
pany, for a law authorizing them to import iron for 
said road free of duty: referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of 63 citi- 
gans of Berkshire county, Massachusetts, praying 
that such’ a revision of the tariff may be made as 
will compel the importers of foreign wool to con- 
tribute a due proportion to the revenue, and give 
p£oléction and encoustagénient to the numerous class 
Of citizens éngaged in agriculture and wool-growing, 
equal to that extended to the woollen manufacturers 
and other members of American industry. Also, 
the petitions of Samuel Kirkland and 41 others; and 
H. Hennum and 35 others, citizens of Norwich, 
Massachusetts, praying for a reduction. of letter 
postage, and the abolition of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The memorial of John Stick, 

hey, postmaster at Shawneetown, Hlinois, praying 
for an increase of compensation: referred to the Come 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
_ By Mr. HAMLIN: The remonstrance of James 
Crosby and 47 others, citizens of Bangor, Maine, 
against the petitions of Samucl Smith and others, 
and D. W. Bradley and others: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The memorial 
of citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against any alteration in the existing 
tariff law. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Sidney Rigdon, 
W. H. Rollosson, and 196 other, citizens of the 
city of Nauvoo, in the State of Illinois, praying 
Congress to make appropriations for the immediate 
improvement of the upper Mississippi and Missouri 
rivers: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the citizens of 
the city of Cape Girardeau, Missouri, asking Con- 
gress to make appropriations for the improvement 
of the western rivers: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


By ‘Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The petition of James L. 
Loyd, of Owen county, Indiana, asking an increese 
of pension asa wounded marine. - Also, the petition 
of Miles Flinn and 19 other citizens’ of Sullivan 
county, Indiana, asking a donation of land to con~ 
tinue the Wabash and Ene canal to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Theo. Fenm 
and numerous. other citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to maintain the 
tariff of 1842, until experience shall have demon- 
strated, by ascertained facts, that a change would be 
for the better. a a , 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Montgomery county, Missouri, praying for 
the improvement of the western harbors and rivers. 
Also, the petition of Lorenzo Waugh, praying that 
lend scrip may issue on military warrant Ni o. 4879, 
given to James Waugh, a revolutionary soldier, and 
to his heirs. or assigns. = 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of 53 citizens: 
of Walker county, Georgia, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Cleaveland, in the State 
of Tennessee, by the way of Red Clay, Dogwood, 


Medicinal Springs, and Sunset, to Rome, in the State 


of Georgiz, a distance of 73 miles: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The memorial of Henry 
Hooper and 33 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against any alteration of the present 
tariff. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: A petition of Jesse Camp- 
bell, öf Mason county, Kentucky, a soldier in the 
late war with Great Britain, and one of the captives 
confined in the Dartmoor prison, in England, pray- 
ing that Congsess may pass a law for his relief, he 
now being poor and an invalid, aged and infirm: 
referred. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of 
Elijah Ward and 150 other citizens of Union coun- 
ty, Illinois, pteying Congress to make adequate ap- 
propriations for the improvement of the navigation 
of the western rivers ai lakes, and the harbor at 
St. Louis: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, to which was re- 
ferred a bill on the same subject. 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of John Jay and 
other citizens of New York, for an. international 
copyright. The petition of many citizens of Now 
York in favor of a warehouse system . i 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition ofthe inhabi-~ 
tants of the parish of Carroll, Louisiana, raying: 
the government for remuneration for their labor and. 
money in making a levee three miles in length om 
the Mississippi river, on the public lands. Said: 
levee has been the preservation of many individuals, 
and has made valuable the adjoining ‘public lands, 
&c.: referred to the proper committee. E 

By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of suudry citi- 
zens of Holt county, Missouri, asking Congress to 
establish a mail-route from High Creek post office to 
Daniel Huntsucker, on the Neshenabotta river, in 
said county. Aa 

By Mr. JENKS: The’ remonstrance of 6l citi- 
zens of Lasalle county, Illinois, against the estab- 
lishment of a post-route in said county. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, March 22, 1844. 


On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, a document, which 
was reported to the Senate a few days ago, relative 
to the fees-and emoluments received by the consuls, 
vice-consuls, and commercial agents ‘of the United 
States abroad, was taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STURGEON presented four several petitions 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that no al- 
teration may be made in the tariff of 1842; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the preamble and 
resolution adopted by the legislature of Pennsylva- 
nia, instructing the senators and requesting the repre- 
sentatives from that State to oppose any change in 
the present tariff, which might prove injurious to the 
manufacturing and agricultural interests of that 
Commonwealth; and sternly to resist any reduction 
in the present duties on iron, coal, and wool, and to 
omit no effort to sustain all the great interests of the 
nation calculated to foster and promote American 
industry. 

Mr. STURGEON remarked that the unanimity 
with which the resolution passed that legislature, 
composed of members differing widely on most 
other subjects, showed clearly the united feeling of 
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the whole State on the tariff question. The resolu- 
tion passed in the house by a unanimous vote of 
81; in the senate by a.vote of 30 to 1. This showed 
clearly that there was no party vote on its adoption. 
This was a subject in which those whom he in part 
represented. felt a deep interest. The reductions 
under the compromise act prostrated the great in- 
terests in Pennsylvania, spoken of in the resolutions. 
The pressure which had borne down those interests 
‘was removed by the passage of the tariff of 1849. 
The feeling with which the minds of the manufac- 
turers was depressed by the reductions under that act 
has been changed. The act of 1842 has imparted to 
the peoplé ‘in Pennsylvania a new life for business; 
and they confidently hope that the vitality which busi- 
ness now has, will not be destroyed by mistaken 
legislation. ‘The party to which he had: the honor 
tobelong, were in favor of a tariff for revenue, with 
incidental protection, believing that that would meet 
the wants of all the great interests. The reduc- 
tion on the article of rolled, hammered, and pig 
ivon, as proposed in the bill which has been re- 
cently laid on their tables, might possibly be borne; 
but this was not the act they complained of. It 
was the deep reduction on all articles manufactured, 
such as sheet iron, nails, spikes, rods, and every 
other article which is manufactured out of the more 
crude articles, Of what benefit would it be to the 
manufacturers of bar iron or pigs, if all the articles to 
which the material is to be applied was to be fur- 
nished by a foreign market? It would remain on 
his hands as an ‘unsaleable drug. But there was 
another blow aimed at our interests, and he was 
‘sorry to say that blow comes from a quarter he 
least expected. He might, on this occasion, ex- 
claim et tu quoque mi fili. He alluded to the intro- 
duction of railroad iron free of duty; (a bill for 
which, had been reported from the Finance Com- 
mittee in this body.) This would be worse—if 
worse could be—than the bill to which he had just 
_ alluded, which has originated in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Let us look for one moment (said Mr. S.) 
atits effects. In the carly construction of our rail- 
roads, the flat bar was the material used. Its, use 
was now about-to be dispensed with, and’ had al- 
ready, in many instances, been dispensed with, and 
the yi rail substituted. This would throw the 
whole of flat. bar rails into the market, and that 
without a cent of duty. The Philadelphia and Bal- 
timore railroad was, he understood, about to relay 
30 miles of their road, which would probably 
take seven or eight thousand tons. What would be 
the amount of the flat bar rails thrown on the mar- 
ket in consequence, he was not informed; but he 
supposed it to be about three or four thousand tons. 
The Philadelphia and Reading road was also about 
to relay part, if not the greater proportion of their 
road, throwing an equal, if not a greater amount on 
the market. But the process would not stop there. 
It was now said that the T rail was much inferior 
to another improvement called the bridge rail; and 
after being used for a few years, the T rail would 
be dispensed with, and the bridge rail substituted. 
Thus would another quantity of iron, duty free, be 
. thrown into the market. 

All, these operations would have a tendency to 
deeply injure the iron intcrests in Pennsylvania. 
In the circumstance of the introduction of the bill 
in the Senate.to admit railroad iron duty free, and a 
knowledge of the fact that an immense amount of 
old railroad iron would be thrown into the market, 
the Senate would readily perceive the cause for the 
great interest felt by the people of the manufactur- 
ing districts of Pennsylvania, that the tariff, as it 
now existed, should not be disturbed. 
ing for the cheap price of iron a short time since, 
the senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Woop- 
BURY,] two days ago, remarked that the reduction 
of the price of iron was materially owing to the in- 
troduction of a superior process of manufacture. 
He (Mr. 8.) did not deny that, to a certain extent, 
the mtroduction of improvements in the mode of 
manufacturing had some effect upon the price; but 
it could not have been the cause which produced 
such ruinous results to the iron interests throughout 
this country. He then went on to show the varia- 
tion in the prices per ton, at different periods, for 
several-years past, with a view to show how seri- 
ously the iron interests were affected by the reduc- 
tion of the tariff on that article; and to show that if 
that interest had proper protection by the tariff, rail- 
road and other. iron could be manufactured and de- 
livered at a much lower rate than the railroad com- 

anies had heretofore paid. The manufacturers of 
iron have all the materials necessary, and could soon 


In account- |. 


the policy of the country was involved, they were 
afraid to ol sg extensively. He moved that the 
reselution be read and printed. 

‘Mr. WOODBURY said ‘he did not rise to object 
to the motion to print, or toenter into any discussion 
of what had heen Stated by the senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srurexon.]- But-he would inform 
the Senate that, in the place. where high or low du- 
ties now had little or no effect on the price of iron— 
as so small an amount was iti ported. there, and a 
near approach to:half the manufactures of iron in the 


mands of the country; but under the doubt in which 


and chiefly from new improvements in the making 
of it. His authority for the remark a few days 
ago, which had been referred to—saying the price had 
fallen to one-third of its former amount, was a 
very high one—being a_speech of Mr. Bright, a 
member of Parliament, at Liverpool, last September. 

Mr.STURGEON. The reason was, that there 
was no demand. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRICK presented four memorials nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Alleghany county, Ma- 
ryland, praying that the duties on iron and coal may 
not be reduced or altered from the rate fixed by the 
tariff act of 1842: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, ` : 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, the petition of Jo- 
seph Bogy, for a pension, was ordered to be taken 
from the files; and’ referred ‘to the Committee on 
Pensions. f 

Mr. RIVES presented a petition from- Rebecca 
Beckham, the daughter of the late Robert Lovell, 
who was a heutenant in the war of the revolution, 
asking Congress to grant commutation pay and 
some consideration for the depreciation of the money 
in which her father was paid: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, presented a memorial from the Colonization 
society of the District of Columbia, asking the con- 
sideration of Congress as to the expediency of pass- 
ing some act to aid the settlements on the coast of 
Africa, commenced by this country: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, similar to a number 
already presented, praying that no change may be 
made in the present tariff, until by ascertained facts it 
may be demonstrated that such change would he for 
the better: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHI'TE presented a memorial from certain 
Stockbridge Indians, of the. “citizen party,” praying 
that the proceeds of certain lands held in reserve un- 
der treaty for school purposes, may be applied for 
their general benefit: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ep" 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill from 
the House, entitled “An act to change the time of 
holding the spring term of the district court of the 
United States for the eastern district of Virginia. 

Also reported back from the same committee, with 
a recommendation that it do not pass, the bill from 
the House for the relief of Joseph Ramsay. 

Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported back, with an amendment, the 
joint resolution from the House tendering the thanks 
of Congress to the British authorities at Gibraltar, 
and the commanding officers and crew of her Bri- 
tanic Majesty’s ship Malabar, for services rendered 
on.the occasion of the destruction of the steamer 
Missouri by fire. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of the widow of 
Peter Barrow for a pension, asked to be discharged 
from the same, on the ground that, if the facts set 
forth in the petition can be verified, relief can be ob- 
tained from the department. The discharge was 
granted, and leave was given to the petitioner to 
withdraw her petition for presentation to the pension 
office. 


PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the House bill, No. 
60, making appropriations for the payment of revo- 
‘lutionary and other pensioners of the United States 
for the fiscal year, ending on the 30th of June, 1845, 
was taken up, and the vote of yesterday, ordering 
the Senate amendments to be engrossed for a thir 
reading, was reconsidered. mo. ot ey 

The bill then being in the condition in which it 


be prepared to manufacture sufficient for all the de- ] 


civilized world existed—the price had greatly fallen, 


en 


was when coming from the committee of the whole 


:—that is, on concurring in the amendments of the - 
‘committee— : ie 


Mr. BAYARD stated objections which had: oc- 
curred to him since yesterday with ‘regard to. the 
following proviso in the original bill: ete E 

“Provided, That no army or navy officer shall re- 
ceive.a pension while receiving pay from. the govern- 
ment as such; and that all laws inconsistent here- 


_ With be, and'the same are hereby, repealed.” ` 


He thought the proviso required amendment in 
two particulars: first, to make it eytend to all per- 
sons as well as army and navy officers; and, second, 


. to strike out that portion respecting existing laws. ` 


He proposed a substitute for the whole proviso;. 
which he moved as an amendment, It was to strike: 
out all after the words “provided, that no,” and in- 
sert, ‘‘person in the army or navy shall be allowed 
to draw both a pension asan invalid and the ay of 
his rank or station in the service, unless the al- 
leged disability was such as to occasion his employ- 
ment in a lower grade in some civil branch of the 
service.” : . 

Mr, B. stated that this would - not prevent a per- 
son disabled from performing the service in the rank 
he held when so disabled, from being employed’ in 
an inferior grade upon services he was competent to 
perform, provided both his pension and pay did not 
exceed the pay of his original grade. 

Some debate arose as to’ the proper mode of ef- 
fecting this amendment; which at length was cleared 
up b ` f 

PM KING, who pointed out that the question 
should be taken simply on amending the proviso; 
and, that being decided, the question on the motion 
of the committee of the whole to strike out the pro- 
viso as amended, would come up; after which, the 
bill would be in the condition in which it was 

esterday, when the amendments were ‘ordered to 

e engrossed for a third reading. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BAYARD’s 
amendment; which was adopted. ` 

The question then recurring. on concurring with 
the committee of the whole in striking out the pro- 
viso as amended, 


Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. v4 

A short debate arose on the merits of the proviso, 
in which Messrs. BAYARD, WRIGHT, KING, 
and FOSTER concurred in the propriety of retain- 
ing it as amended in the bill; and Messrs. PHELPS 
and EVANS urged that it should be stricken out. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Dayton, Evans, Johnson, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Simmons, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and 
Woodbridge—18, 

NAYS—Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Bayard, Benton, Breese, 
Buchanan, Crittenden, Fairfield, Foster, Fulton, Haywood, 
Henderson, Huger, King, McDuftie, Merrick, Rives, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—24, 


So the proviso, as amended, was not stricken out. 


The amendments. to the bill were then ordered to 
be engrossed for-a third reading. The bill was sub- 
sequently read the third time, and passed. 


RETRENCHMENT BILLS. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, on leave, introduced a bill to 
limit and prescribe the term of office of certain offi- 
cors therein named, and for other purposes.’ [This 
bill provides that the term of office of the Secretaries 
of State, Treasury, War, Navy, and the Postmaster 
Genaral, shall be limited to two years; and requiring 
them to report to Congress annually, during the first 
week of each session, the names of all the clerks in 
their respective departments; the names of those 
who died, resigned, or were removed; and if re- 
moved, the causes of such removal, during the year 
preceding, and the names of those who were ap- 
pointed to fill their places, tel Read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that the purpose of this 
bill was to limit the term of office of those in whose 
hands the power was vested, of appointing inferior 
officers under the government. In other words, it 
was a bill simple in its purpose, and designed to 
enable the Senate, when proscription was thrown 
upon inferior officers of this government by those 
who have the appointing power, to strike at the 
head of this system of oppression; and not to make 
those who were the unfortunate subjects of pro- 


. scription in one instance, the subjects of a different 


form of proscription in another. 


‘He moved its reference to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. TAPPAN suggested that there wasa Com- - 


mittee on Retreñchment—or. at least there was a 
cornmitteé of that- name; appointed at the last ses- 
sion. He should be very glad to furnish some bu- 
siness for it; and therefore suggested the reference 
of the bill to that. committee. : f 
Mr. HAYWOOD also, on leave, introduced a bill 
to reduce the salary of the President of the United 


States to $15,000, with the use of the mansion and . 


furniture, and a reasonable. allowance for fuel and 
lights: read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Retrenchment. ae ae : 

Also, introduced a bill to. fix the salary . of the 
chief justice and associate justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, “and those hereafter to 
be appointed. [The bill fixes the salary of. the 
chief justice at $4,000 per annum, and associates at 
$3,500.]. Referred to the. Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, introduced a bill to fix and regulate the sala- 
ries of the Secretaries. of Stute, Treasury, War, 
Navy, Postmaster Genéral, and Attorney General. 
[The bill fixes the salary of each of those Officers, 
except the Attorney General, ‘at 45,000 per annum, 
from'and after the 4th of March, 1845; and the 
salary of the Attorney General at $3,000 per annum.] 
Read twice, and referred to the Committee on Re- 
trenchment. z 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate took up 
the billto restore the summer term of the United 
States district court of the district of Ohio, from 
Cincinnati to Columbus, having been returned from 
the House with an amendment, providing that the 
removal shall not‘take place until after the next 
July term of the said court at Cincinnati. 

Mr. MOREHEAD made some remarks showing 
the great number of cases on the docket at Cincin- 
nati, and the great inconvenience which will result 
tothe citizens in that section of the country, if the 
bill was passed; and'moved that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

This proposition was opposed in remarks of 
much length, by Messrs. TAPPAN and ALLEN, 
and by a few remarks by Mr. WOODBRIDGE. 

The question was then put on the motion to re- 
commit, and it was determined in the negative. 

The amendment of the House was then con- 
curred in. 

l FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

The bill making a grant of land to improve the 
navigation of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to 
connect the name by a canal in the Territory of 
Wisconsin, was read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the House bill for 
relief of John Muller was taken u » considered in 
committee of the whole, reported back to the Sen- 
ate, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HA NEGAN, the Senate bill, 
making appropriations for the continuation of the 
continuation of the 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Dlinois, was taken up, and 
made the special order for Thursday next. 

On motion, it was agreed, that when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BARROW moved to take up the hill to pro- 
vide for the adjustment of certain land elaims 
within the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, and for other purposes, 

The bill being taken up, on motion of Mr. BAR- 
ROW, it was made the special order for Monday 
next. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 
OF -THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the special orders 
were taken up, and the Senate, as in committee of 
the whole, proceeded to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 51, being 

“A bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the 
use and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, 
and for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of 
the Post Office Department.” 

The bill, as reported hy the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and printed, contained 
the amendments proposed by thatcommittee, which 
amendments became the first subject of considera- 
hon now before the Senate. 

_ The following is as brief a compendium of the 
bill and amendments as the nature of the subject 
will admit of being made: 

Sec. 1. Upon every letter not exceeding half an 
ounce, and conveyed'a distance not exceeding 100 
miles, the postage shall be fve cents; over 100 miles 


Sumberland road in the States - 


ten cents. Letters weighing more than half an 
ounce, and not exceeding three-fourths of an ounce, 
double postage; exceeding three-fourths of an ounce, 


‘and not exceeding one ounce, treble postage; and 


for. every excess of ‘weight of one-fourth of an 
ounce, five cents or ten cents additional, according 
as the distance does not, or does, exceed 100 miles, 

Sec. 2: Newspapers: not exceeding 1,325 square 


‘inches, free of postage within. the county in which 


they are’ printed; and if sent beyond the county, 
and not éxceeding 100 miles, half a cent each, and 
one cent for greater distances: provided, the editors 
or publishers keep a list or register of. all “papers 
sent by mail, noting the day sent, the office in which 


deposited for transmission, and the office sent to; cer- 


tifying and returning the same quarterly to the Post- 
master General, on which the postmasters shall be 
charged the postage; and refusal or neglect to make 


such returns shall subject the publishers or editors 


to the rates of postage chargeable under the’ act of 


3d March, 1825. All newspapers exceeding 1,325 


square inches ta be subject to the same postage as 
now exists; that is, fora distance not exceeding. 100 
miles, ł cent; and greater than 100 miles; 14 cent; 
and one cent additional for every “excess of 250 
square inches. ; 

Sec. 3. Pamphlets, magazines, periodicals, and 
such printed matter, for cach copy, 2: cents, not: 
exceeding 1 oz. in weight, for 100 miles; and 5 cents 
for any greater distance; 1 cent additional for each 
additional ounce on any distance. ‘ 

Src. 4. The Postmaster General authorized, 
when necessary, in case of too great a mass of mat. 
ter having to be carried by mail, to forward the let- 
ter mail separately for greater speed. 

Src. 5. The twenty-seventh section of the act of 
3d March, 1825, and‘all other acts and part of acts 
granting the privilege of receiving and transmitting 
free of postage, letters, packets, newspapers, period- 
icals, and all other matters, repealed, 


Sec. 6, Officers of the government heretofore hav- 
ing the franking privilege, to keep an account of 
postage touching their office business, which, duly 
verified, shall be allowed them. The deputy post- 
masters to be allowed the postages on their official 
business, and to be allowed to transmit, free of post- 
age, letters and packages in the business of their of- 
fice, endorsing thereon “post office business” over 
their signatures respectively; subject, for every such 
endorsement falsely made, to a fine of $50.. 


Sec. 7. The President of the United States, the 
Vice President, all ex-Presidents, the widow of any 
ex-President, all ex-Vice Presidents, Secretaries of 
State, of the Treasury, of War, and of the Navy, 
the Postmaster General, and Attorney General, 
authorized to- frank and. receive letters, packagės, 
newspapers, pamphlets, and magazines, free of 
postage. The act authorizing the governors of the 
several States to transmit by mail certain books and 
documents, to continue in force. The members of 
Congress, the delegates of Territories, secretary of 
the Senate and clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, authorized to transmit, free of ostage, to any 
post office in the United States or erritories, any 
documents printed by either House of Congress, 


Src. 8. Each member of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, and each delegate from a 
Territory, the Secretary of the Senate and the clerk 
of the House of Representatives, may receive by 
mail, free of postage, any letter, newspaper, or 
packet, not exceeding two ounces in weight, from 
the time such member or delegate takes his seat in: 
Congress to the expiration of his term of election or 
termination of his services; and all postages charged 
upon letters, packages, petitions, memorials, or other 
matters or things received by any senator, member 
or delegate of the House of Representatives, touch- 
ing his official or legislative duties, by reason of any 
excess of weight above two ounces, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund. 


Sec. 9. In heu of the privilege heretofore allowed 
to members of Congress of sending to their constit- 
uents and others letters and other written or printed 
communications free of postage through the mail, 
each member of Congress, and delegate from a Ter- 
ritory shall be supplied with a number of free 
Stamps or envelopes equal to five per day for the 
highest rate of postage on letters not exceeding one 
half ounce in weight each; from the day delivered, to 
the commencement of the next annual session of 
Congress; and in like manner from the first day of 
each session to the first day of the succeeding 
session. 

Sec. 10. Prohibitory of private expresses or other 


transmission of mail-matter than through the post 


. Office mail; penalty $150 for each offence. 


Sec. 11. Stage coaches, railroad cars, steamboats, 
packetboats or. other vehicles or vessels, prohibited 
carrying mail matter, except such as may relate to 
cargoes of said vessels, or articles conveyed by 


; vehicles; penalty $100: the driver, captain, or con- 


ductor, also. to forfeit $50. 

Sre. 12. Owners of such modes of conveyance 
knowingly allowing persons carrying mail matter, 
passage or conveyance, subject to same penalties as 
carriers of private expresses. ; 

Src. 13. Persons-sending such mail: matter un- 
lawfully, subject to penalty of $50 for each offence. 

Sro: 14. Foreign ships, steam vessels, &c. pro- 

hibited from transmitting mail matter from one part 
ofthe United States to another, or the persons in 
charge knowingly carrying persons. so transmit- 
ting mail matter unlawfully, penalty for each offence 
$500. 
7 Src. 15; This act not to affect. the 6th section of 
the act of. 3d March, 1825, nor prohibit the transport- 
ation of letters by steamboats as therein authorized; 
provided the conditions of said section are strictly 
complied with; otherwise the pains: and penalties 
applicable under this act to be enforeed. 

Sec. 16. The Postmaster General authorized to 
contract with steamboat captains or owners for trans- 
mission of the mails on the western or others waters 
of the United States for any length of time or num- 
her of trips, less than the time of contracts usually 
made under existing laws, without previous advertise- 
ment, provided the price of such service shall not be 
greater than the average of previous contracts on the 
same route, 

Sec. 17. That mailable matter and matter properly 
transmissible by mail shall be deemed letters, newspa~ 
pers, magazines, pamphlets, and periodicals, in reg- 
ular series or successive numbers under the same 
title, and all other written or printed matter, whereof 
each copy shall not exceed $ ounces, except bank 
notes sent in packages or bundles without written 
letters accompanying them: bound books of any 
kind not included; Nothing in this act to be con- 
strued as prohibiting the transportation otherwise 
than by mail of such magazines, pamphlets, period- 
icals, &c., in parcels for sale, but not for distribu- 
tion. ` 

To the foregoing, the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads recommended to be added the two 
following sections, viz: è 

Sec. 18. Any person or persons guilty of forging 
or counterfeiting any stamp or envelop purporting 
to.be under authority of this law, or falsely altering 
or uttering the same, or assisting to do so, to be ad- 
judged guilty of felony; and if convicted by due pro- 
cess of law, to be kept at hard labor for not less than 
six months nor more than five years, and fined not 
exceeding $5,000. 

Sec. 19. The term newspaper used in this act to 
be deemed any printed publication issued in num- 
hers consisting of not more than two sheets, and 
published at ‘short stated intervals of not more 
than one, week, conveying intelligence of passing 
events, and bona fide extras and supplements of such 
publications. WNathing herein contained to prevent 
the free exchange of newspapers between the pub- 
lishers thereof as provided for under the 29th sec- 
tion of the act of 3d March, 1825. 

The further amendments, or the alterations of the 
bill suggested by the Committee on the Post Offce 
Png Post Roads, will be understood from what fol- 
ows. 

Mr. SIMMONS did not think the number of 
square inches [1,600, instead of 1,325] specified in 
the amendment sufficient to cover every description 
of newspaper. 

Mr. MERRICK thought the senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. Stumons] was mistaken in supposing 
1,600 square inches would not cover all classes of 
newspapers throughont the country. It was true, 
it would not apply to the Brother Jonathan and the 
New World, the only two papers of extraordinar 
dimensions in the country; but it was the intention 
of the committee that papers of that description 
should be charged for as periodicals and pamphlets, 
1,325 square inches was, at first, deemed sufficient 
to cover all classes of Newspapers; but, in order to 
leave no room for doubt upon the subject, 1,600 

J ? 2 
was adopted; and he. felt very sure that would be 
found amply sufficient to cover every legitimate 
newspaper in the country, F k 

Mr. SIMMONS had been informed that it did 
not cover the New York Express, the Co 


y } mmercial 
Advertiser, or Journal of Commerce, 


“Mr. MERRICK supposed there were. several pa- 
pen in the country containing two or three sheets; 

utit covered almost every paper he knew of even 
with two sheets. Those containing over that were 
tobe measured differently. 


The CHAIR then stated that the first amend- 


ment was to’add to the first section the following: 

“And all drop letters, and letters placed in any 
post office, not for transportation, but for delivery 
only, shall be charged with postage at the rate of 
two cents each. And all letters which shall here- 
after be advertisedas remaining over in any post 
office, shall, when delivered out, be charged with 
the costs of advertising the same, in addition to the 
regular postage.” 

This amendment was adopted. ae: 

The next amendment was also adopted; being, in 
the 2d section, to change the maximum of the size 
of the newspapers, subject to simple newspaper 


postage, from 1,325 square inches to 1,600 square* 


inches, as proposed by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. a 

The next amendment was in the same section—to 
strike out the word “county”. and substitute “thirty 
miles of the city, town, or other place.” 

Mr. MERRICK said that the object of this 
amendment was plain—that local papers might cir- 
culate in the country within a circle of thirty miles 
around the point at which they were. published. It 
confined them to this circle, free of postage, and en- 
abled small papers, having a limited number of sub- 
scribers, to exist where, without it, the expenses in- 
curred by the. present mail arrangements, rendered 
it almost impossible for them to be carried ‘on at all. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not see the justice or 


propriety of exempting those living within thirty | 


miles of the office of publication from postage. He 
was opposed to making such exceptions. 
Mr. MERRICK stated what the committee had 
in view in offering that amendment. There were a 
' great many country papers in the, United States 
which could not maintain competition with the 
larger, if they were charged the-same rate of post- 
age which the large papers had to pay. The in- 
terests of the people’ required that there should be 
small papers published, in their vicinity, or at the 
seat of justice, for purposes of local information. In 
order to encourage this kind of establishments, the 
committee adopted this amendment, which exempts 
them from postage altogether. It would be evident 
to every one that these local papers were very de- 
sirable as a means of circulating information, and 
that the cost of delivery and reception materially in- 
terfered . with their circulation. To obviate this, 
was the object of the commiitee. . 
The amendment was:adopted. i 
The CHAIR stated that the next amendment was 


in the same section, to add, “at the end. of each ` 


quarter,” as designating the time of making the 
quarterly returns to the Postmaster General of news- 
papers sent through the maik by publishers and 
editors. . 

The amendment was adopted. 

The. next amendment.was at the. beginning of the 
third section, to insert, after the first word “that,” 
the following—“all. printed or lithographed circu- 
lars and handbills, or advertisements printed or 
lithographed on quarto post or single cap paper, or 
paper not larger than single cap folded, directed and 
unsealed, shall be charged with postage at the rate 
of two cents for each sheet, and no more, whatever 
may be the distance the same may be sent.” 

‘This amendment was adopted. : 

The next was-in the same section, changing the 
fractional excesses from } to $ 0z.; which was also 
adopted. 

: The next amendment was in the sixth section, to 
insert, after the specification of the allowance of 
postages incurred officially be deputy postmasters, 
upon verification of the same to the department, to 
add, “and the transmission of the charged letters as 
vouchers.” 

This amendment was also adopted. 

The next was to insert, in the eighth section, re- 
specting the payment, out of the contingent fund, of 
postages to members of Congress, on letters or 
packages, the excess over two ounces, charged on 
such matters received on congressional business, the 
words “during any session of Congress.” 

This amendment was also adopted. 

Thenext amendment was to add to the end of 
the 9th section the following: 

“And it shall be the duty of every deputy post- 
master, under the direction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, before delivering any letter, or other matter, or 
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thing, enclosed in any such envelope, or to‘which 
any such free stamp may be attached, so to muti- 
late or deface the same as effectually to prevent its 
second use.” : 

This amendment was adopted. 3 : 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the 
15th section the following words: Š 

“And no postmaster shall receive, to be conveyed 
by the mail, any packet which shall weigh more 
than 3 lbs.” 

This amendment was adopted. 

The next was-in the 17th section, to include news- 
papers in the privilege of transporting otherwise than 
by mail, packages of pamphlets, magazines, and pe- 
riodicals, for sale, and not distributien. i 

This amendment was adopted. ` 

The next amendment was to add the 18th section 
{which see in forgoing compendium.] | 

This was also adopted. 

The next was to add the 19th section, [which see 
in the. foregoing compendium.) i 

This was also adopted. : 

The several amendments proposed by. the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads having 
been gone through, 

Mr. MERRICK pointed out some verbal ` and 
technical amendments in addition; which, on his 
motion, were adopted. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired if the honorable chair- 
man had got through the amendments offered by the 
committee, as he wished to make a motion? 

Mr. MERRICK said he had. The Senate had 
kindly concurred both in these amendments and 
those which he had submitted himself; and he was 
waiting to see if any other member had any amend- 
ment to offer. : f - 

Mr. SIMMONS said something, which was not 
distinctly heard, in relation to an amendment which 
he wished to offer. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN said this was certainly a very 
important bill, and it did not seem as yet to have 
claimed that attention which was well due to it. 
He ‘intended himself to examine and consider the 
provisions of this bill, with.a great deal of care, and 
also to examine the amendments which had been 
made; and whilst he did not wish to postpone ac- 
tion upon it at all, he presumed the Senate had gone 
as far to-day as it ought to go. He did not know 
whether the amendments adopted were of sufficient 
importance to justify the printing of the bill again. 

Mr. MERRICK interrupted the. senator from 
Pennsylvania, to state that the bill, with the excep- 
tion of the amendments. which he had submitted 
himself, was printed as amended by the com- 
mitttee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN proposed, then, that the Sen- 
ate should fix upon-any day that the senator from 
Maryland (My. Merrick} might think proper; and 
that they should come here prepared to act. upon the 
bill at that time. [It was here suggested that it pass 
over informally.]. It would be better to fix upon a 
day, and it was of ‘sufficient importance to be taken 
up as the main subject for consideration on that 
day. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that the only difficulty 
which he had in agreeing with the honorable senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucttanan] was in having 
it called upin time. He himself had a great de- 
sire to examine it with care, and was gratified that 


the senator from Pennsylvania had signified his in- . 


tention of bestowing some care upon it. A bill which 
would meet the approbation of the public mind was 
what the committee had in view; and he believed 
the proposed reduction in the postage, and the aug- 
mentation of the revenue which would follow, would 
have the desired effect. 
to the proposition of the honorable senator was, that 
the bill had already been lying here some three or 
four weeks, awaiting the action of the Senate; and it 
was very uncertain at what time it might be ealled 
up. The public were becoming anxious for the ac- 
tion of this body upon it; and while he was not dis- 
posed to have hasty action of the Senate, he was 
anxious that it should be acted upon as soon as pos- 
sible, with deliberation. He therefore thought it 
would be better if his honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania could agree with him to let it remain as it 
was now; and it would come up next week in its 
order, and could then be acted upon. 

Mr. BUCHANAN had no wish, certainly, to de- 
lay this bill a moment. He concurred entirely in 
the general objects which the senator from Mary- 
land had in view. He thought the rates of postage 
ought. to be: reduced to the lowest point, con- 
sistently with accruing a sufficient revenue 


' tö the Post Office Depar 
the franking 


His difficulty in agrecing -~ 


ice ment. < He thought 
i privilege ought to bë” regula- 
ted. It required regulation more than anything 


‘else in thé. post office laws; and whilst he concurre 


entirely’ in the general objects ofthe bill, he desired 
to have an opportunity of ascertaining for himself 
whether these objects were likely to bé accomplish- - 
ed by its provisions. His friend. from Missouri 
(Mr. Benton) desited-to express his sentiméntson 
the subject of the tariff, on Monday next, and:he had 
no other’ objection to: pursuing the course indicated. 
His awn opinion was, however, that ifthe senator 
from Maryland. would give ‘notice that he ?would 
call up the bill on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, 
or any other day next week, ‘senators would-be 
more likely to turn their attention to the subject 
than if it were passed over informally, when nobody 
could'tell when it would come up. 

Mr. MERRICK said that if it would snit his 
honorable friend, he should consent that the bill 
should be postponed until Wednesday next. He 
was quite willing to take that course, as he did not 
wish to interfere with anything of a more important 
nature. : 

Mr. SIMMONS then moved the following ameng- 
ments: To strike out in the first section, 12th and 
13th lines, “100 miles,” and to insert in place of it 
250 miles.” f 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the honorable 
senator from Rhode Island, as that ‘was a very im- 
portant amendment, whether it would not ba beter 
to let it also lie over till Wednesday. 

Mr. SIMMONS merely wished to offer the 
amendment now. He would not press the vote up- 
on it to-day. Thechief burden of the bill depended 
on that provision. He would merely state the 
reasons which induced him to make the proposition. 
One of the objects of this bill, as he understood the 
matter, was to puta stop to the transmission of leta 
ters by private expresses and private hands, that 
were now carried in that way. Any one at all, if 
these letters were counted, would perceive that the 
object would not be attained by the proposed rate of 
postage, which was five cents. - His opinion was, | 
that not one-fourth of the letters from Albany to 
New York, Boston, and other large eastern cities, 
go by mail; and not one-fourth would go by mail, 
unless they were carried at a reasonable price. His 
view was that the revenue of. the department would 
be doubled by the reduction which he had proposed. 
upon these routes. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had a single remark 
to make in reply to one of the suggestions of the 
senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons.] That 
senator had stated, that if the rate of postage were 
not reduced, according to his proposed amendment, 
(and on the propriety of the amendment in itself, 
he should now express no opinion,) private ex- 

resses would continue to carry the greater part of 
etters between the principal tities. Mr. B. said he 
could not recognise the existence of stich expresses 
as an argument in favor of the amendment. They 
were plainly and palpably in violation of the con- 
stitution of the United States. That instrument 
granted to Congress the power, and, as a necessary: 
consequence of this grant of power, imposed upon 
them the duty, “to establish post offices and post 
roads.” This was a sovereign power; and if indi- 
viduals could estabhsh private express or opposition 
lines to rival the public mails, we might as weil at once 
surrender the important powers of government. This 
grant of power was exclusive. in its nature, and 
neither States nor individuals could impair or arrest 
its exercise. Constitutionally speaking, as might 
individuals establish a mint, and undertake to coin 
money, as to establish these private expresses. In 
point of principle; both were equally destitute of 
foundation. These private expresses must be put 
down; and if the present laws were not sufficiently 
severe for the purpose, new laws must be enacted, 
It concerned both the interest and the honor of the 
country, that Congress should not suffer the ex- 
ercise of its unquestionable constitutional powers to 
be impaired or defeated by the lawless action of in- 
dividuals. And well was it for the country that 
wedid possess the power. What would become of 
the mail facilities which the people now enjoyed in 
the thinly settled portions of our country, if. all the 
leading routes were rendered profitless to the gov- 
ernment by these private expresses? f 

Mr. MERRICK said that the amendment offered 
by the senator on his left [Mr. Smmoxs] had been 
correctly characterized by the senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bucuawan] as a very important 
amendment. His honorable friend from “Rhode 
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Island and himself had differed upon this subject in f 
committee; and he (Mr. M.) merely. rose for the 
purpose of asking the senators present to give their 
consideration to the subject deliberately, before it 
came to be acted upon. ‘The committee recommend 
and. propose, by this bill, to reducé the rates of post- 
age to five cents forall distances not exceeding 100 
miles. By reference to the report of the Post- 
master General, (document No- 50,) it would 
be seen that; according to. the rates recommend- 
-ed. by the committee, they attached -an aver- 
age rate of about seven cents upon all letters 
transmitted through the mails. They had based 
their calculations upon that estimate, ‘and upon the 
number of letters transmitted by private mails, and 
felt assured that the loss, and more than the losa, in 
the reduction which they proposed, would be made 
up by the stoppage of these private mails. The 
rate, however, proposed by the senator from Rhode 
Island, (Mr. Siumons,} would be too great a reduc- 
tion. ‘The department could not be sustained by it. 
The object of the committee was. to reduce the post- 
age as low as they possibly could, in order to grati- 
fy the public desire throughout the country, but at 
the same time not to sacrifice to that object the oth- 


er and more important one of preserving a revenue | 


for the department fully adequate to the defrayment 
of all its proper and just expenses. ` By the bill, as it 

stood, that could be effected; but if the amendment 
proposed by the senator from Rhode Island were 

adopted, we should fall greatly short of obtaining a 
sufficient revenue. His friend from Rhode Island: 
seemed to think that there would be a great increase 

in the number of letters sent by mail, if the amend- 
ment which he had offered were adopted; but he 

(Mr. M.) hoped there would be a great increase by 

the bill as it stood, and that the public generally 

would be satisfied—that, in fact, they were satisfied, 

for the public had seen the bill, with the reductions 

proposed; ahd presuming they were so, instead of 

having the opposition of the public sentiment when it 

came to bea law, it would have the concurrence of 

the public sentiment. When the Senate came to 

consider this matter, he felt assured it would con- 

eur with him in opinion. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed, that he wished to 
call the attention of the chairman to a single con- 
sideration comected with franking by postmasters, 
which seemed to be overlooked. ` 

The postmasters exceeded in number 13,700, 
while the members of Congress were less than 300. 
What were the franks per head of each? He would 
probably find those by postmasters very few for 
each officer. But, on another point, he ho ed, that 
before our next meeting the opinion of the | ee 
ter General would be obtained on the whole bill. 

Mr. MERRICK said the annual report of the 


Postmaster Gennral was against any change. 


Mr. WOODBURY said he understood that. But 
on a bill of this magnitude, reorganizing the whole 
revenues of one of the great establishments of the 
country, he thought it useful to have the views of 
the head of the department on the details, as well 
asthe general features of the measure. The posi- 
tion of the officer entitled him to consideration on 
the question, and, for one, he was not unwilling to 
see and canvass, and face his suggestions, even if 
unfavorable to former predilections. 

Mr. W. begged the chairman to consider, also, if 
the proposition made by the senator from Rhode 
Island prevailed, whether the tariff, or scale of post- 
ages, ought not to be ona still lower standard in 
some. respects, 

It had been proposed, in some quarters, to have 
the postages only three or four cents under 100 
miles, but ‘ive cents from 100 to 400, and ten only 
above 400 miles. Some had carefully computed 
that more revenue would be obtained by this than 
by the present bill. He hoped the chairman would 
give us the benefit of his views on it at the next 
meeting. 

Mr, EVANS hoped the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island would not be pressed 
upon this occasion; and, indeed, that no further ac- 
tion might be had upon the bill at this time. lt was 


a matter of very great importance; and he confessed 
that his opinion about it was very different from that 
entertained by the honorable chairman, (Mr. Mer- 
Rick.] He strongly believed that if this bill became 
a law as it now stood, its effects would be quite dif- 
ferent from what was expected. He should not at 
all be surprised if it broke down one-half of the post 
offices in the United States. It would be perceived 


that the compensation of postmasters (and in that 
respect the bill made no change) was already very | 
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low. . There were a great‘ many postmasters in the 
country, whose chief inducement to accept the office 
was the fanking privilege. It was-what their com- 
pensation principally consisted in. © ~ ž 

‘The honorable senator [Mr. Merrick] said you 
will get a .great deal into the mail which now goes 
by private express. There were no considerable es- 
tablishments of this kind in the country except in 
Boston, Philadelphia, and perhaps a-litile to the 
westward; and the reduction of postage proposed 
would affect a large proportion. of the country 
where no such means of conveyance existed. 
He was very much afraid (although he’ con- 
fessed he had not examined the. bill very tho- 
roughly) that, while the revenue would be increased 
on some grêat lines, upon a much larger number it 
would be reduced. f 


He merely threw out these remarks as matters 
tor the consideration of the honorable chairman, 
and to suggest to the Senate whether there was not 
cause for very serious apprehension. He would 
like to know, in conclusion, whether this bill, in its 
present form, had received the sanction of. the head 
of the Post Office Department. i 


Mr. MERRICK said he could answer the last 
question of the honorable senator. It had not re- 
ceived the sanction of the Postmaster General, and, 
in all probability, never would. He understood 
that that gentleman was opposed to any. alteration 
in the present post office arrangements. This was 
a matter about which he knew very little. He did 
not look to that functionary for sanction. It was 
for the Senate to legislate and decide upon laws of 
this kind. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to answer the objections 
of the senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] in regard 
to the effects of the proposed reduction; and sup- 
ported his argument by reading estimates from the 
report of the Postmaster General of January 18, 
1844. 

After a few remarks in reply by Messrs. EVANS 
and SIMMONS, it was agreed to pass the matter 
over informally, with an understanding that Mr. 
Merrick would have the priviledge of calling up 
the hill for final action on Wednesday next. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fray, March 22, 1844. l 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, by the unanimous consent of 
the Flouse, presented resolutions of the legislature 
of Pennsylvania, on the subject of the tariff. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, by general consent, in- 
troduced certain resolutions of the legislature of the 
State of Michigan; which were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUNT gave notice of his intention to in- 
troduce a bill. 

Mr. M. BROWN desired permission to offera 
resolution of inquiry; but the. orders of the day be- 
ing call for— 

Mr. B. moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER observed that the rules were al- 
ready suspended, on motion of the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Hamun,] yesterday, to enable him to 
offer a resolution, 

Mr. BROWN said he was under the impression 
that that suspension applied only to yesterday. 

The SPEAKER said it apphed to the considera- 
tion of the subject’ for which they were suspended, 

Mr. BROWN said he did not wish to be trouble- 
some, but he desired information upon both sides 
of the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he believed the gentleman 
objected yesterday to the inquiry, and he supposed, 
therefore, he did not desire information. 

Mr. WELLER inquired what was the business 
first inorder. 

The SPEAKER explained that it was the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the Speaker have the 
goodness to inform me how that resolution got pre- 
cedence over mine. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was in conse- 
quence of a suspension of the rules ; 

Mr. HAMLIN said, inasmuch as there seemed to 
be a question as to the order of business, he would, 
with leave of the House, withdraw his motion; and 
it was accordingly withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER seid the business in order now 
would be the motion to print 15,000 extra copies of 


the report. of the Committee of Ways and Means 
and upon this motion the previous question had 
been demanded. -` a ae : i 

In seconding ‘the deniand for the previous ques- 
tion, 59 votes. were counted in the affirmative, when 
tellers were demanded and appointed, who reported 
73 affirmative votes, and 26 negative. 

Not being a quorum— 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House; 
and upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
demanded and ordered, and being taken, resulted 
thus—Yeas 66, nays 75. 

So the call of the House was refused. 

The question recurring on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, it was carried—ayes 73, 
noes-43; and the main question was then ordered to 
be put. . 

Mr. RAMSEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the main question, i. e. the adoption. of the resolu- 
tion; which being ordered, that question was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 51, 
as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James 
A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Aaron V, Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman; Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chiiton, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 


` Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 


Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lu- 
cas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McCounell, McDowell, McKay, Murphy, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
David $. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stet- 
son, John Stewart, Stiles; Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost-—108. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buflington, Clinch, Clingman, 
Collamer, anston, Garrett Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Grin- 
nell, {lardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B, Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J, Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, 
Ramsey, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, 
and William Wright—51. 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved to suspend the rules 
to enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the following be added to’ the 
standing rules. of the House. “Immediately after 
the Speaker taking the Chair each morning, the 
Clerk shall proceed to call the roll of the members 


> 


‘ofthe House, and shall thereupon enter upon the 


journal: the names of the members who are present, 
and also those who are absent. 

Mr. DICKEY called ‘for the yeas and nays on 
the question, which were accordingly ordered, and 
being taken, resulted in—yeas 85, nays 86, as fol- 
ows: 


YFAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Atkinson, Buker, Bar 
ringer, Benton, Bidlack, Blackwell, Bower, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, 
Burt, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, 
Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Elmer, French, 
Grinnelf, Haralson, Harper, Henley, Hopkins, Hudson. 
Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B, Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Labranche, 
Lucas, MeCauslen, MeCleland, MeConne? Mellvaine, 
MekKay, Edward J, Morris, Morse, Murphy, Nes, Feyton, 
Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Ritter, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Simons, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, steenrod, Andrew Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Vance, Weller, Wentworth, White, 
Woodward, William Wright, and Joseph A. W right—85 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Edward J. Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Au- 
gustus A Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, 
Coles, Daniel, Richard D, Davis, John W. Davis, Dellet, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, Foster, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Hays, Herrie , Holmes, Hoge, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, ‘Charles J, Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, Marsh, Moseley, Newton, Owen, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, 
Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, Rockwell, Russell, St. Jehn, Saun- 
gers, Schenck, Thomas H, Seymour, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Stephens, Stetson, John Stewart, Sykes, Taylor 
Tilden, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, Williams, 
Winthrop, and Yost—86. i, 


So the rules.were not suspended. 


THE OREGON TERRITORY, 
Mr. WENTWORTH called up the resolution 
which he offered on -the 18th instant, to print 10,000 
extra copies of the report of the Committee on Ter- 


ritories, in relation to the Oregon; and he moved the 
previous question thereon. i . 
- The previous question was sustained, and the re- 
solution was agreed to.> 

Mr. PRATT’S resolution to place the furnaces 
under the hall of the House of Representatives. in 
charge of the door keeper, and to empower him to 
appoint a messenger to attend thereto, was taken 
up, and agreed to. ` Á 

Mr. M. BROWN moved a suspension of the 
rules to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, at 
the same time, and in connexion with the infor- 
mation called for by the resolution of this House, 
passed 21st of March, 1844, on the subject of banks, 
and losses of the government occasioned by banks, 
also report how many banks were chartered an- 
nually during the period therein specified, and the 
amount of capital of each—to wit, from 1816 to 
1844, and by what legislatures chartered; and further 
specify how much has been lost to the government 
through and by banks chartered by State legisla- 
tures, and how much from the Bank of the United 
States chartered by Congress. f 


He called for the yeas on. suspending the rules, 
and on being taken, they resulted thus—yeas 74, 
nays 94. ae 

So the rules were not suspended 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Select Committee 


on the Resolutions of the Legislatures of Virginia. 


and Alabama, on the proposed amendment of the 
constitution, so as to prevent slave representation, 
which was suggested by resolutions from the legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts, made a report, accompanied 
by several resolutions, on which he called for the 

eas.and nays, and demanded the previous question. 
He said the committee had drawn a short report 
only because their desire was to secure a vote’of the 
House for or against the proposed amendment of the 
constitution, so that the country might know whether 
the vote of this House woul 
or tend to preserve the constitution. There was 
nothing in it harsh or unkind to the legislature or 
people of Massachusetts. 


The Select Committee report that the com- 
mittee have maturely considered the proposition of 
the general assembly of Massachusetts, to amend the 
constitution of the United States, by apportioning rep- 
resentatives and direct taxes according to the whole 
number of free persons, excluding Indians not 
taxed, and also the three-fifths of all other persons 
now embraced in the determination of federal num- 
bers. This proposition is strongly and unanimously 
condemned by the general assembly of Virginia, 
and is regarded, in truth, as a proposition virtually 
to dissolve the Union. The committee, believing 
that the basis of representation and direct taxation, 
as regulated: in’the.constitution, was the result of a 
spirit of concession and compromise which was 
indispensable to the union of the States, and to the 
formation and ratification of ihat constitution as or- 
dained and established, are of opinion that the pro- 
posed alteration of the compromises would produce 
a peaceable or violent dissolution of the Union. The 
committee, anxiously desirous of preserving the con- 
stitution in its pure meaning, as formed by the conven- 
tion, and ratified by the States, and confidently believ 
ing that such is the deliberate sense of the States and of 
the people thereof, with very rare exceptions, are of 
opinion that no such proposition as that of the gen- 
eral assembly of Massachusetts ought to be recom- 
mended by Congress, or favored in the least degree. 
The committee therefore report, and recommend to 
io the adoption of. the House, the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the 
United States, That the rule established in the con- 
stitution as the basis of representation and direct 
taxation, resulting from a spirit of concession and 
compromise essential to the formation and preserva- 
tion of the union of the States, ought to be held sa- 
cred by the friends of the Union. 

Resolved, That no proposition to alter or amend 
the constitution in relation to representation and di- 
rect taxation among the States, ought to be recom- 
mended by Congress, but that every such proposi- 
tion ought to be promptly and decisively con- 
demned. 

Mr. ADAMS said he did not expect that such a 
course would have been pursued by the gentleman 
from Virginia, or that it would receive the sanction 
ofthe House.. ` 


sanction the change, ` 
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not debatable. 

Mr. ADAMS said he merely wished to ask the 
gentleman from Virginia to- permit him to move the 
reference of the report and resolutions to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
that a day be fixed for its discussion. , 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he could not withdraw 


his motion for such a purpose, for it would lead to ` 


the véry thing. that the committee was desirous to 
avoid. ` 

Mr. WINTHROP moved a call of the Hoùsè, 

“Mr. ABBOT rose and stated that, though one of 

the seléct committee, he had not been notified of its 
meeting; and he wished the House, therefore, to 
understand that the report had not received his as- 
sent. 
_ Mr. DROMGOOLE explained. Being at the 
head of ‘the committee, he procured a list of the 
members appointed, and placed it in the hands of 
one of the pages of the House with a notice—which 
he read—notifying the members of the meeting of 
the committee. All the members were notified but 
three, two of whom had gone home, and the other 
(Mr. Assor) was sick, so the gentleman would see 
why the report did not receive the unanimous ascent 
of the committee. 

The question was then put upon the motion for 
a call of the House, and negatived. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded; and the question then being, ‘Shall the main 
question be now put,” 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: yeas 118, nays 51. 

So the main question was ordered. 

Mr. PARMENTER remarked that the subject 
was too important to be decided upon, without dis- 
cussion; and as the other committee would soon 
make a report upon the subject, he moved that the 
resolutions be laid upon the table. 

On this motion, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: yeas 43, nays 132. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Jeremiah Brown, ; 


Buffington, Carroll, Catlin, Collamer, Cranston, Dickey, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Lyon, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Parmenter, Patterson, isha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Schenck, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Sinith, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Williams, Win- 
throp, and William Wright-- 43. 

NAYS—Messrs, Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Cary, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Gar- 
rett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Deberry, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, 
lmer, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Her- 
rick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lueas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Maclay, 
MecCielland, McClernand, MeConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, Owen, Payne, Peyton, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, David &. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, 
Sample, Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, ‘Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Weth- 
ered, Wheaton, White, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—132. 

The SPEAKER having announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired, | 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved tosuspend the rules, 
for the purpose of proceeding with the resolution; 
which was carried. - an 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for a division of the 
question; j 

And the yeasand nays having been ordered at 
the instance of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the question 
was taken and decided in the affirmative—ycas 158, 
nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, William J. Brown, Bufiington, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Cary, Carrell, Cailin, Chappell, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cranston, Cross, 
Cullam, Dana, Deniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickin- 
son, Dromgoole, Dunlap. Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, 
Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles 


The SPEAKER intimated that the question was ` 


J. Ingersoll, Joseph R.. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, 
Cave: Johnson,. Andrew Johnson, Géorge. W. Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy; “Preston King; | Bink: 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin; MeCauslen, . 


Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Moseley) Mur“ 
phy, Nes, Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton; 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 
Robinson, Russell, Sti John, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, 
Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Siinpson, ‘Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, Johu Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, _ 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts,. Tucker, Typer 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—158. t a 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Jeremiah Brown, 
Dickey, Giddings, Grinnell, Hudson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Daniel P, King, Mellvaine, Marsh, Morse, Rockwell, Ro~ 
gers, Severance, ‘Tilden, and Winthrop—I8. 


So the first resolution was adopted. 

The question recurring on the second resolution, 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for a division. 

Mr. HUNT of New York asked that the question 
be taken on that part of the second resolution previ- 
ous to the word “Congress.” : 

The SPEAKER said that the question was not 
now divisible. 

Mr. HUNT asked leave of the House to have the 
word “‘rejected,” substituted for the word. “cen- 
demned,” in the resolution. i 

The SPEAKER said that the proposition could 
not be entertained. 3 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
127, nays 41, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Benton, 
Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, dlackwell, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 
lam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Ca- 
rey, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, ‘Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deherry, Dellet, 
Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ellis, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Willis Green Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
mctt, Haralson, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes,! 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Ma- 
clay, MeClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
MeKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, Owen, Payne, 
Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Pres- 
ton, Purdy, Ruthbun,;David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, ‘Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Spence Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, ‘Taylor, Thomp- 
son, ‘Lihbatts, Tucker, Vance, Wanmeter, Wentworth, 
Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—127. ý 

NAYS-—Messrs, Abbot. Adams, Baker, J.Brown, Buffing- 
ton, Carroll, Catlin, Collamer, Cranston, Clingman, Dickey, 
Fish, Giddings, Grinnell, Harper, Hudson, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Morse, Mosely, Nes, Parmenter, Rockwell, Rogers. 
Sample, Schenck, Sev-erance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, and Winthrop—4l 


So the second resolution was adopted. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


This being private bill day, that order of business 
“was taken up; and the following were ordered to be 
engrossed, and were read a third. time, and passed: 

A billfor the relief of Robert G. Ward. i 

A bill for the relief of Walcot A. Strong and Pierre 
S. Derbanne. ; . 

A bill granting a pension to an Indian woman of 
the creek nation. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

A bill for the relief of John Rose. 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Dennison. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dunham. 

A bill for the relief Lois Crouk, alias Croulkhite. 

A bill granting a pension to Richard Elliott. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Gresham. 

The bill for the reliéf of Sarah Parker. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, and proceeded to the consideration of 
bills on the private calendar, reported from com- 
mittees. 

The following bills were read, as were also the 
reports which accompanied them, and the bills were 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

A bill for the relief of Hugh Wallace Wormley. 

A bill for the relief of Matilda Drury and others, 
representatives of. Captain Tillard. 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Caswell. 

A bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. 

A bill for the relief of Elliot Smith and Nathan 
Fansworth. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel Shannon. : 


426 | : 


Cook, and John Brainer 2d. ` 
e A joint resolution for the relief of Saltmarsh and 
uller. 


Mr. HOPKINS gave notice that he should, when - 


this. resolution was reported to the House, move 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Si : an: 

The bill for the relief of Woodson Wren. 

The bill for the relief of James Pepper and others. 

Mr. VANCE here moved that the committee rise 
and report, the bills to the House; and, after some 
remarks in cee to the motion by Mr. JACOB 
THOMPSON, it was rejected. P 

The committee then proceeded, and the following 
bills were also laid aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of James Miller. 

The bill for the relief of James Journey. 

The bill for the relief of Gen. William Eaton. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Fitch. 

The bill for the relief of Antoine Vasquez and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of Bethea Healy. 

The bill for the relief Betsy Clapp. 
` The bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

The bill for the relief Violet Cochrane, widow of 
John Calhoun. ; 

The bill for the relief of Emanuel Shrofe. 

The joint resolution authorizing the Postmaster 
General to settle with certain mail contractors. 

The bill granting a pension to Susannah Scott, 
widow of Willian Scott. 

The bill for the relief of Sally McCraw. 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodget. 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Blackemore, widow 
of George Blackemore. ` 

A bill for the relief of James Crawford. 

A bill granting a pension to Bartholomew Ma- 

uire. 

A bill for the relief of Lathrop Foster. 

A bill for the relief of True Putney and Wiliam 
Riddle. 

A bill for the relief of P. Ord. 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer and G. A. 
Franklin. 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport. 

. The committee rose and reported the bills above 
enumerated without amendment; and 

The House then adjourned, 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the: reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. PERLEY B. JOHNSON: The petition 
of Samuel Skinner and fifty-two others, citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail-route 
from Ciena, Muskingum county, through Re~ 
hoboth, New Lexington, and Straitsville, to Logan, 
in Hocking county: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: A remonstrance of citizens 
of the Statc of Maine against the importauon of 
timber into the ports of the United States free of 
duty. Also, a petition of Daniel Davis, of Cape 
Elizabeth, in the State of Maine, praying a pension, 
in consideration of his services as a soldier in the 
revolutionary war: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. Also, a petition of Polly 
Clough, of the State of Maine, widow of Jonathan 
Hilliard, praying to be allowed the half-pay due her 
husband for his services as a seaman in the service 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The memorial of a number 
of citizens of Amity, Alfred, and Almond, of the 
30th congressional district of New York, praying 
thata maull-route may be established, agreeable to 
the prayer of the petition: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OWEN: The petition of John Barton 
and one hundred and seventy-two others, of the 6th 

congressional district of Indiana; and of C. H. 
Mastus and twenty-one others, of said State, pray- 
ing a grant of land for the extension of the Wabash 
and Erie Canal from Terre Haute to Evansville, on 
the Ohio. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Two memorials, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Easton, Pennsylvania, 
protesting against any change of the tariff act of 


By Mr. JOHN T. SMITH: A memorial of citi- 
zens of the State of Pennsylvania, praying that no 
change may be made in the tariff act of 1849: refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


A billfor the relief of G. W. Clarke, Harris 
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By Mr. ASHE: The petition of Clayton C. Har- ` 


ris and eighty-eight others, citizens of Tipton coun- 
ty, Tennessee, praying Congress to grant the prayer 
of Wm. Brown for a back pension. to . 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of David Myerle, 

with accompanying papers: referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. i 

_ On motion of Mr. ROBERT SMITH, the peti- 
tion of Robert Seybold was taken from the files of 
the House, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. * 

._ By Mr. AARON V. BROWN: The petition of 
Isabella Baldridge, widow of Capt. John Baldridge; 
also of Mary Anne Modglin, wife of Truman Modg- 
lin; also of Mrs. Stephenson, widow of Moses 
Stephenson,—all praying a pension for the revolu- 

tionary services of their late husbands. Also, the 
petition of Samuel Strickland, for a pension for like 
services: allof which were referred to the Commit- 

‘tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Jonas Dalton, 
praying to be placed on the roll of invalid pen- 
sroners. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 23, 1844 


Mr. CHAPMAN rose, and remarked that, having 
been accidentally absent yesterday when the vote 
was taken on the resolutions reported from the Se- 
lect Committee on the Resolutions of the State Le- 
gislatures of Virginia and Alabama, in relation to a 
proposed change of the constitution, whereby the 

asis of representation in certain States would be 
altered, he desired now to have his vote recorded on 
that most important question. 

Mr. WELLER remarked that it was never done. 

Mr. CHAPMAN said the record of his vote 
would not change the result, and he should be hap- 
py to record his vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. WELLER repeated that such a thing was 
never done; if it could be, he should like to have his 
vote recorded, for he, too, was accidentally absent; 
but if he could not have his vote recorded, he must 
object to any other gentleman being now permitted 
to add his vote. 

Mr. REID of North Carolina moved a suspension 
of the rules, so that the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Cuarman] might record his vote. 

Mr. WELLER asked the gendeman from North 
Carolina to make the suspension general. 

Mr. REID assented. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON warned the. gentleman from 
North Carolina that the course he was proposing to 
pursue would lead to endless confusion. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the motion so that 
any gentleman might have the right to record his 
vote on all and every question that had been acted 
upon since the first day of the session. - 

Mr. REID said if his motion was likely to lead 
to debate he would withdraw it. 

Mr. WELLER called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER announced the order of the day 
to be the call for the reports from committees. 


INTERFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT WITH 
THE RHODE ISLAND REVOLUTION. 


Mr. BURKE, from the Select. Committee on the 
memorial from members of. the Rhode Island legis- 
lature, reported the following resolution; which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before the House the authentic 
and true copies of all requests and applications, upon 
which he deemed it lus duty to interfere with the 
naval and military forces of the United States on the 
occasion of the recent attempt of the people of Rhode 
Island to establish a free constitution in the place of 
the old charter government of that State; and also, 
copies of the instructions to, and statements of the 
charter commissioners sent to him by the then ex- 
isting authorities of the State of Rhode Island; also, 
copies of the correspondence between the executive 
of the United States and the charter government of 
the State of Rhode Island, and all the papers and 
documents connected with the same; also, copies of 
the correspondence, if any, between the heads of de- 
partments and said charter government, or any per- 
son or persons connected with said government, and 
of any accompanying papers and documents; also, 
copies of all orders issued by the executive of the 
United States, or of any department, to military of- 
ficers for the movement or employment of troops 
to orin Rhode Islands; also, copies of all orders to 
naval officers to prepare steam or other vessels of 


‘the United States for service in the waters of Rhode 


| Island; also, copies of all orders to the officers of 
'-reyenue cutters for the same service; also, copies of 


any instructions borne by the Secretary of War to 
Rhode Island, on-his visitin 1842, to review the 
troops of the charter government; also, copies of 
any order or orders: to any officer or officérs of the 
army or navy, to. report themselyes to the charter 
government; and that he be requested to lay before 


“the House copies of any -other paper or document 


in the possession of. the’ executive connected with 
the subject, not above specifically enumerated. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back Senate bill No. 98; being 
an act to nend. an actentitled “An act ta establish 
branches of the mint of the United States;” which 
was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the resolution ` of the House 
of the 27th January last, instructing said committee 
to inquire into the expediency of reporting an ap- 
propriation for the repairs of the light-houses and 
buoys at the mouth of Vermillion river, in Louisiana. 

Also, an adverse report from the same committee, 
upon the subject of the coinage of one dollar gold 

leces, 

r ‘He also, from the same committee, reported back 
the Senate bill No. 55, entitled an act directing the 
disposition “of certain unclaimed goods, wares, or 
merchandise, seized for being illegally imported into 
the United States. It was read a third time and 
passed. 

He also gave notice that he should hereafter ask 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the coinage of 
one dollar gold pieces at the mint of the United 
States and its branches. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Thomas 
Tatem, Nancy Egnew, and J. I. Beyer; which re- 
ports were ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate entitled An act 
for the relief of William De Peyster and Henry N. 
Cruger, and the bill from the Senate entitled An act 
for the relief of Daniel J. Skinner, of Alabama, re- 
ported the said bills severally without amendment; 
and they were referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of James H. McClelland & Co.; which report was 
ordered to be laid on the table. ; 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill to authorize the issuing of patents for cer- 
tain lands in the St. Augustine land district, in 
Florida; the sales of which were not regularly re- 
ported. 

A bill to provide for abolishing the Fort Wayne 
land district, and for the sale of the lands embraced 
therein at the Indianapolis and Winamac districts, 
and to bring into market the lands ceded by the 
Miamies in Indiana. 

_ Which bills were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of James Anderson, of the 
Territory. of Iowa, accompanied by a bill for his 
benefit: read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, made an adverse report upon the resolu- 
tion of the House of the 29th of January last, rela- 
tive to granting refuse and unsold Congress lands in 
the State of Ohio to said State, for the purpose of 
draining, and otherwise improving the said lands; 
which report was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to allow registers of land offices rent in 
certain cases, accompanied by a report in writing: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, 

_ Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
Isaac Atkins, of Pulaski county, Kentucky; and 
that it do lie on the table. Ñ 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to issue patents forthe town 
lots sold in the town of Mineral Point, in'the Terris 


tory. of Wisconsin:. refe 
Whole. House. . ~ 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
for laying off the towns of Fort Madison and Bur- 
lington, in the county of Des Moines, and the towns 
of- Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, in the county of 
Dubuque, Territory of Wisconsin, (now Iowa,) and 


rred to the Committee of the 


for other purposes,” approved the 2d of July, 1836; ` 


and the amendatory act thereto, approved March 
3, 1837; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting to the county of Dubuque cer- 
tain lots of ground in the town of Dubuque: re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rials of the legislature of the Territory of Iowa, for 
a township of land for the Jackson county academy; 
for a donation of land for the Mount Pleasant colle- 

jate institute; and for a donation of a township of 
and for the support of the Towa city college. 5 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill declaratory of the con- 
struction of the several pre-emption laws; which bill 
was read, and referred’ to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
Samuel Garrett, and that it lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill 
concerning conveyances or devises of places of public 
worship: in the “District of Columbia, reported an 
amendatory bill. i 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

; Mr. CAMPBELL: moved the following resolu- 
tion: ; “ i 
Resolved, That the second, third, and fourth, the 
three first legislative days in May, be assigned by 
this House to the consideration of subjects relating 
to the District of Columbia, unless they are dispose 
ofin less time, ` 

Objections being made, 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he hoped the House 
would consent to set apart some specific time for the 
transaction of the business of the District; it had 
been the uniform custom to do so, and it was a cus- 
tom which ought not to be departed from. If 
any other days than those named were suggested, 
he was authorized by the committee to acquiesce. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he hoped there would be 
no more special assignments which might interfere 
with the appropriation bills or the tariff; he there- 
fore moved that the resolution be laid upon the 
table: 

Mr. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WELLER said he thought some particular 
days should be assigned. i 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question was 
not dehatable, the motion being to lay the resolution 
upon the table. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL having first substituted in place of the days 
named in the resolution, the first, second, and third 
legislative days in May,] and being taken—resulted 
as follows: yeas 44, nays 104. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on the passage of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. STEENROD offered an amendment to strike 
out “three days” and insert “two days;” and, after 
some remarks from Messrs. CAMPBELL and 
HOLMES in opposition to the amendment, 

Mr. CAMPBELL called for the previous ques- 
tion, which being seconded, and the main question 
ordered, . ; 

The question was first taken on Mr. STEENROD’S 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
‘on the resolution, but they were not ordered. 

The morning hour having expired, the resolution 
was laid over till Monday. : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing executive. communications: 
: TREATY WITH PERU. 


` A. message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a copy of the convention concluded on 


the 17th March, 1841, between the United States 
and, the Republic of Peru, the ratifications of which 
have been duly exchanged: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 


MARINE HOSPITALS. 


-A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report, in answer to the resolution of the House of 


the 11th instant, in relation to the purchase of sites | 


and the construction of marine hospitals on the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers and Lake Erie, required by 
the act of March 3, 1837: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. f 


HARBOR, OF ST. LOUIS. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report in compliance with the resolution of the 
15th of January last of the survey of the St. Louis 
harbor: referred to the same committee. 


LIGHT=HOUSE UPON THE GENESEE RIVER. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report, in obedience to the resolution of the House 
of the 26th ult., with a plan and estimate for con- 
structing a light-house at the mouth of Genesee 
river, upon lake Erie: referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
detailed statements and reports of the contingent 
fund of his department, conformable to the 20th sec- 
tion of the act of 26th August, 1842: laid on the 
table. . ' 

Mr. P. KING, on leave, made a report upon the 
petition of Ferguson and Reid of Louisina, accom- 
panied, by a bill for their relief, which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretaries of War and of the 
Navy each inform this House what experiments 
have been made by officers of their respective de- 
partments for the purpose of testing the strength 
and utility of cannon manufactured from wrought 
iron, specifying such particulars as may tend to 
show the relative strength and utility of wrought 
iron and cast iron cannon; and that they severally 
furnish copies of all reports made hy ordnance or 
other officers, either of the War or Navy Depart- 
ments, which may. be in their possession on the 
subject of this inquiry; and give such other infor- 
mation connected therewith as they may consider 
useful; also, that they respectively inform the IIouse, 
as far may be in their power, what has been the re- 
sult of the experience of European powers on the 
subject, and particularly the largest size to which 
wrought iron cannon for solid shot have been car- 
ried with success. à 

Mr. HALE inquired of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs if the committee were in 
possession of any facts or had made any inquiries of 


- the department relative to the canses of the burning 


of the steam ship Missouri, in the bay of Gibraltar. 

Mr. PARMENTER replied that the committee 
had made inquiries of the denaranent, and were as- 
sured that as soon as Capt. Newton returned, a 
court of inquiry would be convened to inquire into 
the matter alluded to by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. . 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then suggested an amend- 
ment, “And that the Secretaries also report to the 
House the expenses of- said experiments, and to 
whom the money was paid.” He said many 
thousand dollars were thus expended, of which the 
House should be informed; and also by whom the 
money was received; for he understood that the 
persons employed on these experiments were paid 
better salaries than any officer under this govern- 
ment, except the President of the United States 
himself. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr, VANCE called for the orders of the day. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The following bills were ordered to be engrossed, 
and were a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Adam L. Mills. 

‘A bill for the relief of George Wallis. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Captain Samuel Shannon. 

A bill for the relief of G. W. Clarke, Harris 
Cook, and John Brainard 2d. : 

A billfor the benefit of Thomas Hunter and Alex- 
ander Caldwell. f 

A bill for the relief of Charles Holt. 


` A bill for the relief of Woodson Wren. = o5 > 
A bill for the relief of James Pepper arid others. 
The bill for the relief of John Miller was next 
taken up, and after some debate, the question being 
upon the engrossment of the bill, and ordering it toa 
third reading, tellers were appointed, who reported 


63 in the affirmative, and 31 in the negative—no 


quorum voting. : , 

The yeas and nays were then demanded and or- 
dered, and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 95, nays 
44. : : è 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

The following bills were also, after being ordered 
to be engrossed, read the third time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of James Journey. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Fitch.. 

` The bill for the relief of Pethia Healy. 

The bill for the benefit of Antoine Vasquez and 
others. i 

The bill for the relief of George Davenport, of 
Rock Island, in the State of Ilinois. ` 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Clapp and Betsy 
Clapp. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

The bill for the relief of Violet Calhoun, widow 
of John Calhoun; and ` 

The bill granting a pension to Emanuel Shrofe, 

The joint resolution directing the Auditor of the 
Post Office Department to inquire as to the contract 
of Saltmarsh & Overton with the Post Office De- 
partment. ; 

The joint resolution authotizing the Postmaster 
General to settle with certain mail contractors. 

The bill for the relief of Sally McCraw. 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Blodget. 

The bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Blackmore, widow 
of George Blackmore. ; 

The bill for the relief of James Crawford. . 

The bill granting a pension to Bartholomew Me- 
Guire. 

The bill for the relief of Lathro 

The bill for the relief of True 
Riddle. 

The bill for the relief of John. Frazer and G. A. 
Franklin having been read, j 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the yeas and nays on 
the question of engrossment, but no quorum voted. 

Mr. J. BLACK moved an adjournment, but with- 
drew it at the request of several members. 

Mr. COBB called for tellers on the demand 
for the previous question, but the motion to adjourn 
was renewed. 

The yeas and nays were called for on that mo- 
tion; and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 29, nays 
91 


Foster. 
utney and Wm. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill, 
and it was debated by Messrs. HOLMES, EL- 
MER, and others. 

The yeas and nays were called for on the passage 
of the bill but there was not a quorum voting, 
there being 15 for, and 75 against the yeas and 
nays. 

an adjournment was then moved, but it-was ne- 
gatived by a vote which showed a quorum to be 
peesent. : 

“'The question on the passage of the bill, after 
some further debate by Messrs. GIDDINGS, 
HOLMES, COBB, and SIMONS, was taken by 
tellers, and. the vote stood—ayes 64, noes 37—no 
quorum voting. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: : 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of John Porter 
and 80 others, citizens of the city of Boonville, in 
Missouri, praying appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the western waters: referred to the Commit- 
tee of' the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. P.B. JOHNSON: The petition of John 
S. Miller and 34 others, citizens of Ohio, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Unions 
town, in Muskingum county, to Logan, in Hocking 
county: referred to the Committee on the Post Offi- 
ces and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Marcus B. Os- 
borne and 23 others, citizens of Henry county, in 
the State of Illinois, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from. Peoria, in Peoria county, via 
Mount Hanley, Wyoming, Toulon, Wethersfield, 
Genesseo, Sharon, end Crandall’s Ferry, to Fulton 
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city, in “Whiteside county, in said State of Illinois: 
referred to the Committee onthe Post Officeand Post 
"Roads. . Also, the petition of Silas Noble and 142 
others, citizens of Lee county, in the State of Illi- 
nois, praying Congress to make appropriations for 
the immediate improvement of the Missouri and up- 
per Missippi rivers: referred. to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. Y, 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Robert McIn- 
tosh, for a pension: referred. to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

-By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: Three memo- 
rials of similar import, from citizens -of Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any 
alteration in the existing tariff law. i 

By.Mr. JAMES BLACK: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Perry county, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, against any alteration in the present tariff: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. Al- 
so, the petition of citizens of Cumberland coun- 
ty, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking a revision 
in the law regulating the postage on periodicals and 
newspapers: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. i 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The peiition of John B. Fra- 
zer and 107 others, citizens of St. Joseph county, In- 
diana, praying for the construction of a harbor at 
New Buffalo, in Michigan. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The petition of 
Samuel Stout of Indiana, and 19 others, praying an 
appropriation of land to continue the Wabash and 
Erie canal. 

By Mr. RITTER: Two memorials, signed by 
citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, remonstra- 
ting against any alteration in the tariff act of 1842. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of John C. 
Buchen and 133 others, citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to maintain the 
tariff of 1842, until experience shall have demonstra- 
ted, by ascertained facts, that a change would be 
for the better. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The remonstrance of 
Chas. S. Bailey and 64 others, citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, against any alteration of the present tarii 
laws. 

By Mr. STETSON: The petition of Henry Du- 
kee, of Plattsburg, New York, praying for equitable 
relief for loss sustained in the execution of a con- 
tract with the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Clainis. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, March 25, 1844.. 

The President pro tem. laid before the Senate a 
communication from the War Department, trans- 
mitting statements of the expenditure of the several 
bereaus in that department from their respective con- 
tingent funds; which, on motion Mr. PHELPS, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communciation from 
the War Department, transmitting statements of the 
amount necessary to complete the naval-arsenal in 
North Carolina, according to the original design, as 
an arsenal of deposite and construction: ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. ‘TAPPAN prosented documents in support of 
the claim of Joseph Watson; which were referred 
to the committee having charge of the bill from the 
House upon the subject. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from William 
G. Brawn, of the State of Hlinois, praying compen- 
sation for certain military services rendered the Uni- 
ted States in 1831: referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented three memorials from 
Syracuse, New York, praying that the bill in the 
House of Representauves for modifying the tarif 
of 1842 may not be passed into a law; and 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented eight memorials 
from Syracuse, N. Y., oue from Utica, N. Y., and 
one from Hudson, N. Y., of like prayer; all which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from certain 
persons residing in the vicinity of public square 
249, of the city of Washington, praying Congress 
(it being government property) to improve the same: 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr, MOREHEAD presented two . memorials 
from Peter Von Schmidt, respectfully praying that 
he may be paid for translating a pamphlet from the 
Russian language on the cultivation of hemp, and 
in relation to impregnating timber, in order to 
preserve it from the destructive effects of marine 
worms: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
thirty-four citizens: of Macomb: county, Michigan, 
praying to be confirmed: in their quarter concessions 


-on Lake St. Clair: referred. to the Committee on 


Public Lands. _ ` . 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a communication 
from Geo. Renwick, of Washtenaw, Michigan, rela- 
tive to false and imperfect surveys in Salem town- 
ship; which, with the documents on the files of the 
Senate upon that subject, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Also, presented a petition from eighty inhabitants 
of Michigan, praying for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and the prohibition of the 
slave trade between the States. ~ 

Also, a petition from Alfred Johnson and twenty- 
eight other legal voters of Senaca county, Ohio, ask- 
ing an inquiry into the fact whether one of the offi- 
cers of the Senate has been guilty of separating three 
children from their mother, contrary to. the laws of 
the United States; and if so, to have him removed. 

The question of reception having been raised on 
these petitions— 

On motion by Mr. FULTON, that’ motion was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the proceedings of 
a public meeting held in the Vincennes district, In- 
diana, in favor of granting the unsold lands in that 
district to the State of Indiana, for the completion 
of the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio river: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BATES presented resolutions of the legisla- 

ture of Massachusetts against the annexation of 
Texas tothe United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 
Mr. BAYARD, from the Committce on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Capt. Charles 
W. Morgan; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading, 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to which was referred the petition of John 
Milligan and others upon the subject, reported a 
bill to secure certain rights of pre-emption in the 
State of Louisiana, and for other purposes; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading, and, with 
the report accompanying, to be printed. 

Mr. J. also, from the Committee on Revolutiona ry 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John M. Rus- 
worm, the legal representative of William Rusworm; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading 

Mr. J. also, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
Louse for the reliefof James Reid. 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the widow of 
Benjamin Netherland for a pension, and the petition 
of Nancy Parker, the widow of Timothy Parker; 
and they were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MERRICK presented five memorials, one 
signed by 5, one by 76, one by 85, one by 91, one 
by 105, and one by 130 citizens of Alleghany 
county, setting forth the advantages resulting 
from the tariff of 1842, and the disastrous con- 
sequences that would result to the business of 
the country, and to domestic manufactures, if 
the bill reported in theHouse for the modifica- 
iton of that tariff should become a law. They 
remonstrate against its passage: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec. 
ommendation that they do pass, House bills for the 
relief of Jerois Foote, and William H. Hoag and 
others. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill of 
the House for the relief of Isaac Fessenden. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition fora 
pension to William Patterson; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Peter 
Frost, asking for a pension for injuries received in 
the military service of- the United States, in the war 
of 1812: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made reports on the petition of Samuel Thompson, 


-praying compensation for superintending the con- 


struction of the New York custom-house, as architec; 
and of Joseph H. Waring, praying compensation for 
services as clerk in the office of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury; which were ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. see 

Mr. WOODBURY, -from: the Committee on 
Claims, reported back without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that they do not pass the bills from 
the House for the relief of Samuel B. Tucker, 
George M. Jones, and Samuel B. Folger. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial from 60 citi- 
zens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
passage of an act granting to each male citizen of 
the United States, above the’ age of twenty-one, 
160 acres of public land on certain conditions: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was adopted: . 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed tò inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post route from ‘Houma, 
in the parish of Terrebonne, to Berwick’s Bay, in 
the parish of St. Mary’s, Louisiana. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
took up for consideration the resolution introduced. 
some days ago by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Baesy,] and which, on the motion of Mr. H. had 
beed laid on the table, proposing that an additional 
standing committee of five shall be appointed by the 
Chair, tobe denominated the “Committe: on Ter- 
ritories,” to take charge of all territorial business. 

Messrs. HUNTINGTON, WOODBRIDGE, 
and EVANS, opposed the adoption of the resolu- 
tion, as being entirely untiecessary, and Mr. BAG- 
BY urged the propriety of its adoption, and called 
for the yeas and nays thereon. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the territorial busi- 
nesshad been as well attended to by the present 
standing committees, as it could be should this ad- 
ditional committee be adopted; and he moved to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered, andthe question 
being put, the motion was decided in the negative 
by the following vote, viz: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
King, Miller, Morehead, Upham, and Woodbridge—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
on, Breese, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Huger, Johnson, 
McDutlie, Merrick, Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, Walker, White, Woodbury, and Wright—92, 


Mr. MERRICK expressed a wish that the reso- 
lution might be adopted, as there was a Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested that the resolution con- 
erred the appointment of the committee on the 
Chair. It should be made to conform to the usual 
mode of appointment—by ballot. He suggested 
such a modification; which 

Mr. BAGBY acccpted. : 

The resolution was then adopted. 

And on motion by Mr. BAGBY, and by unani- 
mous consent, the Chair was authorized to appoint 
the committee. 


THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the joint resolution for the adjourn- 
ment of the two Houses of Congress sine die on 
Monday, the 20th day of May next, at noon. 

Mr. EVANS said it had been suggested to him 
that this resolution would be more acceptable if the 
day fixed upon for adjournment were made some- 
what later. He was anxious himself that it should 
be as early as possible, but was willing to modify 
the resolution so as to read, instead of “Monday, the 
20th,” “Monday, the th of May.” 

. Mr. MERRICK observed that this would render 
t necessary for Congress to be in session on Sun- 
ay. 
Mr. EVANS said this had never occurred but 
once. There was always, at the close of the ses- 
Sion, a great press of business before both Houses, 
in the engrossment of bills, &c.; and it was a great 
Convenience to members to have a day of interval 
and rest, before the adjournment took place. 

Mr. SEVIER did not know exactly how he 
could vote upon this resolution. He was very 
anxious to get home as soon as he could; but there 
were some very important questions, and amongst 
them the tariff question, yet to be disposed of. 


The resolution was modified by Mr. Evans so 
as to read’ Monday the 27th day of May next; and, 
as thus modified, was adopted. 

THE COMPROMISE ACT-—THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed, 


the-consideration of the resolution reported from the. 


Finance Committee, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by Mr. McDvurrie for the re- 
duction of the rate of duties under the present tariff 
to the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BENTON then spoke as follows: 


Mr. Presmenr: Our confederacy has existed 


above fifty years under our present form of gov- 
ernment; and during every year of that time we 
have-had tariff laws in operation, but with very 
different effect upon the public mind. During the 
first half of this time, there was universal satisfac- 
tion throughout the Union with these laws: during 
the second half of it, they have given great discon- 
tent to one half the Union. The period of satisfac- 
tion began with the beginning of the government, 
in the year 1789, and continued down to the end of 
the late war with Great Britain: the period of dis- 
content began in the year 1816, and continues to the 
present day. A difference so great in its effect 
upon the public mind, implies a great difference in 
the character of these laws during’the two periods, 
and naturally throws the mind back to the contem- 
plation of this difference, and to the consideration 
of the causes which produced it. 

Theimplication is not erroncous. The tariff laws 
of the two periods are, in. fact, essentially different, 
and were framed with different views, and constitute 
opposite systems. The laws of the first period had 
revenue for their object, and the protection of home 
industry for their incident; the laws of the second 
period have protection for their object, and revenue 
for their incident. And the provisions of the acts 
under the two systems were framed accordingly: mod- 
erate duties, fairly assessed upon actual values and 
real quantities, characterized the legislation of the 
first period: high duties, fictitious valuations, and 
prohibitory minimums characterized the second. 

The striking difference which we find in the legis- 
Jation of the two periods is, first, in the amount of 
the duty imposed; and, secondly, in the mode of as- 
sessing or computing it. The amount of the duty 
is vastly increased during the second period, and the 
mode of its computation is arbitrarily arranged to 
increase that amount. Before the war, the duties, 
whether specific or ad valorem—whether on. the 
quantity or on the value—were moderate in amount, 
and fairly assessed on the actual value, or actual 
quantity: since the war the dnties have often been 
exorbitant in amount, and then. made more exorbi- 
tant in the collection, by calculating them, in some 
instances, on the arbitrary assumption of a fictitious 
minimum valuation. 

The cause of this difference in the character of 
our tariff laws is foundin the fact mentioned by the 
senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurriz.]} 
Politicians and capitalists have seized upon the sub- 
ject, and worked it for their own_purpose—the for- 
mer for political advancement—the latter for pecy- 
niary profit. The tariffhas become a question of 
politics and money—of partisan politics and section- 
al enrichment; and the result has been to fill the 
Union with the agitation and discontent which has 
afflicted it for twenty-five years. : 

The harmony of this Union, Mr. President, is 
something! It isa greatand desirable object, as 

leasant to contemplate as it is useful to enjoy. 

‘ho is there among us old enough to remember 1t, 
who does not recollect the harmonious days, so far 
as the tariff was concerned, which we enjoyed dur- 
ing the first twenty-five years of our national exist- 
ence, when nobody knew we had a tariffbut those 
who read the statutes? Who is there old enough to 
remember it, who does not regret the loss of the 
times when the word tariff was never pronounced, 
and when, in respect to these laws, the mass of our 
population was in the happy condition of Molicre’s 
country gentleman, who had talked prose all his 
life without knowing it? I, for one, remember these 
times, and wish to return to them. F with to return 
to the harmony and tranquillity, with respect to the 
tariff, which prevailed among us daring the first half of 
our national existence; and,with that view, have been 
carefully studying the legislation of that period for 
the purpose of seeing what there was in it, if any 
thing, to prevent our returning to it, and enjoying 
again the tranquillity which it then produced. l 
have studied that legislation, and studied it in all 
candor, with this view; and lam free to say that F 


“nodded assent.) 
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‘see no difficulty in returning, not to the'leiter, but to 
the object and structure of these good old laws, and 
drawing from them again the same happy conse- 
quence which they formerly shed upon the Union. 


T take it for certain that the act now in force is not - 


to stand; that either at the present session, or after 
another general election, it will be essentially 


changed. It was not passed asa permanent act. . 


Several of those who voted for it, and without whose 
votes-it could not have passed, declared at the time 
that they took it as a temporary measure—as a 
measure which they disliked—but which they ac- 
cepted for the time from motives of expediency. 
(Here Mr. Wricur, to whom Mr. B. looked, 
I voted against it, and with 
the full conviction that I should soon vote upon 
it again, and under better auspices. + Whether 
the auspicious time for this voting has arrived, 1 do 
not undertake to decide. Certainly the auspices are 
not all in our favor. The session of. Congress before 
the holding of a presidential election is not the favora- 
ble session for beneficial legislation. A President 
withouta party, two parties without a President—the 
Senate one way, the House of Representatives an- 
other way; the President free trade, and the cabinet 
mixed:—these elements, taken all together, compose 
a very heterogeneous mixture, and present an as- 
pect not at all favorable to the enactment of whole- 
some laws, or the application of healing remedies to 
the disorders of the State. I even doubt whether a 
cool discretion would recommend any attempt to 
settle the tariff question at this session. I speak of 
settle, in contradistinction to discuss. I believe in 
the virtue of discussion—temperate, enlightened dis- 
cussion—directed to the intelligence, and to the mor- 
al sense of the community; and, in that point of view, 
Lam of opinion that the senator from South Caroli~ 
na (Mr. McDurriz) has done well .to bring on the 
present debate: but discussion is one thing, and set- 
tling the question is another. I do not think that 
the present is the time to settle the question. Be- 
sides our discordant and heterogeneous condition, 
so unfavorable to harmonious action; besides the 
danger of miscarriage from this source, there is an- 
other tribunal which has jurisdiction of the subject, 
and is now occupied with it, and whose decision 
will be paramount to ours. The question itself is 
now on trial before the great areopagus of the peo- 

le! and must have its solution from that tribunal 

efore we meet again. The presidential election in- 
volves the fate of the tariff, and to that fate a future 
Congress will have to conform, be our action now 
what it may. Now, as in the year 1832, the fate of 
the high tariff is staked in the person of its eminent 
champion—its candidate for the presidency of the 
United States. That champion was defeated then, and 
his system with him; and he may be defeated again. 
If he shall be, we shall settle the question with more 
harmony and equity, and with a better chance for 
stability than at the present time: if not, all that we 
may do now, may soon be reversed. Seeing this, 
and that all we do now, if we do anything, must be 
imperfect and provisional, I very much doubt the 
policy of attempting to settle the tariff question at 
the present session. I am in favor of discussion, 
but doubt the practicability, at this time, of judicious 
and stable legislation. This is my opinion, but 
others think otherwise; and [ yield to their wishes. 
Discordant as all the departments of the government 
now are, and on the eve, as we are, of a presidential 
election, | expect nothing perfect from our attempts 
at legislation on this subject. On the other hand, 
miscarriage and defeat, under such circumstances, 
will inspire me with no despair. I look forward to 
the next Congress to settle this question—to settle it 
according to the will of the people—and, according- 
ly, to settle it with somechance for that durability 
and permanency which is so essential to the success- 
ful prosecution of every branch of business. 

The question is then presented: Shall we proceed 
to remodel the tariff act of 1842? I answer, yes'— 
saving to the House of Representatives its constitu- 
tional right over the initiation of revenue bills. I do 
not argue that question. I neither argue it, nor con- 
ceal my opinion upon it. I deem it sufficient, on 
the present occasion, to say that, in all cases of 
doubtful jurisdiction between the two Houses, my 
rule is to solve the doubt in favor of the House 
which, by the constitution, is charged with the gene- 
ral subject. Taxation and representation go to- 
gether. The burdens of the people and the rep- 
resentation of the people are put together. The 
immediate and full representation of the ‘peo- 
ple is in the House of Representatives, and to 
that House the constitution has confided the ori- 


gination of all bilis for raising reveiiue. ` Is the bill 
which is now before us a bill for raising révenue?: -I 
think itis. At all events itis a question of doubt: 
and in that case, I defer to the jurisdiction: of the 
House which is: charged withthe general subject. - 
* The proposition before us is, in terms, to restore 
the compromise act of 1833, but in substance to» 
substitute revenue duties for protective duties. The 
author of the proposition [Mr..McDurriz,] has 
spoken his sentiments upon it; and, from the tenor 
of all that he has said, l comprehend that he goes 
for revenue duties, without regard to their form— 
that he is not wedded to the horizontal line—the 
uniform ad valorem of 20 per centum uporall articles 
without regard te their character; but that he ad- 
mits of discriminating duties, and of different rates 
of duty, according to the nature of the article. 

(Mr. McDurrie nodded assent. ] te 

This-being the case, I flatter myself that we shall 
be of accord with respect to the remedy as well as 
in regard to the evil. Iwas not in favor of the 
compromise act when it passed; I am not in favor ot. 


` attempting to revive it. ` It presents an issue which 


is wrong in itself, and upon which we cannot go to 
trial—that of one uniform rate of duty upon all arti- 
cles without regard to theirnature or character. [am 
for discriminating between articles of luxury and ne- 
cessity, and for making luxuries pay highest. Lam 
for discriminating between articles made at home, 
and not made at home; and placing the highest rev- 
enue duty upon the foreign rivals of our own pro- 
ductions. In a word, I am for going back to our old 
legislation on this subject—to the system before the 
war; not to the precise terms of any one of the acts, 
but to the principles and structure, the objects and 
the incidents of the whole. They were all mod- 
elled upon the same plan. All. took revenue for 
their object; all admitted incidental protection; all 
discriminated between luxuries and necessaries; and 
none of them admitted false assumptions of value b; 
minimum valuations. They were all equally free 
from the abuse of minimum valuations on one hand, 
and the arbitrary levelling of the horizontal principle 
on the other. I am for returning to this system, 
with the single limitation that no duty, whether 
specific or ad valorem, shall exceed a maximum of 
30, or 334 per centum. In returning to this ground, 
or rather in remaining upon it, (for it has always- 
been my doctrine,) I find myself standing upon the. 
ground of the first twenty-five years? action of our 
government, and sustained by the sanction of the 
the highest free trade. authorities which. the tariff 
discussions have brought to light. I allude to the 
South Carolina legislative report of December, 1828 
—to the Philadelphia free trade convention address 
of 1831, and to the Virginia democratic convention 
address of 1839. Each of these high authorities, 
and at the recent dates mentioned, and in their ex- 
tremest opposition to protective tariffs, admit- 
ted the principle and the policy of discriminating 
duties, and of incidental protection. Here is what 
each of them has said, and first of South Carolina. 
The report of her legislative committee, remon- 
strating against the tariff act of 1828, says: 

“Every instance which has been cited, may be fairly referred 
to the legitimate power of Congress to impose duties on imports 
for revenue. It isa necessary incident of such duties to act as 
an encouragementio manufactures, whenever imposed on arti- 
cles which may be manufactured in our own country. To this 
incidental manner, Congress has the power of encouraging 
manufactures; and the committee readidily concede that, in 
the passage of an impost bill, that body may, in modifying the 
details, so arrange the provisions of the bill, as far as it may be 
done consistently with its proper object, and to aid manufac- 
tures, To this extent Congress may constitutionally go, and 
has gone from the commencement of the government; which 
willfully explain the precedents cited from the early stages of 
its operation,” 

The frec trade convention says: 

“They admit the power of Congress to lay and collect such 
duties as they may deem necessary for the purposes of revenue; 
and, withiu these limita, so lo arrange these duties as, inci- 
dentally, and to that extent, to give protection to the manufac- 
turer.?*t 

The Virginia convention says: 

tit may happen, if a wise policy prevails, that our manufac. 
turing brethren of the Northand West will be content with such 


incidental protec’ion as will be afforded by duties laid to sup- 
ply the constitutional wants of the government.” f 


"Messrs. Gregg, Wardlow, Legare, Preston, A. P. Hayne, 


Elliott, and Barnwell Smith, the committee. 

+Two hundred and fifty delegates present, of which 51 from 
Virginia, 16 from North Carolina, 41 from South Carolina, 6 
from Georgia, Li from Alabama, ! from Mississippi, 2 from 
Maryland, 15 from Pennsylvania, 2) from New York, t from 
Rhode island, 2 from Connecticut, 18 from Massachusetts, 1 
from Maine. 

{St. George Tucker, president of the convention; Messrs, 
Brockenbrough, Randolph, Harrison, Young, Narboane, Nich: 


clas, Dromgoole; and Opie, secretaries, 
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This is what was said by these eminent free-trade 


authorities on these recent occasions; and I shall not , 


pretend to comment upon their admissions.. They 
are explicit upon the grounds of discrimination and 
incidental protection. They quote, and admit by 
name, the system-of our tariff legislation before the 
late war—that system, under which the country was 
so long tranquil and happy, and to which I am now 
for returning. -They admit, by name, discrimina- 
tion for protection. - The compromise act did the 
same in effect. The raising the duties on coarse 
woollens and common blankets, by that act, from 


5 per cent to 50, to come down in nine years to. 


20,.was for protection. during that time. Home 
valuations and cash duties were to aid manufac- 
turers. A long list of free articles, used by manu- 
facturers, was for the same object. Protection was 
granted by the act; and the declaration against it, 
and in favor of revenue duties only, was a direction 
for future legislation, and did not prevent the com- 
promise itself from granting protection. 


Tam for returning to the old legislation, not that 
I would copy any one statute in particular, but 
would conform to the plan and object of the whole. 
These statutes admitted of duties of various degrees, 
but all of them moderate in amount, and strictly 
calculated for revenue purposes. They admitted of 
duties on the quantity (specific) as well as on the 
value (ad valorem;) and when on the value 
they admitted of no minimums to falsify the 
real value and to augment the duty. “They 
admitted of discriminations between articles of 
luxury and articles of necessity, and very prop- 
erly made-the former pay highest, while many of 
the latter were free—as salt in the time of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, or at the low rate of five per centum—as coarse 
woollens and common blankets, and other articles 
used by the laboring community.’ The specific 
duties, under these statutes, rarely exceeded a 
fourth or a third of the value: the ad valorems ranged 
from five to fifteen, with a temporary addition of 
two and a half per centum to equip some small 
vessels to protect the Mediterranean commerce from 
the depredations of the Barbary powers. To this 
system of duties, and this mode of levying them, I 
am in favor of returning, with the single qualification 
that, in no case, shall any duty, either specific or 
ad valorem, exceed one third of the value—334 per 
centum; and with the full belief’ that the average of 
the whole will not be equal to the uniform twenty 
per centum of the compromise act. To the con- 
sumer, this maximum, and this average, should be 
satisfactory: to the manufactures, it will be great and 
ample protection. To him, it should be also satis- 
factory. He will get the benefit of the highest duty; 
for it comes within the principle of the old system, 
to put the highest duties upon the foreign rivals 
of our own productions, as well as upon luxu- 
ries: he will get the benefit of this duty, which 
will give him 50 per centum protection. I say 50; 
for 30 per centum duty is 50 per centum protection! 
the expenses of importation (7} per cent.) and the. 
importing merchant's profit (12! per cent.) going 
Into the price of the goods as weil as the duty, and 
being just as effectual for protection as if inserted in 
the law. This, with the cardinal consideration of 
stability, should be satisfactory to the manufactur- 
ers. 

.This is our issue—the old system against the 
new; and upon this issue we can safely go to trial 
before the country. For it is not sufficient to have a 
good cause, and good arguments: you must have 
the right issues, or you may be defeated in spite of 
your good cause and good arguments. ‘The com- 

romise is not the right issue or the safe one. In 
evelling all duties to one uniform line—in disre- 
garding the distinction between luxuries and neccs- 
saries, and between articles made or not made at 
home,—in doing this, it disregards a distinction 
founded in the nature of things—a distinction maim- 
tained in all previous legislation~—admitted most re- 
cently by the extremest free-trade authorities—aud 
too accordant with the sympathies of mankind to 
be obliterated by statute. We cannot make. the 
issue upon that act, but upon the old system of rev- 
enue duties and incidental protection, with discrimi- 
nation between luxuries and necessaries, and be- 
tween articles made or not made at home. We are 
not to make war upon manufactures: we do not do 
it They were once as popular in the South as in 
the North, and may become so again. The abuses 
of the high protective system have destroyed their 
old popularity in the South: eradicate the abuse, 
and they will again be popular in every part of the 


: Union. 


—————— 


ful and ornamental, but the noblest arts of the 
country. Every statesman will cherish them, and 
honor the skill and industry which perfects them, if 
left free to follow his own inclinations. Abuse 
only—the conduct of politicians and millionary 
capitalists—have made them enemies. Separate the 


‘real manufacturers from these two classes—be con- 


tent with ample incidental protection—and: universal 

ood will will again attend them, greatly enlarging 
the extent of their market, and the list of their cus- 
tomers. a 


This is our issue—the old system against the 


new. And what can be the objection to returning to | 


the old one? None-that cannot be instantly and sat- 
isfactorily answered. “I undertake to say that, un- 
der the old system, every interest connect- 
ed with the imposition of duties was on a 
better footing than under: the new—that ag- 
riculture, commerce, and the revenue from cus- 
toms, were all larger in proportion to our pop- 
ulation, and more free from fluctuations—that man- 
ufactures themselves were advancing faster than any 
other interest, and faster than they had ever advanced 
in any other country in the world; and tbat the 
whole country, so far as the tariff was concerned, 
was happy and tranquil; and continued so: until am- 
bitious politicians and millionary capitalists seized 
upon the subject for their own selfish purposes. 
These, Mr. President, are bold assertions, but not 
more bold than true, and as easily proved as uttered. 
I have the proof in hand; andas I love to deal in 
proof when J have it, I shall proceed immediately to 
the work. 


1. The revenue from customs. 


My assertion is, that the income from customs 
was larger, population considered, and more free 
from fluctuation, under the low duty system before 
the war, than under the high duty since. In main- 
taining this assertion, I take the time of the first pe- 
riod from 1789, when this government first went 
into operation, to the year 1808, when the British 
orders in council, and the decrees of the French em- 
peror, and our own embargo, broke up our com- 
merce, and deranged or destroyed our income from 
that source. I leave out the period of the embargo 
and of the war with Great Britain, as belonging to 
neither system. I take from 1790 to 1808: and what 
was our income from customs during that time? It 
was from four and a half to near sixteen millions 
and a half of dollars. And what was our population 
during the same time? From four millions to seven 
millions. The revenue then commenced at the rate 
of about one million of dollars to one million of 
people, and rose gradually to near two and a half 
millions of dollars to onè million of people. So 
much for the first period; now for the second. Be- 
ginning with the year 1817, which was the first un- 

er the operation of the new system, and the revenue, 
commencing at twenty-six millions of dollars, fell as 
low as ten, rose again as high as thirty, fell again as 
low as twelve, thirteen, and fourteen millions, and 
for the. last year was about seventeen and a half. 
Our population atthe same time was from nine to 
eighteen millions; so that, at the best, the product of 
the high duties never rose higher than two and a 
half millions of dollars to one million of people, 
often fell as low as three quarters of a million of 
dollars for a million of people, and is now at the 
rate ofa million for a million! Jn other words, that 
the rate of product is exactly the same now, when 
duties average more than 50 per cent. that it was in 
the first year of Washington's time, when the aver- 
age was the one-fourth of that sum! and twice and a 
half less than it was in the last year of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, when the average of duties was not a third of 
what it is now. And here let it be remembered that 
the wars of the French revolution had nothing to do 
with our revenue. ‘They increased importations, 
but not consumption. Duties were only paid on 
what remained in the country for consumption; the 
large amounts re-exported paid nothing, 


I have prepared tables, Mr. President, of the an- 
nual income from customs, with a note of the pop- 
ulation, during each period into which I have divided 
our financial history. These tables will illustrate 
my positions in detail, and more fully and com- 
pletely than can be done in general statements. 
They will enable every senator, and every individ- 
ual who sees them, to make the comparison for him- 
self, and will sustain to the uttermost all that I have 
said of the superior productiveness of low duties 
over high. These are the tables: 


Manufactures are among; not only the use- - 


ae First table, low revenue duties, from 1791 to 1808. 


Years. Population. Income. 
s 4,000,000 $4,309,473 
ie pi 3,443,070 
1793 - 4,225,306 
1794 f ~ 4,801,065 
1795 = 5,588,461 
1796 `- 6,567,987 
1797 - 7,549,640 
mp ee. at 
1799 nt 040, 
1800 5,300,000 9,080,932 
1801 - 10,750,778 ` 
1802 -= 12,438,235 
1803 - 10,479,417 
1804 - 11,098,505 
1805 - 12,936,487 
1806 = ee 
1807 i - 15,845,522 
1803. 7,000,000 16 363,550 
Second table: High protective duties: from 1817 to 
Years. Population. ` Income. 
1817 ` 9,000,000 $26,283,348 
1818 - 17,176,385 
1819 f ~ ~ 20,283,608 
1820 9,638,000 15,005,612 
1821 ~ 13,004,447 
1822 - 17,559,761 - 
1823 - 19,088,433 
1824 - 17,878,325 
1825 - 20,098,713 
1826 - 23,341,331 
1827 19,712,283 
1828 ~ eas 
1829 - 22,681,965 
1830 12,866,000 21,922,391 
1831 ~ 24,224,441 
1832 - 28,405,237 
1833 ~ 21,488,753 
1834 - 14,797,782 
1835 - 13,458,111 
1836 -` 21,552,272 
1837 - 26,325,839 
1839 i 15313238 
1840 17,000,000 20,560,439 
EE 
1842 - 5,789,173 
1843 18,500,000 17,500,000 


These, Mr. President, ave the tables of the in- 
come under the two systems; and now let us ex- 
amine them, and compare them together. Look 
first upon this picture, and then upon that! See the 
annual income from 1791 to 1808: see the large- 
ness of the amount for the smallness of the 
population, the freedom from fluctuation, and 
the steadiness of the increase. Beginning at four 
and one third millions, rising gradually, never vary- 
ing more thau a million in a year, and attaining 1 
seventeen years the extraordinary amount of near 
seventeen millions of dollars, and that for only 
seven millions of people. Now look upon the other 
picture. Beginning in the year 1817, with twenty- 
six and a quarter millions of dollars, it falls the yery 
next year to seventeen millions! and the year after 
rises to twenty and a quarter millions! tumbles 
down the next year to fifteen millions! and the 
year after tumbles again to thirteen millions! 
being an actual fluctuation of thirteen millions 
out of twenty-six in five years! All the rest 
of the period is about in the same propor- 
tion. Twice in twenty years the income got up as 
high as it was in 1817: twice again it teli to 17— 
twice to 15—twice to 18—once to 10—and is now 
at 172,—which is near ten millions less than it was 
in the year 1808! This is bad enough: but to show 
off this period in proper contrast, a third table is 
necsssary—a table showing at one view the actual 
income received, and the amount that ought to have 
been received during the same period, according to 
the increase of population, and according to the rate 
of the income during Mr, Jefferson’s administration. 
This third table has been prepared, and here it is: 


Third table, showing what ought to have been received 
From customs under the protective system to have been 
equal to the receipt under the revenue system. 


Years. Population. Actual receipts, parte have 
seen. 

1817 9,000,000 $26,283,348 $22,500,000 

1818 = 17,176,385 

1819 - 20,283,608 

1820 9,638,000 15,005,612 24,000,009 


1821. pe 13,004,447 - 25,000,000 
1882 = 17,559,761 

1823 z 19,088,433 

1824 = 17,878,325 

1825 -11,000,000 20,098,713 27,000,000 
1826 x 23,341,331 

1827 = 19,712,983 

1828 2 23,905,523 

1829 > 22,681,965 i 

1830 12,866,000 21,922,391 31,500,000 
1831 0 A424 A44L } 
1832 z 28,405,237 

1833 a 21,488,753 

1834 2 14,797,782 

1835 15,000,000 13,458,111 37,500,000 
1836 2 21,552,272 
1837 A 26,325,839 

1838 £ 13,315,129 l 
1839 2 15,373,238 

1840 17,000,000 20,660,439 42,500,000 
1841 ss 10,159,339 43,000,000 
1842 ia 15,789,173 

1843 18,500,000  17,500,000°` 46,250,000 


According to this table; Mr. President, which I 
have made out with great care, it will be seen that, 
in 1817, when our population was nine millions, 
the income was 26: millions -instead of 22}, which 
it should have been: that in 1820 it was 15 millions 
instead of 24; in 182] it was 13 millions instead of 
25; in 1825, instead. of 27 millions, it-was 20; in 
1830 it was 22 millions instead of 27; in 1835, we 
had 13; millions instead of 37}—being just the one- 
half of the product of 1817! In 1840, we- had 205 
millions instead of 424; in 1841 it was 10 millions 
instead of 43; and in 1843, with a. population of 18} 
millions, we wound up with 17} millions of dollars 
instead of 463! i : 

These tables speak a language which cannot be 
misunderstood, and they place in the strongest con- 
trast the working of the two systems during the two 
periods: the beauty and advantages of one, and the 

eformities of the other, standing out in the boldest 
relief. In the first period, amplitude of amount, 
steadiness of the product,. and regularity of the in- 


. crease, strike every. beholder. In the second period, ` 


all this is reversed: confusion and madness seem to 
reign in our treasury. . Sometimes millions too 
much—then | not halt enough. Sometimes sur- 
pluses to be distributed—then deficits to be supplied. 
Giving away oue day—begging or borrowing the 
next. Always a feast, or afamine—never the right 
thing. Our poor treasury become a balloon—some- 
times soaring above the clouds—then dragging in the 
mud—now bursting with distension—now collaps- 
ing from depletion. p 
he miseries of the high-duty system we have all 
seen and felt, and now see and fell; in the deplorable 
condition of our finances—a debt of near thirty mil- 
lions created—loans to defray current expenses—four 
times a resort to treasury notes—and now an illegal 
and fraudulent issue of a paper money currency. 
Compared to the termination of the low duty system 
at the end of Mr. Jefferson’s administration, and how 
does it stand? As confusion, misery, and deformity 
stand to order, beauty, and happiness. Mr. Jeffer- 
son's administration required an expenditure nearly 
equal, and, population considered, more than double 
what we require now; and the customs produced all 
that was wanted, and to spare; for the lands pro- 
duced but little. The interest and principal of the 
debt of the revolution was then to be paid; the in- 
terest of the Louisiana purchase had to be met; a war 
with the Barbary powers had to be kept up; a mil- 
itary peace establishment, larger than the present in 
proportion to our population, was kept up; and the 
revenue for all this expenditure, amounting to seven- 
teen or eighteen millions of dollars, came from the 
customs, with a population of only seven millions, 
leaving every year a real surplus in the treasury. 
But let Mr. Jefferson himself present this picture. 
He presented it to the two Houses of Congress in 
his last annual message, and never was a time more 
fit to look at it again than the present. He said: 
tft is ascertained that the receipts have amounted to near 
eighteen millions of dollars, which, with the eight millions 
and a half inthe treasury at the beginning of the year, have 


enabled vs, afier meeting the current demands, and interest 
iucarred, to pay two million three hundred thousand dollars 


ofthe principal of our funded debt, and left us in the treasury 


on that day near fourteen millions of dollars. Of these, five 
million’ three hundred and fifty thousand dollars will be neces- 
sary to pay what will be due on the first day of January: next, 
which will complete the reimbursement of the eight per cent 
stock; These payments, with those made in the six years and 
ahalf preceding, will have extinguished thirty-three million 
five hundred and eighty thousand of the principal of the funded 
debt; being the whole which could be paid or purchased witk- 


in the limits of the law-and of our contracts; and the amount of 
Principal thus discharged will have liberated the revenue from 
about two millions of dollars of interest, and added that sum 
annually to the disposable surplus * - 

Such, Mr, President, was the working of the low- 
duty system—ample and steady revenue—no loans, 
no taxes, no paper-money—33 millions and a half 
of publie debt paid in eight years—a surplus of 14 
millions left in the treasury—the result not of lands 
exchanged for paper, but the. regular result of 
steady revenue, strict- economy, and hard money. 
How different from the state of things under the 
high duties of the present day! Instead of paying 
above thirty millions of public debt in eight years, 
we have created near thirty millions in four years; 
instead of a surplus in the treasury, there is a de- 
ficit; loans and taxes are the order of the day; and, 
to crown all, we have an illegal and fraudulent issue 
of federal paper-money currency, issued by execu- 
tive power, and sustained by bank alliances. Such 
is the difference between: the working of the two 
systems after twenty-five years trial of each! 

Upon this view of the question, I submit, Mr. 
President, that I have made good my first assertion, 
and demonstrated the superiority of law duties over 
high ones, in all that relates to good and wholesome 
revenue, the amplitude of its amount, the steadiness 
of the supply, the regularity of the increase. 

2. L proceed to the next assertion—the superiority 
of low duties over high ones, in relation, to their ef- 
fect upon agriculture and foreign commerce. These 
two interests, in our country, go together, and the 
state'of one is‘a good index to the other. The ex- 
ports make the imports, and agriculture is at the bot- 
tom of the whole. The tables of exports and im- 
ports for the two periods which we contrast, will 
show how agriculture and commerce fared during the 
continuance of these periods, and to these tables Inow 
have recourse. And here I will premise that I fully 
understand the nature of our neutral position during 
the wars of the French revolution, and the effect 
which that neutrality had in promoting imports for 
re-exportation. We re-exported much from 1791 to 
1807, and have re-exported exactly as much from 
1817.to 1844! Mexico, South America, and the 
West Indies, have opened new markets for our 
ye-exportations; and it is. a fact, proved by the 
custom-house returns to be the same. Five hun- 
dred and twenty millions of dollars are, as near as 
I can ascertain from the most careful research, the 
amount of re-exportations for each period; so that 
in a comparison of the foreign trade in each period, 
they may either be both omitted or both included, 
as the speaker pleases. Finding them included in 
the tables, I choose to use them in that way. The 
table of revenue has already settled the question in 
favor of the Jarge amount of foreign goods which 
remained in the ceuntry for consumption. Duties 
were only paid on. the amount so remaining; and a 
revenue of sixteen. or seventeen millions of dollars 
from customs, with the low duties then paid, show 
that the importations for home consumption were 
greater then than now. 

I will now show the tables of exports for these 
two periods; and they will be found (each in its 
place) to be characterized by the same features 
which distinguish the corresponding revenue—the 
same large amount, steady progress, and regular in- 
crease in one periud—the same excesses and defi- 
ciencies, risings and fallings, and violent fluctua- 
tions in the second. Here is the table of the first 
period: - 


Table of foreign and domestic exports from the United 
States from 1791 to 1807. i 


Years, i Exports. Population. 
1791 $19,012,041 4,000,000 
1792 20,753,096 

1793 26,109,572 

1794 33,026,233 

1795 $7,080,472 

1796 67,064,097 

L797 56,850,206 

17953 61,527,097 

1799 78,665,522 

1800 70,971,780 5,306,000 
1801 94,115,925 

1802 72,483,160 

1803 55,800,033 

1804 77,699,074 

1805 95,566,021 

1806 101,536,963 : 
1807 108,343,150 7,000,000 
1808 Embargo. 


Observe, Mr. President, the regular and onward . 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


course of our, exports during this. period—always 
advancing, always increasing. Baginning: in. 1791 
at twenty millions of dollars for four millions. of peo- 

le, they advance gradually and regularly. to one 
hundred and eight millions in the year 1807, for seyen 
millions of people. -This table shows every thing that 
is desirable in a regular, flourishing, and prosperous 
commerce. Now let. us look upon the next one. 
Behold it: _ 


Table of foreign and domestic exports from the United 
States, from. 1817. to-1843. ~ í 


Years, Exports. Population. 
1817 $87,671,569 9,000,000 
1818 -93,281,133 

1819 70,142,521 = 
1820 69,691,669 9,638,000 
1821 64,974,382 ` 
1822 72,160,281 

1823 74,699,030 

1824. 715,886,657 

1825 99,535,388 

1826 77,595,322 

1827 82,324,829 

1828 72,264,680 

1829 72,358,671 

1830 73,840,508 12,866,000 
1831 81,310,583 

1832 87,176,943 

1833 90,140,433 

1834 104,336,973 

1835 121,693,577 

1836 128,663,040 

1837 117,419,373 

1838 108,486,616 

1839 121,028,416 

1840 133,685,946 17,000,000 
1841 121,851,803. ‘ 
1842 104,691,534 

1843 - 18,590,000 


Here we have it again, sir! The counterpart of 
the income from customs during the same time: the 
same plunging and floundering, the same incessant 
and violent fluctuation. Commencing at eighty-sev- 
en millions of dollars in 1817, for nine millions of ' 
people, these exports sunk as low,in 1821, as'sixty- 
four millions of dollars for ten millions of people. 
Then they swell up to ninety-nine millions; then fali 
back to seventy-two millions; then dart up to one 
hundred thirty-two millions, and fall back, in 1842, 
to one hundred and four ;millions. At this amount 
they stand now, being about the same they were at 
in 1808, when the population of the country was 
little more than the one-third of what it is at present, 
when the cultivation of the country was not more 
than a third of the present cultivation, and when. the 
great article of cotton (now amounting to two-thirds 
of our exports) was but a small item in the list of 
exported articles. Taking these eircumstances into 
consideration, and the decline of agriculture, and of 
the foreign commerce founded upon it, becomes ap- 
palling. Leaving out cotton, and the agricultural 
exports are less now than they were in 1808. They 
then amounted to forty-eight millions: they only 
amount to about one hundred millions now, of which 
cotton is near two-thirds. 

Such is the general view of our agriculture and 
commerce under the high duty system, and under a 
tariff incessantly altered for political and mercenary 
objects. It presents a deplorable picture of their 
decline; and not only of their decline, but of their 
ruinous revulsions and convulsions. Viewed in de- 
tail, and in relation to its effect on particular articles, 
and the miserable picture becomes still more ` deplo- 
rable. Thus: The rice exportation, in Mr. Jefferson’s 
time, was at an average of two and a half millions 
of dollars per annum; it has since fallen as low as one 
and a half per annum, and is now under two millions. 
Flour, in 1807, was exported to the value of eight 
and a quarter millions; under the high tariff it has 
fallen as low as three millions; has been under five 
millions for half the time since 1817, and Is now at 
seven and one third millions. Indian corn and corn 
meal were exported to the value of two and a half 
millions annually, under Mr. Jefferson’s adminis- 
tration: in one half the years under the new sys- 
tem, this export has been’ less than one million of 
dollars, and is now not equal to what it was forty 
years ago. Wheat, in 1807, was exported to the 
amount of 776,000 bushels: From 1817 to the present 
time, the export of this grain has only once risen as 
high as 400,000 bushels; has twenty times been 
under 100,000, and four times has been less than 
5000 bushels. Tobacco has shared the gen- 
eral fate of other agricultural products, and 
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that without any attempt at‘excuse; for people use 
as much of that weed in peace as in war, and in 
idleness as in labor; yet it has shared the same fate 
as the rest. Thus, in the first year of General 
Washington’s administration, (fifty-four years ago,) 
the export of this article was 101,000 hogsheads; the 
next year it was 112,000; yet, undér the high-duty 
system, this export has repeatedly gone down to 60,- 
000 or 70,000 hogsheads, and is now at only about 
150,000. ..To be equal to what it was.in Washing- 
ton’s time, would require an export of 400,000 hogs- 
heads; for our population has increased four fold 
since that time. Thus, viewed in the gross, ‘or in 
the detail, the result is the same—agriculture and 
foreign commerce, as well as revenue, haye been 
sacrificedfor the last twenty-five years,.and it is 
time—high time—that’ these great, interests should 
be restored to the flourishing condition which they 
enjoyed in the first half of our national existence. 
High tariff, political tarfing, and their kindred 
abuse, (excessive banking,) have done this mischief; 
and it is time for these evils to cease. 

I protest against the mode, sometimes pursued 
here, of comparing isolated years against each other 
—the imports, or exports, or revenye—of one or 
two years with those of one or two other years. 
All such comparisons are fallacious, as much so as 
it would be to examine through a microscope a brick 
ora stone from two different buildings, and then 
judge of the whole from such miscroscopic observa- 
tions of small parts, Systems against systems— 
periods of time against periods—is the only safe 
mode of comparison; and in that mode I compare 
the high duty with the low duty system. The com- 
parison has ten found immeasurably to the benefit 
of the latter, and will continue to be found so if 
followed from general views to details—from public 
to private affairs. Individuals have suffered as 
much as the government in the last twenty-five 
years. Their business also has partaken of the 
ups and downs—the flights and falls—of the treas- 
ury and of commerce. All business has been de- 
ranged—expansion one day, contraction another— 
now a man dealing in hundreds of thousands, then 
bankrupt!—then coming to Congress for relief laws, 
or to the executive for office; aud losing the dig- 
nity of home independence by this- humiliat- 
ing appeal to the government for support. 
All has been brought upon us by high tariff. The 
same cause which deranged the treasury of the 
Union—which gorged it one day, and siarved it 
another—this same cause deranged the business of 
individuals: and, if there is any extenuation for the 
humiliating spectacle of the crowds who come to the 
federal government for the means of subsistence, it 
is in the fact that vicious legislation has brought 
them to that degradation. The two periods which 
I have contrasted are the general picture, and the 
government picture; of which the detail is in the 
people. In the first period all was happy and 
prosperous; the people were doing well, and were 
contented; and consumed, when only seven millions 
of souls, as much foreign goods at the then low 
rates of duty, as gave sixteen millions of rev- 
enue to the government: now the many are 
impoverished to enrich the few; and eighteen mil- 
lions of people, at the present high rates of duty, 
pay no more revenue into the treasury than was 
paid thirty-four years ago by seven millions. Why 
this difference? Because people are poor and dis- 
tressed now, and their affairs all deranged, like the 
treasury: and formerly they were rich and happy, 
and their affairs, like the then treasury, prosperous 
and regular. The two tables of revenue which I 
have produced are the key to the exports and im- 
ports—a key to the condition of the country—a key 
to the condition of the people: and in the order, 
plenty, and regularity of one, and the disorder, Auc- 
tuation, and confusion of the other, you sce all that 
has happened publicly and privately in the two pe- 
riods of time, and under the two systems, which I 
have been comparing together, or rather contrasting 
against each other. : 

Afver this exposition, Mr. President, of our ex- 
ports under the protective system, it is hardly ne- 
cessary to trouble the Senate with any detailed 
view of our imports during the same period. They 
are obliged to partake of the same character, and 
such is the fact. They have risen as high as one 
hundred and ninety millions; they have fallen as 
low as sixty-four millions; and they have plunged 
and floundered backwards and forwards at all 
amounts between these two wide extremes. They 
are now at about one hundred millions, which is 
less than they were at thirty years ago. 


And here, sir, I quit this branch of the case, with 
the confident conviction that | have made good my 
second assertion, and proved that agriculture and 
commerce not only did better under the old system 
than under the-new, but that they flourished in the 
highest. state of prosperity. then, and have been 
sunk to the lowest.state of depression since. 


`- [Here Mr. B. intimated that the next branch of 


his subject would bring him to details which he 
wished to present in. an unbroken chain; and he 
would, with the indulgence of the Senate, having 
spoken nearly two hours, prefer entering upon them 
to-morrow.] . i 

The subject was, by unanimous assent, passed 
over informally till to-morrow. . : 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the bill providing 
for the adjustment of -land claims within the States 
of Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Arkansas, 
was then taken up. ~- 

It was in the condition of being ordered to be en- 
grossed ‘for a third reading, if no further amend- 
ments were offered; but, 

On motion by Mr. BARROW and Mr. JOHN- 
SON, several new amendments were adopted. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the “Territory of 
Iowa” was stricken out of the bill. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the State of 
Missouri was included within the provisions of the 
bill. i 
Pending a motion by Mr. BARROW to add an 
additional section to the bill, the subject was passed 
over informally, to afford time for considering the 
effect of such an additional section. . 

A great many private bills from the House of 
Representatives were taken up, read twice, and re- 
ferred to appropriate committees. 

The Senate then adjourned: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 25, 1844. 


The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order would be the call on the States for reso- 
lutions. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BLACK of South Carolina observed that 
having been confined to his room by sickness for 
more than three weeks, he had not an opportunty 
of making a report which he was charged with from 
the Military Committee. He therefore asked the 
indulgence of the House to allow him to make a re- 
port on the pay of the army, accompanied by a bill. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, made a report 
on the subject, accompanied by a bill to regulate the 
pay of the army; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered, with the report, to be 
printed. i , 

Mr. CROSS observed, that as this was a very im- 
portant bill, he gave notice that he would to-morrow 
move to print 5,000 extra copies of the report and 
bill. 


TIME OF HOLDING ELECTIONS. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the resolutions of the 
legislature of Maine, on the subject of the bill be- 
fore the House, fixing the day for holding the elec- 
tion of electors for President and Vice President of 
the United States: laid on the table. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules that the 
House might resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the State of Union, to proceed with the 
appropriation bills. í , i 

This question was taken by tellers, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 54, nays 66. 

PAY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to print 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, just submitted by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, in relation to the pay of the army. The 
bill, he said, proposed several important changes: 
for instance, it abolished brevet pay, extra rations 
for separate commands, and gave a specific sum in 
money in lieu of the allowance now given for ser- 
vants and forage; above all, he said, it would save 
half a million yearly to the government. He, 
therefore, hoped the House would see the proprie- 
ty of printing the extra number of copies he asked 
for. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he would like to know some- 
thing more of these reports before ordering the print- 
ing of extra copies of them. The House had just 
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ordered: extra. copies to. be printed of two reports of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and one of the 
Committee on Territories, on the subject of the 
Oregon Territory. : 

‘Mr. CROSS moved to amend the motion by 
printing 5,000 extra copies instead of 2,500. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cross’s amend- 
ment, and it was adopted; and the motion to print, 
as amended, was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. GIDDINGS offered the following resolu- 


ton: 

Resolved, That the right of amending the-federal 
constitution, secured to the people in the fifth arti- 
cle thereof, resulting from a spirit of concession 
and compromise essential to the formation and pre- 
servation of the union of these`States, should be 
held sacred by the friends of the Union. 

Resolved, That the right of amendment extends 
as clearly to that portion of said constitution which 
fixes the ratio of federal representation as to any 
other part of that instrument. a 

` Resolved, That every attempt to subvert this im- 
portant right of the people should be promptly and 
decidedly condemned. ; 


Mr. WELLER moved to lay the resolution, on 
the table. ; 

Mr. DICKEY called for the yeas and nays, but 
they were not ordered; and the question being put, 
was decided in the affirmative without a division. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


On motion by Mr. HARPER, the petition and 
papers of Samuel Drew were recommitted to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, and on leave granted, reported a bill for the 
relief of Bengamin Bean; which was twice read, 
and, together with the papers on file, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. OWEN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings 
inquire into the expediency, and the cost of soen- 
larging and fitting up the room now occupied as a 
libyary,as to adapt it for a chamber of representa- 
tives, with a view of removing thither, at the next 
session, the sittings of this House. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the resolutions of the 
legislature of Louisiana, to the effect that the mode 
of proceeding in civil cases shall be adopted in 
what are called equity cases, in the courts in: the 
United States for the State of Louisiana; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SLIDELL offered the following resolution; 
which being objected to, lies over: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of amending 
existing laws, so as to adopt, in the courts of the 
United States in Louisiana, the mode of proceeding 
in the courts of said State in the civil cases, except- 
ing those of admiralty jurisdiction; and the said 
committee be further directed to inquire into the 
expediency of repealing so much of the twelfth sec- 
tion of the judiciary act of 24th September, 1789, 
as gives to the circuit court of the United States 
jurisdiction of all civil suits at common law, or in 
equity, when an alien is a party, or the suit is be- 
tween a citizen of the State where a suit is brought, 
and a citizen of another State; and that they do re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 


On the motion of Mr. LABRANCHE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the completion of the Marine 
Hospital at the town of McDonough, opposite the 
city of New Orleans. 

On the motion of Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House, as soon as practica- 
ble, the amount of the school fund belonging to 
each tribe of Indians, either in land or money; 
whether the same is sold, or what amount the lands 
have brought; how the fand is secured; how long 
it was to run; how the school funud has been ex- 
pended from year to year; whether the amount of 
$10,000, placed at the disposal of the executive in 
1818, is expended annually, and how it has been 
expended; what amount has been paid to religious 


$ or benevolent associations; the objects omployed by 
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them in their benevolent labors; also, what com- 
pensation has been made to any societies or. indi- 
viduals for improvements that have heen made or 
abandoned in the removal of the tribes. 


On the motion of Mr. W. J. BROWN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire’ into the expediency of 
granting to the counties of Tipton and Richardville, 
in the State of Indiana, the right of pre-emption to 
one quarter section of land in each county, for- the 
purpose of locating the county seat of said counties. 

On the motion of Mr. CALEB SMITH, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the éx- 
pediency of establishing a post-route from Rich- 
mond, in Wayne county, Indiana, to Liberty, in 
Union county, via the cross roads at Bennett’s store, 
in Harrison township, Union county. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS moved that 5,000 extra 
copies of the report in relation to bounty lands-be 
printed for the use of the House; but’ as objections 
were made, it went over. i 4 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the use of the hall of 
of the House of Representatives. be granted for the 
Congressional Temperance Society, after the ad- 
journment of the House on Thursday next: on 
which he moved the previous question. 

Mr HAMLIN called for tellers on seconding' the 
demand for the previous: question, and Messrs. 
Puexrs and Burke were appointed. They reported 
71 in the affirmative, which was deemed sufficient, 
without counting those in the negative. ‘The main 
question was ordered to be now put, and the reso- 
lution was agreed to: 

Mr. T. SMITH offered the following resolution; 
but as it was objected to, it lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to obtain from the bureau of medicine and 
surgery, and transmit to this House a statement of 
the number, datc, and pay, and emoluments of all 
attendants of whatever kind or denomination em- 
ployed in the naval hospitals of the United States, 
including the naval hospital, called naval asylum, to- 
gether with the number, ages, and number of years’ 
service of all the pensioners now in the latter hospi- 
tal, together with a report on the bodily health, or 
description of all the present inmates; also the cost 
annually of the clothing and support of every pèn- 
sioner, together with any facts showing that these 
institutions may be more economically conducted 
than at present. 

Mr. HAMMETT presented resolutions of the 
legislature of the State of Mississippi, in relation to 
the removal of a custom-house in that State. They 
were referred: to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOGE presented the following resolutions, 
and a memorial of the legislature of Ilinois: 

A resolution of instruction for the passage of an 
act, making an appropriation for the removal of ob- 
structions to the navigation of the westérn waters. 

. Also, a preamble and resolutions of said legisla- 
ture for the passage of an act making an appropria- 
tion to construct a canal around the Des Moines and 
Rock river. rapids of the Mississippi river, and a 
resolution of instruction to the representatives of 
said State in Congress, to use every exertion in 
their power to obtain said appropriations. 

Also, a memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Illinois, praying an appropriation to re- 
move obstructions from the Mississippi river. 

Mr. WENTWORTH presented the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a tri-weekly line of four- 
horse post.coaches for the purpose of transporting 
the United States mail from Chicago, via Babcock’s 
Grove, St. Charles, Sycamore, Coltonville, and 
Grand Detour, to Albany, on the Mississippi river, 
in accordance with the petition of rising two thou- 
sand citizens along said route, and report by bill or 
otherwise. : ` 

Qn motion of Mr. R. SMITH, it was 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
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be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
-ing to the State of Illinois, all the swamp and inun- 
dated lands in the Edwardsville, Vandalia, and Kas- 
kaskia land-districts, for the sole purpose of draining 
and reclaiming said lands and improving the Kas- 
kaskia and Big Muddy river, thereby rendering the 
country more healthy, and the remaining govern- 
ment lands more valuable. f 
~ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of raising 
the salary of the judge of the United States district 
court for the district of Illinois,’ so as to place him 
upon an equality ‘with the district judges of the 
States of Kentucky, Tennessee, and Michigan. 

Mr. R. SMITH gave notice that, on to-morrow, 
orsome day thereafter, he would ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill to authorize the State of Illinois to 
grar t or sell the saline lands in Jackson’ county, in 
said State. 

On the motion of Mr. FICKLIN, the following 
was agreed. to: 

Whereas the northern cross railroad, in the State 
of Illinois, is located through a prairie country, in 
which a very large proportion of the lands have not 
been sold by the general government: - 

And whereas the public lands will, unless said 
railroad be completed, remain unsold and useless to 
the government fora very great number of years: 

And whereas ‘the interest of this government, as 
wellas people in that section.of country, would be 
essentially promoted. by granting alternate sections 
of land along the line of said road for its completion: 

Therefore resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That the Committee on Public Lands inquire into 
the expediency of granting alternate sections of 
land along the line of said road, for the purpose of 
aiding in its construction. 

Mr. HARDIN offered the following; on which he 
demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this House what amount of 
revenue has been collected during the present fiscal 
yen up tothe lst of March last, distinguishing 

etween the receipts from sales of public lands, and 
from duties on imports; and that he also inform this 
House what is the amount of imports and exports 
up to the Ist of March; also that a copy of the bill 
to modify the existing tariff laws, reported by the 


| Coumittee of Ways and Means, be sent to the said 


Secretary of the Treasury; and that he be requested 
to report to this House what he estimates would 
be the. revenue produced by said bill, taking the ave- 
rage amount of imports for the last five years as the 
basis of the estimates. 

Objection was made in several quarters. 

Mr. HARDIN moved a suspensicn of the rules, 
on which the yeas and nays were ordered; and, be- 
ing taken, they resulted as follows: yeas 84, nays 
82; which was. less than a majority of two-thirds, 
and therefore the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following reso- 
lution: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ce- 
ding the public lands to the States in which they lie, 
upon such terms as shall be deemed fair and equita- 
ble to all concerned. 

Which being objected to— 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved a suspension of the 


rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and nays, 
whichewere ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: yeas 32, nays 131. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

On motion of Mr. McCONNELL, the following 
resolution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the- Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a mint at Goldville, county of Talla- 
poosa, and State of Alabama, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, the following 
resolution was adopted: f 

Resolved, That the petition and papers on file rela- 
ting to the claims of the heirs of Captain John 
Marks, deceased, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 
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Mr. HOUSTON offered ‘the. following fesolution; 
which, he observed, referred to that offered by Mr. 
Hosarp some weeks ago, and asked for the previous. 
question: : ; Tia gab aes 
` Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be’ dis~ 
charged trom the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion referred to them relative to the operation of the 
late bankrupt law; and that the same be’ referred to 
the President of the United States, and that he-be re- 
quested to get all the information therein desired, 
and report the same to this House at an early day. 


The demand for the previous question being sec- 
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onded— 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked for a division of the 
question, so as to take it first on discharging the 
committee, and next on the reference to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. E 

Mr. ADAMS objected to the latter part of the 
resolution, calling on the President of the United 
States to report to the House. He therefore sub- 
mitted that the resolution must go over on notice of 
debate. : 

Mr. HOUSTON observed that the resolution had 
been received, and that it was. too late then to ob- 
ject to it. The gentleman could vote against the 
second branch if he disapproved it. E 

Mr. ADAMS said that he wished to debate it. 

The SPEAKER said that it was in‘order for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to object to the reso- 
Tution when it was first offered, but it having been 
received without objection, and the previous ques~ 
tion being moved on it, it was too late to object 
now. ~ i 

The question was then. taken on the first branch 
of the resolution, to discharge the Committee, on the 
Judiciary from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject, and carried without a division. 

Mr. HUNT of New York, moved to 
Jatter branch of the resolution on the table. f 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOUSTON wished to know if the motien to 
lay the second branch of the resolution on the table 
was in order, after the first branch had been 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER said that it was. 

Mr. HUNT withdrew his motion to lay the reso~ 
lution on the table; and 

The question being taken on the second branch, 
referring the subject to the President of the United 
States, it was agreed to without a division. 

TARIFF TABLES. 

Mr. PAYNE submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to 
report to this House the reasons why the informa- 
tion required by the resolution offered by the Hon. 
Mr. Sinexns of Alabama, in relation to the cost of 
articles imported from foreign countries into the 
United States, on the 3d of March, 1843, together 
with that called for by the resolution on the same 
subject offered by the Hon. R. Cuarman during the 
present session has not been furnished, and when it 
may be expected. ` 

CRIMINAL LAWS. ~ 

Mr. BOWLAIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciery 
be, and they are hereby constructed to inquire into 
the expediency if yo revising and remodelling the 
criminal laws of the United States as are applicable 
to offences perpetrated in the Indian country, with- 
out the jurisdiction of any particular State, but 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, so as to 
provide adequate and proper punishments for the 
perpetration of offences upon persons or property in 
said Indian county. 

Mr. RELF offered the following, which was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of establishing a po route from Frederick- 
town in the county of Madison, by the three forks 
of Black river, and the county seat of Wright coun- 
ty, to Springfield, in Green county, Missouri. 

OCGUPATION OF OREGON. 

Mr. HUGHES offered the following resolution, 

and called for the previous question on tt: 


lay the 
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Resolved, 1. That in the opinion of this House the 
United States has a clear and undisputable title to all 
the country on the northwest coast of America, 


commonly called the Oregon, from the 42d parallel of | 


north latitude, to 540 40° of north latitude. 
‘2. Thatit is the imperious duty of the government 
of the United States to take possession of all the 
. country owned. by it on the northwest coast, and to 
organize such a territorial government as. will give 
ample and complete protection: to our citizens in 

that quarter. ; 

Mr. BLACK asked the gentleman from Mis- 


souri to accept the following as a modification of his - 


resolution: . : ; 
“And resolved, That it is expedient and conducive 


to the best. interests of the country, that Texas, 


should be reannexed to the United States as soon as 
the annexation can be accomplished .upon fair and 
legitimate gmi les. - : 

Mr.. HUGH S accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his resolution, and renewed the call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. McDOWELL called for a division of the 
question, so as to take the vote separately on the 
two subjects of Oregon and “Texas. 

. Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to lay the reseln- 
tion, as modified, on the table. © J 

Mr. HUGHES called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. : 

Mr. WILLIS GREEN to lay the resolution on 
the table. He did not know what boundaries the 
resolution called for, or whether we had a right to 
all the country it designated, and wished to examine 
that question before he voted. He hoped the reso- 
lution would be laid on the table for the present. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina suggested 
that the best course would be to let the resolution 
lie over fora day or two, till the gentleman had 
examined into it. 

Mr. SAMPLE asked if it was in order to move 
to divide the question, so as to take it first on laying 
the two branches of the resolution on the table sepa- 
rately, 

The SPEAKER said that the motion to lay on 
‘the table was not divisible, — 

Mr. WELLER wished to inquire, if the House 
should refuse to lay the resolution on the table, and 
then adopt the fixst branch of it, if it would be in 
onder to move to lay the second branch on the 
table, 

_ The SPEAKER said he would decide that ques- 
tion when it came up. 

‘The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 106, nays 66, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barringer, Benton, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D, Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Dillingham, Dunlap. Ellis, Elmer, Marlee, Fish, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, 
Hamlin, Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washing- 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lewis, Lumpkin, Lyou, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, Mcflvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Joseph Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Parmenter, Patter- 
son, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, 
tathbun, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Albert 
Smith, Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, and William 
Wright-—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, 
Blackweil, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dellet, Douglass, Dromgoole, Foster, French, Haralson, 
Hardin, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Labranche, Lucas, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, David S. 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod,” Stiles, Stone, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright 
—66. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CROSS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ad- 
thorizing such citizens of the United States as were 
included within the limits of Texas on a survey of 
the boundary line between the two countries, to 
bring their property in the United States in all cases 
where they settle in and become citizens thereof. 

On the motion of Mr. CROSS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Tost Roads be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


diency of establishing a mail ` route from Para- 


clifta, in Sevier county, Arkansas, via the settlement 


on Casititi Bayou, to Boonville, in Stott county, of 
said State. 
Mr. McCLELLAND submitted the following 
resolution; which being objected to, goes over: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire in the expediency 


of extending the provisions of the pension laws to ” 


those who served three months as soldiers in the 
revolutionary war; and of rescinding so much of said 
laws, and the regulations under the same, as. require 
proof of service, In cases where pensionsare contin- 
ued to widows after the death of their husbands; 
and where proof of such service was made by such 
husbands before their death to the proper depart- 
ment. 


Mr. LYON, by leave, introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the improvement of. the entries into the 
Kalamazoo and Grand rivers, on the eastern coast of 
Lake Michigan; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LEVY submitted three resolutions in one. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to such a course, as an 
evasion of the rule. : 

The SPEAKER said that no gentleman could 
present more than one resolution ata time. 

Mr. LEVY explained, that the day fixed for the 
territorial business was one of the. days of the en- 
suing week, and hence the necessity for the intro- 
duction of the resolutions at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS still objected, and gave notice that 
he should debate the second resolution. 

Mr. LEVY then presented the first. of the series 
of resolutions, which was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be directed to inquire into the propriety of making 

rovision for the completion of public buildings 
in Florida. 

Mr. LEVY moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer the second resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS again intimated that he desired to 
debate it. 

The SPEAKER put the question on suspending 
the rules, and there not being two thirds in the af 
firmative, the rules were not suspended. 

On motion of Mr. H. DODGE, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to this House the several 
sums of money appropriated to defray the expenses 
of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, specifying the date and the object of such ap- 
propriations. Also, the several sums of money 
allowed and paid at the Treasury Department for the 
above purpose, specifying the date of such pay- 
ments, and the names of the persons to whom, and 
the object for which, such payments have been 
made. Also, the amount of such expenses, disal- 
lowed or suspended, specifying the names of the 
persons in whose favor, and the object for which 
such expenses were incurred. 


Mr. DODGE of Iowa presented the following 
ing resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency and necessity of establishing the following 
mail routes in the Territory of Iowa: From Du- 
buque, via township 89 N., in ranges 1 and 2 
‘West, and the southwest corner of township 90, 
of range 2 west; thence by the “colony,” or “More- 
land’s settlement,” and Ead’s Grove to Fort Atkin- 
son, on Turkey river. Also from Dubuque, in 
two horse coaches, via Cascade and Marion, to 
Towa city. . 

The States and Territories having been called 
threugh, 

The SPEAKER proceeded again to call them in 
reversed order. 

Mr. LEVY offered the following resolution, be- 
ing the second of a series previously offered, but 
objected to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed to inquire how far it may be advisable 
for this House to take action in reference to charters 
for incorporation granted in the several Territories 
since their organization, with a view of relieving the 
said Territories from the effects of unwise or hasty 
legislation of this description, before their erection 
into States. 

On this resolution the previous question was de- 
manded. 

Mr. ADAMS again declared his intention to de- 
bate this resolution. 


The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, but tellers 
were called for, and Messrs. THomassow and Tucx- 
ER were appointed. They reported 54 in the afirm- 
ative, which was not a sufficient number. So the 
previous question was not seconded. 

The resolution then wént over under the rule. 
` Mr. LYON, in ‘pursuance of notice, introduced a 
bill to amend an act confirming certain land claims 
in the State of Michigan; which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. « i 


Mr. McCLELLAND. presented resolutions of 
instruction of the legislature of Michigan, in favor 
of a modification the present tariff law; which were 
laid on table, and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. LEWIS offered the following resolution, and 
demanded the previous question thereon: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be authorized to inquire into the expediency 
of authorizing the President of the United States, 
when he shall be officially notified that any one of 
certain foreign governments (to be designated by 
law) has reduced the duties on American pork, beet, 
grain, and breadstuffs, or either of these articles, to 
an ad valorem standard of less than 20 per centum, 
at once, by proclamation, to admit articles of 
equivalent commercial importance and magnitude 
(the products of said foreign governments) to be in- 
troduced into the United States at a corresponding 
rate of duty—the said articles of equivalent com- 
mercial importance to'be designated by law. 


Mr. CARROLL moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and called for the yeas and nays thereon; 
which, being taken, resulted thus—yeas 54, nays 93, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Bidlack, Jeremiah Brown, 
Buffngton, Cary, Carroll, Collamer, Cranston, Garrett 
Bavis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Ellis, Foot, Foster, Gid- 
digs, Byram Green, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Chas. J Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. 
King, Mellvaine, ‘Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, 
Nes, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Speuce, Andrew 
Stewart, Swnmers, Thomasson, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, William Wright and Yost—é4, ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Bar- 
ringer, Benton,Boyd, Milton Brown, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chap- 
pell, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Dana, Daniel, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellett, Dickinson, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, French, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Har- 
per, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, MceCauslon, Maclay, Me- 
Clelland, McConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Saunders, T. H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Strong, Sykes, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, and Woodward—93 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


Mr. LEWIS demanded the previous question; 
which being seconded, and the main question order- 
ed to be put, (viz: shall the resolution be adopted,) 
the yeas and nays were demanded, and ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 88, nays 56. So the 
resolution was adopted. 7 

Mr. WENTWORTH, on leave, intreduced a 
bill to reorganize the district and circuit courts in the 
State of Ilinois; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to suspend the rules that 
the House might resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union: negatived. 

Mr. BLACK WELL offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee for the District of 
Columbia be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of having the property of the United States, 
within the District of Columbia, assessed, that Con- 
gressmay know what amount of appropriations 
should be made for the benefit of said District, in 
proportion to the amount paid annually by the citi- 
zens of the District. 


Mr. G. W. JONES offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the papers in the case of John W. 
Custer, heretofore referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and by that committee reported upon ad- 
versely, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with instructions to inquire whether the evi- 
dence of the loss of the horse in this case is not suf- 
ficient to establish the fact under the law of Con- 
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gress of October 14th, 1837, upon strictly legal 
principles of evidence. She 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitted the. following 
resolution; which was read, and debate arising there- 
on, it was laid over under the rule: ; 

Resolved, That a select committee of nine mem 
bers be appointed, who shall have power to révise 
the rules and orders of the House as adopted, and 
that they have leave to report at any time. 

_Mr. TIBBATTS submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: o 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire whether any, and if any, what 
legislation is necessary so to regulate the practice in 
suits in chancery in the courts of the United States 
as that the record shall contain the whole of the 
proceedings in such suits, and that any error in 
them may be revised in the Supreme Court. 

On motion of Mr. COBB, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency and propriety of establishing a tri-weekly 
mail-route from Gainsville, Georgia, to Dahlonega, 
Georgia, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. BURT submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the select committee, to which was 
referred, on the 22d of December last, the resolvés 
of the legislature of Massachusetts, proposing an 
amendment of the constitution of the Grited States, 
be required to report, to-morrow morning, the reso- 
lution to which | that committee came on the ‘10th of 


February last, and also the journal of that com-- 


mittee. 


Mr. ADAMS objected, and gave notice of debate; 
and the resolution went over, under the rules. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved a suspension of the 
rules, but withdrew the motion. 

On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expediancy 
of allowing a pension to Mrs. Nancy Hardel, of 
Harvey district, South Carolina, the widow of a 
revolutionary soldier. ` 

Mr. WOODWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution: > 

Resolved, That the Select Committee to which 
was referred on the 22d December last, the resolves 
of the legislature of Massachusetts, proposing an 
amendment ofthe constitution of the United States, 
be required to report òn Wednesday morning next, 
the resolution to which that committee came on the 
16th of February last, and also the journal of that 
committee. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to Jay the resolution on the 
table. i 

Mr. SAMPLE wished to state to the. House, that 
the committee would be ready to report to-morrow 
week. They had only been delayed by the sick- 
ness of a member of the committee. 

Mr. BURT wished also to inform the House, 
that the committee had resolved to report Jast Sat- 
urday, but this resolve was reconsidered, and they 
adopted a resolution to report next Saturday. He 
added, that in his opinion the House had no assur- 
ance that the committee would report at any time.” 

Mr. ADAMS made a statement in relation to the 
action of the committee, the substance of which was, 
that two of the members (of which the gentleman 
from South Carolina was one) had agreed on a re- 
port embodying their views, which had been laid 
before the committee; tliat he himself had’ presented 
his report to the. committee, and that each of the 
other members had for himself drawn upa report 
and laid before them, with the exception of the gen- 
tJeman from Indiana, [My. Sampxe,] and the gen- 
tleman from Maine, who was sick. These reports 
he said would be in so as to enable the committee to 
report next Saturday. 

The question was then taken on-laying the resolu- 
tion on the table, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 
60, nays 52. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

On motion by Mr. DAVID S. REID, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of granting a pension to Mary Crysal, and that 

.the accompanying ‘papers be referred to said com- 
mittee. : 

On motion by Mr. RHETT, 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of making 


. diers or their heirs. 


an appropriation to supply and keepin repair the |f- 


buoys and lights heretofore authorized by law, on 
the bar of St. Helena, South Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. DEBERRY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post route from James- 
town to Mocksville, North Carolina: l 

On motion by Mr. BARRINGER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 


‘be directed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 


ing an appropriation for the payment of Virginia 
revolutionary land bounty warrants; which have 
been issued, and are still due to revolutionary sol- 


_ Mr. SAUN DERS offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was read; and debate arising thereon, it 
was laid over under the rules: ; 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to fix a day of 
adjournment until the Texan and Oregon questions, 
the tariff and retrenchment bills shall have been acted 
on’by both Houses of Congress. 


GOLD DOLLARS, 


Mr. McKAY, on leave, and in pursuance of no- 
tice given, introduced a bill to authorize the coinage 
of one dollar gold pieces at the mint of the United 
States and its branches: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union. i ` 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House the amount of re- 
ceipts into the treasury during the present fiscal 
year, from customs, from the sales of the public 
lands, and from all other sources; and that he accom- 
paey it with the estimate of the probable receipts 
from the same source during the remainder of the 
fiscal year. ` 

Resolved, further, That the secretary also report to 
this House the amount of expenditures during the 
present fiscal year, as far as ascertained; and the 
balances of unexpended appropriations on the Ist of 
March instant. 


On the motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, it was 


Resolved, That it be referred to the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library to inquire into the propriety of 
adopting means for the purchase and publication of 
the writings of the late James Madison. 

On the motion of Mr. LUCAS, the Speaker was 
directed to fill the vacancy in the select committee 
on the Massachusetts resolutions, occasioned by the 


| resignation of Mr. GILMER. 


On the motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committce ou Revolutiouary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of allowing the heirs of the late Colonel William 
Grayson the commutation pay due to him as an 
officer in the continental army during the war of the 
revolution; and who was reduced in pursuance of 
the resolutions of Congress of the 3d and 2ist of 
October, 1780. 


_On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to furnish this House with a tabular state- 
ment showing, in separate columns, the ordinary and 
extraordinary expenditures of the Government for 
each year from the 4th day of March, 1835, till the 4th 
day of March, 1843. Also, the estimates, appropria- 
tions, and expenditures during the same years respec- 
tively, under each of the principal heads of appropria- 
tion, and especially on account of the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses, the army, the navy, the legislature, 
and the judiciary. Also, the contingent expenses of 
each, the expenditures for the execution of treatics, 
and the dates of the treaties under which they were 
made, including the expenses of removal as well as 
annuities and payments therein stipulated to be 
paid for Indian lands. Also, a statement showing 
the expenditures on account of Indian wars. Also, 
the payment from the 4th of March, 1825, to the 4th 
of March, 1829, and for each four years thereafter, 
till the 4th of March, 1841, and from that time till 
the 4th of March, 1843, on account of pensions and 
other claims growing out of the two wars with Eng- 
land. Also, all payments within the period last named, 
on account of public buildmgs and grounds connec- 
ed therewith; and the date of the laws under which 
such buildings were authorized to be constructed. 
Also, the unexpended balances of appropriation on 


the 4th March, 1829, 1833, 1837, 1841, and on the 
4th of March, 1843. oe i T 

Mr. DICKINSON moved a suspension of thè 
rules; for the purpose of takingup a resolution of- 
fered by him on the 3d day of January, whicls 
was partially considered on the 10th of the same 
month, and ah amendment ‘proposed by Mr. ©. 
Jounson, on which the question is now pending- 
The resolution calls on the Secretary of the Trea- 
sary to report the liabilities of the government int 
1841. 

Mr. D. called for the yeas and nays on his mo- 
tion to suspend; and being ordered they were taken 
as follows—yeas 75, nays 8l. f Ee 

So the rules were not suspended. fey 

After the yeas and nays were called. for, and be, 
fore they were taken, 

Mr. McKAY, chairman of the Committee: of 
Ways and Means, stated that he had a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which he wished 
read, showing that it would take six months, with 
twenty clerks, to answer the resolution. , 

The reading of the letter was objected to, and the 
yeas and nays ordered on the motion to suspend, 
and resulted as stated above. . 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY offered the following reso- 
lution, and called the previous question: 

Resolved, That this House approve and adopt the 
following opinions, as expressed by General Jack- 
son in his letter to Dr. L, H, Coleman, of Warren- 
ton, North Carolina, dated April 26, 1824, to wit : 
That lead, iron, copper, hemp, and. wool, “being 
the great materials of our national defence, they 
ought to have extended to them adequate and fair 
protection, that our manufactories and laborers 
may be placed in a fair competition with those of 
Europe, and that we may have within our country 
asupply.of those leading and important articles so 
essential to wary? that we have been too long sub- 
ject to the policy of British merchants; and that it is 
time we should become a little. more. Americanized, 
and, instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of 
England, feed our own; that “a careful and judi- 
cious tarif”. is necessary “to pay our national 
debt, and afford us the means of that defence within 
ourselves on which the safety of our country and 
liberty depend; and last, though not least, give a 

roper distribution to our labor, which must prove 
Pensfcial to the happiness, independence, and 
wealth of the community.” : 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the resolction be 
laid on the table. . : 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were demand~ 
ed and ordered; and being taken, resulted—ycas 
19; nays 119. j 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. KENNEDY renewed his demand for the 


previous question; and the vote on seconding the de~ 
mand was taken by tellers, and resulted thus—61 in 
the affirmative, and 86 in the negative. 

The previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN moved the following amend- 
ment, and demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That this House approve of the senti- 
ments of Henry Clay, expressed in his speech at 
extra session of Congress, 1841, as follows: “Carry 
out the principles of the compromise act. Look to 
revenue alone for the support. of government. Do 
not raise the question of protection, which I hoped 
had been put to rest: there is no necessity for pro~ 
tection.” : ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether the subject 
would not go over, in consequence of a proposition 
to amend having been made. S 

The SPEAKER replied, that the previous ques- 
tion having been demanded, if that demand were 
seconded, it would bring the House toa vote first 
upon the amendment, and afterwards upon the 
original resolution. 

The question was then put upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and the votes be- 
ing counted there were—100 in the affirmative, noes 
not counted. 

There was a second. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
being upon the adoption of the amendment; and up- 
on this question, the yeas and nays were demanded ` 
and ordered; and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 
82, nays 84. 
` So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARALSON, on giving his vote for the 
amendment, said he wished it understood he did. not 
attribute its language or sentiment to Mr. Clay. 
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lution on the table. ` : - 
Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of th 
vote by which the amendment was rejected, and 
asked if it was a debatable question. —— ` 
. The CHAIR said that the question was not de- 


batable. bce Soha thes ; 

Mr. HAMLIN moved. that the House adjourn; 
and the yeas and nays having been called and.or 
dered, the motion was rejected—~yeas 78, nays 86. - 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON remarked that the question 
now pending was on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hamrin] to reconsider; which, to- 
gether with the whole subject, he now moved to lay 
on the table. f ake 

Mr. WELLER, Mr. E. J. MORRIS, and oth- 
ers, called for the yeas and nays; but the motion to 
adjourn was renewed; and the yeas and nays were 
ordered and taken thereon, and resulted thus: yeas 
82, nays 79. f 

So the House agreed to adjourn. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 26, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT piv tem. laid before the Senate 
a report from the State Department, communica- 
ting, in compliance with law, abstracts of returis 
of American registered seamen for the year ending 
30th September, 
HUNTINGTON y was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed, . 

Also, presented a preamble and resolutions pass- 
ed by the legislative council of the Territory of Flo- 
vida, in favor of a division of the Territory, and the 
tormnation of two territorial governments therein; 
which, on motion of Mr. KING, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered 
that the report of the Secretary of War, made on the 
5th instant, communicating copy of the report of 
B. M. Butler, agent of the United States for the 
Cherokee Indians, be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. presented a petition 
of Charles Huges, of Alabama, a revolutionary sol- 
dier, praying for a pension; Which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Joseph Lynch, of Philadelphia, Pa., setting forth that 
it would be greatly to the benefit of the mechanical, 
manufacturing, producing, asd commercial interests 
of Pennsylvania, to enlarge the home market fo? the 
iron, coal, and other products of her shops and man- 
ufactories; which, it appears, can readily be done, 
by the annexation of the Territory of Texas to the 
United States; and praying Congress to proceed to 
do so without unnecessary delay: referred to the 
Connnittee on Foreign Relations. 

Also presented a memorial from the chamber of 
conmerce of Philadelphia, asking Congress to make 
an appropriation for the repair of the piers at Fort 
Penn, in the river Delaware: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also presented six memorials from different parts 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of continuing the present 
tarif? of duties, unless demonstrated by ascertained 
farts that some change in it was necessary: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Also presented n petition from the president, di- 
rectors and company of the Bank of Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to indemnify that institution for a 
treasury note of $500, received in the course of busi- 
ness, and which appears to have been one of those 
stolen from the United States at New Orleans. Mr. 
B. remarked that he believed there was a general 
bill for this purpose reported in the other House: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also presented a petition from Margaret and Ag- 
nes Bigham, the heirs of Thomas Armor, deceased, 
asoldier of the revolution, praying compensation 
for his services: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Also presented a memorial from John S. Gibons, 
of the county of Lehigh, Pennsylvania, in which he 
enters into some comments in favor of the present 
tariff, and askmg that it may not be disturbed by 

new legislation: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
J. H. Armstrong, and numerous other citizens of 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying that the tariff of 
1842 may not be repealed, unless, from ascertained 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to lay the reso- 


facts, it be demonstrated that such change was ne- | 


cessary. It represents that the workshops in that 
echon me m a prosperous egndition—the effects of 


1843; which, on motion of Mr. | 


the present tariff: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. l ee ake a i 

Also préseiited.a petition from Catharine Gale, 
ptaying for a pension: referred to the Committed on 
Pensions. ae ae : . 

`Mr. TALLMADGE presented memorials ` nu- 

merously signed by citizens of Albany, Oswego, 
Walden, Johnston, Skaneateles; and Onondaga Hol- 
low, New York, in favor of the present tariff, and 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill report- 
ed by the Committee- of Ways and Means in the 
House of Represenitatives for its modification: refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Patience 
Brown, of Florence, in the county of Oneida, New 


- York, aged 83 years, the widow of Samuel Brown, 
- of the war of the revolution, praying that the pen- 


sion which she received under the act of 1838, may 
be continued to her during her natural life: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; : 

Also presented a memorial of Egbert Egberts and 
others; of Cohoes, in the county of Albany, remon- 
stvating against the passage of the bill reported in 
the House of Representatives for the modification 
of the tariff of 1842: referred to the Committee-on 
Finance: 7 i 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from M. W. 
Bresty, and one hundred and eight other citizens of 
Champaign county, Illinois, praying for the esta- 
blishment of a mail-route from Lafayette, Indians, 
to Springfield, Ilinois: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from George 
W. Strong and others, of Rutland county, Imois, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill reported 
in the House for the modification of the tariff of 
1842: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
James Banker, of Oakland county, Michigan, a sol- 
dier in the two wars with England, praying a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, presented a memorial from George P. Clark 
and others, miners, and citizens of the State of Illi- 
nois, setting forth that there are great frauds growing 
out of the present arrangement ih conducting the 
mineral lands: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HENDERSON presented resolutions adopt- 
ed by the legislature of Mississippi, instructing the 

‘senators and requesting the representatives from that 
State to use proper exertions to have the custom 
hotise now located at Perlington removed to Shields- 
borough, in the bay of St. Louis: referred to the 
Conmiittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition and papers of 
Adin Stanley, praying for an invalid pension: refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Ohio, requesting the senators and 
representatives from that State to use their influence 
to procure an appropriation from the avails of the 
sales of the Wyandot Indian reserve lands, for the 
construction of several railroads in the State of 
Ohio: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he had received a memorial, 
with a request that he should present it to the Sen- 
ate, (about the propriety of doing so he had some 
doubts,) remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States. It was from Solomon 
Sturges, and other citizens of Ohio. The memo- 
rialists express the opinion that the admission of 
Texas would be tantamount to a proposition for the 
dissolution of the Union of the States, and to in- 
volve the country both in a foreign and domestic 
war. Mr. T. was of the opinion that it would have 
been better if the remonstrance had been sent to the 
executive, instead of the Senate. But he would 
ask leave to present it, and have it laid on the table; 
and, if the question should come up before the 
Senate, the opinion of the mcmorialists could be 
considered. 

Mr. BATES presented the proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting of the citizens of Northampton, Mass., 
without distinction of party, accompanied by a reso- 
lution, remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas to the Union, and expressing the opinion 
that there is no power in the constitution by which 
a foreign state can be admitted into the Union with- 
out the consent of all the other States, and setting 
forth, in strong terms, the inexpediency of such an- 
nexation: referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an ‘adverse report on the 
petition of the heirs of John Houston, a surgeon in 


the arny of the revolution, for services in that ca- 
pacity; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. £ 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred memorials of the legis- 
latures of the States, and from the inhabitants of 
Ohio, and various other States, praying for an ex- 
tension of the act of 1842, providing for the surviv- 
ing widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers, 
reported à bill concerning pensions to certain widows; 
the purpose of which was to prolong the act of 
last sesgion (which granted a pension for one year) 
four years more—making the grant of a pension 
five years in all; read, and ordered to a second 
reading. . 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred House bill for 
relief of Thomas Hunter and Alexander Caldwell, 
reported it back without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass. ; 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of William Rich; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading, and, with 
the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, reported a bill for the relief of the 
representatives of Wm. Emmons; which was read, 
and ordered toa second reading. ne 

Several adverse reports of standing committees on 
private claims were taken up and concurred in by 
the Senate. i 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was ordered that 
1,500 extra copies of the report of the Commission- 
er of Patents be printed for the use ofthe Senate. 

The bill for the relief of James M. McIntosh, a 
commander in the United States Navy, was taken 
up as in committee of the whole. ; 

Mr. PEARCE explained that the bill allowed 
$2,500 per annum during the time this officer was 
flag captain of a squadron, made so by the com- 
mand of Commodore Dallas. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. WRIGHT and 
WOODBURY, the bill was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to amend the act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish the northern boundary line of the State of 
Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the State 
of Michigan into the Union, on the conditions there- 
in expressed,” approved. June 15, 1836, was taken 
up as in committee of the whole, considered, re~- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered ‘to be engrossed 
for athird reading. i 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the bill which kad 
been reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, for the relief of Mark Simpson, was taken up 
and recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ou motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, the vote of the 
Senate concurring in the adverse report of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, in the case of the 
heirs of Thomas Nelson, was reconsidered, and the 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, leave was granted 
to take from the files the petition of the heirs of Col. 
William Grayson. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT—THE TARIFF, 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution reported from the 
Finance Committee, for the indefinite postponement 
of the bill introduced by Mr. McDerriz for the re- 
duction of the rate of duties under the present tariff 
to the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BENTON resumed, in continuation of his 
remarks of yesterday. He said: 

3. I proceed, Mr. President, to my third assertion, 
which applies to manufactures, and asserts their 
prosperity before the late war, and before the pro- 
lective system was invented. Itis a great mistake 
to suppose that they have grown up under that sys- 
tem: they were well established, and flourishing be- 
fore that system was dreamed of; and of this I have 
the higest evidence in my hand. 

It is known that the Congress of the United States 
directed the census returns of the year 1810 to in- 
clude the state of our manufactures, and that these 
returns, though very imperfect, from the fear which 
many people had that a scheme of ulterior taxation 
was Intended, still showed that this branch of our 
national industry had attained a high degree of im- 
portance. The aggregate of the returns, palpably. 
defective as they were, amounted to one hundred 
and twenty-seven millions of dollars, and were 
computed at near two hundred millions. The total 
omission of returns from many places, and the im- 
perfect returns from others, mduced Congress to 


prosecute the inquiry which they had commenced; 
and on the 19th day of March, 1812, a joint resolu- 
tion was passed by both Houses, and approved by 
the President, directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Gallatin, to have the returns digested and 
perfected. For. this purpose, Mr. Gallatin em- 
ployed Mr. Tench Coxe, of Philadelphia, an em- 
inent advocate for manufactures, a writer for twen- 
ty-seven years in their favor, and the gentleman 
whose opinions on this subject were lately presented 
by Mr. Webster, at a public meeting, in -a way. to 
pass them for those of Dr. Franklin. Mr.Coxe 
completed his task with great labor and care. He 
took two years to verify his statements, and pro- 
duced an authentic work, from which I will now 
read the extracts which will sustain my assertion. 


Mr. B. then read from Mr. Coxe’s repotr, page . 


53 of the introduction, as follows: 


“In the course of the numerous and diversified operations, 
occasioned by the deliberate execution of this digest and 
statement, constant and very close attention has been ap- 
plied to those facts which have occurred throughout the 
Union since the autumn of the year 1810, from which a 
judgment of the condition of the manufactures of the United 
States for the current year 1813 might be safely formed. 
3t has resulted ina thorough conviction that, after allowing 
for the interruptions to the importations of certain raw mate- 
rials, the several branches of manufactures in the States, 
‘Lerritories, and districts, have advanced, upon a medium, at 
"twenty per centum; which would give an ag- 


ike full vate of 
gregate for this year of $207,000,000. =: * * ¥ : Butas it 


is best to make ample allowances for some manifest repeti- 
tions of articles, which are inextricably involved in the sub- 
ordinate returns, a sincere and well-reflected final opinion 
is respectfully. offered, that the whole people of the United 
States, taken in 1813 at eight mijlions of persons, will actu- 
ally make, within this year, manufactured goods (exclusive- 
ly of the doubtful) to the full value of two hundred millions 
of dollars.” ` s 

Here (said Mr.. B.) are two great facts stated; 
Jirst, that manufactures were then actually advancing 
at the rate of 20 per centum per annum; secondly, 
that the actual value of manufactures then amounted 
to two hundred millions of dollars per annum. Con- 

. template these facets. within themselves, and the 
flourishing condition of the manufacturing interest, 
which they announce is great and striking. Twen- 

_ ty per centum of annual increase, and two hundred 
millions of annual product, in a-population of eight 
millions, is an astonishing resul tor a young coun- 
try. Compare it with’ other interests, and with pop- 
ulation. Population was only increasing at the rate 
of three per cent per annum, and required twenty- 
five years to double: foreign commerce was only in- 

- creasing at a moderate rate, and required twenty 
years to advance from twenty millions to one hun- 
dred millions, and is only now where it was above 
thirty years ago. Agriculture, though advancing 
steadily in its exports in the first half of our nation- 
al existence, has since declined in all its ancient sta- 
ples. Yet manufactures were already at two hun- 
dred millions of annual product, and advancing at 
thé rate oftwenty per cent per annum, before the 
protective system was invented—before politicians 
had taken it into their heads to become their patrons! 

But Mr. Coxe does not stop at these statements. 
He makes his case still stronger by comparison— 
by comparing ‘the state of American with that of 
English manufactures, at the nearest proximate 
point of time and amounts of population. He shows 
that the manufactures of England, (not of Great 
Britain, but of England proper,) with a population 
of eight and a half millions, and just before the form- 
ation of our constitution, was only two hundred 
and sixty-six millions !—a mere fraction beyond our 
own, with eight millions of people, before the pro- 
tective system was established, But hear him for 
himself. Let him speak for himself. Let this 
enlightened and disinterested champion of the cause 
deliver his own facts in his own words. At page 
52, he says: 

“Some confirmation of this view of our national opera- 
rations, mercantile and manufacturing, may. be drawn from 
the facts,that, in the years of general peace and prosperous 
and regular commerce—from 1785 to 1787—the average cx- 
ports of England, (alone,) with about 8,500,000 inhabitants, 
amounted to seventy millions of dollars, while their manu- 
factures were computed at two hundred and sixty-siz millions 
of dollars.” 

This, Mr. President, is a most astonishing ap- 
proximation, The English had been pushing their 
manufactures from the time of Edward JIT—full five 
hundred years—and had only reached the product 

« of two hundred and sixty-six millions of dollars 
to eight and a half millions of population. We had 
been letting ours alone with the advantage they pos- 
sessed in their three thousand miles distance from 
their Europian rivals—in their incidental protection 
under revenue duties—in their advantages of cheap 
provisions, light taxes, hard money, and free action 


under equal laws. We had been letting our man- 
ufactures ‘alone with these real and great advantages, 
and | tioy were already nearly eqal in amount” -to 
those of England, after five hundred years of gov- 
ernmental protection. ` . 

But Jet us continue the reading; let the witness 
speak. At page 10 of the introduction, Mr. Coxe 
says: B ; i 

‘Machinery is now in actual operation-in the United 
States for printing cotton and linen cloths by engraved rol- 


lers of copper, moved by water. Ten thousand yards have’ 


been printed with ease in a single day, hy one man and two 
boys, with these rollers. Fifty thousand children’s. hand- 


‘Kerchiefs have been’ printed in the same time by the same 


number of persons. Similar means are in constant use for 
staining and dying cotton and linen cloths of one’ color in 
the same.expeditious manner, so as.to make them fit for the 
greater variety of apparel and furniture.” 

And again from page 11, of the introduction: 


“The States of Rhode Island and Massachusetts have ex- 
pelled all doubts about the practicability of the cotton ope- 
rations. With the smallest territory in the United States, 
Rhode |sland has already attained, and introduced into her 
vicinity a cotton branch of our manufactures as valuable as 
the cotton branch of any country in Europe was at the 
time of the formation of our constitution, The neighboring 
States of Massachusetts and Connecticut quickly followed 
Rhode Island; and the tables which are annexed, imperfect 
as they unavoidably are, manifest the universality and mag- 
nitude of the cotton manufacture in 1810.” 

One thousand eight hundred and ten!—observe the 
date,Mr. President! Observe the date!—one thousand 
eight hundred and ten! Two years before the war, and 
near seven years before the politicians took hold of the 
subject, the cotton manufacture was completely es- 
tablished in Rhode [sland, Connecticut, and Mässa- 
chusetts; as well- established as it was in any coun- 
try in Europe before the formation of our constitu- 
tion; a man and two boys could print, with ease, 
ten thousand yards of calico, or fifty thousand chil- 
drenv’ handkerchiefs in a day; that the success of 
these States had expelled all doubt upon the sub- 
ject. And this was the state of the cotton manufac- 
ture in Rhode Island, Connecticut, and Massachu- 
setts, more than the third of a century ago: and now, 
after twenty-five years of aid from the protective 
system, we are told, that this manufacture must 
go to ruin if not further protected by enormous du- 
ues and prohibitory minimums. Certainly, if this is 
the case, they have been injured by our aid, and have 
been held up so long that they cannot stand alone. But 
this is not the case. This manufacture was well estab- 
lished thirty-odd years ago, and is able now, as I 
will show hereafter, to stand alone, and to contend 
with the cottons of Great Britain and of Europe, not 
only here at home, but all over the world. And 
here, Mr. President, I must again advert to the date. 
The modern champions of manufactures say it was 
the war which gave birth to manufactures, and that 
we must have high duties now to protect what the 
war created; but the work of Mr. Coxe shows this 
to be a grand mistake; that this great interest had 
taken deep and wide root before the war, and was 
going on well even before the year 1810. 

It is impossible to follow Mr. Coxe through a 


“detailed view of the condition of each branch of 


manufactures, which he presents in this volume. 
The index occupies eight pages, and the number ofar- 
ticles enumerated exceeds three hundred. They com- 
prise all manner of productions—almost everything 
useful or ornamental—in the working of wool, wood, 
iron, glass, hemp, flax, leather, and a long list of 
others, all well established as early as the year 
1810, and many before that time. He computes 
the manufactures of the three articles of wool, flax, 
and cotton alone, at forty millions of dollars. Iron, 
he computes at fourteen millions—leather at eigh- 
teen—wood at five and a half—cables and cordage 
four and a quarter. Wool, he says, was in the 
most rapid state of improvement next after cotton. 
New England made fine, if. not superfine, broad- 
cloth, above fifty years ago. President Washing- 
ton wore a suit of it, made at Jeremiah Wads- 
worth’s factory in Connecticut, when he first met 
the two Houses of Congress under the present 
constitution. Fifty-four years ago, on the most 
august occasion in the annals of man, the most 
finished gentleman, hero, and patriot that modern 
times have beheld, found Connecticut cloth good 
enough for himto wear! And now we are to be en- 
tertained with a belief that the manufacture of this 
cloth is just growing up there—that it has been 
hatched into existence by the hot incubation and 
meretricious embraces of politicians and capitalists, 
and is yet too feeble to ‘stand unless supported by 
the powerful arm of the American government! ` 

I repeat it-it is impossible; time and strength 
would fail mg, to undertake to follow Mr. Coxe 


` merce thirty-three years thereafter! 


through his detailed view of our manufactures in 


1810. T must take it by States, and show what-he 
then said of States which are: now the most, urgent 
for government : protection.. ‘Thus: The. manufac- 
tures -of Massachusetts were stated at $21,895,000; 
New Hampshire 5} millions; Vermont at 5z mi- 
lions; Rhode Island at 4 millions; with the remark 
that the ‘cotton manufacture. was there increasing at 
the rate of 333 per centum; Connecticut at 73; with 
the remark, that there were constant additions to the 
number of manufactories in that State, and of: the 
capital employed .in them; New York 25 millions, 
with the belief it should be 33; New Jersey 7 millions; 
Maryland 11}. Al this appears at page 38 of the 
tables, and shows the extraordinary growth of 
manufactures in all these States at the early period 
of 1810. But Pennsylvania was still superior to all 
these; and to that State Mr. Coxe devoted a separate 
table, by countries, at page 63 of the introduction. 
Forty-four millions of dollars is his‘estimate of the 
manufactures of that State, of which 16 millions alone 
were in the city and county of Philadelphia. His 
whole estimate for 1810 is near 200 millions of dollars; 
about double as much as the whole exported pro- 


_ductions of agriculture are at this day; about double 


as much as the whole importation of foreign 
goods are at this ‘day; about equal to the joint 
amount of exported agriculture and foreign com- 
The whole 
cotton crop of the United States for the last 
year was 47 millions. Pennsylvania manufactured 
44 millions in 13810. The largest cotton crop ever 
made in any one State in a year, was 15 millions— 
that of Mississippi in 1839. Philadelphia county 
and city manufactured 16 millions in 1810! a 

Having shown this to be the flourishing condition 
and actual value of our manufactures at that early 
period, Mr. Coxe proceeds to the very natural in- 
quiry into the causes of the extraordinary. growth of 
this’ branch of industry in our new and youthful 
country. He inquires into these causes, and finds 
them in the freedom of our institutions, which per- 
mits every talent to take its natural course, and for- 
eign skill to incorporate with our own; in our po~ 
sition, which gave all the difference of costs and 
charges and mercantile profit on the foreign rival, 
in favor of the domestic article ; in the abundance of 
raw materials, the cheapness of provisions, the 
lightness of taxes, and in the incidental protection 
resulting from the imposition of revenue daties for 
the support of the government. But this is a point 
at which the oldest advocate of manufactures should 
be allowed to ‘speak for himself: and let us hear 
him.. I read from pages 28, 29, 50, 59, 60, of the 
introduetion: 


“The United States have some palpable and great advan- 
tages over their foreign rivals in the cotton branch, These 
of Europe depend upon foreign agriculture for the raw 
material, for the indigo, and ina considerable degree for 
their breadstufts.” X ig ‘i X F ii 

“The expenses, cosis and charges of transporting cotton 
from the farms and plantations even near the coasts of the 
United States, to the manufactories of Manchester, Glasgow 
and Rouen, and the same charges npon manufactured goods 
brought from those places to houses of the planters and, 
farmers in America, are equal to 50 per cent on the finer 
and 75 per cent on the coarse, heavy, and bulky goods of 
those great manufacturing towers.” * £ 7 A 

“Every man and woman in the United States uncharged 
with crime, is free of every city, town, borough, hamlet, 
village, township, hundred, county, and enjoys the free- 
dom of every: occupation, trade and calling.” “Foreign 
masters as well as journymen and forcign capitalists have 
discovered that the United States afford extensive opportu- 
nities to employ themselves in manufactures, and the useful 
arts, as has been long the case in commerce, navigating, 
stocks, banks, and insurance coropanies. Lhe manufactur- 
ing branches are as open io them here, as.are agriculture 
and the purchase of lands and houses in the most favorable 
States, ov as they are toa native or naturalized citizen. 
Patented monopolies, processes, machinery and tools, en- 
grossed for a. time by foreign invention in Europe, may of 
course be used here by all persons without restraint or in- 
jury. In this highly inventive and well instructed. age, 
these opportunities, in such a country as the United States, 
often redound to the great benefit of respectable foreigners 
as well as of ourselves.”—Pages 28, 29, 50. 

“jt is manifest to the close observer, that this state of 
things very extensively existing, and faithfully represented, 
has occasioned manufactures to spring up every where, as 
an operation of plain common sense to effect the cohsump- 
tion, employment or sale of the products of the earth, 
and to attain a supply of the comforts and conveniences of life. 
It is the natural and irresistible working of things.”— Page 
59, 60. 

“The facility of retaining and steadily extending this valu- 
able branch (the manufacturing) of the national industry is 
manifested by its very early and spontaneous commmencement 
in every county and township, and by its nearly spontaneous 
and costless growth, with such aids only as have not occasioned 
uny material expense or sacrifice to agriculture or commerce, 
since they were chiefly incidental to necessary revente, or Te- 
sulted from our distance from the foreign consumers of our pro- 
ductions and manufactures of our supplies.”--Page, 50* * * 
“ Such are the principal facts which accur to recollection, at thig 


438 
time, evincing the benefits to owners and cultivators. of the soil 
from the sage rash which have arisen unforced in- the Uni- 
ted States. Their principal protection by duties is incidental. 
Those duties were imposed to raise the necessary revenue; but 
greatly favored the manufactures.” — Page 29, Introduction. 
Such, Mr. President, were the causes of the growth 
of manufactures among us. They grew up of them- 
selves, without the knowledge of politicians, and. 
without any aid from federal legislation, except the 


incidental assistance from the imposition of revenue ` 


duties., Their growth was natural—spontaneous— 
unforced—without injury to commerce , or agricul- 
ture—without injury to revenne—and, what is not 
to be forgotten, not only without a word of discon- 
tent or dissatisfaction in any part of. the Union, but 
with the absolute approbation of all. I repéat it: 
-manufactures were just as popular at that time in 
the South as they were in the North. No party 
feeling, or sectional feeling, or even individual feel- 
ing, was at that time entertained against them. All 
cheered their progess, and honored their cause. All 
befriended them, until politicians and millionary 
capitalists converted them into a political interest 
and an engine of oppression. 


After having shown the flourishing condition af 

manufactures, and the causes of their great and xap- 
id growth among us, Mr. Coxe naturally looks 
forward to the future, and_inguires what more is 
yet to be done for them? He makes a formal head 
of the inquiry, and indexes it with these impressive 
words: “Promotion of manufactures—safe, ‘cheap, be- 
nevolent, and infallible method of.” This was written 
in September, -1814, in the third preface to Mr. 
Coxe’s work; and the date, as well as the inquiry, 
becomes eminently material. It was only two years 
hefore the politicians took hold of the subject, and 
came forward with their protective system. Surely 
if the further aid of Congress had been wanting, 
Mr. Coxe (a writer for twenty-seven years in favor 
of manufactures) was the man to know it! the 
month of September, 1814, was the time to find it 
out! and this was the place in the book to tell it! 
Does he do so? Does he ask for federal aid? Does 
he ask for high duties and minimums? Does he 
mention tariffs? Does he allude to any of these 
things? No, sir,no! None of these means of pro- 
moting manufactures have any place in his mind, 
or in his hook. Tn the ample verge which he had 
left himself for the insertion of every salutary aid 
under the terms safe, cheap, benevolent, and infallible, 
there was no place for federal protection or con- 
gressional help !—-no place for high duties and pro- 
hibitory minimums! Half a dozen pages are given 
to inculcating the necessity for the diffusion of 
skill, the multiplication of machinery, the adoption 
of new improvements, the application of steam 
power, the education of the operatives, and to the 
cultivation of good fedlings in every part of the 
Union, but not a word about protective duties and 
minimuma !—not a word about the tariff! In fact, 
the word tariff is not mentioned in the book—not 
once in the whole book-—not once in a quarto vol- 
ume of two hundred pages, wholly occupied with 
the growth and establishment of manufactures, and 
a special chapter devoted to the means of improve- 
ment, The nearest approach that can be found to 
it is in the word tar, in the index, where it is placed 
for the purpose of showing that the tar-bumers 
would not give in the produce of their kilns, for 
fear of being taxed; and that, consequently, tar has 
no place in the census returns—no more than tariff 
has in Mr. Coxe’s book. 


{cannot quit this part of my examination of the 
subject without dwelling on the fact of this remark- 
able non-appearance of the word tariff in such a 
book. The word is not in the book! A writer for 
twenty-seven years in favor of manufactures—issu- 
ing a quarto volume on the subject—inquiring as 
late as September, 1814, what further was neces- 
sary to be done for his great and darling object: 
this writer never once pronounces the word tariff! 
Yet in two years after that time politicians and mil- 
lionary capitalists spread the term through the land— 
make it the watchword of party—the text of endless 
harangues—the ladder of political promotion—the 
creed of politicians—the subject of catechism to 
every candidate for office from the American presi- 
dency to the township constable, Such is the pow- 
er of party spirit aud money—the power of a great 
political party, and a great moneyed interest, acting 
together for their joint account, and agitating the 
country for their own selfish designs. 

No, sir, Mr. Coxe could find no place under any 
one of his heads of promotion of manufactureg— 
gither that of safe, or cheap, or benevolent, or jn- 
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fallible—for inverting the’ word tariff—that word 
which, for a quarter of a century, has been tearing 
the peace of the country, and almost the Union it- 
self, to pieces. But he did find a place for another 
means of promoting and perpetuating the success of 
this great interest, which does so much honor to 
his patriotism, and has so strong an application to 
our present condition, that I have reserved it for a 
separate and final quotation. ` It is this: : 


“Some further illustration of the great interest of the 
United States in the general business. of manufactures. of 
their unforced progress, of theiractual magnitude, of their 
sure, easy means of their execution, and of their immovea- 
ble esiablishment, was the principal aim of this supplemen- 
tary note. It was written in the summer of the current 
year, 1814, while the original statement was issuing from 
the press, and under the same circumstances as ‘parts I and 
1I. The sole aim of the publication of the present entire 
work is to elucidate, unite, and promote the various inte- 
rests of the American family, whether agricultural, mercan- 
tile, manufacturing, or auxiliary, in the North and the 
South, in the East, in the West, and in the centre. No par- 
tial objects, local or professional, have influenced the publi- 
cation. To sacrifice the rights and. interests of the mer- 
chants to the exclusive beneht of the manufacturers, would 
appear to be an unreasonable and vain attempt; to endeavor 
to effect a like sacrifice of the rights and interests of manu- 
facturers, to the exclusive benefit of the merchants, would 
seem to be equally irrational and vain; to neglect to foster, 
by all wise measures, both external and internal trade, or 
foreign coramerce and home manufactures, would appear 


entirely to disregard the well-tried and certain means of 


agricultural and landed prosperity, and of national wealth 
and power.”—Page 70 of the-iniroduction. 


This is the last and crowning advice which this 
patriotic man gives to: the manufacturers. It is to 
cultivate good will with all—endeavor to sacrifice no 
interest—unite the whole American family—concili- 
ate the North, South, East, West, and centre. This 
was his last and crowning advice; and this was the 
state of things when he wrote. How different from 
the conduct of politicians, and the state of things 
which they have brought about! And now, if I 
should venture a piece of advice to the manufactur- 
ers—I, who ‘have always shown myself their true 
and disinterested friend—it would be to-eschew par- 
tisan politics] Be as ardent in politices as they 
please individually; but as a body, avoid the conta- 
gion of partizan polities! Of that disease died the 
Bank of the United States! 

I now submit, Mr. President, that I have made 
good my third assertion—that Ihave proved the 
successful and prosperous establishment of manu- 
factures long before the invention of the protective 
system; and, consequently, that there is no necessi- 
ty for continuing that system, to prevent them now 
from going to ruin. 

The census of 1810 has done us good service on 
this subject: we have had another census since, 
which has done us good service upon it again. I 
speak of the census of 1840. One shows us what 
manufactures were: the other, what they are. And 
though they are imperfect, from the honest fear which 
many people had of being taxed, and which made 
them withhold full returns, in some instances, yet, 
as far as they go, they are correct and reliable. 

Manufactures were well established from Mary- 
land to Massachusetts in the year 1810. What are 
they now? Let the census of 1840 speak! I have 
recourse to the compendium of that document, 
printed by Blair and Rives, and quote from pages 
107 to 113, and from 356 to 361; and begin with the 
State of Massachusetts. The woollen manufacture 
of that State is set down at $7,082,898 upon a capital 
of $4,179,850 invested, and with 5,076 persons em- 
ployed. This is at the rate of abont one dollar and 
three quarters of annual product for each one dollar 
invested, and about 1,400 for each hand employed. 
This is the gross product, from which,- of course, 
the expenses are to be deducted. Deduct them. 
They are not great in the fugal northeast—make an 
allowance for machinery which supplies the place of 
the people—or merely look to capital invested and 
product yielded—and you will have an amount of 
profit unknown in any other part of the world. So 
much for wool: now for cotton. The value of this 
manufacture is set down $16,553,423 on a capital of 
$17,414,000 invested, and 20,928 persons employed. 
‘This is at the rate of about dollar for dollar for the 
capital, and about 760 dollars to the hand. Let us 
try another article—that of leather. The manufac- 
tures of this article are stated at $10,553,826 of 
value, upon a capital of $3,318,544 invested: number 
of persons employed not stated. The product com- 
pared to the capital, in this case, is nearly three to 
one. X 

[Here Mr. Crrrrennen inquired of Mr. B. what 
was meant by capital invested. Did it include build- 
ings and ground?] 


so in in rennet ers Yemen 


Mr. B. Í read the words as I find them, and have 
no doubt they include the buildings and the ground, 
as well as the machinery and water privileges, and 
all auxiliary establishments. I give the words their 
largest import; let them include every possible out- 
lay, and then say the product is the largest that ever 
resulted from human labor in the annals of mankind. 

But to pursue the inquiries through some other 
articles in the State of Massachusetts. The manu- 
‘factures of paper are set down at $1,659,930 value 
upon a capital of $1,082,800 invested; which gives a 
yield of a dollar and a half annually upon every 
dollar invested. And so on through an almost end- 
less list of other articles; and all coming out in about 
the same way. Dollar for dollar—two dollars for 
one—and sometimes “three for one—are the usual 
proceeds of the year upon the capital invested; and 
after making every allowance for expenses to be de- 
ducted from these amounts, the net profits, especial- 
ly considering that machinery is chiefly employed, 
one piece of which will do the work of two hun- 
dred hands—eating, drinking, wearing nothing, never 
sleeping and never tiring: when we consider this, I 
repeat, the net profits must be the largest ever 
known in the history of human labor. ‘The manu- 
facturers have often astonished us by publishing ac- 
counts of 10, 12, 15, 17, 20 per cent. divided every 
six months; and great as these dividends were, it is 
certain they were only a part of the profits. Large 
surpluses were left to be divided in the lump on 
some happy day, or to be invested in new works, 
They could not venture to divulge the whole extent 
of their real profits, for fear of producing too many 
rivals. ` 

Compare the proceeds of agriculture with these 
proceeds of manufactures. Does the farmer get 100, 
200, 300 per cent. annually upon the amount of his 
capital invested? are his gross proceeds the equal, 
the double, and the treble of his capital invested? 
his lands, houses, slaves, cattle implements? I thank 
the senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] for 
his question. He has put the right question, and 
brings out a fair comparison—the whole against the 
whole! Take the whole investment of the farmer, 
or the planter, against the whole investment of the 
manufacturer, and compare gross proceeds with 
gross proceeds. I have no means of ascertaining 
net profits, and that depends more upon the man- 
ager than the subject: take the gross against the 
gross, and Jet the planter and the farmer answer. 
Can he give you he third or the quarter, instead of 
the double or the treble? Can he even give you ten 
or 15 per cent., instead of 100, 200, and 300 per 
cent.’ No, sir? he cannot! and yet this farmer and 
this planter is to be taxed in every necessary, and 
in every comfort of his life to swell still higher and 
to perpetuate still Jonger the enormous and exor- 
bitant profits of a class who are advancing to prince- 
ly wealth, while they themselves can hardly con- 
trive to make the two ends of the year mect. 

Besides the great articles worthy of separate con- 
sideration which I have named, and which are spe- 
cifically enumerated, I find, at page 361, a column of 
non-enumerated articles, a sort of miscellaneous col- 
lection of small items, not worthy of specific 
enumeration. These anonymous articles, id sup- 
pose, constitute what is known by the name of 
“notions,” and seem to be as profitable an invest- 
ment as the rest. The Massachusetts report of 
them stands at $6,560,234 value produced, for 
$3,287,986 invested, which is about two for one. 
Rhode Island stands at $1,658,193 upon $820,450 
invested, which is about the same rate. Connecti- 
cut stands at $2,266,994, upon an investment of 
$1,254,576, which is still coming up pretty nearly to 
the same mark. The whole value of these “no- 
tions” in New England is about six millions of dol- 
lars—about equal to the four export of the whole 
United States—with a gross product of two to one 
upon the capital invested in their production; yet the 
wheat-growers must be taxed for the making of 
them, as well as taxed by their purchase. 

It is impossible to follow these tables through the 
hundreds of articles of manufactures which they 
present, and through all the States, from Maryland 
to Massachusetts, where they are chiefly carried on. 
The compendium isin every senator's hands; and cach 
one can pursue the inquiry for himself. Would to 
God that one was in the hands of every citizen of 


the Great West, that he might sce how many 
thousand times better off than himself is 
the millionary capitalist, for whose fur- 


ther enrichment he is grievously and daily taxed 
in all the comforts and necessaries of life, and 
through all the divisions of his household, from his 


wife, children, and servanits, to the cattle that pursue 
him for salt. I cannot pursue the table through. 
nine States, and the hundreds of articles in each of 
these States, which show the present state of manu- 
factures among them; but I have made an extract of 
what relates to wool and cotton—the amount pro- 
duced, and the amount invested in ‘each—and here 
presefit it as a specimen of the whole. It will be 


seen that the product is generally at the rate of dol- | 


lar for dollar, and sometimes the double of it. This 
isthe table, leaving out Massachusetts, of which I 
have already spoken: 


WOOL. COTTON, 


i Product. | Capital. į Product. i Capital. 


— 


Rhode fsland - | $842,172] $695,350! $7,116,772! $7,326,000 


Connecticut | 2,494,213 1,931,335! 2,715,000; .3,152,000 

Vermont - + | 1,406,950] But litle. 

New York - = |3 3,469,349] 3,640,237] 4,900,772 

New Jersey 314,650} 2,066,104| 1,722,810 

Pennsylvania - | 2,319,061} 1,510,546} 5,013,007} 3,225,400 

Delaware - - ‘But little. - > 332,272 330,500 
| Littde. - ` 1,304,460 


Maryland - - 1,150,580] 


The census returns of 1840, though ample in de- 
tails, are deficient in a table of aggregates by States. 
The census returns of 1810, as digested and com- 
pleted by Mr. Tench Coxe, contained such a table 
for that year: it is to be regretted that the returns 
of 1840°do not contain a similar one they -would 
give us.the comparative view. of the manufactures 
of the two periods, and show us how much they 
had advanced in thirty years. I would have made: 
the table myself, and presented it’ in comparison 
with that of Mr, Coxe; but many of the articles 

“being returned by. quantities, without values an- 
nexed, the labor of hunting out these values in 
prices current, and then calculating the whole, was 
too much for my time. Thus, the article of iron is 

` carried out in” tons—286,903 tons of cast, and 
197,233 tons of bar, being returned as the annual 
product of the whole Union. . The product of the 
fisheries is returned in quintals (112 lbs.) and bar- 
rels for the fish, and gallons for the oil. Thus, 
773,947 quintals of dried fish; 472,539; barrels of 
pickled fish; 4,764,708 gallons spermaceti oil; 
7,536,778 gallons of other oil; while the article of 
whalebone, and some minoritems of the fisheries are 
alone returned in value, and this part amounts to 
$1,153,234; and all this upon a capital of $16,429,620 
invested in these fisheries. The annual gross product 
of this capital is probably dollar for dollar: yet the 
western farmers, who are getting but ten or twelve 
percent upon their investments, must be taxed 75 per 
centon Liverpool salt, 100 percent on Turk’s Island, 
and nearly 200 on Mediterranean salt, to give the fish- 
eries a pretext for drawing off illegally and unduly 
about $350,000 of, fishing bounties and allowances, 
annually, from the treasury, under the assumption 
of a drawback of the amount of duty paid on the 
salt exported on the eaported fish; when the fact is 
that they get the drawback on all the fish consumed 
in the country, as well as on the exported part; and, 
besides that, use much domestic salt, which has 
paid no duty at all! and are getting the bounty at 
the old rate of 20 cents a bushel on salt, while the 
duty now is reduced to eight cents! 

Not having an aggregate of manufactures, by 
States, for 1840, in the census of that year, I am 
driven to other sources, and to conjecture, to form 
an opinion‘of it. Looking to these other sources, 
and I find in our Congress library a return of the 
manufactures of Massachusetts for the year begin- 
ning the Ist of Apri!, 1836, and ending the Ist of 
April, 1837, in which both the details and the ag- 
gregate of that great branch of industry. for that 
State are fully and carefully given. The report 
was made under the orders of the legislature, and 
published by its authority, and may be relicd upon 
as correct. The value of the year is made upon 
the average of the five preceding years; so that the 
time of the product reported, refers itself to the years 

1834-35. This report, thus made up, and after 
‘leaving out 6,853,248 dollars of ship-building, ‘gives 
86,282,616 dollars as the product of a single year’s 
manufacturing industry of that State. This is an 
enormous sum. Carried forward from the time to 
which it refers (1834-35) to the year 1840, which is 
the proper point of contemplation and comparison, 
and the amount cannot be less than one . hundred 
millions of dollars! What a stupendous production 
for a population of 737,699 souls, and a territory of 


8,000 square miles, and which has but two native 
articles of export—ice and stone! Why, sir, it ex- 
ceeds the agricultural export of the whole Union; it 
exceeds the foreign trade of the whole Union; and if 


_the rest of the Union was in proportion to Massa- 


chusetts, the manufacturing industry of the whole 
would now be one thousand millions. Taking 
Massachusetts as the criterion, and it would be that 
much. Thus, in 1810, the aggregate of her manu- 
factures was twenty-one millions of dollars; it has 
multiplied five fold in thirty years; the same in- 
crease. through the Union would give one thousand 
millions! But other States have not increased ‘as 
much, and three or four hundred millions may be 
deducted. Six or seven hundred millions may 
be the product of the Uuion: but let us confine our 


“attention to Massachusetts, about which there is no 


doubt, and which is at the head of the manufacturing 
interest of the country, and the great advocate of the 
tariff. Her manufactures, beyond dispute, have 


increased five fold in thirty years! and now, what | 


have agriculture and foreign commerce increased. dur- 
ing the same time? The lamentable tables which I 
read yesterday, answer this question: and show that, 
with a population more than doubled, with an ex- 
tent of territory brought under cultivation, also more 
than doubled, and with the great article of cotton 
added, which constitues nearly two-thirds of the 
whole—the great interests of agriculture and foreign 
commerce remain now where they were thirty years 
ago! And yet the farmers, the planters, and the 
merchants, are required to take the manufacturing 
interest in their arms, and carry it like a babe in a 
cradle. YRS ‘ 

Manufactures are now well established: there is 
another décument which proves it as conclusively as 
the census returns: I speak of the document of 
Commerce and Navigation annually published by 
order of Congress; and in ‘which, among other 
things, there is shown to be a large exportation of 
domestic manufactures! The amount and variety 
of these exportations prove the fact of their com- 
plete establishment, and ability to contend with their 
foreign rivals abroad, as well as at home. The 
value exported last, year amounted to near nine mil- 
lions of dollars; comprehending near sixty varieties 
of articles; of which cotton goods amounted to 
three millions of dollars; and iron, in the form of 
pig, bar, castings, nails, &c., to one million one hun- 
dred thousand. -These articles go to Europe and to 
Asia—to Mexico, South America, and the West In- 
dies—there to contend, without protection, and bur 
dened with costs for freight and other charges, with 
the rival articles of all parts of the world! Aud 
while they do this abroad, are they in need of enor- 
mous protection from high duties, and prohibitory 
duties, and prohibitory minimums, at home? Is the 
cotton, worn at home, to pay an enormous duty, 
while it is worn abroad without duty? Is the fus- 
tian, which is worn by the day laborer in the Uni- 
ted States, to pay one hundred and forty-five per cent 
duty, when it can go abroad, and be sold to the 
South American or the Asiatic without duty? And 
so of all other cotton articles, the manufacture of which 
was fully established, as Mr. Tench Coxe has 
proved, above thirty years ago? Our export of do- 
mestic manufactures is now greater than that of any 
agricultural article, cotton only excepted. It is great- 
er than that of tobacco, flour, salted provisions! 
And while this is the case, can manufactures stand 
in need of enormous protection, at the expense of 
these articles? i 

Manufacturing industry has had, ànd still has to 
a large degree, the sympathies of the western peo- 
ple. Tt rested upon arguments which went home to 
their bosoms—to their generosity and their patriot- 
ism. Will you not protect home labor against for- 
eign? . Will you not make your country independ 
ent of Europe for what is necessary to independ- 
ence, and to comfort? Will you not be independent 
in fact, as well asin name? “The brave son of the 
West answers, Yes! and shoulders any load to ac- 
complish the object. But the time 1s come for him 
to see that his generous and patriotic feelings have 
been sported with—in fact, that he has been most 
magnificently humbugged and bamboozled—that, in- 
stead of providing for the independence of his dear 
country, he is only enriching still more inordinately 
those who are already a thousand times more pros- 
perous than himself. 

Manufactures are in no need of the enormous pro- 
tection which the act of 1842 gives them: they need 
but little, and I am willing to give them far more 
than they need. I am ready to give them the pro- 
tection resulting from the highest revenue duty, say 
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30° or 333 per cent.-which; with the- costs and 


_charges, and the importing merchant’s: profit, is ‘a 


protection of full 50 per cent. against the foreign ri- 
val. A difference of 50 per cent is half the battle ! 
and the manufacturer who cannot stand his ground 
with that difference in his favor, has cértainly mista- 
ken his vocation. kei 

But 50 per centum protection is notthe only pro- 
tection which our manufacturers would now enjoy: 
they now have. the advantage of. the same meastire 
of values which is used in ‘other countries, and 
which will enable them to sell in the same markets, 
and against all competitors. We now have gold and 
silver in the country, the true measure of all values 
—the only standard of all prices—the safe protector 
ofall labor. Since the gold bill of 1834, and the sil- 
ver bill of the same year, one hundred and twenty 
millions of gold and silver have been imported into 
the United States; and the importation still contin- 
ues, and can be carried to any amount that we 
please. Twenty-four millions were imported last 
year, of which seventeen and a half millions were. in 
gold. Since I have sat in this chair—that is to say, 
since the year 1820—one hundred and eighty mil- 
lions of silver, and fifty millions of gold, making 
two hundred and thirty millions of hard: money, 
have been imported into our country, of which one 
hundred and twenty millions, and forty millions of it 
gold, now remain. This gives a hard-money cur- 
rency to the country, and that currency is the safe 
and steady protector of all labor. anufactures 
now have the advantage of this currency, worth 
more to them alone than any tariff that ever was in- 
vented in extravagant paper-money times. Joined 
to incidental protection from revenue duties, and to 
other advantages resulting from position, from 
cheapness of provisions, light taxes, abundance of 
raw materials, free institutions, and above all, from 
future STABILITY, and it is impossible for them 
to do otherwise than well. I wish them to do well. 
I shall endeavor to make them do well: but cannot 
consent to sacrifice other great interests to their ex- 
clusive and inordinate prosperity. 

Mr. President, I have thus far spoken for the 
whole Union. I must now say a word for the 
Great West-—that vast region so fertile and so pa- 
triotic, and which now appears with twenty 
senators and. near one. hundred representatives on 
the floor of Congress. This great region is. agri- 
cultural. It wants foreign trade. Its exports are 
tobacco, flour, grain, beef, pork, bacon, and other 
prod uctions of the farm. e have seen how great- 
y the trade in all these articles flourished under the 
low duty system, and how sadly it has declined 
and sunk away under the system of high duties. If 
the good of the Union required this Great West to 
submit still longer to this decline of its trade, I un- 
dertake to say that patriotism and love of the Union 
would induce it to submit: but when the only ob- 
jectis to give undue advantage to a particular inte- 
rest-—to enrich inordinately one overgrown interest, 
at the expense of all others, and at the expense of 
the harmony of the Union besides—when this is 
the case, patriotism and reason forbid the sacrifice, 
and require a return to that system which favors 
its own interests, without being injurious to any 
other, and under which the whole American people, 
so far asthe tariff was concerned, was a family of 
brothers. 

Besides the articles just mentioned, the Great 
West has others, now becoming considerable—too 
large for home consumption—and greatly requiring 
the outlet of a foreign market, Hemp, the product 
of many western States, is one of these articles: it is 
already beginning to go to Europe. It. has been 
shipped, from New York and New Orleans, and 
sold in Liverpool atasaving price. Lead is another 
of these articles. It is the product of two large 
States, and of two Territories, which are soon to be- 
come large States, and is inexhaustible in quantity. 
In the times of reckless banking and inflated paper 
currency, a tariff of protection was demanded for the 
home consumption of this article—as if any tariff 
could protect individual or national labor from the 
depredations of a paper money currency! Since 
gold and silver havebecome the currency of the 
miners, these same people export lead to Europe and 
to China; and the novel export is increasing with a 


. rapidity unknown in the history of any article. In 


1839, the quantity exported was 81,377 pounds: in 
1840, it was 882,620: in 1841, it was 2,177,000 
pounds: in 1842, it-was 14,552,357: and, in the first 
three quarters of 1843, which is as late as the accounts 
have been made up, it was no less than 15,000,000 
of pounds, This is an immense item tobe added 


440 
to weatern exports... Joined to the exportation: of: 
hemp, andit gives to the. Great West a great. addi-. 
tional interest in the success of foreign trade. ` 
Turning to: myself, and to my own conduct in re- 
lation to the tariff, {can say that I voted for the act 
of 1824, cordially; for that of 1828, reluctaily; that 
of 1832, with more satisfaction, because it reduced 
duties on many neceesaries, especially on coarse 
woollens, and coarse blankets, which it brought 
down to five per cent.; that. I voted against the com- 
promise act because I thought the horizontal line 
wrong in principle, and for other reasons; voted 
against the act of 1842, because I really believed it 
not.only bad, but the worst act that ever has been 
passed on the subject. Now I make a speech in 
favor of returning to the old revenue system before 
the war. In all this ume my feelings on the sub- 
ject have never changed. am now, and always 
have been, in favor of manufacturing industry, as 
well as that of agriculture and commerce. -I look 
upon each to be a great national interest, entitled to 
the support of the statesman, In their degrees of 
relative importance, I hold agriculture, which fur- 
nishes the means of subsistence to man. and beast, 
‘to be the first; manufactures, which fashions the crude 
material for the use of man, I hold to be the second; 
and commerce, which exchanges the superfluities of 
nations, I hold to be third. But, while they 
have their relative degrees of importance, they are 
all great interests, auxiliaries to each other, and 
never to be brought into conflict. My feelings with 
respect to either of them is not changed; but twenty- 
four years’ attention to the question of manufactures 
has increased my stock of knowledge upon that 
subject, and leaves me with the full conviction that 
the incidental protection which we contemplate, and 
the other aids mentioned, will be an ample support. 
of that great and meritorious branch of the national 
industry. When the high-duty system began, all 
declared it was to be temporary—it was only to 
continue a few years, until manufactures took root. 
Now they are to be perpetual. When first intro- 
duced, they were resisted by the capitalists of Mas- 
sachusetts.. It required many years for the politi- 
cians to seduce them into the new system; 
but they did it at last, by the extravagant 
bounties which they offered; and now, with 
their enormous profits, it is not in human nature for 
them to be willing to relinquish the benefits they en- 
joy. With their twelve, and fifteen, and seventeen 
per cent of half yearly dividends, and a surplus re- 
invested, or laid by for division in the lump, they are 
unwilling, and very naturally, to return to twelve, 
or fifteen, or seventeen per cent per annum. 

Let there be no panics—no alarms. The high 
tariff candidates for the presidency and the vice pres- 
idency were defented in 1832: the bills then intro- 
duced in the House of Representatives showed that 
manufactures had nothing to fear from the issue of 
that. election; that discrimination and incidental pro- 
tection was the basis of democratic policy; and that 
every interest of the country would be duly sustained. 
The same now. The success of the democracy in 
1844 will be auspicious to every interest, and as 
much so to manufactures as to any other. 

Mr. SIMMONS next obtained the floor; but the 
hourof adjournment being at hand, the subject was 
passed over informally. 

On mation by Mr. BARROW, the bill for adjust- 
ing land claims within the States of Louisana, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, and Arkansas, was taken up, the 
question pending being on his motion to add an ad- 
ditional section to the bill, 

The CHAIR stated the pending question. 

Mr. BARROW withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McDUFFIE moved an amendment to em- 
brace a class of claims growing out of perfect Span- 
ish grants, (such as the Elorno case.) 

Mr. JOHNSON objected to this amendment, as 
identical with one rejected yesterday. 

Mr. McDUFFIE explained that he had made an 
essential difference, providing that the lines should 
not be extended beyond those actually made by the 
surveyors. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied at considerable length, 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 

CRITTENDEN, SEVIER, and HENDERSON; 
after which, the amendment was rejected. 
„Mr. BAYARD moved an amendment which Mr. 
MeDUFFIE approved; but Mr. HENDERSON 
objecting to it, the amendment was debated by 
Messrs. BAYARD, BERRIEN, and JOHNSON; 
and finally rejected 


The bill wag ordered to be engrosred for a third 
reading. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, tlie Senate bill 
No. 32 was taken up, being / 
A bill concerning the Supreme Court of the United 


. States. - 


The bill was reported with an amendment from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and considered as 
in committee. of the whole, ‘where the amendment 
was adopted. f : fe 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

It was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. f oe . 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD. the bill for the re- 
lief of William Macphersen was taken up, con- 
sidered, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 


| reading. ` 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 26, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. CHAPPELL rose and asked for a correction 
of the journal in reference to a vote which he had 
given yesterday. 

The journal was corrected accordingly, and then 
approved. 

Mr. WELLER said he believed the first business 
in order would be the. motion made yesterday, by 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hamtin,] to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana was rejected. 

The SPEAKER observed that that was the ques- 
tion now before the House. 

Mr. WELLER said there seemed to be a differ- 
ence of opinion, as to whether the language attrib- 
uted to Mr. Clay in that amendment, was the lan- 
guage of that gentleman or not; and in order to give 
time to examine it, and that they might in the mean 
time go on with the public business, he moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the subject 
until next Monday week. 


Mr. HARALSON said he believed there was a 
motion now pending to lay the motion for reconsid- 
eration upon the table; if not, he would move to 
lay the whole subject. on the table. 


Mr. WHITE said, if the question was to be 
taken on the motion to postpone, he asked a call of 
the TTouse; and upon that motion he asked for the 
yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER observed, that in the opinion of 
the Chair, a call of the Housewould not now be in 
order, the previous question having been demanded, 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr. WHITE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to postpone, and they were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE then suggested a point of order, 
that the motion to postpone was not in order, as 
the House had resolved, by solemn vote, that the 
main question should be taken. 

The CHAIR coincided in this opinion. 

Mr. HAMLIN called the attention of the Chair 
to another point. Whether this subject properly 
came up this morning in preference to other busi- 
ness. Whether the motion for reconsideration, 
though a privileged question, was not limited to the 
day on which it was made. 

he SPEAKER observed that a privileged ques- 
tion always took precedence over other business. 

Mr. WELLER inquired of the Chair whether, if 
the motion to reconsider should be adopted, a mo- 
tion to postpone would then be in order. 

The SPEAKER remarked that, under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, no motion to postpone 
was admissible. 

Mr. HOLMES inquired of the Speaker whether, 
ifthe subject were postponed, an act of injustice 
would not he done, inasmuch as the resolation 
passed yesterday would not go forth to the world as 
the sentiments of 

Mr. HOLMES was called to order, 

After some further consideration on a point of 
order, the yeas and nays were denanded on the 
question of laying on the table the motion for recon- 
sideration, and were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted thus: yeas 22, nays 130. 

So the motion for reconsideration was not laid on 
the table. 

The question was then taken on the motion for 
reconsideration, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
102, nays 70. i 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, 


On taking the question, the vote was—yeas 108, 


nays 66. A 
r. WELLER moveda reconsideration of the 


vote by which the House seconded the demand for 


the previous question. i 

Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order; and after 
a debate of a conversational character, between that 
gentleman, the SPEAKER, and Mr. DROM- 
GOOLE, the point of order was overruled. _ 

Some further conversation ensued, in which Mr. 
COBB, Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, and others, took 
part, and the question recurred on reconsidering the 
vote by which the House seconded the demand for 
the previous question. 

Tellers were demanded, but they were not or- 
dered. : 

Mr. WHITE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered to be taken. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion was not in 
order. ` 

Mr. WHITE said his motion was to reconsider a 
vote by which a proposition was carried. Did the, 
Chair decide, he asked, that his motion was not in 
order? 

The SPEAKER said stich was the decision of 
the Chair. The question now was upon ordering 
the main question upon the original proposition. 
This was not a day for the consideration of resolu- 


| tions; and the House having adjourned under a call 


for the previous question, the subject must go over 
until it comes up in its order. 

Mr. WHITE. The question now stands on the 
demand for the main question. 

The SPEAKER. H does when the subject comes 
before the House in its order. At present, the sub- 
ject goes over. . 

Mp. WHITE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. He contended that, inasmuch as’ the pre- 
vious question had been demanded and seconded 
yesterday, the subject did not. go over, but came up 
as the unfinished business, and must first be dis- 
posed of. 

The question on the appeal was put, and the de- 
cision of the Chair was sustained by the House. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN asked the indulgence of the 
House to permit him to make an explanation. 

Mr. WHITE said he hoped the gentleman would 
be indulged; if the gentleman had inadvertently been 
led into an error, it was due to him that he should 
have an opportunity to explain; but he also thought it 
would be but just that the same indulgence should 
be extended to himself, for the purpose of replying. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the gentleman’ from 
Kentucky had made a most extraordinary proposi- 
tion. A gentleman rises, and asks to be permitted 
to make an explanation personal to himself, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky proposes— 

Mr. SCHENCK called the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dromeoo.r] to order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that he was not aware 
that any motion had been made to suspend the rules, 
and he was therefore not out of order. 

Mr. HARALSON said if the gentleman from 
Indiana was to be permitted to explain, he wanted 
also to make an explanation. He had made one, he 
said, yesterday, but the reporters had not noticed it. 

Mr. BROWN said he would not insist upon a 
suspension of the rules in a matter that was 
wholly personal to himself. 

Mr. HOLMES said if the gentleman declined to 
move a Suspension of the rules, he would make that 
motion; for he thought it was due to the gentleman, 
to the House, and to the country, that he should 
have an opportunity to make the explanation. 

The yeas and nays were demanded on the motion 
to suspend the rules, and ordered; and being taken, 
resulted thus: yeas 117, nays 49. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BROWN of Indiana said he thanked the 
House for the indulgence they had given him to 
make an explanation personal to himself; and, un- 
der their indulgence, he pledged himself not to tres- 
pass long upon their patience, but to confine him- 
self to the question, and not travel out of the record. 
When the gentleman from Maryland on yesterday 
offered his resolution, which ‘contained’ extracts 
from the letter of General Jackson te Dr. Coleman, 
of North Carolina, believing it to be unfair to hold 
any party in politics to the opinions expressed by 
distinguished men of that party upon mere abstract 
questions, he copied the amendment, purporting to 
be an extract from the speech of Mr. Clay, made 
at the extra session of Congress—in which Mr. 
Clay is represented as saying “Carry out the princi- 
ples of the compromise act.” Look to revenue alone for 


the support of the government. Do not-raise the ques- 
tion of protection which I had hoped had been put to 
rest. There is no necessity for protection” —from the 
Ohio Statesman, a paper. published at Columbus, 
Ohio, and whose editor (Col. Medary) he believed 
to be an honorable man. 

He knew the resolution contained, if not the pre- 
cise language, at least the sentiments oft repeated 
by Mr. Clay; and the same article in the “States- 
man,” from which he made the quotation, contained 
extracts from- the letter of Mr. Clay to. Branham 
and Bledsoe, of Eatonville, Georgia, dated July 28, 
1843; his letter to Mr. Merriwether,. of Georgia, 
dated October 2, 1843; also, his letter to F. S. Bron- 
son? of Georgia, dated October 13, 1843; and sev- 
eral other letters, which he knew to be genuing; in 


all of which he took: strong ground in favor of low . 


duties, and of adhering to the principles of the com- 
promise act. He was frank to admit that he had 
not been able to find the exact language used in the 
quotation in any printed speech of Mr. Clay; yet 
he was still inclined to believe that it was genuine, 
and that sucha speech had been made. He had 
written to the editor, and hoped,.in due season, to 
obtain such information as would enable him to 
find it. 

In a speech which Mr. Clay made in March, 
1842, he uses the following language: A 

“Let me not be misunderstood, and let me entreat that I 
may not be misrepresented. I am not adyocating the re- 
newal of a high protective policy. Iam for abiding by the 
principles of the compromise act; Tam for doing what no 
southern man of a fair or candid mind has ever yet denied— 
giving to the country a revenue which may provide for the 
economical wants of the government, and, at. the same 
time, give an incidental protection to our home industry.” 

Mr. B. said he was further prepared, by -evi- 
dence, to prove that Mr. Clay, at this time, enter- 
tained such sentiments; and with the indulgence of 
the House, he would read some extracts from Mr. 
Clay’s recent letters and speeches, the authenticity 
of which no gentleman would doubt. 

[Here Mr. B. commenced reading an extract 
from aspeech recently made by Mr. Clay at Co- 
lumbus, Georgia, but Mr. Waite of Kentucky 
objected, and said he must confine the gentleman 
from Indiana to the record.] 

Mr. B, said, very well, Ifthe gentleman object- 
ed, he would not. persist in reading; but would give 
the gentleman and the House notice, that he would, 
upon some proper occasion during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, give his views in fall upon this 
question, when he would be able clearly to show, 
that, to the South, Mr. Clay always declared him- 
self in favor of the compromise act and low duties, 
whatever his opinions may have been in other quar- 
ters. He would therefore not further trespass upon 
the patience of the House, but thank them for the 
kindness extended to him by the House, to enable 
him to make this explanation. : 

Mr, WELLER moved that the House resolve it- 
self into a Committee of the’Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of proceeding with the 
public business. We have (said he) had enough of 
this business. 

Mr. WHITE said he appealed to the magnanimi- 
ty. of the gentleman from Ohio to allow him to make 
an explanation. The House had indulged the gen- 
sleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown] to make an ex- 
planation, and he had reiterated his assertions of 
yesterday. ; 

“Mr. RATHBUN inquired if there was any ques- 
tion before the House. 

‘The SPEAKER asked if the gentleman from Ohio 
withdrew his motion. è 

Mr. WELLER said that there was not a gentle- 
man on that side of the House to whom he would 
sooner extendan act of. courtesy than the gentleman 
from Kentucky; but his, anxiety to progress with 
the business of the House forbade him to withdraw 
his motion. If the matter personally concerned the 
gentleman, or affected his honor, he would not hesi- 
zate to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WEDTE said that it was a matter personal 
to himself, affecting his honor asa gentleman; and he 
hoped the House would indulge him in making an 
explanation, 

Mr. WELLER then withdrew his motion. 

The SPEAKER said that if no objections were 
made, the gentleman could make his desired expla- 
nation. 

Mr, HUNT of New York moved that the rules 
be suspentled to allow the gentleman from Kentucky 

` to proceed with his explanation. 


Mr. HARALSON said they had better suspend 


debate for the purpose of going to business. 


t 
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on Mr. Hunts motion, and carried. ` ; 
Mr. WHITE, after thanking the House for the 

courtesy extended to him, stated that, in the appeal 

he made to the House, he felt that his honor as a 


gentleman, and character as a man, was involved;. 


and that it was due to himself to prove the truth of 
the assertion he made on yesterday—that Mr. Clay 
never. used the language imputed to him in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. It 
would be recollected by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Brown,] that the moment he offered his 
amendment, he (Mr. W.) went to him, apd stated 
that Mr. Clay never used the language there impu- 
ted to. him.. He averred, without reservation, that 


-Mr. Clay, from the day he first entered Congress to 


the last, never used any such language, and that the 
report from*which the gentleman had taken it was 
aforgery. In saying this, he did not mean to im- 
pute, in the remotest degree, any thing dishonorable 
to the gentleman from Indiana. He was satisfied 
that the gentleman believed the report to be genuine, 
or he never would have used it. He himself saw 
the} same thing, word for word, and letter for letter, 
in one of the western papers. No doubt the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was deceived and led into error 
through his confidence in a newspaper agreeing with 
him in political sentiments. But he assured the 
gentleman from Indiana ànd the House that, from 
his knowledge of the man, he entertained the solemn 
conviction that Mr. Clay never could have used any 
such language, for it would have been inconsistent 
with his character and with his whole. political life; 
and he had, therefore, no hesitation in pronouncing 
the paper a forgery. Now, he would call the at- 
tention of the House to the speeches of Mr. Clay 
in 1841. 

Mr. POTTER of Ohio rose to a question of or- 
der. The rules had been suspenned to allow the 
gentleman from Kentucky to make an explanation 
personal- to himself; but he was now going on to 
make an explanation personal to Mr. Clay. He un- 
derstood, also, that. the gentleman, so far as he had 
mnde an explanation personal to himself, referred to 
a private conversation between himself and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, which did not, as he con- 
ceived, concern the House. Now, whether the sus- 
pension of the rules, to allow the gentleman to make 
a personal explanation, authorized him to go into 
private conversations with the members, and into 
the political course of Mr. Clay, he left it to the 
Chair to decide. 

Mr. WHITE said that he had pronounced, the 
paper to be a forgery, and pledged himself to prove 
it was so; and he should'stand condemned before 
the House and the country if he did not, to the sat- 
isfaction of every honorable mind 

Mr. PRESTON KING desired to - understand 
from the gentleman from Kentucky whether Mr. 
Clay was opposed to the principles of the compro- 
mise act. 

Mr. WHITE said not at all; he would explain 
to the gentleman Mr. Clay’s sentiments on that sub- 

ect. 
The SPEAKER gave his decision on the question 
of order raised by Mr. Porter. The gentleman 
from Kentucky was allowed to make an explana- 
tion personal to himself} but he could not think it 
was proper for him to go into Mr, Clay’s speeches. 

Mr. STEENROD hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky: would allow him to ask him a question. 
When he stated that he had examined Mr. Clay’s 
speeches, and found nothing in them like the language 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana, did 
he mean’to say that Mr. Clay had never expressed 
himself in favor of maintaining the principles of the 
compromise act. : 

Mr. WHITE said that he did not. The gentle- 
man would see the dilemma he wasin. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, notwithstanding his averment, 
had repeated that he still believed that Mr. Clay 
used the language imputed to him; and his object was 
to show, from Mr. Clay’s speeches about that time, 
that his language was of a different character, ‘This 
he was proceeding to do, when he was interrupted. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN hoped the gentleman 
would allow him to make one suggestion. The 
gentleman did come to him yesterday, and did tell 
him that the language of his resolution was not used 
by Mr. Clay; but he had the authority of a paper of 
high standing, and it was not to be presumed that 
the gentleman from Kentucky could know all that 
Mr. Clay.had said, and all that he had not said. 
In his explanation, therefore, he could not have in- 
tended to impute anything dishonorable to the gen- 


After some conversation, the: question was taken. 


-tleman from ‘Kentucky, or to convey. the idea.that 

he had said anything that he, did- not,-honestly. bes 
ieve. i f Ey 

Mr. WHITE replied that he so understood the 
gentleman from Indiana; 'but though he made’ the 
averment that Mr. Clay had never used. any such 
language, yet it was not satisfactory to the gèntle- 
man who contends that Mr. Clay has used language 
similar to it. So it was with the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Srsenrop,]and other gentlemen round 
him; and he therefore hoped the House would in- 
dulge him in making a full explanation. He was 
not for. going into all Mr. Clay’s speeches. He 
would confine himself to the naked issue before the 
House, and would call their attention only. to what 
Mr. Clay said in 1841. . Here Mr. W. read an ex- 
tract from one of Mr. Clay’s speeches in 1841, in 
which he said “it was the duty of all nations to pro- 
tect their manufactures to such an extent as was ne- 
cessary to keep them.in a. flourishing condition.” 
This remark (Mr. W. said) was made on the very 
day that this forged extract purports to have been 
delivered. Mr. W. made some further extracts 
from Mr. Clay’s speeches, when 

Mr. HENLEY rose to a point of order. 

Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman from Indiana, 
after doubting the averment he made yesterday, 
would allow him to go on and show the truth of it. 


Mr. HENLEY said that-the gentleman from 
Kentucky had now read three or four extracts from 
Mr. Clay’s speeches, when he obtained the floor by 
the courtesy of the House, for the purpose of ma- 
king a personal explanation. His colleague had 
read but a single extract from the speech. of Mr. 
Clay; and, in order to avoid abusing the courtesy of 
the House, had closed his remarks, proposing, at 
another time, to establish the correctness of his po- 
sition. The gentleman from Kentucky had had a 
similar favor extended to him, and was now pro- 
ceeding to make a speech in defence of Mr. Clay’s 
character and honor, in violation of the courtesy ex- 
tended to him by the House; under the pretence that 
he was defending his own honor. Ifthe gentleman 
was allowed to read extracts as a personal matter, 
he hoped the same indulgence would be extended to 
him; for he it was who had expressed doubts of the 
correctness of the gentleman’s. information, and the 
matter was equally personal. to him. 


The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had_ stated that his veracity was called in 
question, and desired leave to make an explanation, 
which had been granted him by the House. It waa 
to be presumed, therefore, that he ought to be al- 
lowed to bring forward such circumstances as would 
go to show the correctness of his statement, 


Mr. HENLEY said, very well. He should ex- 
pect the same indulgence from the House. 

Mr. WHITE said he would ‘be the last man to 
attempt to close this debate. When the truth was 
at issue, he hoped there was not a member on that 
floor so destitute of courtesy as to refuse the privi- 
lege of an explanation. 

When he said to the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Henury,}] yesterday, that the language im- 
puted to Mr. Clay was a forgery, and that he could 
not establish its truth, the gentleman said that he 
could; and they were, therefore, at issue. The gen- 
tleman had been, no doubt, since then, searching, 
with a keen eye, for proof, but had found nothing 
to bear him out. 

Mr. HENLEY said that he had; and that he 
could show that. the amendment. offered by his col- 
league contained the sentiments of Mr. Clay as ex- 

ressed by him, though not, perhaps, in the exact 
angnage he used. ; 

Mr. WHITE said that the gentleman might have 
found something like it in different sentences, 
but he could never get it in a single paragraph. 

Mr. HENLY said that he had.no doubt that Mr. 
Clay had expressed the sentiment contained in the 
resolution of his colleague, and at a proper time he 
would show that he did say the same thing in sub- 
stance, though he might not have used the precise 
words that were givenin the resolution. Mr. Clay 
had expressed similar sentiments in his speech on 
the compromise act; and, from that time to this, on 
various occasions. 

Mr. CALDWELL hoped his colleague would 
allow him toask him a question. He wished to 
inquire of him, whether Mr. Clay did not, in a letter 
toa gentleman in the South, use the language con- 
tained in the paper which he held in his hand. Mr. 
C. handed up the paper to be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WHITE said that he could not answer the 


gentleman’s question: his explanation was not al- 
lowed him for any such purpose. . 
Several gentlemen called for the reading of the 


paper. : : an . 
he Clerk commenced reading, when he was in- 
terrupted by Mr. W., who said he could not give 
way to the gentleman. . 

Several gentlemen called for the reading of the 
paper. ~ i : 
“The SPEAKER said-that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had yielded the floor to allow his col- 
league, [Mr. Carpwert,] to put a question to him, 
and the House therefore had a right to know what 
that question was. i f 

The Clerk then read the extract as follows: 
“There is nò necessity of protection for protection’s 
sake. The compromise must be ‘adhered to.” 

Mr. WHITE said he was thankful to his col- 
league [Mr. Catpwe 1] for calling his attention to 
that matter; but if the gentleman had waited until 
he had read the next quotation, to- which he was 
about to call the attention of the House, that gentle- 
man would have seen an answer to his question 
anticipated. ` He then continued his quotations from 
Mr. Clay’s speeches, delivered in the. Senate of the 
United States at the extra session of 1841, that Mr. 
Clay’s views and opinions might be distinctly under- 
stood. He solemnly averred that Mr. Clay’s lan- 
guage on all occasions had repudiated the doctrines 
and sentiments which the pretended extract set 
forth—an extract which he declared to be a forgery. 

He then quoted Mr. Clay’s Hanover speech, 
which, he said, corroborated the assertion that the 
extract brought before the House was a forgery. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked a question which was not 
distinctly heard. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky wouid be allowed to go on. 

Mr. WELLER said he was compelled to call the 

gentleman from Kentucky to order. He had given 
his assent to the motion permitting the gentleman 
from Kentucky to make an explanation on the un- 
derstanding that the explanation was personal, and 
on a subject affecting that gentleman’s honor, which 
he was desirous to vindicate; but he would now ap- 
peal to the gentleman from Kentucky whether he 
did not himself think he was going beyond the 
bounds of order. 
Mr. WHITE explained, and was understood to 
say he was proceeding to purge himself of an accu- 
sation of falsehood, and that his honor was involved 
in this matter, 

Mr. WELLER. said if he understood the averment, 
the gentleman from Kentucky was alluding to pri- 
vate conversations which were not before either the 
House or the country. 

Mr. WITITE hoped he should be indulged fora 
few minutes. He then went on and read an extract 
from a speech made by Mr. Clay, as was understood, 
in 1842, on the subject of protection and the com- 
promise act, and was proceeding to comment there- 
on, when i 

‘Mr, HALE called him to order. He said the 
gentleman from Kentucky, instead of giving them a 
personal explanation, was going into a dissertation 
on Mr. Clay’s speeches; this was not in order, and 
he therefore called upon the Chair for a decision. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
gentleman from Kentucky was not in order. 

Mr. HALE then called for an enforcement of the 
rule which required the gentleman from Kentucky 
to take his seat unless permitted to proceed in order 
by the decision of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said the rules were suspended 
to allow the gentleman from Kentucky to make an 
explanation to relieve his character; and in doing so, 
it seemed to him that the House left it to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to decide upon the course he 
should pursue, for he was the proper judge of what 
was necessary to the vindication of his character; 
and for the House to decide otherwise was to throw 
an imputation on the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He, however, would now move that the gentleman 
from Kentucky be permitted to proceed in order. 

Mr. HUNT called for the yeas and nays, and be- 
ing ordered, they resulted thus—yeas 91, nays 58. 

So the gentleman from Kentucky was allowed to 
proceed in order. 

Mr. WHITE observed that if he had been al- 
lowed to proceed without interruption, he would 
have finished by this time; and he now signified his 
intention to close with very few additional remarks 
in his own vindication, Without trespassing on 
the patience of the House, he would merely call 
their attention toa very short extract from a speech 
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of Mr. Clay, applicable to this very subject. [Mr. 
W. read an extract from Mr. Clay’s farewell speech 


‘in the Senate, where he declared himself favorable 


to incidental protection arising from a tariff for 
revenue.} Mr. W. declared his belief, that the 
language attributed to Mr. Clay. in the amendment 
moved by. the gentleman from Indiana was never 
used by him, but had been. falsely imputed to him 
by some letter-writer in the newspaper from which 
the gentleman had extracted it. 

Mr.. W. was proceeding to comment upon the 
opinions of Mr. Clay, when 

Mr. RATHBUN rose, and inquired of the Chair 


“whether the gentleman was in order. . 


The SPEAKER observed that the course of. re- 
mark pursued by the gentleman was very far be- 
yond what, in the opinion. of the Chair, the gentle- 
man was authorized to indulge in. 


Mr. WHITE said he did not propose to go.any - 


further; and, but for the interruption of the gentle- 
man from New York, he would, by this time, have 
concluded. ; 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported the following; which were 
signed by the Speaker: 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport. 

An act to amend an act entitled an act to establish 
branch mints of the United States. 

On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

But the House resumed, for a moment, to allow 
Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, to announce the 
presence of his colleague, the Hon. 
RAGH, (member elect in the place of the Hon. Wm. 
Wilkins,) who, after having taken the usual oath to 
support the constitution, took his seat. . 

The committee then (Mr. Cave Jonnsow in the 
chair) took up for consideration bill No. 59, which 
repeals so much of the act approved August, 1842, 
as required the second regiment of dragoons to be 
converted into a rifle regiment. 

Mr. MeKAY moved to postpone the considera- 
tion of this bill, and to take up the army appropria- 
tion bill. 

Upon this motion, the votes were taken by tellers, 
and stood thus—29 in the affirmative, and 53 in the 
negative. 

No guorum voting, - 

Mr. ADAMS suggested that the committee rise 
and report this fact, with a view to having a call of 
the House. i 

Mr. McKAY, however, withdrew his. motion; 
and the consideration of the bill was proceeded with; 
the pending question being the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. An- 
AMs,] to strike out the whole bill, and insert the fol- 
lowing, viz: “from and after the first day of July 
next, the second regiment of dragoons shall be dis- 
banded.” 

Mr. ADAMS remarked that his object was merely 
to test the principle—to ascertain whether the 
House were disposed to remount or to disband this 
regiment. 

Mr. CROSS said he could not-excuse himself to 
his constituents, if he were not to trespass for a, few 
moments on the attention of the committee upon so 
important a question to them as that of keeping up a 
force in their neighborhood to protect them against 
the incursions of the Indians. He contended that a 
force was absolutely necessary to be kept up upon 
the western frontiers; and as a mounted force was 
much more efficient than infantry, and could be 
more expeditiously transferred from one post to 
another, such force was to be preferred. There 
were upwards of 60,000 Indians along that frontier, 
and a military force of only 500 men. This govern- 
ment. was not only under an obligation to protect 
our citizens, but they were under treaty stipulations 
to preserve peace among the various Indian tribes. 
The trade of that quarter was rapidly increasing; 
and it was necessary that protection should be af- 
forded to it. 

Mr. JAMESON said he would state, for the in- 
formation of the House, that there were 2,200 miles 
of frontier where there was no natural barrier be- 
tween the whites and the Indians, and that to guard 
this frontier there were but 2,247 officers and soldiers 
of the United States army. It would ke recollected 
that it had been the policy of this government, for 
many years back, to remove the Indians from the 
several States west of the Mississippi on this fron- 
tier, and there were at this time, as estimated by 
General Scott, nat less than 50,000 warriors within 
striking distance of the settlements. This fact, the 
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seem to him that the House would see the necessity 
of making the change contemplated by the bill before 


them. It was not pretended that two regiments 
would be sufficient to keep this number of warlike In- 
dians in check, but they would be useful in restrain- 
ing any sudden movements, and: by watching their 
movements, afford time to collect a sufficient force 
to repel them when necessary. Here Mr. J. gave 
a description of the line of frontier, and its defence- 
less position. He then went on to say, that instead 
of these Indians being civilized, as some gentlemen 
stated, on probably two hundred miles of this 
frontier the fainne were as wild and as uncivilized 
as those beyond the Rocky mountains. He then 
spoke of the Indian mode of warfare; their sud- 
den attacks and predatory inroads, and the impos- 
sibility of overtaking and chastising them, with in- 
fantry only. In one instance that he knew of, a 


| predatory band crossed the frontier, and committed 


several murders, and being well mounted, escaped, 
without its ever being known what tribe it was. 

Mr. J., in conclusion, referred to the pledges 
made by the government when these Indians were 
located on the frontiers, that the States endangered 
by their location should be protected from their ag- 
gressions, and called on the House to redeem that 
pledge. 

Mr. HALE made some observations in opposi- 
tion to the bill, and took occasion to speak of the 
expenditures of the ‘military establishment, which 
he thought ought to be reduced. 

After a few words of explanation from Mr. 
HARALSON, 

Mr. HALE continued his remarks on the total 
inutility of-many of our troops, and declared his un- 
willingness to pay a major general and other officers 
such large sums, merely for sitting at ease in their 
parlors to superintend men to guard our forts, 
and save from plunder our cannon and other imple- 
ments of war. He concluded by moving that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed. 

Mr. THOMASSON defended the bill; and con- 
tended that the remounting of this regiment was ne- 
cessary to the protection of the western frontier. 

Mr. H. DODGE warmly contended for the pro- 
tection of the frontier, and caused several letters to 
be read by the Clerk, in which the dangers to which 
the residents on the frontier were exposed were set 
forth. ‘The remounting of this regiment he deemed 
but justice to the western people, on whose borders 
the government had placed so many warlike Indian 
tribes. He enumerated the western forts and the 
amount of troops employed in their defence, and 
showed the inefficiency of the force there employed. 

Mr. ADAMS said when he made this proposi- 
tion, it was with no disposition to aim a blow at 
this particular regiment. He wanted to test the 
question of reduction or increase. He thought their 
was at all events a necessity for reducing the infantry; 
for, from all the arguments which he had heard 
advanced, it appeared that they were almost utterly 
useless. Fle would therefore be perfectly satisfied 
that the further consideration of this subject should 
be postponed until the army appropriation bill had 
been acted upon, until the House comes to a deci- 
sion as to what shall be the amount of army appro- 
priation. 

Mr. ADAMS then withdrew the amendment; 
and on motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the committee 
rose and reported the bill. 

Upon ordering the bill to a third reading, 

_ Mr. A. V. BROWN moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be now put, viz: “Shall the bill pass?” 
Upon this motion, the yeas and nays were demanded, 
and ordered; and being taken, resulted as follows: 
yeas 94, nays 56. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engraving, 
made the following report: 

The Committee on Engraving, to whom was re- 
ferred the diagrams to accompany document No. 
94 on weights, measures, and balances, report— 
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‘That in their -opinion, the diagrams should ac- 
company the document; and they therefore recom- 
mend their publication. 

Resolved, That the diagrams accompanying No. 
94 on. weights, measures, and balances, be furnished 
to accompany the printed document. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: ` 

. By Mr. MeCLERNAND.: Petition of numerous 
citizens of Williamson county, Ilinois, praying Con- 
gress to take measures for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi river: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of A. A. Pickard 
and ‘50 others, praying the grant ofa certain town- 
ship therein named: referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: Petition of A. H. Donaldson 
and 120 citizens of New Orleans, praying for the 
establishment of light-houses on Dauphin and Hom 
islands: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Archibald D. 
Palmer forconfirmation of land titles, &c. ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND: Memorial and proceed- 
ings of a public meeting in Equality, Gallatin coun- 
ty, Ilinois, praying the establishment of armory at 
Massac, in the State of Illinois, pursuant to the 
recommendation of the commissioners appointed by 


the President to that effect: referred to the Commit-, 


teeon Miltary Affairs. : 

By Mr. BOWLIN: Petition of William G. Pet 
tus ‘and 172 other citizens, of the county of St. 
Charles, Missouri, praying that appropriations be 
made by Congress for the improvement of the west- 
ern waters: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: Memorial of N. Ellington 
and 126 other citizens of Coles county, Ilinois, 
asking appropriations for the improvement of the 
Mississippi and its tributaries. Also, the memori- 
al of Abner Johnson and 82 other citizens of Shel- 
by, Fayette, and Clinton counties, asking a grant of 
land to improve the Kaskaskia river. 

By Mr. BENTON of New York: The petition of 
Addison Manley and 164 others, inhabitants of Nor- 
way and vicinity, in the county of Herkimer, and 
State of New York, askinga reduction of postage 
and a modification of the franking privilege. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of 136 
citizens of Tennessee, for the establishment of a 
post-route from Cleveland to Pikeville, Tennessee, 
to intersect the route from Pikeville to McMinnville, 
Tennessee. ‘The petition of 26 citizens of Tennes- 
see, praying the establishment of'a post-route from 
Charleston to Chattanooga, Tennessee, via George- 
town, Vanville, &c.. The petition of 34 citizens of 
Tennessee, praying the establishment of.a mail- 
route from Cleveland, Tennessee, to Roane, Georgia, 
via Red Clay, Dogwood, and Medicinal Springs. 

By Mr. TILDEN; The petition of William Cool- 
man, jr.,and sundry other citizens of, Ravenna, 
Portage county, Ohio, praying for appropriations for 
the improvement of the harbor of Cleveland; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Samuel Ba- 
toleh and 90-others, citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to maintain the tar- 
iff of 1842, until experience shall have demonstrated, 
by ascertained facts, that a change would be for the 
better. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The remonstrance of 
Zenas Crane and others, against the passage of an 
international copy-right law. 

By Mr. NES: The petition of John J. Cochran, 
William Ngenfritz, and 337 citizens of York. county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress not to disturb the 
present tarif law, passed in 1842. . i 

2y Mr. DOUGLASS: The petition of Daniel B. 
Bush and sundry other citizens of Pike county, Ili- 
nois, praying for liberal appropriations for the im- 
provement of the western rivers: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, The petition of Benja- 
min R. Burr and a large number of others, citizens 
of the counties of Green, Macoupin, Morgan, and 
Sangamon, praying for a mail-route from Fayette 
to Springfield: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition.of Dan- 
jel Waldo and divers other citizens of Meredosia, 
Morgan county, Minois, praying for appropriations 
for the improvement of the western rivers: referred 
tothe Committee on Commerce. The petition of 
sundry citizens of = county, praying fora 


grant of school lands to the Rome township in that 
county, so as to place it on an equality with other 
townships in that respect: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. The petition of sundry citizens 
of Galena and its vicinity, in Illinois, praying for 
appropriations for the improvement of the western 
rivers: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of nu- 
merous citizens of La Salle county, Illinois, for the 
improvement of the western waters: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. A petition for a_mail- 
route from Belvidere, via Hartland and McHenry, 
to Little Fort, Lake county, Illinois: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FISH: The memorial of the heirs of Ja- 
cob Vandervoort for a pension. J 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of L. W. Guiteau 
and 56 others, citizens of the county of Stephenson, 
in the State of Ilnois, praying Congress to make 
appropriations for_the immediate improvement of 
the Missouri and Upper Mississippi rivers: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the, Union. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Rufus 
Kibbie and others, citizens of Michigan, for a new 
mail-route. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: Remonstrance of Jere- 
miah O’Brien, and 21 others, of Machias,.in Maine, 
against the passage of a law to admit into ports 
of the United States, free of duty, lumber sawed 
in the province of New Brunswick, from timber 
grown in Maine, upon the waters of the river St. 
John. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Charles D. 
Purcell, and 63 others, citizens òf Gibson county, 
Indiana, asking a grant of land to complete the na- 
tional thoroughfare, between the lakes and the Ohio, 
by the improvement of the Wabash. 

By Mr. BOYD: The memorial and papers of 
James Bowlin, praying a pension on account of in- 
juries received in the army during the late war. 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition from David Hunter 
and 59 others, citizens of Fredericksburg, Wayne 
county, Ohio, urging Congress to, extend the pro- 
visions of the ordinance of 1787, regulating the north- 
west territory, over the Territory of Oregan: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of J. C. Marll, 
and one hundred others, citizens of Schuylkill coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference 
with the tariff of 1842. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Chica- 
go, of the ship-masters and sailors upon Lake Mich- 
igan; and of several hundred citizens of Chicago, 
for the construction of a light-house at that place. 
Also, sundry letters, maps, and statistics, with refer- 
ence to the some subject: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Iroquois 
county, fora mail route from Chicago, via Blue Island, 
Thornton, Crete, Robert Hill’s Bridge, Concord, 
Parish’s Grove and Anechicer Bridge, to Lafayette, 


Indiana: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The memorial of 
Francis Johnson, asking pay for horses lost during 
the war with Great Britain, in 1814: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. - 

By Mr. DOUGLASS: The petition of Thomas 
Carlin and Hiram Rogers, praying that ferry boats 
may be exempt from the operation of the law re- 
quiring engines and boilers to be inspected. 


The following resolution offered by Mr. STEEN- 
RoD, was omitted in yesterday’s proceedings: 

Resolved, That the Commitiee onthe Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of increasing the grade of 
service from horse mail to two-horse post coaches from the 
Cumberland road to Morgantown, Waynesbury, Pennsy!- 
vania, to the city of Wheeling. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenowespay, March 27, 1844. 


On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the adverse reports 
made from the Committee on Claims, by Mr. W oop- 
Bury, on the bills for the relief of S. B. Tuck and 
William Jones, were recommitted, with the bills, to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial, signed by 
citizens of Elkton, Maryland, and its vicinity, pray- 
ing Congress to make no change in the rate of du- 
ties under the present tariff until experience had de- 
monstrated that a change would be better for the in- 
terests of the country; and 


Mr. FRANCIS presented a \ similar memorial 
from Providence, Rhode Island; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 5 , 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial fröm 
the legal representatives of Thomas Eames, deceas- 
ed, praying indemnity for the illegal confiscation of 
property belonging tothe said Eames for an alleged 
violation of law, and a reimbursement of the goods 
and expenses incurred thereby: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ` ar 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from Joel. A, 
Mattison and Hardin Bigelow, of Illinọis, praying 
the payment of damages for the illegal seizure and 
detention of certail railroad iron by the collector at 
Cincinnati: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made adverse reports on the memorial of 
Lieut. George T. Sinclair, praying pay for the per- 
formance of duties of a higher grade; the petition of 
Amos Cheek and others, warrant officers in the ex- 
ploring expedition, for extra pay; and the memorial 
of James R. Howison, praying compensation for 
the performance of scientific duties on the exploring 
expedition; which reports were ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. EVAYVS, from the. Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, House bills ma- 
king appropriation for certain fortifications of the 
United States for the year beginning on the first day 
of July, 1844, and ending thirtieth June, 1845, and 
for the support of the military academy at West 
Point for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth June, 
1845. > 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- , 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin B. 
Ferguson; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. ; à 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had: been referred the memorial of 
Peter Von Schmidt, asking compensation for trans- 
lating from the Russian language a document on 
the culture of hemp, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. - 

The bill for the settlement of claims for the loss of 

roperty by reason of its military occupation in the 

erritory of Florida, was takén up as in committee 
of the wholes but, on motion of Mr. WRIGHT, its 
consideration was postponed .to enable him to ex- 
amine the bill to see how far its provisions’ were in- 
consistent. with the bills which had passed the other 
House this session for the settlement of those claims 
in individual cases. ? 

The following bills were taken up and considered 
as in committee of the whole, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, viz: 

The bill for the relief of John Atchison; 

The bill for the relief of William Henson; and 

The bill to amend the judiciary act passed the 
24th September, 1789. [This bill was framed to 
suit the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his annual report, by removing certain 
restrictions to the trial of revenue cases in inferior 
courts of the United States.] 


SALARY OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


The bill to increase the salary of the district 
judge of the United States for the district of East 
‘Tennessee, Middle Tennessee, and the western dis- 
trict of Tennessee, in the 8th judicial district, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. JARNAGIN explained that this bill pro- 
posed to raise the salary of the judge from $1,500 
per annum to $2,000. He remarked that the amount 
of labor now required of that officer was double 
what it was when he was appointed; and that the 


“increase of salary proprosed would not be more than 


a fair compensation for the services rendered. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired whether there were three 
district judges in ‘Tennessee. 

Mr ‘JARNAGIN replied that there was but 
one, and he received $1,500 per annum, 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that the salary of this 
judge was as high as it ought to be; and that it was 
much more than was paid to the district judge in 
Ohio, who received only $1,000 per annum. The 
judge should not complain of his pay, for when he 
accepted the office, he knew precisely what salary 
he was to receive. A practice had obtained of late 
years, and was very common, for judges to get new 
and more places established for the meetings of the 
court, and then to apply to Congress for compensa- 
tion for additional labor. This should be arrested. 
When the judges are appointed under the govern- 
ment of the United States, they are appointed to of- 
fice for life, and are hound to devote the whole of 


their tite to the discharge’ of the duties of their - 


o: ‘It could not then be a question whether the 
salary should’ be more or less for an increase or di- 
minution of duties. They take the office under an 
obligation to devote their whole service to the govern- 
mient; therefore, no such change of business—that 
is, of establishing new places for holding courts— 
should be held as a justification for an increase of 
compensation. If the judge was satisfied that he 
did not receive sufficient pay for his services, he 
could resign, and there would be no difficulty in fill- 
ing his place at the same salary. os 

Mr. FOSTER said he would yield cheerfully to a 
portion of the remarks of the senator from Ohio, 
{Mr. Tappan,] but he could not acquiesce in the 
suggestion, that.if the judge resigned, there would 
be no difficulty in getting a successor. He (Mr. F.) 
had no doubt, if the salary of the district judge in 
“Tennessee was reduced to $1,000, or even $500, that 
some person could be procured to take the vacant 
place.. The question involved was not whether 
they could, -for a certain sum, get a man, but 
whether for such sum they could get a judge. He 
had had experience enough to know that the low- 
est pricéd labor was not always the cheapest. It 
was not a fair argument, and one which ought 
to prevail, that the office could be filled fora less 
sum. The tendency of such a rule would be to 
degrade the office of judge; and would bring it into 
disrepute. He had always been, as he now was, in 
favor of giving such a salary as would engage the 
services of honorable, intelligent, wise, and compe- 
tent men. : 

Mr. F. spoke at some length, showing the great 
increase of duties in that judicial district. He said 
that it was forty years ago when Congress passed 
the law allowing only one district in the whole of 
Tennessee. The salary was fixed at $1,500. At 
that time a good house could be rented in Nashville, 
(the place fixed for the meeting of the court) for 
#150 per annum. Every thing was cheap in pro- 
portion. The price of butter, and beef, and eggs, 
and everything else ordinarily exposed at market, 
was remarkably low, in comparison with present 

rices, At this time the judge could not geta 

ouse in Nashville, one of the places for the 
holding of the court, for less than from $350 
to $400 per annum. Servant’s hire had also 
increased from about $70 to $100 per annum. 
Thus was an increase shown in those two items 
about equal to the proposed increase of the salary. 
He had no doubt that a salary of $1,500 twenty 
ears was better pay to the judge than $3,000 would 
fe now. At that time there were but two courts 
held annually—the one at Nashville, and the other 
at Knoxville; but now there were two courts held 
in those places, and one at Jackson, which caused 
the judge to travel twice between the former two 
places instead of once, and also to Jackson. ‘Thus 
was the amount of labor trebled, and the cost for 
travel increased two fold. He knew very well, as 
remarked by the senator, that they could get the 
sorvices of other men for less money than was now 
puid the jndge. Plenty of men, could be had, he 
had no doubt, not only in Ohio, but in Tennessee, 
to take the office for less money. 4t was quite prob- 
able the services of a man might be secured for half, 
or less than half, the present salary; that in this, as 
in many other pursuits, aman might be procured 
for a very small sum of money, with the privilege 
of making good his wants and necessities by steal- 
ing; but the country requires the services of virtu- 
ous, able, and qualified judges, and these cannot be 
commanded without just and adequate compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to know from the senator 
what wag the duration of the terms of the courts at 
Nashville. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that he did not know. 
When he used to attend that court, he had known 
it to continue in session three months. He did not 
think that it was now more than two, in all the ses- 
sions there. 

Mr, ALLEN observed that there was a standing 
Committee upon Retrenchment. That committee 
commenced its operations at the opening of last 
Congyeas, he believed; and had been hard at work 
ever since; but that they had effected anything 
whatever, he had yet to learn. Instead of having 
that reduction in the public expenditure which the 
country had a right toexpect, and which was re- 
commended by this laborious Committee. on Re- 
trenchment, we were now asked, at a time when 
there was a great want of public money, to increase 
the salaries of judges some $500 a year over and 
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above what they ever had been. This we were 
asked to doat a time when most of the States, he 
believed, were seriously engaged in the work of re- 
trenchment. Most assuredly his’ honorable col- 
league and himself had some liberty to speak upon 
this subject, inasmuch as the legislature of their 
State had already retrenched, and that doubly, the 
salaries of the judges of that State. The State of 
Ohio, at this day embracing: a population of about 
1,800,000, had, by its judicial arrangements, what 
were called'a system of circuit courts of common 
pleas, and supreme courts. These judicial courts 
usually embraced from three. to seven or eight 
counties each, and the judge (who was required to 
be.a lawyer) was required to hold court three times 
a year in one of the counties of each circuit. 
He was required to devote his entire time to the 
business of these courts, or at least in most tases. 
There was not a lawyer of any ability in the State, 
who performed duties equally arduous, that did not 
make twice as much as these judges. These circuit 
judges were formerly had fora salary of $1,000 a 
‘year; but the legislature had, at its recent session, 
‘reduced their salary from $1,000 to $750 a year. 
They were required to hold court in every county 
in the State; but in consequence of the constitution 
of the State, limiting the number of judges to four, 
and finding it impossible to hold court in every 
county, they were compelled to wink at the consti- 
tution, and divide one court into two. For all their 


“constant and laborious duties, the judges of the 


State of Ohio received, under the present law, but 
$750.a year each, with an increase of business in 
every circuit. But how was it here? The honora- 
ble senator from Tennessce [Mr. Foster] told us 
that formerly, when he was at the bar, the term of 
the courts in that State were protracted three 
months; and then the judges got $1,500 a year. 
Now that the term of the courts was much shorter, 
it was proposed to add $500 to the salaries. 

{Mr. FOSTER here said that the gentleman mis- 
understood the purport of his remarks. He had 
stated that the terms were shorter, but they were 
multiplied] 

In regard to the kind of men that it was expected 
would be drawn into the public service by salaries, 
what did the honorable senator mean to say? From 
the judge of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to that of the courts of common pleas, there 
was not a single case, where the salary of the judge 
was equal to the income of an able lawyer prac- 
tising at the bar; nor could it be equal. The gen- 
tleman. who discharged the duties of counsel, 
in the Supreme Court of the United States, made 
double as much as the salary of the chief justice 
amounted to. ‘The ablest lawyer inthe State of 
Tennessee made four times as much as the circuit 
judges, or the supreme judges of the State; so that 
if the design was to tempt the ablest counsel in any 
State of the Union to quit their practice, and perform 
the duties of judges, there would not be one who would 
do it. There was something of honor in being con- 
nected with the administration of public justice; 
there was something of dignity in holding that ele- 
vated situation. ‘These were powerful motives with 
high-minded men, connected with the fact that an 
honorable subsistence could he derived in an hon- 
orable way, and the influence which theyhad in ben- 
efiting and elevating the families of those holding 
such offices. 

Jf, therefore, it was undertaken to measure the 
compensation of judges by the income of the ablest 
lawyers that practised, it was obvious that it would 
have to be quadrupled. In regard to the emolu- 
ments of office, men, by having their passion for 
money pandered to, became but more strongly de- 
voted to the object of that passion. But this gov- 
ernment ought not to encourage that feeling any 
farther than it could help. If it did, it would have 
men seeking public offices, or the emoluments of 
office, with the design of gratifying their passion 
for money, instead of seeking them with pure and 
high mouves of honor. 

Besides, the public treasury was not now ina 
condition to increase salaries. There was already 
laid upon the table of the Senate, or, rather, referred 
to that laborious Committee on Retrenchment, a 
series of bills to cut down the salaries of officers of 
this government, from the President of the United 
States to the officials of every department; and here 
was a proposition to retrograde and retrench back- 
wards, in regard to the salaries of the judicial offi- 
cers of the federal government. 

The judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States were included in the bills of the senator from 


North Carolina. It was proposed in them to cut 
down their salaries, in common with the salaries of 
all others. a 

But he (Mr. A:) understood that the district judge, 
for whose benefit the bill was reported, got $1,500 a 
year. That was just as much pay as members of 
Congress got. Taking the distance travelled by 
each member, the number of members, and adding 
to it the average mileage and per diem, it amounted 
to about $1,500 a year. Here were gentlemen from 
distant parts of the country, who lived, during the 
session of Congress, at great expense, at the capital, 
and supported their families, (either here or at 
home,) receiving the very same salary that this dis- 
trict judge got, in performing the functions of ‘his 
office, which did not require his absence from home 
one month throughout the whole year. He repeat- 
ed it, that the members of Congress had to support 
themselves in this expensive capital, three months 
in one year, and from five to eight months in the 
next; and, in some instances, support their families, 
(after having brought them here at a very great ex- 
pense,) all for $1,500 a year. Yet there was no dif- 
ficulty in finding the ablest and most talented men 
in the country who were willing to turn their backs 
upon a lucrative profession, and take a seat in the 
House of Representatives, or the Senate; no diffi- 
culty in obtaining the ablest lawyers in the United 
States to take a seat at the bench of the Supreme 
Court.. The great difficulty which always occurred, 
when a vacancy took place, was not whom you 
should prevail upon to take a seat, but what man of 
the crowd it should be given to. 

We were notin a situation now to add one-fourth 
to the Salaries of these district judges. A few years 
ago there was a hill before the Senate to increase the 
salaries of five or six of these same district judges; 
and his honorable colleague and himself opposed it. 
It was amended by a motion to include an increase 
of the salary of the district judge of the State of 
Ohio, and it was expected that the locality of that 
amendment would silence the opposition of his hon- 
orable colleague and himself, The expectation was 
disappointed; and always would be whilst his hon- 
orable colleague and himself continued to occupy 
their seats this floor. It was no locality that would 
ever induce either one of them to take part in so con- 
temptible an attack upon the public treasury, to 
gratify either local pride or individual ecupidity. 
They were opposed to it when the district judge of 
their own State was concerned; they were opposed 
to the proposition. now before the Senate, upon the 
same principle. They opposed this bill upon the 
same ground that they opposed the other: from no 
hostility to the individual who was the object of the 
bill, or to the interests of the State within which 
that individual had his jurisdiction; but upon the 
ground that the proposition was unsupported either 
by principle or the condition of the treasury—on the 
contrary, that principle and the exigency of the 
treasury required that they should oppose it. 

Mr. JARNAGIN felt himself called upon to dis- 
sent from the remarks of the senator from Ohio. 
He (Mr. J.) admitted that the judges were influ- 
enced by honor and patriotism in accepting such 
stations; but they should, nevertheless, be paid a 
fair compensation for the service rendered. All he 
had to say with reference to the lowness of the sal- 
ary of the judges in Ohio was, that, in Ohio, there 
must be a great deal of honor and dignity; for 
the judges there receive no salary, comparatively 
speaking. If the people in that State were willing 
to accept the office of judge, and be satisfied with 
the honor and dignity of the statian, he would not 
force the money upon them. But such was not the 
case in Tennessee. Those judges should, if they 
render the public a service, and devote their time to 
it, receive a fair compensation for such service. If 
all the judges in Ohio were bachelors, the salary 
they received might be enovgh; but if they should 
happen to be married men, it was not: but to give 
such salaries to married men with families in Ten- 
nessee, would be, in effect, to place them on the 
charity of the parish. Mr. J. then showed that the 
judges in several other of the States received much 
better pay than was proposed to be given to the 
judge in Tennessee. It was true that this judge 
went into office knowing that the salary attached te 
it was but $1,500; but Congress had, since that 
time, added much more to the duties of the office, 
and should pay for it. The judge had more duties 
to perform, by the increase of the terms of the 
court; more travelling expenses to defray, in the 
performance of those duties; and should receive a 
fair compensation therefor. 


. Mr. J. showed that the judges in the States of 
Georgia, Tennessee, New Yorks, and Pennsylvania, 
received higher salaries for the performance of much 
less labor than this judge. It was therefore not fair 
and just to refuse an Increase of his salary. He 
not only performed the duties of district judge, but 
also the duties of circuit judge in some cases. $1,000 
might be a fair salary for a judge in Ohio, but in the 
Southern and Middle States, where the expenses for 
the necessaries of life were much greater, the judges 
could not live on that salary. He (Mr. J.) asked 
nothing as bounty, gift, or charity, for Judge Brown, 
but reasonable and just pay for serving his country 
faithfully. : 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
question being, “Shall the bill be engrossed for'a 
third reading?” 


Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays, which > 


were ordered. i : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he was ùn- 
willing to interfere with the wishes of his friends in 
this case; but it seemed to him that it would be act- 
ing‘very unjustly to legislate this way on such sub- 
jects. His friends desired to increase the salary of 
the judge in Tennessee, whilst the judge in Ohio 
was serving for one-third less than that judge now 
received; and while the. district judge in Mindi was 
receiving but $1,000 per annum. i 
therefore, be right to act thus. The bill should be 
sent to the Judiciary Committee, with a view to re- 
‘port a general bill to comprehend all cases where 
the salaries might be considered inadequate. : While 

` it would be doing justice to one, the- passage of the 
bill would. be doing ‘injustice to another. To in- 
crease the salaries in individual cases would have 
the-effect to induce other judges to apply; thus 
would an evil grow up. The Committee on the 
Judiciary should examine the whole subject; 
and, after taking into consideration the condition 
of the markets ineach section of the country, re- 
port a general bill approaching something like an 
equalization of salaries.» He could not. consent to 
legislate for’ one case, and thereby to legislate par- 
tially. He then alluded to the great duties im- 


posed oni the district judge in Kentucky, who was ` 


engaged 300 out of the 365 days in the year on 
official duties. He could not vote for this bill, al- 
though he knew that Judge Brown was a learned 
and excellent man. 15 ae 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the objection of 
the senators from Ohio and Kentucky to the bill was, 
that it was partial legislation. Now, his (Mr. B's.) 
answer was that what was provided for in the bill 
was the sole subject committed to the Judiciary 
Committee. The committee was directed to inquire 
whether, under the circumstances of the case, the 
great and increased amount of duties and expones 
consequent, this judge was not entitled to a dition 

ay. Since the foundation of the government there 
had been no such thing as a classification of salaries. 
Congress had always legislated in individual cases, 
as was proposed by this bill—taking into consider- 
ation the change of the circumstances by the ad- 
vancement of the country, since the judges were ap- 
pointed—the increase of duties, and the increase of 
the expenses for the necessaries to support life. 
There might be other cases where the judges were 
not well paid. That was no reason why this judge 
should not be well paid. Uf, from an increase of 
duties, and a change of the circumstances of the 
country, the salary of $1,500, which the judge received 
when he was appointed to office, was found inad- 
equate for his support, it should be increased. 
‘Whenever other cases arose with as much merit as 
this, he would be prepared to vote for them. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that the senator from 
Kentucky did not tell them that the labor of the 
Kentucky judge had increased since he was appoint- 
ed to office, as had been the case of the judge in 
Tennessee, whose duties had been trebled. After 
all, he (Mr. F.) considered the matter of salary a 
question of expense. When the senator from Ken- 
tucky speaks of the salary of illinois and Ohio be- 
ing one-third less than the judge in Tennessee now 
received, it was no argument against the increase of 
the salary of the judge in Tennessee. The price of 
subsisting in Ohio, Hlinois, Maine, and even Massa- 
chusetts, was much lower than it was in Nashville; 
and when they go farther south, the ratio of ex- 
pense for living increases. In the case of Louisi- 
ana, the district judge received double the amount 
paid to the judge im Tennessee, yet he was not 
much better “paid. In fixing the salaries of the 
judges, it was always considered, as it al- 


ways will have to be considered, a question 


would move to recommit it, with instructions of 


It could not, ` 


‘meaning of the conipromise act. 
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of expense. The judges should receive a 
salary sufficient to support their _ families. 
In speaking of the dnedeaued duties of this judge, 
he had not taken into consideration those which de- 
volved upon him by the passage of the bankrupt 
law, as had been done by the senator of Kentucky 
in the case of the Kentucky judge. It was impos- 


sible to regulate those salaries in any other way” 


than was proposed by this bill. Ifthere were any 
other cases where the salary of the judge was in- 
adequate, he was willing to increase it. Ae 

„Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not like to vote 
against the bill. There was-was some justice in the 
„case. He would, therefore, be willing to send it 
to the Judiciary Committee, with the view of having 


all the cases taken into consideration, that there 


might be an equalization of the salaries of all. He 


that character. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he had prepared a reso- 
lution which would probably meet the views of the 
senator from Kentucky. It was read; and was, in 
substance, a resolution to recommit the bill to the 
Judiciary Committee, with instructions to inquire 
into the expediency of equalizing the salaries of all 
the district judges. 

Mr. H. remarked that, at present, the judges for 
the district courts of the district of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, received each $1,000 salary, whilst 
those for Iowa and Wisconsin Territory received 
$2,000 each. There was certainly great inequality in 
this—much more than in giving the district judge of 
South Carolina $2,500. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the morn- 
ing hour having expired, this subject was postponed 
till to-morrow. , 

Mr. MERRICK said it was the general under- 
standing that the Post Office bill would be taken up 
to-day; but, as the senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Simmons] wished to -reply to the speéch which the 
senator from Missouri had favored the Senate with, 
he (Mr. M.) had no objection to waive his right of 
calling up the Post Office bill, with the understand- 
ing that, if the tariff subject was to be further dis- 
cussed, it would, after to-day, be postponed till 
Monday, so as to offer no impediment to proceeding 
with the Post Office bill this week. 


THE TARIFF-—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
from the Finance Committee, for the indefinite posi- 
ponement of the bill introduced by Mr. McDerriz 
for the reduction of the rates of duties under the 
present tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. SIMMONS addressed the Senate for two 
hours anda half. He said, as he understood the 
question at issue, it was to postpone the subject in- 
definitely. - On this motion, by general assent, the 
whole question of the merits of the tariff policy 
was open to discussion. ‘The remarks of the sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had presented a 
new view of the subject, important not only to the 
Senate, but to the whole country. In, relation to the 
charge brought forward by the senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. MeDurri,] that the act of 1842 
was “afoul and faithless violation of the compro- 
mise,” he (Mr. S.) insisted that he and his friends 
were at all times ready and willing to carry out the 
principles of the compromise act. But for his 
fricnds, (the advocates of the protective policy,) the 
compromise act never could have become a law. It 
had been on their motion that the amendment was 
adopted which resulted in the passage of the act. 
He referred to Mr. Cahoun’s vote on that amend- 
ment, and now called upon the senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. McDurri] to retract the epithets of 
“foul and faithless,” which he had applied to their 
measure of 1842, which he (Mr. S.) and his friends 
elieved to be not imeonsistent with the spirit and 


(Mr. MecDeerse here signified that he never 
would retract those epithets—they were yusily mer- 
ited. | 

Me S. next adverted to the remarks of the sena- 
tor from Missouri, [Mr. Bewrey,] im relation 
to the contrast be had drawn between the 
two systems, which he designated the revenue sys- 
tem and the protective system; the former extending 
from the beginning of this government to the year 
1816, and the latter system extending from the year 
1816 to the present day. ‘The ee of that Sena- 
ator’s contrast seemed to be. to show the high state 
of prosperity, and a steady advance both in revenue 
and manufactures, under the low-duty system; and 


that under the high-duty‘system, both revenue and 
manufactures. were fluctuating, uncertain, and: in- 
stable. Mr. S.in refutation of this, proceeded to 
state tables which he had drawn up, with a view of 
showing that in the senator’s first period the greatest 
inequalities and fluctuations existed in revenue, im- 
poris; and exports, and that the. duties often av- 
eraged as high as 373 per cent: dye : 

Mr. BENTON interposed to state that he had 
expressly excluded the periods of the embargo, and 
of the war; as belonging to neither system. - . 

Mr. SIMMONS proceeded to read his. tables, 
which were of a statistical character, showing. an= 
nual exports and imports, and the average of rev- 
enue. i 

Mr, McDUFFIE inquired if the senator included 
specie in his tables. : 

Mr. SIMMONS replied that he included every- 
thing that entered into the commerce of the country. 
He then proceeded with-his argument, grounded on 
the tables he had read, with a view of showing that 
the tariff policy was not inconsistent with what the 
friends of manufactures understood to be the prin- 
ciples of the compromise act. 

As to the doctrines laid down by the senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,]. that discrimination ought 
to be made, so as to tax highest the luxuries of life, 
and put the lowest duties on the necessaries con- 
sumed by the mass of the people, he stated that this 
was inconsistent with the senator’s declaration, that 
he would also discriminate so as to protect the home 
industry of the country, by putting the highest du- 
ties on those articles which enter into competition 
with the home producer. This (Mr. S. insisted) 
was a contradiction; as it was impossible, in any 
system of putting the highest duties on luxuries 
and the lowest on necessaries, to give any protec- 
tion whatever to home industry. The effect would 
be to take away all protection—even the incidental 
protection which the senator avowed he was ready 
and willing to afford the manufacturers, 

He (Mr. S.) referred to the act of 1816, and said 
that the whole commercial community were opposed 
to it. The only protection that act gave was to the 
cotton manufacturers, the interests of which were 
then limited, being confined to Rhode Island, and 
partially to one or two other States. But every one 
engaged in commerce was opposed to the act of 


1816. 


Was it, he asked, consistent with that wisdom, 
which should guide statesmen, to apply to the pres- 
ent times a system which might have been proper 
seven and twenty years ago? What vas the condi- 
tion of the world then? Europe was either engaged 
in various wars, or struggling to return to a state of 
peace—everything connected with commerce being 
in an artificial condition. But, after a long peace, 
was it the policy of nations to render themselves 
more and more dependent upon each other? To 
follow out such a policy, was suicidal to any nation; 
for the very law of the being of nations was inde- 
pendence—independence of other nations, and self- 
reliance upon internal resources. 

In reference to Mr. French Coxe’s book, which 
he had obtained from the. senator from Missouri, 
he (Mr. S.) had examined into its statements as to 
exports of one hundred and eight millions in 1808; 
sixty millions were re-exports, of imports, and the 
other forty-eight millions were the real exports of 
the United States. And es to the note which the 
senator had read from Mr. Coxe’s work, he (Mr. 
S.) drew from it a very different inference from that 
drawn by the senator—it was that Mr. Coxe was in 
favor of bounties being given by the government to 
manufacturers. He (Mr. S.) admitted that he had 
no recollection of ever having heard of the word 
tariff about the time of 1808 to 1816. But from this 
work, he had ascertained that the actual exports of 
1808 were only forty-cight millions; and he (Mr. 
S.) bad computed ‘the exports of 1840, which, cor- 
trasted with the former, population for population, 
he was surprised to find preserved the same ratio, 
nearly, varying only one per cent. and a fraction. 

In answer to the arguments of the senators from 
Missouri and New Hampshire, Mr. S. read various 
statistical tables which he had constructed with a 
view of showing that agriculture had been pros- 
perous in proportion to the advancement of manu- 
factures. He adverted to Professor Tucker’s book 
to show that, whatever might have been the condi- 
tion of manufactures and agriculture prior to the 
year 1816, or during the war, after the war there 
was a universal prostration of all interests in conse- 
quence of excessive importations, till in 1820, in- 
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stead of the value of domestic manufactures being 
$200,000,000 it had sunk down to $36,000,000. 
Mr. 8. adverted to the charge’ that the protective 
system had introducéd an uncertainty and insta- 
` bility of legistation which necessarily involved 
ruinous fluctuations. But who, he asked, was it 
that had gòt up agitation against the existing law; 


and who wanted to render it unstable, even in the 


face of the fact that never kad a law in so shorl a 
time doneso much for the good of the country as 
this very act of 1842.had done? f 

On. the subject of profits on the investments of 
manufactures, Mr. S. said there was a diversity in 

the nature of the different kinds of business requir- 

ing investments of capital—some, kinds of business 
. requiring very large capital to be invested, and some 
yery small; for instance, cotton factories contrasted 
with shoemaking. Twenty per cent. of product 
on the capital invested in one kind of business might 
be a dead loss, while ten times the amount of cap- 
ital invested by the shoemaker in his lasts, awls, 
wax, and lapstones, might be a very moderate re- 
turn. 

With reference to the table set forth in the speech 
of the senator from New Hampshire, stating that, 
on eighteen articles, the duties of the act of 1849 
Were more excessive than the duties of the act of 
1828, he (Mr. S.) denied that ten of these articles 
were contained in the act of 1828 at all. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked, would the senator 
maintain that these ten articles were not subject to 
duty under the act of 1828? 

Mr. SIMMONS replied that he did maintain they 


never were either mentioned in the act of 1828, or” 


subject to duty of any kind under that act. He en- 
tered into specifications of those ten articles. What 
he understood the senator from New Hampshire to 
maintain was, that the act of 1898 had imposed du- 
ties so high as to justify the epithet given to it of “a 
bill of abominations,” and that his object was to 
show that the act of 1842 was even more richly de- 
Serving of the epithet. Now, in answer to all this, 
he (Mr. 8.) maintnined that the duties on the arti. 
cles contained in the table of specifications adduced 
by the senator from New Hampshire, had 
been imposed by the tariff laws prior to the 
act of 1828, some of them twenty years before 
that period. These duties were’ onl y suffered 
by the act of 1828 to remain, and the articles theni- 
selves were not onee mentioned in that act. He 
then came to the eight articles of the senator's spe- 
cification, mentioned in the act of 1828, some of 
which he (Mr. S.) said were therein. made subject 
to duties which were really revenue duties; one of 
these was silk, which, neither at that period nor the 
present, was subjected to a duty beyond the revenue 
point. Another article was steel, the duty of which 
was $1 50 per 1121b. by the act of 1828; and he 
(Mr. S.) insisted, that from the manner of averaging 
the duties on steel under the act of 1842, there could 
not bea difference of 20 per ceat. Next, with re- 
gard to glass, &e. Mr. S. entered into various spo- 
cifications, witha view of showing that the duties of 
the act of 1842 were calculated, with regard to such ar- 
ticles, as nearly as possible in conformity with the 
act of J828. With regard to cottons, he insisted 
that the duties being diflerently calculated by the 


value of the square yard, in the act of 1842, and 
the act of 1828, it was only on a quantity of the 


respective kinds, taken in’ the aggregate, that a 
parallel could be drawn; but by taking 100 yards of 
each of the various kinds, and ascertaining the ag- 
gregate value, and by applying the duties of the two 
acts, it would be found that the same kind of 
cottons yielded 75 cents less under the act of 
1842 than under the act of 1898; and so with 
woollens. Upon the same principle he argued 
that the duty ou cotton bagging was less under the 
act of 1842, than under the act of 1828. So he also 
argued that the duty on molasses, under the act of 
1842, was less than under the act of 1828. He pro- 
posed to give way to the senator from New Hamp- 
shire for either explaining or retracting his state- 
ments as to theaect of 1842 having imposed higher 
duties on those articles than the act of 1898, 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired if the senator wished 
for his explanation now, or after he had concluded 
his remarks. 

Mr. SIMMONS said now. He would yield the 
floor tor the senator’s explanation. 

Mr. BENTON observed that ifthe senator from 
Rhode Island yielded the floor, he (Mr. B.) would 
feel himself entitled to take it. He objected to this 
mode of interrogation. 


Mr, CRITTENDEN appealed to the Chair if it 


was not in order to yield'the floor for explanation 
to the senator from New Hampshire? . os 

Mr. BENTON observed that the senator from 
Rhode Island had first impugned his (Mr. B.’s) ta- 
bles; in explanation of which, should the senator 
yield the floor, he was entitled to priority. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thought that, In. this in- 
stance, it was according’ to thé usage of the Senate 
to let the senatorfrom New. Hampshire explain. 

The CHAIR observed: that there ‘could be no 
doubt of the uniform practice of the Senate. _If the 
senator from New Hampshire preferred making his 
explanation, it was perfectly in order for him. to 
proceed. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, as the gentleman 
gave way for explanations, he was happy to say 
that the expression. used in the table—by the act of 
1828—was not so technical and proper, perhaps, as 
to have said under, or after that act. But the re- 
vision of the tariff by that act was so extensive, it 
had beer customary to speak of the duties left in 
force after its passage as the tariff of 1828, when, in 
fact, some of them, specified in former laws, -had 
not been altered, but left by its scopeand policy at the 
same amount. With this explanation, he hoped no 
one could. be misled—if any had been already—as 
to the duties intended. 

Mr. W. said he would advert'to the other partic- 
ular objections to the table under consideration, 
without going into the argument or general reason- 
ing of the gentleman. As to the statement about 
silk boots, here was the act of 1842, making them, 
in some cases, even higher than the rate given in 
the table; but, as in some. other csses they were 
lower, the sum in the table, probably, was consider- 
ed a fair average. 

As to the next article, coal, the duty before 1842 
was by the bushel, and then by the ton. He had 
taken pains to give two modes of comparison, as 
the number of bushels in a ton might be computed 
differently by different persons. But it was not pre- 
tended that he had stated the sums too high; but, on 
the contrary, the duty in 1842 was printed twenty- 
five cents too low. 

Concerning cordage, the whole table was correct, 
though in the speech he had justly complained that 
all cordage, untarred and tarred, was too high, and 
was a heavy burden. 

Nextas to cottons, the statement was under rather 
than over the average, on account of the specific 
minimum now being as high on an article not worth 
half as much as it was in 1828. At the time of the 
speech he had fully explaincd this. 

Tn respect to glass bottles, here was the act of 1842, 
and one kind was the same rate he had stated as 
the highest. The next complaint was as to silks. 
But it did not pretend there was any error in the 
table; but was, that the new duty originated in 
others than the manufacturers. 

In relation to steed, it was admitted, also, that one 
kind corresponded with the table, and that twine 
had been raised as was represented. 

In respect to woollens, if the gentleman would 
turn to carpeting, he would find the duty reached 
quite as much ad valorem in both years as was 
stated; and the table spoke of some woollensand not 
all kinds. 

As to molasses, he knew that article and salt had 
both been reduced in or near 1828; and therefore, 
in the next table, he had stated the latter article to be 
soon falling to 10 cents per bushel. But inadvertently 
he had not inserted this qualification as to molasses, 
though it did not fall to 5 cents per gallon till 1830. 
‘This was a mistake as to the precise year when the 
reduction took effeet—it having been not till 1830 
instead of 1828. 

Mr. SIMMONS resumed his argument, the point 
of which was, that the senator from New Hamp- 
shire had imputed the levying of those duties which 
were “discreditable to American lesislation ,” (quot- 
ing Mr. Clay’s words,) to the act of 1828, and 
then had asserted that the act of 1842 was more a 
bill of abominations than the act of 1828, inasmuch 
as it imposed higher duties than that act. 

Mr. WOODBURY said his meaning was, not 
that the act of 1828 had imposed those particular 
duties referred to by the Senator, but that it had left 
them again at such rates. 

Mr. SIMMONS again adverted to the charge 
brought forward by the senator from New Hamp- 
shire in relation to cotton bagging, and asked for an 
explanation on that point. 

Mr. WOODBURY. In respect to cotton bagging, 
the statement was correct as to the rate in 1842, on 
each kind, whether made of hemp or gunny cloth. 


The last was at a higher rate.in 1842, than the duty 
| which was imposed on. cotton bagging generally, to 
take effect immediately by the act of 1828. It wag 
certainly correct that it was, by that act, at first to be 
four and a half, and then to be five cents; and was, 
by the act of 1828, at once made. four and a half 
cents, instead of the figure 3}, as printed in the table. 

The three should be a four, and was cither an error 
in copying or of the press. . 

It would be seen, however, in a note to the table, 
(what was mentioned at the time of the speech,) that 
where’ the specific duties were the same under both 
acts, or even Jowerin the act of 1842, the fall in 
price had been such in the article in fourteen years, 
asto make the duty, if reduced- to an ad valorem 
rate, more on the value of’ the article in 1842, than 
it was on its value in 1828. 

This he believed to be the case with cotton bag- 
ging; and therefore the difference did not alter the 
conclusion. 

Mr. SIMMONS admitted that there was no dis- 
pute between him and the senator as to the duty on 
cotton bagging and gunny cloth in the act of 1842. 
It was in relation to the duty by the act of 1898 
they differed. : 

Mr. EVANS said it was evident the senator from 
Rhode Island could not conclude this evening. He 
therefore moved an adjournment. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 27, 1844. 

Mr. Lucas has been appointed by the Speaker to 
Supply the vacancy in the Select Committee on the 
Massachusetts Resolutions, occasioned by the re- 
signation of Mr. GILMER. 


z 


Mr. McCLERNAND then said that he was fa- 
vorable to the bill, and would have voted for itas a 
measure necessary to the safety of the western fron- 
tier, if he had been present when it passed. 

Mr. CLINTON rose and submitted the following 
resolution: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed to report 


to this House a copy of an order or a letter sent by the ad- 
jutant general to Lieutenant Braxton B of the United 
States army, on or about the 2th day of March, instant, re- 
quiring him to return forthwith to his post, while Lieutenant 
Bragg was in the city of Washington, on au wiexpired 
leave of absence; and also to inform the Louse on what ) 
position that letter oy order was predicated; aud that the said 
Secretary also inform the House whether the said Lieu- 
tenant Bragg has been arrested: and, if so, upon what 
charges, and whether the proceedings against him were not 
induced by the fears or suspicions of the major general 
commanding-in-chief of infomaation said Lieutenant Br 
Was supposed to be imparting to committees or member 
this House; and the said Secre ry inform the House 
whether the said Lieutenant Bragg was not arrested for 
remaining in Washington, when in attendance b ore a 
committee of this House, after the adjutant general bad 
heen informed by the chairman of the committee that such 
was the case. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the resolution. 
He thought this House should not undertake to 
supervise the military establishments of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. WELLER said the gentleman from Virginia 
would perceive, from the latter part of the resolu- 
ion, that the matter related fo a witness, called be- 
forea committec of this House, which bad power 
to send for persons and papers. The witness, while 
he was such witness, received notice from the ma- 
Jor general to report himself at another post, while 
the committee before which the witness was called 
was engaged in an investigation of the conduct of 
that major general in the Florida war. It was, there- 
fore, & question affecting the privileges and powers 
of this House. 
_ Mr. DROMGOOLE feared the prosecution of this 
inquiry, in this form, would ‘lead to many dificul- 
ues. It would be necessary to ascertain whether the 
subpana was regularly signed by the Speaker; other 
questions, too, would arise; and hence he was of 
opinion that it would be better not to take it up now. 
. Mr. WELLER said this was a matter which 
should be investigated; and, therefore, he moved.a 
suspension of the rules, for the purpose of geiting in 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the suspen- 
sion of the rules; and he announced 74 in the affirm- 
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ative, and 27 in the negative, being less than a 
quorum. . ` 

Mr. WELLER asked for tellers. 

And Messrs. Vinton and Carman were appoint- 
ed; and they reported 73 in'the affirmative, and 23 
in the negative, being less than a quorum. 

Mr.jHALE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and ‘being taken, resulted—yeas 
103, nays 43. So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. HUNT said it appeared to him that there 
was one clause of the resolution which was. highly 
Shier donenle: He desired that it might be again 
read. 

The resolution was accordingly .read by the 
Clerk. i 

Mr. HUNT proceeded to observe that it would 
be seen that the resolution contains an imputation 
upon the character of the major general. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose to a question of order. He 
did not understand the resolution as being yet be- 
fore the House for discussion. ahs 

The SPEAKER observed that the resolution was 
now before the House, the rules having been 
suspended for the purpose of considering it. 

Mr. HUNT said he hoped the resolution would 
not be adopted, as it contained imputations against 
the character of the major general, which were com- 
pletely at variance with the character of that distin- 
guished officer. There should be, at least, some bet- 
ter evidence produced than any which the House 
possessed, before: they proceeded to attribute mo- 
tives to a distinguished officer, which must do him 
great injustice. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON said he did not understand the 
resolution as being of the character which the gen- 
tlernan described. He thought it was a proper sub- 
ject of inquiry. The resolution merely asked for 
information. He therefore demanded the previous 
question. ; 

Messrs. VANCE and PAYNE desired an oppor- 
tunity to make some remarks; but. 

Mr. HOUSTON insisting upén his demand for 
the previous question, on seconding that demand 
tellers were appointed, who reported the votes to 
be 81 in the affirmative, and'40 in the negative. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now put. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose, he said, to ask for the 
yeas and nays upon the adoption of this extraor- 
dinary resolution. 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the reso- 
lution could now be modified. f 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution, at 
this stage, could not be modified. 

The yeas and nays were demanded, 

Mr. SLIDELL said, before voting, he desired to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs whether this resolution had the sanction of 
that committee. 

Mr. HARALSON said, in reply, that he had not 
been apprized of any such resolution. 

Mr. VANCE rose to make some remark in refer- 
ence to'the resolution, but was called to order; and 
the yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus—yeas 98, nays 63, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Baker, Ben- 
ton, Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, Culiom, Dana, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, French, 
Byram Green, Hale, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B, Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Ma- 
clay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph 


Morris, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Pettit, 
Emery DÐ. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Dovid 5. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Saunders, Thom- 
as H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John 
T. Smith, Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Stecnrod, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Joseph A.Wright, 
and Yost—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Barringer, Barnard, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, Bowlin, Brodhead, Buffington, Burt, 
Campbell, Carroll, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Cranston, Gar- 
vett Davis, Delet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Elmer, 
Karlee, Fish, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Harper, Hopkins, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McClel- 
land, McIlvaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Nes, Newton, 
Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rodney, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, ‘Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, Woodward, 
and William Wright—63, 


Mr. BURKE moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and demanded 
the previous question, which was seconded by the 


House; and under its operation the motion for recon- 
sideration was rejected. : 
ENGRAVING OF MAPS. 


The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the report of the Committee on Engraving 
made yesterday; and the report, being taken up and 
considered by the House, was concurred in, 


` ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr.’ SCHENCK asked if it would be in order to 
move for a suspension of the rules to take up the 


resolution of the Senate, fixing the day of the ad- 


journment of Congress. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution would 
come up in the regular course of business, imme- 
diately after the morning hour. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. Would it then have precedence 
of all other business. 

The SPEAKER. It would if a majority of the 
House did not determine to give other business the 
precedence. 

Mr. SCHENCK said then, that in that case he 
would rather trust to a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BLACK inquired of the Chair if the resolu- 
tion of the Senate made any provision for an extra 
session. 

The SPEAKER said that it did not. 

Mr WELLER said, he supposed that the House 
would adjourn before they had been here nine 
months, as the whig Congress was. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the resolution would 
come up in the usua] course, after the morning hour, 
and there was no doubt but. it would be taken up 
and acted on. 

Mr. SCHENCK ‘said that a motion might be 
made and carried to go into Committee of the Whole, 
and thus prevent the resolution coming up. He 
would prefer, therefore, a suspension of the rules. 
Mr. Scuenck then called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. HALE wished to know if the motion could 
be amended. 

The SPEAKER said it could not. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in yeas 
88, nays 81. 

There not being a vote of two-thirds, the rules 
were not suspended. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. i 

The SPEAKER said that the next business in 
order was the resolution of the gentleman from 
South: Carolina, (Mr. CAmPBELL,] from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, setting apart 
three days for the consideration of the business of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENLEY asked when the resolution for 
adjournment would come up. 

The SPEAKER said it would come up after the 
expiration of the morning hour, unless the House 
suspended the rules for other business. : 

Mr. HENLEY then gave notice that he should 
call it up at the carliest possible time when it could 
be considered. 

The resolution of Mr. CampsELL was then taken 
up and read; when f ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL proposed a modification of his 
resolution, so as to take the the 6th, 7th, and 8th 
legislative days of May instead of the three first 
legislative days; but the SPEAKER said no modi- 
fication would be in order, the resolution being un- 
der the operation of the previous question. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and carried—ayes 80, noes 59. 


- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER then, in pursuance of the rules, 
proceeded to call on the standing committees for re- 
ports; and the following reports were made: . 

Mr. ANDREW STEWART, from the Commit- 
tee fot the District of Columbia, reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were scverally read twice, and re- 
ferred: à . 

A bill to amend the act entitled An act to incorpo- 
rate the Alexandria Canal company; and : 

A bill to incorporate the Geergetown college, in 
the District of Columbia. . 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, made several adverse re- 
poris; and, on his motion, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee for the District of 
Columbia be discharged. from the consideration of 
the petitionsof J. C. Fitzpatrick, and of the North- 
em Tiberties Fire Company, in the City of Wash- 
ington, for an appropriation; and also of the peti- 
tions for a law to prevent the selling of slaves in 


-lows for the District of 


the District of Columbia; and that they. do'lie om 

the table. ye eae e 

INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODD FELLOWS: AND 
FREE MASONS OF THE DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. Bay f 


Mr. BOWER, ‘from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fel- 
columbia. 

Mr. G. W. JONES thought it better to dispose of 
this bill at once, without any further waste of time. 
He was not a member of an’ odd-fellows society; 
but there was another bill accompanying the bill 
now before the House, which would be reported, 
to incorporate the Grand Lodge of Freemasons of 
the District of Columbia, and he professed to be 
one of that order; he wasa member of a subordi- 
nate lodge of a chapter, and of the Grand 
Lodge of the State of Tennessee; and, as a 
mason, and an American citizen, he was op- 
posed to granting any act of incorporation to that 
society. e had not held any communication -with 
the odd fellows of this District; but he had con- 
vered with a member of the grand. lodge of the 
District of Columbia, and that member had in- 
formed him that he wished for no act of incorpora- 
tion. He (Mr. J.) was opposed to acts of incorpo- 
tion being granted to either of these orders; and 
therefore, he would, if it were in order, move. that 
the bill be rejected. He should make a similar mo- 
tion when the bill came up to incorporate the ma- 
sons, and he hoped no friend to the order would sup- 
port it. He believed masonry to be the best system of 
moral ‘philosophy now extant, the Christian re- 
ligion alone excepted; it wasa charitable institu- 
tion, and he was unwilling to see it allied with so 
unholy a thing as a corporation. 

Mr. HOLMES was surprised to hear such lan- 
guage from thé gentleman from Tennessee. Why, 
if these societies were to have any extensive utility, 
they must be incorporated; for nothing short of the 
protection of law for their property, would secure 
to individuals all the benefits these societies were 
designed and calculated to confer. y 

Mr STEENROD moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to withdraw that motion, that the gentleman 
who reported the bill might have an opportunity to 
make some explanatory remarks. 

Mr. STEENROD refused to do so. 

Mr. COBB said that common courtesy would dic- 
tate that this bill should go through the usual and 
ordinary forms of legislation, and not be thus sum- 
marily rejected. 

The motion to lay the bill on the table was agreed 
to, without a division. 

Mr. BOWER then reported the bill toincorporate 
the Grand Lodge of Freemasons of the District of 
Columbia. : 

He said he was not a freemason himself, but he 
had seen how destitute widows and helpless orphans 
had heen protected and maintained by this order, 
amongst whom were found some of the first order 
of men, and some of the best that ever adorned this 
world; and, when he saw so much good produced 
by societies of this character, he felt that he. was 
fully justified in taking the course which he had 
done as a member of the Committee for the District - 
of Columbia. $ 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. PAYNE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted thus 
— yeas 122, nays 30. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, 

Ordered; That the Comittee for the District of 
Columbia be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of James Dixon. ; 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the case of 
John Harper; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the same committee, made 
anadverse report upon the petition of David Mel- 
ville, administrator of Benjamın Fry; which was 


laid on the table. 


Mr. VINTON, from the same committee, report- 
eda bill for the relief of Wm. P. Duvall; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Commitiee 
of the whole House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
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J udiciary, made a ‘report upon. the case of Richard 


Snead, accompanied. 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made a report 
upon the case of the legal representatives of Francis 

azeau, of Montreal, in Canada, accompanied by a 
bill for their relief; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. >, 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, ut was ordered 
that the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolution of the 
House, of the 15th of January last, relative to divi- 
ding the State of Arkansas into two judicial districts, 
and from the resolutions of the House for limiting 
the jurisdiction of the United States courts; and that 
said resolutions do lie upon the table. ~- 

Mr. D. P. KING, from the Committee of 
Claims, made a report upon the case of. the ‘heirs 
and legal representatives of Captain Presley Thorn- 
ton, deceased, accompanied by a bill for their relief: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SEVERANCE, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Jacob Kerr: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of tlie Whole. 

Mr. DELLETT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of the 
legal heirs of William A. Baker, deceased, accom- 
panied by a bill for their relief: read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of 
the heirs of Samuel Moore, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. CROSS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be-discharged from the further consideration 
of the claim of Elizabeth Burriss. . 

Mr. HUNT of Michigan, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, made an adverse report upon the 
memorial of ‘Thomas Talbot and others, and that 
the petitioners have leave to withdraw their petition. 

r. W. HUNT, from the Conmittee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the memorial 
one Taliaferro; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BENTON, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Eliza Bick- 
nell, administratrix of Jolin Bicknell, deceased; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BIDLACK, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made a report upon the memorial from 
lowa, relative to the Winnelago Indians, and reported 
a joint resolution requesting the President of the 

nited States to cause to be selected a permanent 
home for the Winnebago Indians; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon ‘the petition of John A. Bryan, accom- 
ponied by a bill for his relief} which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. CARY, by leave, 


Ordered, That the Comnuittee of the Whole Flouse 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill to coutirm the sale of publie lands in certain 
cases, and far other purposes; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made a report upon the petition of the 
city council and port society of Savannah, Georgia, 
relative to Fort Wayne, reported a joint resolution 
concerning the cite of old Fort Wayne, at Savannah, 
Georgia; which was read twice and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Cominittee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report upou the petition 
of Mary Barry; which was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Afairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Thomas Gregg; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. PEYTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred resolutions of the 
legislature of Georgia upon the subject, reported a 
bill authorizing the removal of obstructions in the 
Savannah river, below the city of Savannah, in 
the State of Georgia; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The House then resolved itself into a Committee 
or the Whole on the state of the U nion, and tock 


y a bill for his relief; which 


© Mr. McKAY submitted an amendment to insert 


up the bill making appropriations for the support of- 
the army for the fiscal year. commencing the 1st of ` 
July, 1844, and ending the 30th of June, 1845— ` 
. The bill having been read through, Loe 
The CHAIR directed: it to be read again by sec- 
tions, to allow opportunity of submitting amend- 
ments, : : D 
The first section being rèad, - 


in the third line, after thè word “appropriated,” the 
words “in addition ta the unexpended balances of- 
formier appropriations;” which amendment was 

reed to. : . 

Mr.JACOB BRINKERHOFF offered an amend- 
ment to còme in at the eleventh line, as follows: 
“Provided, That all the supernumerary officers be- 
longing to or attached to the army on the 3dof July, 
1844, shall be dismissed from the service, and that 
no supernumerary officers be appointed or continu- 
ed in service after that period.” , : 

Mr. B. said that,in the discussion of the Military 


‘Academy bill, it seemed to be admitted on all hands 


that the existence of a number of supernumerary 
officers in the army was subjecting the country to a 
useless expense, and that they ought to be dismissed. 
He offered his amendment at this time lest his object 
should be defeated altogether, by waiting for ano- 
ther bill that might be considered more appropriate, 
He knew that they were expecting a report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and the Committee 
on Retrenchment, accompanied by bills for dimin- 
isliing the expense of the army; but, in waiting for 
these bills, the opportunity might: pass away, and 
the session be ended without doing anything in the 
matter. According to the estimates submitted to 
the House by the Committee on Retrenchment, a 
saving would be effected, by adopting a provision of 
this kind, of $81,000 a year. This was a considera- 
ble sum, and worth saving; and it could now be done 
by incorporating the provision he had offered in the 
bill before them, instead of waiting for another bill. 
He hoped that the House would act on this subject 
now that they had the opportunity of doing so— 
that they would strike while the iron was hot. 
When the next class of graduates was commission- 
ed, the number of supernumeraries in the army 
would be somewhere about 100. 

Mr. McKAY said he understood that the Re- 
trenchment Committee had, on Monday morning, 
reported a bill containing a provision for discharg- 
ing these supernumerary officers, similar to that - 
now offered by the gentleman trom Ohio. Now 
he believed there was a rule of the House prohibit- 
ing the offer of any amendment to a bill, containing 
the same thing in substance that is provided for in 
another bill pending before the House. The bill of 
the Retrenchment Committee would come up in its 
turn, and if there was a majority of the House in 


favor of the principle contained in the amendment, 
it would pass into a law. He understood from the 
gentleman from South Carolina, before him (Mr. 
3LacKk,| who made the report from the Retrench- 
ment Committee, to which he adverted, that his bill 
contained the same provision for dismissing the su- 
pernuinerary second lieutenants, that was contained 
in the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF observed that he drew 
up his amendment but a minute ago, without ref- 
erence to any bill, or clause of a bill, before the 
House, not having scen the hill of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. His amendment therefore 
could not be identical with the clause in the bill 
which the gentlemen trom North Carolina [Mr. 
McKay] spoke of. He hoped he might be permit- 
ted to add one word more. He knew that there 
wasa disposition ut the House to retrench the ex- 
penditures of the government; but unfortunately, 
whenever a movement was made with that object in 
view, the objection was always made that I gvas a 
wrong tine. Now he did hope that this attempt at 
retrenchment would not be thrown aside on that 
plea. 

Mr. BLACK of South Carolina ssid he would 
state, for the information of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that he presented a bill trom the Committee 
on Retrenchment, containing a clause of the same 
tenor as his amendment, ad that this bill wag re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. In one réspect, however, he differed 
with the gentleman. His bill, while it provided for 
the disbanding of the supernumerary officers in the 
army, provided also to allow them three months? 
pay on their dismissal. He would have much pre- 
ferred that his bill should be considered previously 
to the one they were now acting on. His bill pro- 


. the amendment. 


posed: a saying of $556,000. annually, including the 
$81,000 which was to be saved by the present bill. 

The CHAIR, referring to the rule quoted by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, said thai it was 
not applicable. to the present case, and that the 
amendment. of the gentleman. from Ohio was in 
order. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed from the decision 


‘of the Chair. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested. to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to change the phraseology of his 
amendment, and thus’ avoid the point. of order 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina. He 
would propose to him so to frame his amendment as 
to provide that no part of the appropriation made in 
the bill before them should be applied to the pay- 
ment of any supernumerary officer after the 3d of 
July next. In this way the difficulty would be 
avoided. He agreed with the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Brovxernorr,] that if the desired retrench- 
ment was to be made, it should be incorporated in 
this bill, for there was danger of losing it altogether 
by waiting for any other. 

The question was put on Mr. Dremeoorx’s ap- 
peal, and decided in favor of sustaining the decision 
of the Chair. i 

‘Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, for the purpose of 
freeing his amendment from any objections that 
might be urged on the ground of its injustice to the 
officers to be dismissed, said he would modify it in 
accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Buacx,] so as to allow 
them three months’ additional pay at the time of their 
dismissal. Mr. B. then sent up to the table a pro- 
vision to that effect; which wag read. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, stated that he 
understood from the Chief of the Engineer depart- 
ment, that these supernumerary second lieutenants, 
so far from: being useless, were actively and useful- 
ly employed. He then stated the various duties on 
which these officers were employed. 

Mr. HOLMES observed, that it did not become so 
grave and dignified a body of legislators, intrusted 
with regulating the various affairs of the nation, to 
decide on any question in this hasty manner. With- 
out having the necessary information before them, 
and without any report from the appropriate stand- 
ing committee, they were called upon to alter in a 
very material manner one of the old established sys- 
tems of the countrry. 

Now if it were deemed necessary ultimately to 
disband these second lieutenants—a subject which 
his friend from South Carolina [Mr. Brack] had in- 
formed them the Military Committee had consider- 
ed, and which would come up when the bill report- 
edon that subject was acted upon—he put it to 
gentlemen whether they should now hastily dispose 
of such vast and momentous interests; and whether 
such a disposition would comport with the gravity 
which should mark all their proceedings. He 
denied that these supernumerary second lieutenants 
were an incubus on the army, as had been alleged; 
nor would the disbanding of those officers bè pro- 
motive of economy; and this he was prepared to 
show; for while. they were undergoing a course of 
instruction, which gave them an acquaintance with 
army tactics, which could, ata moment's notice, in 
case of emergency, be brought into active service, 
they were usefully employed in the various bureaus. 
Take away these officers, and other clerks must be 
employed, who had every thing to earn, both 
in bureau service and army tactics; and the fore, 
in point of economy, there was nothing to be gained, 
but, on the contrary, much to be lost jp efliciency—— 
for it was not pretended that they were unemployed 
and left.to walk the streets. Hè could speak with 
some confidence on that subject; and he could as- 
sure the committee they were all employed, either 
in the field or in the bureaus. The system Was a 
proper one, for it brought the army officers to do the 
duty of the citizen; and combined many adyanta- 
ges which made the militia system so popular: they 
preserved the military rank and poientiality, and 
thus accomplished a great object, while they di- 
mipished none of the efficiency of the bureaus; and 
therefore he hoped this amendment would not. now 
prevail, especially as this subject would again so 
soon come up on another bill to effect the same ob- 
ject. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of New York was in favorof 
He had heard much said on the 
subject of retrenchment; he had heard many loud 
professions on that subject; and here was a tangible 
point on which they could put their professions into 
practice, if they were really disposed to act, He 
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knew it was said that they were not now prepared 
to act—that.they had not before them the requisite 


information to guide them in such legislation; but | 


he, for one, felt perfectly ready and prepared to act. 
He needed no more information than he already 
possessed. They had sufficient information from a 
standing committee which had maturely considered 
the subject. But it was said that these ninety su- 
pernumerary second lieutenants were employed in 
the bureaus; but he had been to the departments, 
and had never seen them there employed. It was 
well known that they were unemployed, while they 
were receiving pay from the country. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said, if the gentleman 
from New York would give him the name of any 
one of them that he supposed was unemployed, he 
pledged himself to obtain the information which 
would show how they were employed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR said he was not acquainted with 
the names of those officers, but he was satisfied that, 
if ninety supernumerary secorid lieutenants were 
employed in the bureaus here, they would be 
seen. He was willing that our military officers 
should be properly paid, but. beyond that he 
would not go. He had come here to carry 
out those principles of economy and retrenchment 
which he professed; but if the committee was averse 
to the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, heshould’ despair of accomplishing any 
useful retrenchment in any department of this gov- 
ernment; for there could not be a more palpable case 
than that now presented to the House. '- 

Mr. HALE said, whatever motions were made to 
retrench any department of this government, some 
friend of that particular branch would rise and say, 
Oh! teuch not this, it is the most useful to the coun- 
try; retrench, if you please,- but'go elsewhere to 
make your retrenchment, But he would say, with 
the gentleman from New York, that, if this proposed 
retrenchment failed, he should utterly despair of 
effecting any retrenchment worthy of the nane. It 
was said these officers were employed; but employed 
in.what? It was said they were employed in bu- 
reaus; but if they were, they were ladies’ bureaus, 
decorating their persons. Many of these officers 
were allowed forage and horses—to do what? To 
ride from one bureau to the other? 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL remarked that 
he had pledged himself to produce the evidence of 
their employment—information to be procured ex 
cathedra, and from the proper quarter. 

Mr. HALE said they had had too many ex ca- 
thedra statements made to the House, and he hoped 
they should have less for the future. He did not 
liké the close proximity of the headquarters, and he 
should like to put the cathedral further off. [Laugh- 
ter.] He further remarked, that eleven of these 
supernumerary second lieutenants were employed 
ag assistant professors at West Point, without law, 
and against law, and to this he objected; but when 
a reform was attempted, it was called “a ruthless 
piece of agrarianism.” “He was much gratified with 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. He hoped 
that gentleman’s. suggestion would be adopted, and 
that this amendment would be approved by the 
committee. i i 

Mr. BLACK of South Carolina regtetted that 
this subject had thus heen sprung upon the House. 
The Committee on Retrenchment, of which he was a 
member, had considered and reported on this sub- 
ject, and the bill which they had reported was now 
‘on the calendar, and would soon come up for con- 
sideration; but as the subject had come up, he would 
observe that our army now was merely a skeleton, 
each company having been reduced to forty-two 
men, to each of which four officers necessarily be- 
longed, and therefore these supernumerary officers 
were unnecessarily employed. 

Mr. FISH agreed with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, that these officers were fully employed, and 
he hoped the amendment would not prevail. He 
had not expected this debate to come up at this time, 
or he should have been prepared to lay before the 
committee official statements, which would have 
shown how they were employed. He believed they 
were essential to the efficiency of the army, and that 
they were well employed. 
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As to the employment of these officers. They 
were not employed in the bureau, but were em- 
ployed in their various regiments, and necessarily 
employed. He would mention one case where one 
of these supernumerary lieutenants, within. two 
years after he had graduated, had the command of 
a company at New Orleans; and he would leave it 
to any gentleman, however much opposed to-this 
command in the- army, to say whether this officer 
was not necessarily employed. ` f 

- The'act of 1812 limited the number of cadets at 
the Military Academy to two hundred -and fifty. 


The construction put upon the act by the attorney | 


general, was, that sixty might be educated annual- 
Ty. The consequence was, the number rose at one 
time as high as two hundred and ninety-seven. 
The act of 1842 reduced the number, and fixed the 
‘maximum at two hundred and thirty-seven.. Tak- 
ing this as the maximum, the average number of 
admissions would be thirty-one. armually. This 
was precisely corresponding to the average number 
of vacancies occurring in the army. 

He supposed it was not necessary to go into an 
argument as to the importance of this skeleton sys- 
tem upon which our-army was organized; but he 
wished to call the attention of the committee es- 
pecially to the fact that these supernumerary officers, 
as they were called, were actually necessary to fill 
the vacancies. occurring every year. They were 
also, in the mean time, employed upon staff duty— 
upon duty imposed upon them by Congress. 

1f the amendment should prevail, it would involve 
the. House in the necessity of further action—action 
far beyond that anticipated. The proposition be- 
longed appropriately to the Retrenchment Commit- 
tee. He hoped the gentleman would withdraw his 
proposition, because it would embarrass the pro- 
ceedings upon the retrenchment bill, as well as the 
one now before the House. . 

Mr. HARALSON said, perhaps it would be well 
to understand precisely where they stood upon this 
question. He thought they were acting somewhat 


‘prematurely. The question’ respecting the reduc- 


tion of the institution at West Point had been refer- 
red to one of the. committees of the House—the 
Committee on Retrenchment; and yet, when an ap- 
propriation was under consideration, the . occasion 
was seized upon for striking a death-blow at the in- 
stitution, although that committee had not yet made 
their report. He thought it would be well to wait 
until the report should be laid before them; and 
when in possession of all the details, a measure 
might. be devised by which these supernu- 
meraries should be reduced, and ultimately 
absorbed, and placed upon active service. He 
would not ask the House to wait for the report of 
the Military Committee, if they were determined to 
make a sweep atoncefrom the public service; but 
he thought they ought at least to wait for the report 
of the Retrenchment Committee, to which the sub- 
ject had been specially referred. If these officers 
were unnecessary, he wanted to know it, and he 
would agree that they should be dismissed; but they 
could not at present determine upon this point. He 
would suggest that the subject he passed over for 
the present; or, if that were not the proper mode, he 
would move that the committee rise. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he hoped the committee 
would not rise. 

Mr. McKAY said he hoped that the committee 
would proceed to pass this bill. Ifit were the de- 
termination of a majority of the House to discharge 
the supernumerary lieutenants, it would be com- 
petent to do so either by the mode proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio, or by the passage of the bill 
reperted by the gentleman from South Carolina 
from the Retrenchment Committee. How had the 


. army been formerly reduced? It had been done by 


rovisions inserted originally in appropriation bills. 
f this appropriation were passed, and afterwards a 
bill should be passed making a reduction in the ar- 
my, the one would not interfere with the other. 
The money which would be saved by the reduction 
would not be drawn from the treasury. Therefore 
there was no sort of necessity for a postponement of 
the action of the House upon this bill. > 
Mr. THOMPSON said he was opposed to a post- 
ponement of the bill. The views expressed: by a 
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and he was always’ disposed to; 
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committee certainly were entitled to have just weight, 
e- way to:those 
direct conflict 


views, provided they: did snot com 
with some material obstacle in. his.own.mind 

when the subject of. the: Military. Academy. was ul 
before, the same. arguments ‘were . advanced, that if 


-a reduction was afterwards made, thé money would 


not be drawn from the treasury. He: voted for the 
appropriation with that understanding; and subse- 
quent reflection had well nigh convinced-him that 
he had done wrong, because the- passage of. that 
appropriation was taken as an expression .of wil 
lingness on the part of-all who voted for it, that the 
academy should stand as itis. He was.of opinion 
that. these supernumerary officers. should pe. dis- 
pensa with; and he was supported in this opinion 
y the declaration of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, that it was the unanimous opinion of the 
committee that their services might be dispensed 
with. without detriment to the.public service, This, 
with the information which he had individually, 
was conclusive with him that they ought to be dis- 
charged. If they were going: to pass this bill with- 
out incorporating the proviso. of the gentleman from 
Ohio, he insisted that they ought to strike out the ap- 
propriation for the pay of these officers, in order to 
create a pledge on. the part of the House that they 
will take up a bill for the reduction of the army. 


Mr. BLACK of South Carolina asked leave to 
explain. In the statement he made, he intended, to 
say that all the members of the Committee. on Re- 
trenchment, who were present when the report was 
agreed on, were in favor of it. There were two of 
the members, however, who were not present when 
it was made. ; ~ 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON continued. . ‘The gen- 
tleman stated that he had been informed -by Col. 
Totten, that these supernumerary second lieuten- 
ants were actively employed. Now, employed in 
what? Ifthey were employed in any bureau, he 
should like to know whether they receive their pay 
as clerks, in addition to their pay as officers of the 
army. . E 

Some explanation took place between Messrs. 
HOLMES and "THOMPSON, which was not 

eard. . : 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF observed that there 
was one piece of information that he had been anx- 
ious to get from the gentlemen who had addressed 
the committee on this occasion, and that was in rela- 
tion to the present employment of these supernume- 
raries; but he had listened and listened in vain for 
any information on. that subject. One gentleman 
said that they were employed in the bureaus. If 
that was the case, he should like to know where 
was the authority of law for employing them in 
this manner. Congress had provided. by law for 
organization of the civil departments of the govern- 
ment, and had fixed the number of clerks, to be em- 

loyed in them, with the amount of their salaries; 
but there was no authority for employing army of- 
ficers in them, or for giving them pay as clerks. — 

Mr. FISH asked leave to make an explanation. 
Both the gentlemen who had spoken of the em- 

loyment of these supernumeraries were mistaken. 
Rone of them were employed as clerks. He held 
in his hand an official statement of the adjutant gen- 
eral, by which it appeared that. they were all doing 
daty with their regiments, and taking the place of 
those officers who were employed in the staff, and 
in the bureaus of the War Department. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMES made a brief explanation, not 
heard. 

Mr. JACOB BRINKERHOFF 
that the gentlemen could not agree as to what 
these young men were doing. They agreed 
that they were employed in something, but 
what it was they could not determine. He had 
heard about setting sailors to pick oakum to 
keep them out of mischief, and on the same prin- 
principle, these young men might he employed in 
doing the duties of commissioned officers to keep 
them out of harm’s way; but it seemed to him that 
it was an unnecessary expense to the country. It 
was observed by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. McKay,] in the course of his remarks, 
that there was a great reduction in the rank and file 


of the army; but notwithstanding that reduction, 


said it appeared 
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the number of: officers was:still kept up. The gen- 
ileman from New York’ spoke of the staff of the 
army, Now, where was there any vacancy in the 
staff?. It-was all full, though there was a host of su- 
pernumerary: officers, who, as the gentleman from 
.New Hampshire observed, could not be classed un- 
der any other head. - 8 i 


We are (said Mr. B.) told that this is not the prop- 
er’ time; and we are asked to- wait till a more ap- 
propriate bill comes up; and yet the gentlamen who 
make this request give us no information. The re- 
port of the Military Committee, it was said, was 
ready to be brought in; and surely the gentlemen 
who were preparing it had collected some facts as to 
the employment of the officers. He was afraid of 

-the cry he heard in some parts of the House, of 
“premature action;” and it seemed to him, from 
what he had already witnessed, that the-proper 
time for retrenchment never was to come. It might 

‘be that the report of the Military Committee, and 
that of the Comn.ittee on Retrenchment, would not 
receive the sanetion of the House, or, if agreed to 
here, they might not receive the sanction of the Sen- 
ate. 


‘Now, then, was the proper time. They had a 
bill before them in which this desirable retrenchment 
could be incorporated, and they should not lose the 
opportunity thus afforded them. The saving was 
an important one, and ought to be made; for there 
were many useful and necessary objects to which 
it could be applied greatly to the advantage of the 
country. The commerce of the West (said Mr. B.) 
is suffering for the want of a small appropriation; 
and when we ask for it, we are significantly asked 
the question, “Where is the money to come from?” 
Now (he continued) that we have pointed out 
where the money is to come from, by lopping off a 
wasteful and unnecessary expenditure, we are told 
that it is “premature,” and that we are acting with- 
out the necessary information, and striking at the 
old established systems of the country. Mr. B. con- 
cluded by expressing the hope that the bill would 
not be postponed, but that the amendment would be 
adopted, and the saving effected, now that it was in 
the power of the House to do it. 


Mr. STEWART hoped that the postponement 
would not be made; ‘and that the House would at 
once dispose of this and the other appropriation 
bills, so as to be able to adjourn at an’ early day. 
He thought this a proper time to make the reduc- 
tion proposed in the expenditures of the army, and 
hoped the amendment would be adopted. He had 
listened in vain for any satisfactory reasons for re- 
talning these supernumerary officers in service, and 
thought they ought to be disbanded, and the money 
applied to useful and necessary objects of internal 
improvement. He thought it would be to the ad- 
vaittage of these young men to dismiss them, and 
let them get employments in the civil pursuits of 


life, rather than waste their time in idleness at the 
mblie expense. By dismissing them, they might 
ecome valuable and respectable members of society; 
while on the other hand, by keeping them in the 
public service in idleness, they were in danger of 
contracting vicious habits. 


Mr. SCHENCK had not the difficulty that other 
gentlemen had of finding out how these supemu- 
merary officers were employed. He did not sup- 
pose, because they were termed supernumeraries, 
that they were therefore uscless. He understood 
from the gentleman from New York, {Mr Fisu,] 
that he had a statement from the adjutant general, 
showing that they were all actively employed with 
theirregiments doing the duty of those officers who 
were employed in the staff, and in the bureaus of 
the War Department. He was opposed to the 
amendment, and should vote against it. Even if 
the employments of these young men were trifling, 
still it was better, in his epinion, to keep them in 
service, so that they might beat hand in case a 
war should break out. Taking the illustration of 
his colleague (Mr. Brinxernorr] he would not, 
because it was necessary to keep sailors out of mis- 
chief, set them ashore with three months’ provisions, 
bat he would set them to picking oakum, and then 
he would have their services when the storm came, 
or when the battle was raging. 

_, Mr. J. BRINKERHOFE would ask his colleague 
if the country had not a right to the services of all 
its citizens; and, if a war cãme, if these officers 
could not be called on as well as if they were in the 
army. Why, the argument used for keeping up 
West Point was, that the number of cadets who 


would leave it without being commissioned would { 


through the country. : 
“ Messrs. PATTERSON, FICKLIN,and THOMP- 
SON, continued the discussion. ` ; 

The question on the proposed postponement was 
then negatived. : 

Mr. THOMPSON said he desired to move so to 
reduce the appropriation as to deduct the $80,000 
which was estimated for these supernumeraries. 


have the effect of- diffusing military knowledge 


it-was not then in order. : 


` The CHAIRMAN was understood to decide that ; 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested an amend-. 


ment of the motion made to discharge the supernu- 
meraries, by the introduction of the word “useless” 
before the word “‘supernumeraries.” i 


Mr. HALE suggested that it should read ‘‘super- , 


numeraries, being useless.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS inquired ifa further amendment 
would not be necessary, so that it might be deter- 
mined who wasto decide whether the supernumera- 
ries were useless or not. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and was negatived. ; 

Mr. COLES rose to address the committee, but 
gave way, as the hour was late, for a motion that 
the committee rise, 

'The committee rose, and reported that they had 
come to no conclusion; and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the inhabitants of Potosi 
and Selma, Missouri, in relation to the improvement of the 
western rivers: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. CLINCH: The petition of Robert Lang and 
others, citizens of Georgia, praying for an alteration of the 
pilot laws, so as to exempt coasting vessels from paying 
pilot license: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition and accompanying doen- 
ments of George Swigart, praying compensation for losses 
during the last war: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of James M. Wright, D. Hdwell, and 101 
others, citizens of the State of Hlinois, praying Congress to 
make an appropriation for the removal of the obstructions 
to the navigation of Rock river, in said State of Illinois: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. The petition of 
Alfred Loomis, James M. Campbell and 45 others, citizens 
of McDonough county, in the State of Ilinois, praying Con- 
gress to make appropriations for the immediate improve- 
ment of the Missouri and Upper Mississippi rivers: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. ; 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of S. J. Harrison, and 36 
others, citizens of the city of Hannibal, in the State of Mis- 
souri, praying an appropriation for the improvement of the 
western watexs. The petition of James C. Fox and 33 
others, citizens of Monroe county, Missouri, praying for 
appropriations for the improvement of the western waters: 
reterred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
ofthe Union. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of, Simeon Guilford and 
numerous others, citizens of Lebanon county, Pennsylva- 
nia, against any interference with the tariff of 1842. 

By Mr. RITTER: A memorial from citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying Congress to maintain the present tariff, until 
experience shall have demonstrated that a change would be 
for the better. A 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of John J. Brown and 
75 others, citizens of Edgar county, Hlinois, asking a grant 
of land for the completion of the ‘national thoroughfare he- 
tween the lakes and the Ohio, by the improvement of the 
‘Wabash. 

By Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS: The memorial of David D. 
Lemon and 82 others, citizens of Sullivan county, Indiana, 
asking a grant of land to complete the national thorough- 
fare between the lakes and the Ohio, by the improvement of 
the Wabash. The memorial of James Roberts and 70 oth- 
ers, citizens of Clark county, Illinois, asking an appropria- 
tion for the continuance of the Cumberland road. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: Throe memorials from citizens of 
Luzerne and Columbia counties, in Pennsylvania, against 
any change in the present tarifflaws. Also one of similar 
tenor from citizens of Huntingdon county, Penn. 

By Mr. ROGERS: The petition of Wiliam D. Ausment, 
praying some adequate compensation for services rendered 
the country 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition of Jacob Hilderbrand and 
30 other citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying Congress 
to extend the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, regulating 
the northwest territory, over the Territory of Oregon: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition of B. C. Stanton 
and 20 other ci ns of Madison county, Illinois, praying 
Congress to reduce the rates of letter-postage to such extent 
that the poor, as well as the rich, may enjoy the privilege 
of correspondence; that letter-postage may ‘be charged by 
weight; that the franking privilege may be restricted within 
sonable hounds; and that books issued in the form of 
newspapers, and sent by mail, may be charged with suffi- 
cient postage to pay the expense of their transportation: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Fost Roads. 
The petition of sundry citizens of Madison county. Ilinois, 
praying Congress to make a general reduction of the sala- 
ries, fees, and per diem allowances of the officers of tke 
general government, and especially of the meghbers of 
Congress: referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. 
The memorial of Erastus Wheeler and 51 other citizens of 
Madison county, Hlinois, praying Congress to make ade- 


e appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi 
eae saa ite tributaries, and ths protection of the harbor at 
St.Louis. The memorialists set forth the evils under which 
the whole West are now suffering, for the want of proper 
attention on the part of the federal government to its present 
and urgent wants: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. j : 


_IN SENATE. 


Trvrspay, March 28, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the’ President of the United 
States, transmitting from the Secretary of the 
Treasury a communication, in compliance with the 
resolution of the Senate of the -22d of December, 
calling for a statement of the expenditures of the 
government, each yan from its organization to the 
present period, and for what purposes the expendi- 
tures were made. The Secretary replies that the in- 
formation called for cannot be furnished. f 

On motion by. Mr. EVANS, it was ordered to he 
on the table. : . 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Tompkins county, New York, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
the United States: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. : 3 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
citizens of Columbia county, New York, remen- 
strating against any change in the present tariff: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. STURGEON presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Danville, and its vicinity, 
in Pennsylvania, in opposition to any change in the 
tariff affecting injuriously the agricultural and com- 
mercial interests of the United States; and depreca- 
ting any reduction of the duties on iron, coal, and 
wool; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ; i 

Also presented a letter from Charles Elliott, sr., 
of Philadelphia, civil engineer, showing the injuri- 
ous effect the admission of railroad iron free of duty 
will have upon the iron interests in this country: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the papers in the 
case of Joseph Paxton. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from citizens of the State of Michigan, praying the 
construction of a canal around the falls of St. Mary's 
river: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. y 

Also, presented a memorial from citizens of Ged- 
des, nine from citizens. of Amsterdam, one from 
Montgomery county, and one from Cayuga county, 
New York, remonstrating against any alteration in 
the present tariff: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Asa Andrews; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, in 
compliance with the resolution of the Senate rela- 
tive to the removal of the Cherokees still remaining 
east of the Mississippi river, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. J., before the reference of the memorial, made 
some remarks, alleging that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs had not complied with the resolution 
of the Senate. He hoped the Committee on Indian 
Affairs would press the inquiry on the Indian de- 
partment, and ascertain what was actually expended 
in making preparations for removing the Indians 
without any having been removed at all. He had 
failed to get the information desired, although he 
had made two calls for it. 

Mr. KING made some remarks on the impropri- 
ety of the senator from Tennessee censuring the 
head of the Indian bureau in advance of the inves- 
tigation of the matter by the committee to which 
the subject had been referred. It was unusual to do 
so. He had a knowledge of Mr. Crawford, the 
head of that bureau, and knew him to be a correct 
and honest man. There might be some mistake in 
the report made, but he did not believe that that of- 
ficer would designedly do anything improper. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from Abel 
Ellis, and about 200 other citizens of the western 
States, many of them employed in navigating the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers, praying for a grant of 
land in the Vincennes land district, in Indiana, for 
the extension of the Wabash and Erie canal from 
Terre Haute to Evansville on the Ohio river: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee “on Commerce be 

directed to inquire into the expédiency of establish- 

ing a light-house at Chicago, and at Little Fort, on 

ne western shore of Lake Michigan, in the State of 
inois.. - ` 


Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of Crawford county, Arkansas, in re- 
gard to the condition of the Cherokees: referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. l 

The following engrossed bills were read the third 
time, and passed, viz: ; 

The entitled an act for the adjustment. of land 
claims within the States of Arkansas and. Louisiana, 
and those parts of thé States of Mississippi and Al- 
abama east of Pearl river, and south of the 31st de- 
gree of north latitude. 

The bill for the relief of William McPherson. 

The bill to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish the northern boundary line of the State of Ohio, 
and to provide for the admission of the State of 
Michigan into the Union upon the conditions therein 
expressed,” approved June 15, 1836. 

he bill for the relief of James M. McIntosh, 
commander in the navy of the United States. 

The bill concerning the Supreme Court of the 
United States. f 

[This bill changes the time of the meeting of the 
Supreme Court from the 2d Monday of January to 
the Ist Monday of December. ] 

The bill for the relief of John Atchison. 

The bill for the relief William Henson. 

The bill to amend the judiciary act passed the 
24th of September, 1789. ` ` 

[This bill provides that all revenue cases may be 
carried up, by writ of error, from the inferior to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, by the option 
of either party to the suit, without regard to the 
amount involved in the suit.] 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
resolution reported from the Finance Committee for 
the indefinite postponement of the bill introduced by 
Mr. McDurris to reduce the present tariff.to the 
standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. SIMMONS, in continuation of his remarks 
yesterday, addressed the Senate for two hours. He 
took up again that part of his argument, in relation 
to the average of duties anterior to 1817, and sub- 
sequent to that period. His object, he said, had not 
yesterday been to do away with the effect of the 
tables made out by the senator from Missouri; but 
to show that the average of duties for the first twen- 
ty-five years of this government, was 19! per cent.; 
whilst on the last twenty-five years, the average 
had been only 18} per cent., including all the im- 
ports of each period in the comparison. He had 
since caused a table to be made out, excluding the 
time of embargo; and the result was an average of 
18; per cent.; but still further, excluding the year 
1808, up to 1807 the average was 17!. 

Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if specie and free goods 
were.not included in Mr. S.’s statements? 

Mr. SIMMONS said they were; the charge of the 
revenue was upon all the imports; free and dutiable; 
for he understood the true rule to be, to charge the 
the whole commerce of the country with the bur- 
den of revenue from duties. He said, as an instance, 
that if, instead of imposing a certain amount of duty 
to be divided equally on sugar and coffee, the same 
amount was raised from sugar alone, and coffee 
were left duty free, it could make no difference to 
the consumers of sugar and coffee, because, on the 
whole, they only paid the same amount of revenue. 
in the latter case, that of all the duty being thrown 
though, on sugar, the sugar planters would be pro- 
tected, and coffee would be allowed to come in free. 

He next adverted to the speeches made by the 
senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrre] on 
the present measure; which speeches he distinguish- 
edas remarkable for their display of intellectual 
power. It was his design, in reviewing that sena- 
tor’s arguments, to endeavor to prove that the cot- 
ton growing States were deeply interested in the 
advance of the cotton manufactures in the United 
States. Mr. S. here read a passage from one of 
Mr. McDurrig’s speeches in relation to the check 
of importations affecting ey the staple ex- 
ports of the South. Upon this passage he comment- 
ed at considrable length, with a view of showing 
that the compensation for diminished exports, if 
there was any such diminution, was amply given in 
the increase of the home market, which not only 
produced for home consumption, but for exportation 
of finished fabrics. He entered into a variety of 


“technical details descriptive’ of specific fabries. and 


the specific duties on such goods if imported; com- 
paring relative values -of the foreign and American 
fabrics, with a view of showing that prices 
were lower by 15 per cent. in the United. tates, 
beyond a year ago than they were in England. This 
price, however, he said, eing’ ruinous, and the 
prices abroad being also too low, it was necessary 


| that a rise should také place, or manufactures could 


not exist; and consequently, since that time, an ad- 
vance in both countries had taken place, equal to 25 
per cent., still leaving American goods cheaper by 
15 per cent. . Thus, he contended, those who were 
engaged in manufactures had fulfilled the promises 
they had made to the country when they asked for 
protection; they had furnished not only as good-ar- 
ticles, but, in many instances, better; andall at low- 
er prices than foreign goods, of like nature, could 
be sold for here. All the reasonable expectations of 
the country had therefore been satisfied. 

Mr. S. next adverted to the proposition of the 
honorable senator from South Carolina, that, if the 
South were permitted to take advantage of her natu- 
ral advantages, and of her natural . markets in for- 
eign countries, and if she were left to seek out-her 
own best interests. in her own way, she would be 
infinitely more prosperous; while the North and 
East would find their own level,deprived of the protec- 
tion which burdens the South with bounties for their 
support.. In opposition to this proposition, he (Mr. 
S.) aintamed. that the natural market for an 
national product, was within the country itself 
where that product was grown. À 

He endeavored to show that the additional charges 
in seeking a foreign market (all of which could be 
avoided by cultivating a home market) proved that 
the home market must be the natural market, and 
the foreign the reverse. In support of this view, 
he supposed a case in which the whole cotton cro 
of the United States (say two millions of bales) 
were sold in England at the average quotations of 
the prices there; and that the gross amount would 
be. $90,000,000; but from this the charges to the 
English market should be deducted, amounting to 
$12 per bale, or $24,000,000, leaving $65,000,000 
for net proceeds. He then proceeded to show that 
the home market would yicld more than this. He 
calculated that the whole crop manufactured in this 
country would yield $155,000,000, giving $69,000,- 
000 to the planters, and $86,000,000 to the home in- 
dustry of the country, independent of the planting 
industry. But he said he had yielded too much in 
the calculation that, if the whole crop, instead of 
the three-fourths actually now sold, were to go into 
the foreign market, it could produce the prices he 
had allowed. The addition to the supply of one- 
fourth would have a serious effect on prices, and 
cause the net proceeds to be infinitely Jess than he 
had calculated. On the whole, he held that the best 
policy in this country, for the planters, must be to 
encourage the growth of the most extensive home 
market that can be effected, and then to supply not 
only all that can be absorbed by the usual foreign 
markets, but to seek out new markets. 

He considered the only real difference between 
the senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrir] 
and himself (Mr. S.) was, a question of wages. It 
was, whether the wages of the labor of American 
manufacturers should be brought down‘to a level 
with the wages of labor in Europe, or whether such 
a reward should be given for American labor as 
would enable it to be sustained in comfort and inde- 
pendence. He denounced the agitation of the tariff 
subject, as conducing to the depression of business; 
the very dread of any interference with the present 
law, he had been informed ina letter from Boston, 
had already thrown a chill over mercantile transac- 
tions, and would be calculated to keep back the 
energies which, if the question was left undisturbed, 
would be exerted. Stability would gain a great 
point by discountenancing all designs of foreign 
competitors to break down the industry of this coun- 
try, with a view of ultimately being able to enjoy the 
monopoly of the market.  . 

He appealed to senators if it was not the fact that, 
at the present moment, the most astonishing ad- 
vances had not only been made in the production of 
manufactured cotton, at prices considerably reduced 
to the consumer, but in the productiveness of plan- 
tations yielding the raw material, it was the result 
of a steady pursuit in those lines of industry which, 
those who followed such avocations felt they were 
secure in. ` í 

Mr. S. next took up the subject of the diversity 
of interests in this country, which he considered 


quite consistent with harmonious “action, -and , best 
calculated to promote ‘national welfare. He ad- 
verted to Professor Tucker's book, to. show that the’ 


` value. of manufactures in the United ‘Stated wasup- 


wards of $400,000,000, from $162,000,000 of raw 
material. The persons employed in manufactures 
were 700,000, about one-third’ of the number em- 


"ployed in agriculture. Hence he argued that’ man- 


ufactures formed an important: national object, in 
which the interests of the agriculturists. were inter- 
woven so. intimately, that any injury to: the. one 
must prove detrimental to the other. Be Ligh 

Coming to the constitutional objection that the 
power given by the constitution was ‘to regulate 
commerce, but not to destroy it; and that therefore 
the protective tariff laws of 1828 and 1842 were not 
constitutional laws, because, instead of regulating 
commerce, they were laws which curtailed com- 
merce; and therefore, to that extent, they destroyed 
commerce. He said he did not understand an 
senator but the senator from South Carolina, as 
dwelling on this point of constitutionality. But he 

Mr. S.) conceived that point had been ‘so ably re- 
futed by the senator from Massachusetta, [Mr. 
Bares,] that it left but little to be said.on'the sub- 
ject. He, (Mr. S.,) however, held that this power 
in the constitution to regulate commerce extended 
to the full power of the prohibition of imports, if 
Congress conceived that necessary for the welfare of 
the country. He adverted to one of the clauses in 
the constitution, with a view of showing that it was 
contemplated in it to give Congress the entire power 
and control over imports and commerce. Hence. he 
held that it was perfectly within the power of Con- 
gress to exercise control over commerce, even to the 
exclusion, by prohibition, of any branch interfering 
with the welfare of any portion of the national in- 
dustry, , 

` Fie then appesled to the sympathies of the: Sen- 
ate, which he maintained should give that encour- 
agement to the home industry of the country which 
would make every man engaged in it lie down on 
his pillow for repose in the confidence that he could 
again rise with the dawn secure in the reward which 
was justly due to his honest industry. He advert- 
ed tothe improvements which the world enjoyed 
from the skill and energy of mechanics. -One of the 
main elements of price was the cost of production. 
[Mr. McDurrte from his seat: Iam glad you ad- 
mit that, six.} He (Mr. S.) would not differ from 
the senator in any sound doctrine. He contrasted 
the improvements which had operated on the prices 
of products in agriculture with those in manufac- 
tures, to show that, in the latter, the consequence of 
mechanical improvements had been to make the cost 
of production fall infinitely more than the cost of 
production in agriculture; and therefore he argued 
that no class in the community deserved more grate- 
ful and kind consideration from both communities 
and governments than the mechanics and manufac- 
turers who had so largely contributed to the cheap 
Supply of the necessaries, comforts, and conveni- 
ences oflife. He denounced the practice of raising 
up prejudices against this deserving class, by desig- 
nating them as monopolists, or pensioners’ on the 
bounty of their fellow-citizens. 

He wished to see this question of protection pre- 
sented to_the. country fairly, and on its. intrinsic 
merits. If the decision of the country should be 
against this system, let it be known at once, that 
those engaged in Baath dependent upon it, may 
give them up, and apply themselves to something 
else. But till that decision of the country is made, 
let those laborers employed in these branches of in- 
dustry aig ge by this policy enjoy the feelings 
of security and repose. e wished to see them 


cherished and supported, because they were among 


the most useful and deserving of the community. 


- But that this question was to be the issue before the 


country in the coming contest, there was now evi- 
dently no doubt. One of the distinguished men of 
the countrv now before it as a candidate for the 
highest office of the government, was to be opposed 
by an attack on this policy, because it was one of 
the favorite measures of his distinguished life. He 
was sorry to find the senator from Missouri turning 
his back upon the friendly dispositions he had so 
often avowed in favor of manufactures. 


Mr. BENTON interposed, and in an emphatic 


-manner denied that he had ever changed his friend- 


ly sentiments in relation to the manufactures of the 
country. . He was still the same as he had ever 


been. 
Mr. SIMMONS observed that he was only argu- 
q 
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doctrines. : 
` Mr: BENTON again interposed, and ‘utterly de- 
nied the assertion that anything unfriendly. to man- 
ufactures, or manufacturing: labor, could be imputed 
to him, or any doctrines he had advanced. : 

The CHAIR called the senators to order, and di- 
rected them to address the Chair, = °. 

` Mr. SIMMONS disclaimed any intention of im- 
puting sentiments to the senator which. he did not 
avow; he meant only to allude to the consequences 
of carrying out the doctrines which the senator had 
laid down in regard to the levying of low duties on 
necessaries, and high duties on luxuries, with a 
view of showing that the effect would beto destroy 
the labor depending on home industry. 

Mr. S. then proceeded to comment upon the 
charge urged by the senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. MeDurrie] against the tarifflaw of 1842, as a 
‘foul and faithless violation of the compromise act,” 
with a view of showing that such a stigma attached 
to the friends and advocates of that measure. - 

Mr. McDUFFIE interposed, to say that his epi- 
thets were directed against the measure itself: he 
never had made any personal application of them to 
those who carried it through Congress. 

Mr. SIMMONS did not understand the senator 
as intending any such application; his argument was 
that, if the measure itself was to be so characterized, 
the censure would apply to its friends and advo- 
cates. But he contended it was wholly inapplicable 
to either; and he called upon the senator to 
out wherein the act was inconsistent with its 
title, or the objects its friends and advo- 
cates had in view. Here Mr. S. entered 
into various particulars, to show the bene- 
ficial effects of the act of 1842; and then he adverted 
to the bill nowjnder discussion, [Mr. McDurrir’s,] 
with a view of showing that its objeet being to re- 
store the compromise act, (which was no compro- 
mise at all, inasmuch as it was altogether one-sided, 
and opposed to the interests of American industry,) 
it never could become acceptable to the country. 
Tt was called a compromise, thsugh it wholly aban- 
doned protection, and yielded up everything to the 
doctrine of free trade. He did not pretend to say 
that the act of 1842 was perfect, and that it did not 
need modification in some paruculars. It required 
amendment, he acknowledged; but he considered 
it much more advisable to let further experience of 
its effects be had before it was touched, than to dis- 
turb it, while, on the whole, it was doing so much 
good. He disclaimed, in the remarks he had made, 
any intention of adverting unkindly to any gentle- 
man had preceeded him. If, in the heat of debate, 
he said anything that would bear that construction, 
he begged it would be considered as unintentional. 
FTe was not accustomed to debate; and feeling very 
strongly and very earnestly on this subject, it was 
very pee he might inadvertently have been be- 
trayed by his feelings into an appearance of dis- 
courtesy, which it was far from his intentiona to en- 
tertain. 

Mr. BENTON rose after Mr. Simmons, to reply 
to something that he had said yesterday, but must 
firsi have an explicit understanding with respect to 
something said to-day. The senator from Rhode 
Island had spoken of the destruction of manufactur- 
ing labor-—of bringing labor and laboring men into 
odium— of endangering property, &c. Now Mr. B. 
said that he could not proceed with anything else 
until he had an explicit disclaimer that any such 
things were imputed to him. Mr. B. paused’ for a 
reply. 

Mr. SIMMONS admitted that Mr. B. had said no 
such things, but thought that his doctrines upon the 
tariff would be injurious to the capitalists who em- 
ployed the laborers, and so injurious to the la- 

Orers, 

Mr. BENTON. The words are disclaimed. The 
gentleman admits that used no such language. | 
now ask if he imputes any such design to me? 

Mr. SIMMONS did not impute any such design, 
hut argued that the effect of his doctrines might be 


to in jure mannfactures. 

_ Mr. BENTON. The words and the de 
sign being disclaimed, I now utterly deny 
the effect, and say that those who heard 
me speak, or who shall read what i said, 
will know that my professions and my doctrines go 
together; that I am a friend to the great manufac- 
turing pursuit of the country, and hold it to be en- 
tiled to the support of every statesman. His own 

acini to support it was evinced in his diserimi- 
g plan of duties, and his readiness to place the 
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‘ng that such would: be the effects of the ‘senator’s | 


from this chamber. 


oing . 


» 


highest duty on luxuries, and the foreign rivals of 
our own industry; that 30 or 334 per cent was the 


. highest revenue duty, which, with 20 per cent costs 


and charges upon the importation of foreign articles, 
would be a protection of 50 per cent; and this, with 


. the present solid currency and stability, would be 


an ample protection. -He considered himself as of- 
fering ample protection, and therefore, neither in 
effect, in design, nor in words, was he for destroy- 
ing manufactures; and no such idea was to go out 
And now, he said, after the 
disclaimers of the senator from Rhode Island, {Mr. 
Smmows,] if any such thing should ever be. im- 
puted to him hereafter out of this chamber, ‘all 
would know it to be unfounded and false. 

Mr. B. would now advert to some topics of yes- 
terdsy. The senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Sım- 
mons] had treated his arguments, and the tables he 


had used as including the time of the embargo and of | 


the war, and had made his own accordingly. Mr. B. 
called upon every senator to'recollect that he express- 
ly excluded those times—war and embargo—from 
both systems, both in his speech and in his. tables, 
and should have acted most absurdly if he had not; 
for it would have been insane to look to that period 
for the operation of any system on commerce or 
revenue, when all commerce and all revenue was 
destroyed, and remained so for nearly seven years. 

The senator also fel] into the great error of attrib- 
uting to me the nonsense of considering the whole 
gross products of different branches of manufactures 
as their net profits, and wished me to correct it be- 
fore the speech should be printed. The speech was 
then in the press, and came out last night, and re- 
mains as it was spoken. 

The amounts quoted from the census, were quoted 
as the gross proceeds, from which the expenses 
were to be dedneted; and on looking at the speech 
this morning, he found that statement so often re- 
peated that it amounted to a blemish upon it as a 
composition. He had repeated to satiety the state- 
ment that these amounts were the gross products, 
from which the expenses were to be deducted; and 
that, after this deduction, the net profits would still 
be the largest known in the annals of human labor. 
Mr. B. hoped that.the senator from Rhode Island 
would correct his own speech in this particular, be- 
fore he published it. 

Mr. B. said the senator from Rhode Island had 
also undertaken to produce different results from 
himself by taking single years, and comparing them 
against each other. This was a practice against 
which he had protested in his speech. He had com- 
pared it to the conduct of a man who should pick a 
stone or a brick in a great building, examine it 
through a microscope, and then institute a compari- 
son between the buildings themselves, and so de- 
cide the question of their architectural beauties. All 
this was wrong. Comparisons must be between the 
whole, and not the parts. System against s stem, 
pe of time against period, was the course he fol- 

owed; and it was-the only true and fair one. The 
revenue system before the war was compared to the 
protective system since, under all its effects upon 
revenue, foreign commerce, and exported agri- 
culture, and manufactures also, and found auspicious 
to the whole. To pit two years against each 
other could not invalidate results so obtained. The 
senator showed that in 1808 about $60,000,000 of re- 
exportations took place: very good; that was an ex- 
treme year, but the re-exportations of the two pe- 
riods were the same—about. $520,000,000 each—and 
that made it even and fair to exhibit domestic ex- 
ports and re-exportations together, as he found them 
in the tables. He had done so, and the correctness 
of the tables was not impugned. These tables 
showed that, by a regular increase, foreign and do- 
mestic exports of the United States had regularly 
advaneed from 1791 to 1808, when they amounted 
to $108,000,000, the population then being but seven 
millions; and that, under the high duty system, 
with a population of 18,500,000, they only amount- 
ed, in 1842, to $104,000,000! and had often fallen far 
below it. He had showed the decline of agriculture 
in the detail, as well as in the gross—he had 
followed it through all the old staples, flour, 
wheat, corn meal, rice, tobacco, and showed that 
all had declined, and sunk down to almost nothing 
at some periods of the high duty system, and were 
now, with a doubled population and a more than 
doubled cultivation, still inferior to what they 
were thirty years ago. About the truth of these 
tables there was no dispute; and the inferences from 
them were irresistible. 

- Another great objection, and the greatest to his 


speech of yesterday, was his method of obtaining an 
average rate of the duties. under the two systems. 
He took his average for two purposes—one compar- 
ative, the other positive—and to show that the pres- 
ent rate was low, and the former high. But his 
mode of obtaining his averages has been shown to - 
be utterly fallacious and erroneous by the question 
ut to him by the senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
cDurriz.] He asked him if he included free 
goods and specie? He answered yes! and his aver- 
age was shown by that single answer to be one- 
half erroneous! For nearly. half the goods imported 
(and, specie included, sometimes more than half) 
were free; yet the senator divides the whole duty 
and puts half on the free, and then says the average is 
only so much! as if the price of the dutied article 
was really reduced one-half by that imaginary ope- 
ration. Mr. B. said there had been years when the 
free goods had been seventy millions of dollars, and 
the dutied goods not more than fifty. He appealed 
to Mr. Woopzury, who was Secretary of the Treas- 
at the time, to correct him if he was in error: [Mr. 
Woopsury said he was right as to the free soods— 
they were seventy millions the year alluded to; and 
the dutied were between fifty and sixty.] Here, 
said, Mr. B., is a case in which the free goods were 
the largest half; and yet the gentleman lumps them 
with the dutied, in order to get an average of the 
duties! Last year the free goods were a fraction 
over forty millions, counting twenty-four millions 
of specic. The senator, in getting hisaverage of about 
20 per cent for the duties, makes out that this specie 
paid near five millions of duty, and the goods about 
three millions—being eight millions of the revenue, 
or one half the whole, borne by this free money, 
and these free articles, the greater part of which 
were. free for the exclusive advantage of manufac- 
turers. The senator himself got the advantage of 
it, for he is a manufacturer; yet his mode of getting 
his average supposes that he paid 20 per cent. duty 
upon them; a supposition, I undertake to say, that 
took no money out of his pocket, and put none into 
the treasury. “Let the senator extend his principle, 
and he can bring his average much lower—as low as 
he pleases—to zero, in fact. He is only to include 
some millions of goods and specie, which were not 
imported at all, and which paid just as much of his 
average as the free goods and specie actually counted 
y him. 


Mr. B. said this would never do. It would not 


do to lower the rate of duty—to reduce: it 
one-half--by this fiction of supposing half to 
be where there was none. e had as well 


undertake to. make the porter, who was stag- 
gering under a load of two hundred pounds, be- 
lieve he was carrying but one hundred, by striking 
anaverage between histwo hundred pounds and 
the nothing which his: brother porter carried, who 
was walking by his side. He asked him what he 
thought would be the success of the experiment if 
he made a speech to the overloaded porter, to con- 
vince him that his load was but half; that striking 
an average between his overload and the other’s no 
load, he would get rid of half the weight? Doubt- 
less he would. fail to convince the loaded man; and 
equally will he fail to convince the Senate or the 
country on this mode of reducing duties one- 
half. 

The senator from Rhode Island repeats the word 
bamboozle, which I used yesterday, and seems to 
Stare at the word. It is ‘not the first time it has 
been stared atin this chamber; but that does not 
prevent it from being an English word, of approved 
use, and impressive meaning. It is found in the 
last dictfonaries, and in the classic writers. Rich- 
ardson, Johnson, Swift, Dr. Arburthnot, all use it. 
Bring me Richardson: 1t was brought, and Mr. B. 
read the word and the Meaning—in latin, deludere~— 
in Enlish, to delude, mislead, to cheat, to cozen, to 
deceive, to beguile. He then read several: illustra- 
tions of the meaning of the word from the applica- 
tions it received*from classic writers. He said Dr. 
Arbuthnot uses the term thus: 

“There area set of fellows they call banterers and lam- 
looalers, that play such tricks.” 

Dr. Johnson uses it thus, in the Tatler: 

“But, says T, sir, T perceive this to you is W bamboozlina; 
why, you lookas if you were Don Diego’d to the tune of a 
thousand pounds.” 

The poet King, author of the Stumbling Block, 
uses itin this way: 

“This whimsical phenomenon, 
Confounding all my pro and con, 


Bamboozles the account again, 
And draws me nolens volens in.” 


These are all good illustrations of the meaning of 
the word, and very applicable to our present dispu- 
‘tation; but the illustration given from Swift is so’ 
much more applicable, that it seems to be made for 
the present occasion. -Swift is charging Nicholas 
Frog, as the French were at that time called by the 
English, (for it is a part of the system of the English 
‘to vilify those with whom they mean to go.to 


war, )—Swift is charging the French witha design ‘| 


to cheat the English by confusing the national ac- 
counts, and shifting sums from the right side to the 
wrong, and thereby always bringing out a balance 
to suit himself. This is Swift’s illustration: 

“After Nic. had bamboozled John awhile about the 18,000 
and the 28,000, John called for counters; but what with 
sleight-of-hand, and,taking-from his own score and adding to 
John’s, Nic. brought the balance always on his own side.” 

This, with all due respect, is exactly what the 
senator from Rhode Island is doing with his aver’ 
ages; and by just letting him shift‘the 18,000 .and 
the 28,000 this way—just take half from where it 
is, and put it where it is not—he can always have 
the balance in his own favor. He can make his 
average duties under the act of 1842 as low as he 

. pleases. i 

But I am not done with this average. There is 
another deception in it nearly as gross and flagrant 
as that ofincluding the free goods to make it up. I 
speak of the minimums. . These are false valuations 
by law; and all averages, or anything else drawn 
‘from them, are erroneous. .They fix an arbitrary 
value; and everything below that is dutied as being 
of that value. There are many of these minimums 
in the act of 1842. I will take one for the sake of 
allustration—the article of cotton goods. ` 

By the act of 1842 there are no less than three 
minimum valuations prescribed for cotton goods, or 
‘of which cotton is a component part; 30 per cent 
being the duty on all. The first minimum is on 
plain white cottons, and requires all that cost less 

“than 20 cents the square yard to be valued at 20 
cents, and to be dutied accordingly. Now every- 
body knows that much of this plain cotton costs but 

_ 10 cents, and much of it but 5 cents a yard. There- 

. fore that which cost 10 cents pays 60 per cent duty; 
that which cost 5 gents pays a duty of 120 per cent. 
Printed cottons costing less than 30 cents a square 
yard are to be valued at 30, and to be taxed accord- 
ingly. Now it is known that much of these prints, 
or calicoes, cost but the half, and the third, and the 
fourth part of 30 cents a yard. Consequently they 
pay as 60, or 90, or 120 per cent on the 

‘real value. Again: velvets, cords, moleskins, 
fustians, buffalo cloths, and napped cottons 
ofall kinds, costing less than 35 cents the square 
yard, shall be valued at 35 cents per ‘square yard, 
and shall pay duty accordingly. The same remark 

` applies to this description of goods: much of them 
cost but the half, the quarter, and the third of this 

` amount at which. the law values them; consequently 
such goods pay twice, or three times, or four times 
30 per cent. on.their value; and a merchant of Phil- 
adelphia has informed me that under this iniquitous 
minimum, which disguises the tax from the common 
observer, the fustian which is worn by the laboring 
man pays a duty of 140 percent. 

What I have said of cotton minimums applies to 
others: they are minimums on a great variety of 
articles; and in every case the result is exactly the 
same—an arbitrary valuation, false in fact, and 
making all the low priced goods—such as are worn 
by the laboring part of the community—pay double, 
treble, or quadruple the amount of duty named in 
the act. 

I object then, again, to the senator’s average. I 
tell him there is no truth in it, and that it can only 
deceive the ignorant. 

The acts before the war had no minimums. That 
is a thing of modern invention. It is one of the great 
differences between the old system and the new, and 
renders it impossible to compare their averages 
together. 

‘This being the case, how can an average be struck 
from the legal valuation, the minimum, without 
being utterly untrue? It is untrue, notoriously, fla~ 
grantly so; and it is in vain for the senator to make 
averages, and parade them before the Senate, formed 
from such a data. It is all fallacious—all erroneous 
—and can deceive nobody but those unacquainted 
with the minimum iniquities. 

But the senator has two objects in his average 

- making: one to compare duties with the revenue 
acts before the war, the other to show how light the 
duties are under the act of 1842. What has been 
said shows how fallacious it is in relation to the act 


-posèd to minimums, and 
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‘of 1842: one word will show how erroneous it is.in ; 
relation to the old revenue duties. There were ño- 


minimums among those duties, to give false rates of 
duty! and the free goods-and specie are included in 


his average of: them, as well as of the others. And: 


now, one word of these free goods. "There are 
nearly one hundred articles free—almost the whole 


` of them for-the exclusive benefit of manufacturers; 


and yet the genileman’s ingenious mode of getting 
an average will suppose them all to be paying 20 
per cent duty. i i 

Mr. SIMMONS declared that he had -been op- 
drew a report against 
them, and drew a bill from which they were ex- 


_ cluded, 


Mr. BENTON. Iam glad to hear it; but I am 
not speaking of the senator’s report, or bill, but.of 
the act that was passed—of the law that is in the 
book—and which has the minimums in it—and 
which minimums 
the senator has used in making up his average. 

Here Mr. B. read the act, and the three minimums 
which it imposed on different classes of cotton 
goods, and all to the prejudice of the laboring 
classes. He dwelt particularly on cotton velvets, 
cords, fustians, moleskins, napped cottons, &c., 
supplying, in some degree, the place of coarse 
woollens, and worn by the laborer. He repeated 
that a merchant of Philadelphia had told him that 
fustians worn by day laborers in that city were sub- 
ject toa duty of 140 per cent under this deceptive 
minimum, which, on its face, purported to put 35 
upon them. He stigmatized this as a cruel injus- 
tice upon the laboring part of the community. 

Mr. SIMMONS declared that he had correspond- 
ed with merchants of New York—obtained the dif- 
ferent prices of these articles—and then took an av- 
erage, which he found to be 35 cents, and ‘put that 
in the bill. 

Mr. BENTON: Still the same thing—making 
averages, and then putting that average ina law 
for a minimum! Now an average is not a mini- 
mum nor a maximum; it is a half-way point; 
but the law makes it the lowest point—makes the 
middle the tower end! and then brings up. all from 
below to that point to be taxed accordingly, while 
nothing from above is brought down to the mini- 
mum. It is all upward, to make the tax the higher, 
and highest upon what is cheapest, and most used— 
in fact, wholly used—by the laboring part of the 
community. 

Mr. SIMMONS entered into some statements 
about the price of mole skins, not distinctly heard; 
and showed some specimens of new jgoods, with 
their price, &c., insisting that the average taken for 
the minimum was not between extreme prices, but 
thone just above and below 35 cents cost the square 

ard. 

4 Mr. BENTON would go back to the real points: 
these were digressions. He had presented the great 
fact that seven millions of people in 1808, under the 
low-duty system, had paid 164 millions of revenue, 
while 18 millions, under the high duty system, with 
difficulty paid 18 millions. There was no dispute 
about the fact, and it was not for him to account 
for it. But it was easily accounted for. Every 
book of political economy showed that moderate 
duties were most productive, because they increased 
consumption, and diminished smuggling. -This was 
a reason found in the books. Another reason was 
found in the condition of the country, which was 
then rich and happy. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked how could 48 mil- 
lions of imports, which he believed were those of 
1808, after. deducting re-exportations, py 16 mil- 
lions at the low rate of duty he mentioned. 

Mr. BENTON. The imports of the year did not 
pay it, or only in part. The importations of pre- 
vious years paid it, for there was a credit on the du- 
ties; and this (said Mr. B.) shows how vain it is to 
go by single years. i 

Mr. Benton was done with this part of the 
subject: but there was «nother part of it whieh 
claimed his attention. He had listened to nothing 
with more pleasure this session than to the indig- 
nant manner in which the senator from South Caro- 


lina, [Mr. McDurris,] in his first speech on the tariff, - 


had denounced political legislation. He poured a 


stream of hot and burning eloquence upon the legis- - 


lation which looked to presidential elections, and 
prostituted the halls of legislation and the law-ma- 
king power, to the, execrable busines of putting up 
or putting down.a presidential candidate. He (Mr. 
B.) concurred wit 
dignant feelings which he express 


hoped ` that the 
‘the frogs” of. ` pt; sprea 
PEAY teed, 


resent: false valuations, which ` 


him in the lofty, and in- | 
ed, and had t 


Senate chamber: wo 
from ‘the presence’ of” “that “plague z 


where. The Sena 


borers, to be the commencement- of: a panic-~a cold- 
blooded, studied commencement of a _panic—to be 
taken up out of doors, and ran through the land. 
This was mortifying and humiliating, and_he. pro- 
foundly regretted to see it. e had -panics 
enough in‘the time of the old Bank of the United , 
States; and the high-tarif champions all served their 
apprenticeship to panic-making then. Destruction! 
ruin! loss of wages! loss of property! the bank the, 
only saviour of the people! such was the cry in the 
bank panics! and, from the givings-out of this day, 
all this is to be repeated by the high-tariff party! 
and tariff now, like bank then, is to be the. onl 
means of saving the people from everlasting perdi- 
tion! se 
Mr. SIMMONS rose simply to state, that in re~ 
gard to what he had said, as to the senator’s argu- 
ments against millionary capitalists, it was Sim- 
ply that, if they were destroyed, it would involve 
those dependent on them in their destruction. - That 
was his argument; not. that he applied to the sen- 
ator from Missouri any design of destroying the 
labor of the workingman; it was to the results of 
of the senator’s propositions, he adverted.. He had 
had spoken of. the effects of the senator's doctrine. 
As to the tables he had produced, he explained 
that he had got those tables drawn up, with the 
view of contrasting the averages of the first twenty- 
five years, with the averages of the last twenty-five 
ears; and having included in both, the free goods, 
e-could not see that it made any essential differ- 
ence, the same thing being done for the last period, 
as for the first. He made further explanations in 
relation to his tables. As to minimums, he said he 
had reported against them, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, when the tariff of 1842 
was under consideration, and in favor of the home 
valuation, and of averages being taken for com- 
puting duties. Under the bill which he reported, 
the averages would have been fairly made. He had 
endeavored to make them correct; and, with that 
view, had sought for the best information. the coun- 
try could afford. As an instance of the fairness of 
his averages, he would take molasses, set down at 
twenty-two cents, with a duty of 25 per cent. 

The present value of molasses in the New York 

market, is twenty-six to thirty cents; under his bill, 
had it been adopted, he would take twenty-eight 
cents as the average: putting 25 per cent. on that, it 
would be seven cents; Wut take the third of the value, 
and it would be nine cents more than thé rate of duty 
he had proposed. , 
- Hehad always said that the minimum principle 
was not the fair way of getting at the value, but it 
was the only way in which frauds on the revenue 
could be avoided or guarded against.. Inweference 
to what he had said of the effects of the doctrine cf 
the senator from Missouri, he would repeat that, if 
the substantial articles of life were allowed to come 
in free, the effect necessarily must be to destroy the 
industry of the ‘country, because these necessaries 
were the products of this country itself. His (Mr. 
S.’s) ground was, that, if the. senator carried out 
his own views, the effect. would be to destroy the 
interests he wished to protect. ; Mo 

Here an informal conversational discussion, in an 
under tone, took place, relative to the manner of 
taking the averages according to the bill Mr. Sim- 
mons had reported in 1842, Messrs. SIMMONS, 
BENTON, CRITTENDEN, and others, from their 
seats, making incidental observations touching par- 
ticular items. ake 

Mr. McDUFFIE made a short explanation, not 
distinctly heard in the gallery, but understood to be 
acorrection of a mistake he had made in relation to 
a particular duty being 10 per cent, which he had 
since discovered to be 15. 

Mr. CHOATE next obtained the flocr, and ex- 
pressed a wish that the subject could be postponed 
to aome day next week. He presumed it could not 
proceed to-morrow, or next day, without interfering 
with the post office bill. . 

Several suggestions were informally made as t9 
the day of postponement; but at length it was uns 
derstood that, by laying the pending question. on thy 
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table; it could.-be called up any day Mr. ©. was 
ready to proceed with his remarks." ~ 

On motion. by Mr. CHOATE, the pending ques- 
tion was, in conformity with this understanding, laid 
on the table. _ eee : 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Correction.—In the report of Mr. ALren’s remarks in - 


the Senate yesterday, on the’bill to increase the salary of 
the district judge of Tegnessee, there are some mistakes. In 
speaking of the circuit courts of common pleas in Ohio, Mr. 

LLEN said the president judge was required to. hold three 
terms each year in each county in his circuit; and not, as 
reported, “three times a year in one of the counties of each 
circuit.” , `> 

Mr. Arren also said that the recent legislature of the 
State had reduced the salaries of the supreme judges (to be 
elected in future) to $1,000, and those. of ‘the president 
judges of the common pleas to $730; and not, as reported, 
that the salaries of the supreme judges had been ‘reduced to 
$750. i 5 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


‘Trurspay, March 28, 1844. 


The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the reception of reports from the 
standing committees; when the following reports were 
made, : 


IOWA MILITIA. 


Mr. DEAN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made a report, accompanied bya bill to 
rovide for the payment of the Iowa militia, called 
into service in the year 1839: read twice, and re- 


ferred. 
PRIVATE CLAIM. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an report upon the petition of Sher- 
man Pierce, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. R., from the same committee, made adverse 
reports upon the petitions of Daniel Sprague, Ly- 
man N. Cook, Jimes Gee, and Oliver Kerrick; 
which were laid on the table. _ 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, moved that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of several petitions 
and memorials referred to them: agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a joint resolution, directing the 
dilivery of the journals and public documents, print- 
ed by order of Congress, to each incorporated sta- 
tistical association in the several States and Territo- 
ries: read twice, and referred. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported a bill 
extending the privilege of copyright to the authors 
of the narative and account of the exploring expedi- 
tion: read twice, and referred. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Library be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of T. andit. W, John- 
son, law publishers of Philadelphia. 

Mr. LEONARD, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, made a report upon the sb- 
ject of lighting the Hall of Representatives, accom- 
panied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the doorkeeper of the House of Represent 
atives contract with Robert Grant for lighting the hall of 
the House of Representatives with the oxyhydrogen lime 
Hight, or Drummond light, and that the sum of one thousand 
dollars be appropriated from the contingent fund of the 
House for that purpose. 


Referred to the Committee of the whole House. 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. DEAN, from the Committee on Retrench- 
ments reported a bill to regulate the pay of the offi- 
cers of the navy; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House to 
present a memorial from the National Institute. 

Objected to and not received. 

Mr. HUNGERPORD moved that 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the Committee of Retrench- 
ment, in relation the navy, be printed; but the mo- 
uon not being in order, was not received. 

_ Mr. COBB, from the Select Committee on Statis- 
tics, moved that 5,000 copies of the report of said 
committee be printed. 

Mr. WHITE suggested to the gentleman from 


Georgia that he should give his notice now, and it. 


would come up regularly hereafter. 
Mr. COBB assented, ‘and the notice was entered. 
Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, from the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Bohlen and Borie; which was laid on the 
able, i 


“On motion of Mr. WELLER, 


Ordered,. That the Committee of Ways and Meais be dis- 
charged from the. consideration of the memorial of the work- 
ing men of the Washington navy-yard, for a speedy a pro- 
priation for the navy; also from the resolution of the House 
of the 17th of January last, in relation to snag-beats upon the 
Mississippi and its tributaries; and also from the memorial 
of the legislature of Wisconsin, for an increase of the appro- 
priation for the support of the said legislature. 

TREASURY NOTES. : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to which was. referred a resolu- 
tion on the 15th day of January last, directing that 
committee to inquire and report whether the notes 
lately issued by the Treasury Department, bearing 
nominal interest, and convertible into coin on de- 
mand, and now forming part of the circulating me- 
dium of the country, are authorized by the existing 
laws and constitution of the United States, made a 
report, to which was appended a communication 
from the Treasury Department. He also reported 
the following joint resolution: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House uf Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
issue of treasury notes made payable on their faces one year 
after date, bearing a merely nominal rate of interest, and by 
endorsement thereon, made payable at any time on present- 
ation at the depositories of the treasury, is without au- 
thority of law. : 

The joint resolution was read twice, and commit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and, together with the report and the com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
was ordered to be printed. S 

He moved that 10,000 extra copies of the report 
and accompanying documents be printed. . 

The motion was entered on the calendar, objection 
being made by Mr. ADAMS. 


THE TARIFF MODIFICATION ACT. 


Mr. McKAY submitted the following resolution, 
on which he moved the previous question: 

Resolved,, That bill No. 213, “to modify and amend the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue from imports, and to 
change and to madify existing laws imposing duties on im- 

orts, and for other purposes,” approved 30th August, 1842, 
be the special order of the day on and after Tuesday, the 9th 
day of April next, then to take precedence of all other busi- 
ness until the same shall be finally disposed of by the 
House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to 
submit an inquiry to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. 
lution be laid on the table; and on that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired if the adoption of the 
resolution of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means would not require a vote of two- 
thirds? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRODHEAD then appealed to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. T R. Incersouz] to 
withdraw his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. WHITE also made a like entreaty, and re- 
minded the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the 
original resolution would require a vote of two- 
thirds. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL assented, and withdrew 
his motion. ~ 

Mr. CAMPBELL said, as this was an important 
question, he desired to make an inquiry from the 
Chair in relation to the point just stated. He ad- 
mitted that a vote of two-thirds would be requi- 
sile to suspend the rules to present a resolution; 
but here was a report coming legitimately from a 
committee; and he inquired whether, as the report 
came properly before the House, a majority would 
not be suficient for the adoption of the resolution. 
Two-thirds were not deemed necessary to set aside 
the three first days in April for District business, 
nor was a suspension of the rules thought requisite, 
and he dentate be informed why two-thirds were 
required now. 

The SPEAKER replied that, to make a subject. a 
special order, and give it priority over all other busi- 
ness, had always been deemed to require a two- 
thirds’ vote. 

Mr. SAUNDERS inquired whether the rule re- 
cently adopted on the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jonnson,] giving power toa 
majority of the House to go into Committee of the 
Whole on any subject, would not be operative 
in this case. 

The SPEAKER replied that, by that rule, a ma- 
jority might go into Committee of the Whole on 
any subject; but that rule did not give a majority 


I move that the reso- . 


ower to make any subject a special order, and give 
it precedence over all other business. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested that the resolution 
should be so altered asto provide that the House 
should resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the tariff bill on the day mentioned in the reso- 
lution. wast 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question. ` 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for tellers; and Messrs. 
J. P. Kennepy and C. Jounson were appointed; 
and they reported 72 in the affirmative and 66 in the 
negative. 

o there was a second. 

The main question was then ordered to be now 
put; and, on the question of, agreeing to the: resolu- 
tion, the yeas and nays were Called for and taken, 
and resulted thus: yeas 94, nays 79—~being less 
than a majority of two-thirds. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Dana, Daniel, John. W. Davis, 
Dean, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, French, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hun- 
geviord, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An- 

rew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Me~ 
Connell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Roberts, Robinson, Saunders, 
Simpson, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
Wright—94, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Bidlack, J. Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buf- 
fington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, 
Cranston, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Ellis, Foot, Foster, Giddings, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudsons, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Melivaine, 
Marsh, E. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Feyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, 
Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Sey 
mour, Simons, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Summers, Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, 
White, Williams, ‘Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost 
—79. 

Mr. MURPHY rose before the vote was an- 
nounced, and asked permission to record his vote, 
having been prevented, by business of his commit- 
tee, from being in the House at the time his name 
was called. ; 

The SPEAKER said that he could not be so per- 
mitted. 

Mr. MURPHY then said that, if he had been 
present, he would have voted in the afirmative. 

Mr. McKAY rose and gave notice, in order, he 
said, that no one might be taken by ‘surprise, that, 
on Tuesday, the 9th day of April, or some earlier 
day, he would move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
taking up and proceeding to the consideration of 
this bill; and he would make that motion every day 
until the subject should be finally disposed of. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he trusted that the 
gentleman’s intended motion would not prevail, until 
the country at large had an opportunity of express- 
ing its wishes upon the subject. 

Mr. WELLER made some observation, which 
was not heard by the reporter. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired 

Mr. BIDLACK wished, in connection with the 
notice of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to make an inquiry of the honorable 
gentleman, and to present the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of the citizens of Mr. B.’s district, on thesub- 
ject of the bill which it was proposed to take up 
and consider. 

Called to order. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he merely wanted to make 
an Inquiry of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose 
to submit any motion. 

Mr. BIDLACK. ` Catainly, sir. I move to sus- 
pend the rules to enable me to make the inquiry. 

(‘For what purpose?” for what purpose?”] 

Mr. BIDLACK. For the purpose „of under- 
standing the notice which has been given by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. [A 
augh.] 

The question for a suspension of the rules was 
put and negatived. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union; (Mr. Werer in the chair,) and pro- - 


ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 

propriations for the support of the army, for the 

- fiscal year, commencing on the -lst day of July, 
1844, and ending on the 30thday of June, 1845. 

The pending question being upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from from Ohio— 

Mr. COLES said he could notconsent, under any 
circumstances, to vote against a measure of retrench- 
ment without explaining the reasons for such vote. 

It had been said that these officers are -unneces- 
sary. If he was convinced that they were un- 
cessary, he would not hesitate an instant; but he had 
taken occasion to inquire into the matter, and was 
fully convinced that a more improper course could 
not be taken than that of making, from time to time, 
hasty and irregular changes in the army. It was 
said that there were 70 officers who were altogether 
useless—who had nothing todo. But was this the 
case? 

By the report from the adjutant general, there 
are 70 graduates from West Point called supernu- 
merary. There are 110 captains and subalterns ab- 
sent from their regiments—not all on furlough, as 
has been stated, but absent for the following rea- 
sons: 37 on duties of the general staff; 20 at West 
Point, as professors, commanders, &c.; 5 on special 
service; 12° sick; ‘one suspended by general court 
martial; .25 on furlough—making 110. Fifty-eight 
of the above supernumerary officers are attached to 
companies in the ‘place of officers absent as above 
stated; and the other 12 supernumeraries are attach- 
ed—1 to the engineer corps; 4. to the topo- 
graphical corps; and 7 to the -ordnance corps; 
making up the whole 70 on active duty. he 
Military Academy would furnish 25 in addition 
after July next, but the deaths, resignations, and 
other causes, would create, more ‘ vacancies than 
could be supplied by the 25. In his estimation, it. 
would be.an act of extravagance to disband officers 
who lrave been prepared for the service at great ex- 
pense,’and, at the same time, to continue to pre- 
pare others at the Military Academy. 


Mr. C. referred to the condition of the country 

during the last war with Great Britain, when it was 
so destitute of military information that they could 
scarcely get books on military science, and had to 
employ British deserters to teach the officers the 
plainest duties. Indeed, after the war, they had to 
send to Europe for an engineer, who had cost the 
government millions of dollars. The object in form- 
ing the peace establishment, was to have an army so 
constituted as to keep alive some military knowl- 
edge in the country. The principle adopted in 1821 
was to reduce the army to the lowest limits required 
to keep alive that military knowledge, to garrison 
the posts, to guard the Indian frontiers, and to have 
an army which could be expanded to double 
its force in’ case of emergency. That policy had 
‘been continued till this time. {i this policy was a 
bad one, let it be abandoned, and not only. reduce 
these second lieutenants, but reduce the whule ar- 
my. To be consistent in making this reduction, 
they should also reduce the two regiments of dra- 
goons into one, reduce the artillery one half, and re~ 
dace the eight regiments of infantry into four. One- 
mas of the number of officers might then be disband- 
ed. , i a 
He was of the opinion that the present military 
establishment was the cheapest as well as the most 
efficient that could be adopted, and he was unwil- 
ling to alter it. As a'measure of economy, he was 
satisfied that the amendment would net produce the 
results that the gentleman who advocated it con- 
templated. For the purposes of retrenchment, he 
was.for going much farther than this amendment 
proposed, and for correcting the abuses and redu- 
cing the extravagances in the army which had hith- 
erto remained untouched. Ifthey took up this lit- 
‘tle matter alone, and let others of more importance 
yemain untouched, they would accomplish nothing 
valuable in the way of retrenchment. ‘I'here were 
extravagances and abuses in the army which ought 
to be putan end to, but they principally arose from 
the injudicious legislation of Congress. 

In the first page of the estimates of the Secretary 
of War, the estimates for the army proper amounted 
to only three millions; but there were other objects 
of expenditure, which he had not heard the greatest 

‘advocates for economy complain of. Were there 
-not gentlemen here who were complaining of the 


for a-large portion of the’ estimates under the army 
head, whieh 

such as for harbors and rivers, pensions to. widows 
and soldiers, and expenditures for the Indian ser- 
vice? He found many gentlemen, whose remarks 
were calculated to throw odium on the army, always 

voting for one or all of these objects. i 
Mr. C. ‘said that, instead of cutting down these 
-supernumerary officers, the cheapest course would 
be to reduce the number of cadets at the Military 
Academy to 150, and by this means, the supernume- 
raries would be absorbed’in the army in the course 
of a few years. He would also reduce the number 
of. professors at West Point, and in this-way an 
annual amount would be saved equal to that -pro- 
posed by the amendment. j 5 
r. 


ficers in the army was too greatin proportion to the 
number of privates. The supernumeraries were en- 
tirely unnecessary, as it appeared that they were 
performing the duties of the commissioned officers 
who were absent. 

Mr. D. argued that this was the proper time for 
retrenchment, if the House intended any measure 
of that kind, and that, by waiting for another bill, 
‘they would lose the opportunity altogether. 

Mr. CARROLL deprecated these attacks on the 
officers whose employment was under consideration, 
without proof that they were unemployed; and he 
justified their retention ‘on the ground that it was 
the duty of this country in peace to be prepared for 
war. - 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH spoke in favor of a dim- 
inution of the public expenditures; and hence he 
was in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio. He was of ‘opinion that if the House 
waited for the bill of the gentleman: from South 
Carolina, these reforms would never be effected; for 
they could not possibly have any assurance that that 
bill would come up befẹæe the end of the session, 
when it would be too late to receive the mature con- 
sideration of the Senate. He hoped the committee 
would adopt the amendment now proposed; for it 
was not inconsistent with the bill of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, for which he (Mr. S.) should 
also vote, when itcame up. He was in favor of a 
thorough organization of the army, but he was op- 
posed to an army of officers without men; for it was 
Inconsistent with the principles oy which a republie 
was based. He. believed, if war should come, it 
would be much easier then to obtain officers than 
fighting-men.. He was not one that believed that 
science alone was necessary to do our fighting; but 
he believed, also, that such science had been brought 
to great perfection amongst our people; so that sci- 
ence could be found amongst them, and a sufficient 
number of men that would fight as bravely, and ex- 
hibit as much skill'as any of those who were edu- 
cated at West Point. 

Here a message was received from the Senate by 
A. Dickens, esq., its secretary, who delivered to the 
House many bills passed Py the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH resumed: Le said when he was in- 
terrupted, he was trying to demonstrate that when 
the day should come for fighting to be done, the 
exigencies of the case would call up the men who 
were calculated and the best qualified to defend the 
country. The gentlemen who were educated at 
West Point, under such circumstances, would have 
to be set aside, for they were not qualified for the 
battle-field; and he should, therefore, vote for the 
amendment. It had been asked what those young 
gentlemen were to do? to which he replied that they 
should be content with the education and the con- 
sequent advantages which the country had given 
them, without being thrown as a burden on the 
country in the time of peace, with their servants and 
forage. There were the various professions of the 
country open to them, and_they should labor for 
themselves, as others of our eitizens were compelled 
todo. If, however, no profession was open to 
them, let them carry their scientific altainments into 
agricultural pursuits, in which they might be made 
available both to their own and to their country’s 
interests. But there was another reason why he 
should give support to this amendment. He was 
desirous to diminish the appropriations, and the 
amendment would reduce the proposed appropria- 
tions of this bill some $80,000 or $90,000. 

He did not desire to embarrass or to detain the 
committee, for he felt convinced that it was the in- 
tention of the House to come up and make this re- 
trenchment, and dispense with tHese Annecessary 


extravagances of the army, who were ready to vote | 


did not properly belong to the army—_ 


ANA made some remarks in favor of the 
amendment, and contended that the number of of- 


and supernumerary. officers: He had: the intention 
of Stopeetie another amendment, .if in order, that, 
inthe eyent of promotions: becoming’ necessary: in 
consequence of the excision of these supernumera~ 
ries, such promotions should be made. from. the 
line of the army... Whenever a young man. was 
found who had recommended himself by his -ser~ 
vice in the ranks for four or five years, he 
should be placed in the line of promotion. This 
was the way to give character and. standing to the 
army. $ ae : 

r. BRENGLE said ‘he desired to occupy the 
attention of the commiittee but a moment. They 
were called on now to make an appropriation ‘of 
money for the public service, and he held it-to bea 
valuable maxim where money was to be appropri- 
ated, to know beforehand that it was actually: re- 
quired for the public service. It was not incumbent 
on the advocates of the proposed amendment to es- 
tablish the proposition that these officers, who, in 
the technical language of the Army Register, were 
called supernumeraries, were. useless; but it was 
incumbent on those who advocated the expenditure 
of the money to establish the converse of the propo- 
sition, and satisfy the House that the public ser- 
vicc required the expenditure; and unless the pub- 
lic service did require it, they had neither the 
right nor the authority to expend it. 

He was for maintaining such an army as the exi- 
gencies of the country required, Thus far would he 
go as willingly as any member of the House, but 
not an inch bayou it. He made no sounding 

hrases about retrenchment or useless expenditure. 

f the public service required millions, he would 
vote millions. This was his notion of the duty in- 
cumbent upon him in reference to the question before 
the House. He would vote for the amendment, 

Mr. HUNT said he did not rise to prolong: the 
debate. He merely desired to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. It would be borne in mind that 
these supernumeraries, when they entered into the 
service, came under an engagement to serve the 
country for a term of years, which is not. yet ex- 
pired. ` He did not contend that it was strictly a le- 
gal contract which could be enforced upon technical 
grounds ina court of law, but the good- faith which 
every government was bound to observe, would dic- 
tate the strict observance of the implied terms of 
such contract. Mr. H. proposed to amend the 
amendment by adding the words “who shall have 
served for a longer period than the term of their 
original engagement,” : 

r. PATTERSON said he agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, that if there was no necessi- 
ty for these supernumerary officers they should 
make no appropriation for them. But he had re- 
ceived a memorandum from the head of the army, 
in which it was stated that there were 69 supernu- 
meraries, and that they were all as fully employed 
as any of the officers were. The great bughear 
seemed to be that they were called supernumeraries. 

Mr. McDOWELL referred to the law of 1812 to 
show that this corps of supernumerary oflicers was 
designed to fill the vacancies occurring from year to 
year in the army. 

Mr. McD. said it was plain that when that law 
was framed, it was never contemplated that 
it was never contemplated that seventy or eighty su- 
pernumerary officers should be quartered on the 
governmentin time of peace, at enormous expense; 
and that the President, in retaining them in service, 
had misconstrued it. Mr. M. then went on to say, 
that it was the solemn and imperious duty of the 
House to lighten the burdens of the people when- 


| ever they had the* opportunity ofdoing so; and 


now that they had the power of retrenching, they 
should not let the opportunity escape them by wait- 
ing for onother bill. He would have preferred act- 
ing first on the bill of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Bracx;] but as the House had com- 
menced on this, he was willing ‘to go on with it. 
Holding himself at all times ready to apply the 
pruning knife of reform whenever it could be done 
without detriment to the public service, he would 
vote for the amendment of the geutleman from Ohio. 
Ingiving this vote, however, he disclaimed any in- 
tention of casting the slightest imputation on the of- 
ficers who were educated at West Point. tHe be- 
lieved the majority of them to be very deserving 
young men, and many of them had behaved with 

reat gallantry in their country’s service in Florida. 
His object was to retrench the public expenditures 
as faras it could be done with advantage; and he 
had no reference to individuals. 

Mr. SAMPLE supported the amendment; and 
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argued that the. supernumerariés ought’ to be dis- 
charged, as it was. evident that there was no real 
use for them:. He thought it would be better for 
these young men, who had received good educations 
at the’ public expense, to. send them out into the 
useful and active employments of life, rather than 


that they should livé'in idleness. in the pay of the. 


government, and contract vicious habits. 


Mr. PATTERSON asked leave to explain. -He 


had stated before, on official authority, that . these 
officers were actively and. usefully emplo ed in 
filling the places. of those officers who had been. 
drawn from the army to do duty in the staff, or at 
‘West Point. _ ah 

Mr. E. J. BLACK opposed the ‘amendment with 
much earnestness, contending that there was ample 
employment for these supernumerary officers, and 
that it was necessary to keep them in service to fill 
the vacancies in the army as they eccur. D 

Mr. J. A. BLACK asked the permission of the 

- House to make some statements which he had taken 
from the Army Register. The number of officers 
of the line employed on staff duty was 64, viz: on 
the general staff, 35; at the military academy, 20; 
and on special service, 9;—making 64 in all. ‘In the 
regiment of dragoons, there were 3 company 
officers, and 61 non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates, or 204 privates to each company 
officer. In the artillery, there were 4 officers, and 
50 non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
vates, or 12} privates to I company officer. In the 
infantry, there were 3 company officers, and 52 non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates; or 
17 privates to 1 commissioned officer. Of the 64 
staff officers from the line, there were 37 from the 
artillery, who have 40 supernumerary first lieuten- 
ants; and, therefore, every company in that arm 
had three company officers, and three to spare. The 
other 27 staff-officers form the ten regiments of 
dragoons and infantry, embracing one hundred 
companies; and, therefore, one-fourth of these com- 

anies have but two company officers; but, by the 
Bin he (Mr. B.) had submitted to the House, 
eight of these twenty-seven officers were returned to 
the line; so that these ten regiments would have to 
furuish but two officers to the staff from each regi- 
ment. Now, he learned, from very good authority, 
that our very large staff, which he in no way con- 
demned, was got up with the understanding 
that a great part of tt could be spared from the 
line, and at a small increase of expense. He 
had no objection to the staff. He believed it 
to be essential to our skeleton organization, and 
would prove more valuable in an emergency 
than any other part of the army. By the organi- 
zation of the army there were 733 commissioned 
officers, 600 sergeants, 560 corporals, 14 sergeant 
majors, and 14 quartermaster sergeants—making 
1921 commissioned officers und non-ncommissioned 
officers. There were 302 musicians, 100 artificers 
and blacksmiths, 250 enlisted men of ordnance, and 
6,040 privates. Taking the whole number of com- 
missioned officers and non-commissioned officers, 
there were about one commissioned officer and two 
non-commissioned officers to ten privates, without 
counting the supernumerary second lieutenants. 
He made this statement, Mr. B. said, without any 
unkind feelings to these supernumerary officers, and 
without any hostility to West Point. His object 
was to curtail the expenditures of the government, 
and lop off all offices that could-be dispensed with 
without injury to the public service. While up, he 
would state that the bill reported by him for redu- 
cing the expenses of the army had been printed and 
just laid on the tables of the members, and he would 
ask the indulgence of the House to read the 12th 
section of it. r. B. then read the 12th section of 
the bill as follows: 

See. 12. And be it further enacted, That the fourth section 
of the act entitled “An act making further provision for the 
corps of engineers,” approved April 29, 1512, be, and the 
same is hereby, repeated; and that the President of the 
United States shall forthwith discharge all the supernume- 
rary second lieutenants from the army of the United States; 
but nothing herein contained shall prevent him from ap- 
pointing any of the supernumerary second lieutenants to 
such vacancies as may hercafter occur in the army of the 
United States; and it is further provided that each super. 
numerary second lieutenant, discharged under this act, 
shall be entitled to receive three months’ extra compensa- 
tHon agreeable to his present pay and emoluments, 

He concluded with the observation that he had 
no unkind feeling towards these young officers, and 
was only actuated by a desire to protect the inte- 
rests of the country. 

Mr. McKAY explained what had been -the 
legislation on this subject from the establish- 
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ment of this government, : for.: the. purpose of 
showing that the number of commissioned 
officers was greater to- each company, in pro- 
portion to the number of men, than hitherto em- 
ployed, and that many of these officers were un- 


necessary. He however stated that, under existing 
circumstances, the Committee of Ways and Means, 


of which he was chairman, could not avoid making ` 


an appropriation for these officers; they had no: dis- 


‘cretion to do otherwise than they had done, though 


the committee were. of opinion that there was no 
necessity for at least a part of their supernumerary 
lieutenants. The Committee of Ways and Means, 
however, directed him to report a resolution to the 
House, at an earlier part of the session, by which 
the Committee on Military Affairs was instructed to 
inquire into theexpediency of discharging all, or a 
part, of those supernumerary lieutenants. That 
committee has notas yet made any specific report to 
the House; but that the Committee of the Whole 
‘Honse might understand the ground on which his 
opinion was predicated, he would briefly advert to 
meee of the army, and its organization at various 
eriods. 

He then quoted various enactments, and amongst 
other things, showed that, in 1786, when the first act 
was passed on the subject, there was one captain 
and two lieutenants to each company of sixty pri- 
vates. In 1798, the number of officers -was still 
three, "and the number of privates fifty-two. In 
1800, the number of officers was the same, and the 
number of privates ranged from. eighty to ninety; 
andit was only during the war that the number of 
company officers was increased to four. In 1815, 
for the first time, the number authorized to be em- 
ployed was five that being the close of the war; but 
the number of privates was then one hundred. But 
now there were five officers for each company of 
forty-two men, irrespective of thees surpernumerar 
lieutenants. He spoke of the manner in whic 
the President of the United States had attach- 
ed these supernumerary officers to the artiller 
corps, and likewise to the engineer corps and ont 
nance department; and read extracts from a work on 
the condition of the British army, by which it was 
shown that five commissioned officers were deemed 
too many for each company of British soldiers. 
He said he believed there was no necessity for so 
many ofthese supernumerary lieutenants; he believed 
four commissioned officers to command 42 men, 
composing each company of artillery, were suffi- 
ciently ample, but he would not propose to reduce 
them; he did, however, think the committee should 
be cautious how they acted in the manner proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio. He trusted they 
would not precipitate action, and suggested that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio should be 
withdrawn or voted down, and that then the appro- 
priation should be reduced by the $80,000 reported 
for the supernumerary officers, and that the appro- 
priation for them should be made a part of the bill 
from the Committee on Retrenchment, on a discus- 
sion of which the IJouse could determine what 
change should be made, and what appropriation 
should be voted. That course would impose a 
moral constraint on the House to act on the bill of 
the Committce on Retrenchment, and would avoid 
the evil of encumbering the bill now before the com- 
mittee with propositions for a reorganization of the 
army. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF opposed the suggestion of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HAMLIN followed on the same side. 

Mr. HAMMETT opposed the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. McKAY said he had trusted that the com- 
mittee would vote down the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; and if a majority’agreed with 
him that a part, at least, of the number of these offi- 
cers ought to be reduced, the amount inserted in 
the bill should be reduced; and afterwards, if it 
were considered necessary, the whole number might 
be dispensed with. 

The debate was further continued 
ADAMS and C. JOHNSON. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
tothe amendment, and negatived. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of the 
gentleman frem Ohio, and tellers were appointed, 
who reported 84 votes in the affirmative, and 29 in 
the negative. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he regarded this vote as 
an index, that the committee were in favor, to some 
extent, at least, of the report of the Committee on 
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Retrenchment; and inasmuch as that report proposed 
a considerable reduction, and as those reductions 
could not be made in an appropriation bill, he hoped 
the bill would be laid aside, and that the bill (No. 
256) for the regulation of the pay of the army 
would be taken up. , 

Mr.. WHITE observed that that bill had been 
been reported only this morning; and 

Mr. THOMPSON. interposed to say that the 
question was not debatable. 
Mr. WHITE said he would like to hear the bill 
read, and he would suggest that the committee then 
rise. : 

The bill having been read through, ; 

Mr. WHITE moved that the committee rise; re- 
jected. he 
l The CHAIR directed it to be read by sections, 
for the purpose of allowing opportunities to offer 
amendmenis. 

The first section was read; when 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS submitted an amendment 
to abolish the office of major general. 

Mr, J. A. BLACK obtained the floor; but gave 
way to wr 

Mr. WHITE, on whose motion the committee 
rose and reported progress. : 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House take u 
the resolution of the Senate to adjown on the onh 
of May. - ; 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was carried, and 
The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the legislative coun- 
cil of the Territory of Florida, requesting a divisiom of the 
Territory. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Elizabeth Stanford, of 
Elizabeth, Cumberland county, Maine, praying to-be allow- 
ed the amount of prize money, due her late husband, John 

*McCatfery, who was a seaman on board the Bon Homme 
Richard, when she captured the Serapis, during the war of 
the revolution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. t 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The memorial signed by several 
hundred citizens of Philadelphia, representing the prosper- 
ous condition under the present tariff, and protesting against 
its repeal. Also, a memorial of similar tenor from citizens 
of Shìppensburg, Pennsylvania, Also, the memorial of John 
S. Gilbert, asking Congress to examine and report upon the 
merits of his patent balance toating dock. 3 

By Mr. STEENROD: The petition of a portion of the 
citizens-of Adair county, Mo., requesting the passage ofa 
law to give the settlers under the provisions of the pre- 
emption law two years, from the time that the land comes 
into market, to pay for it. 

By Mr. DANA: The remonstrance of Benjamin Joy, and 
51 other citizens of Ludlowville, Tompkins county, N. Y., 
against the annexation of Texas. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance of sundry 
citizens of Lee county, Illinois, against the removal of the 
land office from Dixon, the centre of the district, to Galena, 
the north*part, with sundry letters, maps, &c.: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. - Also, a petition for a mail 
route from St. Charles, Kane county, Mlinois, to Cleveland, 
Wimebago county, via Rerkshire, Genoa, and Hicks’s Mills: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 
Also, a petition for a mail route from Chicago to Albany, 
via Babcock’s Grove, St. Charles, and Sycamore: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY: The petition of E. Robi 
net, praying an extension of his pension on account of his 
disability, resulting from wounds received during the war 
of 1812: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Fen- 
sions. 


Free Masoyry.—When the bill to incorporate 
the Grand Lodge of Free Masons of the District of 
Columbia was yesterday before the House, and the 


eas and nays were called on the motion to lay the 

ill onthe table, Mr. McConneLe made a remark 
on his name being called, which was accidentally 
omitted from our report. It was as follows: 

“Mr. McConnext said he himself wasa mason, 
trueto the faith. The order had lived for more 
than six thousand years on its own merits; and 
having sustained itself thus long without legislative 
aid, and against the persecutions of wicked men, he 
had no fears but that it would still triumph without 
any such aid. He should therefore vote to lay the 
bill on the table. 


The following was omitted in yesterday's report: 

Mr. STEENROD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made a report upon the peti- 
ton of Patrick Masterton, accompanied by a bill 
(No. 274) for his relief; which bill ae read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. ; 


_IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 29, 1844. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from John S. 
Gilbert, of the city of New York, relating to a floating dry- 
dock--his invention: referred to thé Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ; 

Also, a memorial from 210 citizens of Yates county, New 
York, remonstrating against any change in the present tar- 
if- Also, eight memorials, containing 760 signatures from 
Albany; one from Manlius, two from Utica, New York, and 
“one from Frankfort, Herkimer county, of like import; all of 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented some docnmenis in support of 
the elaim of William H. ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

My. BREESE presented some documents, exhibiting the 
amount of public property transported annually upon the 
upper Mississippi, and other statistical information of great 


importance conuected therewith; which was referred to the - 


Committee on Commerce, to aid that committee in their de- 
liverations on the subject of improvements in the naviga- 
tion of the western waters, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from sundry. farmers, 
mechanics, and manufacturers of Cecil county, Maryland, 
representing that the existing tariff is adequate to the wants 
of the country, and praying Congress to make no alteration. 
in it: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented eight memorials from the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying Congress not to pass any act 
interfering with the present tariff, unless it was ascertained 
by its operation that it required amendment; also the’ pro- 
ceedings of a meeting in Danville, Pennsylvania, at which 
strong resolutions were passed in favor of the present tariff: 
all which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


` Mr. B. also presented a memorial from inhabitants of Berks - 


county, Pennsylvania, praying, for reasons therein set forth, 
that Texas may not be annexed to the Union; also, a memo- 
vial from citizens of the county of Adams, Pennsylvania, and 
citizens of Ohio township; in the county of Alleghany, 
praying that Congress may not annex ‘Texas to the inion: 
all which were referred tọ the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, ; 

Mr. BREESE presented the proceedings of a public meet- 
ing held in Knox county, Indiana, in favor of a grant of 
Jand to aid in the improvement of the navigation of the 
‘Wabash river: referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr: STURGEON presented documents from William 
Keller, a soldier in the late war with Great Britain, praying 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported a bill for the reliefof the heirs of Robert Fulton; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committeeon Commerce, 
reported a bill relating to certain collection districts, and 
for other purposes; which was- read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
poried back, with an amendment, House bill entitled an 
“Act to change the time of holding the ‘spring term 
of the circuit court ofthe United States for the eastern dis- 
of Virginia.” Mr. B. remarked that it had been suggested 
to him by one of the representatives from Virginia that the 
time for the mæting of the court would very soon occur, 
and it was therefore desirable that the bill should be at once 
considered by the Senate. 

Mr. KING remarked that he désigned to propose an 
amendment to the bill, and expressed a wish that the senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brsries} would not press action upon 
the bill then. 

Mr. BERRIEN acquiesced in the suggestion. 

Subsequently, on the motion of Mr. BERRIEN, (the sen- 
atorifrom Alabama having prepared his amendment,) the 
previous orders of the day were postponed, and the bill was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

The amendment proposed by the Judiciary Committee to 
strike out the 5th day of June, and to insert the 30th day of 
May as the time for the meeting ofthis court, was agreed to. 

Mr. KING remarked that ke had received a communica- 
qion from the district judge of Alabama expressing a desire 
that the time for holding the courts at Mobile should be 
changed. He had, in accordance with such wish,. prepared 
an amendment fixing the time at a period more convenient 
to the bar, judges, and country generally; and more desira- 
ble, as it was at a more healthy period, so far as that city 
was concerned. He proposed to add at the end of the bill 
a section providing that the spring term of the circuit court 
of the United States for the fifth judicial circuit and south- 
ern district of Alabama shall commence hereafter on the 
3d Monday in April, and the fall term on the 4th Monday of 
December. Also proposed to add another section author- 
izing the judge to hold ai extra term ofthe court in case it 
should be found inconvenient to hold the regular term. 

These amendmeuts were agreed to. 

The bill was thea reported to the Senate; and the amend- 
ments being concurred in, they were ordered to be engross- 
ed, and the bill to be read a third time. s 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the previous orders of 
the day were postponed; and the bill to confirm the survey 
and location of claims for lands’ in the State of Mississippi, 
east of Pearl river and south of the 3ist degree of north lat- 
jtude, was taken up, and was read the third time; and, on 
the suggestion of Mr. JOHNSON, was postponed till to- 
morrow, to enable him to examine its provisions. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition and papers of Laomi 
Kelter, of Arkansas, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TAPPAN asked the Senate to take up for considera- 
tion the following resolution, reported from the Committee 
on the Library, viz: 


“Joint resolution directing the purchase of certain marble 
busts. 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of State be directed to purchase of Hiram 
Powers, of Ohio, busts, in marble, of such of the Presidents 
ofthe United States as he may have modeled from the life, 
or from authentic materials, at a price not exceeding five 
hundyed dollars each. : 


Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks, not distinctly heard, 


on the propriety of the government having accurate Hke- - 


nesses of the Presidents of the United States, as far as the 
could be obtained. Mr. Powers (he remarked) had succed- 
ed in preparing models of three of the Presidents, and was 
also ready to execute them in marble. Mr. T. bore high 
testimony to the just celebrity of Mr. Powers as an artist 
and skilful workman in sculpture. He did not consider that 
there was any man in modern times better able to copy the 
human form with precise accuracy. than he 

The resolution was tnen taken up for consideration. 

Mr. KING made some remarks on the propriety, as the 
busts were not actually executed in marble, of authorizing 
the Secretary to make a contract with the artist to execute 
them at a price not exceeding $500. As the resolution now 
read, it proposed a purchase of the busts as if they were ac- 
tually executed. < 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to remark that the commit: 
tee had been informed, from very good authority, that Mr. 
Powers had prepared admirable models of three of the pres- 
idents, from which the busts in marble could be easily exe- 
cuted. AH the skill and genius of the artist were expended 
in creating the mode}; therefore, in executing the busts in 
marble, nothing remained but mechanical. execution. He 
did not consider the amendment suggested at all important 
to accomplish the object designed. i 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate, and or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from citizens of New- 


castle county, Delaware, remonstrating against the passage 


of the bill introduced into the other House for the modifica- 
tion of the present tariff, and against any interference with 
the tarif whatever: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senate took up for considera- 
tion, as in committee of the whole, the bill reported from 
the Committee on Roads and: Canals for confirming and as- 
senting to an act of the legislature of Virginia, entitled 
“An act farther to amend the act incorporating the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal company. i 

Mr. M. explained that there was a joint act passed by the 
legislatures of Virginia and Maryland, and the Congress of 
the United States, by which the time was limited in the 
canal charter for for the completion ofthis work. The time 
would expire the ensuing April; therefore the legislatures, 
of each of those States had passed laws for the extension of 
the time. They now asked the passage of an act by Con- 
gress concurring in such extension of time to the canal 
company. This bill provided for that object. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


SALARY OF THE DISTRICT JUDGES. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to increase the salary of the district judge of the, United 
States for the district of East Tennessee, Middle Tennessee, 
and the western district of ‘Tennessee. in the 8th judicial 
district. The question pending being the proposition of Mr. 
Hannxaan to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with instructions to inquire into: the expediency 
of equalizing the salaries of the district judges. 

Mr. KING made some inquiry as to what was meant by 
the term equalization. The judge of the southern district 
of New York, whose duties were laborious, received $3,500 
per annum; but there were other judges, whose duties were 
not so: laborious, who received much Jess—some as low 
as $1000 per annum. Ìt certainly was not the design or ob- 
ject of the senator from Indiana, by bis instructions to the 
committee, to equalize the salaries of the judges, by giving 
the same salaries to those who had little or no duties to per- 
form, as to the judges of New York, whose, duties were so 
laborious. He knew it was not his design to do any such 
thing. Ifthe senator wanted to commit the Dill, with the 
view of having one reported fixing a fair cormpensation to all 
the judges, takiug into-consideration-the duties they have 
to perform, the expenses incurred in their performance, and 
the amount necessary to their sepport in the section of 
country in which they resice, he would have no objection 
to such a course. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, early last session, Congress 
raised a committee to take into consideration the subject of 
retrenchment. It was a regular standing connnittec, and 
existed at the present time. Expectation was raised 
high throughout the country when the committee was 
appointed. It was one from which doubtless some 
able report might have been expected. The conn- 
try or the Senate had uot been favored as yet with 
any report from it. He believed that much business 
had not been referred to that committee; he there- 
fore suggested whether it was not better to refer the hill to 
the Committee on Retrenchment, and let them go into en 
examination of the salaries of all the district judges, and 
bring in a bill reducing them all to a suitable standard. He 
believed that it would be found that there could be a re- 
duction without impairing the usefulness and standing of 
judiciary. These salaries cannot be reduced during the life 
of the incumbents, but it can he done as fully by this bill as 
any other. The bill can provide a reduction to take effect 
as soon as the places of the present incumbents shall be va- 
cated by resignation, death, or otherwise. Unless it was 
done in this way, it would never be done at all. Every dis- 
trict judge would have a friend on that floor; and the judge 
being a very clever man io his friends, and perhaps a little 
extravagant, would feel a great necessity for an increase of 
salary to support such extravagance. The judge's friend on 
that floor seeing the great necessity of relieving him from 
this embarrassment, would make an effort to do so out of 
the fnational purse, by giving hime larger salary. This 
would be the case session after session. Mr. T. was under- 
stood further to say, that the judicial officers had as little to 
do as any body of officers under the government, and were 
better paid. He expressed a hope that his suggestion would 
he adopted by the senator from Indiana, of sending the bill 
to the Commiitee on Retrenchment with instructions. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he would cheerfully accept the 
suggestion of the senator from Ohio, [Mr..Tapran.] His 
friend from Alabama was certainly mistaken in his intention 
very much, if he supposed he (Mr. H.) wanted to raise the 
salaries of any of the judges to $3,500—the amount received 
by the district judge of the southern district of New York. 


“He (Mr. H.): did not believe tliat the distriot judges of 


Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, who ‘received’ but $1,000 per annum, 
got enough. “There was at present great inequality’ i 
salaries of those. judges. While the judges in: i i 
and Iowa received ‘$1800 per ‘annum, those ofthe three — 


States mentioned received but $1,000. “His whole object:ia 


presenting the resolution was to have the Committee-on the 
Judiciary reporta bill of a general character, to take effect 
prospectively; not to affect: the present incumbents, of ` 
course, (for he was aware of the. constitutional provision 
preventing a reduction of the salary of the judge during the 
time he is in office,) but.those who come in as successors. 
This was the way he wished the salaries of the judges to be 


“equalized—not that they shall all receive like compensation, 


but that they shall receive’ in proportion to the amount of 
services rendered, and the expenses attending the perform- 
ance of their dutics. He moved to refer the matter to the 
Committee on Retrenchment. 3 7 

Mr. JARNAGIN expressed a wish that the bill would 
not be embarrassed by any proposition to getup abill of a 
general nature, or from an overweening desire to give the 
Committee on Retrenchment something to do. Ifthe sen: 
ator from Ohio wanted something to send to that committee, 
let him send the joint resolution of his for the purchase of 
marble busts ofthe several. Presidents. ‘That would be a 
legitimate matter for retrenchment. That resolution was 
passed at the expense of the judges of the district courts. 
if there were any of the judges in the other districts who 
did not receive a fair compensation, he was prepared to vote 
for bills raising their salaries. He hoped this bill would 
not be recommitted with the view of bringing forwarda 
general one to raise the salaries of those who were inade- 
quately paid. He would prefer that the bill should be 
voted down than to have it recommitted with any such 
view. Its recommitment would be just as fatal as its rejec- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks, showing the- great dis- 
parity between the salaries of these judges, the inadequate 
salaries of some, and the necessity of some legislation upon 
the subject. y f 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said it was reported in one of the 
papers that he stated the salary of the district judge of 
Kentucky at $1,800 per annum. His salary is $1,600 instead 
of 1,800. 

The bill was then laid on the table till to-morrow. 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of a numerous and 
respectable meeting in Scott county, State of Missouri, 
praying for an appropriation to improve the navigation of 
the Mississippi river at the place called the “Little Chain,” 
being the first chain of rocks which encroached upon the 
river above the mouth of the Ohio. Mr. B. said that the pe- 
tition stated what he himself knew to be the fact, that this 
chain made the most dangerous place in the river, and 
where the greatest number of steamboat accidents took 
place. Krom the number of these accidents, and the number 
of lives lost there, this part of the river had received the 
name of the “Grave-yard,” and was constantly called by that 
name when referred to. Mr. B. noved that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. B. also presented the following resolution on 
the same subject, which lies over.one day under the rules, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the War Department be 
directed to cause an examination and reportto be made on 
the practicability and probable expense of improving the 
navigation of the Miesissippi river at the place called the 
“Titile Chain,” being the place where the first chain of rocks 
overreach upon the river above the mouth of the Ohio. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 


OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Ou motion by Mr. MERRICK, the special orders were ta- 
ken up, and the Senate, as in committee of the whole, pro- 
ceded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 51, being 

“A bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use and 
correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the pre- 
vention of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment.” À a 

The bill, as reported by the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and printed, contained the amendments pro- 
posed by that committee, which amendments had been 
adopted in committee of the whole ou Friday, the 22d inst., 
when the bill was then undér consideration. The question 
now pending was, on motion of Mr, SIMMONS, to make the 
distance for the lowest rate of postage (5 cents) 250 miles 
instead of 100 milcs. $ 

Mr. MERRICK, after a few prefatory remarks stating his 
purpose to explain the bill, said he was rejoiced that it now 
came up with a prospect of final action. When it was before 
the Senate a few days ago, the question pending was the 
motion of the senator from Rhoae Island to substitute 250 
for 160 miles in the first section. He should not now discuss 
that point; but he hoped gentlemen had given the attention 
to the provisions of the bill which the importance of the 
measure demanded. For the’ purpose of refreshing the 
memory of senators, previous to proceeding with the further 
amendment of the bill, he recapitulated, at considerable 
length, the arguments he had before urged in its support; 
and, in the course of his remarks, expressed his gratifica- 
tion at the Senate having at. last come to the consideration 
ofa subject which sould be legislated upon without bein: 
commingled with party topics, for it was a measure whic 
rose above all party considerations, and presented itself as 
a question of the greatest interest to persons of all parties. 
He regretted, however, that the whole official corps of the 
government had taken a position of determined hostility to 
the changes proposed by the bill. But this he considered 
was always the consequence of official adherence to an 
established state of things—no doubt arising from an honest 
disposition not to risk what they consider the best interesis 
ofthe government which they sérve. 

Mr. M. then referred to the condition of the Post Office 
Department, when the Post Office Committees’s attention 
was first directed to the subject. It was found that the tide 
of public opinion had set in so strongly arainst the present 
system, that the laws for the protection of the interests: of 
the department became inoperative; private competition 


‘was encouraged e public voice; showing that.a.reform 
was called for, and could be no longer-deferred. -It was im- 
possible to let things, remain in this. condition. - 


“Here Mr. M. proceeded to several calculations and statisti. ` 


eal statements, with a view. of showing that a radical and 
material change was inevitable. In support of this view, 
he read several passages from the Postmaster General’s 
report, made at the commencement, ofthe present session. 
it being impossible to ‘stand still, the public voice calling 
unanimously for a revision of the whole subject, for a 
great reduction of postage, and for. the abolition . of the 
franking privilege, the Post Office Committee felt it to be 
its incumbent duty to report the present bill. with such pro- 
visions as were considered best calculated to effect all the 
reforms-demanded. ji j 

While a large reduction of the rates. of postage was re- 

commended, the committee had, with great anxiety, studied 
out, and it was expected had attained, a plan of reduction 
which would, in practice, have the effect of yielding sufi- 
cient revenue for the support of the department; and at the 
same time of meeting the wishes of the community. The 
object was to adopt a law, which would be so far approved 
of by the people that they would co-operate in its sup- 
port, 
i Mr. M. then proceeded to a minute review of the bill, sec- 
tion by section, in detàil; merely elaborating the language 
of the bill itself. The following republication of the com- 
pendium made in our re ort, when the subject was before 
the Senate last week, will explain sufficiently the provisions 
and objects of the bill, The parts in- brackets are the 
amendments reconsidered by the Post Office Committee, 
and adopted in committee of the whole, by the Senate, on 
the first day of consideration. . 

Sec. 1. Upon every letter not exceeding half an ounce, 
and conveyed a distance not exceeding 100 miles, the post. 
age shall be five cents; over 100 miles ten cents. Letters 
weighing more than half'an ounce, and not exceeding three- 
fourths of an ounce, double postag e; exceeding three- 
fourths of anounce, and not exceeding one ounce, treble 
postage; and for every excess of weight of one-fourth of 
an ounce, five cents or ten cents additional, according as 
the distance does not, or does, exceed 100 miles. 

[And all drop letters, and letters placed in any post oftice, 
not for transportation, but for delivery only, shall be 
charged with postage at the rate of two cents each. And 
all Jetters which shall hereafter be advertised as re- 
maining over in any post office, shall, when delivered out, 
be charged with the costs of advertising the same, in addi 
tion to the regular postage. ] 

Sec, 2. Newspapers not exceeding 1,325 square inches, 
free of postage within the county in which they are printed; 
and if sent beyond the county, and not exceeding 100 miles, 
half a cent each, and one cent for greater distances: Pro- 
vided, T'he editors or publishers keep a list or register of all 
papers sent by mail, noting the day sent, the office in which 
deposited for transmission, and the ofice sent to; certifying 
and returning the same quarterly to the Postmaster Gen. 
eral, [at the end of each quarter, on which the postmasters 
shall be charged the postage; and refusal ov neglect to make 
such returns shall subject the publishers or editors to the 
rates of postage chargeable under the act of 3d March, 
1825. [All newspapers exceeding 1,325 [1,600 instead of 
1,325] square inches to be subject to the same postage as 
now exists; that is, for a distance not exceeding 100 miles, 
I cent; and greater than 100 miles, 14 cent; and 1 cent addi- 
lional for every excess of 250 square inches, 


Suc. 3. AL printed or lithographed circulars and hand- 

bills, or advertisements printed or lithographed on quarto 
post ov single cap paper, or paper not larger than single cap, 
folded, directed, and unsealed, shall be charged with post- 
age at the rate of 2 cents for each sheet, and no more, what- 
ever may be the distance the same may be sent. Pam- 
phiets, magazines, periodicals, and such printed matter, for 
each copy, 24 cents, not exceccing loz. in weight, for 100 
miles; and 6 cents for any greater distance; l-cent additional 
for each additional ounce on any distance. 
. 4, Lhe Postmaster General authorized, when neces- 
sary, in case of too great a mass of matter having to be car- 
ried by mail, to forward the letter-mail separately for great- 
er speed, 

Src. 5, The twenty-seventh section of the act of 3d March, 
J825, and all other acts and part of acts granting the privi- 
lege of receiving and transmitting, free of postage, letters, 
sere newspapers, periodicals, and all other matters, re- 
peated. 

Svc. 6. Officers of the government heretofore having the 
franking privilege, to keep au account of postage torching 
their office business; which, duly veriged, shall be allowed 
them The deputy postmasters to be allowed the postages 
ou their official business, when verified, [and on the tra 
mission of the charged letters as vouchers } and to be allow- 
ed to transinil, free of postage, letters ane packages on ihe 
business of their office, endorsing thereon “post ollice busi- 
ness” over their siguatures respectively; subject, for every 
such endorsement falsely made, to a fine of $50. 

Sic. 7. The President of the United Siates, the Vice Presi- 
dent, all ex-Presidents, the widow of any ex-President, all 
ex-Vice Presidents, Secretaries of State, of the T 
War, and ofthe Navy, the Postmaste 
ney General, authorized to frank and receive letters, pack- 
ages, newspapers, pamphlets, and maga 
age. The act authorizing the governors of the several 
Sta,es to transmit by mail certain books and documents, to 
coutinue in force. The members of Congress, the delegates 
of Territories, secretary of the Senate aud clerk of the 
House of Representatives, authorized to transmit, free of 


of postage, any letter, newspaper, or packet, not exceeding 
two ounces in Weight, from the time such member or dele- 
gate takes his seat in Congress to the expiration of his term 
of election or termination of his services; and all postages 
charged upon letters, packages, petitions, memorials, or 
other matters or things received by any senator, member 
de t e of Representatives, touching his 
oficial or législative duties, by reason of any excess of 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Weight above two ounces, to be paid out of the contingent 
und. - Se 


yield, at the same average rate, (supposing them all to be 
single, wheteas more than half are believed to be usually 
double or triple,) the sum of $145,076 30. The letters frank- 
ed by members of Congress, during the same time, were 
18,558 in the month, or 226,696 for the year, and would yield, 
at the same average rate, $31,548 60. These three ‘sums 
make, together, the amount of $398,889 70. The whole 
number of chargeable letters, paid and unpaid, which pass 
through the mail in a year, according to the same report, is 
24,267,552; which would yield, according to the same aver. 
age rate, $3,437,903 20. - Hence it appears that above twelve 
per cent. of what should be the gross revenue of the de- 
partment from letters only is withheld. by the government, 
or granted away by it in the form of privilege to its officers; 
thereby adding, in the same proportion, to the charge upon 
the unprivileged correspondents. Or, to illustrate it more 
plainly, the government, in this way, taxes every individu- 
al citizen whose letter postage amounts to one thousand 
dollars a year, (and there are many who pay much more,) 
one hundred and twenty dollars per annum, and all others 
in the same proportion, for this branch of the public ser- 
vice, whether they be poor or rich, and no matter how 
much they may contribute, incommon with others, under 
the revenue laws, to the national treasury. 


“The committee think these things should not be, and in 
them they perceive much cause for the recent manifesta- 
tions of dissatisfaction before alluded to. They therefore 
recommend the abolition of the franking privilege, except 
only as regards a very few of the highest officers of the gov- 
erument, and those citizens who have filled either of the 
two highest offices, to whom public policy or public grati- 
tude seems ‘to dictate its continuance. , The. committee 
would not perhaps have recommended this exception, but 
for the fact that the salaries of all thef‘officers employed in 
the General Post Office at Washington are paid out of the 
general treasury, amounting to the sum of $165,000 an- 
nually; and to this extent, therefore, the government may 
with Justice charge that department in the shape of privi- 
ledged correspondence; and this sum will be sufficient to 
cover, not only the amount which would be chargeable 
upon the correspondence of those to whom it is above 
recommended to continue the privilege, but will also cover 
any fair estimate of the modified privilege it is wisely pro- 
posed by the bill to continue to the members of Congress, 
and to facilitate that intercourse between their representa- 
tives and their constituents, which great and leading mo- 
tives of public policy require to be free and frequent. 

“We come now to consider the still more important pro- 
Visions of the bill, which propose au average reduction of 
the existing rates of postage by about one-half. This meas- 
ure, though loudly called for by numerous memorialists, 
(and to a small extent justified by the preceding recom- 
mendation,) is too important in its consequences to be ven- 
tured upon without the most careful examination of the 
reasons to be urged on beth sides. Inthe first place, it is 
tobe remembered that the government is brought more 
constantly and immediately in contact with a large portion 
of the people by the operations of the post office establish- 
ment, than by the exercise of any other of its powers or 
duties. This is, indeed, the on y one of its many high 
functions whic in its performance is felt and seen by the 
great body ofthe citizens, in their every day business, feel- 
ings, and interests. How desirable, then, that it should 
illustrate in its action the true nature of our institutions, 
and be rendered as far as practicable the beneficent dis. 
penser of comfortjand convenience to all, without burden or 
vexation to any? ` 

“Again: it is to be recollected thata welLregulated gov- 
ernment post is one of the greatest improvements of modern 
times; and perhaps; when viewed in allits bearings and ef- 
fects upon the social and political condition of man, it may 
be regarded as among the most valuable of purely human 
institutions. Who can estimate its utility in preserving and 
promoting harmony and good will between the different 
parts of a great country; in keeping ever strong and bright 
the chain of affection which binds together friends and kin. 
dred, by whatever distances they may be separated; in dif: 
fusing knowledge, in stimulatin: enterprise aid industry, 
in advancing religion and mora ity; and, in fine, in promo- 
ting the ascendency and dominion of mind over matter? Ag 
institution so full of good should not be tampered with by 
empiricism, nor have its efficiency endangered by a restless 
spirit of innovation. But there is scarcely less of error in 
an obstinate adherence to established practice, and the con- 
sequent refusal to modify measures of policy according to 
changing times and circumstances, than there is inthe spirit 
of innovation itself. Both - must be guarded against. 
Enough has been said to show the opinion of your commit- 
tee to be, that the rates of postage should be reduced ag 
much as possible, consistently with the preservation of the 
usefulness and efliciency of the Post Office Department, and 
the support of that department by contributions levied 
equally upon all who are served by it, according to the 
amount of service rendered. Can the reduction proposed 
by the bill be made, consistently with these views? We 

ave seen in the outset that something must be done; that 
the revenues of the department are rapidly falling off, and a 
remedy must in some way be found for this alarming evil, 
or the very consequences.so much dreaded by some, from 
the reduction of rates proposed, will inevitably ensue, 
namely: a great curtailment of the service, or ‘a heavy 
charge upon the national treasury for its necessary ex- 
penses.. It is believed that in consequence of the disfavor 
with which the present rates and other regulations of this 
department are viewed, and the open violations of the laws 
before adverted to, not more than, if as muchas one-half 
the correspondence of the country passes through the mails; 
the greater part being carried by private hands, or forward. 
ed by means of the recently established private expresses, 
who perform the same service, at much less cost to the 
writers and recipients of letters, than the national post ofice. 
It seems to the committee to be impossible to believe that 
there are but about twenty-four or twenty-seven millions of 
letters per year forwarded to distant friends and correspond- 
ents in the United States, by a population of abont 20,000,- 
000 of souls; whilst, at the samé time, there are two hun- 
dred and four millions and upwards of letters passing an- 
nually through the mails of Great Britain and Ireland, with 
a population of only about twenty-seven millions of souls. 

“There is surely ‘nothing in the relative condition of the 


gh the mail, each member of Congress, 
and delegate from a Territory shall be supplied with a num- 
ber of free. stamps or envelopes equal’ ta five per day for 
the highest rate of postage on letters not exceeding one- 
halfounce in weight each; from the day delivered, to the com- 
mencement of the next annual session of Congress; and. in 
like manner from the. first day of each session to the first 
day of the succeeding session. [And it shall be the duty of 
every deputy postmaster, under the direction of the Post- 
master General, before delivering any letter, or other mat- 
ter, or thing, enclosed in any such envelop, or to which any 
such free stamp may be attached, so to mutilate or deface the 
same as effectually to prevent its second use.] 3 

Src. 10. Prohibitory of private expresses or other trans- 
mission of mail matter than through the post office mail; 
penalty $150 for cach offence. : 

Sec. LU. Stage coaches, railroad cars, steamboats, packet- 
‘boats, or other vehicles or vessels, prohibited carrying mail 
matter, except such as may relate to cargoes of said ves- 
sels, or articles conveyed by vehicles; penalty $100: the 
driver, captain, or conductor, also to forfeit $50. 

Src. 12. Owners of such modes of conveyance knowingly 
allowing persons carrying mail matter passage or convey- 
ance, subject to same penalties as carriers of private ex- 
presses. 

Sec. 13. Persons sending such mail matter unlawfully, 
subject to penalty of $50 for each offence, 

Src. 14. Foreign ships, steam-vessels, &c., prohibited from 
transmitting mai matter from oñe part of the United States 
to. another, or the persons in charge knowingly carry Ñg 

persons so transmitting mail matter unlawfully; penalty for 
each offence $500. 

Sec. 15. This act not to affect the-6th section of the act of 
3d March, 1825, nor prohibit the transportation of letters by 
steamboats, as therein authorized; provided the conditions 
of said section are strictly complied with; otherwise the 
pains and penalties applicable under this act to be enforced, 
{And no postmaster shall reccive, to be conveyed by the 
mail, any packet which shall weigh more than 3 1bs.] 

Sec. 16. The Postmaster General authorized to contract 
with steamboat captains or owners for transmission of the 
mails on the western or other waters of the United States 
for any length of time, or number of trips, less than the 
time of contracts usually made under existing laws, with. 
out previous advertisement, provided the price of such ser- 
vice shall not be greater than the average of previous con- 
tracts on the same route. 

Suc. 17. That mailable matter and matter properly transmis- 
sible by mail shall be deemed letters, newspapers, maga- 
zines, pamphlets, and periodicals, in regular serjes or suc- 
cessive numbers, under the same title, and all other written 
or printed matter, whereof each copy shall not exceed 8 
ounces, except bank notes sent in packages or bundles 
without written letters accom anying them: bound books 
of any kind not included. Not hing in this act to be con- 
strued as prohibiting the transportation otherwise than by 
mail of such magazines, [newspapers.} pamphlets, periodi- 
cals, &c., in parcels for sale, but not for distribution. 

{Sec. 18. Any person or persons guilty of forging orcoun- 
terfeiting any stamp or envelop purporting to be under au- 
thority of this law, or falsely altering or uttering the same, 
or assisting to do so, to be adjudged guilty of felony; and if 
convicted by due process of law, to be kept at hard labor 
for not less than six months nor more than five years, and 
fined not exceeding $5,000,] ` 

[Sec. 19. The term newspaper used in this act to be deemed 
any printed publication issued in numbers consisting of not 
more than two sheets, and published at short stated inter. 
vals of not more than one Week, conveying intelligence of 
passing events, and bona fide extras and supplements of 
such publications. Nothing herein contained to prevent 
the free exchange of newspapers between the publishers 
thereof as provided for under the 29th section of the act of 
3d- March, 1825.) 

Mr. MERRICK, in continution of his remarks, stated that 
the reduction of postage, by this bill, would be about one- 
half—the average of the old rates for single letters being 
fourteen and a half to fifteen cents, and the average by the 
proposed rates being seven and a half; but, although this 
reduction was considerable, it was the confident belief of 
the Post Office Committee, that the effect would be to bring 
into the mail the mailable matter now sent throughout the 
country by private hands and private expresses. The 
average number of letters sent through the mail now, was 
from #4 to 27 millions—not one-half, it was com vuted, of the 
actual correspondence of the country; but, calculating the 
increase of the correspondence which cheap rates of post- 
age would induce, it was not unreasonable to expect that 
the number of letters under the new rates of postage would 
be at least 80 millions. Mr. M. referred to the post office 
returns of Great Britain to show the vast increase of corres- 
pondence jn the United Kingdom, under the enny postage 
system. The reduction there was thirteen- ourteenths or 
from fourteen pence to one penny. Here the reduction pro- 
posed was only one-half. With regard to the British post 
office, the very year after the reduction of postage to one 
penny, the whole expense of the department was paid, and 
a surplus was hended over to the national treasury of 
$2,822,370; showing the splendid result of the experiment. 

Mr. M. then read from the Post Office Committee’s report 
the following passages and calculations, to show the basis 
on which the committee founded its conclusions, that the 
proposed reduction of postage under this bill would cause 
an increase of post-office revenue: 

“It appears, from a recent report of the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, communicated to the Senate January 18, 1844, (Senate 
Doc. No. 50,) that the number of letters franked or received 
free by postmasters, during the month of October last, was 
130,744, which, averaged for twelve months,would make, du- 
ring a year, the immense number of 1,568,928; and which, if 
they paid postage at the average rate charged upon single 
letters only, would yield the sum of $222,264 80. The same 
report also shows that there were franked or received free, 
by other officers of government, during the same month, 
80,339 letters, making for the year 1,024,068; which would 


two countries; nor in the physical, moral, or intellectual 
condition of their people, which can account for this im- 
mense difference in this epistolary correspondence. The 
American people are not less aclive and enterprising 
than the inhabitants of Great Britain and Ireland. They 
inhabit a country vastly more extensive, and are them- 
selves, therefore, more dispersed, and separated by greater 
distances from each other, and have consequently more oc- 
casionto communicate by letter. They are certainly not 
less intelligent; and, it would seem, have a much larger 
proportion of their whole number capable of letter-writing 
than there isin England! In the British Almanac for 1841, 
it is stated that ‘it appears from,the second annual report of 
Register General, that forty-one out of every hundred per- 
sons married in England and Wales in 1838 and 1839, were 
unable to write their names.” Now, it appears, from data 
furnished by the United States census for 1840, thatthere 
were then in this country,above the age of twenty years, 
5,892,806 free white persons who could read and write; and 
in Great Britain and Ireland there but 7,155,169, who could 
write, as will be seen by a calculation made upon the fact 
above furnished from the report of their Registrar General, 
and the assumption that the number under twenty years of 
age bear the same proportion to the total population in each 
country. The calculation is made as to those persons only 
who are over twenty years of age, because it is only as to 
those that the necessary data are furnished by ‘our census. 
From this, and.the calculations given below, it will be seen 
that, of the whole population of the United States, (free ne- 
groes and slaves included,). the free whites above the age 
oftwenty years, who can read and write, are rather more 
than one-third; and, excluding colored people, free and 
hond, they constitute about three-sevenths’ of the whole; 
whilst in Great Britain and’ Ireland, those above the age of 
twenty years who can write are a little more than one- 
fourth of the whole number. , 


“We give below this calculation and comparison, coupled 
with an exhibit of the number of letters that would be writ- 
ten and sent through the mails of the United States, upon 
the supposition that the inducements'and occasions for 
writing were the same in this country as in England. 


Whole population of England in 1841 - + 14,995,608 
Do do Wales do - -` 911,321 
Do do Scotland do - + 2,628,957 
Do do Jreland do - + 8,175,273 

Total - * + =. —« e 2671109 


Of whom, there are under 20 years of age, sup- 
posing the proportion under that age to be : 
the same as in the United States - ` + 14,588,654 


12,127,405 


Total population over 20 years of age 
Of whom, [according to the second annual re- 
port of the Registrar General, as quoted in the 
ritish Almanac for 1841, page 105,] there are, 


that cannot write, 41 per cent., or - - 4,972,236 
Total, over 20 years of age, capable of writing 7,155,169 


And these now send and receive by mail, as stated 
by the Postmaster General, in his last. annual 
report to Congress, annually, 204,000,000 letters, 
or at the rate of 28} letters each. 
The total population of the United States was, by 
the census of 1840 - - - - - 17,068,666 
Of whom there were of free white people - 14,189,342 


Of these, (the free whites,) the number over the 
age of twenty years, at that time, was - - 
Of whom, again, the number that could not read 
and write was at the same time - - - 


6,442,499 


549,693 
Showing the number of free white persons in the 
United States over the age oftwenty years, and 

capable of writing, to have been at that time -_ 5,892,806 


“And these, it would seem, from the report of the Post- 
master General, (Senate Doc. No. 50,) send and receive 
through the mails, of all sorts of letters, ‘paid and unpaid,’ 
free and chargeable, 27,831,036, or at the rate of about 43 
letters each. we 

“The committee would here ask, can it be possible that 
there is this immense disparity in the epistolary correspond- 
ence of the people of these two nations? No one will an- 
swer this question affirmatively. 

Now, if the people of the United States be sup- 
posed to write as manny Ictters as the people 
of England, in proportion to the numbers in 
each country capable of writing, and can be 
induced to use the national post to transmit 
them, the number sent in the mail would be - 

Which, at the average rate proposed by the bill, 
(that is, 74 cemts,) would give a gross reve- 
nue of - - Ea . - 

Or, if we make the comparison of the total pop- 
ulation of each country, and apportion. the 
correpondence of the American people with 
the correspondence through the mails in 
Great Britain and Jreland, it will stand thus: 
If 26,711,059 peple in Great Britain and Ire- 
Tend send by mail 204,000,000 letters, then 
17,068,466 people in the United States would 
send - 7 à y + - 

Which, at the average rate of 7} cents each, 
would yield . - - - $9,776,865 07 
“But it may be said that commerce is the great parent 

of letter writing, and therefore the greater amount of British 

commerce accounts for the great disproportion, with refer- 
ence to pepulation, between the correspondence carried on 
by .mail in Great Britain and Ireland, and in the United 

States. _ 

T'he report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States to the 27th Congress, at its 
3d sesssion, (sée Senate document No. 247,) 
states the value of the imports into the United . 
States in 1842 os - i 2 - $100,162,087 
nd the exports of domestic produce 

And the exports ofdo ce $92,960,096 


164,998,568 


$12,374,802 


130,358,210 


at a 1 s 


| ‘Of foreign produce at - 


Total imports and exports - - - 

_ In Spackman’s Statistics of the British Empire 
itis stated that the imports into the United 
Kingdom for 1841 (those for 1842 are not 
given, but the difference in these years is not 


material for the present purpose) were + £64,377,962 
And the exports for the year 1842, of both for- 
eign and domestic productions, were; as sta- 
ted in the same-book - -` ~ - 44,609,358 
Total imports and exports in 1842 -108,987,320 


Which, computing the pound sterling at $4 80, 
__ is equal to -> ae - - ~ $623,189,136 
Of which two-fifths is - T - 209,255,654 
And showing the foreign commerce of the United States to 
be about equal to two-lifths of that of the United King- 
dom. Tried by this test, we should send by mail two-fifths 
of 204,000,000 letters annually, or 81,600,000 letters. - 
Again: It is stated in Spackman’s Statistics that the annu- 
al productions of Great Britain and Ireland are— 
From the land - - - - + £200,000,000 


From manufactures - - - - 173,186,316 
From mines and and minerals - - - 21,155,131 
From fiisheris : . - - : 5,000,000 
535,291,447 

Which, estimating the pound sterling as be- ` 
before, at $4 80, is equal to . - - - $2,290,598,944 


“In a work recently published, and which is evidently 
prepared with great care and ability, entitled ‘Tucker's 
rogress of the United States,’ it is stated that the annual 

| productions of United States are— 


From agriculture - : : - - $654,387,597 
From manufactures . - - + 239,836,224 
From commerce - - - - - 79,723,086 
From mining - - - - - 42,358,761 
From forests - - = - - 16,885,060 
From fisheries - - - - - 31,996,008 


1 
. 
. 


i 1,063,134,736 
Multiply this by : 2 


And we have 1,126,269,472 


Showing the annual production in the United States to be 
very nearly equal to one-half the annual production of the 
United Kingdom. Tried by this test, and the people of the 
United States should send by mail one-half of 204,000,000 
letters annually, or 102,000,000.” 

“The aforegoing exhibits are made not with the view of 
relying upon them either for the number of letters to pass 
through the mails of the United States, nor the revenue de- 
rivable from them, but for the purpose of showing the moral 
certainty of the position assumed by the committce, and 
which led to these calculations, that the 27,831,036 letters of 
all sorts, which it is computed are sent by the mail in the 
United States annually, do not comprise any thing like 
the whole, and the committee think not one-half, the num- 
ber of letters to or received from a distance by the people of 
the United States.” 

Mr. M. said that, although the committee firmly believed 
the correspondence through the mail would, under the pro- 
posed system, be raised to eighty-one millions, instead of 
twenty-four or twenty-seven millions of letters; yet, if the 
increase even fell short—if it only redched sixty millions— 
there would be sufficient revenue to defray all the expenses 
of the department. He had no doubt, himself—the Intelli- 
gence of the people of the United States being compared 
with that of the people of Great Britain, their dispersion 
over a larger territory, their social ties being as strong, and 
their habits being fully considered—that they would be 
found as fond of writing letters; and, if they should send as 
many letters through the mails, in proportion to population, 
as the British people did, the correspondence here woald 
rise up to a hundred and twenty or a hundred and thirty 
millions of letters; but, even assuming that the number of 
letters would be only half of that in Great Britain, in pro- 
portion to population, there would be ample revenue under 
this bill. He concluded by reading the following extract 
from the committee’s report: 

“It has been seen that the number of free white persons 
in the United States above. the age of twenty years who 
can read and write, is, or rather was in 1840, 5,892,806. 

“And it has been shown that the number of letters posted 
in Great Britain since the reduction -of the rales of postage 
in that country, and the probable conveyance by mail of 
nearly all the epistolary correspondence, averages, for the 
whole number of persons above twenty years of age who 
can read and write, about twenty-eight and a half for each. 

“It has been further shown, by every comparison which 
can be made between the people of this country and those 
of Great Britain and Ireland, that unless there be some Ja: 
tent cause for greater disparity on the part of the people of 
the United States in episiolary correspondence, than in any- 
thing else, there should be posted in the United States, if the 
same proportion of the whole correspondence could be 
brought into the mail, as is in England, not less than 81,600,- 
000 letters, and by most of the comparisons many more. 

“It has also been argued, and is with great confidence as- 
serted, that not more than half of the letters written aud 
sent to, or received froma distance, by the people of the 
United States, are now conveyed by mail; and it istherefore 
deemed safe to set down the whole number of letters so sent 
‘or received, at not less than 60,000,000—those now posted, 
of all sorts, being very nearly 30,000,000, and indeed quite 
that number, if the extra size and weight of three millions 
of franked letters is taken into the account. And that near- 
ly all these letters will come for conveyance to the United 
States mail, when the bill under consideration shall have 
become a law, has before heen argued, and will not; it is 
believed, be seriously questioned. 

‘From ali which it is inferred that the number of letters 
which will be posted in the United States, if the bill in 
question should. pass, cannot be less than at the average 
rate of 10 for each white person over the age _of 20 years, 
and capable of writing, (which is about one-third the aver- 


e- number in England for the same description ofp 
ok ahont 58,928,960.. E E eee bead 

“The committee therefore think ‘they cah safely make 
following estimate’of the revenues “of the: Post.Office 
partment for the fiscal year to commencé:on the first 4 

uly; 1844; should the bill under. consideration ‘bec: 
law, without suffering any . material ‘alterations. it i 


ress through the two Houses of Congress: A 


From letter postage on 60,000,000 letterg, ‘at- the 
average rate of 7} cents <9 ba s 


From newspapers and pamphlets, &e. ©  - -> -850,000 + 
From postage on drop letters = = T © -iu 90,000 
From miscellaneous receipts arising from surplus 
commissions and box-rents, &c. -= : 20,000 
From fines -`~ oS . ne Ut 
Total -~ - - et be + 4,890,500 
The total revenues of the past year, as stated byo = fe 
the Postmaster General, were - - + 4,276,925 
Excess over year ending June $0, 1843 -` ` 644,675. 


“Or if, as stated by the Postmaster General in his annual 
report, the sum of $4,500,000 be annnally required, the above 
estimate will still leave a surplus of $390,500. 


Mr. PHELPS observed that this was a bill of great import- 
ance, and should receive due time and deliberation on ita 
consideration; and the hour being late, he would suggest 
the propriety of passing it over informally. 

Mr. WRIGHT said, before that motion was made, he 
would offer a few amendments—not now to be acted upon— 
but that they might be printed before the bill came up 
again. ‘ . 

The first was to strike out the latter part of the seventh 
section, relating to the franking privilege of the officers and 
members of both Houses of Congress. ~ > 

The second was to strike out the whole of the 8th and 9th 
sections, and substitue the following: : 

“Sec. 8. The president and secretary. of the Senate, and 
the speaker and clerk of the House of Representatives, may 
receive through the mail, free of postage, during any ses.’ 
sion ef Congress, any petitions, memorials, or other docu- 
ments, written or printed, addressed to Congress, or to either 
House thereof, or relating to the business of Congress, or of 
either House thereof, or of any committee of either House of 
Congress, and directed to be Jaid before Congress, or before 
either House thereof, or before any committee of either 
House.” : : i 

The bill was then passed over informally. 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked and obtained leave to present a 
memorial (which he had forgotten ‘to present during the 
morning hour) from T. & J. W. Johnson, law publishers of 
the city of Philadelphia, Pa. ‘hese publishers stated, in 
their memorial, that they had punted laws. of the. United 
States from 1789, (1,000 in number, each set contained in 
four volumes, well bound,): which they were willing to. dis- 
pose of at the rate of $2 per volume, or $7 per copy. They 
also stated that there was now a proposition before Con- 
gress for the publication of laws of the United States, 
which would cost three times‘as much as they proposed to 
charge; and that, if carried into ctlect, it would destro 
this enterprise, which they desired to undertake upon their 
own account. They desired that Congress should take 
these laws, already published, instead of paying three times 
what they proposed to charge for laws which were not yet 
published. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Senate the ‘memorial and papers 
of John Brooks, and to refer them to the, Committee on 
Claims. 

On motion, it was agreed, that when the Senate adjourn 
it be to Monday next. 4 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate then went into 
executive session, and soon after adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 29, 1844. 


The journal having been read, 

Mr, DROMGOOLE (by the unanimous consent of the 
House) called the attention of the House to the report, in 
the Globe of the 27th instant, of the proceedings in refer- 
ence to the resolution adopted concerning the. conduct of 
Major General Scott. He did not purpose to say one word 
about the contents or merits of that resolution. It had been 
adopted, and he was willing to await the reply of the Secre- 
tary of War. What he particularly desired to bring to the 
notice of the House, was the report of the remarks made on 
the occasion by an honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
We ter,] and the statement in the Globe under the edito- 
rial head, with the view of obtaining an explanation and 
corfection of a manifest misapprehension.. He then read the 
following, purporting to be the remarks of Mr. WELLER: 
“The witness, while he was such witness, received notice 
from the major general to report himself at another post, 
while the committee before which the witness was called 
was engaged in an investigation of the conduct of that ma- 
jor general in the Florida war.” He also read the following, 
appearing uncer the edilorial head in the Globe: “The mo- 
tion was to adopt a resolution calling for information in re- 
lation to the arrest or removal of an officer of the United 
States army, while he was being examined by a committee 
of the House of Representatives respecting the conduct of 
the major general of the army in the Florida war, whereby 
the purpose and object of the inquiry would be defeated.” 
Now (said Mr. D.) he had uot understood, from any state- 
ments or remarks made by the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, or by any other member, that that Committee (on 
Public Expenditures) had undertaken to investigate the con- 
duct of the commanding general in the Florida war. And, 
certainly, it was impossible, in the nature of things, that 
Lieutenant Bragg could be called on to testify in regard to 
General Scott’s conduct in Florida. That general, he be- 
lieved, had had command of the forces in Florida for about 
forty days in the year 1836. Lieutenant Bragg was, as he 
learned, a cadet at the Military Academy at West Point untél 
ist July, 1837. An explanation, therefore, becomes necessary 
to remove the inference that 2 committee of this House had 
undertaken, without the instruction of the House,and without 


notice to the general implicated, to supervise and investi- 
‘gate his official conduct in. 1836. The committee, he sup- 
posed, had assumed no such jurisdiction, and had not, underta- 
‘ken any.such investigation. He believed that the conduct of 
` Scott and others had beer investigated by a proper tribunal 
organized for that special object. It was due to Lieutenant 
Bragg to remove the inference'that he had become a witness 
touching occurrences of which, from his position, he could 
have no personal knowledge. It was dae to General Scott 
to remove the impression that he was now under arraign- 
ment before a committee of this House on account of his 
official conduct in Florida in 1836, It was due: alike to all 
concerned, as well members as others, to correct misappre- 
hensions which may produce préjudice in the: public mind, 
and thus cause injustice. He was satisfied that there had 
been no intention to produce the misapprehensions and in- 
justice to which he alluded. . He could net doubt that his 
fyiend from Ohio, [Mr. Weser] would cheerfully explain 
what occurred in the House, and correct the misreport of 
his remarks, and the misapprehension of the Globe. 

He would have referred to this matter on yesterday, but 
when his attention had been first arrested by looking into 
the Globe, the House had gone into Committee of the Whole, 
and his friend from Ohio [Mr. Wrsier] was in the chair. 
On the rising of the committee, the House adjourned so 
quickly thet he had no opportunity of referring to the sub- 
ject. : ; 

3 Mr. WELLER said as he had been called on by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromcoone,} to explain what he 
had said on yesterday, he had no hesitation in repeating his 
remarks. He had no information upon the subject alluded 
to, except what he devived from the resolution when it was 
read at the bar. When he discovered that Lieutenant 
Bragg who was here onan unexpired furlough, had been 
yeremptorily ordered by the major general to his post. after 
it was known that he was desired as a witness before 
the Committee on Public Expenditures, in relation to the 
Florida war, it struck him as a singular transaction, which 
needed some explanation or investigation. When the resolu- 
tion was objected to, he moved to suspend the rules, in order 
to receive the resolution; and remarked that perhaps the 
conduct of the major general inthe Florida campaign was to 
be investigated; and if so, the movement was a very singular 
one. His friend from New York, [Mr. Cuunton,] who had 
moved the resolution, immediately rose and corrected him, 
by declaring that the committee was not engaged in inves- 
ligoting the conduct of the major general. He therefore 
stood corrected. He had no intention to cast any imputa- 
tions upon the conduct of the commander-in-chief, or the 
adjutant gencral; for all he knew of the facts he gathered 


fromthe resolution. He thought it was due to the House, - 


that the matter should be investigated, and he s ill thought 
60, 

Mr. ADAMS said he wished to take this opportunity of 
saying that he voted for the resolution per with 
great reluctance. He voted for it, because he was favora- 
Dle to the inquiry, and there being an immediate call for the 
previous question, he was precluded from offering an amend- 
ment, by which what he considered an.unnecessary and 
improper imputation might be stricken out. The implica- 
tion that Lieutenant Bragg fhad heen induced to go away 
for fear ofincurring the displeasure of General Scott, in 
Case he gave evidence before the committee, was a gratuitous 
and unjust imputation, without having any evidence to rest 
upon. 


g, but did not have the same then served upon him, be- 
© the committee had not arrived at a point where they 
wished the information they expected to obtain from hin. 
He, (Mr. ©.) however, informed Lient. Bragg of his having 
been directed to summon him, and imparted the information 
they expected to obtain from him, requesting him not to 
leave city without letting him (Mr. ©.) know; with 
which request he promised to comply. z 
Mr. C. repeated that the information expected to be re- 
ceived from Lieutenant Bragg had no reference to any ex- 
penditures of any army expedition, or any grade or officer 
of the army. But Mr. C. said that he had been informed by 
members of this House on the Committee. of Retrenchment, 
that Lieutenant Bragg was in attendance before them while 
the reduction of the pay of the army was under their con- 
sideration. Many members of this House knew there was 
a great stir made by officers of the army upon that subject. 
Mr. C. had understood, from members of that committee, 
that they had under consideration the disparity of the pay 
or compeusation of staff and line officers of the army. Ít 
was ai this time Lieutenant Bragg called upon Mr. C., and 
informed him that he had received another order from the 
commanderin-chief, directing him forthwith to return to 
his post, and showed him the order. ‘This order, upon its 
face, showed that it was founded upon a supposition that 
Lieutenant Bragg was here in attendance upon Congress, 
to represent the particular interests of his regiment or 
grade. Mr. C. then showed Lieutenant Bragg a summons 
that had sometime before been made for him, and requested 
him to admit service of it, stating that he would write to 
the adjutant general, informing him that his attendance was 
required before the Committee on Public Expenditures, and 
for what purpose. This was done; and, immediately after 
Mr. C. had been informed of the arrest of Lieutenant Bragg, 
he prepared and offered the resolution before mentioned, 
which (particularly the part considered by some objectiona- 
ble) had reference to Lieutenant Bragg’s attendance on the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Committeé on Retrenchment, and information which he 
there had given, or might give. - i 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that the rules be suspended, 
in order to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. . = 

Mr. CLINCH inquired whether the papers referred to by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cuixtos] had been re- 
ceived by the Speaker; and if so, he desired that they might 
beread. General Scott was ready to’meet his enemies ei- 
ther in oroutof the House. He had met them eut of the 
House, and was prepared to meet them in it. His. friends 
opposed the resolution on.-principle, not because they 
thought his character would be endangered by an investi- 

ation. mi a : 
. The SPEAKER replied to the gentleman’s- inquiry, that 


. he believed the papers had not been sent down; he observed 


upon the table but one communication from the War De- 
partment, and that did not relate to this subject. 

Mr. VANCE said he believed a motion had been made to 
suspend the rules, to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

. The SPEAKER. observed that the business first in order 
was a motion made by the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Scuencx] yesterday, to suspend the rules, in order to take 
up the resolution fixing the day of adjournment. 

Mr. DICKENSON called for the yeas and nays upon that 
motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether that resolution did 
not stand in the regular order of business upon the Speak- 
ers table. . 

The SPEAKER replied aftirmatively. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he saw no reason why it should 
be singled out. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being teken, re- 
sulted as follows—yeas 80, nays 64. 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Bidlack, Brengle, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
Buflington, Cary, Carroll, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, Foot, Byram 
Green, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hubbell, Hudson, 


i Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 


soll, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Labranche, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, David S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Rock. 
well, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, David L, 
Seymour, Slidell, Cale% B. Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Strong, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, and Jo- 
seph A. Wright, —80. 

AYS—Messrs, Atkinson, Benton, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Aaron 
V. Brown, Burke, Burt, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinton, Cobb, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dromgoole, Far- 
lee, French, Hale, Haralson, Herrick, Houston, Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, 
Kirkpatrick, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClel- 
land, McClernand. McConnell, McDowell, Joseph Morris, 
Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Relfe, Rhett, 
Roberts, Robinson, Saunders, Thos. H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Williams, and 
Woodward—64, 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules were 
not suspended. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in order wags 
reports from committees, which were lying over under the 
rules. 

STATISTICS. 

The resolution from the Committee on Statistics, to print 
5,000 extra copies of the report of that committee was 
taken up. 

Mr. COBB explained, as an additional reason for printing 
the extra copies, that onie thousand of them which had been 
ordered by the chairman of the committee on his privais ac- 
count, had been received at the House, and by mistake dis- 
tributed among the members. Mr. C. added that the report 
was a very able and interesting one, displaying great labor 
and research, and contained the most valuable information, 
which would be very acceptable to the people 

Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. SAMPLE moved to amend the resolution by striking 
out 5,000 and inserting “one thousand, to be restored to the 
chairman of the committee.” 

This amendment having been agreed to, the resojution, 
as amended, was adopted. 

ILLEGAL TREASURY NOTES, 

The House then took up the resolution to print 10,000 
extra copies of the report of the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means, and the letter of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury ac- 
companying the joint resolution on the subject of treasury 
notes. 

Mr. McCULERNARD called for the previous question; 
which being seconded, and the main question ordered, the 
main question on the adoption of the resolution was taken 
by yeas and nays, and carried—yeas 89, nays 67 as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, James A. 
Black, Bower, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Chappell, Clinton, 
Cobb, Coles, Dana, Daniel, Darrah, Richard D.Davis, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, 
French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, 
Hoge, Houston, Hubard,. Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersol!, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Joseph 
Morris, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David $. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roherts, Robinson, St. John, Saunders, David L. Seymour, 
Slidell, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Williams, Wood- 
ward, and Joseph A. Wright—99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Blackwell, Brengle, Milton Brown, Buffington, 
Burt, Carroll, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Crenston, Cul- 
lom, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, i 


Foot, Giddings, ‘Willis Green, Hardin, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh,Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rod- 
ney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
Thomas H: Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Ca. 
leb B. Smith, Spence, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, 
Wheaton, White, and Winthrop—-67. $ 

On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, 2,500 extra copies of 
the report, presented yesterday from the Committee on Re- 
trenchment, on the subject of a reduction of the pay of the 
officers of the navy, were ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS. FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER announced the next business to be the 
call of committees for reports, and the following were pre- 
sented: : 7 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee of Claims, made a re- 
port upon the petition of, Drucilla Giesey, widow of Valen- 
tine Giesey, accompanied by a bill for her reljef; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered. to be printed. - 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of Lund Washington, accompa- 
nied by a bill for his relief; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of John Anderson and 
Jesse Anderson, and ,that. it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ; 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on. Commerce, re- 
ported bills with the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the schooner 
Privado. 

A bill for the relief of the acting owner and crew of the 
fishing schooner Two Brothers. 

A bill for the relief of John H. Russell and others. 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the schooner 
Dove, accompanied by a report in each case. 

These bills were severally read twice, and comniitted to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Benjamin 
Evans; which report was laid on the table. 

Mr. P. KING, from the same committee, made a report 
upon thej subject of the appointment of an assistant collect- 
ox at Brooklyn, in New York, accompanied by a bill to pro- 
vide for the appointment of an assistant’ collector at 
Brooklyn, in the district of New York; which bill was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMESON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Francis Yoast and John P. Rogers. 

A bill granting tothe Territory of Wisconsin a certain 
tract of land for the benefit of the town of Fair Play in said 
Territory. 

A bill granting a section of land for the improvement of 
Grina river, at the town of Potosi, in Wisconsin Territory; 
which bills were severally read a first and second time, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House. 


On motion of Mr. JAMESON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands ke dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial 
from the legislature of Iowa, relative to pre-emption tights, 
and that it be committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

On motion of Mr. JAMESON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Huron, Ohio, for the distribution of the public lands to non 
freeholders; and of William Shaler and Zebulon Parr, for aid 
in tornig for salt; and that ,the said petitions do lie on the 
table. 


On motion of Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition for the re- 
moval of the ‘surveyor general’s office from Cincinnati to 
rh a 2 Indiana; and that said petition do He on the 
table. ` 


Mr. HUBARD, from the same committee, to which the 
the subject was referred by resolution of the House of the 
loth of January last, reported a bill to amend the act, en- 
titled “An act granting to the counties or parishes of each 
State and Territory of the United States, in which the pub- 
lic lands are situated, the right of pre-emption to quarter 
sections of land for seats of justice within the same, ap- 
proved 26th ——-——, 1824; which bill was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice that on Thursday next, 
he should call up the bill for the improvement of the western 
waters, 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis. 
charged from the consideration of the petition of John Pat- 
terson for indemnity for the amount of a judgment against 
him as marshal. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, reported a bill amending the laws relating to 
the Post Office Department; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to a Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over certain sums of 
money under the Cherokee treaty, made an unfavorable re- 
port thereon. 


Ordered, That the said resolution be committed to the 
Committee ef the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill for the relief of Harvey Heth, 
made a report thereon in writing: referreg toa Committee 
of the Whole House. Sead 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, made 
a report upon the petition of Philip B. Holmes and William 
Pedrick, accompanied. with a bill for their relief: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. : 

“Mr. JOSEPH MORRIS, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, made an adverse report upon the petition of Levi H. 
Parish; which report was ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. SIMPSON, from. the Committee on Naval. Affairs, 
made an adverse report upon the subject of dry docks at 
Philadelphia and Kittery. ` 

` Mr, BARRINGER, from a minority of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made a report in favor of a dry dock at Phil- 
adelphia. i . 


Ordered, That the said reports be laid on the table: 


Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Alice 
Upshur, accompanied by a bill for her relief; which bill was 
read twice, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. i 

Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported a bill for the benefit of John Perham; which bill 
ya read twice, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Buildings be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the case of James 
H. Schnell, and that it do lie on the table. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, from the Comiittce on Territories, 
reported the following: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House all the information in the possession 
of the topographical department with reference to the im- 
portance of a harbor in the Territory of Wisconsin at Mani- 


touoc, and also the cost of the same, whether from govern- 


ment officers or otherwise. | : 


Mr.HUNGERFORD then renewed his motion. that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. % 

` Mr. A. JOHNSON desired the gentleman to withdraw 
that motion fora moment, to allow him tə submit a report 
from the Committee of Claims. ` 

ene SPEAKER remarked that the morning hour had ex- 
pired. z : y : 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the 
rules, and decided in the afirmative. 


‘ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House then resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for the support of 
the army for the fiscal year commencing on the first day of 
July, 1844, and ending on the thirtieth day of June, 1845. 

The question pending being upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. J. W. Davis] to abolish 
the office of major general. 


Mr. J, A. BLACK was entitled to the floor, but not being, - 


at the moment, in his seat, 

Mr. DAVIS rose to make a few observations in explana- 
tion of the reasons which influenced him in offering the 
amendment. It was not his intention, he said, to disparage, 
in the slightest degree, the present incumbent, or to say 
anything in relation to the acts of that gentleman. 

_ Mr. BLACK having returned to his seat, then addressed 
the committee. Reform, he said, to be effectual, must be gen- 
eral, and governed by principles of justice and moderation; 
and.his anxious desire, in approaching this subject, was, 
while making reforms of essential importance, not to run 
into any extreme. The committee, in entering upon the 
investigation of the subject, found that it was within the 
power of the President of the United States, of the Secre- 
tary of War, and ofthe commanding general, to exercise a 
very great.range of discretion in regard to the emoluments 
of the chief officers of the army. ‘This the committee had 

attempted.to correct, Their object was to place the matter 
upon such a footing that the pay of those officers should 
hereafter he by stated salaries, and not by emoluments and 
perquisites; the allowance of which seemed to have arisen 
from the misfortune of the monthly pay being too low. 

_ The reform, to be efficient, ought to be general; and 
therefore the commitiee had determined upon adopting the 
strict salary system, in opposition to the system which had 
heretofore beén followed. He knew that it was the wish of 
many highly respectable officers of the army to be placed 
in this respect above suspicion. The salary system, ina time 
of peace, was peculiarly the proper system; and in time of 
war, with a moderate increase, would do very well, he was 
convinced. When war came, it would be proper to allow to 
the officers rations for themselves and their servants, and for- 
rage fortheir horses. This would be an increase of pay to a 
colonelof $500 a year, and to other officers in like proportion, 
and admirably-adapted towar service. On the return of peace, 

. these allowances could be taken away, and the pay reduced 
to the rates fixed by this bill, He would, however, urge on 
the Honge, and especially on those who were anxious for 
reform, the propriety of stopping ata point which would 
effect a great and essential improvement. Let us not, said 
he, attempt too much at once, but rather submit to the 
country a plan so plain and so clear, that every citizen 
could understand it; and if, upon examination, it should be 
found that too much had been done here, and too little 
there, a future Congress could ‘amend it. There was one 
pranch of expenditurewhich the committee had refrained 
from touching, and that was, the subject of quarters and 
fuel; but, at the next session of Congress, he should call on 
the Secretary of War for a plan of allowances for these arti- 
cles, and endeavor to frame a bill to regulate them by law. 
Hitherto it had been thought better to leave this subject to 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, inasmuch as an off- 
cer stationed at the North would consume more fuel then 
one stationed at the South. So it was in regard to the arti- 
cle of quarters, the cost of them heing greater in one por- 
tion of the country than in another, So faras his examina- 
tions had extended, he was satisfied that it would be prema- 
ture-to fasten any system on the country which subsequent 
information might show to be an injurious one. If we suc- 
eced (said Mr. B.) in carrying through this bill, we shall 
effect an annual saving of upwards of half a million; and 
this, too, would not be the only advantage gained, for a re- 


| 


add greatly to the efficiency of ihe army. He was for try- 


ing the experiment, and he felt great confidence that it 
would work well. $ 


Mr. B. then proceeded to call the attention of the commit- i 


tee to the reduction of the pay of the enlisted men from 8 
to 6 dollars a month; and said that this was one dollara 
month more than the soldiers’ pay before the war of 1812, 
and after the war, on the organization of the peace estab- 
lishment. -Besides, should a war break out, it would be 
necessary to raise. the pay ef the soldiers, and the reduction 
now would enable themzto do so without being under the 
necessity of giving extravagant pay. In reference to the 
pay of the non-commissioned offiers, Mr. B. said that, 
though it was reduced, it was considerably more than the 
hardy poomanry: ofthe country could. earn at-the plough, 
notwithstanding their comparatively light service, and the 
allowance of rations and clothing and medical attendance. 
The committee had equalized the pay of the soldiers in the 
dragoon, artillery, and infantry; for they saw no reason why 
the dragoons should get more pay than the others, as the 
duties they had to perform were not more onerous than 
those of the infantry and artillery. Mr. B. in conclusion, 
expressed his objections to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to abolish the office of major general, as 
in fact there were fewer field oflicers than a regular organiza- 
tion of the peace esablishment would require. A regular or- 
ganization for our present force would require two major 
generals and four brigadier generals, whereas there was 
now but one major general and two brigadier generals. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS observed that he had -no personal 
objections to the major general, and no feelings of maleyo- 
lence towards him to gratify; but his sole design, in offering 
his amendment, was to promote the public good. He saw 
no earthly use for the office, as it was now conducted, and 
could not consent to paying this gentleman $8,000 a year 
for living here in Washington, for what purposes he could 
not imagine. Ifthe major general was doing duty with the 
army, or commanding some military division, he should not 
object; but he must express his disapprohation of his being 
placed here as the military adviser of the Secretary of War, 
as some gentlemen suggested. Mr. D. referred to the differ- 
ences as to relative rank which had formerly existed þe- 
tween Generals Scott and Gaines, and said he could not un- 
derstand how the latter, whose date of service. was long 
prior to that of the former, should have been placed under 
him. By abolishing the office ofmajor general, there would 
be three brigadier generals left in the service, and the difi- 
culty as to rank would be done away with. 

Mr. HALE hoped this bill would not be embarrassed by 
amendments, for such a course would tend to jeopard it. 

Mr. DEAN was opposed to any amendment, or any act of 
legislation, which would reflect personally on Gen. Scott. 
Ifany man had added glory to his country, it was Gencral 
Scott, who had distinguished himself for his bravery and 
his gallantry in the field of battle. Chippewa, Bridgewater, 
and Lundy’s Lane, spoke his glory. But, if reforms were ne- 
cessary, let them be made; and he believed the army could 
be so reformed as to meet the approbation of the American 
people; but, while he went for reforms, he would not aid to 
Teskor ha would not strike at the war-worn veterans of 
the country. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS movei to lay aside the army bill, 
and take up the bill for the improvement of western har- 
bors and rivers. 

Mr. WENTWORTH begged of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his motion, as there was an understand- 
ing among the western. members that the bill should be ta- 
ken up early next week. On Monday next, he would be 
pleased to co-operate with his friend from Kentucky; but, 
at present, he must vote against him, as his friend from Penn- 
sylvania, {Mr. Rran,} who had an important hand in framing 
that bill, was now absent, and was daily expected to return; 
and the- understanding was, when he left, that the bill should 
not be hurried on in his absence. 

Mr. DAVIS withdrew his motion. : 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS said his object in proposing his 
amendment was to place the army as it was during the last 
war. They had then several major generals, who were not 
all equal in command, for they ranked according to the 
dates of their commissions, or some other other circum- 
stance which gave them precedence, He wished to relieve 
the treasury from the payment of a major general for sit- 
ting in his parlor here, and dictating to Congress, what it 
should do. His object was to get rid of the office; and he 
had said nothing in disparagement of the officer. He did 
not wish to see an officer quartered here on the 
country, filching from the treasury some eight thousand 
dollars per annum, when he was worse than useless. He 
called upon the House to do its duty in this matter. He com- 
mented on the professions of economy and retrenchment 
which they heard there, and said, notwithstanding those pro- 
fessions, when a diposition was shown to carry them out the 


cry was, “this was not the time; or that is not the place; re- — 


trenchment there is out of order.” He appealed to the House 
to show that they meant reform when they talked abont re- 
form. They had been told that they could not get along 
without a head for the army; but how did they get along 
during the war? Had they any one man then placed above 
the rest? And if they got along in time of war without one 
man being placed above the rest by virtne of any special en- 
actment, why could they not get along intime of peace? The 
gentleman from Ohio had told them, if they passed this 
amendment they would reflect personally on General Scoit; 
put he should like to know by what system of logic the gen- 
tleman could make that to appear; he, (Mr. D.,) however, 
wished no pensions to he paid under the head of pay: if pen- 
sions were to be given, let them be given as pensions. He 
would ask the gentleman from Ohio what he thought of the 
reflection on Gencral Jackson when he was legislated out of 
the army. Was that a personal reflection? Nor was this a 
personal refiection on General Scott. 

ed as high 2. regard for General Scott as the gentleman from 
Ohio, but he also had a great regard for the interests of the 
country. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he had a very few remarks to 
make in reply to the gentleman from Indiana; he did not pro- 
pose to touch at all on any question of difterence between 
General Gaines and General Stott, or their services to the 
country. Nor should he inquire into the propriety of the 


form would’be effected in other particulars which would. |) ‘rank of General Scott; for the fact 


He (Mr. D.) entertain- | 


was; that the, proper at: . 
thority of this:country had conferred ‘on him the office “he 
held, and that was. suificient for him. (Mr. Di):to Induce shim 
to respect Gen. Scott as an officer of the rank to-which hè 
had been raised. There was no comparison between this 
case and that of General Jackson: inthe latter case, there 
was a reduction of the army, some of whom “must hecéssa- 
rily be-disbanded; but here there was no proposition ‘tole 
gislate General Scott-out of the: army, because of ‘a'supera- ` 
bundance of officérs high in rank; butte degrade him’ from 
the rank which he holds. x ‘ ; 

If gentlemen desired that the ofice should be abolished, 
let.them provide prospectively for its‘abolishment; and‘ not 
degrade an honorable. and high-minded. officer, and ‘drive 
him from the service, What did the gentleman mean when 
he talked of money being filched from the treasury, as ap- 
plied to that officer? Did the gentleman mean to ‘say that 
General Scott’ had received money to which he was. not 
lawfully entitled? ‘ ee 5 

Mr. DAVIS said he had spoken with reference to ‘the 
office only; and not with reference to the gentleman ‘whé 
at present filled the office. : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE continued. There was no imputation, 
then, upon Gen. Scott. The gentleman admitted that he: ön- 
ly received what the law gave him; and because, in the es- 
timation of the gentleman, the Jaw gave him too much pay, 
he called it filching from the treasury. How was it filching 
from the treasury? It was paid in obedience to the law ‘of 
Congress. It was Congress, then, which filched from the 
treasury. He would not detain the committee, for he could 
not believe for a moment that the amendment would be 
adopted. 

Mr. HALE desired to say a word or two in regard to the 
course which he should take, and in reply to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. It seemed to him that jtdid not require 
an excess of that candor which should exist in every. human 
breast, to admit that the course which he thought it neces- 
sary to pursue was not dictated by a desire to withhold his 
aid in the reform of any abuse, He would take this occasion 
to say to the gentleman, that, so far from this being the case, 
he had not yet intimated to the House on iota of the reform 
which, if an opportunity should be afforded him, he intended 
to introduce, [A laugh.} He would begin by abolishing the 
whole system of courts martial, which were nothing else 
than a most odious relic of barbarism. He would elevate 
the civil power, and bring the army and navy down, He 
would do something towards elevating the condition of the 
common soldier; he would level upwards as well as down. 
It was for this reason that he would -not ingraft this 
amendment upon the bill. - . 


Mr. ADAMS said he felt called upon, to say a very few 
words upon this.amendment, for which could not yote, 
not only on the ground which had alreadWhcen set forth by 
other members, hut also on one ground which had not been 
noticed. The gentleman: who moved the amendment had 
assumed that the oftice of commander-in-chief was unneces- 
sary; but he presumed that if the gentleman were called 
upon to produce proofs in support of that position, he would 
find some difficulty in doing it. If the gentleman were to 
apply to the President of the United States for his opinion 
upon the point, he would not find him willing to declare 
that the office was useless. This he would find to he true, 
not only in reference to the present President, but every one 
from Mr, Monroe down to the present. When the army 
was reduced, in 1821, General Jackson was legislated out of 
office, hecause he was one of two major generals; but it was 
never thought that there should be none. 


He thought it would be rather precipitate action on the 
part of the House to determine upon the mere opinions of 
one or two gentlemen here, that the office of major general 
was useless. With respect to the effect it would have on 
the present incumbent, he felt bound to say that he thought 
it would be an ill return for his great services, both in time 
of war and in time of peace. As faras related to the pay 
and compensation ofthe. army, he thought probably he 
should feel bound to vote in favor of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment; and he would do so in considera- 
tion of the public interest, and not beeanse his feelings 
would prompt such diminution of pay; and with respect.to 
Generel Scott, he could say that he received not one dollar 
more than he deserved from his country. 


Mr. HARALSON said it’ was with reluctance that he de- 
tained the committee with any remarks, as he knew the. 
were anxious to take the vote upon the amendment whict 
had been proposed; but he felt it to be his duty to do so, for 
he was apprehensive thatthe amendment would be incor. 
porated in the bill. He had none of those feelings in regard 
to Generals Scott and Gaines, which some. gentlemen ap- 
appeared to have. Those gentlemen had shown them- 
calves gallant on every occasion when the country required 
their services; and he would not detract from. their well- 
merited reputation. He hoped that gentlemen would not 
suffer their opinions to be influenced lightly on this subject. 
It was as necessary that there should be a head officer of the 
army, as that there should he a head officer in any depart- 
ment of the government. But it was objected to because 
the officer resided at the City of Washington; and because, 
as gentlemen seemed to suppose, the office wasa sinecure. 
He begged to dissent from this opinion. He thought Wash- 
ington was the most suitable place for the residence of the 
commander of the army, that he might have ready commu- 
nication with all parts of the Union. The time had never 
been when that officer refused to go in person to any quar- 
ter of the country where his services were required. He 
hoped gentlemen would consider well before they consent- 
ed to abolish an office which was so necessary as that ofcom- 
mander-in-chief of the army. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL observed that it was owing to 
the gallantry and achievements of General Scott that they 
were now enabled to sit there in safety, to legislate him out 
of office. He flattered himself that there was no danger of 
this proposition being adopted; but he would entreat those 
gentlemen who were disposed to favor it, to bear in mind 
what the country owed to this distinguished officer, 

The question was then taken on the amendment of Mr. 
Davis, and it was rejected. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS then offered an amendment to reduce 
the pay of the major general from $350 a month to $250; but 
this amendment was also rejected. 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading ofthe bill by sec- 
tions, but was interrupted at line 95 by .-- 

My. COLES, who inquired if an amendment.to the first 
section would be in order. > 

The CHAIR answered in the negative. 

Mr. COLES said he. was constrained to make some re- 
marks at this stage of it. He -was as much in favor of econ 
omy and retrenchment ag any member of the House; but he 
doubted whether any efficient-reform would be effected in 
the manner proposed. He was satisfied that this bill, if 
passed, would share the fate ef many others, and be repealed 
at the next session of Congress. Many attempts had hereto- 
fore been made to regulate the pay of the officers of the 
army by fixed salaries; but they had always failed. 


Mr. J. A. BLACK begged leave to explain that the system. 


of salaries had been tried and with success. The paymaster 
general and surgeon general of the army were salaried ofi- 
cers, and had been so for years. : 

Mr. COLES said he grahted that these two cases present- 
ed an argument apparently in favor of the principle, but 
they were wholly different from the rest of the army; they 
were at the head of bureaus here in Washington, and not 
situated as other oflicers. were. Ile was satisfied that the 
plan proposed in the bill was impracticable, and would, if 
adopted, be repealed when found not to work well. Mr. C. 
also expressed his objections to the bill that it would create 
inequalities in the. compensation of officers. He would pre- 
fer postponing the bill till more information was had on the 
subject; and with this view moved that the committee 
rise. 

Messrs. BLACK and COLES severally explained. 

Mr. BIDLACK made some observations, and the first sec- 
tion was then passed, and the committee proceeded to the 
consideration of those that succeeded, in which some verbal 
corrections were made, on the suggestion of Mr. Brack of 
South Carolina. 

Some other amendments were proposed and negatived. 

E Mr. THOMAS SMITH proposed to add a proviso to the 
end of the 12th section, providing that nothing therein con- 
tained should be so construed as to prevent promotions 
from the army. 

Mr. HALE deemed the 

The CHAIRMAN put th 
rum yoting. 

Tellers were called for and ordered. , 

Messrs. Kennepy of Maryland, and Smrru of Indiana, 
were appointed; and, after having counted the votes, they 
reported 75 in the aflirmative, and 40 in the negative. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. COLES moved to amend, by adding to the fourteenth 


section the ay a “And that all laws regulating or an- 


roviso unnecessary. 
question; but there was no quo- 


thorizing the aPintment of forage and wagon-masters be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed;” which was adopted. 

Mr. COLES also moved to amend the 15th section by 
adding “that hereafter no professor shall be appointed ex- 
cept from the army.” 

Messrs. CLINTON and BLACK of South Carolina opposed 
the amendment. it was also opposed by Mr. ADAMS. He 
said he thought the appointing power ought to have thewho'e 
range of civil life to choose from, and that a sort of privi- 
leged order ought not to be set up by confining it to the 
army, The amendment was rejected. 

The committee rose and reported that they had come to 
no resolution, and the House adjourned. 

The folowing petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of citizens of the 
parishes of Natchitoches and Sabine, State of Louisiana, for 
the construction of a military road between the town of 
Natchitoches and the river Sabine: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads snd Canals. Also, the petition of citizens of 
the parish of St. Mary, State of Louisiana, remoustrating 
against the removal of the custom-house from Franklin to 
Patersonville: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Wm. J. Phelps, and 46 
others, citizens of Mercer county, in the State of Mlinois, 
praying Congress to grant a section of land for school pur- 
poses, in lieu of section 16, in township No. 15 north, range 
3 west, of the fourth principal meridian: referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of D. W. Noble and 219 
other citizens of Montgomery county, Ohio, praying fora 
reduction of the pay and mileage of members of Cougress: 
referred to the Select Committee on Retrenchment. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of citizens of Niagara 
county, New York, foranamendment of the naturalization 
Jaws. Also, the petition of 120 citizens, for improving the 
barracks of the soldiers at Fort Niagara. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: Petition of John C. Lessig. Charles 
Storen, and numurons other citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference with the 
tariff of 1842. The petition of James Bantam, N. M. Wilson, 
and sixty-five others, of Schuylkill county Pennslyvania. 
The petition of Thomas Williams, Samucl Stephens, at 
forty others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania. 
The petition of John Sims, Francis Conner, and others, citi 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, all, as the first, pro- 
testing against any interierence with the tarifi of 1612. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: Petition of Charles Dagan and 
others, fora law granting a pension to Mary Seger, widow 
of Peter Seger, a revolutionary soldicr: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: Petition of William Hogshead and 
126 others, praying that the company of Captain Jobn B. 
Crozier, volunteers called out by the Governor of Tennes- 
see, in compliance with a requisition of the President of the 
United States, in 1936, be allowed pay for their services at 
thes ame rate others were paid. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: Petition of Mott Wilkinson, of 
Indiana county, Pennsylvania, a revolutionary soldier, for 
an increase of his pension. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay,§March 29, 1944. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by leave, presented a resolution of the 
legislature of the State of Mississippi, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from said State in 
the Congress of the United States to use exertions to haye 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the price of public lands in that State reduced; which was 
alae to a Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
e-Union. ` ' 


: EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 
The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry executive 
communications—viz: P : 
. A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting’ an ab- 


‘stract of returns of collectors of customs, „pursuant to the 


act of May, 1796, for the relief and protection of American 
seamen, showing the number of registered scamen in each 
port of entry in the United States, made agreeably to the act 
fs 2d May, 1799; which letter and abstract were laid upon 
the table. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report from the Register of the Treasury, showing the 
quantity and value of unmanufactured wool imported during 
the years 1840, 1841, 1842, and 1843; which letter and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report, &c., in relation to the claims of the heirs of the late 
Jean Baptiste Macarty; which: letter was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasu ry, in relation to 
the public lands in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Mis- 
souri, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Michigan, and Ar- 
kansas; which letter was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

The following letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting copics of all papers and correspondence in his depart- 
ment relating to Lieutenant Braxton Bragg, of the United 
States army; which letter was laid on the lable. 


War Department, March 28, 1844. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a 
resolution, adopted yesterday by the House of Representa- 
tives, directing me to “report an order or letter sent hy the 
adjutant general to Lieut. Braxton Bragg, of the United 
States army, on orabout the 20th day of March inst.; and 
also requiring from this department certain information in 
reference to that order, and the arrest of Lieut. Bragg, as 
wellas the subsequent proceedings taken against that of- 
ficer by the commanding general of the army. 

In compliance with the call thus made upon me, I trans- 
mit herewith copies of all the papers on file in this depart- 
ment which relate to the several branches of the above 
resolution, and upon which I am directed to furnish infor- 
mation, 

On the 18th or 19th instant, the eommanding general laid 
before me the proceedings of a meeting of the officers of 
the 4th regiment of artillery, held at Fort Monroe on the 
7th instant, for the purpose “of taking into consideration 
the propriety of sending a delegate to Washington to at- 
tend to their interests.” “Notwithstanding the officers of this 
regiment had concluded it was inexpedicnt to send a dele- 
gate to Washington, my attention was, at the same time, 
called to the probability that other regiments might have 
deputed such delegations. In the remarks endorsed on 
those proceedings, dated the 19th instant, this department 
intended to convey its sense of the impropriety of the prac- 
tice of officers of ihe army organizing themselves for the 
purpose of discussing military regulations, or measures be- 
fore Congress, and agitating the question of sending ofti- 
cers from their posts and duties to attend as delegates at 
the seat of government, and at the same time to mark with 
its most decided censure any case in which this organiza- 
tion had actually led to the appointing and sending of such 
Aclegates. The course tobe pursued in carrying these in- 
tentions into effect were, however, left to the discretion and 
judgment of the commanding general. On my application 
to this officer, he has just informed me that the “supposi- 
tion” of Lieut. Bragg being a delegate was predicated upon 
facts which casually came to his knowledge, but through 
no distinctly official source, and which, he thinks, have 
been fully sustained and corroborated by the conduct and 
letter of Licutenant Bragg himself, Placing full reliance in 
the military experience and sagacity of the commanding 
general, the course he has pursued in this case for main- 
taining subordination and discipline, received and carries 
with it my full approbation. So profound was his re- 
gard for the privileges of the House of Representatives, and 
so cautious was he that no military order emanating from 
the adjutant gencral’s office should even interfere with the 
personal wishes or convenience of gentlemen of that body, 
that in the order of the 20th instant for the return, forth- 
with, of Lieutenant Bragg to his duties, it is expressly pro- 
vided not to take effect if Lieutenant Bragg should “be 
under the summons of a-committée af Congress, or under 
examination by some such committee.” 


T beg leave to express the belief that the accompanying 
papers will show to the House that Lieutenant Bragg was 
thot arrested for remaining ia Washington when in at- 
tendance before a committee of the House. He was not ar- 
rested until r the time be had himself reported that he 
would be discharged from attendance on the comrnittee; 
nor was he ordered to leave Washington before the time he 
had also himself appointed for his departure. 

fam somewhat embarrassed as to the manner in which 
I shall notice the last clause of the resolution. It requires 
me to inform the Ronse “whether the proceedings against 
Lieutenant Bragg were not indaced by the fears or suspi- 
cions of the major general commanding in chief, of informa- 
tion said Licutenant Bragg was supposed to be imparting to 
committees or members of the House.” Ë 

The avowed cau for the arrest will be seen in the 
charges and specifications preferred against Lieutenant 
Bragg. 

1 have no knowledge whatever of the existence 
or infiuence of any such fears or suspicions. My 
knowledge of the high and honorable character, and gallant 
and faithful services to his country of the commanding gen- 
eral of the army, would promptly forbid my entertaining, 
for a moment, the slightest suspicion of his being actuated 
by motives so unworthy, and so totally incompatable with 
the tenor of his whole military life. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM WILKINS, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. Joun W. Jonss, Speaker H. R. 


Fort Monror, Va., March 7, 1844. 


GeneraL: Ata meeting of the officers of the 4th regiment 
of artillery held at this post, for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the propriety of sending a delegate to ‘Wash- 
ington to attend to their interests, -the undersigned, their 
committee, were directed to express the unanimous convic- 
tion of the officers of the 4th artillery ‘present, “that in the 
commander-in-chief of the army, they already possessed the 
best of delegates, one who had always shown himself ready 
to defend the rights, and promote the best interests of the 
service; that they are fully satisfied that no ettorts will be 
spared to ward off the threatened attack against the organi- 
zation of the corps to which they belong, and that they will 
thankfully receive any suggestion which he may deem 
proper to offer for their future guidance on this subject.” 

With the highest respect, we are, gencral, your most obe- 
dient servants, 

F. S. BELTON, Major áth Arty. 
JOHN MONROE, Bt. Maj. áth Arty. 
HARVEY BROWN, Bt. Maj. 4th Arty. 
ALEX. E. SHIRAS, ist Lt, 4th Art. 
GEO. W. RAINS, 2d Lt. 4th Art. 
To Major General Wixrintp SCOTT, 
Commanding-in-chief, U. S. Army. 


(Endorsement of the Secretary of War on the foregoing 
letter.] 


War Department, March 19, 1844. 


Sie: “The rights and interests of the service” will always 
find ample sccurity in the attention of the President, of 
yourself, and of the head of this department. However 
proper may have been the “unanimous conviction” of the 
officers of the 4th artillery expressed as within, at their 
mecting, yet I cannot approve any measures adopted by the 
officers of the army, for the purpose of sending delegates to 
Washington City to attend Congress, either for the purpose 
of “warding off,” or promoting any particular action touch- 
ing their organization. Sometimes the personal attendance 
of officers from a distance may be required by the depart- 
ment to communicate necessary and imporiant imforma- 
tion, In such cases, orders through you will juftify their 
presence. ° A 

Ifany officers of the army are now here in the capacity of 
delegates, you will please to order them to return te their 
duties. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
WM. WILKINS, 
Secretary of War. 


Major General Scorr, 
Commanding the army. 
ADJUTANT GENERAL’3 OFFICE, 
Washington, March 20, 1844, 


Sm: On the supposition that you are in this city, asa 
delegate, formally or informally deputed, to represent the 
interests of your regiment or grade, in connexion with mea- 
sures before Congress, or expected to be brought forward 
in that honorable body, the general-in-chicfhas received the 
instructions of the executive, through the War Department, 
to order you forthwith to return to your post or duties, un- 
less, indeed, you should be under the summons of a com- 
mittee of Congress, or under an éxamination by some such 
committee. 

Ifthe above supposition be incorrect, you will report the 
fact for consideration at gencral headquarters. 

I am sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


R. JONES, Adj. Gen. 
First Lieutenant Braxton BRAGG, 
3d Artillery, Washington City. 


Wasnine ron, 20th March, 1844, 


Sin: ] reply to your letter of the 20th inst. calling for cer- 
tain supposed facts connected with my presence in this city, 
I have the honor to enclose youa copy of an order grant- 
ing me a leave of absence, which has not yet expired; and 
also to inform you that f had intended leaving here on the 
morning of the 22d, formy post, unless detained by some 
unforseen occurrence. 

I take great pleasusure in stating that I shall never fail, 
cither here or elsewhere, to sustain, to the utmost of my 
abilities, what [ conceive to be the interests of my regi- 
ment and grade; and I must acknowledge the honor done 
me in supposing I am the delegated organ of either. 

As I am in doubt as to the intention of your letter, please 
inform me whether I am to consider it as an order to rejoin 
my post. 

Tam, sir, &e., 
BRAXN. BRAGG, Ist Lt. 3d Arty. 
To Gen. R. Jongs, 


Adjt. Gen. U. S. A. 


{Copy of order enclosed in Lieutenant Bragg’s letter of 
March 20, 1844, } 
Special Orders, No. 7. 


Hrap QUARTERS, 8TA Mirtirarny DEPARIM 4 
Fort Moultrie, S. C., Fehruary 1844. 
Leave of absence for thirty days, from March 1st, is granted 
to First Lieutenant B. Bragg, 3d artillery; at the expiration 
of which he will rejoin his company. 
By order of Brigadier General Armstead: 
W. A. BROWNE, 
Lt. 3d Art. A. A. A. G. 


Wasruncton erry, dist March, 18 

Six: J have the honor to inform you that, in ohedience to 
the enclosed order, the sergcant-at-arms of the Iouse of 
Representatives has this day served on me a summons to at- 
tend as a witness before the “Committee on Public Expend- 
itures.” 

Upon a reconsideration of your letter of yesterday, I had 
determined to leave this city as soon as practicable, and 
must now request your instructions, the order of the execu- 
tive having terminated my leave. 

Tam, sir, most respectfully, 
BRAXN BRAGG, 
Ist Lt. 3d Artillery. 


A 


General R. Jonrs, 
Ajt. General U. S. A, 


{Copy of the summons served upon Lieutenant Bragg by the 


Sergeant-at-amms of House of Representatives, referred to 


in his letter of March 21, 1844.] 
x Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
. >- Washington, March 21, 1844. 
Sır: You are hereby required to summon Lieut. Braxton 
Bragg, of the U. S. artillery, to appear and testify before the 
Committee of the ‘said House on Public Expenditures, on 
Friday, the Xd instant, at 9 o'clock, 2. m. š 
By order of the committee. 
JAMES G. CLINTON, Chin. 
Te Nywton Lang, esq. f : 
Sergeant-at.arms House of Representatives. 


HoUsE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, March 21, 1844. 


Sır: In several conversations with Lieutenant James Dun- 


can, of the United States artillery, commenced. at my own. 


instance, from my knowledge of his having served in the 
Florida war, I became convinced that his testimony would 
be material in a matter referred by the House to the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, and mentioned to Mr. Dun- 
can that the committee would wish to avail themselves of 
some knowledge he could impart. This morning, Mr. Dun- 


can informs me that he has received a letter from you, , 


which he construes as an order to return to his post, predi- 
cated upon a supposition that he was in the city upon some 
business relating tothe army considered improper. Some 
time since, I was directed by the committee to have Licu- 
tenant Duncan, and also Lieutenant B. Bragg, [summoned,} 
relative to some matters connected with an expedition in 


Florida, and not at all connected with any grade of officers - 


in the army; and only delayed having the subpeenas served 
because the committee had not arrived at a point where 
their testimony would come in plece. i 
I write you this note to explain why the subpæœnas are 
served so lately as to-day upon those gentlemen, and to re- 
ques that you will exonerate them from any improper in- 
terference in army matters, so far as the knowledge. of our 
committee extends. ~ j 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
_ ` JAS. G. CLINTON, 
Ch’m Com. on Pub. Exp. H. R. 
Gen. R. Jonrs, 2 
Adjt Gen’l U, S. A. 
ApsuTant’s GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 22, 1844. 


Sin: Inreply to your report of yesterday’s date, the gen- 
eral-in-chief directs that, as soon as your attendance on the 
committee of Congress, before whìch you have been sum- 
moned to appear, shall be dispensed with, you will report 
the fact, and await further instructions from this oftice. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. JONES, Adjt. Gen’l, 

To Ist Lieut. Braxron Brace, 

3d Artillery, Washington. 
: Wasnineton Crry, March 28, 1844. 

Sir: Having been informed by the chairman of the “Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures,” that I may consider myself 
as discharged from further attendance on said committee, 
from and after to-morrow morning, [have the honor to re- 

ort for orders in obedience to instructions from your office. 
am anxious to rejoin my company, and desire to leave here 
on the morning of the 27th. ` 
I an, sir, &e. 
BRAXN BRAGG, Ist Lieut. 3d Arty. 
Gen, R. Jones, ` 
Adjt. Genl, U. S. A. 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S Orrier, 
à Washington, March 26, 1844. 
Sır: I am directed by Major General Scott, commanding 
the army, to say to you that from the receipt of this note, 
you will consider yourself in arrest, and that hy the train of 
cars hence for Baltimore, to-morrow morning, you will pro- 
ceed, without delay, via that city and the Chesapeake bay, 
to Fort Monroc. On your arrival there, you will report your- 
selfas in arrest, limited to the United States grounds, and 
wait for the general court martial, to be early appointed for 
your trial. on certain charges: which will be preferred 
against you. i 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
. R. JONES, Adjt. Genl. 
Lieut. Braxron Brace, 
3d Artillery, Washington, D. C. 
Norr.—You will please make a written acknowledgment 
of this letter as soon as it is received. 
Wasninaton City, March 26, 1844, 4 o'clock, p. m. 
Sia: Your letter of this date has just been received; and I 
have the honor to inform you that I shall proceed in obe- 
cience to your instructions. 
Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
BRAWN BRAGG, ist Lieut. 34 Arty. 
To Gen. R. Jones, 
Adjt. Gen. U. S. A., Washington City. 


Charges against First Lieut. B, Bragg, 3d artillery. 


SS) 

Cuance Fst. Disobedience of orders; [9th article of 
war, 

EERON In this: that he, First Lieutenant Braxton 
Bragg, of the United States 34 regiment ofartillery, having, 
at or about 3 o'clock, p.m. on the 20th of March, 1844, re- 
ceived, at Washington, D. C., the following letter from the 
adjutant gencral of the army—viz: 

i KADICTANT GENERALS Orpicr, 
. “Washington, March 26, 1944. 

“Sim: On the supposition that you are in this city, asa 
delegate, formally or informally deputed to represent the 
interests of your regiment or grade, in connexion with 
measures before Congress. or expected to be brought for- 
ward in that honorable body, the general-in-chief has re- 
-ecived the instructions of the executive, through the War 
Department, to order you fortliwih to return to your post 
cor duties, unless, indeed, you should be under the summons 
ofa committee of Congress, or under an examination by 
some such committee. 


*If-the above supposition be incorrect, you will report 
the fact for consideration at general headquarters. 
“Tam respectfully, yout obedient servant, 


.“R. JONES, Adj. 7 
“To First Lieut. Braxton BRAGG, A: Gen 


“3d Artillery, Washington City.” 

Yet the said Lieut. Bragg did fail to obey the instructions 
and orders contained in the foregoing letter—that is, did fail 
to leave the said city forthwith the same evening, or early 
next morning, or, in default thereof, did fail to report, as re- 
quired by said letter, that he was not present in the said city 
as “a delegate, formally or informally deputed to represent 
the interests of his regiment or grade,” or to report that he 
was underan examination by’some committee of Congress, 
or undera summons with a view to such an examination: 
one or.other of which acts he, the said Lieut. Bragg, was 
bound to do under the requirements of said letter. 

Charo srconp. Behaving with contempt and disrespect 
towards his commanding officers: [6th article of war.] 

Sreciricarion fn this: that the said First Lieut. B. Bragg, 
in reply to the instructions contained in the letter, set forth 
under the first or preceding charge, from the adjutant gen- 
eral of the army, did write and send the following letter— 
Viz: i 

3 “WasninoTox City, 20th March, 1844. 

“Sir: In reply to your letter of the 20th instant, calling 
for certain supposed. facts connected with my presence in 
this city, I have the honor to enclose you a copy of an or- 
der granting me a leave of absence, which has not yet ex- 
pired, and also to inform you that I had intended leaving 
heré on the morning of the 22d for my post, unless detained 
by some unforseen occurrence. 

“I take great pleasure in stating that I shall never fail, 
either here.or elsewhere, to sustain, to the utmost of my 
abilities, what I conceive to be the interests of my regiment 
and grade, and I must acknowledge the honor done me in 
supposing I am the delegated organ of cither. 

“As Lam in doubt as to the intention of your letter, please 
inform me whether Iam to consider it as an order to rejoin 
my post. cd 

“J am, sir, &¢. - 
“BRAXTON BRAGG, 

á “Ist Lieut. 3d Art’y. 
“To Gen’l R. Jonra, i. ` ` 
“Adj’t Gemi U. S. A.” 

Which letter, takenin connexion with that to which it 
replies, is, in its whole tenor, and particularly in its second 
and third paragraphs, highly disrespectful and contemptuous 
towards the President of the United States and the com- 
manding general of the army, his, the said Lieutenant 
Bragg’s commanding officers, and in whose name the said 
letter from the adjutant general, set forth under the first or 
preceding charge, had been written and delivered to the 
said Licutenant Bragg. 

By command of the general-in-chief: 

~ S. C. RIDGELY, 
ist Lieut. 4th Arty, 
Judge Advocate. 

March’27, 1844. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
port relating to a plan and estimate fora light house at the 
mouth of Genesee river; which letter was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A letter from the Postmaster General in answer to a 
resolution of the House of the 5th instant, as to what steps 
have been taken to prevent and punish the infractions of the 
laws of the United States, prohibiting the establishment of 
private mails or posts for the transmission of letters and 
packets; which letter was laid upon the table 

A letter from the Postmaster Genéral transmitting es- 
timates for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the year commencing July Ist, 1844; which letter and esti- 
mates werer eferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

A message from the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I submit for the consideration of Congress the accompa- 
nying communication from A. Pageot, minister plenipoten- 
tiary, ad interim, of the King of the French, upon the subject 
of the tonnage duties levied on French vessels coming into 
the ports of the United from the islands of St. Pierre and 
Miquelon, and proposing to place our commercial inter- 
course with those islands upon the same footing as now €x- 
ists with the islands of Martinique and Guadaloupe, as reg- 
ulated by the act of the 9th of May, 1828, and of the 18th of 


July, 1832. 
JOHN TYLER. 
Mr. £. J. MORRIS offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the report of the majority of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, adverse to a dry dock at Philadelphia, 
made on the 28th ult., be recommitted to said committe with 
instructions to report a bill making an appropriation fora 
dry dock at that port. 

Its reception being rejected to, 

Mr. MORRIS moved a suspension of the rules, and called 
for the yeas and nays, which were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 56, nays 93, as follows: g 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Bidlack, James Black, Milton Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 
Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Darrah, Garrett Davis, De- 
berry, Dellet, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, Hardin, Har- 
per, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
Mellvaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse; Moseley, Nes, Pat- 
terson, Peyton, Ramsey, Charles M. Reid, Rockwell, Rod- 
ney, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, ‘Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, and Win- 
throp—s6. : 

NA ‘S—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, James A.. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Wil- 
J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Catlin, Renben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Fick- 
lin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Her- 
rick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 


` A. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, “McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland; McConnell, 
McDowell, Norris, Qwen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit; Emery 
D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, : Reding, 


Relfe, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, Saunders,- Thomas. H. 


Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, : Slidell, “Thomas 
Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Weller, ‘Wentworth, Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—93.: $ 


So the rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. : i 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the union. 

Mr, HOLMES inquired of the Speaker if this was not pri- 
vate bill day under the rules of the House. = 

The SPEAKER replied that it was, after the expiration of 
the morning hour, j 

On the motion for suspension of the rules, the” yeas and 
nays were demanded, and ordered, and being taken; résulte 
ed—thus: yeas 87, nays 66. ~ i 

.PAY OF THE ARMY. j 

So the rules were suspended, and the House ‘resolved it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Werer of Ohio in the Chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to regulate the pay of the army, and 
for other purposes. : ` 

The sixteenth section being read, 

Mr. COLES submitted an amendment to insert after the 
word “that” in the second Hne, the following words: “when 
any staff officer obtains equal rank in the line by promotion 
with his staffcommission, he shall vacate the latter, and 
join his regiment or corps.” 

On this proposition a discussion ensued, in which Messrs. 
COLES and BLACK of South Carolina took part, when the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BIDLACK submitted an amendment, providing that 
paymasters in the army shall have the same rank and pay as 
quartermasters. ` 

After some conversation between Messrs. BIDLACK, 
HAMMET, BLACK of South Carolina, and CLINCH, . the 
amendment was withdrawn. ` 
i Mr. PETTIT moved to strike out the 17th section, as fol- 

ows: É 


“And be it further enacted, That a chaplain shall receive 
$600 per annum.” 


For which he proposed to substitute the words— 


“That no money shall be paid out of the treasury of 
the United States to any chbplain or chaplains.” 


He said he did not wish to injure the feelings of any one, 
but it was as proper that this, as any other section of this 
bill, should undergo an examination; that they might ascer- 
tain whether they were incompatible with our institutions, 
for if they were, they should be stricken out. He did not 
propose to denounce, in any terms, cither. measured or un» 
measured, the Christian religion; but he wished to inquire 
into the propriety of this expenditure of money by this gov-, 
ernment. He held in his hand a letter from the Secretary’ 
ofthe Treasury, ofa late date, showing the amount paid 
yearly by this government for chaplains in the army, in the 
navy, and in the two Houses of Congress; and that amount 
when stated, might be astonishing to all who remembered 
that they were forbidden to make any law for the estab- 
lishment of religion, or to do any thing tending to that ob- 
ject, by the paramount law ofthis land. The amount paid 
for religious purposes by a government forbidden to inter- 
fere in such matters, was $35,331 99; and gentlemen who 
avowed themselves rigid advocates of retrenchment, who 
asked that they shoufd take a dollar a month from the 
wages of the poor hardy sailor, should come to an examin- 
ation of this item of unconstitutional expenditure. But it 
was a question also affecting the toleration of religion in 
this land, and the propriety of taking from one class of 
Christians to teach the religion of another denomination. 
What was the Christian religion? Was it such an institu- 
tion as it was proper to encourage under our form of gov- 
ernment? What were the fundamental principles of the 
Christian religion? What does it teach, and to what does 
it tend? Would it imbue our soldiers and our sailors with 
courage, and energy, and vigilance? The Jewish law re- 
quired an eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth; and it 
might be said there might be some propriety perhaps in em- 
ploying Jewish captains and armies; but the Christian reli- 
gion, if he knew anything about it, taught a humble and 
entire submission to every species grindignity, The very 
founder of that religion himself submitted to every species 
of indignity; he was spit upon, buffeted, and, in derision, 
crowned with thorns; and yet there was not a follower. of 
the meek and lowly Saviour that would say he had not 
power to prevent the indignity or to punish it. . His teach- 
ing as well as his example instilled the same lession of hu- 
mility and endurance of wrong; for he taught that, though 
aneye had been required for an eye, his disciples were to 
render good for evil. Jfthey were struck on the qne cheek, 
they were to turn the other also; ifa man took their coat, 
they were to give their cloak likewise; and ifthey were 
asked to go amile, they were to gotwain. Such was the 
Christian religion; and was it such a religion as should be 
instilled into onr army and our navy? Our captains and 
commanders should be much more fitted for the thunders of 
Sinai than for the teachings of the bahe of Bethlehem. And 
what was the duty of our naval chaplains? It was to instil 
into our sailors the spirit of the Christian religion. And 
what would be the consequence of sucha system? Instead 
of our sailors and soldiers being fired with zeal, and energy, 
and determination, they would be schooled into submis- 
sion. 

But, further, this system was but the entering wege to 
the establishment of a governmental religion; and he could 
tell the House that the people were jealous of this exercise 
of power. He spoke of the abuse ofreligion by the Roman 
emperors, and monarchs of a later period, to suhjugate the 
people, and the more effectually te control them; and on 
this ground he objected to an admixture of religious and 
civil establishments; but he was understood to say, that, if 
there must be such teachings in our army and navy, it 
would be cheaper, and more economical, to print and stereo- 
type a number of sermons, books of hymns, and a liturgy, 


‘wherewith to supply our captains and ‘commanders, to be 
by them read at proper periods. He was, however, not so 
bli: 


nd as not to know that he should not carry: his. proposi : 
i 


tion, but he should-have been recreant to his. duty he had 


not made it. 


Mr. E. J. MORRIS was glad to know that the gentleman - 


from Indiana did not expect to carry his proposition. He 
had listened to that gentleman’s: remarks with some atten- 
tion, in the expectation of hearing from him something sub- 
stantial in favor of it, but he had been disappointed. The 
question of cheapness.and.of economy which the gentleman 
had made it assume, when a question of morality and moral 


discipline was at stake, was not to'be entertained at all If: 
any body of men should be brought under the infiuence of re- © 


ligion, and should be admonished of their responsibilities here 
and hereafter, it was those of our‘army and navy: He went 
on at some length to speak in opposition to the amendment. 
‘(Cries of question.) i 

Mr. HOLMES was aware gentleman had called “the ques- 
tion,” andhe was equally as certain that the amendment 
could not be adopted; but he would inquire if it was too 
solemn a form of expression to use, to say that he thanked 
his God that there was no chance, in an assembly of gentle- 
men, in this enlightened age.of civilization, and this era of 
christianity, for the adoption of such a proposition. The 
proposition itself would strike the people of this country— 

e cared not to what party or what sect they belong—with 
dismay. 4 i 

He en proceeded to show that even the ancients, who 
were not enlightened by christianity, were accustomed to 
soften the ferocities of war by religion; and then adverted 
to the period of modern history, when religion was deemed 
destructive of energy—a period which he hoped was not 
here foreshadowed by this resolution, He alluded to the 
French revolution. 

But the gentleman actually based his proposition upon 
the sentiment that the Christian religion is destructive of 
every thing thatishigh and ennoblingin man. It was 
neither true in sentiment nor in fact. ‘The doctrine inculca- 
ted by the Christian religion was, that in all the encounters 
which must necessarily occur in the career of life on the 
battle field and elsewhere, the least possible injury should 
be inflicted in order to the attainment of a specific good. 
‘What did history show? Did it show that men were less 
able to encounter difficulties in the camp or field, because 
they were in the habit of unbosoming their thoughts to 
God? Were men less able in the days of the Puritans to 
contend for liberty? Were they less victorious? He hoped 
it would everbe the case, that they who wielded the sword 
in fighting the batfles of his country, would be inspired 
from above with heroic ardor, and wield the sword of the 
spirit amid the clash of arms and the din of battle. 

Mr. HAMMETT said the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was of a naturé so abhorrent to the 
feelings of all civilized nations, that it could not, for a mo- 
ment, have been entertained at any former period. The 
very spirit of the mighty dead—the very ashes of the 
father of his country--would rebuke the proposition. It 
was attempting to revive in this republic that which was 
the destruction of the French republic. A religion which 
teaches the sublime sentiments which the Christian religion 
teaches, could never be injurious to any nation, In the 
language of Scripture, whatsoever things are true—whatso- 
ever things are lovely whatsoever things are of good re- 
port,—-proceed from its observance. If they should adopt, 
the doctrines of the gentleman from Indiana, they would 
strike a blow atthe cause of human liberty which could 
never be retrieved. The country suffered no man to have 
charge of her interests, or to fill any important trust, until 
he bound himself, by oath upon the Bible, to discharge his 
duty faithfully. No man would trust his interest, his honor, 
or his life, to the soundest jury, until they were first bound 
by a solemn oath to do him justice. 

But, apart from the consideration of its Divine origin, 
it was the sublimest system of ethics—it prescribed the 
purest code of morals—that could be devised. Look abroad 
through the world: where was it that true liberty was 
found? No where but where christianity was preached 
and practised. He was convinced that so monstrous a prop- 
osition could not receive a second vote, 

Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL said he could not bring himself 
for a moment to entertain the idea that such a proposition 
could be adopted. 

Mr. PETTIT said he had offered the amendment upon the 
solemn conviction of his own mind that it was a duty which 
he owed to himself and to the country, and he would never 
be deterred from the discharge of his duty, let the conse- 
quences be what they might, It was not that he did not 
reverence religion as much as any man in that House: but 
ifit had been considered necessary to incorporate religion 
with the political institutions of the country, why was it 
not done when the constitution was adopted? Were the 
fathers of this republic less impressed with its importance 
than their descendants? Jt was not a dennnciation of the 
Christian religion that he intended; far from it. Jt v 2 
mere question as to the propriety of employing chaplains in 
the army. 

Mr, HARDIN made afew remarks in reply to Mr. Prr- 
tit, and contended that the object of the latter was to make 
an attack on the Christian religion, and bring it into disrep- 
ute. The gentleman, it wos true, disclaimed any such de- 
sign; but if such was not his object. why did he offer his 
amendment? Why did he, in the course of his remarks, 


make allusion to the command of the Saviour not to resist 
aggression?) Was the gentleman afraid that there was not 
enough of Fanny Wrightism in Indiana, and deemed it neces- 
sary to add to it? The whole of the gentleman’s argument 


Ken away, this government would dissolve into anarchy 
and confusion, and lastly into monarchy. But the gentle- 
man contended that the constitution gave no authority for 
the employment of chaplains. He had heard this often be- 
fore: but the gentleman certainly deserved. some credit for 
originality in making the discovery that to pay chaplains 
was forbidden by the constitution. Mr. H. concluded by 
calling for tellers on the question, that it might be seen 
who were willing to join the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Pettit] in his war on the Christian religion. 


ag 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose amidst cries of “question, ques- 


tion?” from the opposition, and observed. that’ gentlemen -] 


might take the question when he had got through with, 
his remarks. It was not often that he troubled the House, 


and if. the geutleman on the other side, who called so loud- 


ly for the question would but follow ‘his. example, there 
would be fewer speeches, and more business done in the 
ouse. : 

“He was glad that his colleague had called for tellers on 
the question, for if his colleague had not called for them, 
he-would have done so himself, as he was determined that 
demagogues ‘should not make political’ capital out of this 
question. He trusted that there would not be a single vote 


for this amendment, save that of the gentleman who offered ` 


it, and that the House would show, on taking the question, 
its high respect for the religious institutions of the country. 
This was a proud day for.him. Hé would not, for the world, 
reject ithe religious influences which operated upon the 
community, either in a political or social way. When he 
saw men canvassing the country for the presidency, throw- 
ing down ‘the sacred barriers which our forefathers had 
erected, he owned that he felt some alarm, and thought it 
time that some. efforts should be made to preserve these 
moral and religious principles npon which our happiness 
as a people depended, Let us (said he) carry this principle 
out. Let our presidential candidates be moral and religious 
men; and let them, instead of worn-out politicians and igno- 
rant, unprincipled buftoons, carry preachers in their trains; 
and instead óf singing rowdy songs and drunken revelry, 
let them sing the songs of Zion. He did not know that he 


-had any right to make political capital out of the dispensa- 


tions of Divine Providence, but we have all a right (said he) 
to take them as a warning voice, and improve upon them. 
Let us, then, (said he,) look back upon the last presidential 
canvass; and in view of the woful calamities that have since 
then fallen on the nation; let us rot repeat the scenes of riot 
and.dcbauchery that were then enacted. Whatever we may 
do, let us not defy the Most High God. There are certain 
cardinal principles of virtue and morality that even the in- 
fidel will acknowledge ought to be observed. Let us, then, 
have no man as our candidate for President, or any of the 
high offices of the government, who sets these principles at 
defiance. He wouldsay, both to whigs and democrats, that 
this was a proud day for him. It seemed as if a due rev- 
erence for sacred things was now to.be the ruling principle 
of that House; and they might, with truth, write to their 
constituents that a new era was commencing, and that 
henceforth religion and virtue were to be the only passport 
to promotion. The time had come when drunken revelry, 
with its rude accompaniment of rowdy songs, was to cease; 
and men were to give over adoring wild beasts, living or 
dead, and turn their thoughts to the worship of the Great 
Jehovah, 

Again, if there was one institution ofour holy religion 
more sacred than unother-—-if there was one more calculated 
to impart a holy reverence for the author of our being than 
all others, and more strictly demanded our religous obser- 
vance-—it,was that of the holy Sabbath; and it was a proper 
subjoct of inquiry, whether it was not their duty to put 
down those who profaned it. Let us, said he, put down 
those who, on the Sabbath day, collect such crowds of 
noisy revellers around the meeting-houses, as to interrupt 
their worship, and compel the ministers to dismiss their 
congregations. More than all, let usput a stop to those 
drunken orgies, in one of which an estimable man and res- 
pectable member of society was stamped to death, and in 
which the revelry was continued even after such a tragic 
scene. Let the old men reflect what must be the conse- 
quences if this flood of vice and immorality is not stayed; 
and let them consider what would be their feelings on find- 
ing their sons singing rowdy songs in some grog-shop. 
What would be their feelings, in reproving their sons for 
for such conduct to hear the answer—‘Father, I am aspir- 
ing to the presidency, and this is the modern road to pre- 
ferment.” 

Mr. W. in, conclusion, said, that he had accomplished his 
object, if he succeeded in getting tellers on the question, so 
that it might be seen that there was not one man in the 
{louse who was willing to vote for the amendment. He 
had accomplished more than his object if he succeeded 
in adding any thing to the moral and religious feelings of 
the House. He rejoiced that the question would be taken 
by tellers, so that the public could see that there would be 
but one individual in the House whom his colleague could 
accuse of being a follower of Fanny Wright; and that gen- 
tleman himself has already repelled such an imputation. So 
his colleague must lose the political capital so often at- 
tempted to be got by imputing infidelity to the democratic 
party. 

Mr. W. closed by saying that he 
had so much to say against infidelit 
support an infidel in practice for President; and that those 
who pretended to abhor Fanny Wright so much, would 
use less exertions for the clevation cf one who, through all 
his Hfe, has beon putting in practice those principles of im- 


hoped that those who 
in theory, would not 


morolity and vice which they charge her with ineul- 
euting. 
Mr. ST OD appeated to the gentleman from Indiana 


to withdraw 

After some ir 
withdrawn ł 
to the consi 


ment. r 
conversation, the amendment was 
T, oud the committee proceeded 
absequent sections. 

The ISt} jon being under em eration. 

Myr. BREN | proposed an amendment, by adding the 
words “from aud after the Ist Jnly next.” to fix that day as 
that on which the monthly payment proposed in that sec- 
tion should commence. 

Mr. G. DAVIS addressed the committee on the gencral 
subject of reform: the state of the treasury when the whig 
party came into power; the ways and means which that par- 
ty devised, 

Mr. C. 


Kentucky ha 


tainly started a great way from the 
question before the committee; but it was impossible to say 
what he was going to come to. 

Mr. DAVIS resumed and pursued his remarks in the strain 
in which he commenced. 

Mr. HALE called him to order. 


“The question was, whether the monthly pay proposed in 

„the 18th section should commence on the Ist July; and what 

had the expenses of Mr. Van Buren’s administration to do 
with that. © ae 3 

The CHAIRMAN said, although the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky were not strictly confined to the 
qnestion before the committee, they were not deemed to be 
so irrelevant as to justify the Chair in arresting them. 

Mr. HALE appealed from that decision. 

Mr. JAMESON hoped the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire would nof press his. appeal, as he siould desire per- 
mission to reply; and in his reply to review the course of 
Mr. Clay. è > E 

Mr. VINTON inquired if they were not then in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and whether, 
therefore, the state of the. Union was not under discussion. 
(Laughter.} aie $ 7 A 

Mr. THOMASSON inquired if the question was not one 
of retrenchment and reduction generally. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question on the appeal, and de- 
cided that the yeas appeared to have it. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. J. P. Kennepy and 
McDowrLL were appointed—67 in the affirmative, and 31 in 
the negative, being less than a quorum. : 

A second count was demanded, and the result was as fol- 
lows: 84 in the affirmative, and 14 in the negative. 

No quorum voting, 

The committee rose and reported that fact. 

Mr. WHITE moved a call of the House; pending which 
motion, 

The House adjourned 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: Additional testimony in the 
case of the claim of the heirs of Benjamin Turman of in- 
diana. ; 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Joseph Paxton of 
Missouri, praying remuneration for a horse, arms, &c., lost 
by him during the last war, while in the servicé of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The, petition of John Conant of 
Bridgewater, Massachusetts, for a pension for services in the 
revolutionary war, 

By Mr. FRENCH: The memorials of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Wright, and Mrs. Elizabeth Oneal, of Jessamin county, Ken- 
tucky, praying the benefits of the pension act of July 7, 
1838, to be extended to them for life; which were referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. g 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Henry J. Duf and 75 
others, naturalized citizens of Rhode Island, representing 
that they are debarred of the privileges in relation to suni- 
frage, which are extended by the existing constitution of that 
State to other white citizens; and that they are actually de- 
graded below the negro in the privileges of citizenship, and 
praying Congress to redress their grievances. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April, 1, 1844. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the procedings of a 
large meeting .of-farmers, mechanics, manufactu- 
rers, and merchants, of the county of New Castle, 
Delaware; and resoluiions adopted thereat protest- 
ing against any attempt to modify, alter, or repeal 
the tariff of 1842: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. ` i 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented ten memorials— 
two from Whitesides, three from Utica, one from 
Renselaer county, one from Genesee county, one 
from Greenbush, one from Onondaga, and one from 
Washington county, New York, remonstrating 
agains any alteration in the existing tariff, and 
against the passage of the bill lately introduced into 
the House of Representatives, by the Committee of 
Waysand Means: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Also, a memorial from the heirs of James Bell, 
deceased, praying for remuneration for the revolu- 
tionary services of their ancestor, and for advances 
made by him during that war: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial sign- 
ed by .N. O. Kellogg and 261 citizens of the town of 
Vernon, Connecticut, setting forth the advantages o 
the present tariff, and asking the Senate not to 
change the same by the passage of the House bill 
for that purpose: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented resolutions adopt- 
ed by the legislature of the State of Maine, 
protesting solemnly against the existence of 
any laws in any of the States or Territories 
of this Union, which subjects the free colored 
citizens of that State to the Hability to be ar- 
rested and imprisoned, and to be sold into slavery 
for the payment of the costs of such arrestand im- 
prisonment; and also protesting against such laws 
as unconstitutional, and as endangerivg the Union. 
Also, resolutions instructing the senators and re- 
questing the representatives from that State to pro- 
cure the repeal of such laws with the State or Ter- 
ritorial governments: referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered tobe printed. 

Also presented resolutions adopted by the legisla- 


l ture of the State of Maine, instructing the senators 
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and requesting the representatives from that State to 
use iheir influence to procure the passage of a law, 
at the present sesssion of Congress, prescribing a 
day for the choice of the electors of President and 
Vice President: of the United ‘States, which day 
shall be the same throughout the United States: re= 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

Also, instructing the senators and requesting the 
representatives from that State to present to the con- 
sideration of the national legislature facts connected 
with the trade of the United. States and the British 
colonies under the arrangement now in force, and 
to exert their influence to rescind the treaties regu- 
lating the same as soon as practicable: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. BARROW presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Louisiana, instructing the sena- 
tors and requesting the representatives from that 
State to use every effort to procure the necessary 
“ppropritioris for rendering the harbor of Pensa- 
cola accessible to vessels of every class, and to the 
placing the navy yard there, as speedily as possible, 
in a condition to build, repair, and equip men-of- 
war. ot 

Mr. B. remarked that it would be recollected, that 
at the meeting of the present Congress, he intro- 
duced resolutions relating to this subject, calling on 
the Secretary ofthe Navy for estimates for a navy 
yard, and dock, and wharf at Pensacola. 
reason or other,'or from some cause ‘unknown to 
him, the Secretary of the Navy did not send in the 
report until the very day he left the office. The re- 
port came in on the last day of his existence; which 
report was very incomplete, and was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs on the 20th. February 
last. He referred to these facts. now, merely for 
the purpose of satisfying the people of his State that 
he had not been remiss in duty or in attentive to 
this important subject. .He had looked upon it as 
one of vast importance, not only to the South but to 
the whole country. He dwelt some time upon the 
importance of making the improvements at Pensa- 
cola contemplated in the resolutions of instruction, 
and concluded by expressing the hope that the 
Naval Committee having charge of the subject, 
would report at as early a day as possible—at such 
a day as would not preclude: the possibility of hav- 
ing something done before the adjournment of Con- 
gress, The resolutions were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, presented a memorial from B. Ballard of 


Louisiana, praying for the passage of an act con- - 


firming his title to a certain tract of land, and direct- 
ing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
issue a patent therefor: referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. s 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
James Sellers and Abm. L. Pennock of Philadel- 
phia, representing that they made a contract for fur- 
nishing the Post Office Department with mail bags; 
that they furnished the bags according to contracts; 
but that the department had refused to take them, 
and left them on their hands; and they pray Con- 
gress to indemnify them for losses, or to direct the 
Postmaster General to take the bags off their hands. 

Mr. B. said, from the statement of the memorial- 
ists, he had very little doubt in the justness of the 
claim: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . i 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented four memorials 
from different parts of Pennsylvania in favor of con- 
tinuing the present tariff until, from ascertained facts, 
it be demonstrated that a change in it was necessary, 
and to the interest of the country: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr BATES presented a memorial from 500 cit- 
izens of the town of Adams, and one from 146 citi- 
zens of the town of Pittsfield, Massachusetts, pro- 
testing against the repeal or modification of the ex- 
isting tariff law, and praying the Senate to resist the 
passage of the bill of the House to reduce that tariff: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

- Mr. HENDERSON presented resolutions of the 
legislature of Mississippi instructing the senators 
and requesting the representatives from that State to 
promote the passage of a law reducing the price of 


For some | 


_ tion of the trustees of Richard Lint 
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the public lands there: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. : : 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from 236 cit- 
izens of Amelia county, Virginia, setting forth the vital 
importance of Texas to the United States, and urg- 
ing Congress to provide for its annexation tò the 
Union, by all lawful means: referred to. the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FARFIELD presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Miller, of Maine, for a pension: referred to.the 
Committee on Pensions. l ` 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from Har- 
rison Wingate, of Charlestown, Massachusetts, ask~ 
ing to be paid his moiety.of the value of certain 
stolen. property, recovered to the United States by 
his act: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee .on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the petition of 
Julius Eldred, praying compensation for the copper 
rock, and for his services in removing it to Wash- 
ington city, reported a bill concerning the copper rock 
of Lake Superior; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. The report accompanying was or- 
dered to be printed. 


_ Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John C. McFarland, 


physician of the naval hospital; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. í 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition of the heirs of Thomas Eames, 


‘for reimbursement for a number of cattle which were - 


illegally confiscated and sold, and of certain judicial 
expenses incurred thereby; which was ordered: to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation that 
they do! pass, House bill erititled an act for the re- 
lief of ‘the legal representatives of Captain Samuel 
Shannon, deceased; Senate bill for the relief 
of William R. Davis; House bill for the 
relief of George W. Clarke, Harris Cook, and 
John Brainard, of the State of Rhode Island; 
and reported back House bill for the relief of True 
Putney and Hugh Riddle. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, directed to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, on the subject of an application 
of Fern, Creshaw & Co., of New Orleans, for re- 
mission of duty on six bales of cotton destroyed by 
fire, which were imported from Texas for re-expor- 
tation: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Joseph 
Rundlet, praying to be paid interest and discount on 
certain treasury notes paid to him by the govern- 
meni during the late war; also, a report on the peti- 

nicum, for com- 
pensation for material delivered for the repair of cer- 
tain light-houses of the United States, accompanied 
by a resolution referring the petition and papers to 
the department for information. The reports were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAPPAN withdrew his motion to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the printing of the report of 
the topographical engineers who examined the falls 
of the Ohio with a view to the improvement of the 
river there. 

- Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made adverse reports in the following cases, viz: 
Hezekiah Hamlet, a soldier of the revolution, for a 
pension; Rufus K. Lane for arrears of pension; 
Lydia Baker for the continuation of her pension; 
Jacob M. Folansbee for arrears of pension; William 
Harper for an increase of pension; and the widow of 
Jonas Sawtell, a soldier of the revolution, praying to 
be allowed the amount of pension due him at the 
time of his death. These reports were severally 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill from the House for the 
relief of Gideon Foster; and with an amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
House bill for the relief of James C. Hallock. 

~ Also, on his motion, the Committee on Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Jesse Biddle, a soldier in the army of the 


late war, for a pension; the petition of George S. 


_latitude. 


Gaines, praying: compensation: as pèrsio 
and the. memorial of citizens of PenrisyWwania, pro 
ing that pensions may be: granted’ to thé survivin 
officers and solders of the. last:war with Great Bri 
ain, and the Indian wars prior: to) the treaty 
Granville, in 1795. = wee ah a p RL EGAY 
Mr. JARNAGIN,; from the Committee’ on Pen 
sions, reported a bill for the: relief of, Frederick: 
gle, a surgeon in the Virginia line; which was read: 
and ordered to a second reading... peer 
Also, from the same. committee, reported. back; 
without amendment, and with a” recommrenda- © 


tion that they do not pass, House bill entitled “An : 


act for the relief of the heirs of William Augudtus « 
Atlee, deceased, deputy commissary of purchases in - 
the revolutionary war; House bil for the relief of 
Josèph: Watson; the House bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Jones and others; and House. bill for the 
relief of Joseph Bonnell. Also, ab adverse ‘report » 
on the petition of Elizabeth Cornell... These seves: : 
ral adverse reports were ordered. to lieon the: table; 
and be printed. - seas ; 


Also, the Commitee on Pensions was discharged : 


from the further consideration of the petition of Mary. 
Reynolds for the continuation of her, pension during.’ 
life. i l ; aes 


The following bills were read the third time’ and © 


passed, viz: 


The bill confirming and giving the assent of Conr È 


gréss to an act of the.legislature of Virginia, entitled - 
“An act further to amend the act incorporating the’ 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal conipany:; Big ce 
The joint resolution directing the purchase ‘0 
certain marble busts of the Presidents of the United 
tates. . VEO Ee Ph 
The House bill entitled. “An act to change th 


time of holding the spring term of the-district court’ 


of the United States for the eastern’ district of Vir» + 
ginia, and the circuit court of ‘the United States for ` 
the 5th judicial circuit of the State of Alabama. `> > 
The bill to confirm the:survey and location of the 
claims for lands in the State of . Mississippi, east of 
Pearl river, and south of the 31st degree of north © 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 9. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the special or- 
ders were taken up, and the Senate, as in commit- 
tee of the whole, proceeded to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 51, being : ` 

“A hill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use'and 
to correct the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the 
prevention of frauds on the revenues. of the Post Office De 
partment.” ~ ‘ i 

The bill, as reported by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and printed, contained 
the amendments proposed by that committee, which 
amendments had been adopted in committee of the ` 
whole on Friday, the 22d inst., when ‘the “bill was 
under consideration. : Pk 

The CHAIR stated that the question now pends. 
ing was the motion of the senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Simmons] to strike out the words one hundred, 
and insert two hundred and ‘fifty, (being the number 
of miles designated for the lowest rate (of postage, 
five cents. ), f ` e 

Mr. PHELPS rose, and stated that he wished to 
express his views in relation to the-whole measure. 


In his opinion, the committee had ‘mistaken the 


source of evil complained of, and the remedy tobe 
applied. The cvil lay in the expenditures, of the 
department, and in, the system of contracts by which 
the mail is conveyed. In most instances, although 
vast improvements have taken place in the means of 
intercommunication and consequently cheaper facil- 
ities are afforded for transportation, the same prices 
are paid for carrying the mails that prevailed thirty 
years ago, the contractors all growing rich, and the 
department growing poor, and becoming crippled in 
means. He considered it idle to talk of the paltry 
clippings to be gained by cutting off the franking 
privilege, and by making other alterations, so long 
as the vast monopolics of mail contractors were,al- 
lowed to exist. He would venture to say that 
if one-third of the price were cut off from the ag- 
gregate of contracts, the same parties would accept 
the carrying of the mail at the reduced rates and 


+ 
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would actually grow rieh wider such new contracts, 
‘The evil grew out of a system of creating pdlitical 
patronage by nreans of those- mail controis; be- 
stowing the money of the department for purposes 
of political influence. ‘It was w tremendous engine 
of patronage; calculated te vorrupt and’ break down 
the institutions of the eountry. "He was himself in 
favor of a reform ef the rates of postage. The pub- 
lic voice called for it, It was but reasonable that a 
revision shoul take place, now that the facilities of 
intercommunication were so much multiplied, con 
trasted with the condition of: the country when the 
present vates of postage were laid on, Ax to putting 
down ‘private expresses, it was idle to talk of doing 
it by any other legislation than that which Would 
parry public opinion along with it. The public must 
he shown that the Post Office Depatiment will trans- 
port mail matter as cheap as private eXpresses, and 
as expeditiously, or all laws to put down private 
expresses will become nugatory. He thought toe 
much importance was attached to the proposition of 
abolishing the franking privilege. It seemed to be 
overlooked that, in a majority of cases, the franking 
privilege, to the deputy posiiiasters, was the only, 
or chief pay they received for the duties of: théit 
office. Deprive them of this, and the: r would have 
to be paid in money, out of the avails o the depart- 
ment; so that, in the. end, notis was to be gained. 
The abolition of the franking privilege—which is 
now enjoyed by offers of the government—would, 
in like manner, effect no saving; for the heads of 
bureaus would still necessarily have the power of 
franking; ard those who now enjoy the privilege, 
would only have to get the heads of their bureaus 
to frank. for them. It would be a mere transfer of 
the pvivilege from many to a few, the few franking 
as much as the many dia before. So with respect 
io members of Congress. This bill proposes to give 
each member five stamped coversa day. He and 
many others did not write one letter a day, on an 
average. Now it was just às probable that mem- 
bers ‘would be Importuivell for their stamped 
covers as much as they ure for putting their names 
on letters at presents and, if a member of Congress 
cannot be intyasted with the privilege of writing 
his name ay a frank, he cannot be intrusted 
with the custody of a stamp to pass free through 
the mail. The result of this interference with the 
tranktng privilege would be highly dissatisfactory, 
and. ultimately would fail to produce the beneficial 
etiects anticipated from it. 

. Without any allusion to the present incumbents 
of office, but as a general and notorious fact, he felt 
borne out in asserting that the post office had grown 
up to bean immense engine of patronage, to: be 
wielded for sinister purposes in the hands of any 
Party or President in power. And this limitation 
of the franking privilege would be calculated to in- 
crease the evil, by giving whatever party has the 
majority in Congress, the power of loading the 
mails with political matter; white the minority would 
be wholly excluded from counteracting such a 
movement, by the exercise of similar means. It 
was very well known that most of the speeches 
made in Congress were made for mere Buncombe— 
made to operate at home on the speaker's consti- 
tuents, and not with any hope of affecting a question 
at issue, where delivered. He confessed he had 
been induced by his friends lately to make 
a Speech (on the tariff) which, when he went to de- 
liver it, he hardly expected any one would listen to; 
but he knew it would do well enough for Buncombe. 
Under the proposed bill, every member of the party in 
power, who chose to make a speech, would have butto 
gct a resolution passed making a reference of his sub- 
ject to some committee of which he was a member, 
and get his speech out in the form of a report, to 
be circulated at the public expense through the 
mails, aud to subserve party purposes. Whereas 
the minority could not circulate their speeches un- 
less they thought their constituents would be pleased 
to pay twenty-five cents apiece for each copy—a 
price, he feared, many would consider rather ex- 
orbitant, [Laughter.] 

The people have been so long accustomed to re- 
ceive congressional documents from their repre- 
sentatives free of postage, that the moment this 
privilege is suppressed there will be a universal 
clamor from one end of the country to the other. 
It is a privilege not for the benefit of the member of 
Congress, but for the information and satifaction of 
the people. They have a right to know what is 
doing in Congress, and by means of this privilege 
they are put in possession of that knowledge. 

In short, in his judgment, this bill looks altogether 
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ih a wrong direction. It dées not look to „the real 
evil—the eternal and baleful political influence of 
electioncering patronage, inducing lavish contracts, 
unnecessary extensions, and enlisting troops of de- 
pendants on the bounty of, men and parties in 
power. Strip it of this miserable electioneering, 
principle, and -place the de artment on the true 
grounds of utility<strip it of its objectionable pòw- 
ers. of patronage, and reform the rates of postage to 
suit the present contlition of the country and the 
times,—and lie would give the measure his hearty 
concurrence. is Fee 
, He hai objections to some of the minor details of 
the bill.” Thesé he nientioned respectively. The 
principal exception lie took was to the penalties— 
such, for instance, as where all the owners of a 
steaiiboat are made liable to such penalties, if only 
one owner violates the law, though -thè others may 
net concur, or may discountenance the offeace. 
nother was, to the provision making a ship or ves- 
sel liable to a fine of $500 for infractions of the law. 
This thing of inaking-a ship pay a fine for a wilful 
Offence, was like a law he once heard of, enacting 
that Swine found trespassing should be subject to 
fine and imprisonment. (Laughter.] He would 
not, however, dwell on these technical objections. 
They could be amended; but he was opposed to the 
principle of enforcing a law by penalties, against the 
general feelings of the community. 

Mr. MERRICK said the gentleman had had his 
amusement—his merriment—and he hoped he was 
satisfied. He had said the commitiee had mistaken 
the evil altogether. Now what was the evi? All 
the petitions and memorials referred to the Post 
Office Committee complained of the exorbitant rates 
of postage as the greatest evil; and did not the com- 
mittee, in this bill, provide a remedy for this evil? 
Was not a satisfactory reduction of postage pro- 
posed? Next, as to all the honorable senator had 
said about the transmission of congressional docu- 
ments, was not the proposition of the bill to pre- 
serve the same right to the people? If the circula- 
tion of documents were necessary beyond that con- 
templated by the bill, Congress would always have 
control of the matter in its own hands. AS to the 
complaint of the senator against the vast patronage 
of the Post Office Department, he (Mr. M.) was 
not aware of any provision that would be intro- 
duced into this bill which would cut off that patron- 
age. Ifthe honorable senator himself knew of any 
mode of controlling or preventing such patronge or 
political influence, why did he not introduce a sep- 
arate bill for the purpose? And with respect to 
contracts, he (Mr. M.) did not know of any better 
mode of contracting than that adopted by the depart- 
ment, which was to invite, by public advertisement, 
those disposed to contract, and to receive their bids, 
with the privilege of choosing the lowest, if, in all 
ressects, the most desirable, The great question to 
be considered with regard to this bill was that of 
the reduction of postage. He (Mr. M.) was glad 
to find the honorable senator [Mr. ParLrs] in favor 
of that proposition. 

Mr. IMMON S conceived it would be best to pro- 
ceed with the amendments, before the discussion of 
the general principles of the measure was entered 
upon. ‘The amendment he had offered would touch 
upon the chief question at issue. The objects of the 
bil were two-fold; first, to reduce the rates of post- 
age so as to prove satisfactory to the public; and 
next, to provide for relieving the department from 
the pressure of continual embarrassment. The ope- 
ration of private expresses was considered by the de- 
partment the chief cause of its embarrassment. ‘To 
this, therefore, the Senate should look as the first 
thing to be remedied. Now, his amendment had for 
its object to include within the distance for which 
the cheapest rate of postage should be charged, a 
distance that would embrace the express routes and 
those points where most of the letters are carried by 
private hands. Mr. S. entered into various calcula- 
tions in figures to show the immense quantity of let- 
ters carried by private hands. He knew ofan in- 
stance, on a passage from New York to Providence, 
Rhode Island, on board a steamboat, in which three 
passengers exhibited letters in their custody, the 
postage on which would amount to $56. He also 
mentioned other similar instances. 

One objection to this bill was, that it might cut off 
so much of the income of the department as to 
throw a portion of its expense upon the treasury. 
This was undoubtedly to be guarded against; for he 
maintained that the department ought to be made to 
support itself. Mr. S. entered into various calcula- 
tions to show that a small reduction on the express 


routes would not put down the competition which 
‘interfered with the income of the department. That 
interference or competition could not be corrected, 
except by an adequate reduction of postage—such 
as would enlist public co-operation in sustaining the 
Post Office Department. : ; 

In the objections to the abolition of the franking 
privilege, it seemed to be overlooked that the reduc- 
tion of postage would be so great, that those who 
now send or receive mail, matter free, would not 
have so much to complain of, as ifthe privilege were 
abated without any abatement of postage. b 

He thought it was advisable to try the experi- 
ment of cheap postage, even at the risk of having, 
hereafter, if necessary, to raise it again, should it too 
much affect the income of the department. He had, 
however, been informed by the most intelligent 
merchants with whom he had conversed or from 
whom he had received letters on the subject, that a 
proper and sufficient reduction of postage would 
double the income of the department. i 

Mr. DAYTON remarked that his attention had 
been attracted to the phraseology of this bill by the 
observations of the senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
PueLrs;] which phraseology, he conceived, ren- 
dered it necessary that the bill should be recommit- 
ted forthe purpose of being corrected. His obser- 
vations chiefly applied to the penal provisions of the 
bill; these he referred to with a view of showing 
that the wording of those provisions was so loose 
that acts before innocent are made not only penal 
but criminal; for they provide for the recovery of 
fines by action of debt or indictment. What courts 
are to have jurisdiction? The inquiry cannot be 
answered by the bill. This applied to all the penal 
provisions. In some instances it is provided that 
the informer shall get half the fine, and the other 
half shall go to the post office; while, in other in- 
stances, it is not stated where the reserved half is 
to go, or who is to recover the penalty: The 6th 
section provides for the levying of a fine of not less 
than $50, not stating how much over $50 it may 
be. In the 12th section a ship or vessel is made 
liable to the penalty. Was the ship itself to be 
liable? [Mr. Merrick, from his seat, said, Certain- 
ly.] Then, if it was, it ought to be specifically 
stated. 

It seemed to him that these were matters which 
merited the attention of the chairman of the Post Of 
fice Committee before the bill became the subject of 
discussion. The general phraseology certainly re- 
quired revision at his hands. 

The senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Simmons] 
had anticipated that a sufficient reduction of postage 
would increase the number of letters to be transmit- 
ted by mail four-fold. Now, what had been the ex- 
perience of Great Britain on the immense reduction 
of her postage from an average of 14d. to 1d? That 
the number of letters, instcad of being increased 
five-fold, as anticipated, had only increased two and 
a half fold. Here the proposition was, to make a 
much smaller reduction; and was it not probable 
that the increase would not be even half that expe- 
rienced in Great Britain? These, however were 
topics to be hereafter discussed. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that he was very de- 
sirous of correcting and modifying the bill in every 
particular so as to make it perfect; but he thought 
there was no necessity for recommitting it, as it was 
in Committee of the Whole, where it was entirely 
proper to revise and correct it. When those sec- 
tions referred to by the senator from New Jersey 
came to be considered, they could be amended in 
conformity with the senator’s suggestions. 

With regard to the arguments of the senator from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons,] that the number of 
letters would be greatly increased on the express 
routes, should his amendment prevail, he had no 
doubt they were correct and well founded, so far as 
those routes alone were concerned. But there was 
a great difficulty in adjusting the rate, so as to em- 
brace the express routes only; for by making 
the distance for the lowest rate of postage (five 
cents) 250 miles, it should be kept in mind that this 
would apply to every post office in the United 
States, making the postage within a circuit of 250 
miles around each, only five cents; and that nine- 
tenths of the post offices of the Union were not with- 
in any of the express routes. Hence, it must be 
obvious that all the advantages which could be 
gained on the increase by mail of the number of 
letters on the express routes, would be lost on the 
post office circuits outside of the express routes. : 

Mr. M. entered into a variety of statistical details 
with a view of showing that the number of letters by 


short routes paid the principal part of the income of 
the department; and therefore there was greater risk 
in regard to reductions on the short than on the long 
routes. ; ; 

Mr. M: reiterated his arguments of Friday, in 
favor of doing something speedily and effectually to 
sustain the department.. He read 
which, as chairman of the Post Office Committee, 


he had received, showing the advantages to be ex- 


pected by the proposed change. 
Mr. HANNEGAN next obtained the floor; but, 
On motion of Mr. WHITE 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Bi Monpay, April 1, 1844. 


The SPEAKER announced that this day had ` 


been set apart for the consideration of the business 
of the Territories. i 

Mr. WELLER observed that a number of the 
Territorial bills had been referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, while others of them had been 
referred to the Committee of thé Whole on the state 
of the Union. The House would see the propriety 
of considering them all in one committee, and he 
would therefore move to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from such of the bills as had been refer- 
red to it, and refer them to: the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

This motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union; but withdrcw the motion at.the request of | 


Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engraving, 
who ‘offered the following resolution; which, by gen- 
eral consent, was considered and agreed to: ` 

Resolved, That the map of the New Madrid and St. Francis 
swamp, in Missouri and Arkansas, be published to accom- 
pany the document on draining; which document is ordered 
to be published by the House. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to establish 
certain post routes in the Territory of Florida; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. f 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to authorize A. Scott 
Brown and others to construct a mill-race through 
the public lands; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr.- WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. R. SMITH asked the gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw his motion to allow him to offer a res- 
olution personal to himself. 

Mr. WELLER assenting, 

Mr. R. SMITH offered the following resolution; 
which was considered by general consent: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
this House the rule which has governed the selection of 
cadets for admission to- the Military Academy at West 
Point, for the year 1844; and if the provision of the act ap- 
proved March 1, 1848, which provides “That the number of 
cadets by appointments hereafter to be made, shall be limit- 
ed to the number of representatives and delegates in Con- 
gress, and one from the District of Columbia, and that each 
congressional and territorial district and District of Colum- 
bia, shall entitled to have one cadet at said academy,” has 
been complied with; and if said requirement of law has not 
been observed, the reason why it has not been observed in 
all cases; and to specify the cases in which it has not been 
observed, and the reason for each case. 


Mr. R. SMITH observed that, under the law of 
Congress, the congressional district he had the honor 
to represent was entitled to the appointment of one 
cadet to the Military Academy of West Point. He 
had given to an applicant from his district an 
assurance that he should receive an appointment; 
but inasmuch as he had not received it, he wished 
to get some information from the War Department 
which would exonerate him from any censure, and 
show his constituents that he had done his duty. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, with the assent of Mr. WEL- 
LER, offered the following resolution, which, by gen- 
eral consent, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That so much of the two resolutions of the 18th 
January, as calls on the President for information therein 


specified beyond the 4th of March, 1841, be and the same are 
hereby, rescinded. 


Mr. St. JOHN presented certain resolutions of the 
legislature of Ohio, in relation to the sales of reserv- 
ed Wyandott lands; which were laid on the table, 
and ordeyed to be printed, 


several letters, 


` 
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Mr. STEWART offered the following resolution; 
which, being objected to, lies over: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House the report of Col.. Kearney, topo- 
graphical engineer, on the survey and examination made by ° 
him for a national read from Uniontown, Pennsylvania, by 


way of Pittsburg, to Lake Erie. 


TERRITORIAL BILLS. 


Mr. WELLER renewed his motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union; which motion was 
carried, and the Speaker called Mr. Wuite of 
Kentucky to the Chair. 

The committee then took up, and passed upon the 
following bills, which were laid aside to be reported: 
- The bill making appropriations for improvements 
on the western shore of Lake Michigan. 

The committee took up bill No. 242, being a bill 
making certain improvements in the Territory of 
Iowa; which was debated and explained -b r. 
CARROLL, Mr. VINTON, and Mr. STEEN- 

Mr. A. C. DODGE went into some explanations 
of the objects on which he proposed to expend the 
sum appropriated by this government for the Ter- 
ritory which he represented. 

r. CAMPBELL moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the appropriation of $7,000 for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Dubuque. 

The amendment was opposed by Messrs. A. C. 
DODGE, HENRY DODGE, BARNARD and 
CARROLL.. 

Theamendment was rejected. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE moved to amend the bill by 
inserting “and that the amount shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War;” 
which was adopted. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The committee then took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for certain improvements in the Terri- 
tory of Florida. 

n motion of Mr. LEVY, the following amend- 
ment was agreed to, viz: 
“That the amount appropriated to be expended under this 


bill shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War.” i 


The bill was further debated by Messrs. LEVY, 
CAMPBELL, STEWART, BIDLACK, SMITH 
of Indiana, and others; and was then laid aside to 
be reported to the House. 

The committee then proceeded to consider the 
following bills, which were severally laid aside to 
be reported: á 

A bill to establish a new collection district for the 
Territory of Florida, to be called the Suwanne dis- 
trict. ` 

' A bill to authorize the selection of certain school 
lands in the Territories of Florida, Iowa, and Wis- 
consin. 

A bill making an appropriation to defray the ex- 
penses of the session of the assembly of the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, held in December, 1842, and 
January, 1843. 

A bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to issue patents for the town lots sold in the 
town of Mineral Point, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin. 

A bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act for 
laying off the towns of Fort Madison and Burling- 
ton in the county of Desmoines, and the towns of 
Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru in the county of Du- 
buque, Territory of Wisconsin, (now Iowa,) and 
for other purposes;” approved the 2d of July, 1836; 
and the amendatory act thereto, approved March 3d, 
1837. 

A bill granting to the county of Dubuque certain 
lots of ground in the town of Dubuque. i 

A bill to establish certain post-routes in the Ter- 
ritory of Florida. 

A bill to authorize the issuing of patents for cer- 
tain lands in the St. Augustine land district, in Flor- 
ida, the sales of which were not regularly reported. 

A bill making appropriations for certain improve- 
ments in the Territory of Florida. 

A bill making appropriations for certain improve- 
ments in the Territory of Iowa. 

A bill directing the President of the United States 
to cause the reserved lead mines in the State of Mi- 
nois, and in the Territories of Wisconsin and Towa, 
to be sold. 

This last bill was debated by Messrs. H. DODGE, 
A. C. DODGE, JAMESON, HOGE, HARDIN, 
BARNARD, C. JOHNSON, and others. 

Mr. OWEN said that he rose, not for the pur- 
pose of debating the question whether these min- 


eral lands should be brought into market immediate- 


ly or not; nor at what up-set price it was expedient 
to offer them. He rose merely'to ‘furnish to the 
committee, at the call-of, his friend from Towa, [Mr- 
Dense) the facts in regard to a survey already 
made of these mineral Jands. i ' < 

It was true, as stated by. the gentlemen from Iowa. 
and Illinois, [Messrs. Dopce and Hogs,] that his 
(Mr. 0.'s) brother, David Dale Owen, was employ- 
ed by the general government, he believed in he 
year 1839, to make a geological: exploration of the 
very lands included in the bill under consideration 
the lead mineral lands of Iowa, Wisconsin, and. 
northern Ilinois. Assisted by a large party, and 
at considerable expense, he had examined that’ en- 
tire mineral region in detail, and had made to the 
department an elaborate report, accompanied by 
maps. and other illustrations; showing, not only 
the precise boundary of that region in which, as ge- 
ological indications proved, valuable mines existed, 
but embodying also all such details as went to show 
the precise character and relative value of different 
portions of the tract. He did not make any esti- 
mate of the value; for he was not required by his 
instructions so to do. i 

The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hocr,] how- 
ever, was incorrect in supposing that this veport had 
ever been published with the accompanying maps 
and illustrations. It never had. It was published, 
under a standing rule of the Senate, in a mutilated. 
form, without a single map or other illustration— 
some of them indispensable even to render it intel- 
ligible—and only to the amount of the regular num- 
ber published by the Senate of ali documents that 
were printed at all. So rare had the document be- 
come, that, mutilated and imperfect as it was, the 
land office department had to offer several dollars for 
a single copy, to retain for reference. . Twice the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, in his annual report, 
had recommended the printing with the illustrations; 
but in, consequence, he (Mr. O.) believed, of some 
difficulty in regard to the printing of maps and illus- 
trations, and the idea then prevalent that the prices 
paid for such works were extravagant, the matter 
fell through. The result was, that to hundreds of 
applications made to the land office for that docu- 
ment, and to hundreds more made to his (Mr. O.’s) 
brother for the same, both had been obliged to re~ 
ply that it was not to be had. i; 

He (Mr. 0.) hoped he should not be considered 
as influenced by personal predilection, when he ex- 
pressed his conviction that, let the decision in re- 
gard to the prompt sale of the mineral lands be as it 
will, it was important to the public, the owner of 
these mineral lands, (which Dr. Owen declared to be, 
in his opinion, one of the most valuable mineral re- 
gions in the world,) that the report showing, in de~ 
tail, the character of these lands, should be publish- 
ed; and published—as, to be useful, it must be—with 
the maps and illustrations accompanying it. 

He (Mr. O.) regretted to say that, by some acci- 
dent, the maps and illustrations furnished by Dr. 
Owen to the department, had been lost or mislaid; 
but Dr. Owen had duplicates of the same; and, if 
called upon to do so, would furnish another copy 
for publication. . 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The committee then rose and reported the bills to 
the House, which had been acted upon in commit- 
tee; they were all taken up on the question of their 
engrossment, and were read a third time and passed, 
except the bill directing the sale of the reserved 
lead mines. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr McCLERNAND: The petition of W. M. Eubanks 
and numerous others, citizens of Gallatin, Hardin, Pope, Mas- 
sac, Johnson, Pulaski, Alexander, and other counties in the 
State of Illinois, praying Congress to take immediate meas- 
ures for establishing an armory at Fort Massac, in the said 
State: referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The memorial of Joseph H. Raymond 
and others, heirs of Joshua Raymond, deceased, praying 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. The memorial of Bela P. Spalding and 100 others, 
citizens of Brooklyn, Connecticut, against the annexation 
of Texas to the Union: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. The memorial of Edward Whitney and 
298 others, citizens of Norwich, Connecticut, praying that 
the spirit ration in the army may be abolished. The me- 
morial of John B. Fletcher and 208 others, citizens of New 
York, upon the same subject. The memorial of Frederick 
Henvill and 234 others, citizens of New York, upon the 
same subject. The memorial of James McKie .and 402 
others, citizens of New York, upon the same subject. The 
memorial of George Hall and 714 others, citizens of the city 


468 


of Brooklyn, Long Island, on the same ‘subject: referred to 
the Committes tn Naval Affairs. 
By: Mr. WETHERED: The memorial signed by Philip 


"T. Elliott and 340 others, citizens of Baltimore, praying j 


Congress to abstain fro islation on the subject o 
the prin i m ‘all legislation on j 


By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition ọf-Martin Early, Lewis 


A. Lukens, and 80 others, citizens of Lebanon county, 
Pennsylvania. The petition of Christian Henry, Samuel 
Reinhard, and numerous others, citizens of Lebanon county, 
Pennsylvania. The petition of Jacob Hicks, D. W. Simon- 
ton, and 80 others, citizens of Dauphin county, Pennsyl- 
vania. The petition of John Barnett, John W. Cowdèn, 
and 40 others, citizens of Dauphin, county, Pennsylvania. 
All protesting against any interference on the part of Con- 
gress with the tariff of 1842, ~ : 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petitions of several thou- 
sand citizens of the State of Illinois, setting forth the impor- 
iance of the Great Wabash river as a channel of-commerce, 
and the dangers now attending its navigation; that the coun: 
try bordering upon it is one of the richest, most fertile, and 
populous in the: Great West; and their sole reliance upon 
this stream to enable them to send their surplus products to 
market. The petitioners represent that said river is de- 
clared by law to be a national highway, and that the States 
are denied Jurisdiction over it for the purpose of its improve- 
ment; that on this ground it is incumbent on. Congress to 
hnprere it; and that, by so doing, it would insure a speedy 
sale of the public lands in the vicinity: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

_By Mr. JAMSS BLACK: Three petitions, signed by 142 
citizens of Cumberland and Franklin counties, Pennsylvania, 
against any alteration in the present tariff: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole*House, x 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The remonstrance of Alexander 
Mode and 32 others, citizens of Chester county, Pennsyl- 
venia, against any reduction of the present tarif ‘ 

By Mr. E. D. POTTER: A memorial from Samuel Clark, 
of Wood county, Ohio, praying for areduction in the rate 
of postage: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

_ By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of William Gove for an 
inate pension: referred to the Committee on Naval AE 
airs. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of the heirs of David 
Rradish, deceased, an officer in the revolutionary war, for 
commutation of five years’ pa promised to the officers of 
the revolution, under the resolves of Congress of 1780 and 
1783, Also, a petition ef the heirs of Capt. Richard May- 
berry, deceased, late of Cumberland county, Maine, for five 
years’ full pay, promised to officers of the revolution by the 
resolve of Congress of March 22, 1780: referred to the Com. 
mittee on r enonary Claims, 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The application of George Steele, for 
pay went ofa horse lost in the Black Hawk war: referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of Thomas B. Brown and 
E3 others, praying the improvement of the western waters. 
Also the petition of John H. Todd and 31 others, praying 
tke improvement of the western waters: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 2, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, transmitting statements of the amount 
of moneys received by the government for lots sold 
in Washington City. The following statements 
were copied from the report of the Commissioner, 
viz: 

It appears from the records in his office that there 
were assigned to the United States by the original 
proprietors, lots to the number of 10,136; and that 
there have been sold of that number for public pur- 
poses, 7,610 for the sum of $765,676 44. 

he number of lots conveyed under donations 
from Congress, to charitable’ and literary institu- 
tions, were 771, and valued at $70,000, viz: 
For the Orphan Asylum 29 lots valued at - $10,000 


“ Sisters of Charity 70 “ “= 10,000 
‘** Columbian College 182 es - 25,000 
“ Georgetown do. 490“ go - 25,000 


There remain unsold at this time 1,755 lots, 
which, at the present assessment, are worth 
$64,153 39. 

There are 2] avenues and 116 streets. Theavenues 
vary from 120 to 160 feet in width; the streets 
from 80 to 160 feet in width, and embrace a distance 
of 228 miles. 

The streets and avenues contain 2,654 acres, or 
115,608,240 square feet of land, and were transfer- 
red to the government without any pecuniary com- 
pensation for the same. 

Che quantity of land reserved for the use of the 
United States, in the division of the same between 
the United States and the original proprietors in the 
City of Washington, was 541 acres 1 rood and 29 
perches, or 23,584,745: square feet. The reserva- 
ions were 17 in number, as follows: 


l. The President's square, on which 
are erected the President’s mansion 
and the State, Treasury, War, and A. R. P. 
Navy Departments ` - - 83 

2. Capitol square and mall, (Capitol,) 227 

a The park >» eg * 29 


[ve O oy 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


4. University 
> tory). = SIE en 
5. The fort at Turkey Buzzard (Green- 
_ leafs) Point- (arsenal and peniten- 
< o tay) eee 
6. The west market. on the Potomac, 
covered with water. S 
7. The centre-market (market-house) - 
8. The national church square (patent 
9 


square (new observase © 
es - 191 2 


28 2 31 


office ~ - ‘i r 4025 
. Judiciary square (cit , new jail, : 
and insae ospital}. na noe 19 1 27 
10. North of Pennsylvania avenue be- 
tween 3d and 4! streets west - 
11. Between North B and C streets and 
2d and 3d streets west - - 3234 

12. North of Pennsylvania avenue be- 
tween 2d and 3d streets WE - 1104 

13. Hospital square (magazine and alms- 
house) i - ( ce - 77 0 26 
14. Navy-yard square, (navy-yard,é&c.,) 12 3 15 


15. Eastern market-house ` (market- 

house) - - - - 1021 
16. Do. do. - - 1023 
17. The town-house square -~ - 21 129 


Total a 


541 1 29 


For these the government paid at the rate of $663 
per acre, amounting to the sum of $36,099, from 
money arising from the sale of city lots. These re- 
servations were all carefully selected by President 
Washington for public purposes. It was his inten- 
tion that the larger ones should be substantially en- 
closed, and planted with ornamental shade trees, and 
that there should be gravel walks and carriageways 
for citizens and strangers to exercise on foot, on 
horseback, or in carriages, for health or recrea- 
tion. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, 500 copies 
extra were ordered to be printed of the report of Cap- 
tain Cram of the survey and estimated cost for im- 
proving the navigation of the Ohio river at the 
Talls. 


Mr. UPHAM presented three several memorials 
from citizens of the towns of Orange, Braintree, and 
Marshfield, in the county of Washington, Vermont, 
solemnly protesting against the annexation of 
Texas by treaty, or in any other mode, without 
the consent of all the States, as unconstitutional, 
injurious to the rights and interests, and injurious 
to the basis and perpetuity of the Union; which 
were severally referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the petition and 
documents of the widow of Miles Goforth, were 
ordered to be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
number of individuals composing the tribe of Stock- 
bridge Indians, resident in Wisconsin, setting forth, 
at considerable length, the unsettled state of their 
affairs, arising particularly from theact of Congress 
of 1842, making them citizens of the United States; 
complaining thatthe operation of that act was very 
injurious, and Praying that it be repealed, or that 
they be relieved from its operation: referred te the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill making an appropriation 
for the repair of the custom-house and post office 
building in Charleston, South Carolina; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citizens 
of Clark county, Ohio, protesting against the ad- 
mission of Texas into the Union. 

Mr. T. said there was no such question before 
‘the Senate; the remonstrance was against some sup- 
posed measure. He therefore moved to lay it on 
the table: agreed to. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill authori- 
zing the Solicitor of the Treasury to compromise and 
settle with the securities of John H. Owen, late re- 
ceiver of the public moneys at St. Stephen, Alaba- 
ma; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Sir. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to the Senate 


any power of attorney from Cherokee Indians to William 
H. Thomas, filed by him in 1839; what money was paid on 


them, and when, and why the whole amount was not paid; i} 


2-3 23° 


60 31. 


i when William:H. Thomas was appointed agent to disburse 


to Cherokees the moneys due them, how much he received, 
and the vouchers for the disbursement thereof—showing 
the date of the respective payments,"and to whom made; 
and why it was the moneys were not paid on the powers of 
attorney; and why Thomas.was appointed agent to disburse 
said moneys. .The Secretary of War will also report copies 
ofall communications from the War Department, or Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, to said William H. Thomas, dur- 
ing the years 1839, 1840, and 1841, as also all letters or com- 


‘munications from said Thomas to the War Department or 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, during said years, particu- 
larly those dated in July, 1840, from Ashville, North Caro- 
na. 

Thé following resolution, submitted by. Mr. Ben- 
Tow on Friday last, was taken up, and adopted, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the War Department be 
directed to cause an examination and report to be made on 
the practicability and probable expense of improving the. 
navigation of the Mississippi river at the place called the 
“Litte Chain,” being the place where the first chain of 
rocks everreach upon the river above the mouth of the 
Ohio. 

Several adverse reports of standing committees, 
on private claims, were taken up and concurred in 
by the Senate. CaN 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Commiitee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Anna Maria Baldwin, praying compensation for at- 
tending as a witness on the part of the United 
States on the trial for burning the treasury building. 
It was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of Rebecca H. Goon, praying the reimburse- 
ment of the amount of a judgment obtained against 
her by the United States for an alleged trespass on 
the mineral lands; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. F 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented four memorials 
from the State of New York, remonstrating against 
any alteration in the existing tariff; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. FULTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the petition and papers of 
Daniel McKisick. Mr. F. said that, with some ad- 
ditional evidence which had been obtained, the de- 
partment would be enabled to allow the pension. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill from the . 
House, making appropriation for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year commencing 
on the Ist July, 1844, and ending 30th June, 1845, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole, consid- 
ered, reported to the Senate, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill from the 
House, making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions of the United States for the fiscal year com- 
mencing the Ist July, 1844, and ending 30th June, 
1845, was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. SEVIER did not know that this bill had 
passed the House. He was utterly surprised when 
he heard it read, to find that it left out one-half of 
the forts at the most exposed points in this Union; 
and there was not a single reason assigned for such 
an omission, There had been, at some of these 
points, works in progress for years, and not one 
dollar was appropriated in this bill for their comple- 
tion. He should like the honorable senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Evans,] to inform him why Fort 
Smith and Fort Gibson, which had been progressing 


. for years, and had cost the government of the United 


States thousands of dollars, and whith were now 
suspended for want of money to carry them on, 
were left out? It was amazing that the bill should 
make appropriations for fortifications in other un- 
important sections, and leave out every fort of im- 
portance on the western frontier. If gentlemen ex- 
pected to get works done in this partial manner, 
without opposition or debate, they were mistaken, 
If there was no change of its provisions, he should 
Vote against the bill. He again asked the senator 
if he knew why those forts had been left out. 

Mr. EVANS did not know precisely why he had 
been left out. The bill had been sent from the 
House of Represantatives, and he supposed there 
was a reason for omitting them. In the first place, 
the bill was founded upon an estimate of the depart- 
ment; and in some of the sums granted, the appro- 
priations fell short fifty per cent. of the estimates, in 
other cases more. Several works were left out as 
well as those mentioned by the senator from Arkan- 
sas. The estimates of the department amounted to 
a million and a qnarter. This bill reduced them to 
half a million, Upon what rule this reduction wax 


“made, he didnot know.. For himself, he was desi- 
rous of restoring the appropriations to something 
like the estimates; or, at all events, going into an 
examination of the various objects of appropriation, 
and see where increase was necessary, and where it 
‘could be dispensed with. He was admonished, 

however, that no increased appropriation which the 
Senate might choose to make would be likely to be 
agreed to, or carried into effect in the other House. 
He was in favor, himself, of every deficiency in the 
appropriations being filled; but he was not sure that 
the works mentioned by the senator from Arkansas 
were not left out for other reasons than those of re- 
trenchment. The estimates upon which this bill 
was founded came from the Engineer department, 
and not from the Quartermaster General’s, from which 
those concerning the forts alluded to by the senator 
from Arkansas have heretofore come. A majority of 
the committee thought it was expedient, while the 
‘treasury was in an exhausted condition, not to re- 
commend any increase of appropriation in this bill, 
but to leave the bill as it was, and when the finances 
were so improved as to justify it, to get these matters 
restored to the full amount of the estimates. Possi- 
bly it was intended to place within some other bill 
all the appropriations estimated for, and leaving 
them ont of this bill, for fortification which came 
under another head, and the appropriations for which 
emanated from another department. This he sug- 
gested with some hesitation, because he was not 
sure that such was the intention. He was aware 
that the honorable senator from Arkansas had al- 
ways expressed a strong solicitude that the 
fortifications on the southern frontier should be 
erected, but did not know what particular exigency 
‘there was for them on that frontier. He did not 
know whether it was designed that they should be 
maintained in the places where they were commenced, 
or whether they were to be removed. ` f 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that his friend was mis- 
taken in his geography,'in talking about those 
forts being South. He was for maintaining the 
forts on the western border, between us and the 

Indians who had obtained patents for their. lands. 
The senator suggested that these forts might have 
been cut down altogether. They were not cut down, 
but left out altogether. 

(Mr. EVANS observed, that so were others left 
out. 

If there were important forts to be left out, they 
should all share the same fate. Bills of this de- 
scription were all the same, whether they emanated 
from the Engineer, or any other department. He 
should like to know any good reason why the Sen- 

-ate should permit the7House, for any freak of theirs, 

to frame a bill under different heads for the childish 
purpose of saving this or that? 
. Mr. EVANS did not know that such was the in- 
tention of the TIouse, but he had supposed so, from 
another case in which the Senate had amended a 
bill of the “House, and the amendments were not 
concurred in. He had been informed that the House, 
in omitting these appropriations, contemplated em- 
bracing them in another bill. 

Mr. SEVIER said that the objection he had to 
the bill, as it now stood, was not on account of the 
amount proposed to be appropriated; but that, for 

.the purpose of economizing or retrenching, all im- 
portant forts on the western frontiers should be 
omitted—the Missouri frontier, the Arkansas fron- 
tier, 2,000 miles in length, were all left out; while on 
the Atlantic, at Charleston, Mobile, New York, and 
all along that coast, which were represented by 
friends in the committee, the fortifications were em- 
‘braced in the bill. He wanted no such partial legis- 
lation, so far as he was concerned. He was for all 

f appropriations for objets of this kind being in the 
same bill. He hoped the chairman would see that 
the Senate should have them altogether; and with 
a view to effect that object, he (Mr. S.) would move 
to recommit this bill to the Committee on Finance, 
with instructions to put in it the forts to which he 

had alluded. 

Mr. EVANS said that would hardly be neces- 
sary. He suggested the propriety of letting it lie 
over till to-morrow, when the senator from Arkansas 
could move to amend it by including those forts. 

Mr. SEVIER was satisfied; and the bill was 
passed over informally. 

‘On motion by Mr. KING, the previous orders of 
the day were postponed, and the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in committee of the whole, the 
bill for the relief of Caroline E. Clitherall, the 
widow of Dr. George C. Clitherall, late a surgeon 


in the army of the United States. There being no — 


rdered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
House bill entitled an act for the establishment of 


| a new collection district for the Territory of Flori- 


da, to be called the Suwannee district, was read 
twice; when 

~. Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Territories. . 

Some debate took place on this proposition to re- 
fer. The-question involved in debate was, whether 
it was not more proper, a regular standing Commit~ 
tee on the Territories havitig been. created, to refer 
all bills, of whatever character, affecting the Territo- 
ries, to that committee. aes 

Messrs. HUNTINGTON, BERRIEN, and 
KING thought that, to carry out the views of 
those urging the appointment of the Territorial 
Committee, this bill should go to that committee. 

Messrs. EVANS, BUCHANAN, MERRICK, 
and BAGBY were understood to advocate its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Commerce, and to con- 
tend that those subjects of entirely local nature 
should go to the Committee on Territories. 

The question was put on a motion to refer it to 
the Committee on Territories, and decided in the 
negative. 

he bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Several other bills from the House relating to ter- 
ritorial matters, were read twice, and referred to ap- 
propriate standing committees. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 


OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration: of the bill 
to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the franking 
privilege, and to prevent frauds on the revenues of 
the Post Office Department; the question pending 
being the amendment of Mr. Simmons to strike out 
100 and insert 250 miles, as the distance chargeable 
with 5 cents postage. 

Mr MERRICK suggested to the Senate that, 
while it was not his purpose to interfere at all with 
the senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecay,] who 
was entitled to the floor, he would merely say that 
time would be saved by getting through the amend- 
ments, and discussing them singly, as offered, he- 
fore the general debate on the merits of the bill pro- 
ceeded, In relation to observations made by the. 
senator from Vermont [Mr. PueLrs} yesterday, 
Mr. M. made a few explanations—chiefly with re- 
gard to the objections urged as to the phraseology of 
the bill. He referred the senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. Davron] to the General Post Office law, to 


“ satisfy him that the Postmaster General was therein 


authorized to be the prosecutor of all offenders 
against the post-office laws. As to the objection 
that this bill proposed to make that penal and crimi- 
nal which was innocent before, he referred as author- 
ity to the act of 1807, chapter 77, in which it would 
be found the same course of legislation was adopted. 

Mr. SIMMONS proposed to withdraw his amend- 
ment, for the purpose of affording the senator from 
Indiana an opportunity of delivering his sentiments 
on the general merits of the bill. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, after a few prefatory re- 
marks, stated that he felt himself so situated that, 
while he could not vote for this bill, he should, in 
obedience to the resolutions passed by the legisla- 
ture of Indiana, vote fora proper bill to reduce the 
rates of postage. He did not believe the present 
bill was calculated to provide sufficient revenue for 
the support of the department. Should the number 
of letters be doubled under the proposed rates of 
postage, the revenue would be only $3,655,000; 
whereas the Postmaster General’s report showed 
that $4,500,000 would be required to defray the ex- 
penses of the department; proving that this bill 
would cause a deficit of $845,000. 

Mr. MERRICK interposed to say that the letter 

ostage last year was only $3,700,000, being very 
file over the senator’s estimate; but the other re- 
sources of the department made up the revenue. 

Mr. HANNEGAN requested the Senator would 
hear him out. He then proceeded to show that, 
bringing into accountall the items of probable re- 
duction, the deficit would not be less, on the whole 
transactions of the department, than $1,600,000. He 
then adverted to the experience of Great Britain 
since the establishment of her penny-post system, 
to show that the increase of the number of letters 
there had been but two anda half fold, instead of 
five-fold, as anticipated. This was where the re- 
duction of postage had been very great, and where 


Proposition to amend, it was reported to the Senate, |] the old rates had been excessive 
and o 


with the rates of postage in this count 
been a standing argument before Parlias : 
English post office bill, that the rates of postage in 
the United States were exceedingly low.: -Tn no 
case could he calculate upon the. number of letters 


under this act being larger than forty-nine - millions. 


He discredited altogether the..supposition of the 
chairman of the Post Office Committee, that the 
number of letters would be “increased to sixty mil- 
lions. Mr. H. asked when did the’ express routes 
exist to which both the chairman of that committee 
and the Postmaster General attributed all the griev- 
ances of the department? They existed between 
New York, Boston, Providence, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore; but these points are over 100 miles from 
each other, and the rate proposed by this bill is ten 
cents for all distances over 100 miles; whereas, under 
the old postage, it is only twelve and a half cents— 
the difference being wholly inadequate to effect any 
suppression of the expresses, or to increase to any 
considerable extent the revenue of those routes. _ 

Mr. H. next adverted to the charges preferred by 
the ‘senator from Vermont, [Mr. Puetrs,].agamst 
the excessive expenditures of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, by means of contracts for carrying the mail. 
He quoted the post office statistics, showing the 
number of miles over which the mails are carried, 
and contrasted them with the statistics of the routes 
over which the British mail is carried. This proved. 
that the expénse in Great Britain is about five cents 
per mile; while in this country it is seven cents. ‘The 
difference between the territory to be travelled over- 
and the density of population in the two countries, 
showed that no parallel could exist. In many of 
the mail routes of the United States, stages for ċar- 
rying the mails have to be sustained for the most 
part by mail contracts, because the passengers on 
those routes are not sufficient to support them by 
ordinary fares. i 

The Chairman of the Post Office Committee as- 
sumed, that the public voice called for, the change 
proposed by this bill. He (Mr. H.) denied that it 
was the mass of the people who called for this change: 
men who paid buta dollar, ora dollar and.a half 
each for their year’s postage, cared very little for the 
saving that this bill would effect for them. It was 
the bankers, and brokers, and capitalists, who can 
best afford to pay sufficient postage, that petitioned 
and called so loudly for this measure. He was 
himself in favor of a proper reduction of postage; 
but he was not in favor of this bill. 

Mr. H. next referred to the proposed abate- 
ment of the franking privilege. The principle 
of fixing the same number of franks to all 
members of Congress, whether their districts 
were near or far from the seat of government, 
would act most unequally; because it gives to 
the members whose districts are within a hundred. 
miles, 10 franks a day, and to those beyond one 
hundred miles, only 5. This is a defect, which, of 
course, the chairman would see the necessity of 
amending. Ifthis mode of continuing the privilege 
is to be established, let its operation be at least equal. 
So far as he was personally concerned, he cared not 
if the franking privilege were abolished altogether; 
but it was not personal considerations that should 
prevail. The rights of the people rose above all 
other considerations in this matter. The franking 
privilege was given for the benefit of the commu- 
nity; it afforded an o portimity of. communicating 
freely, frequently, and fully, between the national 
legislature and the constituency immediately repre- 
sented in that legislature. To deprive the people of 
this mode of communication would be to dry up 
me very streams which irrigated the soil of public 
lberty. ; 

He had numerous objections to the bill; which, 
however, it was not, at this stage of the proceedings, 
necessary to particularize. He would reserve what 
he had to say for another opportunity. He should, 
ata proper time, move an amendment to recommit 
the bill, with instructions; but at present he would 
merely send it to the table, that its object might be 
known and considered. 

The amendment was to regulate the rates of post- 
age by the federal coin, and under the respective 
rates of 5, 10, 15, and 20 cents on single letters, aca 
cording to the following distances: within 150 miles 
5 cents; over 150 and under 300, 10 cents; over 300 
and under 500 miles, 15 cents; over 500 miles, 20 
cents. 

Mr. SIMMONS renewed his amendment to alter 
the distance for the lowest rate of postage (5 cents) 
from 100 to 250 miles, 
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` addition to what he had said yesterday. He thought 
the reduction of postage proposed by the bill, on-the 
whole, was too much, being two-thirds of the pres- 
ent rates. EnG 7 

Mr. P. referred to the penal sections of the bill, to 
show that things—such as steamboats, ships, &c.— 
were made subject to penalties, instead of persons— 
such as the captains, owners, &c. _ He had 
other - objections—that those penalties - Were 
too. severe, and too unreasonable.’ This Jaw 
would be one of internal - arrangement—not 
such a law as relates to commerce or? naviga- 
tion, known to persons at sea; therefore it was un- 
reasonable to presume that foreign vessels, visiting 
our ports, should be acquainted with the law and 
its penalties. o 
one of the clauses made a vessel liable to penalty for 
an infraction of the law, constructively the penalty 
could not be enforced unless the connivance of the 
captain could be clearly proved; so that, to evade the 
law, the captain would have only to shut his eyes, 
or keep out. of the way while those acts were done 
which the law wished to prevent. But these were 
minor objections, compared with the great evil he 
had complained of yesterday—the enormous expen- 
ditures lavished on eontractors, and the immense 
patronage of the department. Instead of looking to 
the abolition of the franking privilege, the committee 
should have looked into the Blue Book to find out 
the great source of the embarrassments of the Post 
Office Department. He had risen to show that the 
committee looked to the wrong direction; it was idle 
1 suppose this bill would effect any satisfactory re- 

orm. 

Mr. DAYTON thought the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee did not strictly understand the ob- 
jections which he (Mr. D.) had urged yesterday to 
the phraseology of the bill; He called his attention 
to the 6th section, in order to explain what he meant. 
His objection was, that a limit was set to the mini. 
mum of penalty, ($50,) without fixing the maxi- 
mum; the next was, as to the person not being de- 
signated who is to prosecute. The general law re- 
ferred to by the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee, made the Postmaster General the agent of 
prosecution. That general law was free from his 

(Mr. D.’s) objections. But, under this bill, it was 
not stated how this minimum fine of $50 is to be 
recovered. It says it may be by action; but if 80, 
who is to have the right of action? That js not spe- 
cified. 

Mr. D. stated many technical legal objections re- 
quiring alterations in the phraseology, He sug- 
gested some that would remove them; but stated that 

he was not himself prepared to make the amend- 
ment. He had, therefore, been in favor of recom~ 
mitting the bill that there might be leisure to look to 
the necessary alterations. 

Mr. MERRICK appealed to gentlemen to stick to 
the specific amendment pending. If they branched 
off into every possible amendment that could be 
suggested, they would never get through without 
an immense loss of time. 

Mr. DAYTON said that he had heard from the 
Chair that if ino other amendments were offered, the 
bill would be reported. He wasnot aware, when 
he spoke of such amendments as appeared neces- 
sary to him, that the motion of the senator from 
Rhode Island had been renewed. 

Mr. MERRICK renewed his appeal to the sen- 
ators to dispose of each amendment as it arose. 

Mr. WRIGHT could not vote for the amendment 
now proposed. He concurred with those who 
thought the Post Office Department ought to sustain 
itself. He feared this could not be done if this 
amendment prevailed. There was much, undoubt- 
edly, in what the senator from Rhode Island had 
urged with regard to the express routes. But it 
seemed to be overlooked that the absolute reduction 
of postage proposed by the bill was greater than the 
apparent reduction. The change from the mode of 
charging each single piece of paper with one letter 
postage, to the proposition of charging one letter 
postage on packages not exceeding half an ounce, 
would afford a very great reduction. Instead of 
paying, as heretofore, for a letter,and then separate- 
y for every bill or bank note enclosed’ in it, the 
thinnest and lightest paper may be used, and 
as many bills or bank notes may be en- 
closed as will not make the package exceed 
half an ounce, subjecting it to single postage; so that 
the reduction of postage, in practice, would be very 
considerable, the postage for the support of the 
Aepartment must, in the main, depend upon the cor- 


Mr. PHELPS had but afew words to offer, in 


He proceeded to show that, although © 
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respondence of mercantile points, such as the great 
seats of business and commerce. This would be. 


within a circuit of 250 miles round the great cities. - 


The friendly and social correspondence of the coun- 


try would also be within a like circuit of every 


post office. So that, calculating these two,it was 
evident that the main source of revenue would come 
within the circuit of 250 miles. If, therefore, this 
amendment was adopted, it seemed to him that the 
effect would be to throw the department upon the 
treasury for a great portion of its support. a 

Mr. SIMMONS reiterated his proposition `of 
yesterday, that if Congress intende to reform the 
post office laws, it was necessary to doit in conform- 
ity. with public sentiment, so as _to secure public 
Co-operation in getting the carrying of all the mail 
matter of the country brought into’ the mails. His 
conviction was that there would be a large addition 
to the revenue of the department, if the whole cor- 
respondence of the country could be got into the 
maul, even at the reduced rates of postage proposed. 
The fact is notorious, that, within the circuit of 250 
miles, on the express routes, twenty letters are sent 
outside of the mail for the one that is carried by the 
mail. These routes embrace the correspondence of 
the only cities which yield a considerable profit on 
the mail. The true question is, whether a reduction 
shall be made which will justify public pa Hater ue 
and enlist universal co-operation, or one falling short 
of what the community desired; if a partial reduc- 
tion only is made, an absolute deficit must follow, 
without the evil being corrected, or the public being 
Satisfied thata fair experiment had been tried. 

A mistake-had been made by those who had an- 
swered him, in relation to his assertion that the mail 
matter on the express routes might be increased 
four-fold. It was presumed that he meant the 
whole number of letters carried by mail throughout 
the Union would be increased four-fold. Not so. 
The correspondence of the express routes might be 
increased eight-fold, and yet the whole correspond- 
ence of the Union might not be more than doubled, 

Some explanations were made between Messrs. 
MERRICK and SIMMONS; after which, 

Mr. SIMMONS modified his amendment, so as 
to read that the charge on each letter, not exceeding 
one sheet, shall be five cents for any distance not 
exceeding 250 miles; and for all distances exceeding 
250 miles, ten cents. 

Mr. BREESE was not distinctly heard, but was 
understood to say that he hoped the old mode 
would not be thus sustained of keeping wp the 
charge by the sheet, instead of by weight. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he could not vote for 
any amendment that would have the effect of re- 
ducing the revenue of the department. 

Mr. BATES observed that the effect would be 
not to reduce the revenue. 

. Mr. MERRICK made a short explanation, stat- 
ing the question on which the Senate had now to 
vote. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered 
on Mr. Simmons’s amendment as modified, and 
resulted—yeas 7, nays 31, as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bates, Choate, Francis, 
Porter, Simmons, and ‘Tappan --7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, 
Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, 
Evans, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Huger, 
Jarnagin, King, McDuttie, Merrick, Phelps, Rives, Sem- 
ple, Sevier, Tallmadge, ‘Upham, Walker, White, Wood. 
bury, and Wright—31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he had offered some 
amendments the other day, which he would now 
move. The first, was, to strike out the latter part 
of the 7th section, which is in the following words: 

“And the members of Congress, the delegates 
from Territories, the secretary of the Senate, and the 
clerk of the House of Representatives, shall be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to transmit, free of post- 
ge, to any post office within the United States, or 
the Territories thereof, any documents which have 
been or may be printed by order of either House 
of Congress, any thing in this law to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

Mr. MERRICK said the proposition was to strike 
Out that portion of the franking privilege which 
preserves the right of members of Congress to send 
free of postage all printed documents printed by. 
Congress for general dissemination. This sort of 
matter was always ordered to be printed by Con- 
gress for such distribution. There could be no pro- 
priety in abolishing that privilege. He hoped there- 
fore the amendment would not prevail. 

Mr. WRIGHT said his intention was not to 


Huntington, 


spend much time upon this amendment, for he had 
nó hope that it would meet much favor. He con- 
ceived that the matter to be disseminated would be 
aswell and as easily disseminated by the public 
journals, without the great expense which it costs 


` Congress, and for which there was no real neces- 


sity. He had, in various instances, found the pub- 
lic journals more expeditious in disseminating the 
President’s messages at the beginning of each session 
of Congress, than the mode of transmitting by mail 
that document, as printed by both Houses. 

He did not believe it was very useful to send the 
documents at all in this way, for the public papers 
always anticipated them. While the mail would 
be relieved from the great weight of matter, a still 
greater saving would be made in the item of print- 
ing for Congress. The effect of this privilege was 
to induce the printing of documents, of no general in- 
terest for circulation. He had not the least apprehen- 
sion that the public would not be as well informed by 
the public journals on all matters, as they are now 
by the dissemination of the printed documents 
through the mail, On this amendment he called for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. i 

Mr. ALLEN said it was not often. that he dif- 
fered from the senator from New York, for he 
was one of those men for whose judgment 
he entertained the highest sentiments of con- 
fidence and respect; but in this matter he could 
not help thinking that it would be better not to strike 
out this portion of the bill. If there was too much 
printing done by Congress, the remedy was easy 
and obvious; it was to cease printing so much: but 
he believed there was rather too little than too much 
of the documents printed for general dissemination 
among the people-—of those important doings of 
Congress which most deeply and vitally affected the 
interests of the people. These are doings which 
the: people have a right to be informed of, in the 
most ample, authentic, and satisfactory manner. 
Questions of fact were often started at a thousand 
miles from the Capitol, pending elections, when it 
was of the first importance to have authentic docu- 
ments to refer to for their solution. For his own 
part, he was in the habit of sending to the printers 
of newspapers in his State copies of all the import- 
ant documents which he received for distribution; 
and he believed it was the practice of those printers 
to preserve them as a sort of library for reference, 
which was generally found exceedingly convenient 
to the surrounding neighborhood. He had no 
doubt the same was done by others. So thata 
great want of public information would be felt, if 
this source were cut off. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that, if the senator's 
object was to have libraries of reference throughout 
the country, it could be accomplished in another 
and a much cheaper way; by Congress publishing 
for such purpose a cheap compendium of the most 
important documents for such distribution. But 
this was not a thing he recommended. He trusted 
to the dissemination by the publie journals of the 
information which these documents contained. Fe 
doubted if half the latter were ever read by those to 
whom they were sent—the newspapers having an- 
ticipated them. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wrrent’s 
en and resulted—yeas 10, nays 28, as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Fairfield, 
Huger, King, Tallmadge, ‘Tappan, White, and Wright—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Bayton, Evans, Fos- 
ter, Krancis, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Jarnagin, 
McDuittic, Merrick, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Semple, Sevier, 
Simmons, Upham, Walker, and Woodbury —28, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WOODBURY rose’ for the purpose of in- 
quiring from the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee as to the rate of increase in postage as the 
weight increased over half an ounce, By the bill, 
the additional weight is charged 100 per cent. for 
every 50 per cent. of the first charge. He could 
see no reason why they should not be of the same 
ratio. For instance: on every addition of a quarter 
of an ounce beyond the first half ounce, to add 
postage in the same ratio as the first charge, He 
therefore moved to strike out the word double in 
the 16th line of the first section, and insert 50 per 
cent. more than. As an illustration that nothing 
would be gained by letting the word double remain, he 
pointed out that a letter weighing an ounce would be 
charged fifteen cents under the bill as it now stands; 
but if divided into two letters of only half an ounce 
each, the postage on the two would be only ten 


cents; so that, in practice, nobody would send a letter 
of an ounce weight, whén a saving of five. cents 
could be effected by dividing it into two letters. 

-Mr. MERRICK explained that the object of the 
‘committee was to obtain the most revenue by the 
-proposed arrangement, conceivin, 
notes are enclosed, the amount being generally valu- 
able, as each quarter of an ounce of weight was 
added, the additional postage would not be regarded 

_ &8 onerous, 

The point of the propriety of putting a different 
ratio on additional weight beyond the first standard, 
was debated by Messrs. MERRICK, WOODBU- 
RY, EVANS, KING, and DAYTON, it being held 
by some that the ratio ought to be the same; by 
others, that the rate ought to decrease as the weight 
increased; and by Mr. MERRICK, that the rate 
ought to be higher as the weight increased. Finally 
it was thought this was a point deserving more de- 


liberation, and a general wish was expressed of hav- 


ing time to consider it. 
< Mr. MERRICK observed that, as it was too late 
to-day to proceed further, and as he should have oc- 
casion to leave the District on business fora few 
days, he hoped the bill would be laid over till his 
return. r 

On motion, the further consideration of the sub- 
ject was postponed to Monday next. 

The Senate then adjourned. © 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 2, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business to 
be the consideration of the bill respecting the sale 
of the lead mines in the State of Ilinois and the 
Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa. 

Mr. HUNT asked and obtained leave to intro- 
_ duce the following bill, of which he had heretofore 

given notice: 

A billto amend the act entitled an “Act for the 
regulation of seamen on board the public and pri- 
vate vessels of the United States,” passed March 3, 
1813; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘On motion of Mr. LEONARD, the Committee of 
the Whole was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the resolution on the subject of the 
Drummond light. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked and obtained leave 
to introduce a resolution calling for information on 
the subject of the contingent expenses of the State 
Department; which, with a modification, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. WHITE, so as to instruct the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the State Department to 
make the inquiry, was agreed to. 

The resolution is as follows: , 

Resolved; That the Committee on Expenditures of the 
State Department inquire and report to the House an ac- 
curate statement of the expenditures of the contingent ap- 

- propriations for expenses of the Department of State from 
the 4th of March, 1841, to the Ist of December, 1843, speci- 
fying the amount of each payment, and the persons to whom 
paid, together with the objects or services for which such 
payments were made; as also’ a like statement for the same 
period, ofthe expenditures of the contingent appropriations 
tor the expenses of foreign intercourse, excepting such pay- 
ments as were made according to law, upon the certificate 
of the. President; and that he also state what (if any) bal- 
ances of the above appropriations existed on the 4th of 
March, 1841, and on the lst December, 1843. 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported the following bills: 

A. billto authorize the allowance recommended 
by the legislature of Florida to the secretary of the 
Senate and chief clerk of the House of Representa- 
tive of said territory. 

A bill to authorize the legislatures of the several 
Territories to regulate the apportionment of repre- 
sentation and for other purposes. =- 


A bill to enable the people of Fowa to form a con- - 


stitution and State government: for the admission of 
such state into the Union. = 

A bill to confirm to the city of Fernandina, in 
Florida, certain lots reserved for public use by the 

‘Spanish government. 

A bill respecting the employment and compensa- 
tion of officers of the territorial legislatures. 

. Which bills were severally read a first and second 
time; and committed to the Committee uf the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. Mc@LERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to amend the act enti- 
tled an act to provide for the armed. occupation of 
Florida; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


that when bank | 


— 


reported a bill providing for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Key West, Florida: read twice, and ré- 
ferred to the committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. ¢ 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to confirm certain en- 
tries of land in the — land district in the Terri- 
tory of Florida, made on the 22d June, 1838: read 
twice, and. referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, on leave, introduced a 
bill to authorize the legislature of the State of Ii- 
nois to sell the saline lands in the county of Jackson: 
rend twice, and referred to the Committee ọn Public 

ands. i ` 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the commencement of fortifications on the straits 
of Florida: read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. HENRY DODGE, 

The bill from the Senate, entitled An act granting 
a certain quantity of land to aid in the improvement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the 
same by a canal through the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, Avas taken up, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice that he should, on 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, move to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further 
consideration of bill No. 101, commonly called the 
steamboat law. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the benefit of the 
inhabitants of certain fractional townships in Ed- 
wards county, Illinois, and for school purposes: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to take up the Territorial bills; but, on 
request, withdrew the motion. 

he bill to direct the President of the United 
States to cause the reserved lead mines in the States 
of Illinois and Missouri, and Territories of lowa and 
Wisconsin, to be sold, was takenup. This bill was 
yesterday reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

And the question was on concurring inthe amend- 
ment, made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JAMESON moved the previous question; 
which was seconded. 

Mr. HOGE moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bil] to-morrow. 

Mr. PARMENTER moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. DICKEY called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and resulted—yeas 65, nays 
82. 

The House having thus refused to lay the bill on 
the table, the question was put on the motion of 
Mr. Hoes to postpone until to-morrow, and carried 
without a division. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


On the motion of Mr. HOUSTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Wnuire in the chair,) 
for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of bills relating to the Territories. 


The following were taken up, and after being con- 
sidered, were laid aside to be reported to the House: 

A bill for the benefit of James Anderson, of the 
Territory of Iowa. 

A bill providing for a mrrine hospital at Key 
West, in Florida. 

A bill granting to the Territory of Wisconsin a 
certain tract of land for the benefit of the town of 
Fairplay, in said Territory. $ 

A bill granting a section of land for the improve- 
ment of Grant river, at the town of Potosi, in Wis- 
consin Territory. . 

A bill to authorize the allowance recommended by 
the legislature of Florida, to-the secretary of the 
Senate and the chief clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of said Territory. 


A bill to authorize the legislatures of the several 


Territoriesto regulate the apportionment of represen- 
tation, and for other purposes. : . 

A bill to confirm tò the city of Fernandina, in 
Florida, certain lots reserved for public use by the 
Spanish government. 


A bill to amend an act entitled an act to provide | 


Mr. HALE, from the Committée on Commerce,- 


“for the armed occupation and ‘settlement of the un} 


settled part of the peninsula of Flórđa.- 

A bill to confirm certain entries of land in the’St. 
Augustine land district, in the Tetritory of Florida, 
ae under the act of 22d of June, 1838. o s 

“The bill to provide payment for the’ militia. of 
Towa who were called into. service in the year 1839, 
was taken up. i l di 

Mr. A. C. DODGE addressed the committee in 
support of the bil: `` 

r. CAVE JOHNSON replied. 

On the motion of Mr. WELLER, the committee 
rose and reported the bills to the House, and the 
question recurred on-the engrossment. ‘They were 
all ordered to be engrossed, and were read a third 
time and passed, with the exception of the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of the Iowa militia, and the 
bill authorizing allowances to officers of the Florida 
legislature.- . 

On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, it was 

Resolved, That on Thursday next, at 2 o’clock, all debate 
shall cease upon the bill making retrenchments in the army ; 


and that the House shall proceed te vote upon the amend- 
ments (if any) to be reported by the committee. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with the view of taking up that 
bill. 

Mr. RATHBUN gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the bill (No. 302) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide for the armed occupation of 
Florida” was passed. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. G. Dav1s,] 
who was entitled to the floor upon the bill making 
retrenchments in the army, being at the moment ab- 
sent, that bill was laid aside temporarily, and 

The committee, on motion of Mr. JAMESON, 
took up bill No. 19, reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, making appropriations for the 

ayment of losses by the Missouri volunteers in the 
lorida war. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had reported this bill by 
the direction of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and it was intended to be confined to the losses sus- 
tained by the Missouri volunteers; but it appeared 
that it would, in its present shape, extend to other 
cases. He therefore proposed the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall be applica- 
ble to the Missouri volunteers alone. a 

Mr. COBB asked the gentleman to give some rea- 
son why the benefits of this act should not be ex- 
tended to all volunteers who had sustained losses. 
This sort of legislation appeared to him partial in 
the extreme. 

Mr. HARDIN said an appropriation was made 
in 1838 for the specific purpose of paying the Mis- 
souri volunteers their losses, and the present act was 
merely intended as a reappropriation of the money, 
which had reverted to the treasury in consequence 
of some difficulty having arisen in carrying cut the 
provisions of the appropriation. The chairman of 
the Military Committce had examined the subject 
fully, and had come to the conclusion that it was not 
proper that the provisions of the act should be ex- 
tended beyond the direction originally given to 


them 

Mr. CHAPMAN observed that he saw no reason 
for offering the amendment, as the bill, without the , 
proviso, would not extend to other cases. For his 
part, he was just at the point of offering an amend- 
ment, to make the bill apply to the cases of volun- 
teers from other States; for there were one or two 
provisions in it that applied only to those of Mis- 
souri. One of these provisions was, that the lost 
horses should be paid for at their appraised value at 
the time they were taken into service; whereas 
there was no fixed value for the lost horses of the 
Alabama volunteers, but they were paid for at an 
arbitrary value, fixed at the departments. The de- 
cision was that no horse should be paid for more 
than a certain sum, no matter what his value might 
be. His object, therefore, was to offer an amend- 
ment to make the bill apply to the volunteers of 
other States, as well as those of Missouri. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS offered an amendment to 
rovide payment for horses lost by the rangers of 
ndiana in the Black Hawk war. 

Mr. D. said that, in the year 1837 or 1838, there 
was a general law on this subject passed, which. 
emanated from the Committee of Claims, of which 
he was then a member. Mr. Whittlesey, of Ohio, 


“who was then the chairman of the committee, re- 
ported the. bill.. In that bill it was intended to prô- 
vide for payment for horses lost under the particu- 
Tar Circumstances in which the: Indiana rangers 
were placed; but, by some perversion of judgment, 
or misconstruction of the Third Auditor, these 

` rangers had been unable to obtain a cent. He saw 
‘no good reason why the present law should be con- 
fined to the Missouri’ voluntéers, to the exclusion 
of all others who have lost horses under circum- 
stances of equal hardship. . 3 

Mr. WHITE called the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama and the gentleman from Indiana 
to the fact that the appropriation in this bill (¢34,- 


500) was for a specific purpose; and evenif the. 


amendments they proposed should be: adopted, no 
object would be gaine 
ated in this bill was to replace a like sum heretofore 
appropriated for the Missouri volunteers, and which, 
they having been unable to draw in consequence of 
some construction at the department, had reverted to 
the treasury. He hoped the gentlemen would not 
would not trammel the bill with their amendments; 
but would bring forward separate bills as provide 
for the cases of the volunteers of their States. He 
had no doubt that bills for this object, showing a just 
claim, would meet with a prompt and favorable con- 
_ sideration. The claims of the Missouri volunteers 
were just, and they had been withheld for many 
ears. He hoped that there would be no longer de- 
ay in doing them justice. 

Mr. COLES observed that the amendment was 
unnecessary. The object of this bill was to reap- 
propriate money which had been heretofore appro- 
priated for the Missouri volunteers, and had reverted 
to the treasury in consequence of their being unable 
to draw it. Mr. C. then proposed to offer an amend- 
ment; but gave way to— 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, who observed that he would 
not press his amendment if he could provide for the 
case of the Indiana rangers in some other way. He 
would not embarrass the bill. 

Mr. D. then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS offered, as an amendment to the 
amendment, a proviso, “that the amount received by 
the owners, for the service of such horses, after en- 
tering into the service of the United States, shall be 
deducted from their appraised value.” 

ome conversation took place between Messrs. 
RAGES; CHAPMAN, GIDDINGS, and the 


Mr. HARDIN offered to withdraw his amend- 
ment, but it was not ia order for him to do so, 

Mr. HARALSON observed that this bill was re- 
ported from the Military Committee, and was in- 
tended to cover a certain number cases from the 
State of Missouri. If there were any cases ofa sim- 
ilar character, it was not the intention of the com- 
puittee to confiné the bill to those cases alone. He 
had not now by him the volume of lawson this sub- 
ject, or he eould explain to the committee the pro- 
visions applying to the cases referred to in the de- 
bate. According to his recollection, there had been 
a sum ofmoney appropriated for the Missouri vol- 
unteers, which had reverted to the treasury; and 
the present bill was to restore that sum. In order 
that gentlemen might have an opportunity of exam- 
ining the laws on the subject, and to see how they 
could amend the bill so as to render equal justice to 
all, he would propose to lay itaside for the pre- 
sent. 

The whole difficulty had arisen from the fact that 
Peter Hagner, the Third Auditor, was the strictest 
officer under the government; and from his manner 
of construing the laws, it was almost impossible for 
claimants to obtain the amount of their claims. In 
the case of these Missouri voluntiers, many of them 
had been ruined by making advances to their com- 
rades for lost horses, which they had been unable 
to get reimbursed by the government. With re- 
spect to the claims of the Alabama and Indiana vol- 
unteers, there was perhaps no. better occasion than 
the present to provide for them and all similar 
cases, 

Postponement would give gentlemen from Ala- 
bama, Georgia, and other States time to examine this 
matter, and no injury would be done; he therefore 
moved the postponement of this bill until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON also expressed his desire that 
the postponement should prevail. 

Mr. CHAPMAN would not object, if it would 
come “up again soon, for he had an amendment 
which he desired to submit. 

The bill was then laid aside, 


“was agreed to. ; 


by it. The sum appropri- ] 


PAY OF THE-ARMY. 


Mr. C.-JOHNSON moved that. the committee 
take up the bill. to regulate the pay of the army of 
the United States and for other purposes; which 
. The CHAIRMAN -stated- the question to be on 
the appeal of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Hr: Hark] from the decision of the Chair, which 
was taken when this bill was last before the com- 
mittee, some days ago. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire called the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr.'Garrerr Daavis] to order for irrelevancy; and 


the Chair decided that though the gentleman from - 


Kentucky was not strictly relevant, he ‘was not 
deemed so irrelevant in Committee of the Whole, 
(in which greater latitude of debate is allowed than 
in the House,) as to justify the Chair in calling him 
to order, and requiring him to take his seat; and the 
question now was, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 
The question was decided in the affirmative. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS then took the floor,, to 


. which he was entitled; but, he said the speech which 


he had expected to make on this bill, would fit some 
of the other appropriation bills as well, or better, 
than the present. Besides, his friend fromegsouth 
Carolina, [Mr. Biacx,] who had-charge of this bill, 
was desirous that he (Mr. D.) should waive his 
privilege to speak on this bill, ashe was anxious 
that the committee should dispose of it; and as his 
associate from Tennessee (understood to be an allu- 
sion to Mr. C. Jonnson) and some other friends 
had agreed that he should be allowed to make his 
speech on some other appropriation bill without let 
or hindrance, he would not now make his speech, 
but reserved it for some other occasion. [Laughter, 
and cries of “will it fit any other bill?”] 

Mr. HALE then moved to amend the 18th sec- 
tion of the bill in the 17th line, b striking out the 
word “six” and inserting the word. “seven.” The 
object of this amendment was to retain the pay of the 
privates at $7, and to prevent its reduction to $6, 
as proposed by this bill. He said hisown judg- 
ment was that the amount should be fixed still 
higher—as high as $12 a month, though he did not 
now propose to fix it at that amount—for if they 
wished to have an efficient army, they should pay 
the men who were to fight ‘our battles; and he was 
not sure but that a more liberal ayment of the 
privates would render West Point Military Acade- 
my unnecessary. 


Mr. BLACK defended the section as it stood in 
the bill, and recapitulated the pay of the soldiers at 
various periods of our history, and the amounts 
paid to them in the shape of clothing, bedding, ra~ 
uons, hospitals, medical attendance, and care and 
comfort generally. He deemed the amount here 
proposed sufficient for a peace establishment; but he 

ad an amendment, by way of proviso, to increase 
the pay ofthe private $2 
country should be involve 
eign power 

After a few remarks from Mr. PARMENTER, 

. Mr. PATTERSON regarded the alteration pro- 
posed by this bill in this department of expendi- 
ture, as one of its most wholesome features. Our 
private soldiers were better paid than our laborers, 
and had less labor to perform. 

Mr. McDOWELL asked why the-cadet at West 
Point should receive $16 per month, if our soldiers 
were entitled ‘but to $6. 

Mr. BLACK explained. The cadet was com- 
pelled to clothe himself, and was subject to other ex- 
penditures, to which the soldier was not exposed. 
He added that the cadet was subjected by this bill 
to reductions proportionate with the reductions in 
other grades. 

Mr. McDOWELL was not satisfied that the com- 
mon soldier should be reduced $1 amonth. Their 
pay amounted but to a small sum at best, and if 
these reductions were made, they would get no men 
ia the ranks who had any regard for their character. 

Mr. HALE thought ‘the soldier who fought our 
battles, and protected our firesides was not the man 
on whom the had of retrenchment should fall so 
heavily. 

Mr. OWEN said, from the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, one might be led to 
infer that there was a fair comparison between the 
wages of a soldier at $6 a month, and the wages of 
a farming man at $6 a month. There was no com- 
parison whatever. Over and above the $6 a month, 
the soldier was fed, and well fed; clothed, and well 
clothed; lodged, and wel} lodged; cared for, and . 


er month, in case this 
in a war with any for- 


well cared for, in sickness or accident, Out of his 
$6 a month, he had no absolute necessaries to pro- 
vide for at all; they were all furnished to him. Now 
he (Mr. O.) sincerely believed, that the very large 
majority of farm laborers in his district did not ac~ 
tually obtain near so high wages as this. Yet their 
work was as hard as the soldier’s, in time of peace. 
If we were engaged in war, and the soldier in daily 
peril of his life, it would be different. He (Mr. 0.) 
fully agreed with the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, that the greatest reduction should be in the 
pay of officers, for there it could best be spared. 
The reduction in officers’? pay by this bill was 
large. Whether as large as it should be, he (Mr. 
O.) did not pretend to say. But the only ques- 
tion at this time was a question, as one might 
say, between the farmer and the soldier. The 
farmer paid; the. soldier received; and he did 
not think the farmer ought to be called upon 
to pay the soldier higher wages than he, the farmer, 
received himself. The argument of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, if carried: fully out, would 
go to show that all members of the army, general 
officers, captains, lieutenants, and privates, should 
be paid just the same wages. He (Mr. 0.) believed 
the disparity of pay to be too great; but he believed 
no one seriously proposed a change so radical as 
‘this. If not, and if gentlemen proposed to carry 
out, generally, the principle of economy in regard to 
the army, he saw no reason why a proportionate re- 
duction should not be made throughout, provided 
the soldier still retained a rate of wages higher than 
the average of that farming community upon whom 
the taxes were assessed to pay him. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he thought the amend- 
ment which he was about to offer would reconcile 
all differences. He moved the following: 

“That one dollar per month be paid to each sol- 
dier who shall receive an honorable discharge at the 
end of his term of service; and in the event of his 
death, the same shall be paid to his nearest repre- 
sentative.” , 

Mr. BOWER said he had been always under 
the impression that when a soldier entered the ser- 
vice it it was for a specified time and for for a specified 
rate of wages. He was of the opinion that it would 
be doing a great injustice, therefore, to reduce that 
rate during the continuance of the period. He be- 
lieved there were few laboring men who would be 
willing to work at a rate of wages below twelve dol- 
lars a month, and he thought that seven dollars was 
a very low compensation for the soldier, who was 
required to undergo a good deal of fatigue and hard- 
ship. If they were to raise the price instead of di- 
minishing it, they would be more likely to secure 
the services of those who were able to serve their 
country. 


Mr. SAMPLE inquired whether the statute which 
authorized enlistments authorized also a reduction 
of the allowance made to soldiers, He thought the 
government had no right to impose new terms. 


Mr. BLACK stated that this act, ifthe amendment 
now proposed were adopted, would place the infan- 
try, artillery, and riflemen, precisely on the same 
footing as at present. As for the cavalry, it was 
proper that they should be placed upon the same 
level, and their pay was accordingly reduced one 
dollar a month. 

Mr. THOMPSON expressed himself favorable 
to the amendment, inasmuch as it would leave the 
compensation paid to soldiers precisely equal in 
amount to what it has heretofore been, 

The amendment of Mr. C. Jounson was substi- 
tuted for the amendment offered by Mr. Hare, and 
was adopted. 

Mr. PARMENTER then moved to strike out the 
whole of the 18th section: not agreed to, 

Mr, CARROLL moved that the following be ad- 
ded to it: i 

“Nothing herein contained shall be 


the pay of ay person herein named, 
his present enlistment,” 


The proposition was objected to, and being de- 


construed to affect 
during the period of 


cided out of order, was withdrawn. 

Some verbal amendments were made in the 19th 
section. 

Mr. HALE offered an amendment to put lieu- 
tenants in the marine corps on the same footing, as 
to pay, as officers of the navy. When at sea, he 
observed, they lived in the same mess, and wene sub- 
jected to the same expenses as officers of the navy. 

After a few remarks from Mr, BLACK of South 
Carolina in opposition to the amendment, it was re- 

jected. 
2 


Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise: 
rejected. ie i ’ 

_ Mr. TIBBATTS called the attention of the chair- 
man of the committeé to the reduction proposed 
in the pay of the lieutenants, which he thought too 
much for this grade. By the 15th section of the act 
of 1835 these officers were allowed an additional 
ration for five years’ service. He proposed an amend- 
ment to retain this allowance. ` 

Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, referred to the 
table of reductions in the report, which he explained, 
and contended that the proportionate reduction was 
not greater for this: class of officers. than for the 
others. The extra ration for every five years’ service 
had been given to all the officers; and the chief ben- 

- efits of the section of the act to which the gentle- 
man referred had enured to the officers of the higher 
grades, p : 

The amendment was was rejected. SE 

Mr. PARMENTER. offered an amendment to 
continue the same extra allowance to marines, as 
is granted by existing laws to seamen on foreign 
service} for detention in service, "after the expira- 
tion of the terms of their enlistment. This amend- 
ment was agreed to. ` 

.Mr. HALE moved. to amend the twenty-second 
section, so as to abolish corporal punishment for 
desertion. : 

Mr. HOLMES asked if the infliction of punish- 
ment by stripes and lashes was not already abol- 
ished. 

Mr. BLACK said that it was, except for the 
crime of desertion, which’was now punishable by 
stripes and Jashes. The ‘section of the bill they 
were now on, provided for the abolishment of that 
kind of punishment for desertion, and to substitute 
imprisonment and hard labor for it. 

r. HALE said he understood that corporal 
unishment of some kind now existed in the army. 
fa member said: “yes, by paddling or cobbing.”] 
is object was to abolish corporal punishment alto- 
gether. He would agree to leave in the punishment 
of confinement and hard labor for the crime of de- 
sertion as it now was in the section. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a further amendment, to 
make the term of punishment not less than one, nor 
more than five years, instead of not less than three, 
nor more than six, as in the bill. 

Mr. SEMPLE moved to strike out six years, and 
insert three. l 

This motion was rejected; and then 

The amendment of Mr. Rarngun and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Harm were agreed to. 

Mr. COLES moved to strike out the whole sec- 
tion: rejected. 

On the motion of Mr. VANCE, the committee 
rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted a statement, show- 
ing the changes made by law in the pay, subsistence, 
forage, &c., of the officers, non-commissioned of- 
ficers, and privates of the army, from the year 1791 
to the present period, and moved that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of M. E. Ferris, 
and 77 other citizens of Chester, in the State of Ilinois, 
praying Congress .to make liberal and adequate appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries, and the harbor of St. Louis. The memorialists 
set forth the importance to the whole West, of speedy and 
efficient action by Congress to protect the lives and proper- 
ty of their citizens. Also, the memorial of L. T. Phillips, 
and 45 other citizens of Caledonia, Hlinois: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Mrs. Mary Hicks, of 
Jessamine county, Kentucky, widow of William Hicks, đe- 
ceased, soldier of the war of the revolution, praying that 
her claim toa pension during life may be made to com- 
mence the ist of March, 1842; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. HAYS: A memorial of citizens of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, praying that the transportation of the mails 
on the Sabbath day may be prohibited: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOYD: The papers of Elizabeth Ward, in favor of 
a pension. ie R 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Catharine Armstead, 
of Porsmouth, Virginia, widow of Lieutenant Armstead, late 
United States Marme Corps, asking to be placed on the pen- 
sion list: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘The 
petition of Margaret Worth, of Portsmouth, Virginia, widow 
of Lieutenant Worth, late United States navy, for a pension: 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Jesse Coppock, and 48 
others, citizens of the Winnimac:land district, State of In- 

. diana, praying some. regulation to be made by law for the 
reclaiming the wet lands in the said land district by drainage. 
Also the petition of Thomas Bentley, and 43 others, for the 


same object. Also the petition of Jacob Russell, and 46: 


others, for the same object. Also the petition of William C: 
Coppock, and 45 others, for the same object. Also the peti- 
tion of Charles Palmer, and 37 others, for the same object, 
Also the petition of William Montgomery, and 37 others, for 
the same object. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Peter Tiernan, and 101 
others, citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, praying an approprie- 
tion for the improvement of the western waters. Also, the 


. petition of Presley Carr Lane, and 70 othérs, citizens of 


Marion county, Missouri, praying appropriations for the im- 
provement of the western waters: veka to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: The petition of Alfred Had- 
ley, and 88 other-citizens of Parke county, praying for the 
vacant lands in the Vincennes land district, Indiana, for the 
purpose of continuing the Wabash and Erie canal from 
Terre Haute to Evansville, Indiana: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. . È 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of John C. Williams, 
for damages, &c. incurred during the last war. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of Pierre Chouteau, and 
others, praying Congress to inquire into and adjust the 
claim of the legal representatives of Julien Dubuque to a 
certain tract of 
the Baron de Carondelet intendant general of Louisiana, to 
said Dubuque on the 10th November, 1796: referred to 


. the Committe on Private Land Claims. 


By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of numerous citizens of 
Niagara county, praying for the repeal of the 12th section 
of the act for the regulation of seamen. $ 


IN SENATE. 
Wenvespay, April 3, 1844. 


Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition from'A. P, 
Dunbar, and other citizens of Coles county, IHi- 
nois, asking for an appropriation of land to aid in 
the improvement of the Wabash river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
Benjamin R. Tinslar, a surgeon in the navy of the 
United: States, asking for compensation as acting 
fleet surgeon on the Pacific station: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from James 
Craig, and 50 other citizens of Jo Daviess couhty, 
Illinois, praying an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the western waters, and 
the sale of mineral lands: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from Daniel Hay, and 114 other 
citizens of White and Wayne counties, Illinois, 
asking for a grant of land to aid in the improvement 
of the navigation of the Wabash river: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial from William Hempstead, and 
342 other citizens of Galena, Hlinois, praying for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the western waters: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented five memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that the present 
tariff may be continued in existence, unless it was 
ascertained by experience that a change or amend- 
ment in it was required: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from David A. Renfrew and 
other inhabitants of western Pennsylvania, praying 
that the constitution of the United States may be so 
so altered as to acknowledge the existence of a su- 
perintending Providence: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
Daniel Whitney and others, asking that patents may 
be issued to them for certain tracts of land in the vi- 
cinity of Fort Howard, at Green Bay: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from a number of citizens of 
Summit county, Ohio, praying that no alteration 
may be made in the existing tariff}; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, three memorials from citizens of Summit 
county, Ohio, remonstrating against any proceeding 
on the part of the Senate tending to the annexation 
of Texas to the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from Peter 
Von Schmidt, inventor of the pneumatic dry-dock, 
asking that his plan may be tested by the govern- 
ment: referred to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a. memorial from the 
town of Deerfield, and three from citizens of the 
town of Rome, Oneida county, New York, pray- 
ing that no alteration may be made in the existing 
tariff; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. j E. 

Mr. PHELPS presenteda memoria? from citi- 
zens of Colchester, Vermont, remonstrating against 


any legislation changing the rates of duty under the 


present tariff. - 
On motion by Mr. P., (who remarked that all 


| parties in Vermont were-friendly to the sentiments 


of the memoérial,) it was referred to the’ Committee 
on Finance... pig ave'e ? 5 cares 


land in the Territory of Iowa, granted by’ 


Mr. P. also presented a memorial: numerously 


‘signed by citizens: of Newfane, Vermont, . protest- 


ing against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States, by treaty. or otherwise, without the consent - 
ofall the States, maintaining that, without: such 
consent, its annexation would be’ unconstitutional, 
injurious to the rights and interests, and dangerous 
to the peace and prosperity of the Union. Mr.. P. 
remarked that, upon. this-subject,:as well as the 
other, there was but one: sentiment in Vermont: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. °_ 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee. on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of John 
Bruce, asking remuneration for losses under a con- 
tract for removing obstructions to the Ohio. river. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensiona was discharged from the further ` consider- 


-ation of the petition of Catharine Gale, the widow 


of Anthony Gale, late an officer in the United States - 
marine corps, fora pension; and it was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizens of Carroll, Jefferson, and Harri- 
son counties, Ohio, against the annexation of Texas; 
and resolutions adopted at that meeting, declaring 
that they are opposed to the annexation of ‘Texas 
to the Union, and especially to a slaveholding terri- 
tory, and remonstrating against the ratification. by 
the Senate of any treaty for that purpose, as being a 
violation of the constitution of the United States, as 
perfidious to Mexico, and outrage to the rights of 
the free States, and highly perilous to the Union: 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KING remarked that he had some time since 
introduced a resolution, which was passed by the 
Senate, instructing the Judiciary Committee to in- 

uire into the expediency of making an. appropria~ 
tion for the erection of a building in which to hold 
the district court of the United States, at Tuscaloosa, 
Alabama. He had since then received a statement 
made by the grand jury of that district, together with 
a letter from the attorney general, showing the abso- 
lute necessity for some appropriation for that object. 
He moved to refer these papers to the Judiciary 
Committee; and S xpreased. a hope that when the 
general appropriation bill came up, that committee 
would have an amendment prepared to beappended, 
providing for the object. T'he papers were referred. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from C. C. 
Stewart, and 29 other citizens of Arkansas, praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage to 5 cents for 
a single letter to any part of the United States; and 
for the restriction of the franking privilege: ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred Senate bill for the 
construction of a canal around the Falls of St. 
Mary’s river, reported the same back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
pass, accompanied by a report enforcing the policy 
of the bill; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that the report 
was one of great national importance, and moved 
that 500 copies extra of the report be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. KING hoped not. 

The question was put, and the printing was or- 
dered, by ayes 21, noes 10. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. BREESE remarked that, having been, unfor- 
tunately out of his seat on the morning of yester- 
day, when the bill for the support of the military 
academy at West Point was passed, he had been 
deprived of the opportunity of calling for the yeas 
and nays, and thus recording his vote against the 
passage of the bill. He stated that he was under 
instructions by the general assembly of his State to 
give such a vote, and it entirely accorded with his 
own views to do so. He was opposed to the insti- 
tution, and hoped the vote by which it was passed 
would be reconsidered by the Senate. 

The CHAIR remarked that the motion would 
come up in its order. 

Mr. ALLEN then, when the time had arrived, 
moved the reconsideration. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the motion to con- 
sider could be made a test vote. 

Messrs. ALLEN, KING, and SEMPLE main- 
tained that a vote on its reconsideration could not be 
considered a test vote. The merits of the bill could 
not be involved upon a vote to reconsider. Mr. Kine 
said he would vote for the reconsideration, yet.he 


avd 


was friendly to the passage of the bill, and-should 
vote for it. The courtesy ef the Senate had always 
acccorded’ to Senators an opportunity’ to record their 
votes against a measure which they had been in- 
structed to vote against, as was the case of the sen- 
ators frora Illinois. He expressed a hope, there- 
fore, that the senator from Maine would withdraw 
any opposition to the motion to reconsider. ; 
After some further remarks of a conversational 
` character, ` f 
Mr. EVANS withdrew objection, and the vote 


was reconsidered; and the question recurring on the - 


passage of the bill— ; i a & 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that he intended to vote 
for the passage of the bill; and he chose to-place his 
vote upon the principle that an appropriation bill 
was not ihe proper place to consider and discuss 
the propriety of abolishing an institution which had to 
long existed as the Military Academy at West Point. 
We provided by such bills merely for the appro- 
priation of the money necessary to carry into exe- 
cution existing laws; but when we desired to repeal 
or change these laws, we passed separate bills for 
this purpose. Now (Mr. B. said) that should any 
bill come before the Senate for the purpose of re- 
pealing, modifying, or altering the laws establishing 
the Military Academy, he would come to the con- 
sideration of the subject with a mind perfectly un- 
committed by the vote which he intended to give 

` upon the present occasion. Whilst the academy 
existed under acts of Congress, especially after the 
other House had passed an appropriation bill in 
obedience. to these acts, he would not, during their 
continuance, abolish the academy suddenly and 
without consideration, by withholding the appro- 
priation necessary for its support. This was not 
the proper mode of accomplishing the object; and 
hehad always opposed such legislation in a mere 
appropriation bill. 

My. BREESE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. They were ordered and 
taken. The result was: yeas 27, nays 11, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS-—Messrs, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buchan- 
an, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, francis, 
Fulton, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, King, McDuilie, 
Mangum. Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, 
Tallmadge, Upham, Woodbridge, and Wright—2T. 

NAYS--Messrs. Allon, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Colquitt, Fairfield, Hannegan, Semple, Tappan, 
and Woodbury 11, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Library in- 
quire into the expediency of causing to be printed the čata- 
Jogue of books, atlases, &e., inthe War Department, or in 
the several bureaus thereof, belonging to the United States; 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. ALLEN made some remarks on the propri- 
ety of the senator from Michigan including in the 
resolution all the other departments. At his (Mr. 
A.’s) instance a resolution was passed at the last 
session of Congress, calling upon all the depart- 
ments and the Attorney General, to report to Con- 
gress catalogues of the books, maps, and atlases in 
their respective offices. Reports had been reecived 
from three of the departments. He suggested, 
then, that that senator should either so amend his 
resolution as to include all the departments, or not 
press it until a report was received from the other 
deparunent, which had failed to respond to the reso- 
lution of the Senate he had alluded to. 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
ALLEN, WOODBRIDGE, and TAPPAN, and 
the resolution was postponed till to-morrow, with 
the view of modifying it to meet the suggestions of 
the senators from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed to send 
to the Senate a copy of a report lately made to the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, by Captain George W. flughes, in rela- 

‘tion to the working of copper ores. 

The following resolution, submitted oy Mr. Jar- 
NAGIN on yesterday, was taken up and agreed to, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to the Senate 
gny power ofattorney from Cherokee Indians to William 
H. Thomas, tiled by him in 1939; what money was paid on 
them, and when, and why the whole amount was not paid; 
when William H. Thomas was appointed agent to disburse 
to Cherokees the moneys due them, how much he received, 
and the voucbers for the disbursement thereof—showing 
the date of the respective payments, and to whom made; 
and why it was the moneys were not paid on the powers of 
attorney; and why Thomas was appointed agent to disburse 
said moneys. The Seeretary of War will also report copies 
ef all communications from the War Depertment, or Com- 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


missioner of Indian Affairs, to said William H. Thomas, dur- 
ing the years 1839, 1840, and 1841, as also all letters or com- 
munications from said Thomas to the War Department or 
Commissioner of Indian Aflairs, during said years, particu- 


larly those dated in July, 1840, from Asheville, North Caro- ° 


lina. 


The adverse report of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, in.the case of Anna Maria Baldwin, was con- 
curred in by the Senate. 

The bill for the relief of Caroline C. Clitherall, 
the widow of Dr. George E. Clitherall, late a sur- 
geon in the army of the United States, was read the 
third time, and passed. $ 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the previ- 
ous orders of the day were postponed, and the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Miller was 
taken up asin committee of the whole, considered, 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. } 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration, as in com- 
mittee of the whole, of the bill making appropria- 
tions for fortifications for the fiscal year commen- 
cing on the Ist July, 1844, and ending 30th J une, 
1845. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following amend- 
ment: to add to the appropriations, for Fort Smith, 
$30,000; for Fort Gibson, $15,000; for Fort Tow- 
son, $6,000. 

After some prefatory remarks; Mr. S. explained 
the importance and necessity for this amendment. 
He had. shaped it in conformity with what he had 
observed to be the policy of the bill—to call for only 
about half the sums actually required. 

After a few explanations by Messrs. SEVIER 
and FULTON, in answer ‘to inquiries made 
by Messrs. EVANS and CRITTENDEN, the 
amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BARROW commented at some length on 
the appropriations, contrasted with the estimates; 
and, in reference to so much as refers to the State 
of Louisiana, he stated that, as an act of jus- 
tice and strict economy, in was necessary, for 
at least one of them, to enlarge the appropri- 
ation. He alluded to the appropriation of $40,000 
for Fort Livingston, Grand Terre island, Barra- 
taria bay, Louisiana. The estimate of the prop. 
er officer of the government for the necessary pur- 
pose of keeping the work in rogress, SO as to 
avoid absolute loss, was $55,000. Why 315,000 
should have been cut off inthis instance he was 
wholly at a loss to discover. He moved, therefore, 
to substitute $55,000 for $40,000 in that appropria- 
tion. j 
Mr. EVANS said it seemed to him that the 
principle adopted by the House was to cut down 
the estimates about 50 per cent.; in some instances 
a little more, andin others a little less. He sup- 
posed this was done simply ina spirit of economy 
and retrenchment. The estimates of the War De- 
pariment contained projects for new works. The 
“inance Committee had nothing to do with them, 
its duty being confined to worksauthorized by ex- 
isting laws, and already in progress. The estimates 
not authorized by Congress were consequently left 
out. He agreed with the Senator from Louisiana 
in most of what he had said. He was in favor of 
completing works authorized, as soon as possible, 
believing it was the best economy. Works some. 
times cost 25 per cent. more by delay than they 
would have done had they been ‘completed at once. 
He gave some instances of false economy, in not 
making full appropriations in the beginning; not 
that it was necessary to spend the whole in one 
year, but that it might be known beforehand how 
much was to be expended. With regard to this 
amendment, allhe had to say was, that the same 
reasons which were good in favor of it would apply 
to every other appropriation in the bill. The view 
the Elouse evidently took, was, to curtail Operations, 
and spread the expenditures over a longer period 
of time. He apprehended that no amendments 


increasing the appropriations would be acceptable to 


the other House. If the sum now appropriated for 
Fort Livingston should not be found sufficient, it 
would be known in time for the next session of 
Congress, when the necessary correction could be 
made by a further appropriation. 

Mr. BARROW. explained that this was a new 
work, advanced as yet but very little; still it was in 
such a condition that an insuficient appropriation 
to carry it on would really prove the worst possible 
economy. Heread part of a report on the subject, 
to show that such would be the effect. He did not 
ask any additions to the appropriations made by 


the bill for Fort Pike and Fort Jackson. He was 
content to let the appropriations- for them stand, 
He called for the yeas and nays on this amendment, 
which were ordered. 

Mr. KING asked the senator’s attention to the 
fact that, with the balance:of the former appropria. 


` tion ($18,000) and the sum allowed by this bill 


($40,000):the work for the first two quarters of the 
fiscal year would be. amply provided for—it can be 
carried on till after the next session of Congress. 
On looking to the report, he found there was doubt 
of the soundness of the foundation which rendered 
it necessary to have time to test what weight it 
would bear before more was done. If: the 
works in all sections of the country wère to 
be carried on upon fair principles it’ should be 
under the same rule., He did not concur with the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] that it is prudent 
to complete in a hurried manner such works as are 
authorized. Delay was often advantageous, partic- 
ularly in such instances as that he had alluded to, 
where an improper orunsafe foundation might involve 
great loss. 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
12, nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Crittenden, 
Foster, Francis, Huger, Jarnagin, Porter, Tallmadge,. Up- 
ham, and Woodbridge—12. 

NAYS—Messrs.jAllen, Atherton, Ba ‘by, Bayard, Breese 
Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, Evans, Fartield, Hannegan 
King, McDufiie, Semple, Sevier, Woodbury, and Wright—-17 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BARROW said Fort Jesup, one of the forts on 
the border of the Indian country, had been left out 
of the bill. He called the attention of the senators 
from Arkansas to this fact. He moved, from a sense 
of duty, without caring much about the fate of the 
amendment, that an additional appropriation be 
made, as follows: 
gs'oco completing the public buildings at Fort Jesup, 

,000. 

Mr. SEVIER approved of the 
recommended its adoption. 

Mr. EVANS said it stood on the same footing as 
the amendment made by the senator from Arkan- 
sas, and he should not, therefore, o pose it. He 
considered it necessary, in view of the remounted 
regiment being quartered there. It was desirable that 
the barracks should be put in proper repair. 

Mr. CRITTENDE asked. what was the use of 
the fort? 

Mr. SEVIER explained. 

Mr. KING compared the estimates, as reported, 
with the letter of the quartermaster general, in which 
$8,000 is supposed to be necessary for the repairs 
of these barracks; but he found that, although the 
quartermaster general refers to the engineer depart- 
ment for the estimate, the engineer department had 
not¥mentioned Fort Jesup atall. It seemed to be 
working in the dark to go upon the mere hint of 
the quartermaster general. He held it was improper 
to make appropriations without specific estimates 
from the authorized department of the government. 
He did not doubt that a small appropriation was 
necessary; but, on the whole, he believed the safest 
course was to take the bill as it came from the 
House. Reasons might have existed there for leav- 
Ing out Fort Jesup. 

Mr. EVANS imagined the senator from Alabama 
fell into a slight error in supposing it was customa- 
ry for the engineer department to estimate for bar- 
racks; it was only for works of defence that depart- 
ment estimated. The name Fort J essup “was not 
strictly descriptive of this point; itis a place where 
a barrack is erected. 

Mr. ARCHER said he had been at Fort Jessup; 
and his impression was, that it would very soon 
have to be abandoned by the United States as use- 
less or unnecessary. The country around it was 
fast filling up witha population sufficient to protect 
themselves. The barrack, when he saw it, a few 
Years ago, seemed to him to be in very good repair. 
He thought it was unnecessary to spend more 
money upon it. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested that it was probable 
the repair of the barrack would be provided for in 
the army bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate; and the 
amendment made, on motion of Mr. SEVIER, was 
concurred in. 

Tt was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and at a subsequent stage of the proceedings the bill 
was read a third time, and passed. 


amendment, and 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


"The bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. EVANS called for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was accordingly read through. Itap- 
propriates $100,000 for continuing the road through 
Ohio, $150,000 ‘for continuing it through Indiana, 
and $150,000 through Illinois. 

No amendment being offered, it was reported back 
to the Senate, and the question being on -ordering it 

‘to. be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. McDUFTIE was understood to inquire what 
action had been had on the bill heretofore in the 
Senate. 

Mr. BREESE replied that the bill had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 


which had examined and reported favorably up- _ 


on it 

Mr. PHELPS said, as this bill involved a ques- 
tion on which considerable difference of opinion ex- 
isted, he thought it would be proper to pass it over 
till there was a full attendance of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN had been heretofore favora- 
ble to appropriations for the Cumberland road. But 
he would like to know what explanation the friends 
of the bill had to give for this very large appropria- 
tion, and why it should be proposed ‘at this particu- 
lar time. : 

Mr. HANNEGAN gave a rapid sketch of the 


action of this government in relation to the Cumbere | 


land road; and contrasted the liberality with which 
means had been furnished for carrying it on when its 
benefits verged towards the older States and the na- 
tional capital, with the tardiness and indisposition to 
complete the work on those portions where the ben- 
efits are to enure to the new States. j 
Mr. CRITTENDEN was not opposed to reason- 
‘able appropriations at a seasonable time for this 
work; but for such a very large appropriation he 
thought there ought to be the fullest explanation be- 
fore the Senate was called upon to pass it. 


Mr. HANNEGAN urged, with considerable force 
of argument, the justice of making some return to 
tha new States for the sacrifices they had_ made for 
the benefit of the general government. What they 
asked they demanded as their righ(s—not as mendi- 
cants asking for charity. This, however, was not 
the hour (near 4 o’clock) for all that could be said 
on the subject, as probably the bill would be further 
debated; but, in the absence of his colleague, he now 
asked the bill to be passed over informally till he 
should be in his seat. 


Mr. BREESE, in a very low tone, made some 
remarks too indistinctly heard to be properly re- 
ported. He was understood to argue that the new 
States had aright to some return for the depreciation 
of their taxing power, occasioned by the exemption 
of public lands from taxes for five years after they 
were sold. ; 

Mr. EVANS believed it was several years since 
any appropriations, were made for the Cumberland 
road. [Mr. Hanneean, from his seat, said three 
years.] . He wished to know how much of the road 
was yet to be finished. The only estimate now he- 
fore the Senate was the bill itself, asking $100,000 
for one. State, and $150,000 for each of the two 
others. Ee also wished to know whether this was 
to finish work already commenced, or to commence 
new work; and what was the length of road incom- 
plete, or to be completed by this appropriation. 

Mr. HANNEGAN referred the senator from 
Maine to the report of the Secretary of War. Un- 
less these appropriations were made, several bridges 
already constructed may fall, and many portions of 
the road may become so dilapidated that $50,000 
would not make the repairs which further delay may 
occasion. 

Mr. EVANS asked if this money was to be spent 
on any partof the road surrendered to these States? 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied, none, except a por- 
tion of the road in Ohio not here estimated for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to know whether 
the gentlemen themselves desired the passage of this 
bill without giving the information he had repeated- 
ly solicited. It might be that the gentlemen of the 
States to be benefited by the bill could not support 
it, and were therefore silent; but the Senate could 
hardly be expected to adoptit, unless upon the fullest 
and most satisfactory information of its necessity. 
Tt seemed to him, that while the Senate was kept 
in the dark the gentlemen ought not to expect it to 
be passed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN gaid the senator was greatly 
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mistaken ‘if he supposed he was desirous of passing 
this bill in the dark... It was a measure, the prin- 
ciples and advantages of which had. been debated 
for years. 
times, and laid before Congress, giving the fullest 
information. The cost of D 
frequently stated to Congress, and the necessity for 
completing. the work had been repeatedly urged in 
annual messages. He wished to know to whom 
the senator alluded as_ not ready to vote for this bill. 
He and the senators from Ohio and Illinois were not 
among the number. He enumerated many reasons 
why there should be no hesitation in making these 
appropriations, It was a measure of justice due to 
the West, and ought to be dealt out in a liberal 
spirit. If gentlemen chose to deny that justice, and 
to refuse these appropriations, let it be—let the coun- 
try understand whence came the opposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the senator appeared 
to receive his remarks in a very different spirit from 
that in which tkey were offered. Was it unreason- 
able to ask for the necessary information to enable 
the Senate to act upon any bill before it understand- 
ingly? He was not one that had scruples as to the 
principle involved, in this bill; but he desired the 
fullest information, when an appropriation of such 
magnitude was asked for. His remark was, that, 
without this information, the Senate would be act- 
ing blindly, or in the dark. In this, he disclaimed 
any offensive allusion: none whatever was intend- 
ed in what he had said. He should, therefore, re- 
peat his assertion: he was yet without the informà- 


‘tion he required. He would not ask for the post- 


onement, of the bill; he would only say that the 
riends of the measure ought themselves either to 
postpone it or now give the fullest information. 
r. BREESE made’ some explanation, but was 
not distinctly heard iu the reporter’s gallery. 

Mr. TTANNEGAN now saw his colleague at his 
desk, and presumed he had the estimates necessary 
to satisfy the Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said his friend from Indiana 
had appealed to the senators from Pennsylvania 
and Maryland to know whether, after the large ap- 
propriations which Congress had made for internal 
improvements in those States, they intended voting 
against appropriating money to carry on improve- 
ments in Illinois and Indiana. Whether they would 
go against an appropriation to extend this road or 
not he could notsay. He had always, upon all oc- 
casions when the condition of the treasury was suca 
as to justify it--when the estimates were made, and 
when it was previously ascertained how much 
should be expended on the road—voted for it; but, 
as to Pennsylvania, she had always considered that 
this road was an injury instead of a benefit to her. 
It was a rival road to her own improvements. He 
intended, if all things turned out properly, and if he 
could have the necessary information, to vote for 
the completion of the Cumberland road; but he 
would never do so upon the principle laid down by 
his friends from Hlinois and Indiana, [ Messrs. HAN- 
NEGAN and Breese,] that there was an obligation 
on the part of the federal government to complete 
that road because the new States had agreed to ex- 
empt from taxation lands sold within their borders 
by the government for five years after such sale. 
That measure had been a benefit to the new States. 
It had promoted the sale of the lands, and the settle- 
ment of those States. It had been, therefore, a 
greater benefit to those States than to the federal 
government. He disclaimed any such obligation. 

There was one part of this bill which he should 
go for striking out, and that was where it was pro- 
vided that the outlays should be refunded out of the 
two per cent. fund. This was going rather too far,* 
when it was well known that we had already’ ex- 
pended more than ten, fifteen, or twenty times the 
whole amount of that fund in making roads in the 
new States. 

He was ready, upon receiving proper informa- 
tion, and upon ascertaining what amount of money 
the treasury could spare, to vote for the extension 
of this great public improvement, even to the banks 
of the Mississippi; but not because he ever ex- 
pected to receive any benefit from the two per cent. 
fund. 

In common with the senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Crirrexpen,] he wished for more light upon 
this subject. If the senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Hawnecan] could give the necessary information, 
he was willing to go on and discuss the bill; if not, 
it ought to be postponed until the information could 
be obtained. . 

‘Mr. ;WHITE said he was not in his seat when 


Estimates had been made at different 


e whole route had been | 


the bill: waè taken. up, and. had riot heard the objec- 
tions urged againstit. He was certainly surprised 
at what had fallen from the Senator, from Pennsyl- 
vania.” He could give him:some information; it was, 
that this improvement had added 50,000 inhabitants'to 
the. city of Philadelphia. He regretted that, nôt- 
withstanding all the benefits Pennsylvania had re- 
ceived from this great. work, that State had, ac- 
cording to the account given by its distinguished 
senator, yielded to it but a grudging support. 

Mr. BUCHANAN denied that he had said the 
Stateof Pennsylvania gave but a grudging support. 
to the Cumberland road. It had always supported 
it from patriotic motives. But he supposed ‘the 
senator could give the necessary information now 
celled for, and hoped he-would. : 

Mr. WHITE then proceeded at considerable 
length, showing the importance of this great nation- 
al work. He argued that Philadelphia was the re- 
cipient of nearly all the travel on the road, and 
ought to take the deepest interest in its completion. 
She should look to the competition around: her. 
He pointed to various improvements in every sec- 
tion of the country to show the necessity of keep- 
ing pace with them, by continuing and completin 
the sources of intercommunication which she ha 
with the West, and all the intermediate country 
tributary to her by means of the great national 
thoroughfare. : 

Mr. BREESE read from the congressional docu- 
ments the report and estimates made on a former oc- 
casion, showing the amount necessary for com- 
pleting the road, the distances and nature of the 
work, &c. 

Mr. HANNEGAN ob@rved that, as the senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] seemed to think 
further information necessary, but was unwilling to 
move a postponement of the bill, he would himself 
make that motion. He suggested postponing it to 
Monday next, atone o’clock. ` ; 

Mr. KING suggested that probably a simple 
postponement till to-morrow would be best. 

The bill was accordingly postponed till to-mor- 
row. 

On motion by Mr. DAYTON, ` 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenvyespay, April 3, 1844. 

Mr. PHCENIX, by leave of the House, reported 
a bill from the Committee on Commerce, to allow 
drawbacks on foreign merchandise exported. in the 
original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in 
Mexico, and to the British provinces of North 
America. It was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, made a report upon the resolution of the House 
of the 5th of January last, relative to arrearages due 
for supplies furnished the militia in the service 
of the United States, accompanied by a joint resolu- 
tion respecting the application of certain appropri- 
ations heretofore made. It was read twice, and 
after being amended, on the suggestion of Mr. ©. 
Jonson, it was ordered to be engrossed; and it was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOYD also reported a bill to enable the War 
Department to apply certain balances of appropri- 
ation for the Florida war and for other purposes; 
which wes read twice, and committed. Ga 

Mr. RATHBUN withdrew his motion made yes- 
terday to reconsider the vote upon the final passage 
of the bill to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the armed occupation and settlement of the 
unsettled part of the Peninsula of Florida.” So the 
bill stands passed. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of John Otis; and it was laid upon the table. 

On the motion of Mr. HARALSON, the same 
committee was discharged from the petition of 
George Steele; and it was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the petition of 
John Milsted, for the correction of an error made at 
the Tallahasse Land Office, made a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
twice, and committed. ; 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, made a report upon the petition of 
Henry Hewington, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorials of citizens of pr 
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of the sabes and Erie canal to Evansville, on the 
Ohio river, madea minority report. . . 
<. Some conversation l in which Mr. Mc- 
- CLERNAND, Mr. BOYD, Mi. J. W. DAVIS, 
Mr. HOUSTON, and others, took part. f 
. Mr. HARDIN also made some observations con 
the propriety of a minority ofa committee reporting 
- when no report had been made by the majority. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had been directed - by the 
select committee to whom was referred the resolu- 
‘tion of the legislature of Massachusetts, to make a 
report, which was simply a resolution; (the only 
one on which the committee had agreed, since the 
report which was made by the late Mr. Gilmer 
on the 15th day of February last,) thatthe amend- 
ment to the constitution, proposed by the legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts, ought not to be recommend- 
ed. The committee had agreed that each member 
should have the privilege of presenting his views 
in the shape of reports of the minority; and they 
asked to be dischargéd from the further considera- 
tion of the subject. Mr. A. (in reply to an observa- 
tion of the Speaker,) said this was ‘a case precisely 
similar to that of the report now presented from a mi- 

- Nority of the committee on public lands. It was for 
that reason: that he wished to state to the House the 
determination to which the committee had come. 
They had not been able to agree upon a joint report 
other than that which he had stated, viz: the reso- 
lution of non-concurrence with the resolution of the 
legislature of Massachusetts, which would be found 
in the journal of the committee, which he had been 
also instructed to report to the House. When the 
reports of the several@members of the committee 
were presented and received, it was his intention to 
move that they be laid on the table and printed. He 
was ready at any time to make his own report; and 
he believed all the other members of the committtee 
were also prepared, whenever the House would be 
pleased to receive them. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS requested the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to allow the vote to be taken upon 
the report which he had made, as he understood all 
objection had been withdrawn. 


The SPEAKER observed that this‘ case was 
identical with that of the report offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, and would require the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

Mr. HARDIN requested his colleague to with- 
draw his objection, and permit the report to be re- 
ceived. 


Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether the ma- 
jority would be precluded, by the reception of this 
report now offered, from presenting a report. 

The SPEAKER replied that the majority would 
not be precluded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then withdrew his objec- 
tion, and the report was received and laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, madea report, upon the applica- 
tion of Isane Barker, for an increase of ension, nc- 
companied by a bill for his relief, which bill was 
read a first and second time, and committed lo a 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ADAMS then asked leave of the House to 
make the report from the Select Committee; and to 
present a minority report from himself and the gen- 
ueman from Ohio, [Mr. Gionixes;} and this report, 
together with those which were to be made by the 
other members of the committee, he moved should 
be laid on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. BURT said he could not consent that this 
report should be printed, unless it were first read, 

Mr. HOUSTON desired that the subject might 
be allowed to pass over until to-morrow, as this was 
the last day set apart for territorial business. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had no objection to the 
reading of the report; but if this one were read, he 
thought the House would see the propriety of hay- 
ing allthe others read. He had no objection that 


they should be all read, and should ail go to the , 


country together. If there was anything so ex- 
tremely detrimental in this report—if the poison of 
this report was to be disseminated, the antidotes, of 
which there were three or four, should go along with 
the poison. 

Mr. SAMPLE said he hoped the reading of these 
reports would not be required, for it would occupy 
the entire day to the exclusion of all other business, 

Mr. WINTHROP said he understood there was a 


question pending to lay the report on the table, and 
that it be printed. 


diana, fora grant of certain lands for the-extension 


GLOBE: 


- Mr. SAUNDERS ealled for a division of the 
question. 7 st i 
Mr. ADAMS said his motion to lay_on the table 


‘and print, he intended should: apply to all the reports 


which were to’ be nade by the members of the com- 
mittee. : 


The SPEAKER observed that no proposition to | 


print {could be entertained in reference to reports 
which were not now pending before the House. 

Mr. WELLER suggested that the motion to print 
should be postponed. 

The question was then put upon laying the report 
on the table, and carried. 

Messrs. JOS. R. INGERSOLL, (on behalf of 
himself and Mr. Garrerr Dayis,) BURKE, SAM- 
PLE, and MORSE, then asked. and obtained leave 
severally to make minority reports. 

Mr. HOPKINS made the same motion in refer- 
ence to these reports as had been in reference to 
the first—that they should be laid on the table, and 
that the question of printing should go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired what disposition 
had been made of the report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER replied that there had been no 
disposition whatever made of it. The question was 
now upon the motion to print. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said his inquiry was wheth- 
er the report of the majority (being the request to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject) was included in the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to lay on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS observed that ıt was not his in- 
tention to include that repart. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE understood that the report 
did not include the report of the majority of the 
committee. If the majority of. the committee had 
reported any resolutions, he presumed they stood 
before the House for action. 

Some conversation took place between the 
CHAIR and Messrs. DROMGOOLE, BURKE, 
ADAMS, THOMPSON, and SUMMERS, in re- 
lation to the report of the committee; when 

Mr. ADAMS stated that he had informed the 
House that the majority of the committee had agreed 
on three resolutions—Ist, That the amendment of 
the constitution proposed by the legislature of Mass- 
achusetts onght not to be recommended by the 
House; 2d, that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject; and, 3d, that 
the journal of the proceedings of the committee be 
reported to the House. 

Some remarks on a point of order were made b 
Messrs. GIDDINGS, CAMPBELL, ADAMS, and 
CHAPMAN; when 

The SPEAKER stated that the question would 
first be put on Jaying on the table the several reports 
of the individual members of the committee; second, 
on printing such reports; and, thirdly, on agreeing 
to the resolutions reported by the majority of the 
committee. 

The question was then put on laying the reports 
on the table, and carried. 

The question of printing the reports was then 
postponed till to-morrow; and 


The question coming up on agreeing to the resolu- ` 


tions of the majority of the committee, 

_ Mr. CHAPMAN called for the previous ques- 
tiony which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered. 

Mr. RHETT called for a division of the ques- 
tion, so asto take it on the three resolutions sep- 
arately. 

Mr. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the journal of the 
committee be read ; but the motion was not agreed 
to. 

The main question was then put on agreeing to 
the first resolution of the majority of the committee, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the amendment of the constitution, pro- 
posed by the legislature of Massachusetts, ought not to be 
recommended by the House. 

This question was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 156, nays 13, as follows: 

¥YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A. Bleck, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, William J. Brown, Bnftington, Burke, Burt, 
Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Colamer, Cranston, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Jehn W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Ham: 


“McConnell, 


mett, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hughes, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George ~ 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, John. P. Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, 
Moseley, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pet. © 
tit, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Roberts; Robinson, Rodney, St. John, Sam. 
ple, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Woodward, William Wright, and Joseph A. 
Wright—156. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Darrah, Dickey, 
Giddings, . Hudson, Marsh, Morse, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Severance, and Winthrop—13. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the se- 
cond resolution, it was decided in the affirmative, 
without a division—the yeas and nays being dis- 
pensed with by general consent. ' 

No question on the third resolution was taken, 
(i. e. in relation. to the journal of the committee, ) 
Mr. ADAMS stating that he supposed the House 

g upp 
could not now act on that question. 


WESTERN RESERVED MINERAL LANDS. 

The SPEAKER announced the next business in 
order to be the bill (yesterday postponed to this 
day) directing the President of the United States to 
cause the reserved lead mines in the States of Ili- 
nois and Missouri, and Territories of Iowa and 
Wisconsin, to be sold, on which Mr. Hoce had the 
floor. ; À 

Mr. HOUSTON appealed to the gentleman from 
Illinois to yield the floor, so that he could move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the territorial business, this being the 
last day allotted to that business. 

Some conversation ensued on the question of Mr. 
Hogr’s retention of the floor hereafter on this bill, 
whenever it should come up, which ended in Mr. 
Hoer’s expressing his desire to proceed at once, 

Mr. HOGE then commenced p is remarks by re- 
capitulating the positions and observations of gen- 
tlemen who had preceded him on this bill; and next 
took a review of the legislation of this government 
from a ver Caly period in relation to these re- 
serveti lands; and, at his request, the Clerk read a 
report heretofore made on this subject. 

He believed there was no difference of opinion 
among gentlemen here as to the pro riety of selling 
these lands, nor was there any diderence of opin- 
ion in any of the various branches of the govern- 
ment, The measure had always been recommend- 
ed, from the year 1829 downto this time. Why 
was it now resisted? Because the imagination of 
the gentleman from Tennessee conceived that the 
government was about to throw away an immense 
amount of wealth, The gentleman’s object was 
not to let the lands be sold for a reasonable consid- 
eration, but to let the government speculate out of 
its own citizens. He seemed desirous of drawing 
a distinction between these lands and the other 
lands of the government, and to compel purchasers 
to pay five, ten, fifteen, up toa hundred dollars an 
acre, upon the ground of their superior value. The 
gentleman had formed a totally erroncous opinion. 

Mr. H. said that it was not a question of dollars 
and cents, but of population, and of the advance- 
ment of that beautiful country; and every principle 
of policy of expediency, and of justice, called 
upon government to permit Illinois, Wisconsin, 
and Iowa to dispose of these lands in the same 
manner that they had done in other States. The 
gentleman from Tennessee said that the mineral 
lands of the United States had always been re- 
served from sale, and that the government had 
never disposed of them in the ordinary way. Did 
he forget that the mincral lands in Missouri had 
been sold at public auction? Did he forget that the 
salines had been donated by Congress to several of 
the States? Why, then, should there be a distine- 
tion made between Missouri and Illinois, lowa and 
Wisconsin? All we ask (said Mr. H.) is uniformi- 
tyin the disposition of these lands, and that no dif- 
ference should be made to the injury of Ilinois, 
Iowa, and Wisconsin? 

Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to say a word or two 
before the closing of the debate. It seemed, from 
the course that had been taken in this bill, that if 
any member objected to the mode of doing business 
in the House, or to the details of a particular bill, he 


was liable to be abused as an enemy to a particular 
interest, and ridiculed as a Cerberus of the treasury. 
The gentleman from Illinois might think that he 
could gain his cause by exciting prejudices against 
im. ; i ~ 
Mr. HOGE disclaimed any personality towards 
, the gentleman from Tennessee. He never intended 
to‘apply any argument to him, or any other gentle- 
man, personally. He only spoke in reference to the 


argument of the gentleman, and his position in re- 


gard to this question. - 

Mr. C. JOHNSON expressed his satisfaction at 
the explanation of the gentleman, but would like to 
know what he was te understand by some parts of 
the gentleman’s argument. He should like to know 
what the gentleman meant by referring to him as 
the Cerberus of the treasury? and the remark that 
his opposition to this bill might: excite the suspicion 
of his being tampered with? He could assure the 
gentleman that, if zeal on this question was likely to 
excite the suspicion of being tampered with, the 
suspicion must fall on other shoulders. These min- 
eral lands were represented in the reports of the offi- 
cers of the government. sent to examine them as the 
most valuable in the world; and it was in conse- 
quence of their great value that the government had 
always refused to sell .them in the ordinary way. 
Yet the gentleman contended for selling them at auc- 
tion, and that, too, without regard'to the lesstes and 
the violation of contracts. And should these lands 
be put up at auction, did not every body know how 
the sales would be made? Who would dare to go and 
bid more than $1 25 per acre against the occupants? 
Did not every know how such sales had heretofore 
been made, by intimidating and driving off bidders, 
so that the government never got one cent above the 
minimum price? The gentleman, instead of abusing 
him as the Cerberus of the treasury, had better turn 
his attention to the plunderers of the treasury. The 
gentleman said this government was the meanest in 
the world in relation to the disposal of its lands. 
Now if the gentleman would turn his attention to the 
acts of this government in relation to its domain, 
its bountiful donations to the .western States 
and their public intsitutions, he would come to 
a different conclusion, and acknowledge that 
this was the most liberal government in the 
world. He would tell the gentleman more. 
He who had been denounced as the Cer- 
berus of the treasury, and the enemy of the 
West, had always gone as far as any man in 
liberality to the actual settlers and tillers of the soil. 
He had, for many years, always supported their 
interests; and, if he had his way, he would not sell 
an acre of the public domain, but give the lands to 
those who would settle on and cultivate them. It 
was to keep these lands out of the hands of specula- 
tors that he opposed this bill. He did not object to 
selling the lands, but to the manner of doing it. 
He wished, instead of disposing, of them in this 
hasty manner, to adopt some plan by which 
the interests of the government can be secured, 
as well as the interests of the occupants, and 
to dispose of them without violating the contracts 
with the lessees. For this purpose, he thought the 
whole subject should be referred to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, with directions to report such a plan 
to this House at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. WHITE addressed. the Howse in favor of 
the bill, and in opposition to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. He was confident that 
no appraisers gent into the mineral region by the 
government could ever ascertain the true value of 
the lands there; and he was satisfied that, by hold- 
ing up the lands, the government never would be 
able to obtain more for them than the minimum 

rice. 
j Mr. HOLMES hoped the bill would not be 
assed, and that this domain in the West, which be- 
onged to all the States in common, would not be 
taken away by any act, of hasty legislation. He 
enforced his views at some length. 

Mr. McCLERNAND hoped the House would 
not be led astray by the strong terms which had 
been used in this debate in relation to the West. 
He regretted that the feeling which had been ex- 
hibited in this debate existed, for he feared it was 
calculated to prevent the success of the measure. 
The gentleman from Tennessee seemed to appre- 
hend that if these lands were sold, the existing leases 
would-be voided, and the government would be sub= 
jected to the payment of damages. | This point had 
engaged the attention of the committee, and it was 
found that by the time at which the sales could be 
effected, all existing leases would have expired. 


‘lands, why then they would all agree on a measure 


- pass the bill in utter ignorance of the value of what 


He contended that the fixing of ‘arbitrary pricés 
would not affect the sales, because purchasers would 
rely more upon their own judgments than upon the 
reports of any geologist. i 


Mr. BARNARD opposed the bill. He enter- 


tained (he said) this morning a sincere desire that he | 


should hear from the friends of the measure such ar- 
guments in its favor as would convince him òf the 
propriety of supporting it. But he had not been 
convinced, and he did not think that he could justify 
himself to his constituents in case he did support it. 
Let the lands be examined, and if it be found that 
these lands were of no more value than agricultural 


of this kind; but if it turned out, as he believed, that 
they were were far more valuable, then it would be 
proper to take a different course in regard to them. 
Mr. SUMMERS observed that this question con- 
cerned all- the States of the Union, as it related to 
the disposal of the lands which were given to the 
government for the common benefit of all. He 
thought the gentleman from New York had cor- 
rectly designated the bill when he said it was a bill 
providing that the whole of the mineral lands of 
the United States shall be sold at $1 25 per acre. 
Tt was not denied that the House was called on to 


they were going to sell. This was proved by the 
fact that, while the gentlemen from Illinois and 
Missouri had told the House that the lands were of 
little value, they had been told by other gentlemen 
that their value was immense. This ought to con- 
vince the House of the propriety of obtaining more 
information on the subject before they adopted any 


measure of the kind before the House. The mineral 


lands of the United States had always heretofore’ 


been reserved from sale, and that policy had been de- 
parted from but in a single instance; and that was 
the case of the mineral lands of Missouri. No 
plan had hitherto been devised for the sale of such 
Jands; and yet they had always been withheld from 
sale; from which it was plainly to be inferred that it 
was always contemplated to adopt some regular 
system before selling them. He thought it would 
be better to still keep these lands out of market un- 
til some regular plan for disposing of them was 
adopted. He saw no necessity for selling them 
now in such hot haste. Nobody objected to selling 
them, provided it was done in such a way as to 
obtain something like a fair value for them. Mr. 
S. alluded to the report of the geologist, [Mr. Owen,] 
who had been appointed by the government to ex- 
amine the mineral lands of the ‘United States; and 
spoke of the great value of the lands, as shown b 
that report. This report had not even been printed; 
the valuable maps which accompanied it had been 
lost; and yet it was proposed to sell the lands in ig- 
norance of the information which that report con- 
tained. Mr. S. also referred to the report made by 
Lieutenant Colonel Talcott on the subject, to show 
the value of these lands, and read extracts from that 
report, for the purpose of explaining why the gov- 
ernment had heretofore received but such small re- 
turns from the lessees. 

He quoted largely to show the value of these 
mineral lands, for the purpose of answering the ar- 
guments of gentlemen who had contended that they 


were almost worthless, and cxpressed his desire , 


that the disposition of them should’ not be precipi- 
tated. He suggested the passage of a law or joint 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for a well-devised plan for their disposal. 

Mr. HOGE said a plan for the sale of these lands 
had been made. 

Mr. SUMMERS replied that he had never met 
with such a plan; but, if it existed, let the gentle- 
man from fiinois bring it forward. He was op- 
posed to these lands being disposed of at a sacri- 
fice; for his constituents were interested in them, 
and he hoped they would still receive back some. 
modicum of that which they disposed of by cession 
by a distribution law. 


He went into a long and elaborate statement in | 


relation to these lands, giving way occasionally to 
explanations from Messrs. WHITE, McCLER- 
NAND, and HOGE; and concluded with the ex- 
pression of the hope that an oppormnity would be 
given to look at the report of Dr. Owen, the geolo- 
gist, and the opinions of men of science, and that 
they would not dispose of these lands without 
knowing their worth. , 
Mr. STEENROD rose for the purpose of making 
a motion, which he said ought to be in order at this 


period of the debate. He moved the previous quese . 
} tion; which was seconded, ead the main question 


. amendment of Mr. C. Jortnson, as follo 


“pill, an 


tion ordered.’ ‘The main: question was first ‘oneth 


Provided, That the provision of this act shal not extend 
to the region of copper mines.along Lake Superior. in: the. 
Territory of Wisconsin. . : pest 


Which was adopted. DES 
The question then being on the engrossment.of the 
d ordering it to a third:reading, eee 
_Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the: yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being, taken. resulted ag — 
follows—yeas 63, nays 81: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bidlack, James: Black, James 
A: Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, J. Brinkerhoff, 
‘William ‘J. Brown, Buffington, Burt, Campbell, Carroll, 
Reuben Chapman, Clinch, Cobb, Cross, Cullom, John’ W. 
Davis, Elmer, Ficklin, Foster, Willis Green, Grider, 
Hamlin, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Houston, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles. J.#Ingersoll,Jame- 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, Moseley, Owen, Payne, 
Emery D. Potter, Relfe, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thos. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert., 
Smith, Steenrod, Taylor, Tibbatts, Vanmeter, Weller, 
Wentworth, White, and Joseph A. Wright—69, ea 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Brengle, Milton Brown, Burke, Catlin, Causin, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dromgoole, Ellis, Farlee, French, 
Giddings, Harper, Herrick, Holmes,. Hopkins, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Irvin, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpat. 
rick, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Patterson, Pratt; 
Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, David `S. Reid, Reding, Robin- 
son, Rockwell, Rodney, Saunders, Senter, Severance, 
Simons, Spence, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thompson, Tucker, Ty- 
ler, Vinton, Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, 
and William Wright—81. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said as the eloquence. of 
the gentleman from Virginia had defeated the meas- 
ure, he wished that some gentleman would move a 
reconsideration of the vote, in order that the friends 
of the measure might make such amendments as - 
would insure its passage. : t ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he would move a recon- 
sideration, for he desired to see some measure 
passed, though he did altogether like this present 
one. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the motion for 


reconsideration on the table; pending which motion, . 


The House adjourned 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members. presenting 
them: 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Charles Fenderick 
and others, stating that there do not exist international ar- 
rangements properly securing and regulating mail facilities 
between the United States and the continent of Europe, and 
particularly with Germany; in consequence of which they 
and their countrymen suffer great inconvenience and loss; 
and praying that laws may be enacted to secure such facili- 
ties, which they represent will redound greatly to the in- 
crease of the revenues of the Post Office Department, of 
which it is now deprived, hy the necessity they are put to 
of employing special agents at great expense: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of Isaac Gray, pray- 
ing compensation for property taken and property destroyed 
by the Cherokee Indians, with accompanying evidence. 

By Mr, TYLER: The petition of George Hall and others, 
of Chatauque county, New York, praying fora reduction 
of the rates of postage, and for the abolition of the franking 
privilege. : p 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Col. C. 8. Kendis, - 
Owen McCabe, and numerous other citizens of Dauphin 
county, Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference 
on thé part of Congress with the tariff of 1842.. Also, the: 
petition of Daniel Larer, Jas. V. Johnson and others, citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, of a like import. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Samuel T. Winslow, of 
Cumberland, Maine, for a pension in consideration of dis- 
eases contracted while in the line of his duty as a soldier in 
the late war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The memorial of Peter Von Schmidt 
requesting an examination of his model and plan fora dry 
dock: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. n 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of the heirs of 
Joseph Gerrard, deceased, praying remuneration for ser- 
vices, &c: referred to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The petition and documents of 
Mary Tewksbury, asking Congress to grant her compensa- 
tion for extra naval services of her husband. Also, the pe- 
tition of citizens of Paxinos, Northumberland county, Penn- 
sylvania, against any alteration of the tariff of 1642, Also, 
two of similar tenor from citizens of Philadelphia, repre- 
senting the beneficial effects of the tariff in raising wages, 
reducing prices, and promoting the general prosperity of 
the country. A 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of A. R. Boon and 45 
others, citizens of Shelby county, Missouri, praying an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the western waters: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

By Mr. CARY: The petition of Calvin Washburn and 
others, praying for the establishment of a new post route in 
Oneida county, New York: referred te the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Fi 

By Mr. P: B JOHNSON: The petition of Robert E: Huse 


ton and 101 others, citizens of Ohio, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a mail‘ route from Uniontown; . Muskingum 


county, to Logan, in Hocking county: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. >> 

By Mr. TILDEN: The memorial of Fred. Wadsworth 
and others, citizens of Akron, Ohio, praying against the en- 
actment of any law changing the present tariff on imports. 
The memorial. of O. E. Huntington, upon the same subject: 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means.. The memo- 
rial of Professor L. P. Hickok and others, of the Western 
Reserve College; Ohio, praying for the reduction of post- 
age on all letters to five cents, and for the abolition of the 
franking privilege: referred_to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. C. M: REED: The remonstrance of D. W. Foster 
and 49 citizens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, against 
any alteration of the present tariff, under which commerce 
is reviving and the revenue increased. The petition of U. 
J. Purcell and 89 citizens of Strattonville, Clarion county, 
remonstrating against any change in the present tariff. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuursvay, April 4, 1844. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented: two memorials 
from the State of New York, remonstrating against 
any alteration in the present tariff: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution from the House respecting 
the application of certain appropriations heretofore 
made, was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the sale of the reserved lands in the State 
of Mlinois, and Territories of Wisconsin and Towa, 
supposed to contain lead ore; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. Mr. BUCHANAN presented six memorials, the 
same in character asa great number he had already 

resented on the subject W the tariff, asking that it 
fe retained, unless experience demonstrated that it 
ought to be changed: referred to the Committee on 
Finance, . , 

Also, the petition of Eliza M. Cloud, a widow of 
a deceased naval surgeon, asking for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af. 
fairs, 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition from citizens 
of Rutherford county, Tennessee, raying for a re- 
duction of the rates of postage, ane a restriction on 
the franking privilege: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUGER presented a petition from Sarah 
Cordoza, the widow of a deceased revolutionary 
soldier, praying for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRANCIS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Oneida county, New York, praying that no 
alteration may be made in the existing tariff: refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would on to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to repeal all acts 
and part of acts relating to the Military Academy at 
‘West Point, New York. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of citizens of 
Illinois, asking for a grant of land for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Wabash river; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, 


Mr. WHITE presented a petition upon the sub- 
ject of a grant of land to complete the construction 
of the Wabash and Erie canal; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The bill for the benefit of the heirs of Christopher 
Miller was read the third time, and passed. 

The resolution introduced by Mr. Woop- 
BRIDGE yesterday, instructing the Committee on 
the Library to inquire into the propriety of causing 
a catalogue of books, atlases, &e. in the War De- 
partment, or in the several bureaus thereof, belong- 
ing to the United States, to be printed, came up for 
consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that catalogues had been 
reported, (in response to the resolution adopted by 
the Senate last session, at his (Mr. A’s.) instance, 
from the War and Navy Departments, and the 
Office of the Attorney General. The resolution 
alluded to embraced a call upon the State, Treasury, 
and Post Office Departments. These departments 
have not reported. He (Mr. A.) proposed to sub- 
mit a resolution, calling on them to know the reason 
ofthe delay, and when it was likely they would 
respond to the call made at the last session. He 
preferred that the senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Woops should let his resolution he on the 
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table until a resp nse was made to the resolution, 


which he (Mr. A.) proposed to submit. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE acquiesced in the sugges- 
tion; and the resolution was laid on the table. ~ 
Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from. cit- 
izens of Richmond, Virginia, praying that Congress 
will not pass any law in favor of an international 
copyright law: referred -to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. f 
l NAVAL DEPOT IN THE WEST. 


Mr. FOSTER moved that the previous orders of 


the-day be ostponed, with the view of taking up 
the bill for the establishment of a naval depot and 
dock yard at Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. BREESE urged upon the Senate the propri- 
ety of permitting the bill to lie until senators had 
time to examine a document just laid on their tables 
this morning, on the subject of a naval depot on the 
western waters; which document had been ordered 
to be printed on the suggestion of the Naval Commit- 
tee. He saw no necessity of giving this bill pre- 
cedence of other important measures on the calen- 
dar; especially as there was no great or pressing 
emergency for its passage then, or even at this ses- 
sion. He expressed a wish that it might be 
permitted to take its turn on the calendar. He 
was opposed to incurring an expenditure of $100,- 
000, as was proposed by this bill, for the establish- 
ment of a naval depot at Memphis, before a scien- 
tific examination had been made, by competent au- 
thorized engineers, not only as to the fitness of that 
place, but other points, on the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers. He hoped the bill would not be taken up. 

Mr. TAPPAN urged, as another reason why it 
should not then be taken up, that the senators from 
Mississippi, who took great interest in the subject, 
were not in their places. 

Mr. FOSTER spoke at some length against any 
further delay of the bill. He viewed the proposed 
work as an important public measure, which should 
have precedence of other bills in advance of it on 
the calendar. If the bill was taken up, he would 
not press final action upon it, in the absence of the 
senators from Mississippi. The amendments pend- 
ing could be discussed and disposed of, and then 
the bill could be postponed. 

Mr. KING Suggested that those senators who 
were absent might desire, in the progress of action 
on those amendments, to submit others, to modify 
or alter them. He therefore saw an impropriety in 
taking up the bill in their absence. He was op- 
posed to taking it up then; but, if the motion were 
waived until they appeared in their seats, he would 
then vote for it. 

The question was then put, and carried in the af- 
firmative; and the bill to establish a navy yard and 
depot at or adjacent to the city of Memphis, on the 
Missisippi river, was taken up as in committee of 
the whole—the question pending being the follow- 
ing, reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
as a substitute for the bill originally introduced by 
the senator from Tennessee, (Mr. Fosrer,] viz: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to select and purchase a site for a navy yard 
and depot at the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, 
and to erect such buildings and make such improvements 
thereon as may be necessary for the construction and re- 
pair, and for the accommodation and supply, of vessels of 
war of the United States; and that the President be author- 
ized and empowered to purchase any water rights which 
may be required to propel the machinery appertaining to 
said navy yard, or which may be useful in the operations of 
said navy yard; and thathe be further empowered to re- 
ceive any donations of land, water rights, or rights of way, 
which the authorities of the city of Memphis, or any other 
body corporate, or any person or persons, may deem proper 
to make or grant tothe government of the United States; 
and that the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be ap- 
propriated to the objects aforesaid, out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FOSTER inquired of the senator from H- 
linois, [Mr. Breese, ] whether he proposed to amend 
the amendment, or intended to offer a subsitute for 
the entire bill. 3 7 

Mr. BREESE replied that he proposed tò strike 
out all the bill after the enacting clause, and to sub- 
stitute the following, viz: 

That for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a 
naval depot and yard at some point on the western waters, 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to select an officer of the navy of the rank of post 
captain, and such skilful and competent topographical engi- 
neer or engineers as he may designate to be associated with 
such naval officer, whose duty it shall be to make an accu- 
rate, minute, and scientific examination of some point at or 
near the mouth of the Ohio; of Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee; and of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, with 
a view solely to the capabilities and advantages of each of 
said places for a naval depot and yard, for building, equip- 
ping, furnishing, and repairing steam ships and other vessels 


of war for the use of the navy of the United States; who 
shall report to Congress, at its next session, a detailed and 
faithful statement of the several advantages and capabil- 
ities of each of the said points, and a separate detailed 
statement and estimate of the expense attending the con- 
struction of said depot and yard, basing the same upon ac- 
curate scientific examinations and ‘surveys, to be made by 
said engineer or engineers, under the superintendence of 
the officer of the navy to be appointed as aforesaid; and, 
for the purposes aforesaid, the sum of five thousand dol- 
lars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Amend the title of the bill as follows: 

A bill to provide fora scientific examination and survey 
of certain points on the western waters, with a view to the 
selection of a suitable place for a naval depot and yard. 

Mr. BREESE remarked that he did not expect 
the question to come up to-day. The amendment 
he had offered, however, would speak for itself. 
The bill proposed to appropriate $100,000 for the 
purchase of a site for a naval depot and dock-yard at 
the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, and 


. to crect buildings and make improvements thereon. 


His substitute proposed to appropriate $5,000 fora 
scientific examination and survey of some point on 
the Ohio river, of Memphis, Tennessee, and Natchez, 
Mississippi, with the view of establishing a depot. It 
was a fact, that the point at which the bill pro- 
posed to establish the depot—Memphis—had never 
received a scientific examination. It was true 
that a post captain jhad authorizedly under- 
taken to make an examination of that point. Buthe 
challenged the honorable senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Foster] to show him an expression in the 
report of that officer, where he had expressed a de- 
cided opinion in fayor of Memphis. He (Mr. B.) 
did not believe that it was a wise or good policy to 
embark in a work of this kind at that point, and to 
appropriate $100,000 towards it, without a tho- 
rough scientific examination by some competent and 
responsible officers of the government fully author- 
ized and empowered to do so. It was undertaking 
a national work blindly which involved millons of 
expenditure, though the amount now proposed to be 
expended was but $100,000. He thought prudence, 
as well as a wise economy, dictated that, before em- 
barking in such an expenditure of the peoples 
money, they should obtain all the lights that could 
be had on the subject to give direction to their legis- 
lation. 

The object of his amendmeni was to procure such 
lights. He did not propose it from any unfriendly 
feeling towards Memphis. If, after the examination 
proposed, the engineers should come to the conclu- 
sion that that was the best point, he would most 
cheerfully vote for a bill establishing the depot there. 
He helieved that a depot should be established at 
some point in the great valley of the Mississippi. 
He was anxious that it should be done as soon as 
expedient. But he preferred that they should delay 
the matter another year rather than that an improper 
site should be selected—especially as there was no 
pressing emergency for the depot at this time. He 
might-urge, as another reason for the delay until the 
examination was made, the exhausted condition of 
the national treasury. By the time Congress was 
put in possession of the information to be derived 
from the survey, the treasury would be in a better 
condition to meet a new expenditure of $100,000. 
He would not, however, if any great public ex- 
igency required the establishmont of the depot with- 
out delay, urge the exhausted condition of the treas- 
ury as a reason for such delay. But there way no 
such exigency—no necessity for haste-—especially 
such a necessity as ought to induce them to rush 
blindly into an expenditure, ultimately, of millions 
of dollars. He supposed it would not be improper, 
in discussing this amendment, to refer to the report 
ofthe survey and examination of the harbor of 
Memphis, by Capt. L. Rousseau, Commander H. 
A. Adams, and Lieut. S. Johnson, of the United 
United States navy. Those officers, in speaking of 
Memphis, say: 

Memphis is situated on a bluff of Jand known as the fourth 
Chickasaw bluft, elevated eighty feet above the river at ex: 
treme low water. The soil of this bluff is clay mixed with 
sand and loam, and is in most places suitable for making 
bricks. Between the foot of it and the bed of the river, 
there is in some places a narrow slip of level land, the sur- 
face of which is a little above the river al average high wa- 
ter. It is an alluvial deposite, and liable to cave or wash 
away when the current of the river runs strong against it. 
It will be seen, by the plan of survey, that in front of the 
city, and extending both above and ‘below the site marked 


| for a naval depot. isa bank, or batture, formed hy the de- 


posite of the river, which at average low water is 20 feet 
above the river, and at the lowest water known is 28 feet 
above it, and has. at high water from 6 to 12 feet on 
it. The channel of Wolf river cuts through it, and it is at 
the mouth of Wolf that the only practicable place for the 


erection of public buildings can be found in the harbor of 


Memphis. This bank is of recent formation, and is at low 
water dry and firm. When the building of Memphis was 
commenced, in 1819, the channel of the river ran close to 
the bluff bank, and the steamboat landing at low water was 
then at the mouth of Wolf. In 1820,the river forced for it- 
self a new passage at a. place some miles above, which gave 
a different. direction to the channel; an eddy was formed 
where the main current ran previously ; and the deposite com 
menced, which has made the batture what it now appears. 
It is. stated by respectable citizens of the place, that for one 
or two years past the batture has gained nothing in ‘surface, 
but that every overfiow raises it from six to twenty inches 
higher. To reclaim the part embraced in the site, it would 
be necessary to levee the outer edge of it, and drive piles of 
great length at low water, from the termination of the 
Causeway that forms its southern boundary, up the river, to 
the mouth of Wolf; and up the south side of Wolf as far as 
the limits of the yard; and also around the triangle on the 
north side of Wolf. It could then be filled up by the earth 
removed in grading the hill above it, and with material from 
other parts of the bank; or hy the natural deposite of the 
river, which could be admitted at high water for the pur- 
pose. The cost of grading the bluff, and raising the entire 
site above all overflow, is estimated at $28,920. 


Mr. B. said it would be seen by this report, that 
below the site marked for the depot is a bank, or 
batture, which at high water has but twelve feet 
water. They say that the cost of grading the bluff, 
and raising the entire site above all overflow, is es- 
timated at $28,920. Now he (Mr. B.) could show 
that this estimate was entirely erroneous. It fell 
far short of what would be the actual,cost of pre- 
paring the site. There aré 82acres of batture to be 
raised at least 12 feet to be always above the highest 
rise of water. In those 82 acres, (there being 4,840 
yards to the acre,) there are 396,880‘ yards, which, 
multiplied by 4, being for the 12 feet depth of filling 
up for the 82 acres, produces 1,587,520 yards. 

his number of yards, at a cost of 10 cents per 
yard, gives an agewegate of $158,752, which was 
something like what would be the actual cost to 
the: government in preparing the site. 

Mr. B. spoke at some length of the unfitness of 
Memphis as a site for the depot. He also alluded 
to the unsettled state of the titles to the lands pro- 
posed to be selected; and maintained that the gov- 
ernment, after expending millions there, might be 
dispossessed of the property. But in what he said, 
he did not wish to be considered as being opposed 
in any case to the establishment of the depot at 
Memphis. If, on the examination and survey pro- 
posed, it should be decided that that was the best 
point, he would vote a million, if necessary, to that 
object. But he would never vote a cent until there 
had been a scientific examination. 


Mr. FOSTER observed that the senator from Il- 
linois had said he had no prejudice against Mem- 
his; but, perhaps, he was not without strong pre- 
Filections in favor of that El Dorado of Illinois, the 
famous city of Cairo. He took it for granted the 
senator’s affections lay there. But what sort of 
site for a naval depot could a place afford, which, 
for a great portion of the year, was twenty feet un- 
der water? Mr. F., with much sarcasm, depicted 
the necessity of raising such a site by a twenty-feet 
wooden barricade against the world of waters inun- 
dating it from both the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
before dven a foundation could be laid for a naval 
depot. : 

n allysion to the plea of economy urged by the 
senator from Illinois, Mr. F. wondered that it had 
not been considered when his favorite measure was 
up yesterday—the bill appropriating $400,000 for 
continuing the Cumberland road. But he was not 
disposed to dwell -upon that point; for this was not 
a question of dollars and cents. It was a measure 
of great national policy, the expediency and neces- 
sity for which had long since been argued and de- 
cided. : 

The question seemed to him to be one of location 
—whether Memphis or Cairo should be chosen; 
and, with a view of testing that question, Mr. F., 
at considerable length, reviewed the arguments 
urged for and against each. In summing up these 


arguments, Mr. F. came to the conclusion that the | 


immense advantages which presented themselves in 
favor of Memphis, and the insurmountable objec- 
tions which existed with regard to Cairo, left not a 
particle of doubt as to the choice that should be 
made. ‘The senator from Illinois, in quoting the 
report of the commissioners appointed to make a 
survey of the harbor of Memphis, had chosen pas- 
sages most unfavorable to the proposition of select- 
ing it as a site for a naval depot; but if the whole 
report had been read, it would be found that the 
opinion of the commissioners 1s very decided that 
there are no objections which can be urged against 
the selection of that point, which do not exist 
against any other point on the Mississippi niver, 
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suitable for the erection of a naval depot; whilst 
it is forcibly shown that, not only in the opinion of 
the commissioners, but in the opinion of a compe- 
temt and experienced engineer chosen by the city of 
Memphis, there is a very decided advantage in that 
site not to be met with at any oiher point—the ad- 
vantage of a great and important water power. He 
quoted from the report the following passage: 

‘Water power may he obtained, if necessary, by cutting 
a canal from a point about 1} miles distant,on Wolf river. 
A report and plan of the route, by Col. D. Morrison, made 
at the request of the mayor and aldermen of Memphis, ac- 
companies this report. We have visited the location and 
examined the line, and are satisfied with its practicability. 

‘Mr. F. then referred to Col. Morrison’s report to 
show that the canal required to. make the water 
power available for drawing the machinery of a 
naval depot would be about „11 miles in length. 
The fall from Wolf river to the high water of the 
Mississippi would be 46.72 feet. He estimates 
the cost of cutting the canal at $50,000. It would 
give 34 feet fall as a propelling power; and the 
power would be equal to 2,740 horse power. This 
power, after all deductions, he estimates to be worth 
to the government $137,000 per annum. 

Mr. F. commented at some length upon the su- 
perior advantages presented by this location for the 
site of the proposed southwestern naval depot. He 
regretted that the senator from Illinois, in his zeal 
for Cairo, had thought it necessary to make such 
an attack as he had made upon Memphis. 


Mr. BREESE denied that he had made any at- 
tack upon Memphis. He had only read the report 
of the commissioners who had niade the survey of 
the proposed site. His objection was, that a scien- 
tific examination had not been made by competent 
engineers of the government, as well as by a board 
of naval officers. If a proper examination by a 
competent engineer, and a favorable report, with 
suitable estimates, were made to Congress, pointing 
out that the site at Memphis was the best which 
could be selected, he would cheerfully go with the 
senator from Tennessee in support of the proposi- 
tion. Buteven with regard to the report of the 
commissioners, he could not see that in it there was 
any decided expression of opinion in favor of Mem- 
phis above any other point. The report says, in 
substance, that wharves cannot be advantageously 
constructed there. It says the soil is an alluvial de- 
posite, liable to cave or wash away. It says that Wolf 
river cannot be entered with boats at a low stage of 
water. It says laborers may be procured, and, it is 
presumed, as low as in any portion of the country; 
but they must be brought from the upper country. 
And with respect to the water power, the value of 
which is so much dwelt upon—the report says: “It 
is believed that a right of way for this canal would be 
given to government,” &c. And with regard to the 
health of Memphis, which, when first settled, “had 
a very bad reputation,” the report says, ‘‘it appears 
to have greatly improved,” but “the winter is said 
to be the most unhealthy season, when pleurisies 
and other diseases incident to a variable temperature 
are prevalent.” Asto the site it says: “The build- 
ing lots are owned by various individuals, some of 
whom are at this time absent; some parts belong to 
the city, while to other parts there are conflicting 
claims;” yet the mayor and aldermen “undertake 
to sell the site to the United States for $20,000;” 
(823 acres.) In conclusion, the commissioners say: 
“This particular location is excellent for a building 
yard; but is, perhaps, scarcely sufficiently accessi- 
ble for vessels in need of repairs.”, Now, in all this, 
there was. nothing decisively favorable; on the con- 
trary, the great care taken in the choice of expres- 
sions, shows that a decided opinion of that nature 
was cautiously avoided. Paes: 

On the whole, his proposition was, that 
the Senate had not that sort of decided 
evidence before it which would justify the vote 
of an appropriation of $100,000; the outlay of 
which would probably involve the government in 
an outlay of millions at a location- which might ul- 
timately prove unsatisfactory, if not useless. He 
should decline following the senator from Tennessee 
through the various topics which he had thought fit 
to introduce into his remarks. He had little more 
to say at present than to urge the Senate, before it 
Laan any further in this matter, to call for more 
ight—more satisfectory information—for a practi- 
cal engineer’s report and specifications—and for the 
examination of other sites.. He referred. to the Sen- 
ate document (196,) “relating to an examination. 
and survey of some point at or near the confluence 
of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, witha view te 


ter says: ` ‘ 


The local pects Dad of this place [Cairo] have been so 
clearly set forth by disinterested individuals, that it- is un- 
cessary to discuss them otherwise than b: quoting their au-, 
thority. Before capitalists would consent to-loan theirmoney. 
on the security of property at Cairo, they employed two 
eminent engineers—William Strickland, an American, and 
Richard C. Taylor, an Englishman—carefully to examine 
the site, and make report as to its local advantages, and the 
practicability of raising up a large city there. They: per- 
formed the service in 1838, and reported the following facts: ' 
That at the lowest stage of the water, the elevation of the — 
land at and near ghe confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, is from thirty to thirty-five feet. That some points 
of land in the site are above the highest floods, and that 
the average overflow, on such occasions, is from four to five 
feet: That the Ohio river affords an excellent harbor, with 
an ordinary current of but one mile an hour: That the tex- 
ture and solidity of the banks are as firm and secure as any. ` 
other positions for building between it and the rocky forma» : 
tions higher up the streams: That it is surrounded by; 
the best of timber and bituminous coal. And after 
enumerating many other advantages of this spot, they 
conclude by saying: There is not, in any quarter of the | 
globe, a situation so commanding and replete with every kind 
of produce and materials to promote the prosperity of the 
merchant, the skill of the mechanic, and the growth of a - 
great city. f 


Mr. FOSTER inquired if the Mr. Strickland who 
was a party in that report, was noi interested in 
some way or other in propetty at Cairo? 

Mr. BREESE said Me was not; he had been mere- 
ly employed as an engineer to examine into the ca- 
pabilities of the site for agreat city. Mr. B. then 
resumed the reading of the document: i 


J. Freeman, principal engineer of the Central railroad of 
Illinois, in a report dated 24th December, 1838, giving red- 
sons for locating the depot of the road on the Ohio river at 
this place, says: Bee 

“The gentleness of the current, and the unvarying depth 
of Water, at once make it as good a harbor as can be de- - 
sired, n 

“The earth is firm and dry, and fully capable of sustain« 
ing the weight of any mass of buildings which could be 
crowded thereon. í : 

“During high water, there is very life current out of the 
channel of the river; and, as the grade line is established at ` 
such an elevation that it cannotbe overtopped, there is no, 
danger to be apprehended from the destruction of the em- 
bankment. d 

“The termination ofthe Central railroad is the most re- 
markable point in the West. Itis undeniably the head of 
low water navigation for vessels of large size, &c.” 

* * * x * * + 


Testimonials to the importance of this place in a commer- 
cial pomt of view, and as a site forthe proposed western 
naval depot, might be greatly multiplied; but it is not es- 
sential to the present object, which is merely to solicit æ 
thorough inguiry. 

It is only necessary to add that about 1,200 acres of land, 
embraced in the corporate limits of the city, are now en-' 
closed in a levee rising four feet above the highest floods, 
constructed on the Ohio river front, by hauling the earth 
back, thus graduating the bank from low water to the to 
of the levee, and forming a landing which, when paved, will 
not be excelled on the western waters; that the waters of 
Cash river, which is about four miles north of the city, ma: 
be brought in by a canal, easily dug through a country al- 
most entirely level, and will afford an ample supply for 
dockage. Iam informed that it is now in contemplation, b 
an independent company, to construct adam across Cash 
river, and, by acanal, bring its waters to a basin or reservoir: 
in the city, capable of docking six or eight of the largest 
class steamboats at one time, and from thence locking into 
the Ohio river. About forty miles north, there are inex- 
haustible beds of excellent bituminous coal, which, when 
the railroad is completed thus far, can be delivered on the 
levee cheaper than it can be from boats on the river. 

In adverting to the proceedings looking to the establish 
ment of the naval depot and dock yard at Memphis, it is not 
intended to disparage that place, but simply to preseut es- 
tablished facts, and show the justice, as well as policy of 
further inquiry, before the government shall commence ex- 
pensive public works. Scarcely an argument is urged in 
favor of Memphis which does not obviously apply with 
equal force to Cairo; and there arc some points on which 
the latter will be found to possess decided ‘advantages. 
Both are on the great highway from the valleys ofthe Ohio, 
Mississippi,and Missouri, to New Orleans; but Cairo has 
the advantage of being also on the great highway from the 
valley of the Ohio to the valleys of the upper Mississippi 
and Missouri. Perhaps twice as much trade will thus pass 
Cairo as will pass Memphis. Both are on perpetual steam- 
boat navigation; but Cairo is at its head—the very point at 
which the flats and small craft descending the Tennessee, 
the Cumberland, the Wabash, the Ohio, the upper Missis- 
sippi, &c., will find it most convenient to discharge their 
cargoes, and break up or return. Almost everything which 
goes to Memphis must pass Cairo; andit will be.more agree- 
able, as well as profitable for the farmers, ironmasters, lum- 
permen, &c., onthe rivers which come down from Tennes- 
seé, Kentucky, and other States above; to find a market at 
Cairo, than be subjected to a further voyage of 160 miles to 
reach Memphis. fot 
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The harbor at Memphis ‘has a current: of:five milés an 

hour; that of Cairo: one mile.. ` $ 

he only site on which a navy-yard can be built at Mem- 
phis “has, at kigh water, from six to twelve eet upon it;” 
the site at Cairo has, at high water, about five feet on it. 

The site at Memphis is of recent formation, and obviously 
not firm enough forthe foundation of heavy buildings; at 
Cairo,‘the bank of the-Ohio has undérgone no material al- 
teration for a century, and the soil is firm enough to sustain 
as many buildings as'‘can be crowded on it. 

At Memphis, one set in the change of the current has 
caused the formation of the proposed site for the navy-yard; 
by another change, it may be cut away as rapidly -as it 
formed. At Cairo, no such changes are known in the cur- 
rent of the Ohio. . 

From May to October, 1843, the channel at Memphis, 
above the mouth of Wolf river, filled up six feet, and below 


the mouth three feet. At Cairo no such incidents are known , 


in the channel of the Ohio. 


At Memphis, theré must be a levee from nineto fifteen - 


feet high, to raise the landing above high water, anda pro- 
portional filling up within. At Cairo the levee need be 
but eight feet, and the filling up proportionally less, and the 
levee already finished, or nearly so. 

The site at Memphis cannot be made secure against the 
caprices of the Mississippi, unless it be surrounded on two 
sides by piles, which, to. raise them three. feet above low 
water, must be at least twenty-eight feet long above the 
hard pan under the bed of the ‘river, into which they must 
be driven; and whether that pan be rock, or any other sub- 
stance into which piles can be driven, has not, yet ‘been as- 


certained. AtCairo, no piles are necessary, and all the ex-~ 


pense of such a precaution, andall danger from their giv- 
ee way, may be entirely avoided. 

“As to healthfulness, it is not doubted that Cairo will com- 
pare ‘advantageously with Memphis, and, as to power for 
manufacturing, it is doubtful whether, from the cheapness 
of coal and other circumstances, steam at Cairo would not 
be cheaper than water power at Memphis. 

Mr. B. further said that, although the site at 
Memphis had been examined by naval officers, it 
had not been actually surveyed by a competent en- 
gineer of the government;%nd, therefore, he thought 
it. was wrong to make any appropriation for com- 
mencing a work which might prove to be too hasti- 
ly entered upon, and should hereafter have to be 
abandoned. Even should the site be approved by 
an engineer, the title to it was doubtful and in dis- 
pute. Was it proper, under such circumstances, to 
proceed with this measure as if surveys, estimates, 
and proof of title were all before the Senate, and 
were unobjectionable? He hoped he would not be 
misunderstood as undervaluing or disparaging 
Memphis. Such was not his purpose. He only 
pointed out the path of prudence and safety. 


Mr. FOSTER asked if he was to understand the 
senator from Illinois as saying that the city of Cairo 
contained 2,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. BREESE said that in 1841 it did. 

Mr. FOSTER observed, then all I have to say is, 
that Cairo was, but Cairo is not; for I can safely 
appeal to the senator from Arkansas, if I am not 
correct in estimating its present inhabitants at less 
than 20; and I believe they are all on board the 
wharf-boat which lies at the landing. 

Mr. SEVIER. There is a tavern there. 

M. FOSTER. Yes, there is a tavern, and it has 
a bell; but it is a bell that is never rung; for, alas! 
there ig none to respond to the call. i 

Mr. F. then proceedsa to read another report fa- 
vorable to the choice of Memphis as a site for the 
dock yard and depot. He contended that the title 
to the site was neither doubtful, nor likely to lead 
to litigation, as the city authorities of Memphis 
were ready to guaranty it to the government. The 
public mind he considered a good index to the site 
most appropriate for the projected dock-yard and 
naval depot, and the public mind had settled down 
in favor of Memphis. 


Mr. TAPPAN presumed that if a naval depot 
was to be built at Memphis, the mouth of Wolf riv- 
er would beas good a site as anyin the neighbor- 
hood; but he was quite certain five hundred as good 
sites could be selected between Memphis and the 
Gulf of Mexico as at the mouth of Wolf river. 
Mr. T. then proceeded to show that there was great 
unsafety and danger in trusting to a guaranty of 
title from any third party, such as the city of Mem- 
phis, Under such circumstances, even if Memphis 
was all it was represented to be, it was not proper to 
lay out the public money upon a disputable title. 


Mr. FOSTER was here understood to say that 
the guaranty could be made good by a suitable pro- 
vision in the bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN objécted altogether to such mode 
of doing business. But he had an insuperable ob- 
jenon to selecting this or any similar site, for he 

believed it was the first time any one ever heard of 
a naval depot and dock-yard being built eight hun- 
dred miles from the ocean. A naval depot should 
be calculated for repairs.as well as for the construc- 
tion of vessels, and should be in such vicinity to the 
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‘ocean as to afford easy and immediate access to it. . 


ae 


He had no doubt every.gentleman would be pleased 
to gratify: his constituents by. obtaining an appropri- 
ation of public money to be expended among them; 
but this. was not -likely to be satisfactory to other 
gentlemen in whose States more appropriate sites 
existed., ae oct 

Mr. PEARCE observed that he should have said 
nothing on this occasion ‘but for one objection which 
struck him, and he would state it. e believed it 
was desirable-to have suitable naval depots; but the 
objection to either Memphis or Cairo was, that they 
would not be suitable sites from the want of water; 
for he believed, according to all the reports, there 
was a portion of the year in which there was but 
seven feet of water in the channel of either place. 
This was an insuperable objection. Vessels of war 
should be built or repaired where they would at all 
times have sufficient water to be floated to the ocean. 
He thought the senator from Illinois ought to shape 
his amendment so as to direct “some suitable place” 
to be selected. 

Mr. BREESE accepted the modification. He 
confessed he had felt greatly surprised at the argu- 
ment of the senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarran.] He 
had anticipated that senator’s disapproval of the lo- 
cation in the bill, but he had not calculated on being 
hacked in the way he had been by him, as to the 
propriety of establishing a navy-yard in the West. 

Mr. FOSTER, imagining that on a mere amend- 
ment it was necessary to stick to the text, had not 
considered it in order to enter upon the general mer- 
its of the question of establishing a dock-yard and 
naval depot as nearly in the heart of the country as 
navigation would permit, or he would have risen to 
reply to the remarks of the senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Tarran.) Mr. F. then proceeded at considerable 
length to refute the objections urged as to the impro- 
priety of selecting a site 800 miles from the sea. He 
pointed out many grounds on which the affirma- 
tive of the proposition might be triumphantly sus- 
tained. 

Asto the objection urged by the senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Pearcx,] that there are seasons of 
the year in which there are but seven feet of water 
in the channel of the river, he did net know what 
answer to give, because there was no argument on 
that point applicable to Memphis that would not ap- 
piy to the whole river—even to the mouth, at the 

alize. But, instead of building ships of war 25 
feet deep, as in former days, the object now is to 
build iron steamships of war not exceeding 13 feet 
in depth; and it was found that no difficulty grew 
out of getting vessels of that depth over a channel 
affording but half that depth of water. This was 
done by camels, or cylinders placed beside the ves- 
sel, and exhausted of air, lifting up the vessel, and 
buoying it high enough to be floated over a channel 
of not more than five feet in depth of water. 

Mr. F. next adverted to the vast expenditures of 
the public money on the North and East, and the 
generosity with which the West and South had al- 
ways voted such appropriations. There was a coast 
of 2,000 miles of the southern States, on which not 
a dollar of the public money had ever yet been 
spent. It was time now to do something—now was 
the time fo begin to do something for the South. 
From Norfolk to the Sabine, with the exception of 
some trifling fortifications at Charleston, &c., and 
$100,000 granted for a naval depot at Pensacola, 
nothing—absolutely nothing—had been done for the 
South, The gulf was left so defenceless that one 
British man-of-war could sweep the whole of our 
commerce from it. There was not a sand-bank in 
the gulf that did not bear the British flag; and was 
this government to look on coolly and do nothing? 
Surely it was time to begin to do something. 

The amendment, as modified, was then read. It 
was shaped so as to embrace “some suitable point 
on the Mississippi river for a dock-yard and naval 
depot.” 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to postpone the bill for 
the present. The two senators who had taken such 
a leading part in the discussion of the bill had, he 
believed, suid enough to convince the Senate that 
neither Memphis nor Cairo wasa suitable point for 
selection as a site for the navy yard desired. Some 
further- consideration was certainly desirable, and 
therefore he moved the postponement. But there 
was another reason why the bill should be laid over 
—neither of the senators from Mississippi was in 
his place. It wasdue to them to let them have an 
opportunity of expressing their views. 

r. FOSTER did not want to be understood as 
resisting the motion; but he believed the senators 
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from Mississippi would be with him if present, and 
he thought the Senate as well prepared now to act 
upon the bill as it ever would be. 

The bill was then postponed till to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; and 
after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 4, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday having been read, _ 
The SPEAKER announced that the first business 
in order was the motion to reconsider the vote on 
the rejection of the bill to direct the sales of the lead 
mines in Illinois, lowa, and Wisconsin. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 


On motion by Mr. COLES, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
WELLER in the chair. The committee then resuméd 
the consideration of the bill regulating the pay ofthe 
army, and for other purposes. 


Mr. COLES, who had the floor, expressed the 
strong objections he entertained for the bill. It 
would fail, he said, to accomplish what it prom- 
ised; and would produce so much difficulty and 
confusion in the army as must inevitably lead to its 
repeal. Mr. C. objected particularly to the hurried 
manner in, which it was proposed to pass this bill, 
without sufficient information, and without sufficient 
deliberation; and referred to the inconveniences 
which had heretofore been produced by hasty legis- 
lation in relation to the army and navy as an argu- 
ment why this bill should not be passed. Mr. C. 
also referred to several sections in the bill, such as 
those relating to. the quartermasters, the second 
lieutenants, and the pay of the higher officers, to 
show that the-bill not only would produce great in- 
equalities, but conflict with the organization of the 
peace establishment. He went on to show, also, 
that the bill, while it professed to place the officers 
on certain fixed salaries, did not touch those extra 
allowances for fuel and quarters, transportation, 
courts martial, and contingencies, which had-here~ 
tofore been the cause of so much complaint. Mr. 
C. said he would now explain to the committee 
the provisions uf the bill he proposed to offer as a 
substitute. 

He went into certain statements to show the ex- 
isting inequalities, observing that assistants in some 
departments have higher pay than the principals in 
others. He thea proceeded to explain the provis- 
ions of the bill which he had prepared on this sub- 
ject. 

Various explanations were made by Mr. COLES 
and Mr. BLACK of South Carolina, on points of 
difference in the reforms suggested. 


Mr. BLACK replied to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. pes at some length, and to occasional 
interrogatories of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK, the 22d section was 
amended so as to render its meaning more clear and 
explicit. 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
whole of that clause, and negatived. 

Mr. BLACK offered an amendment. to the 25th 
section. 

After some remarks from Messrs. E. J. BLACK 
and J. R. INGERSOLL, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON offered an amendment to the 
amendment. ; 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the evil he wanted to 
correct was, that officers located here in Washing- 
ton had been getting dragoon pay, while the officers 
of the same grade, wading knee deep in Florida, 
had been getting artillery and infantry pay. 

Mr. COLES said that his object was to put other 
officers on the same footing as the favored class of 
quartermasters. He was, therefore, in favor of the 
provision that, where the duties of an officer shall 
require him to be mounted, the President may allow 
him forage for his horses. 

The amendment of Mr. Cave Jounson was then 
adopted; and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HALE offered an amendment to the 18th 
section, which was received and adopted by gen- 
eral consent, providing that the musicians, as well 
as the soldiers, shall have a dollar a month, in addi- 
tion to their monthly pay of $6, retained for them, 
tobe paid over at the end of their term of enlists 
ment, l : 
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: - [Continued from No. 30. : 
> Mr. HOLMES submitted the following amend- 
ment: ; : 

Be it enacted; That hereafter no officer or private soldier 
inthe army of the United States shall be compelled to at- 
tondany public religious worship, where the doctrines of 
the church to which said officer or soldier may be attached 
are opposed to such form of worship. 

Mr. H. explained that his-reason for offering this 
amendment was, that several cases had occurred in 
which Roman Catholics had been compelled to at- 
tend Protestant places of worship, which they were 
conscientiously opposed to; and, in one case, a sol- 
dier, for persisting in refusing to enter a church, to 
the religious tenets of which he was opposed, was 
marched back to the barracks, and there put into 
confinement, to await his tral by a court-martial. 
While he approved of the soldiers attending places 
of religious worship, yet he thought that, where a 
man entertained ‘conscientious scruples against en- 
tering a particular church, he ought not to be com- 
pelled to do so. - ; 

„Mr. PETTIT offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: ` i 

Provided, That no officer, soldier, or sailor in the service 

‘of the United States shall be compelled to attend upon any 
form of religious worship. $ 

Mr. P. addressed the committee in support of his 
amendment, and expressed his objections to a sol- 
dier being compelled to go to church at all. os 

A message was received from the Senate by. the 
hands of A. Dickens, esq., informing the House 
that the Senate’ had’ passed various bills, amongst 
which were the bill making appropriations for the 
West Point Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1845, and a bill making ap- 
propriationa, for the fortifications of the. United 

tates for the same period, the latter with an amend- 
ment, 

.Mr. PETTIT then resumed his speech, and 
spoke at some length in support of his views on the 
subject under discussion, 

` Mr. J, A. BLACK opposed the amendment. 

Mr. HALE proposed to modify the amendment, 
and spoke in favor of his proposition. The consti- 
tution of the United States provided that Congress 
should pass no law respecting the establishment of 
religion; and believing that Congress had no power 
to compel anybody to attend any form of religious 
worship, he was opposed to the latter clause. of the 
amendment, and therefore had proposed to strike it 
out, That religion alone was true and acceptable 
which came from the heart; and hence he was o 

osed to religion being a part of the soldier’s drill. 

he Christian religion did not depend on the aid of 
the sword or of legislation; and he was, in conse- 
quence, opposed to its being made a part of military 
discipline. es 

Mr. HUNT of New York regretted that a propo- 

‘sition had been offered to the House which could 
serve as a pretext for the exhibition of blasphemy, 
and the ridicule of the Christian religion, to which 
they had been compelled to listen, from the gentle- 
man from Indiana. He did not conceive it to be ne- 
‘cesgary to say a word in defence of the Christian 
religion, after the manifestation of the feeling of the 
House on Saturday last; but he expressed the hope 
that the proposition which had. been submitted 
would not receive the countenance of the commit- 
tee. k 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire, and it was 
negatived, as was also the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. The question: recurred on the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carrolina. 

Mr. CARROLL rose, but not because he appre- 
hended any danger existed of the adoption of the 
amendment: he.rose to say that he-did not deem 
such a regulation necessary, for he could not con- 

‘ceive that any officer would violate the conscience of 
any soldier by compelling his attendance on a form 
of religious worship to which he was consvientious- 

-ly opposed. He had risen also to express the great 

mortification he felt at the attack upon religion to 

-which they had listened. "Was it believed by any 
member of that House that the influences of the 
Christian religion were not as salutary upon our sol- 
diers and our sailors as upon the private citizens of 
this country? He hoped no such opinion existed 
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there; for. the influences of the Christian religion 


` were béneficial to every class. 


It took away from temptations to vice in private, 
and still. more did.it do so in the army;. and just in 
proportion as it was observed, would the “bravery, 
the discipline, the regard for virtue in every respect, 
be promoted. The history of the world was con. 
clusive upon this point.: Wherever the system had 
extended, its benefits were manifest; and just in pro- 
portion as its observance could be inculcated in the 
army, just in that proportion would vice be dimin- 
ished. He did not propose to detain the committee, 
but merely to express his hope that the amendment 
would be rejected. 

The question upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment was then taken and decided inthe negative, 

Mr. BLACK moved that the committee rise, and 
report the bill. ‘ i 

r. COLES said, before the committee rose, ‘he 
would redeem the pledge which he had given by of- 
fering a substitute for the whole bill. He would 
not detain the committee with a'speech, but would 
merely say that his bill proposed a reduction more 
extensive than that.of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, and would effect a retrenchment of more 


. than a quarter of a million of dollars, 


The bill proposed to be substituted was read by 
the Clerk. $ 

“Upon the question for the adoption of the amend- 
ment, tellers were demanded, but were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill as 
amended; and 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved the previous question; 
and, on seconding his motion, the votes were count- 
ed, and were—71 in the affirmative, and 12 in the 
negative—not a quorum. 

Tellers were then demanded; and the votes having 
been counted, were reported to be 66 in the afirma- 
tive, and 51 in the negative. 

The previous. question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

The amendments reported by the Committee of 
the Whole were agreed to, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

_ The bill was then read a third time; and the ques- 
tion being on its passage, the yeas and nays were 
called for, and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 109, nays 36, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bid- 
lack, James. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob „Brinkerhof, Brodhead, William J. 
Brown, Bufiington, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clingman, Cross, Cullom, 
Dana, Daniel, Darrah, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dick- 
inson, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, MeCon- 
nell, McDowell, McYlvaine, Edward J. Morris, Norris, 
Owen, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Rockwell, 
Rogers, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Senter, Severance, 
Simons, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith; Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, ‘Tilden, Tucker, Wel. 
ler, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
Wright—109. s 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnard, Brengle, Carroll, Causin, Chap- 
pell, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, 
Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Foot, Hopkins, Charles J, 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Maclay, “Marsh, Morse, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rod- 
ney, Spence, Summers, Sykes, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, and William Wright—36. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the vote just taken, and called for the’ previous 
question, under the operation of which the motion 
was rejected. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to suspend the rules. for 
the purpose of going into, Committee of the Whole 
to take up the bill creating a new collection district 
in Maine. . 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman to withdraw 
his motion, to allow the question to be taken on 


printing the reports made yesterday on the Massa-. 


chusetts resolutions, which question had been post- 
poned until to-day. - 


Mr. HAMLIN said he would do so with great 
per but that he felt a great desire to get up. the. | 


ill he had just named, and, as it would not take 


-could make his motion after 


motion, and it was rejected; >- 


-might be taken on the 
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at bill, the, gentlemah 
c wards: 0. ee, 
The question was then ‘taken on Mr. Hamun’s © 


five minutes to dispose’ of t 


: DRUMMOND LIGHT. > 4 80: 

The SPEAKER said that. the. first’ business: be- 
fore the House was the report and resolution of 
the Committee on Public Buildings, providing for 
the lighting of the hall of the House with the Drum- 
mond light. ` ep 3 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to present:a 
minority report upon the subject of the tariff; but 
objections were made, and the report was notre- ` 
ceived. > ` f ; ee 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and decided in the negative—yeas 60, 
nays 88. gee Os 

o the resolution was rejected. - 


THE. MASSACHUSETTS RESOLUTIONS, 
Mr. ADAMS now again asked that the question, 
; rinting of the several re- 
ports of the Select Committee on the Resolutions of 
the Massachusetts Legislature in favor of such an 
alteration of the constitution as would prevent slave 
representation; and on this he called for the yeas 
and nays. - et 3 
Mr. BURT called. for the reading of the report 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ELMER objected. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE ‘took. it that, if one. report 
were read, the others would be expected: to be. read 
too, and thus many hours. would be consumed; he 
would therefore suggest that the question.should be 
postponed to a future day, when the House could. 
commence this business at an earlier hour... 

The SPEAKER par the question on the reading, 
and it was negatived. ~ : Peta MS 

The SPEAKER then put the question on print- 
ing the reports. Ee x 

r. DROMGOOLE inquired if the motion em- 
braced all the reports, of which he understood there 
were five or six. 7 ; 

The SPEAKER replied in the afirmative.. - 

The yeas and nays were then ordered and taken 
on the motion to print, and resulted thus: yeas 85, 
nays 60. f : 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Atkinson, Barnard, Bren- 
gle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Burke, Cary, Carroll, 
Causin, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Coliamer, Cullom, 
Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Dean, Dickey, Elmer, Far- 
lee, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harper, Henley, Hopkins, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kenne- 
dy, Leonard, Lewis, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McConnell, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Morse, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Emery D. Pottet, . Pratt, 
Ramsey, Charles M. Leed, Reding, Rockwell, Rodney, Ro- 
gers, Sample, Schenck, Sevérance, Thomas Smith, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Wil 
liams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A, Wright—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, James A. Black, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapinan, Augustus. A. Chapman, Chilton. Clinch, Cross, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ellis, Ficklin, 
French, Willis Green, Haralson, Hardin, Hays, Herrick, 
Holmes, Houston, Hubard; Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, 
Preston King, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Newton, Payne, 
Peyton, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Rhett, St.John, 
Saunders, Senter, Simons, Slidell; Robert’ Smith, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tucker, Wentworth, and 
Woodward—60. N 


So the reports were ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the rules were 
suspended for the purpose of disposing of the busi- 
ness on the Speaker's table. ae 

The following executive communications: were 


laid before the House: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report 
as to why the resolutions offered by Mr. Surexps on the 3d 
of March, 1843, and by Mr. Reusen Crapman at the present 
session, in relation to the cost of articles imported from 
foreign countries, have not been answered; which letter 
was ordered to be laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, as to the rule which 
has governed the Department of War in the selection of 
cadets for admission to the Military Academy at West Point 
for the year 1844. : : 

A lettet from the Postmaster General, transmitting—Ist. An 
abstract of the officers for carrying the mails made within 
the year preceding the Ist July, 1843. 2d. A report of alk 
such land and water mails as have been established within 
said year. 3d.-Of all contracts made for the transportation 


of the mail within the year aforesaid. dth, Of all addition- 
al allowances to contractors during said year. Sth.. Of cur- 
tailments of mail service and pay within the same time; 
which letterand report were referred to the Committee on 


the-Post Office and Post Roads. i i 


Alettėr from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
the amount of receipts inthe treasury during the present 
fiscal year from customs, from the sales of public lands, 
and from all other sources, together with an estimate of the 

ublic. receipts from the same sources during the remain- 
Fer of the fiscal year; which letter and statements were ot- 
dered to be laid upon the table. - ` PAEA 

The joint resolution for the adjournment of Con- 
gress on the 97th day of May next, was next in 
order. ; ‘ ~ > 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and proposed that the 

further consideration of the resolution be postponed 
until the 13th day of May. His proposition (he 
said) was, that the House should keep the resolu- 
tion within its power, until ey should be able to: 
determine whether they would be prepared to ad- 
journ on that day, or even Sooner, without giving 
any intimation of an intention to prolong the session 
beyond that time. He supposed the proposition in 
itself wasa reasonable one, being so directly in con- 
sonance with the state of the business; whereas, if 
the House were to determine at once upon an ad- 
journment, it would be binding upon them, no mat- 
ter what the state of the business might be, no mat- 
ter what obstacles might be thrown in the way of 
the completion of that business, by some members 
of the House. It was with this view that he sub- 
mitted the motion of postponement: 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the motion 
was debatable. : ‘ oe 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he was ae willing to 
take the question without debate. e then moved 
a call of the House. _ 

And upon this motion the yeas and nays were 
demanded and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 112, nays 29. ? ; 

The roll was then called, and it was ascertained 
that 169 members were present. 

The absentees having been called, 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that all further ro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with; which 
was carried—ayes 82, noes 71. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Drom- 
cooLg’s motion to postpone the further consideration 
of the resolution till the 13th of May, and decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 65, as folows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkinson, Edward J. Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Daniel, Dean, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Ficklin, French, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirk- 
patrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
MecCauslen,; McClelland, MeClernand, McDowell, McKay, 
Marsh, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, 
St. John, Sample, Saunders, Simons, Simpson, Slide), 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—91, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Bufting- 
ton, Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer, 
Cranston, Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dickinson, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, John P, Kennedy, McConnell, 
Melivaine, Edward J. Morris, Newton, Peyton, Klisha R. 
Potter, Charles M. Recd, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, Summers, 

Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—oo. 


The several bills received from the Senate were 


read twice, and appropriately referred to standing 
committees. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, asked permission to make a mi- 
nority report on the subject of the tariff. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved.a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to make the report. 

The motion was agreed to, and the rules were ac- 
cordingly suspended. 

Mr. INGERSOLL presented his report, and 
moved that as many copies be printed as of the ma- 
Jority report, hitherto ordered. 

r. WELLER objected. 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to make that motion. 

Some conversation ensued; after which the vote 
was taken: 73 voting in the affirmative, and 40 in 
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thè negative, being less than a majority of two- 


thirds. 


Mr. WHITE rose and called for the yeas and 


nays. . 

Objections were made to the call for the yeas and 

nays on the ground that it was made too late. | 

r. WHITE said it was not too late, for he ad- 
dressed the Chair before the vote was announced., 
~ Some conversation ensued; in the course of which 
it was understood that if the House now adjourned 
this subject would come up as unfinished business 
to-morrow. ; 

Mr. WINTHROP hoped the House would per- 
mit the report to be presented, as the tariff bill was 
expected. to be taken up on Tuesday next. 

he motion to print was agreed to, leaving the 
question respecting the extra numbers to go over as 
unfinished business. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. BRODHEAD: The memorial of William H° 
Knowles and sixty other citizens of Carbon county, Penn, 
sylvania, against a repeal or alteration of the tariff law o 
1842. Also, one of like import of John Merwine and thirty” 
seven other citizens of Mcnroe county, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Jonathan Barlow, 
Henry Essex, and other citizens of Rockland county, New 
York, asking Congress to impose on sewing needles a duty 
equal to twenty-five per cent. per. thousand; and on fancy 
needles (such as carpet, rug, looping, tacking,” surgeons’, 
and tape needles, and knitting pins) a duty of thirty per 
cent. ad valorem, to protect them from the strenuous efforts 
making by the foreign manufacturers and their agents in this 
country, to destroy their establishment in its infancy: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. s 

By Mr. PARMENTER: The petition of Wm. H. Simpson 
and one hundred and twenty-five others, of Framingham, 
Massachusetts, praying that the present tariff law- may re- 
main undisturbed. : 

By Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY: The memorial of Samuel 
Bigger, David Wallace, Lewis G. Thompson, and two 
hundred and eighty other citizens of Allen county, Indiana, 
praying Congress to appropriate the unsold lands in Indiana 
and Illinois for the improvement of the Wabash river, below 
the mouth of the Tippecanoe: referred to ihe Committée of 
the Whole House. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of the Mexican Gulf Rail- 
road company, for remission of duties on iron: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUGHES: The memorial of citizens of Platte and 
Livingston counties, Missouri, asking Congress to appro- 
priate money for the purpose of improving western rivers, 
St. Louis harbor, &c. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of the heirs of Sarah 
and James Craig, deceased, praying an allowance, under the 
provisions of the act of the 7th July, 1838, in consideration 
of the revolutionary services of their father: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of A. M. McDonald, Hugh 
Stevenson, and sixty others, citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference with the 
tariff of 1842. Also, the petition of Francis Daniel, Mark 
Thomas, and ninety others, of the same county and State; 
also, the petition of Daniel Karcher, James McKenna, and 
forty others, citizens of the same county and State; also, 
the petition of Morgan Bensinger, Nicholas Jones, and 
numerous others, citizens of the same county and State; 
alse, the petition of G. S. Parker, D. B. Epply, and thirty- 
five others, citizens of Dauphin county, Pemsylvania,—all 
protesting against any interference with the tariff of 1842. 

By Mr. WETHERED: A memorial from A. E. Walker 
and one hundred and fifty others, citizens of the neighbor- 
hood of Ellicott’s Mills, Maryland; remonstrating against 
any change in the present tariff law. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, April 5, 1844. 


Mr, BAYARD presented a memorial from Richard A. Gal- 
pin, praying thet an examination may be made of a plan 
prepared by him for the construction of a dry-dock. The 
petitioner desires that there should be an officia report upon 
it. The merit of the plan consist in dispensing with the 
expensive process of piling: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

My. SEMPLE presented a memorial from the mayor and 
aldermen of the city of Nauvoo, in Hancock county, Jllinois, 
praying that the powers and privileges of a territorial gov- 
ernment may be extended to that city: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, presented a petition from 3,419 citizens of Hancock 
county, Illinois, setting forth various grievances to which 
they have becu subjected,and praying that Congress may 
foe to them such relief as they think proper: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from Greenbury 
Griffin, praying compensation for a schooner captured by 
the British, during the late war, while employed in the gov- 
ernment service: referred the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a memorial from 300 employers and journeymen 
tailors in the city of Baltimore, praying Congress not to re- 
duce the duty on imported ready-made clothing: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, presented resolutions of the legislature of Maryland, 
urging upon Congress the propriety of making the bridges 
over the eastern branch of the Potomac free bridges: refer. 
red to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

Also, resolutions of the legislature of Maryland, proposing 


farther legislation for the security of masters whose slaveg 


have escaped, or may. escape, from their service: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance signed by a great 
number of the citizens of Troy, Orleans county, Vermont, 
solemnly protesting against the annexation of Texas, by 
treaty or any other mode, to the United States, as dangerous 
to the perpetuity of the Union,. Also, a petition, signed by 
a number of citizens of Hendrick, Vermont, of like import: 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. z 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented fifteen memorials from differ- 
ent parts of the State of Pennsylvania, very numerously 
signed, asking. that no change may be made in the existing 
tariff unless it was demonstrated, by ascertained facts, that 
such change was necessary: referred to the Committee on 


. Finance. 


Also, a memorial, signed by Tobias Harper Michell, of 
Waterford, Erie county, Pennsylvania, imploring Congress 
“that it will not, in any consideration assent to the fed- 
eral annexation the. Republic ‘of Texas with our United 
States:” referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial, signed by a large 
number of citizens of Crown Point, county of Essex, New 
York, remonstrating, in the most decided terms, against any 
alteration in the existing tariff: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a document, being a state- 
ment of facts in relation to a land warrant held by Col. Wm. 
Scott, and accompanied by a. prayer that the warrant may 
be located under the act of 1816: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. ` : 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was recommitted their adverse report on the petition of 
George Harrison, for commissions on certain disburse- 
ments, made another report adverse to the prayer of the 
petition; which was ordered to lie on the table. p 

Several adverse reports of standing committees on private 
claims were taken up and concurred in by the Senate, 

The resolution reported from the Committee on Claims, 
referring to the Secretary of the Treasury, with a view of 
eliciting information relative thereto, the application of 
Wareham Kingsley for the payment of a sum of money for 
furnishing stone to the United States under contract, wag 
taken up and adopted. > 

Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution; which, 
under the rule, lies one day on the table, viz: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quesicd to communicate to the Senate, if, in his opinion, 
compatible with the public interest, copies of all communi- 
cations received since the Tast adjournment of Congress from 
her Britannic Majesty’s government, either through her 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, or 
through the American minister to that court, indicating the 
purposes of that government, or its disposition, or its want 
of purpose or disposition to interfere in any way with the 
affairs of ‘Texas, or form any political connexion with that 
republic, together with copies of all answers to such com- 
munications. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolution; which, 
under the rule, lies one day on the table, viz: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate all such information (the 
publication of which will not be prejudicial to ee ser 
vice) as will show the situation of the claims of the citizens 
of the United States against the late republic of Colombia; 
whether there is any prospect of a settlement of the same; 
and whether te or is not necessary for Congress to adopt 
measures for the speedy assertion of the just rights of the 
claimants. 


‘The bill from the House regulating the pay of the army 
of the United States and for other purposes, was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


INDEMNITY TO OFFICERS AND SEAMEN WHO 
LOSE PROPERTY BY THE WRECK OF THE 


UNITED STATES VESSELS. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senaie took up for considera- 
tion the bill supplementary to the act entitled “Anact to 
regulate the pay of the navy of United States, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
so much of the first ‘section of the act entitled “An aét to 
regulate the pay of the navy,” approved the third of March, 
one thousand eight hundred and thirty-five, as provides that 
officers temporarily performing the duties belonging to 
those ofa higher grade shall receive the compensation al- 
lowed to such higher grade while actually so employed, 
and also the twelfth section ofthe act entitled “An act to 
regulate the pay of pursers and other officers of the navy,” 
approved August the twenty-sixth, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-two, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever any ship 
or vessel of the United States shall be lost, by shipwreck or 
otherwise, an allowance shall be made to the officers and 
crew ofsuch ship, for losses sustained by them, according 
to such scale and under such regulations as shall be estab- 
lished by the Navy Department: Provided, That the entire 
allowance to vach individual, in the respective grades, sholl 
not exceed the following sums, to wit: the sum of eight 
hundred dollars a captain; the sum of six hundred dollars to 
a commander; the sum of five hundred dollars to 
a lieutenant commanding; the sum of three hundred and 
fifty dollars to a lieutenant, surgeon, assistant surgeon, 
purser, captain or lieutenant of marines, chaplain, professor 
of rnathematios, sccretary to commander of squadron, or 
sailing master; the sum of two hundred dollars to a passed 
midshipman, master’s mate, midshipman, or clerk; the sum 
of one hundred dollars io a boatswain, gumer, sailmaker, 
or carpenter; the sum of twenty-five dellars to any petty of- 
ficer, sergeant, or corporal of marines; the sum of twenty 
dollars to a seaman or marine 3 and the sum of fiteen dollare 
toaboy: And provided, further, That by the sentence ofja 
court-martial, which shall be held to inquire into the loss 
of such ship or vessel, no blame shall attach to the appli- 
cant. i 

Src. 3: And be it further enacted, That the provision of the 


second section ‘of the act to which ‘this isa supplement, 
which allows ten cents per mile for travelling expenses, 
shall he deémed and taken te apply only to travelling when 
under orders, within the limits of the United States; and in 
all other cases of travelling, when under orders, ina foreign 
country, or of officers goiug upon or returning from foreign 
service, when under orders, or returning upon sick ticket, 


when in either case they cannot obtain passage in a public | 


vessel, the actual-and necessary travelling expenses, or the 
ustal and necessary passage money actually paid, shall be 
allowed, under such regulations as shall be established by 
the Navy Department. j 

Sec. d. And be it: further enacted, That the officers and 
crew ofthe United States'steam ship Missouri, and the ofti- 
cers and crew of the United States sloop of war Peacock, 
shall Ve entitled to the benefit of the provisions contained 
in the secon section of this act. - R 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the proviso to the 2d section $ 


was amended by striking out after the word “surgeon,” the 
words “assistant surgeon,” and to insert those words in the 
same proviso after the words “passed midshipman,” and to 


substitute for “seaman,” in the same proviso, the words ‘ 


“ordinary seamen, landsmen, musicians;” and also substitute 
$150 for $100, as the allowance to the boatswain, gunner, sail- 
maker, or carpenter. k 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, by the, 4th section of the 
vill, he found provision was made for the officers and crew 
of the sloop of war Peacock. That is, that the benefits of 


the 2d section of the bill were conferred upon them. ‘Phe - 


last proviso of the 2d section required that there shall be a 
court-martial to decide whether, in the loss of such ship or 
vessel, no blame attaches to the applicant for the benefits of 
that section. It was evident that the loss of the Peacock 
was one (according to the known facts) of such acharacter, 
that, by no possibility, could-blame attach to those on board 
that vessel. ‘To avoid any difficulty, therefore, to those on 
board that vessel in the obtainment of the benefits of the 2d 
section, he suggested to the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs the propriety of striking out that part requir- 
ing a court-martial to decide on the applications. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that this was a general bill, and 
it was proper that provision should be made for acourt-mar- 
tial. Ifit was the isolated case of the Peacock, such a pro- 


vision might not be necessary. The fourth section, howey- ` 


er, provided thal the crew ofthe Peacock shall be entitled to 
the benefits of the second section. There was nothing in it 
which made it imperative that applications of those on board 
that vessel should be decided by a court-martial. If the sen- 
ator from Ohio, however, desired it, he could move an 
amendment, making the last proviso to the second section 
inapplicable to the crew of the Peacock 

Mr. TAPPAN preferred that the chairman of the Naval 
Committee [Mr, Bavaro] should make the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that he would rather not make 
any such amendment: It would be in the power of the Sec- 
retary to order a court-martial or not, in his discretion. It 
would cost the officers and crew of the Peacock nothing to 
subject their conduct to the investigation of a court-martial. 
It was necessary to preserve that condition as a general pro- 
vision. It was sound, he believed, as a general provis- 
jon. There was some diversity of opinion, at ‘any rate, as 
to the loss of that vessel; and to subject those on board to 
the conditions of a court-martial, would entirely exempt 
them from blame, if they were blameless. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that there were those on board 
the Peacock who lost valuable libraries, who should be en- 
titled to some relief for such loss—as much so as the officers 
and seamen. If provision was made for the losses of any 
on board, it should be made also for those cases. There 
was no law at present which compelled the Secretary to 
order a court-martial; but the practice had been, he be- 
lieved, where there was.any doubt, to make such an order. 
When there was no doubt in the mind of that officer, not 
only that those concerned were entirely free from blame, 
but used exertion to prevent the loss of that vessel, no court 
ought to be instituted. Those on board that vessel had 
been already exculpated; it would therefore be incurring a 
useless expense to the government to order a court-martial. 
He thought it was wrong to require the head ofthe depart- 
ment, against his own judgment, to order one. He suggest- 
ed these things to the chairmanof the Naval Committee. 
He had no. disposition to interfere with the bill; but he be- 
lieved it was but just that some provisions should be made 
for the losses of the scientific men. 

Mr, BAYARD had no objection that the scientific. men 
should be provided for. - ‘This was, however, a general bill, 
prospective in its nature, and special cases of that charac- 
ter could not, well be provided for. Provision could be made 
in a separate bill for the scientific men. The second section 
of the bill expressly provides that the officers and crew shall 
be entitled to the benefits of a court-martial—not that there 
must be a court-martial. This general provision was intro- 
duced by the advice of a high and experienced naval officer. 
He sent the bill to Commodore Morris, and the amendments 
he (My. B.) sent to the chair, were suggested by him. . The 
general texture and character of the bill met his approba 
tion; and the provision for the court-martial especially. 
That provision would prevent any charge of favoritism 
“Mr. ALLEN had his doubts whether it was better to pass 
a general. law of this character, or to legislate for special 
cases as. they arose. He suggested to the chairman of the 
Naval Committee, whether it would not be more advisable, 
where losses of this character occurred, to pass laws found- 
ed upon the particular cirtumstances of the case. Mr. A. 
then alluded to the great distance those vessels of war were 
from the United States in many cases, and the mode in which 
the crews are governed—who, he said, were subjected to 
the will of one man—to show how important it was that 
Congress should be discreet in its legislation, and do no act 
which might be an inducement for those officers to become 
negligent, or to be less vigilent than they were. “All possi- 
ble. inducements should be, on the other hand, applied to 
make them vigilant, and regardful of the safety of the ves- 
sel, and the property of the government, and the prosperity 
of those on board. : 

This bill contained a principle of insurance in favor of 
commanders of vessels against the risks of the ocean. He sug- 
gested whether it would not have a better effect on the ser- 
vice to withdraw all those considerations of indemnity 
which might have an infiuence on the minds of the officers. 


* 


` ished; and the suggestion was, whether this loss of po er- 
s 


-bill, particularly in reference to t 


CONGRESSION 


He was willing to conéede, that in-cases ol ostes: by ship- 
wreck, or: otherwise, where no blame could ‘attach to 


the officers: or crew, those Sustaining the loss ‘should be 


indemnified to a particular extent. Suppose a vessel was 


_ lost by negligence: by this law, every man on board, except 


the sailing-master, would be entitled to compensation for 
losses. -Inthe case of a loss of a ship under circumstances 
which forbade the presumption that there was any fault to 
be attached to those on board, it was proper that they should 
be indemnified for losses; but he had strong doubts oki the prò- 
priety of the policy ofthe government to enter into a general 
insurance of all the property of all the officers intrusted to the 
command of our vessels. He helieved such a policy would 
‘have a tendency to relax that exquisite vigilance which 
commanders in the navy should have. Each case, as it oc- 
curs, should stand on its.own peculiar circumstances. Con- 
gress should indemnify as losses occur, and not hold out a 


“reward in advance. 


Mr. WOODBURY said he supposed the chairman of the 
Naval Committee was anxious to settle the details of the 
bill, before discussing its general principles. Mr. W. would, 
therefore, make no remarks at this time on the latter, but 
would take the liberty to inquire, as to the former, whether 
the present provisions were intended to extend relief to any 
cases where the officers and crew, ora large part.of them, 
were lost with the vessel. If they did not, as seemed to be 
the import of the language used, why omit to provide for 
such cases by a general bill, and provide for those cases 
where only the vessel is lost? Special provision in every 
cage could be made, to be sure, in either class; but it’ was 
difficult to see why there ought not to be a general provis- 
ion in one class as wellas the other. It was no answer to 
this that pensions might exist, in case of death—allowed to a 
widow or children for the loss of husband and father; be- 
cause there was a loss of private property in both cases, 
and usually a greater loss, when both crew and vessel per- 


ty ought not, in some degree, to be made up in wrecks like 
the Grampus and Sea Gull, no less than in those like the 
Missouri and Peacock—and made up to the heirs or near 
relatives of the deceased, as well as in the other cases, to 
the officers and men surviving; and if, in one class of cases, 
you do it by a general, permanent law, why not do it in the 
same way in tho other class? 

Mr. BAYARD was understood to remark that there could 
be but two classes—the widows and children of those lost 
on board; and the pension law already provided for those 
two classes. : A 

Mr. BAYARD admitted that there was some forcè in the 
observation of the senator from Ohio; but with regard to 
the apprehensions he entertains, the best guide which we 
can have is the experience of the British government, which 
has a standing provision for cases of this kind in its naval 
laws. Itis not designed to indemnify individuals on board 
our navy for ali their losses, in cases of shipwreck or acci- 
dent; but, in particular cases, to make some provision for 
them. Their exertions in emergencies, such as accidents at 
sea,-are all directed to the préservation of the public proper- 
ty; for the discipline of the service necessarily demands 
their whole attention to-that end. Now, they can give so 
little care to their own personal property, that it often hap- 
pons the officers and men escape barely with their lives, in 
he clothes they wear. It was not intended by this bill to 
indemnify them for the loss of -property they actually sus- 
tain iu such cases, but to make some provision in part for 
their loss, and toa very limited extent. 


Mr. CHOATE rose only to express a hope that the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee would not press a bill so novel 
and important beyond the stage of amendment, without 
time for due deliberation. He was in favor of the general 
principles of the bill, and adverse to the view taken of the 
subject by the senator from Ohio. He was in hopes that 
senator would, upon reflection, exercise his better feelings, 
and give the bill his support. Mr. C. referred to such cases 
as that of the loss of the Missouri and Grampus., Hein- 
stanced the care taken of even the common sailors by the 
British laws in such events, and the influence it had on the 
naval service of Great Britain. He had risen merely to say 
that he had been taken by surprise, the bill being unexpect- 
edly called up to-day—the Senate, he conceived, being hard- 
ly prepared to proceed with it. 

Mr. ALLEN asked if he understood the chairman of the 
Naval Committee to say there was a law of this kind already 
on the statute book. 

Mr. BAYARD replied that he had referred to a general 
Jaw of 1800—not shat it was exactly applicable to these 
cases. Mr. B. explained the design of the provisions in this 

the scale adopted for grad- 
uating the allowances to each individual, according to his 
standing in the service. With regard to the survivors of 
those lost by accidents at sca, they are provided for in the 
pension laws. A widow has a pension for five years, and 
the children are also suitably provided for. 

Mr. ALLEN inguired if any inconvenience had been 
found for the last forty years, in leaving each case as it 
arose to be legislated for on its individual merits? 

Mr. BAYARD replied that inconvenience would always 
be felt in having to legislate separately upon cases which 
came under a general class, and could just as well be legis- 
lated for by a general law, if not better, because method and 
system would be established, by which there would be less 
tisk of inequality in the adjudication of cases. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that still there was forty years’ ex- 
perience against any necessity for this bill, and just so long 
experience in favor of his suggestion, which was, that each 
case of this kind should stand upon its own merits. The 
senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoarr] had said that he 
hoped he (Mr. A.) would consider this scheme with a better 
feeling. He had no feeling upon matters of this sort, other 
than a feeling of right and justice towards the sufferers, and 
policy and propriety as regarded the. legislation of Con- 
gress. With regard to the matter of equity in indemnifying 
these persons for their losses, to acertain extent, he con- 
curred: with the senators who had taken that side. He held 
that, when a case of this kind was presented, and the proof 
sustained the allegation that the claimant was an innocent 
sufferer, the government should, in justice, make up to the 
sufferers the losses which they had sustained. He differed 
from them only in the proposition which they now made, to 
pass a general law to meet all accidents. Jt was a contra- 


of public mone: 


otherwise? H 


persons intrusted with the ‘proj ) 
in the public service, ought tobe: When an event occurred 
out of the ordinary course of ‘things, it was Special. legisla- 
tion that was wanted, not a general. law. -He did not want 
a general law—e law made -for accidents—9 ‘law made to 
embrace all the extraordinary and unforeseen catastrophes 
which might occur, or might not occur, No; $ not the 
business of a general law; it was not ‘the policy:of the gov- 
ernment to incorporate the greatchapter of accidents in-ite 
general legislation: “Let'each case stand upon its own par- 
ticular circumstances and foundation. There might be cases 
(and he could name one that occurred during the late war) 
where the officers and sailors stood upon the decks.of the- 
vessel and fought for their country to the last hour, and 
went down fi bling for its defence, : 

Should the friends and relations of brave men of this kind, 
be indemnified on the’ same footing with those in another 
case who were carousing on shore when the ship was liter? 
ally taken by surprise and lost, when, by proper care and 
precaution, she might have been saved? But yet, the court- 
martial might say there was no negligence! He held, there- 
fore, that even in cases where the loss might be occasioned 
by accident, a general law to apply to all cases, whether 
owing to negligence or to unavoidable circumstances, 
would be unjust, inasmuch as it would make no discrimine» 
tion between those who were culpable and those who were 
really entitled to relief. Let gentlemen take some instances 
in the late war, like that which-he had named, and put those 
men on a level with the men in the Missouri, when she was 
lost at Gibraltar, when the commander was not on board 
the ship at the time of the accident. Were their losses to 
be provided for by the same rule? No! He would not put 
men,who had fought in defence of their country, while there 
was an inch of the vessel above water, and who sank in sus- 
taining their flag, on a footing with men who were out dine 
ning when the loss might have been prevented. But this 
bill put them all ona level, which was one proofof the in- 
congruity of making a general law to provide for accidents 
occurring under circumstances eatirely different from each 
other, in their nature and origin. “In certain cases there 
might be. some slight degree of negligence—not suffi- 
cient to deprive the party culpable from the bene- 
fit of this act; in others, greater or less negligence. hero 
were various degrees of negligence, as there were degrees 
of merit; and the particular‘circumstance of each case ought 
to be Known, in order to enable the government to meet 
them in a manner corresponding with the circumstances 
under which the accident occurred, This bill made no dis- 
crimination. All kinds of ships Jost at sea were put in pre- 
cisely the same condition. It wasa general law to meet ac- 
cidents as different as one thing could be from another; and 
he declared again, that he was opposed to'it, not as being, a 
measure for the relief of these men, bnt os a general indis- 
criminate law. He repeated that we had had forty years? ex- 
perience against the necessity for a general law of this kind, 
and forty years’ experience in favor of special legislation to 
meet particular cases. He was very willing to make a prop- 
er compensation to the unfortunate sufferers of the Missou- 
xi; but it should be commensurate with the circumstan- 
ces under which the vessel was lost. Compensation 
predicated on the peculiar circumstances of the case, would 

e just and proper; but by a general law, putting all cases 
on the same fotting, strict justice could not be done. There 
was a difference in the circumstances of all such cases; and 
a general law to meet them all, seemed to him the worst pos- 
sible. It was bad policy in the government to establish, b 
this system of legislation, a kind of guaranty, that afl 
officers and men shall be indemnified forany losses theymay 
sustain. Itoftered strong inducements to them to risk these 
losses.. Besides, it was partial legislation. There was too 
great a discrimination made between ‘the officers and the 
men. If there was any inequality at all, the sailors should 
get more than the officers, for the sailors were obedient to 
the will of the officers, and the loss of a véssel could, in 
few cases, be attributed to them. Seldom, indeed, was there 
a ship lost by the negligence of the sailors. The officers 
got the pay—indeed al the ower; and yet the sailors, who 
were exposed to the most dangerous and laborious duties, 
were allowed but twenty dollars, in case of the loss of a 
ship, while the captain got $800. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was not aware, until the senator 
from Delaware (Mr. Bavaro] called this bill up, that there 
was any such bill tpon file. " This was his owh fault, to te 
sure—not the senator’s. Ofthe first section of the bill he 
most highly approved; ayd he really—efter giving all tre 
attention and reflection he could to the arguments on bcth. 
sides—did not know himself how he should vote. It was 
agreed by all who had spoken on the subject, that ifa yese 
se] be lost without negligence of duty, or want of sufficient 
exertion to preserve her on the pert of the officers and sea- 
men, they ought to be indemnified for the losses they indi- 
vidually sustained. No government ought to hesitate a mo- 
ment, it by an unavoidable accident, these officers and sea- 
men sustained a loss, to make that loss good. But there 
was a very important question involved here. Ought Con- 

ress to reserve to itself the power, and impose upon itself 
the duty, of investigating all the circumstances of such ac- 
cidents, or delegate that power elsewhere? 

Investigation was not only necessary, in order to ascertain 
the actual amount of losses sustained, but to fix upon the 
amount of compensation. Ought Congress to take upon 
itself this duty, or ought it to refer it exclusively to the 
Navy Department, under the law provided for by this bill? 
This was avery important question. He was not aware 
before—though that was of little conseqnence—that such a 
law existed in any other country. He was now enlightened 
en that subject. He did not, however, conceive that the 


Senate, at this moment, was ready to decide upon this prin: 
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iple. For ona, he was notin the habit of delaying action 
aoe any business before Shis ‘body; nor was he now. de- 
sirous to do šo. He should bë ‘glad, 


however, if cares 
interested. in this bill would suffer it to He. over until to: 
morrow, and he had ng doubt there were many senators 
around him who would be ‘gratified by:that disposition of it, 

Mr. BAYARD said he was quite disposed to let the matter 
lie over... He would merely remark, in answer to the obser- 
vations of the two senators who had spoken’ last, that the 
whole thiug, resulted in this: whether special legislation 
-wonld not be better than general legislation. Now, this 
was only coming back to the same thing. Instead of Con- 

` gress, each time that a casé occurs, having to legislate for 
fiat isolated case, this bill proposes a general rule, ahd a 
general scale, fixing.a maximum, and requiring the. same 

` care and investigation ‘which would be necessary in cases 
‘of special legislation. A general rulé is to be established, 
and it is to be applied according to a general regulation of 
the department .which is properly charged with the naval 
service. A court-martial is to be appointed for the investi- 
gation of each case. What more could be done in special 
cases? He did not, however, mean at present to go further 
into the merits of the bill; he would content himself with 
moving to postpone the subject tijl to-morrew. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that experience as to general i 
laws. had not been heretofore so favorable as to be recom- 
mendatory of this bill.. How many general laws are there 
in-which such large discretions are left to departments of 
the government, that, day after day, applications have to 
come before Congress for special legislation? 

Mr. BAYARD. said that was no more than what happened 
in relation to’all gencral laws. People who conceived the 

eneral law did not reach. their cases, very naturally laid 
them before Congress. g 

Mr. ALLEN, in continuation, observed that then it would 
result in this: thatthe whole, subject-matter of their com- 
plaints was to be left at the discretion of individuals, subject 
to the passions of men, for Congress would refer complain- 
auts back to the general law, which leaves them at the 
mercy of the department; and applications might be reject- 
ed which the partics making them might wish to . place be- 
fore Congress. But this general law was to refer their 
cases to a department specially charged with deciding them. 
Congress would, by its own general law, be excluded 
‘from legisiating upon them atall, no matter how merito- - 
rious. It was a part of the public service which ought not 
to be excluded from the legislation of Congress in all cases. 
Congress is the great inquest of the country, appointed by 
the people to investigate abuses in the administration of the 
government; and it was proper it should retain the right of 

investigating each individual case, if thought necessary, in 
which loss in the public service occurs. This bill was 
nothing more than a transfer of the power of making appro- 
priations, in certain cases, from Congress to the head of the 
Navy Department. He was opposed to the bill, but not op- 
posed to the actual sufferers, He wished to reserve the pow- 
er of investigating who is the real, the innocent sufferer. 
The people should have the fullest information in such 
cases. The Missouri had been burned up at the rock of 
Gibraltar; but what did the people know about the matter? 
AN they actually knew was, that halfa million of their mo- 
ney was lost ina few, hours. A court-martial, he under- 
stood, had decided that, there was no negligence in that 
case, Perhaps.it was so; but the people should be satistied 
ofthat. Ifit was to be investigated under a general law, 
what would the people ever know of the real merits of the 
case? But if it was a case brought under special legisla- 
tion, Congress would have the power of satisfying the peo- 
ple that no compensation was given, unless to individuals 
who were proved to be innocent sufferers—not sufferers by 
their own negligence. 

Mr. PEARCE rose to correct a misconception of the 
senator from Ohio, as to the court-martial having been held 
in the case of the Missouri. It was not so; but an investi- 
gation ia shortly to take place before a court ofinquiry. lt 
will be in open court, Newspaper reporters will be pres- 
oe allthe testimony wil be fully spread before the 

ub. ý 
F Mr. BAYARD said, that under this general law, 2 court 
of inquiry, or court-martial, would, in every case, have to 
be beld; and the proceedings would be public, and would 
undoubtedly be published by the newspapers, 

The bill was then postponed till to-morrow. ‘ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked and obtained leave to ofera 
petition from seven or eight gentlemen, captains of military 
companies in the District of Columbia, asking fora law to 
authorize those companies to be incorporated. He supposed 
it ought tobe referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. KING suggested that the reference should be to the 
Conimittee on the Militia. This was a committee raised 
purposely to take charge ofa particular subject. He was 
anxious to give that committee an opportunity—the only 
one they had as yet had—of acting. 

- The question was taken on the original motion, and the 
pention was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


SURVEYS OF WESTERN HARBORS. 


Mr. SEMPLE moved to take up the report lying on the 
table relative to the survey of the harbor of St. Louis, with 
a view of ordering it to be printed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved an amendment, to take up also 
the report of the harbor of Louisville, with a view of having 
the diagrams and maps printed. 

Mr, WHITE understood an order to print was already 
made, including the report, but not the maps and diagrams; 
he now was informed by a senator near him, that the motion 
to print had been withdrawn. 

The CHAIR said the order to print the report in relation 
to the harbor of Louisville had been made; but. the maps 
and diagrams were not included in that order. 

Mr. WHITE enumerated the various points of improve- 
Ynent mentioned in the report; apd he presumed the order 
to print should include the whole. It is a most. elaborate 
and learned re ort; and it was well deserving of. having all 
the maps and lagrams printed. The cost would be consid- 
erable; but the report merited that it should be dene. A 
more useful one to the country could not exist. Even if it 
Cost $2,000, it would be well worth it 


- recommended by the e: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


-- The CHAIR said the mo! amendment would form 
two distinct questions: One on the printing of. the report in 
relation a e harbor of ‘St. Louis; be ae other as. to 
printing ‘the maps.and diegrams aitac] to the report in 
relation to the harbor of Louisville. 


-- Mr. MOREHEAD pointed out the great public. advantage | 


which would result from adopting some of the ‘propositions 
ngineer. who made the survey of the 
Louisville harbor. He trusted his motion would prevail. 
“Mr. WRIGHT did not perfectly- understand what was the 
precise question before the Senate. as: 

The. CHAIR explained. `> - ` : : 

Mr. WRIGHT then understood that there were two dis- 
tinct. motions. ee: es ee 

Mr. SEMPLE suggested that, as they were entirely dis- 
tinct reports, it would-be necessary.to take the question 
separately on each, His idea was, that the question should 
be taken first on the report as to the harbor of St. Louis. 

Mr. WRIGHT said it was very well known that enor- 
mous expense. had been incurred, with very little benefit, 
by the engraving and printing of maps heretofore. He 
would therefore suggest the propriety of referring the mat- 
ter to the Committee on Printing. From facts recently di- 
vulged, it was certain that this branch of printing was the 
most expensive, and it was that in which Congress was 
most imposed upon. The Senate should be informed by the 
Committee on Printing, whether there was any actual ne- 
cessity for printing these maps. i ' 

Mr. WHITE rose for the purpose of saying that he 


might have been too hasty in supposing the ordinary 


reader would understand the reports without the maps. 


But, on reconsideration, he was incline’ to think the print- 
ing of the maps would be necessary. It-was one of the most 
elaborate and scientific reports ever made on the subject 
ofthe improvement of the Ohio river; and therefore it ought 


- to be placed on record and made accessible as. a record for 


general reference and in the most complete form. It ought 
to be in the hands-of those who trade and traffic on the Ohio 
river. He asked if it required the vote of a majority to re- 
fer the matter to the Committee on Printing. 

The CHAIR said it would, undoubtedly. 

Mr. WHITE hoped if it was so referred, it would be re- 
ported upon favorably. Even if the cost of printing the 
maps would amount to two or three thousand dollars, it 
would be well worth the money. 

Mr. KING pointed out that the original maps were upon 
record in the proper department of the government; and if 
the Senate or committee want to examine them, they can be 
got for that purpose. This thing of engraving had cost enor- 
mous sums. It was of late years the abuse had grown up. 
Every report accompanied by a map or diagram gave occa- 
sion for propagating the evil: It was time to put a stop to 
it. He hoped the Senate would refer the matter to the prop- 
er committee; that the necessity and expense might be ascer- 
tained. j 

Mr. SEMPLE had inquired of different engravers what 
would be the expense of engraving on copper—not steel— 
the maps in relation to St. Louis harbor, and had ascertain- 
ed it would be about $1,500. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked how man 

Mr. SEMPLE said seven or cig 

Mr. WRIGHT 
ville harbor? 

Mr. MOREHEAD explained that there were four maps— 
one, the largest, to illustrate merely the plan recommend- 
ed. He believed the expense would not be much. He un. 
derstood from the engraver that the diagrams were neces- 
sary for the proper understanding of the report. He trusted 
the senators from New York and Alabama would be satis-. 
fied with the explanations made, and suffer the question to 
be taken, wéthout reference to the Committee on Printing. 
He was perfectly convinced there was no necessity for it, 
on the score of economy. 

Mr. WRIGHT supposed there could be no necessity for 
haste in this matter. It was now apparent the expense of 
engraving and printing the maps would be at least $3,000. 
There seemed to be some diversity of opinion as to the 
number of the maps. He trusted the matter would be let 
go to the Committee on Printing, that the Senate might have 
specific information as to the number of maps, and the cost 
of engraving and printing them. 

Mr. MOREHEAD would not longer object to sending the 
matter to the Committee on Printing; but he hoped, in fu- 
ture, the rule would be applied equally; and that, in rela- 
ton to other improvements, the same reference would be 
made. 

Mr. WHITE stated he had just ascertained that, although 
there were many maps, (twenty small ones, he -believe ») 
the committee might designate the number and particular 
maps necessary to be printed. 

Mr. SEMPLE called for a division of the subject. 

The report in relation to the St. Louis harbor was then re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The report on the harbor of Louisville was also referred 
to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. WHITE, on leave, presented a memorial from the In- 
dian Missionary Association of Louisville, asking an appro- 
priation for ameliorating the condition of the Indians; and 
that such portions of the Indians as were in a settled and 
civilized condition should be allowed to send representa- 
tives or delegates to Congress. He moved the reference of 
the memorial to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and that 
the memorial be printed. 

The memorial was referred to the Commitiee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. CHOATE gave notice that, on Monday, ai 1 o'clock, 
he would move to take up the resolution ofthe Finance 
Committee, for the indefinite postponement of the bill intro- 
duced by the senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie;} 
and, as he understood the senator from Georgia, [Mr. BER- 
RIEN,} desired to address the Senate on the subject, he (Mr, 
C.) would with pleasure yield the floor te him on Monday, 
trespassing on the courtesy of the Senate to allow him sub- 
sequently to make his argument. 

n motion, it was agreed that when the Senate adjourn it 
be to Monday next. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Dill in relation to 


y maps? 
t 
asked how many in relation to the Louis- 


continuing the. Cumberland road through Ohio, Indiana, and 
Hlinois, was. taken -up; and- the question being on ordering 
-itto beengrossed and reada third time, the yeas and nays 
on that question were called'for, and ordered. 

Mt. CRITTENDEN thought some amendment ought to 
be made.to the bill; that ‘the grading ofthe road with stone 
ought to be reduced to 20 feet; otherwise the cost would be 
a great deal too much. 

Mr. WHITE explained that the road had heen opened 80 
feet wide, and the grading with stone proposed in the origi- 
nal design had been estimated for; but he was confident the 
work could now be done so much cheaper than when the 

estimates were made, that a considerable saving in expense 

might be expected. y x oe = 
. Mr. CRITTENDEN had. a. sincere disposition to aid the 
gentlemen in their bill; and that could be best done by mod- 
erating the expenditure. He explained the cost of making 
roads in. Kentucky, with. broken stone, which was about 
$7,000 or.$8,000 a mile; while the cost of this road'could not 
fall short of $15,000, according to the lowest estimate of the 
- gentlemen themselves. He believed, if the cost were not 
reduced, the road never would be finished, at least by the 
general government. paai 

Mr. SEMPLE said, if the motion was made to reduce the 
grading with stone, and if arguments inits favor had been 
offered to convince him it was. right, he did not know but 
he might be induced to concur with the senator in its pro- 

riety. g ` 

k Pending the decision of this point, . : 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill by a proviso for 
constructing a bridge over the Ohio river at Wheeling, 
such as would not obstruct the navigation of the river. 

Mr. T. explained that the United States’ never had com- 
pleted the contract of carrying the Cumberland road to the 
State of Ohio. It had only been carried to Wheeling in 
Virginia; and there wasian island, also belonging to Vir- 
ginia, between Wheeling and the Ohio shore, over which, 
and the river itself, the road should be carried, to reach 
Ohio. 

Mr. JARNAGIN urged that it would be necessary to 
have a survey and estimates for this bridge. He thought it 
would be better to have it made a distinct matter in a sepa. 
wate bill, and not to introduce it here to embarrass this 
bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN said there had been an examination by com- 
petent engineers as would be seen by a report in the House 
documents. ‘Khe amendment he considered peculiarly ap- 
propriate to the bill. To show this he repeated that, as 
compensation for the 5 per cent fund, the general govern: 
ment Was bound to complete the Cumberland road from tide- 
water to the State of Ohio, which was incomplete for want 
of the bridge across the two branches of the Ohio at Wheel- 
ing and the island. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was extremely sorry his friend from 
Ohio had offered this amendment. ` If the bill was properly 
amended, he should vote for it; but if this amendment pre- 
vailed, he should undoubtedly vote against the bill, for he 
was so instructed by his State. 

Mr. WHITE entreated the senator from Ohio to withdraw 
his amendment, and leave the matter to be disposed of by the 
bill now pending in another branch of Congress. 

Mr, ‘TAPPAN said the instructions of Pennsylvania were, 
that its senators. and representatives should yote against 
the construction of any bridge at Wheeling, that would ob- 
struct the navigation of the Ohio river. This was quite 
conditional, and need not prevent the senator (Mr. Bucuan+ 
an] from voting for the bill. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that the legislature of Penn- 
sylvania had adopted the resolution of instruction upon the 
Bravest consideration. He admitted that a suspension 
bridge, sufficiently high not to interfere with the passage of 
steamboats of the largest class, would not obstruct the 
navigation of the river. But the amendment proposed by the 
senator from Ohio did not propose the construction of a 
suspension bridge; it only said such a bridge as would not 
interfere with the navigation of the Ohio river. He hoped 
the senator would withdraw his amendment. He (Mr. B.) 
regretted that his colleague was not present, as he under- 
stood this matter much better than he did. 

Mr. TAPPAN asked, Would the amendment be made ac - 
peptable to the senator by inserting the words “suspension 
bridge? : f 

Mr. BUCHANAN said—No, it would not; because he did 
not considerit practicable, without interfering with the nav- 
igation of the river. 

, Mr. PORTER referred to a report made some years ago, 
in which it was shown that asuspension bridge would not 
answer, because it would have to be so high in the air that 
the greatest danger ofits destruction would be from storms. 
was rejected, 


The amendment 
oved to amend the bill by providin, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN m 
that the width of the road to be covered with stone sha. 
not exceed 20 feet. 

Mr. KING suggested that 16 feet would be wide enough 
for the part to be covered with stone. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN would, if more agreeable, leave a 
blank, to be filled hy the Senate, as to the breadth of the 
road to be covered With stone. ; 

,_ Mr. KING pointed out the folly which had been exhibited 
In spending so much money heretofore on the Cumberland 
road to gratify the mere ambition of making ita great and 
Magnificent work. He would propose, as quite sufficient, 
to fill the blank with 16 feet. He believed ihe Maysville 
road, the best he had ever travelled over, had but 16 feet in 
width covered with stone. 


Mr. BREESE explained that the proposition to cover any 
part of the road in Hlinois with stone had been abandoned in 
1836. There was no hope of ever being able to apply stone 
to the grading of the rosd in that State. All that was re- 
quired was, to open the road 80 feet, grade it 30 feet, and’ 
build bridges and culverts; the cost of which, (yet to be in: 
curred,) was estimated at $810,000. $742,445 “had already 
been laid out onthe road in Ilinois. The expenditure in 
Ohio had been $2,077,000; in Indiana, $1,128,000. He read sev- 
eral extracts from the report on the subject, and sent to the 
table. remaining portions, to be read by fhe secretary of the 
Senate. 

These extracts were read, giving the estimates for the 
road in detail. 


Paige ost 


The blank w 


aš filled “with 16 feet, and thé amendment 
Wwas.adopted. Š ` ` 


Mr. SEMPEE moved an-amendment, that the money ap- . 


propriated by this bill for Ilinois, be applied to the opening 
and grading of the road in said State, before any part of it 
be applied to putting stóne on the road. R ae 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked if the senator would have any 
objection to modifying his amendment, ‘so as to say “no 
part” of the money shall be applied to putting stone on, the 
road. a, ‘ Sp 
ü Mr. SEMPLE said he had- no objection to the modifica- 

ion. 

Mr. KING objected to the. enormous expense of ‘putting 
stone 9 inches deep on any part of the road now to be com- 
pleted. The cost in Indiana alone would yet be $3,000,000. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied to the senator from -Alabama, 
with a view of showing that the lavishness af thé expendi- 
tures on the Cumberland road, heretofore made, had been 
owing to the manner in which Congress itself had prescrib- 
ed the doing of the work. All-that was guarded against in 
the formatien of this bill. He was satisfied the work could 
be completed through Indiana for $1,400,000, instead of 
$3,000,000, as supposed by the senator from Alabama. i 

Mr-McDUFFI considered this a subject of too much im- 
portance and magnitude to be disposed of while the Senate 
was so thin. He hoped the subject would be postponed. 

Mr. SEMPLE hoped the senator from South Carolina 
would not object to letting the question on his amendment 
be first taken. x 

Mr. McDUFFIE assenting, a 

The question was taken on Mr. SEMPLE?’s amendment, end 
it was- adopted. 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
mA Frivay, April 5, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the rules be suspended, for 
the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER observed that there was a motion now 
pending for a suspension of the rules, on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr, J. R. INGERSOLL] 

On motion of Mr. HENRY DODGE, it was : 


Ordered, That the Committee on Territories be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolutions of the Territory of 
Wisconsin relating to the boundary linc between Wisconsin 
and Missouri; and that they be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, , 

On motion of Mr. HENRY DODGE, all the petitions and 
memorials for harbor appropriations at Racine and South- 
port, in Wisconsin Territory, were transmitted to the Sen- 
ate, ‘ 

Mr. TIBBATTS renewed his motion, with some additional 
remarks, which were not distinctly heard. 

Mr. WHITE said it would be necessary that the question 
should be taken upon the question now pending for a sus- 
pension ofthe rules for the purpose of ordering the printing 
of an extra number of copies of the minority report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and he ‘insisted upon his 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WELLER said when they were endeavoring to print 
a extra number of the majority report, it would be remem- 

ered — 

The SPEAKER observed that the question was not de- 
hatable. 

The question was then put for suspending the rules, to en- 
able the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL] 
to move the printing of an extra number of copies of the 
minority report from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; ‘and, being taken, result- 
ed thus: yeas 94, nays 44. So the rules were suspend- 
ed. : 

Mr. WHITE then moved to amend. the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, by fixing the number of copies 
to be printed at 10,000. This was but half as many as had 
heen printed of the majority report. i 

Mr. INGERSOLL accepted the amendment as a modifica- 
tion of his resolution; and, after some remarks? from Messrs. 
WHITE, THOMPSON, HOLMES, and WELLER, 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the previous question; which was 
seconded. prei 

The main question was ordered to be now put, being upon 
the adoption of the resolution; it was accordingly put, and 
decided in the afirmative. 

So. the resolution was adopted. 


DRUMMOND LIGHT. 


Mr. HALE moved a reconsideration of the vote taken yes- 
terday, on rejecting the resolution of the Committee on Pub: 


lic Buildings for lighting the hall with the Drummond light; ` 


and. ‘ . A 

On motion of Mr. HALE, the further consideration of this 
motion was postponed till to-morrow. 

WESTERN RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, ~ 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bovp of Kentucky in the 
chair,) aud took up the bill making appropriations for cer- 
tain harbors and rivers. . 

The bill haying been read, 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend one item of the bill by 
striking out $50,000, and inserting $100,000, for the improve- 
ment of a portion of the Ohio river; but as the reporters 
could not obtain a single copy of the bill, the precise pur- 
port of the amendment was not understood. He stated to 
the committee that the $50,000 appropriated by this bill 
would be wholly inadequate to the purpose designed. 

Mr. JAMESON hoped the gentleman from Kentucky 
would withdraw the amendment, for the most liberal provi- 
sion had been made for that portion of the Ohio river. 

Mr. VINTON denied that that portion of the Ohio river 
was liberally provided for. He went into some details of 
the obstructions in the Ohio river, lying between the cities 
of Pittsburg and Louisville, and showed the importance of. 
the commerce on that river. The portion of the river for 
which this appropriation was to be made, had for its termini 
the cities of Pittsburg and Louisville. It passed the cities of 
Cincinnati and Maysville, and numerous large and important 
towns, of which it was the channel of communication, as 


wellas of the commerce of the cities of Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, &c., at the one extreme, and ‘the: great. West at the 
other. He contended that the proposed ‘appropriation was 
pitiful and inadequate. i : 

Mr. MCCLELLAND said he reported'this bill to the House, 
and he explained the reasons which influenced‘ the commit- 
tee in fixing this appropriation at ‘$50,000. They had; how-' 


ever, subsequently received information which induced a - 


majority of the committee to concur in the propriety of in- 
creasing the appropriation to the sum proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Tippatts.] à 

Mr. McCAUSLEN entreated the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Jameson] to withdraw his objection to this bill. 

Mr. JAMESON was understood to say, that if the commit- 
tee had got any new light on this subject, which had 
changed their views of the propriety of fixing the lower 
sum, he should not object. j 

Mr. McCLELLAND repeated that the engineer in charge 
ofthis branch of the public works had shown the committee 
the necessity of this increase of appropriation. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN then advocated the amendment.- 

Mr. DARRAH also advocated the adoption of the amend- 
ment. Much might be done onthe Ohio river; nineteen 
snags and obstructions might be removed, but if the twenti- 
eth remained the work was imperfect. He argued that it 
would be a wise economy to increase the appropriation, that 
the work might be completed at once, rather than be pro- 
tracted, and done at intervals and in small portions. 

The CHAIRMAN. put the question on the proposed 
amendment, and 78 voted in the affirmative, and 26 in the 
negative, being less than a quorum. 

Mr. WELLER called for tellers, remarking that there was 
evidently a quorum present. : 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. J. P. Kennepy and 
Brocack were appointed, and they reported 84 in the afirm- 
ative, and 30 inthe negative: the amendment, was there- 
fore agreed to. ` r 

Mr. HOGE moved to amend the bill by striking out $180,- 
000, and inserting $223,000 for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi, the Missouri, the Arkansas, the Illinois, and the 
lower portion of the Ohio rivers. 5 

The committee, he said, had already agreed to the appro- 
partion of $100,000 for the Ohio, above the falls, where he 

elieved no-losses of life or property had.ever occurred; 
and he thought it but just and reasonable that the lower: 
portion of that river should have an adequate appropriation 
for its improvement. 

Mr. WELLER opposed the amendment. He said he 
thought $180,000 a sufficiently liberal appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH; of Illinois, rose, and remarkea that he had 
on a former occasion given his views to the House on the 
importance of liberal appropriations for the improvement of 
the western rivers, and he now only wished to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the importance of the amendment 
proposed by his colleague, (Mr. Hocr.] He did not find 
fault with appropriations made in the bill under consider- 
ation for other objects; "but it must be apparent to every 
gentleman of the committee, who was acquainted with the 
importance of the objects provided for in the bill, that the 
sum of $180,000 for the improvement of all the western 
rivers below the falls of the Ohio, was disproportionately 
small, compared with other appropriations. He stated that 
more lives‘had been sacrificed, and more property destroyed, 
in navigating those rivers, than in the prosecution of the 
commerce of all the other portions of the Union combined. 
And (said Mr. S.) will this committee, when the lives of 
thousands of our citizens are at stake, refuse an adequate 
appropriation for their protection? He begged of gentle- 
men not to allow dollars and cents to come into competition 
with the lives of their citizens. Mr. S. went on to show 
that it would bea matter of policy for the insurance com- 
panies in the West (if they had the constitutional power) 
to remove the snags and obstructions in the Mississippi and 
Missouri rivers, as the losses sustained by them, alone 
would, justify the constant employment of snag-boats 
on those rivers. The sum of $223,000 asked for, to ef- 
fect the improvement of these rivers, (said Mr. $a) is insis- 
nificant when compared with the millions which have been 
appropriated upon thé seaboard, and in other portions of the 
Union. He did not wish to go at large into a recital of the 
enormous sums expended by the government upon the At- 
lantic coast, at different periods, and for various purposes; 
all those facts were in the possession of the committee. 
Neither did he wish to excite any local or sectional feel- 
ings in this matter. And he hoped gentlemen would weigh 
well the importance, as well as justice to the West, of this 
appropriation, and that they would deliberate long before 
they would vote against it. Mr. S. went on to show the 
vast extent of river navigation covered by this appropria- 
tion, and the nature of the obstructions to be remeved—the 
millions of people who were directly interested in the im- 
provement, and the importance to the whole Union of ren- 
dering these great commercial highways safe for the 
transit of her citizens; and the abundant products of the 
valley of the Mississippi. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, that he regretted that there was 
any contrariety of opinion upon the subject of the amend- 
ment offered by his colleague, [Mr. Hocr.} For himself he 
would say that he would be exceedingly glad, should it 
meet with the approbation of the committee, to agree with 
the amendment; but should it not, he still would be con- 
tent to support the bill as it stood. . 

The amendment of his colleague proposed to increase the 
appropriation for the improvement of the lower Ohio, the 
Mississippi, the Missouri, the Jllinois, and the Arkansas 
rivers, from $180,000 to $223,000—the latter sum 
being the amount recommended by the topographical 
bureau. Col. Long, who made this report, says that this 
sum “will very partially cover the amount that willbe re- 
quired for the accomplishment ofthe numerous works and 
operations to which it alludes”—meaning the improvement 
of these rivers. 


Mr. McC. said the people of Ilinois have deeply interested 
inthis subject. That State was bounded on the cast by 
the Wabash river, on the south by the Ohio, on the west by 
the Mississippi, and on the north by Lake Michigan. It 
therefore followed that the prosperity of Illinois materially 
depended upon the improvement of its rivers and lakes. 

Mr; McC, said that the West hed grown up so suddenly, 


that many gentlemen from the old States wêre h pa 
to appreciate the importance of protecting its-interests. 

Mr. McC. went on to compare the ares of the western ands 
southwestern States, with the-area ‘of the: old: States; the: 
population of the western‘valley,; with: the population of the 
old States; the relative political influence of the eastern and 
western States; the relative amounts of the agricultural pro- 
ductions of ‘the eastern and western States; the tomage.of: 
the western States, with the tonnage of the eastern Stated; 
the commerce of the West as compared with the commerce 
of the eastern States; and the: proportion the former bore- to’ 
the entire amount òf the commerce of: the United States 
with foreign nations. ee Pee : 

Mr. McC. also went onto show the number of persons 
employed in the navigation of the. western waters.. Also 
the annual amount of travel upon the western-waters: E 

He next spoke of the extent of navigation in the West, 
and the necessity of improving it for the convenience. of the. 
general government; and to prevent the loss of property and 
human life. eo 

Mr. McC. then spoke in general terms of the West. 

Mr. G. DAVIS addressed the committee on the subject of 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, and spoke up to the expird- 
tion of his hour iw criticising the measures of that adminis- 
tration, and in censure of the principlés and policy of the 
democratic party. He first charged against Mr. Van Buren 
that he opposed the war of 1812 against Great Britain, and 
advocated the election of De Witt Clinton to the presidency 
in opposition to Mr. Madison, the candidate of the demo- 
cratic party. He also charged that’ the .administration of - 
Mr. Van Buren, before it went, out of power, had involved 
the country enormously in debt, and left that debt as a 
legacy to the administration of General Harrison. Mr. D 
spoke of the heavy expenditures of the government under 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, and charged it with the 


- grossest extravagance; and urged that the extra session, for 


which the whig party had incurred so much censure, was 
caused by the extravagance and ruinous policy of the pre- 
ceding administration. He alluded to the issuc of treasury 
notes by that administration, which he denounced as im» 
politic and unconstitutional; and said that it was a measure. 
in opposition to the principles of the whig party, who were 
opposed to creating adebt in that way. He charged that 
the democratic majority in the Congress that preceded the 
last presidential election had refused necessary appropria- 
tions for the fear of swelling. up their amount ‘of expendi- 
fure, and had, for the same reason, withheld the payment of 
just claims on the government, such -as those of the Massa- 
chusetts militia, the Missouri volunteers, and the voluntcers 
of Georgia and Florida; but this (he said) was on the eve of 
a presidential election, when the party then in power 
wished to get the credit of being economical. Mr. D. ad- 
vocated the tariff policy, and spoke of the present tariff as 
one founded on just principles, and calculated to advance 
the best interests of the country at large. ` 

The chairman, at the expiration of the hour of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, cut short his remarks by the announce. 
ment of that fact. : : 

Mr. PAYNE next obtained the floor, and. commenced by 
observing that he had never risen before with the view of 
making a party speech. Hitherto, when he had addressed 
the House, he had addressed himself exclusively to the sub- ° 
ject under consideration; but he took this occasion to ana 
nounce, at the ontset, that such was not now. his purpose. 
And why should he now deviate from his usual course? 
Why, it must have been observed, that of late no question 


‘whatever could be presented for the consideration of the 


House, but it was made to assume a party character, and a 
party debate was got up upon it, without the slightest in- 
tention to enlighten the House on the subject under consid- 
eration. Recently, a bill was brought before the House to 
change the mode of holding the election of President and 
Vice-President of the United States, so as to take the vote on 
the same day throughout the United States, and the House 
would remember the character of that debate. Later still, 
a proposition was brought into the House to repeal the dis- 
tribution act, and again a party debate was the conse 
quence. Another question, which he did not now recollect, 
came up, and again they had party speeches—all, with one 
exception, coming from the party in opposition to that to 
which he belonged, and evidently designed to agitate the 
public mind. . 

This system had been pursued so far that it had become 
the duty of the members of the democratic party to vindi- 
cate themselves from the party charges which had been 
made against them, and herein was his justification, in the 
unusual course he was about to pursue, with theindulgence 
of the chairman of the committee. He trusted he should be 
should be pardoned if he went far back to notice some 
charges which had heen made by some previous speakers, 
more particularly by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Har- 
vix,] who had gone back to the old charge—the oft-refuted 
charge—of opposition to the last war by: Mr. Van Buren. 
But, though so often refuted, it was brought up here again 
ina new dress, and, he supposed, was to be sent out to the 
country to influence the people. It was not necessary, he 
conceived, that le should enter at very great length into an 
examination of the purposes and objects of Mr. Van Buren. 
in relation to that war; the records of the country were most 
conclusive on that subject: the records of the great State of 
New York were so conclusive, that, after their examination 
in relation to that period of our history, no man could doubt 
Mr. Van Buren’s firmness in the defence of his country. 

But it was said that Mr. Van Buren voted against Mr. 
Madison, in favor of Mr, Clinton, and consequently that he 
was against the war. Now, no man venerated the charac- 
ter and memory of that illustrious man more than he (Mr. 
P.) did, and he trusted, on all proper occasions, he should be 
ready to defend either the public or private character of Mr. 
Madison against all attacks that might be made against him; 
but he now did not find it necessary todoso. He, however, 


. appealed to the recollection and the experience of every 


gentleman on this floor who recollected the events in con- 
nexion with the late war, whether Mr. Madison was not 
considered by the friends of Mr. Clinton as. not sufficiently 
vigorous for a war candidate; and whether it was not appre- 
hended that Mr. Madison would not prosecute the war with | 
the vigor which its friends desired should characterize it, 
But on this subject he would appeal to whig authority, and 
out of their own mouth he would condemn them. He dẹ 


~ sired the Clerk to.read- an‘ article from the pen of Mr. W. L. 
Stone, editor of the New York Commercial Advertiser, to 
show what-he said Mr. Van Buren’s course was. 

The Clerk read the letter as follows: s 


‘We prefer giving a public answer to the foregoing com- 
‘munication, made, we doubt not, in goođ feith, for several 
reasons. Principal among these .is the strong desire we 
have that justice should -be done to all men, and we think. 
that Mr. Van Buren has not been fairly dealt by in the mat- 
ters referred to, It-is true, that Mr. Van Buren was one of 
the carly supporters of Mr. Clinton for the office of Presi: 
dent, in the year 1812, in oposition to Mr. Madison; that he 
took part in the republican legislative caucus at which Mr. 
C.-was first nomiuated. The caucus was held, and that 
nomination was made, on the 28th of May, nearly a month 
hefore the declaration of war. The elections in this State 
were then held in April, and the political year commenced 
on the first Monday of July. Mr. Van Buren had been 
chosen to the Senate in April, ‘but was not, of course; a 
member ofthe legislature that made the nomination. His 
senatorial ‘term commenced on the first Monday of July; 
‘and he first took his seat at the extra session held in Novem- 
ber, to choose the presidential electors. 

“Furthermore, it is also true that Mr. Cilinton became the 
candidate of ‘the peace party.’ Yet it is not true that he 
was originally nominated as such, or that Mr. Van Buren, 
after taking his seat in the legislature, supported him as 
such. He (Mr.-C.) was, in fact, driven into that position by 
the force of circumstances; and it is no more than justice to 
Mr. Van Buren te say that after Mr. Clinton became identi- 
fied with the peace party as their candidate, his support of 
him became languid. Indced, we have reason to believe 
that he thenceforward threw his influence, as faras he could 
do s0, considering the previous committal of the legislative 
caucus, which he held to be binding upon the party, in be- 

~halfof Mr. Madison. The truth is, Mr. Clinton was never 

nominated or supported as an opponent to the war, but di- 
“rectly the reverse, THe was thus nominated and supported 

expressly upon the ground that the crisis demanded a more 

vigorous arm at the helm of state that Mr. Madison’s. 

“The war had not been actually declared, it is true, but 
every intelligent man saw that it was inevitable, and very 
near; and it was feared, as the result proved, that under Mr. 
Madisons administration it would be fecbly conducted. Be- 
lieving thus, that the times demanded an executive of greater 
energy and force of character, the attention of many patrio- 
tic men of both political parties. was directed elsewhere 
than to Virginia for a candidate; and from the high intellec- 
tual qualities of Mr. Clinton, and the acknowledged energy 
of his character, it was conceived that he would prosecute 
the impending contest with greater vigor; and bring it to a 
more speedy and honorable close than could be done by 
My. Madison. 

This was the ground upon which he was nominated, and 
upon which he was supported by Mr. Van Buren, and such 
of the old republican party as adhered to him through the 
contest. As to the opinions and conduct of Mr. Van Buren 
in the early stages of the war, we have reason to know that 
they were not exactly in harmony with the majority of the 
people of this State, even of his own party, at the time; for 
it must here be borne in mind that a very “decided majority 
of the representatives in Congress from the State of New 
York-~-with Obadiah German in the Senate at their head— 
voted against the declaration of war: not, however, that they 
held the contest to be unjust, but they believed the country 
wholly unprepared for war at the time, and consequently 
that the declaration was inexpedient. Such, probably, 
were the original views of Mr. Van Buren—such, certainly, 
were the views of Mr. Clinton. 

“But, the war having been declared, it is due to Mr. Van 
Buren to say that wo public man in the State supported it 
more thoroughly, heartily, and zealously throughout, than 
he did. Such, we know, is not the received opinion in many 
party of the country—especially in the distant States; and 
we frequently sco attempts making, in the presses opposed 
to him, to render him unpopular by charging him with op- 

osition to the war itself, as well as to Mr. Madigon. But 

he charge is untrue. 

“Many of our political friends will scowl upon us, we 
know, for our frankness on this occasion. But we care not 
for that. Justice to all men is our maxim; and we wish not 
to heat cven Mr, Van Buren by falschood. We have, in- 
deed, truth enough at our command, to do that with.” 

Mr. PAYNE resumed: and said he had no doubt many of 
the political friends of that gentleman (Mr. Stone] would 
scowl upon him for stating the truth; there was no doubt of 
that; but ho (Mr. P.) was proud to sce that there was one 
man in that party that would do Mr. Van Buren justice in re- 
gard to his course in reference to the late war, regardless of 
he scowls of his party. Having caused that letter to be 
read, he (vir. P.) dia not know that he could add anything 
stronger, and therefore he would pass on, with the remark 
that he had inteded to quote from an address written 
by Mr. Van Buren, and addressed to the people of New 

ork, when he was in the Senate; but not having expected 
this debate to come on at this time, he had it not at hand; 
he might, however, say that that address exhibited great 
devotion to the interests of his country, and pointed out the 
propriety ofa vigorous prosecution of the war, in the burn 
ing language of patriotism which perhaps was only excelled 
by the language of the declaration of independence. 

But what was the next subject-matter of accusation? A 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. CLINGMAN,}) and a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srewart,] had charged 
on Mr. Van Buren that he had contracted an enormous debt, 
and left it as a legacy on the administration that succeeded 
him, . He was pleased to observe that the gentleman from 
Xentucky—more conscientious than some others—had not 
run it up to thirty millions; but that gentleman had evi- 
dently made use of the tract of Mr. Secretary Ewing, who 
was the first Secretary to his knowledge, and he trusted he 
was the last, that would ever use officia station to deceive 
the public respecting the conduct of preceding public 
functionaries, 

_ The charge that Mr. Van Buren during his administra- 
tion, created a debt of thirty odd millions of dollars, which 
he left to his successor, was totally untrue. The charge 
had been repeated, however, in high places; it had been made 
in another and co-ordinate branch of this government; it had 
been again and again repeated, though as often refuted, with 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a pertinacioús determination: to adhere tọ the charge, iù 
or 


ler, by coritinuing to press the subject upon the minds of . 


the people of the country, that an effect might be produced, 
like a continual pouring of water upon a. rock, that a con- 
viction of the reality of that which had no existence might 
be at last produced: The Senate of the United States pass- 


~ed a>resolution, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 


to state expressly what the amount of indebtedness. was; 
that resolution was responded to, and it then appeared thatnot 
more than about six millions and a half of fedt which was 


outstanding upon treasury notes, was left by Mr. Van Buren; | 
and it was necessary, when speaking ofthe expenditures of 


that administration, to recollect the very extraordinary 
causes of expenditure which then existed in the erection of 
the public buildings, and in the prosecution of the war 
against the’. Indians. The gentleman from Kentucky 
himself acknowedged that there was eight millions of debt. 
This was a very important admission, coming from the 
quarter it did. The proper way in which the matter should 
be considered was to look at the times, and take into ac- 
count the unusual calls that were necessarily made 
upon the treasury ;and not, by one general sweep, condemn 
the administration. Why, there was no administration in 
the universal world that might not be thus condemned, no 
matter what the purity of the administration might be. It 
was the easiest thing in the world to hurl the thunders of 
indignation against any administration; but it was too late 
in this day of intellectual enlightenment to suppose that 
the people were to be blinded by any such general and 
sweeping denunciations. It was well known that true 
economy consists in making proper and discreet appropria 
tions; and he hazarded nothing in saying that, if gen- 
tlemen would take up that administration and test it by this 
principle, it would stand out in bold relief, as being hetter 
than the former, and infinitely better. than that which fol- 
lowed it. But, as forthe responsibility of an administration 
in reference to expenditures, there-was no President who 
could be said to. be responsible. Who was it that held the 
purse strings? It was this body. They made the appro- 

ropriations; and the executive was bound, under the ob- 
ligation ofan oath, to carry out the acts making those ap- 
propriations. 


The gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Crincman] had 
made a charge against the democratic party, in which he 
cited a quotation from the language of a most distinguished 
man, “that the democratic party were held together by the 
adhesive power of the spoils of office.” This was an ex- 
pression used by Mr. Calhoun when he was not in intimate 
relation with the democratic party. In contemplating the 
character of that great man, it would be found that his views 
were those ofan American statesman, not ofa party man; 
though separate from the democratic party, yet belonging 
not to the oppoite one. If the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina adduced tkis in order to show the existence. of 
divisions in the democratic ranks, he had not accomplished 
his object. Mr. Calhoun might cease to co-operate with 
his political friends, but the day could never come when 
federalism could be thrown upon his shoulders. But was 
it true that the democratic party were held together by the 
cohesive power of the spoils of office? Ashe might not 
soon have another opportunity of expressing what he con- 
ceived to be the principles of the democratic party, he 
would take this occasionto do so. What were those prin- 
ciples? They were these: perfect equality in all political 
and civil rights; exclusive privileges to none. None of 
your banking systema; with their corrupting influences; 
none of your high protective tariffs, giving exclusive privi- 
leges. These were the principles of the democratic party. 

‘here were, of course, some exceptions to the rule; but not 
so many as to shake the principles of the party. There 
might be differences of opinion among individual members, 
but the principles of the party remained unshaken, He 
admitted there was a difference of opinion on the subject of 
protection, but that difference was unimportant; and he in- 
sisted that no division of a fragment of the party could 
establish the principle that the democratic party were 
held together by the “cohesive power of the public spoils.” 

He would now look at the other side; andin the outset 

would say, that the whig party of 1840 had no title to the 
name of a party, and were nothing better than a faction. 
What constituted aparty? So far as he was able to under- 
stand that question, a party was a body of men associated 
together, with common principles, and a desire to carry 
those principles out, for the promotion of the public good. 
Now, what was a faction? for he asserted that the whigs of 
1840, when they came into power, were nothing but a fac- 
tion. Faction was a combination of a body of men to ob- 
tain political power, having no common principles, and no 
bond of union? but the hope of spoils. Was there any dec- 
laration of principles made by the whigs before the elec- 
tion? Was there any convention of the people called for 
that purpose? and was there individual authorized to declare 
the principles on which they went into the contest? Far 
from it. When General Harrison was called upon to avow 
his opinions on an important question of national policy, 
the whigs, who had charge of him, would not allow him to 
answer, because they feared that, in the honesty of his heart, 
he might tell the truth, and avow principles which would 
tend to injure their cause. They had a committee which 
received and answered all his letters, and that‘committee 
answered that General Harrison had no more developments 
forthe public eye. Did not this prove that the whigs of 
1840 came directly within the view of what he had described 
es a faction? But as he was not willing that anything illus- 
trative of this remarkable feature in the whig character, 
should escape him, he should ask for the reading of a letter, 
written by a distinguished gentleman of Virginia, formerly 
a whig candidate for elector in that State. and now a mem- 
ber of Congress; a gentleman who stood high in the estima- 
tion of the whig party, and one whose word he would take 
where honor and veracity were involved, as soon as that of 
any man in the nation. The character he had given, there- 
fore, of the whigs of his own State, must de a true one. He 
alluded to Mr. Wittoveusy Newron, andasked that his let- 
ter might be read. 

a extract from Mr. Newron’s letter—being the princi- 
pal part of it—was read.] 

Mr. NEWTON here rose, and asked that the whole letter 
might be read. 

Mr. PAYNE said he had not the whole letter by him. He 


had read as much of the letter as he had cutout ofa paper 
but the rest was immaterial, and did not differ from that he 
had quoted. He pledged himself to the gentleman that 
when he published his speech, ħe would publish the whole 
of it, . i s : . 

Mr. P. continued. Well, this letter spoke ofthe whig 
party as a discordant mass, who. had achieved a great 
victory; and the fruits of that victory had turned to ashes, 


_ because they. had no common principles to bind them to- 


gether; and that their eagerness for success induced them 
to extend their lines so as to embrace in them birds of every 
feather. The, letter concluded with a prayer to God that 
honesty might hereafter characterize the whig party. He 
heartily concurred in that prayer; for thongh he earnestly 
desired the overthrow of the whig pariy, believing that 
their success would be ruinous to the country, yet he de- 
sired only to carry on the contest with them on principle. 
He did not wish for success to the party to, which he be- 
longed on any other grounds than on, those of principle, 
But the letter which had just been read proved conclusively 
the truth of the charge he had made against the whigs of 
1840, that they were nothing but a faction, and not entitled 
to the name ofa party, 

Here the Chairman’s mallet fell, announcing that Mr. P's 
hour had expired. 

Mr. PAYNE observed that he was not half through with 
his remarks, but would take the earliest opportunity of con- 
cluding them. 

Mr. BOWLIN then obtained the floor. 

Mr. NEWTON asked the gentleman to yield him the 
floor for a few moments, for the purpose of explanation. 

Mr. BOWLIN said he would allow the’gentleman an op- 
portunity of explaining, provided he did not. take up too 
much of his time. Would five minutes be enough. for the 
gentleman? 

Mr. NEWTON could not tell him how long it would take 
to make the necessary explanation. 

Mr. BOWLIN then declined yielding the floor, as the 
gentleman could obtain it in the course of the debate, and 
make his explanation at length. 

Mr, NEWTON said he desired to say to the House that 
the facts stated by the gentleman from’ Alabama were not 
consistent with the record. 

Mr. PAYNE observed that he would publish the whole 
of the gentleman’s letter with his speech, and then it would 
be scen that there was nothing in it to conflict with the part 
he had read. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the gentleman from Missouri to 
yield him the floor, for the purpose of making an explana- 
tion, 


Mr. BOWLIN declined, on the ground that the hour al- 
lotted him was wearing away; and if he allowed one gen- 
tleman to explain, he must allow others. 

It was (Mr. B. said) a source of exceeding regret to him 
that this bill, somewhat local in its character, and of such 
vast importance to the people of the western country, 
should have been the means of introducing into this House 
a discussion of a party character. 

He had indulged the hope that it would have been discuss- 
ed solely with reference to the great interests it was framed 
to protect, and that it would not have received its death- 
blow from a quarter whence its warmest suppor should 
havecome. He exceedingly regretted that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis] waived, the other day, the 
party speech he was about to make, when he had the oppor- 
tunity of making it, and that he should have taken this oc- 
casion to inflict it, on a billin which the whole West was 
go deeply interested, and thereby jeopard, if not entirely 
destroy, the hopes of its ever becoming a law. In the indi- 
rect mannerin which the gentleman had to-day attacked 
this bill, he but showed the opposition of himself and his 
great leader to those great interests which he formerly so 
much cherished. He did not hesitate to say that the course 
of the gentleman from Kentucky to-day was such as to in- 
flict a blow on the bill in a covert way, but more fatal than 
any injury it could have received from an open and avowed 
enemy. 

From this day forth, he lost all hopes of carrying that bill 
through; and he could not avoid charging its defeat on the 
gentleman himself. If the object of the gentleman was to 
war on that section of the country from whence he came, 
he had most effectually accomplished it. There were more 
ways, of defeating a measure than by openly and directly 
opposing it; and the gentleman had taken the most effectual 
means that the ingenuity of man could devise to accomplish 
that object. He had too much respect for the gentleman's 
intelligence to suppose that he could have mistaken the ef 
fects of such a speech as he had inflicted on this bill; and 
the conclusion was therefore irresistible that such was the 
object he had in view. The subject under discussion when 
the gentleman commenced his remarks was a proposition to 
increase the amount of the appropriation in one of the 
clauses of the bill; and on this simple question, the gentle- 
man took the occasion to make a party, political speech, in 
which he attacked almost every public man who differed 
with him in political opinions, and who came within the 
range of his observation, and in which there was not a word 
said about the measure under discussion, The gentleman 
undertook to tell the House about the negligence of a form- 
er administration, in not paying the claimants to whom the 
government was indebted; and he instanced the cases of the 
Massachusetts militia, and the Missouri, Georgia, and Flori- 
da claims. Now, had these cases anything to do with the 
measure before the House? If the gentleman expected to 
make any political capital out of this kind of argument, he 
was mistaken, so far as Missouri was concerned; for, let him 
tell the gentleman, the whigs had the power in Congress for 
three sessions, and the Missouri.volunteers were not paid 
yet. There was a bill now before the House, which he 
hoped would be got through hefore the close of the session. 

Why this allusion to the Georgia claims? Was it an ap- 
peal to their avarice? What had these claims to do with 
the subject before the House? He presumed that the gen- 
tleman had no such intention, and that his only object was 
to inflict a party speech on the House, at the expense of the 
lives of the people of the West, who navigate the Missis- 
sippi and Ohio, and of the rich commerce that is floated on 
those streams. He could have wished that thé gentleman 
had seen the wreck of the Shepherdess, and witnessed the 
fearful loss of life and property that took place on that ag- 
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casion. Such a sight could not but have awakened in him 
some feeling for those who are exposed to like calamities, 
and induced him, if he could not yield his hearty support to 
this bill, to at least refrain from injuring it in this way. ` 
Mr. B. then spoke of the hostility that had lately heen 
shown by Mr. Clay to the improvement of the western wa- 
ters. He knew not whether this change of conduct in the 
great whig leader had been the result of premeditated ven- 
geance against those western States for not coming into cer- 
tain measures; but it was notorious that Mr. Clay had 
changed his opinions on the question of western improve- 
ments. He knew not whether the fact of the profession of 
political principles by- Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri, in op- 
position to those which he inculcated, might not have caused 
this change. The course of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. G. Davis] had been so plain that the blind might read 
it He had given the measure which ought to have received 


his hearty support, a mortal stab; and he cared not what the 


gentleman’s vote might be, or what he might hereafter say 


on the subject, yet-he had effectually killed the bill. 

He had before observed that the course of the gentleman 
to-day was in accordance with the change of policy which 
had been shown by his great leader. Mr. Clay himself, at 
the last session, voted against an. appropriation for an im- 
portant western improvement; and the gentleman was now 
following his example, by giving this bill a side-blow, in- 
sicad of attacking it openly and directly. It was passing 
strange that the gentleman should have taken such a course, 
considering his relations. with the West, leaving the lives 
aad commerce of the people of the West to the mercy of the 
snags and waves, without an effort to save it. The next 
point in the speech of the gentleman upon the question 
whether improvements should be made to draw the snags 
out of the Mississippi river, was a commentary on the con- 
dition of the finances; and he went into a detail to show that 
every Congress which had sat here for many years past, 
except the glorious 27th, was composed of most extravagant 
fellows. ` 

It was admitted that the whigs come into power with a 


national debt of eight millions; and that after the lapse of two | 


short years itwas run up to thirty millions—being an’ in- 
orease often millions per annum. They should perhaps be 
told that it was not a whig, but a Tyler administration; 
but this he denied, for, as far as the appropriations were 
concerned, the administration had beenwhig. Mr. Tyler 
had no power to appropriate a single dollar, or to expend a 
dollar appropriated, but as the whig Congress had prescrib- 
ed; and the whigs then were alone responsible for the in- 
crease ofthe public debt from & to 30 millions of dollars ata 
time of profound peace—peace even with the Indian tribes; 
and at_atime too, when there ‘were no expensive remoyals 
of Indian tribes, or the continuation of costly. public build- 
ings, or national works of any kind. : 

The very first act of that administration was to saddle the 
country with the expense of an extra session of Congress. 
He knew it might be replied that Mr. Van Buren called an 
extra session, t00, at the commencement of his administra- 
tion, but the reason was clear and satisfactory; it was at- 
tributable to the villanous wickedness of the banks, which 
rendered it necessary that Mr. Van Buren should appeal to 
Congress for the means to administer the government. 
That occasioned the necessity for Mr. Van Buren’s extra 
session; but what necessity was there for that of the year 
1841? We were at perfect peace with all the world, and all 
our affairs were going on smoothly, Perhaps it was ne- 
cessary for the leader of the party to lay down his 

rinciples, and to prescribe the rule of action for 

is foĝowers, and to whip them into the traces. 
Every. one would recollect the six celebrated resolutions 
passed in the Senate; for, having been laid down by the par- 
ty dictator, who dared gaiusay them? What, then, was 
that extra session called for? Why, one gentleman said’ an 
* appropriation was made for some little debt of a million and 
a half of dollars; but the absolute necessity, surely, was 
not pretended to be found there. It was to establish a party 
policy before the people had time to bear it down by an ex- 
pression of opinion. It was for the purpose of establishing 
their bankrupt law, to sponge out the debts of speculators 
and swindlers, without regard to the rights and interests of 
ereditors—an act which was a perfect burlesque on a bank- 
rupt law deserving of the name. That was one of their 
first acts; and how effectually had it been condemned by 
the people! he repeal of their own act, at their secõnd 
session, was sufficiently expressive. But, .as one of the 
beauteous results of that extra session, the creditors of the 
country had been swindled by that bankrupt law to the 
amount of two hundred millions of doHars. 

Another object of the extra session was to pass a bank 
bill; and, failing in that, to establish a fiscal agent, whose 
fale was notorious. Another was the repeal of the inde- 
pendent treasury act, which have been in operation for sev- 
eral years without loss to the government or to the people. 
lt was, however, repealed; and recourse was again had to 
those very banks which had so much embarrassed the gov- 
ernment and the nation; and this and other measures were 
hurried through the forms of legislation with indecent 
haste, fearing doubtless to await the expression of public 
opinion and the people’s estimate of their acts. 

One gentleman had told them some of the evil conse- 
quences ofa restoration; but, in that respect, wherein did 
the two opposing parties differ? The candidate of the one 
had been the President in name and in fact, and the candi- 
date of the other had been Presidentall but in name. This 
was notorious; and hence the gentleman’s dissertation on 
the evils of a restoration, if an argument against any 
candidate for the presidency, was an argument against his 
own. But the gentleman, to amuse the western people, had 
complained thai the Cumberland road was neglected; but 
did he charge the abandonment of that work against his. op- 
ponents? ‘Phe gentleman probably found it convenient io 
forget that his own party voted against it in 1840. He also 
culogized the last tariffact, and in that he was consistent 
with himseifand with his party usages. But, while eulo- 

_gizing that infamous act--the curse of the poor—he pro- 
` fessed to belong to a party that were the poor man’s benefac- 
tors and protectors. 

He (Mr. B.) was not desirous to excite unkind feelings in 
one class towards another; but the truth compelled him to 
say that that enactment was a curse to the poor, for the ben- 
efit ofthe rich. He asked the gentleman to retfew the spe- 


cific duties of that'act, and he would find cottons that cost 


the ‘poor man 6 cents, taxed at the rate of 160 per cent., 
while those which cost 2 shillings, and were, consequently, 
within the means of the rich only, were taxed but 30 per cent.; 
and yet that was an act passed by the laborers friend! But 
further: a piece of flannel which cost 20 shillings—such ag 
was worn by the poor man, the object of the gentleman’s 
very peculiar care—was taxed 100 per cent., while the finest 
flannel, costing 59 shillings a piece, was taxed but at the rate 
of 40 per cent; and-yet, he repeated, this was done by a par- 


ty profèssiùg to be, par excellence, the poor man’s friend. In . 
8. 


ort, everything consumed or used by the poor and the in- 
dustrious was taxed immoderately, while-but a gentle hand 
was laid on the articles used by the rich, aan 

The gentleman also eulogized the distribution scheme, 
but he knew the poor would not he the recipients of the 
money distributed, or possibly he would not be its advocate; 
but he could not, by throwing dust in the people’s eyes, 
blind to the etfect of that measure. The increased specific 
duties were to supply the deficiency created in the treasury 
by the distribution; and hence the poor were opprosively 
taxed—first for the benefit of the rich, as he had shown; arid 
next, that speculators might have the means whereon to 
speculate to the disarrangement of the commerce and solid 
prospérity of the country; and then, in case of failure, to 
sponge out their debts by a whig bankrupt law. ; 

He would, however, return to the. question before the 
committee; and what was it? A proposition to increase an 
appropriation now $180,000, to some $40,000, for the purpose 
of clearing out snags in the river, and improving certain 
harbors. He entreated the House to come back to the con- 
sideration of this question, for it was intimately connected 
with the interests of the great West. This political wrang- 
ling, this mixing up of party politics with the great interests 
ofthe West, he ested would jeopard the bill; and hence he 
entreated the House to come back to this question, and for 
a moment to contemplate its importance. The great stream 
which flowed down the: Mississippi, running, though it did, 
through a country which, fifty years ago, was one vast un- 
broken wilderness, now bore on its surface to the Atlantic 
ocean, more exported produce of the West than all the im- 
portations of the entire country; but in consequence of the 
nature of the soil, and other circumstances which he need 
not stop to detail, obstructions to the navigation were 
found, whose removal called for-appropriations by this gov- 
ernment. y 

He besought gentlemen to permit the House to act upon 
the bill. They had been driven into the defence of it by 
insidious attacks, not upon the provisions of the bill itself, 
but attacks which were harder to meet, because wholly 
foreign to the subject—attacks upon party of a most in- 
flammatory nature. The western navigation needed protec- 
tion. Leta man take up a western paper, and he would 
not fail to read of some accident. They were of constant 
recurrence. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. WHITE expressed a desire to make some remarks in 
reply. There had been ample provocation, he said, but not- 
withstanding all that provocation,’ he was not disposed to 
occupy the time of the committee at this late hour, but 
would claim the privilege, at some more convenient time, of. 
replying to the general topics which had been introduced 
into this debate. 

The committee then rose, and reported progress; and 

The House adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The memorial of citizens of 
Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania, against any modification of 
the tariff, as it can only result in the destruction of a large 
amount of invested capital, and in the reduction of the 
wages of labor, and in the stagnation of business. The me- 
morial of citizens of Valley Forge, Pennsylvania, represent- 
ing the prosperous condition of the country under the tariff, 
and protesting against any further experiments upon the 
labor and industry of the people. 

By Mr. THOMASSON: The petition of the heirs of Cap- 
tain Thomas Martin, deceased, asking commutation pay: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Four memorials 
numerously signed by the citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against any alteration of the tariff of 1842, which 
they allege is rapidly restoring the national prosperity and 
deprecating the passage of the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which they regard as destruc- 
tive to the best interests of the country. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition in favor of the estate 
of the late James S. Thatcher, purser in the United States 
navy. ? 

By Mr. WETHERED: A petition from S. Feast, Henry 


_ Clay Taylor, and 206 voters of the 15th ward of Baltimore, 


representing that permanency in our revente laws is indis- 
pensably necessary to promote the business operations of 
the country, and rcmonstrating against any change in the 
present tariff laws. g 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, April 6, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE WESTERN WATERS. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to present a resolution, for the pur 
pose of fixing half past one o’clock this day to terminate the 
debate, in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, on bill No. 126, entltled “A bill making appropria- 
tions for certain harbors and rivers,” after which time the 
committee should procced to vote on amendments; and that 
four o'clock. this afternoon should be fixed to terminate de- 
bate in the same committee on another bill—bill No. 203, be- 
ing a bill “making appropriations for certain harbors and 
rivers,” after which time the committee should proceed to 
yote on amendments offered to that bill. 

The SPEAKER stated that the resolution could only be 
received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to suspend the rules, for the pur- 
pose of considering that resolution. 

After a conversation, in which Mr. PAYNE, Mr. TIB- 
BATTS, Mr. C. JOHNSON, Mr. WHITE, Mr. D. L. SEY- 


MOUR, Mr. HOPKINS, and others, took part, the resolution 
was modified, by.striking out that portion which ‘related to: 
the bill No. 203; and limiting the resolution to bill No: 196-— 
so modified as to fix two o'clock; instead: of halfpast-one,: 
for the termination of the debate on that bill In that shape. 
the resolution was agreed to. ` An ee se no 
Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR. obtained. permission to maké a-mi- 
nority report from the-Committee of Ways and’ Means on: 


the subject of the. tariff, of which 10,000 ‘extra copies were 


ordered to be printed. - ` : 
_ Mr. TIBBATTS then moved that ‘the House resolve itself 
into committee of the whole on. the state of thé Union, for 
the purpose of continuing the consideration of bill No; 196, ` 
making appropriations for certain harbors and rivers. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Boyp took the chair; 
the periding question.being on Mr. Hoae’s motion toin- 
crease the appropriation for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi, the Missouri, the Arkansas, the Illinois, and the lower 
portion of the Ohio- rivers, from $180,000 to $223,000. .. « 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor, and remarked that the 
House had agreed to terminate debate on this bill’ at 2 
o’clock, and he was not disposed to occupy that limited 
time by any continuation of the political. debate of- yester- 
day, provided he could haye an assurance that the time 
would be devoted to a consideration of this bill. - If, how- 
ever, that debate was to be prosecuted, he should claim his 
portion of the time. š 

Mr. TIBBATTS hoped and believed the short remaining 
time would be devoted to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WHITE then would yield the floor, and reserve the 
remarks he intended to make for some future occasion. ` 


Mr. HOUSTON said he had a word to say before any bar- 
gains should be made in regard to this discussion. His 
riend from Kentucky [Mr. Tresatts] had no authority to 
bind this side of the House, and he presumed he’ did not de- 
sire to be so understood. As for himself, he would take his 
own course; he did not intend to go into aparty debate on 
this bill, and he believed his friends had no such intention, 
He said the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuire] must 
take his own course, and upon his own responsibility, re- 
gardless of any pledges from democrats. ‘They had not 
sought a party debate at this time; but the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Davis] had thrown a fire-brand into the dis- 
cussion, to the interruption and delay ofthe public business 
of the country. Neither he (Mr. H.) nor his friends were 
responsible for this-unwarranted and unprovoked interrup- 


‘tion; and, but for the repeated efforts of gentlemen on the 


other side, they might have been much further advanced in 
business than they are. He thought, therefore,. the gentle- 
man’s appeal to stop a party debate, which his own colleague 
{Mr. Davis] had very improperly commenced on. this bill, 
was out of pleco; and it should not influence him. The 
had opened the war, and he (Mr. H.) was willing to carry it 
on. As soon as a proper time arrived, he was for “carrying 
the war into the enemy’s, camp;” and if the friends ofthis 
bill should lose it, they must charge itto those who had 
thrown the ‘‘fire-brand” into the debate. He therefore pro- 
tested against any such arrangements. Let gentlemen take 
their own course, and stand, responsible. to the country for 
their action; as for himself, he had no bargains to make. 

Mr. WENTWORTH desired to say a word or two. _ 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF also rose and requested the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to yield the floor. : 

Mr. WHITE said he still retained the floor on this bill, to 
which he was friendly, and he was not to be thrown off hig 
propriety by anything that could be said there. There had 
been one speech made on his side, and two: on ‘the other 
side, since this bill has been before the committee; he, nev- 
ertheless, would yield the floor, as so short a time was al- 
lotted to this bill; and if any democrat thought proper to 
continue the political debate, he would do it at his peril; 
and he (Mr. W.) would take his chance of getting.the floor 
to make a reply hereafter. He would now yield the field, 
and any man might take it that thought proper. 

Mr, PAYNE was willing to take the floor at his peril at 
this time. 

{Cries of “Oh, Payne, don’t!”] 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose and said: 

In my devotion to party, I will yield to no man in this 
House. My votes, my whole life, bespeak me an ultra par- 
tisan, upon all party questions, But, sir, 1 cannot carry my 
politics into every relation of life. The discussion on this 
bill, by general consent, is to close at 2 o'clock. We want. 
all this time to mature the bill. The tariffbill will come up 
on Tuesday, and will be under discussion several weeks. 
Then -gentlemen can talk upon every man, every measure, 
and cwerything, ifthey please. I may then indulge my po- 
litical propensities somewhat. But cannot now. Such a 
course could never be justified. It would be calamitous in 
the highest degree. There is no consideration that would 
induce me to follow the example of the honorable gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis] yesterday, and throw 3 
party fire-brand into this debate. This bill mvolves the in- 
terests of the whole West; and not only the safety of a vast 
amount of property depends upon it, but, what is above alk 
price, a vast number of human lives. Ientreat gentlemen, 
then, to held up their wrath for a few short days, and give 
np all—all their attention to the intrinsic merits of this bill, 
whose passage is demanded by so many imperative con- 
siderations. Hoping that this appeal may be listened to, I 
cheerfully yield the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON hoped the amendment would prevail. 
It was just in itself; but when it was compared with the 
amendment adopted yesterday, it was imperiously demand- 
ed. There was a small portion of the Ohio river where 
there was but a small stream, for which $100,000 had been 
appropriated; and yet, forthe lower and more important 
part of that river, and some four or five other large streams, 
on which floated their internal commerce, amounting to 
two hundred millions per annum, there was proposed but 
the paltry sum of $180,000—being but $80,000 more than for 
the smail stream of the upper part of the Ohio. 

In addition to this, a consideration which should operate 
in relation to the improvement ofthe Mississippi, was, that 
it was required for the saving of life and of property, where 
both were imminently endangered. Where, as in the case of 
the upper Ohio, there was no danger threatening either life 
or property; the only end to be gained was simply the 
rendering the navigation more easy. If they were to go 
upon that system, they would find a thousand streams 


y h € : 
These considens tone were sufficient to: just i Say- 
ing that he hoped the.amendment.would be adopted. 


Mr. OWEN said he:hoped the. House would ‘take the 


same course in relation to this amendment as‘they had done . 


in reference to: the. amendment proposed: yesterday: to in- 
crease the appropriation for the upper Ohio. He would. be. 
extremely glad, if the Wabash were included; for here- 
garded it as a far more important river than the Ilinois. He 
would, at present, move no amendment; but. if, the Illinois 
river was to be inéluded, as had. been suggested, he. would 
feel. compelled to. move that the Wabash be also included. 
Mr. CROSS. said he was no'advocate for the distribution 
of the public treasure for local purposes. : He was no adyo- 
cate for prodigality in any form. He would -oppose all ap- 
ropriations of the public money, except for the general 
Peubat of the whole country... So far as the Arkansas river 
was concerned, no-one could entertain a doubt ás to the ex- 
clusive authority of Congress to take measures for its ini- 
provement, Its improvement was an object of great na- 
tional importance. ‘The. Indian tribes who had been located 
by this government at an expense of fifteen millions of dol- 
lars, westwardof Arkansas, .it was well known were in a 
atate of enmity; and it was necessary that forts should be 
kept up along the frontier. ` These forts could, with very 
great difficulty, he supplied, unless the navigation of that 
river were improved. Ifthe navigation of that river were 
confined to the State, he would then regard it as a local 
subject. But this was not the case; it extended three or 
four hundred miles beyond the limits of the State. If the 


State of Arkansas was more powerful, it would probably he- 


courted in view of the coming contest; but containing, as it 
did, but a population ‘of a little over 100,000, it was to be 
feared that her interests would not be so much regarded by 
gentlemen as those of some other States. 

Mr. VINTON said he should vote for the proposition to 
increase the appropriation, because he believed the amount 
could be well applied, and indeed a much larger sum, But 
he rose at present merely to set gentlemen right, and par- 
ticularly the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. TuHomeson,] 
who seemed to think that the amendment made yesterday 
in regard to the upper Ohio was too large. If the gentle- 
man would look at the estimates sent down from the War 
Department, he would perceive that the sum stated in the 
bill was not more that one half the amount estimated. 

Mr. TIBBATTS observed that the amendment proposed 
agreed with the report of the engineer. He thought it 
ought to be adopted. ‘ 

Mr. RATHBUN said he would be willing to vote for the 
bill in its original shape; but if this amendment was adopt- 
ed, he would be obliged to vote against it. 

Mr. DICKEY said he did not think they need apprehend 
any danger from increasing the appropriations, so as to 
bring them up to the estimates of the department, 

Mr. HARDIN said gentlemen were mistaken in su 


osing 
that the sum of $223,000 was the estimate of the 


epart- 
ment; it was the amount considered by the engineer neca. 
sary to keep the snag-boats in operation. The estimates of 
the department for the improvement of the Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, and Arkansas rivers, was $443,000. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he should give this amendment his 
support, as he had yesterday supported the increase of the 
uppropriation for the upper Ohio. He thought it the best 
economy to appropriate a sufficient sum at once. He should 
feel justified, therefore, in voting for the increased appro- 
priations. ; 

Mr. ABBOT said he was in favor of internal improvement, 
whether for the West, the East, the North, or the South. 
He was willing to vote for the bill, because he believed it 
was for the interest of the West. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR said he regretted that there should 
be any indisposition in any quarter to make full appropria- 
tions, so long as er had estimates from the proper depart- 
ment. He thought they had sufficient data before them to 
satisfy the House that ‘the appropriations ought to be in- 
creased beyond what the bill contained as reported, Neither 
did he think it would conflict with the principles of true 
economy; and he was quite suro it would not conflict with 
the principles of sound policy, Me had not risen for the 
Purpose of going into a detailed statement of the benefits 
which his constituents or any part of the country might re- 
alize from these improvements. He gave in his adhesion to 
the policy of improving our western Waters, and hoped it 
would find no objections from any quarter, and particularly 
from the State he came from, which was deriving such vast 
benefits from its western trade. 

Mr. MCDOWELL made a remark about the Hlinois river, 
the purport of which was not heard, 

Mr. C, JOHNSON asked if it was in order to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, but was informed that it was 
not. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, and it 
was adopted—ayes 76, noes 51. 

Mr. CULLOM moved an amendment, appropriating $25,000 
for clearing out obstructions in the Cumberland river. 

Mr BLACKWELL offered the following amendment to 
the amendment: 


“And for the improvement of the Tennessee river from the 
foot of the Muscle Shoals to the mouth of Frenchbroad river, 
fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PAYNE obtained the floor, and commenced a contin- 
uation of his reply to the speech of Mr. Garrett Davis of 
yesterday. 

Messrs, HOUSTON, J. BRINKERHOFF, and STREN- 

OD, appealed to the gentleman from Alabama to take 
some other opportunity of making his general speech in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Kentucky, and to let the limited 
time allowed to the bill he confined to a discussion on ihe 
merits of the bill itself. 

„Mr. PAYNE observed that much as he was opposed to the 
bill before ithe committee. he could not resist the appeal from 
his friends. He would therefore forego his speech on the 
present occasion, but it would be with much reluctance. 

Mr. J, BRINKERHOFF appealed to the friends of the bill 
not to overload it with amendments. He was not disposed 
to be uncharitable, but it appeared to him that there was a 
disposition on the part of some members to load down this 
bill with amendments which would insure its defeat. It was 
true, the appropriations were small in proportion to the ob- 
jects to be accomplished; but if gentlemen would look at the 


} f he hoped it would 
go through the committee in the shape that it was reported. 


he proposed to offer, and in doing so, he hoped he should not 


defeat the bill by overloading it with amendments. His col- 
: league, perhaps, found the bill so framed as to suit. the inter- 
ests of his constituents, and therefore could weil object to 
amendments. ba Í ; . 
Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said that such was not the fact. 
: There was an appropriation, it was true, inwhich his con. 
stituents were interested, but the amount was a very small 
one. : : 

Mr: WELLER observed that his colleague. might not 
have found so large an appropriation for the interests he 
represented as he wanted; but they had not entirely been. 
overlooked in the bill. 

There were three great measures in which the West was 
deeply interested; two of which—the removal of the ob- 
structions from the Mississippi and its-.tributaries, and the 
construction of harbors in the western lakgs—had been pro- 

> vided for; but the Cumberland road had been entirely over- 
looked. He should offer an amendment io provide for the 
latter object; and, in doing so, would only ask for $75,000 
for each of the three States through which the road is to 
psss; .He should also submit an amendment for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Ohio, which was as neces- 
sary for the transportation of the United States mail, as it 
was for connecting the two branches of the road together. 

Mr. HOUSTON offered the following, instead of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Brack- 
wen,] and asked him to accept it asa modification of his 
amendment: 


“For the contiuation of the improvements onthe Tennessee 
river, $56,769 33.” 


Mr. BLACK WELL haying assented, 

Mr. HOUSTON referred toa report and bill of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, made to the House in 1838, to 
show the great importance of the appropriation, and the 
value of the commerce on the: Tennessee river. 

Mr. McCLELLAND entered into some explanations in re- 
lation to the conduct of the committee from which the bill 
was reported. 

Mr. CHAPMAN spoke in support of the amendment, re- 
marking that it appeared that some gentlemen entirely for- 
got that, on the map of this country, there was such a stream 
as the noble Tennessee river. He spoke of its importance 
and its claims to consideration at some length. 


Mr. CAVE. JOHNSON said it was known to the older 
members of the House that he had always opposed appro- 
puiations of this kind. He did not now expect to vote for 
this bill. Ifthe appropriations in this bill had been limited 
to the removal of the snags in the Mississippi and Missouri 
by snag boats, as had been practised for some years past, 
he would probably have given it his support; but it is now 
extended to other rivers of little importance, such as the 
Arkansas and Illinois, as well as to the Ohio; and, in his 
opinion, appropriations for those rivers would he a useless 
expenditure of the public money; and he should therefore 
vote against the bill. But if this system was to go on, other 
rivers than those named in the bill deserved the considera- 
tion of the House. The President had recommended an im- 
provement of the western waters in his annual message, 
and this had been referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
This committee does not seem to have noticed any of the 
rivers running into the Mississippi from the eastern side 
except the Ohio. All other rivers seem to have been for- 
gotten or overlooked. The Tennessee and Cumberland 
are wholly omitted, probably because no member of that 
committee was from the section of the country watered by 
those rivers. 


The Cumberland river had heretofore been noticed hy the 
House, and within a few years appropriations had been 
made for it exceeding one hundréd thousand dollars. The 
same had been done by the Tennessee; and yet they are to 
be wholly neglected in a bill purporting to be for the im- 
provement of the westernwaters. He felt himself justified 
in ae that the commerce’ of the Cumberland greatly 
exceeded the commerce of both the Arkansas and ilinois; 
and that probably the commerce of the Tennessee and Cum. 
erg was five times as great as those of the others com- 

bined. 

The obstructions in the Cumberland and Tennessee was 
equal, if not greater than any in the other rivers mentioned. 
They had been examined by the engineers, reported on, 
and frequent appropriations made; and stood as much in 
need of the assistance of the government as any of the 
rivers provided for, except the Mississippi and Missouri. 

Mr. J. expressed the opinion that not much advantage 
would arise to the country from the improvement of any 
of those rivers except the M ississippi and Missouri, and per- 
haps the Red river; except the advantages which the coun- 
try would derive from the disbursement of the public 
money in the different sections of the country Andin 
this point of view, equal advantages should be given to 
other sections of the country, to those provided for in this 
bill. He trusted, therefore | that the members favoring 
this system would extend equal justice to every other 
section. If the public money is to be squandered, justice 
and fairness required a more equitable distribution should 
be made than is provided in this bill. ~ 

Mr. RHETT remarked that the House was representing 
every portion of this Union, and not any particular see- 
tions, 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would not vote for ‘the amend- 
ment, because he was not disposed to jeopard the passage 
ofthe bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he regretted to see so many 
amendments in contemplation. They appeared to him not 
made in earnest, but to defeat the bill. 
tlemen had told him that they were going to oppose the 
whole bill, because the Ilinois river was inserted. . But 
yet, without making a direct attack on that important na. 
tional highway, so declared hy the ordinance of 1787, they 


were trying to defeat the bill by indirection, He hoped 


Mr. WELLER observed that he had an amendment which - 


render himself obnoxious to the charge of endeavoring to` 


Indeed, several gen-~ 


. fi gentlemen would define their positions boldly, and quit 
‘||: their fatal amendments. Of all 

| hated those from the ambush. This bill associates the Illinois 
-river where it properly belongs—among the great rivers of 


attacks in the world; he 


the West. President Monroe asserts that “Congress has ~ 


unlimited power to raise money, and that, in its appropria- 


tions, it has a discretionary. power, restricted only by the 
duty to appropriate it to purposes of common defence, and 
of general; not local, of national; and not State, henefit.” 
From this text, I think I can prove the Illinois river entitled: 
to an appropriation. . 

Again: President Jackson’s strong objection to the Mays- 
ville road was, that it had “no connexion with any estab- 
lished. system of improvements.” I shall contend that the 
improvement of this river would not only be of general and 
national bencfit, but connecis great, important, and per- 
manent systems ofimprovements. The doctrines laid down 
in Gen. Jackson’s Wabash veto message, have been careful- 
ly examined by me with reference to their effect on this bill; 
and I find.no sentence, no line, no word; inconsistent 
with it. Appropriations have beer made for the Ken- 
nebec, Genesee, Hudson, and Connecticut ‘rivers, and 
the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, the Delaware andthe Rar. 
itan, the Dismal Swamp, and the Lonisville and Portland 
canal. The most, if not all of these, were sanctioned by 
General Jackson. i y 

The act of Cogress granting land for the completion of the 
Ilinois and Michigan canal, which connects, by an inland 
route, New York with New Orleans, Chicago with St. Lou- 
is, Canada with the whole Mississippi valley--has given 
this river a national importance. . That act stipulates 
for the transportation of the munitions of war free 
from toll. And the main support of this canal must be 
from the produce, the merchandise, and passengers passing . 
up and down this river. Without this river in a navigable 
condition, the canal would lose its chief importance. The 
canal is 100 miles long, and the river 250 from the termina- 
tion of the canal. Is it important to improve the Mississip- 
pi above the mouth of the Illinois, (and I say it is very im, 
portant,) it is equally fso to improve the IHinois, which 
takes at least half the tonnage and half the merchandise that 
ascends the Mississippi to that point; and the same may be 
said of property on the downward passage, the Ilinois bear- 
ing quite as much as the upper Mississippi. What we now 
see, however, is scarce a shadow of that future which shall 
witness the opening of the canal and its lateral hranch de- 
signed to bring into it all the wealth of the great valley, 
watered by the Fox and Rock rivers, and also the lead and 
copper trade of the extreme north. And, sir, government 
would derive essential aid, as well as the people, froma dona- 
tion of land, of which it has a plenty in the vicinity, for the 
completion of this lateral canal, so important to the main 
trank, and commodious to our mercantile and agricultural 
interests. 5 

It is proposed to make a navigable feeder from Fox river 
to the THinois and Michigan canal, to supply the Summit 
canal with water. The line has been surveyed from a point 
on Fox river, to a point on the main canal, a distance of only 
30 miles. The cost is estimated at $330,000, and its capacity 
40 feet surface and 4 feet water. This opens a communica- 
tion from the lakes into the heart of the rich valley of 
Fox river, which is unsurpassed in productive resources by 
any portion of the United States. By extending this line 
from the Fox to the Rock river, a distance of about 60 miles, 
it will form a continuous line of canal, leading from the 
Illinois and Michigan canal, through the Fox river valley 
to Rock river. It is ascertained that a dam at or near Rock- 
ford would make the river navigable above for a distance 
of about 60 miles. The Pickatolica, a branch that. enters 
Rock river, near the site of the proposed dam, is known to 
be navigable without further improvement, a distance of 
more than 100 miles, which leads into the lead and copper 
regions of the north. Rock river is also navigable for 
sixty miles below the mouth of the proposed dam. Thus 
it will be seen that a connexion made between the 
the Ilinois and Michigan canal and Rock river would make 
an outlet from present river navigation of 220 miles, and 
opena market for the whole country bordering upon Rock 
and Fox rivers and their tributaries; and also secure a cheap 
and ready conveyance forthe whole lead trade of Minois 
and Wisconsin. The fact that large quantities of lead are 
annually wagoned from the mineral region to Chicago and 
Milwaukie, a distance of 170 miles, show that, if this canal 
Was constructed, as it will be ere long, it wonld pass 
through this channel. The section of country that would 
be accommodated by this canal, contains 4,500,000 acres of 
land; every acre of which is susceptible of cultivation, and 
capable of yielding the most ebundant crops. This section’ 
ofcountry already numbers 100,000 of the most enterpris- 
ing, industrious, and intelligent inhabitants to he found in 
this country; and is capable of Supporting 2,000,000 people. 
By the construction of this canal, the inhabitants in the 
northwestern part of Illinois and a large portion of Wiscon- 
sin could get their supplies of lumber, coal, salt, sugar, 
cotton and merchandise in general, at a much reduced price 
from its present cost; and they could save, in the shipment 
of their minerals and the products of the soil. nearly as 
much as all their present annual earnings. J will say noth- 
ing ahout the copper mines, yet comparatively undeveloped 
in this region of Nature's great laboratory, where some 
1,500 pigs were sold, the past season; but will call atten- 
tion to the great increase in the lead trade, whichis yet 
greatly retarded for the want of better, cheaper, and safer 
means of conveyance. 

The sales from all points in 

1841 were - % 2 Z 

18420 “ . - = 

1843s . . . - 609,273 “ 
And it is safe to estimate 1,000,000 for 1844, This increased 
business in the extreme north mustincrease the demand for 
all the various articles of merchandise from our eastern and 
southern cities; and the protection of this commerce, scat- 
tered to all parts of the Union, is the chief object of this 
bill. I have not the means of furnishing the statistics of the 
wheat, corn, pork, beef, and other trade of this immense 
tract of country seeking the South and the East, as the 
great points at which to exchange its products for the va- 
rious articles of merchandise; and, if I had, it would be no 
criterion for the future. -In 1840, nine counties in Wisconsin 
produced 197,226 bushels of wheat, 26,966 head of cattle, 


463,400 pigs 
473,099 “ 


. £9,) last y 


45,136 -hogs, and 7,564 tons ef lead: I 
that these products were'more than doubled the past séason. 


‘The increase -is surpassing what was once considered the | 


most extravagant estimates. : 
The great southern mail is transported on this river until 


it reaches La Salle, the termination of the great national . 
canal which is to’ connect some 18,000 miles of inland nayi- 


gablè. waters. The business on this tiver has already 
briskly.commenced, and there will be risked: on its waters, 


the coming season, over $1,000,000, aside from shipping, and 


many hundred thousand human lives. : : ; 

But its main importance, in a national point of view, can- 
not be estimated in a time of peace. If there should ever 
again be a rupture between this country and Great Britain, 
we should find our northern lakes covered with British 
forces from the Welland canal; and should they get posses- 
sion ofa very few important points, they would break up all 
communication in that direction, and our only access to the 
lakes with our troops and munitions of war ‘would be 
through this very river; and the same would be the case 
with all the country about lake Michigan. 1 consider this 
appropriation of great national importance, and I hope gen- 
tleman will withdraw their opposition; and if not so, that the 
proposition to strike it out will be voted down by a majori- 
ty sufficient to silence all opposition for the future. 


It is asked why we do not ask fora specific appropriation s 


for this river? In the first place we are willing to trust the 
importance of all the contemplated improvements to the dis- 
cretion of those, the business of whose lives has been en: 
grossed jh a study of the topography of this country, and in 
the improvement of its great navigable thoroughfares. As 
the Hlinois river.is one of the most important branches of 
the! sippiin point of shipping, it would be safest to let 
the responsibility of stating how much of the aggregate sum 
for all the rivers could; to the best advantage of the nation, 
and in justice to the great importance of the other streams, 
be diverted to this. - 


In the second place, if we should havea specific appro- 
priation, it would take the most of the first year’s appropria- 
tion to procure the machinery and implements necessary. 
to commence operations; and it would require separate offi- 
cers and workmen: whereas, under this general appropria- 
tion, at a season most befiting, the general superintendent 
of the improvements on the Mississippi could take up the 
machinery and implements already owned by government, 
and, in a very few days, could remove the principal ob- 
structions to the navigation of this very important river, 
and at a comparatively trivial expense. 

Tn the third place, the bill is drawn up to meet any consti- 
tutional scruples which the President may have. 
see nothing in this bill contradictory to the doctrines laid 
down by President Jaekson, in his veto of the Wabash riv- 
er, Į always’ understood General Jackson to be in fa- 
vor of improving the Mississippi river and all its tributaries 
up to the point at which they were navigable at ordinary 
seasons of the year; and the Winois is a direct, and very 
important tributary ofthe Mississippi, navigable to the ter- 
mination ofthe canal at all scasons, and carrying the great 
southern mail, ‘Phat President Tyler approves of all Gen- 
eral Jackson’s vetoes, I can safely say. That he will ap- 
prove of this bill whilst containing this appropriation, I am 
confident, But, in case he is opposed to the improvement 
ofthe Illinois, he is under no necessity of vetoing the whole 
bill, The disbursements under it are at his discretion, 
through the Secretary of War and the Topographical de- 

artment., He can sign the bill, with the explanations that 
he shall order no improvements of the Illinois on constitu- 
tional grounds. It will then be for Congress to say whether 
the whole appropriation shall go to the other rivers, or 
whether a part shall be withheld; and every one knows that 
the others need much more than the largest- sum proposed 
for them on this floor, But I. am entertaining no fears of 
such a veto; and those bringing up such objections seem 
rather to hope than expect it. 

As to'the importance of all western improvements, it is 
not expected thal I can say much of interest, after the pro- 
tracted discussion on the reference of the President’s mes- 
sage, which took place at the commencement of this session. 
it is sufficient to say that twelve millions of people, and fif- 
teen States, and two Territories, are more or less interested 


in this bill; and that the interest of all the others in it is not | 


very remote, And this appropriation, slight as it is, is scat- 
terdd ove C00 miles of Coast, 2,000 of Which belong toa 
foreign cou 7. The plain of the Mississippi alone covers 
an area of 43 square miles, extending from north to 
south 12 degreos, and 10 from east'to west. And, in addi- 
tion to the greatly increasing lead trade already alluded to, 
1 might mention that the Inmber trade from the St. Croix 
and Chippewa countries is greatly increasing also. And I 
may here edd that two-thirds of the tonnage of the United 
States belongs to the West, and that amount greatly exceeds 
the whole tonnage of Great Britain, ten years ago. Anil this 
trade is not exclusively domestic, as many would infer at 
i i Last year, there cleared from the United States 
anada 1,343 vessels, amounting to 229,000 tons, with 
men and boys; and from our Atlantic ports to Great 
in, Scotland, and Ireland, 287 vessels, amounting to 
150,609 tons, with 6,000 men und boys; and to all the ports 
ef the world, 4.529 vessels, with 740,560 tons, with 43,377 
Thus we see that our Canadian trade 


Atlantic 
Four town 
, exported 1,894,992 bushels of wheat, and 
$12,903 barrels of flour. At the opening of the New York 
canals, there will be ready in storehouses the following 
amount of produce, from afew towns only: 


FLOUR. WHEAT. PORK. 


Barrels. Bushels. Barrels 
Buffalo, 15,600 30,000 
Black Rock, 16,000 20,000 
Milan, = 206,060 
Toledo, 18,000 30,060 
Monroe, 25,000 40,000 
Detroit, 106,000 


enture the assertion, |}: St, Joseph 
Michigan City, 


For one, I. 


St. Joseph, 
Chicago, . 


Total, 267,000 930,000 28,500: 


These statistics are incomplete, and are only given asa 
very faint idea of the business of the very many towns on 
the shores of the great lakes. Could we obtain this, and to 


it add the amount of trade gathered from the towns along” 


the Mississippi and its far distant tributaries, we could soon 
show what irresistible claims we have to even far greater 
appropriations than we now ask for. Tee ee 
‘There is one more lightin which I wish to view this sub- 
ject. Every improvement like those now asked for, encour- 
ages emigration to the West, and so increases the demand 
for public lands, of which all the western States contain 
more or less. The government néeds the money arising 
from the sale of these lands, and the States wish them hur- 
ried into market, so as to tax them; as the States, too, are 
greatly indebted. But give them the power to tax every 
acre of land within their boundaries, and we shall hear no 
more of their refusing to pay their interest or their princi- 
pal. And yet, this power they cannot have until the land 
has been sold five years; and, for the last five years, gov- 
ernment has pursued such.a parsimonious policy to the 


_ West, that the demand for land has been comparatively 


very small. When people hear the western States taunted 
with not paying their debts, let them remember that this 
very government is. the cause of it. Not quite one-half of 
the land of Hlinois is yet taxable, and fifteen millions of 
acres are yet. unsold. . A discreet outlay of one million 


of these fifteen, or the valne thercof, in the improvement of 


the Des Moines and Rock island rapids in the Mississippi; 
inthe completion of the Cumberland road, and of the 
Northern Gross railroad from Quincy to Danville; in the im- 
provement of the Illinois and Wabash rivers; in the comple- 
tion ofthe Ilinois and Michigan canal with a lateral branch to 


Fox and Rock rivers; the completion of the harbor at Chi“ 


cago, and erection of light-houses at Chicago and Littlefort, 
which embrace all our propositions before Congreéss,—would 
bring the remaining fourteen millions into immediate mar- 
ket, would add thousands to the population of our State, and 
hasten on that happy day (which I hope 1 shall live to see) 
when Illinois shal? be out of debt. Delay our appropria- 
tions, and you delay the sales of our public lands, and put 
off the payment of our State as well as our national debt. 
And during this delay, the expenses of seven land offices 
are kept up; when in one year, by a proper policy, the most 
ofthe lands might be sold, and “all the offices ‘closed but 
one. 

Sir, this is the President-making session; and from all 
such but little good has ever been expected or experienced. 
Jealousy thwarts every good intention, and mocks every 
honest effort. But, at the next session, the great contlict 
will he over, and men will be left to follow the impulses of 
their own conscience with a` less degree of censure. And 
then will be the time to dispose of this land question, when 
the political character of our government will still be trian- 
gular, and when it is hoped the three conflicting parties may 
be able to unite on some plan to dispose of them to the 
States in which they are, or insome other way, so that they 
all may be speedily sold, and their proceeds may be capa- 
ble of getting our nation out of debt, and improving the 
condition and credit of the States in which they lie. For 
one, sir, I pledge myself to bring forward some proposition 
of the kind at the earliest possible period of the next ses- 
sion; and I will be willing to compromise it for any more 
favorable plan that will bring about a speedy sale, and so 
the sooner make taxable every acre of our public domain, 

Mr. JAMESON said, lest he should not have another op- 
portunity of defining his position, he would doso now. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Brinxernorr] had told them 
that, at a proper time, he intended to propose to amend the 
bill by adding-—— 

Mr. STEENROD observed that it was not in order for the 
gentleman to discuss an amendment which had not been 
proposed. i 

Mr. JAMESON said the gentleman from Ohio not only 
gave notice that he would offer an amendment, but prò- 
ceeded to give reasons in favor of that amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the gentleman was strictly in order. 
He was but replying to arguments which had been adyanced 
inthe dchate. 

Mr. JAMESON said his whole object was, not to be placed 
ina false position. He had always been in favor of the 
Cumberland road, but he would not support the proposition 
as an amendment to this bill. If onght to be brought for- 
ward as a separate propdsition. 

Mr. HENLEY called the attention of the committee to an 
amendment he proposed to ofter, when in order to do so, to 
apply $25,000 of the sum appropriated for the Ohio river, 
between Pittsburg and Louisville, to the clearing out the 
channel of said river above the falls. As it probably would 
not bein order for him to make any remarks’ at the time’ 
when he should be enabled to offer his amendment, he pro- 
posed to take this occasion to say a few words in explana- 
tion of its necessity. ; 

Mr. H. then went on to state that, by the clearing outof the 
channel, a number of smail boats’ might pass the falls. 
which were now obliged to pay the enormous tolls ex- 
acted by the canal company. He would undertake to say 
that the coal boats of Pennsylvania alone paid enough tolls 
in one year to make the desired improvement. Tie had 
seen fifty boats, at one time, waiting fora rise in the river, 
rather than pay the exorbitant tolls charged on that canal. 

Mr. SCHENCK made a few remarks in support of the 
amendment that would be offered for the continuation of 
the Cumberland road. 

The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, all debate was ter- 
minated, as provided by resolution; and the committee pro- 
ceeded to vote on the pending amendments. 

On the amendment to the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Hotsroy, tellers were called for, and Messrs. Wisrurce 
and Tuompson were appointed; and they reported 30 in the 
affirmative, and 76 in the negative—no quorum Voting. 

Several other gentlemen then voted, to make a quornm; 
and there were 33 in the affirmative, and 86 in the negative. 
So the amendment was lost. p 

The vote was then taken on the original amendment; and 


Mr. “McDOWELL moved to: strike: out the’ war 
nois.’ PARE : R EPA o 

Mr. DOUGLASS:rose and said he had:béen for som i 
confined by: sickness; and as: he-felt a deep interest. in 
question, he appealéd tothe courtesy of.t RT 
indulge him ina few- remarks, to show. why this pro 
tion ought not-to prevail. - eee aren > 

The CHAIRMAN said debate was not in order, cae " 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he did not ‘claim it-as a right; -but 
appealed to the indulgence of. the committee to favor him“ 
with a hearing, , D E Toe bw 

Mr. WENTWORTH said his ‘colleague had been confined 
for Sit Weeks; and he hoped the House would accede to hig’: 
request, i HOPU, metra ps 

Mr. HARDIN would mọve a suspension of the: rules, 
for the purpose of accomplishing. the purpose öf: his cop; 
eague. A ` E LRT ATGE A aa EN 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that such a motion: could’ not 
be entertained in committee. ` 

Mr. WINTHROP said he shoùld be very. happy tọ hear ° 
the gentleman from Ilinois; but the House had. instructed ` 
the Committee ofthe Whole to terminate. debate on'this bill 
at 2 o’clock, ahd then to proceed to vote; and the committee 
could not go beyond the instructions of the House. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH appealed to the common consent of 
the committee, i - z $ 

Mr. WHITE said, if every member of the committee cone 
sented, it could not be done; for:the committee had no pow» 
er to annul a resolution of the House. - : wy 

_Mr. WELLER objected to the continuation of this discus- -- 
sion. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the question on the motion to 
strike out the word “Illinois,” and the vote being taken by ` 
Messrs. McDowrt and Harpy, as tellers, the amendment 
was negatived—44 voting in the affirmative, and 70 in the 
negative. i 4 

Mr. J.A. WRIGHT moved to insert the word “Wabash” 
after the word “Ilinois,” ; 

The vote was taken by Messrs. Hammett and Josera A. 
Wricnr, as tellers; and it was adopted—70 voting in the af- 
firmative, and 49 in the negative. `. , 5 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to insert the word “Tennessee,” > 
which was rejected, the vote (taken by the same tellers) he... 
ing 49 in the affirmative, and 66 in the negative. na 

Mr. PEYTON moved to insert the word “Cumberland.” 

The amendment was rejected—ayex 52, noes 67. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON offered the following. ament- 
ment; ? AE 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of one hundred 
thousand dollars he, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
for the improvement of Holston river, and all its tributaries; 
to be drawn and expended at such time, and in such man: , 
ner, by the commissioners now appointed by the laws of 
Tennessee, as in their opinion will be best calculated to pro- 
mote the great commercial interest of the eastern portion 
of the State of Tennessee. 

And be it further enacted, That the city of Knoxville, in. - 
Knex county, Tennessee, be, and the same is hereby, de- 
clared a port of entry. i 


Mr. J., in offering this amendment, observed that he did - 
not wish to be understood as expressing’ any opinion as to 
the power of Congress to make these appropriations. 

Mr. BARNARD moved to amend, by inserting: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Hudson 
river below Albany, $80,000. 

The vote upon this amendment was taken by tellers, who 
reported 52 in the affirmative, and 70 in the negative. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved to amend, by inserting: 

kor the improvement of the navigation of the Red river, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STILES offered the following amendment: 


That $50,000 be appropriated for the removal of obstrue- - 
tions in the Savannah river, placed there during the revolu- 
tionary war for national defence. 

The amendment was rejected. y ” 

Mr. PATTERSON offered to amend the appropriation of 
$10,000 to improve the harbor at the mouth of Genesee 
river, and insert in its place $20,000. ` Also to add, after the 
39th line, “five thousand dollars to improve the mouth of 
Sandy Creek upon Lake Ontario, in the county of Monroe. 

Mr. HUNT of New York offered an amendment making 
an appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement of Eighteen 
Mile Creek, on Lake Ontario. Rejected. 

Mr. LYON offered an amendment appropriating $12.000 ` 
for the harbor at the month of Kalamazoo tiver, and $12,560 
for the improvement ofthe harbor at the mouth of Grant 
river. Rejected. 4 

Mr. TUCKER moved to strike out all. after the enacting 
clause of the bill; but ; 

The CHAIR decided that the motion was not in order. 

Mr. RODNEY moved toamend the bill by adding appro- 
priations for a variety of objects of internal improvements, 
Which are enumerated in another bill before the House. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion was not in order, on 
the ground that the amendment was substantially, though 
not entirely, the same as another bill before the House. 

Mr. RODNEY appealed from. the decision of the Chair. 

The question was taken on the appeal, and the decision of 
the Chair was sustained—ay es 78, noes 53. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to amend the bill by inserting 
$50,000, instead of $20.000, for the preservation of harbors 
on the lakes not enumerated in the bill. Rejected. 

Mr. McCONNELL oftered the following amendment. 

For repairs of the Natural Bridge in Rockingham county 
Virginia, $100,000, and forthe improvement of the naviga. 
tion of Salt river, $25,000. 

Mr. WHITE asked if there had been a survey of Salt 
river, 

Mr. McCONNELL said that a number of whigs who had 
been there, reported that there were many obstructions in 
the river. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WELLER offered an amendment ‘tol come in as twa 
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additional sections to ‘the bill; the one appropriating $75,000 
forthe continuation of the Cumberland road in the State of 


Ohio; $75,000 for the continuation of said road in the State of 


Indiana; and $76,000 for the continuation of said road in the 
State. offilinois. The other section appropriating $25,000 
for building a bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling. 

Mr HUGHES offered an amendment to the amendment 
appropriating $600,000 for the construction of a national 
road to the seat of government of the State of Missouri. 
Rejected. aged : 

Mr. HOLMES offered an amendment to the amendment 
appropriating five millions >of dollars for extending the 
Cumberland road to the Oregon Territory. Rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wexier’s amend- 
ment, andit was rejected. : : : . 

‘Some other amendments were proposed, and negatived. 

Mr. PARMENTER proposed to strike out a portion of the 
bill, the effect of which would -be to leave the items ‘of 
$100,000 and $223,000, and to strike out the residue. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. HAMMETT inquired if it was in order to propose to 
add the following item: “$10,000 for the improvement of our 
harbor of Galveston.” . 

The amendment was not entertained. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the committee lay aside the 

-bill to be reported to the House, and take up bill No. 203. 

After some conversation, the committee rose, and report- 
ed the bill to the House. 

The House then adjourned. . 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
„tothe reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of John B. Semans and 96 
others, citzens of Tippecanoe county, Indiana, praying the 
improvement of.the Wabash river! referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. Also, the petition of Peter 
‘Langlois, praying relief in a case where a patent has issued 
to him for the wrong piece of land: referred io the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. | 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of sundry citizens of 
different counties in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
iniprovement of the western rivers, and St. Lows harbor: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The memorial of Charles W, Ash- 
ley ‘and 87 other citizens of Carbon county, Pennsylvania, 
against any repeal or modification of the tariff act of 1842 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The memorials of George G. Dunn 
and 65 others, of Lawrence county, Indiana; of Andrew 
Waters and 15 others, of Sullivan county, Indiana; of Geo. 
H. Johnson and 35 others, of Monroe county, Indiana; and 
of Elijah Master and 65 others, of the 6th congressional dis- 
trict, Indiana, praying a grant of land in the Vincennes land 
district, Indiana, for the completion of the Wabash and Erie 
canal to the Ohio river, 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of George Rockwell and 134 
others, citizens of Warsaw, in the county of Hancock and 
State of Llinois, praying Congress to make appropriations 
for the immediate improvement of the n pper Mississippi and 
Missonri rivers, and the scedrity of the harbor of St. Lonis: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, : 

By Mr, RAMSEY: The petition of Aquilla Bolton, Wm. 
Wolf, and numerous other citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference with the 
tarif of 1649. 

By Mr. HENRY DODGE: The petition of 964 citizens 
of Milwaukie county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress for an appropriation for a road from the town of Mil- 
Waukie, via Hash’s Rapids, on Rock river, to Port Winne- 
bago, in said Territory; referred to the Committee on the 
Post OMee and Post Roads. Also, the petition of 99 citi- 
zens of the counties of Jefferson and Walworth, Territory 
of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a mail route or 

ost road from Prairieville, in the county of Milwaukie, via 
North Prairie, in said county, and the village of Palmyra, in 
the county of Jeflerson, to White Water, in the county of 
Walworth: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr, McILVAINE: The remonstrance of Samuel A. 
Whitaker and 11% others, citizens of Phoenixville, Pennsyl- 
vanin, against ony change whatever in the present tariff 
laws, Also, the remonstrance of Samuel A. Whiteville, Wm. 
Chandler, and 62 other citizens of Chester county, Pennsyl- 
vania, on the same subject. 

By Mr. JAMES B, HUNT: The petition of L. L, Treat, 
and one handred and four others, citizens of the State of 
Michigan, for the establishment of a post-route from Pon- 
tiac, Oakland county, Michigan, to Orion, in the same coun- 
w rolere to the Committee on the Post Office und Post 

oads, 


IN SENATE. 
Moxnay, April 8, 1844. 

Immediately after the reading of the journal— 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by their Clerk, announcing the death 
of the Hon, Human ALLEN Moor, a representative 
in Congress from the State of Ohio, and the adoption 
of resolutions testifying the respect of that body for 
the memory of the deceased ; which being read, 


Mr. TAPPAN rose, and addressed the Senate as 
follows: ; 

Mr. Presipext: The message from the House, 
announcing the death of my honorable colleague of 
that body, imposes upon me the solemn and painful 
duty of moving the honors usually paid to the mem- 
ory of those who, having been our brethren in the 
public service, have left us to pass that bourne 
whence no traveller returns. 

Herman Aren Moors was a native of the town 


of Plainfield, Vermont. His parents were respecta= 


ble, but poor. He was a’self-educated man. About 
six years ago he removed to Ohio, and settled with 
his family in the city of Columbus. He had chosen 
the law for his profession; but being poor, he sought 
and obtained employment.asa schoolmaster for pres- 
ent support. His learning, his talents, ‘and correct- 
deportment, soon gained for him the good will of the 


‘society around him; his business as a lawyer in- 


creasing, he devoted his whole attention to its labors; 
arid such was his character and standing, that before 
he had lived in the State six years, he was promoted 
to the -office of adjutant-general of her militia, At 
the last election for member of Congress in Ohio in 
the Columbus district, in which were many able 
men who were candidates for nomination, he was 
preferred to all his competitors, and was elected by 


` the people. 


General Moore had not been many weeks attend- 
ing Congress until he was compelled by disease to 
devote his whole care to his own preservation; he so 
far ‘recovered as to attend again a few days in the 
House, but it was evident that he was exerting him- 
self beyond his strength; the advice of his friends 
coincided with his own opinion that a visit 
to his family, the exercise of the journey, and the 
repose and kind attentions he would there receive, 
would restore hishealth. It was a mistake; for, from 
the time he left here, his strength declined; and when 
he arrived there on the 31st of March, it was evi 
dent that he had returned to his family but to die 
in their embraces. On the 3d of April he expired. 

_ General Moore was a well educated man. Though 
not blest with a hardy frame and robust health, he 
possessed great intellectual energy. His death at the 
early age of thirty-four is a calamity to his family, 
and a great loss to the State which had adopted him. 
His political opinions were soundly democratic. 
Of his opinions upon theological subjects, nothing is 
known. His character was pure and virtuous; we 
may therefore conclude, that 


“For forms of faith while graceless bigots fighi, 
His can’t be wrong whose life is in the right.” 


Mr. T. concluded by submittiag the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the communication from the House of Representa- 
tives, announcing the death of the Hon. Hyman ALLEN 
MOORE, & representative in Congress from the State of 

hio, 

Resolved, That in token of sincere and high respect for 
the memory of the deceased, the members and officers of the 
Senate will wear crape on the left arm, as mourning, for 
thirty days; and as a further remark of respect, 

Resolved, That the Senate do now adjourn. 


The question was put, and the resolutions being 
unanimously agreed to, 
The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Moypay, April 8, 1844. 
The journal having been read, 
DEATH OF HONORABLE HEMAN ALLEN 


MOORE. 
Mr. WELLER rose and spoke as follows: 


Mr. Speaker: Death has again been amongst 
us. Another of our associates has been taken from 
this hall, and transferred to another, and, I trust, a 
better world—to a “house not made with hands, 
eternal in the heavens.” My colleague, the honora- 
ble Hemaw Arren Moors—who, but a few days 
since, stood upon this floor as one of the proud 
representatives of a great and powerful State, now 
sleeps in the silent tomb; his spirit rests in the 
hands of the Creator. He died at his residence 
(Columbus, Ohio) on Wednesday morning, the 3d 
instant. : 

General Moore came here at the commencement 
of the present session, apparently in good health; but 


by a disease which, although sometimes slow in its 
progress, never fails in the end to baffle the skill of 
the most successful physician. Consumption had 
fastened its fangs upon his vitals, and, in a few short 
months of suffering, closed his career. He left this 
city for his family, ‘with forebodings that 
his days were few, and that he would not 
live to return to his post. Notwithstanding his 
debility, it will be remembered that on the day 
preceding his departure, he was upon this floor, 
warmly and zealously ‘advocating and carrying 


‘through a bill, in which portion of his immediate 


constituents felt a deep solrcitude. It was the last 
act of his political life. ; 

The deceased was a native of Vermònt, where he 
received a liberal education; he studied law in 
Rochester, New York; and after completing his pro- 
fessional studies, and forming a matrimonial alli- 
ance, emigrated to Columbus, Ohio, where he main- 
tained a respectable standing at the bar. At the 
time of his decease, he was about 34 years of age. 
After a residence of only six or seven years in thet 
State, he was appointed adjutant-general; and a year 
afterwards, at the last congressional election, select- 
ed as the representative upon this floor of one of its 
largest and most respectable districts. Notwith- 
standing he was a young, man, comparatively a 
stranger, and with no experience whatever in legis- 
lation, his stern integrity, his strict morality, his 
useful talents, and his unflagging perseverance, gave 
undoubted assurance that in his hands the interests 
of the people would never be compromitted. I 
need scarcely say to those who witnessed his brief 
career as a representative, that this confidence was 


not misplaced. 4 
It is, perhaps, difficult to engage actively, for any 


length of time, in the exciting scenes of party strife, 
without incurring the enmity of those whose inter- 
ests, opinions, or feelings, may be counter to ours. 
Political differences too often affect our private rela- 
tions, and convert into enemies those who, under 
other circumstances, would have been bound to- 
gether by the strongest ties of friendship. General 
Moore, however, had no enemies in this hall. Open, 
frank, and independent in the maintenance of those 
principles which he conscientiously believed were 
inseparably connected with the prosperity of the 
country, yet kind, courteous, and conciliatory to- 
wards those who differed with him, he gave offence 
to none. Whilst he enjoyed the unlimited confi- 
dence of his political friends, he always retained the 
respect and esteem of his opponents. 

It is some consolation to his friends here to know 
that he reached home in time to receive the kind- 
ness and attention of his family in the “hour and 
article of death.” He died not amongst strangers, 
and in a strange land, far from his home and kin- 
dred; but in the bosom of his family, and surround- 
ed by agenerous constituency who had honored 
him with their confidence, and whose regard he so 
richly merited. An amiable and devoted wife hung 
over his bed of suffering, and smoothed the pillow 
ofdeath. No condolence of ours, however sincere- 
ly offered—no tears of sympathy, be they ever so 
profusely shed, can heal the agonized heart of the 
bereaved widow. To her the loss is irreparable. 
He upon whom she had placed her hopes of happi- 
ness in domestic life—he around whom all the warm 
afiections of her heart had been gathered, and 
whom she loved with all the enthusiasm and devo- 
tion of her sex—the father and protector of her 
three helpless children,—has been torn from her bo- 
som forever. The heart that once beatin unison 
with hers has ceased to pulsate forever. The eye of 
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‘affection which once carried joy and gladness to her 
soul, has been closed by the cold hand of Death. 
The partner of her pleasures and pains—the idol of 
her heart has gone to that land where “sin and sor- 
row are known no more”—‘‘where the wicked cease 
from troubling, and the weary are at rest.” That 
God “who tempers the wind to theshorn lamb” 
can alone console and sustain her under this afflict- 
ing dispensation. May we not also hope that He 
who has promised to be a “father to the fatherless” 
will watch over and protect the helpless orphans left 
tomourn the loss ofan earthly parent? ; 

` Day after day are we admonished of the certainty: 
of death and the uncertainty of the time thereof. 
How often has the truth been forced upon our 
minds by impressive lessons, “that in the midst of 
life we ave in death?? To-day the politician stands 
in this hall the proud representative of a free people, 
commanding by his genius our respect, and engaging 
our attention; to-morrow comes a withering frost, 
and those lips of eloquence which could once arouse 
the soul to all the sublime feelings of patrotism and 
valor, become motionless and silent, to be heard no 
more. “The grasa withereth and the flower fadeth.” 
But a few days since my deceased friend and col- 
league sat by my side watching, over the interests 
of his constituents with a zeal that never tired, a 
vigilance that never flagged; to-day he sleeps in 
the silent grave; his voice has been hushed, 
and will no more be heard in this hall. This 
seat, which once knew him, will know him no 
more forever. He had but just commenced. his 
career upon the busy theatre of life. Honored with 
a seat in the national councils, happy. in his domes- 
tic relations, surrounded by kind and devoted friends, 
looking forward with high hopes of future honors 
and usefulness, he has been cut down in the morn- 
ing of life by the unsparing hand of death. “Life’s 


fitful fever is over,” and no man shall see him 
more. Oh! “what shadows we are, what shadows 
we pursue.” Should not the number of our asso- 
ejates whe have been stricken down from our side 
within the last few months, admonish us of the lit- 
tleness of our controversies here, the uncertainty of 
our sojourn on earth, and the necessity for being 
prepared to take our departure to that “bourne 
whence no traveller returns?” ` Let us be ready; for 
“no one knoweth the day nor the hour when the 
Son of Man cometh.” _ i 

As a tribute of respect to the memory of our de- 
ceased friend and late associate, I offer the following 
resolutions, and ask their adoption: : 

Resolved, That this House has heard, with the liveliest 
sensibility, the annuncistion of the death of the Hon. Hrman 
ALLEN Moore, late a member from the State of Ohio, 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the family and rela- 
tives of the deceased the expression of its sympathy on this 
aMicting event; and, as a testimony of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the members and officers will wear the 
usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That, as a further testimony of respect, this 
House will now adjourn. 

The above resolutions were unanimously adopted, 
and f , 

The House adjourned. 


SENATE CHAMBER, April 8, 1844. 


GrxTLEMEN: On Friday, Mr. Breese presented 
the memorial of Pierre Choteau, jr., Louis Menard, 


and others, of St. Louis, praying for the confirma- | 


tion of a tract of land in Jowa, known as the Du- 
buque claim, granted by the Baron deCarondelet in 
1796; which, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The above was omitted from your account of the 


proceedings of that day in the Senate. Please no- 
tice it in your paper to-morrow. 
Yours, 
S. BREESE. 


Messrs. Buarr & Rives. 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
; April 8, 1844. 
Sım: In the remarks attributed to me, by your re- 
porter, on Mr. Hoge’s motion to increase the ap- 
` propriation for the improvement of the Mississippi, 


the Missouri, the Arkansas, 
lower division of the Ohio rivers, I am made to say, 


in relation to the Arkansas river, “No one could 
entertain a doubt as to the exclusive authority of 
Congress to take measures for its improvement.” 
What I did say was, that no one, at this day, fa- 


miliar with the subject, could entertain a doubt as to 


the constitutional authority of Congress to take’ 


measures for its improvement. The word “exclu- 
sive” was not used. Of your reporter I have no 


cause of complaint, as his position was unfavorable , 


for hearing distinctly what I said. 
Very respectfully, 
rae DW. CROSS. - 
Messrs. Bian and Rives. S 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
` i April-8, 1844. 
GENTLEMEN: In the report of the proceed- 
ings of the House on the bill making appropria- 
tions for western waters, of Saturday last, Mr. 
Blackwell moved an amendment “for the continu- 
ation of the improvements on the Tennessee river, 


' of $56,769 °33;” and I find this remark ascribed to 


me: “Mr. Thompson said he would not vote for the 
amendment, because he was not disposed to jeopard 
the passage of the bill. Thisisa mistake; { made 
no such remark; nor did I saya word on the amend- 
ment, though I endeavored to get the floor for the 
purpose of advocating the amendment. ‘In an early 
part of the debate, I had remarked that if the 
friends of the western waters adhered to the prop- 
osition to expend one hundred thousand dollars 
on the upper Ohio, there were atleast one hundred 
streams in the United States equal to that in com- 
mercial importance; and it would be right, if a dis- 
tribution of the treasury was to be made, that each 
section of the Union should obtain its appropriate 
share. For this reason I favored the amendment, 
intending to vote against the bill. For the safety of 


commerce, and the preservation of human life, . 


Congress might undertake to remove the obstacles 
which endanger both in the great natural thorough- 
fares of trade between the States, on the principle 
that light-houses are built on the coast, and steam- 
boats are inspected, under the authority of the Uni- 
ted States. Yet it isa very different thing to make 
channels for commerce, by digging canals, or by 
confining the the water in a narrow compass, as is 
the attempt on upper Ohio. The first is general 
in its very nature —the otheris local. 

I hope, therefore, you will correct this report in 
your next paper. 

+ Very respectfully, 
J. THOMPSON. 

Messrs. Brar & Rives. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, April 9, 1844, 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 


"ate of the 3d instant, a report made to the topo- 


graphical burean by Captain George Hughes, in 
relation to the working of copper ore; which, on 
motion of Mr. PORTER, was ordered to lie on the 
table. i 

Also laid before the Senate the-annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, containing state- 
ments of the commerce and navigation of the United 
States; which, on motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and 1,500 copies, in 
addition to the usual quantity, ordered to be printed 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Indiana, asking a 
grant of land to complete the Wabash and Erie 
canal to the Ohio river: ordered to lie on the table. 

Also a petition of the citizens of the counties of 
Park and Fountain, Indiana, praying for a mail 
route from Rockville to Annapolis, Sylvania, Mer- 
ryville, and Cooper’s Mill to Covington: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials, signed, 
by 400 citizens of Newcastle county, in the State of 
Delaware, without distinction of party, remon- 
strating against any modification of the existing 
tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance. _ 

Also a memorial signed by William Stephens, and 
other citizens of the State of Delaware, remon- 
gtrating against the remission of duty on railroad 
iron: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from the chil- 
dren and heirs at law of James Maglenen,. praying 
for compensation for a horse lost in the service of 


‘the ‘United S 
“the Commhittee on. Claims: 


the Illinois, and the 


tates “during the late: war f él 


; Mr. P. also presented. resolutions adopted by the, 
legislature of Maryland, requesting the senatorg:and 
representatives from that State to use their influence 
to procure the passage’ of a law making the neces- 
sary appropriation to remove. certain. sand-bars at 
the mouth of the Susquehanna river, obstructing 
the passage of vessels of large burden to the port of 
Havre de Grace: referred to the Committee on Come- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. > 

, Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from Wil- 
liam D. Ross, praying the remission of certain: du- 
ties on scrap iron imported into. the State of New 
York from Canada: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. f f i 

Also, presented a memorial- from the officers of 
the Marine Insurance Company of New York; ask- 
ing Congress to take measures for the effectual. de- 
fence of the Gulf of Mexico. ’The memorialists 
go into considerable details with reference to the 
measures which. ought to be adopted for that pur- 
pose, and suggest the construction of a railroad 
from the naval depot at Pensacola to the interior of 
the country: referred to, the Committee on Com- 
merce. i 

Also a peiton from a large number of merchants 
of New York, among which were the names of. 
many heavy business houses of that city, praying 
for the passage of a law establishing the wares 
housing system: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ` ; ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial signed 
by. citizens of the township of Warwick, in the 
county of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, setting forth the 
advantages of the tariff law of 1842, and protesting 
against the passage of the bill reported into the 
other. House by the Committee of Ways and 
Means: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

- Also, five memorials from different parts of Penn- 
sylvania, asking Congress to let the existing tariff 
continue in existence until it be proved by ascer- 
tained facts that a change of its provisions Was ne- 
cessary: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. B. also presented a memorial from George 
McElroy, and other highly respectable citizens of 
the township of Ephrata and county of Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania, acting as a committee in behalf of a 
public meeting. They state that in thè autumn of 
1777, after the battle of Brandywine, 500 soldiers 
were brought from the American army, some’ of 
them wounded, and others suffering with the camp 
fever, and placed ina hospital, provided for them 
by the charity and patriotism of the religious so- 
ciety of Seventh Day Baptists, which then had a 
large establishment at Ephrata.. That afterwards 
200 of them died, and were buried on the summit of 
a hill called Mount Zion, about 100 feet in height, 
and commanding a rich and picturesque view of the 
surrounding country. The spot has since been neg- 
lected, and is now overgrown with thorns and 
brambles. Mr. B. said the citizens in the vicinity of 
Ephrata, considering it wrong that the remains of 200 
of the benefactors of their country should be permitted 
to lie there neglected, and almost unknown, have been 
exerting themselves to erect a monument to their 
memory,and they now ask Congress aid them in 
this pious and patriotic attempt, by granting: them 
an -appropriation for ‘the purpose: referred to the 
Committee.on Military Affairs, ` 

Mr. SEVIER presented papers relative to the 
claim of the late Colonel D. Brearley; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ATKINSON presented a petition from cer- 
tain residents of the land districts of Fayette and 
Palmyra, asking that the land offices there may be 
consolidated and located in some central point in 
a new district, and recommending Bloomington, 
in Macon county, Missouri, as a proper location: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from citizens 
of the State of Arkansas, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Little Rock, south side 
of Arkansas river, to Fort Smith: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a petition from James 
D. Mason, and others, praying permission to regis- 
ter a vessel of foreign construction purchased by 
them, and refitted in the United States: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from David 
Bronson and other citizens of the State of Maine, 
praying that no change may be made at the present 
session in the existing tariff: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 
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Mr. E. presented à memorial: from: Francis.0. J: 
Smith, of Maine, praying.Covgress: to subscribe- to 
the publication. ofa: digest: of selected ‘reports of 
committees-of the Senate-and House of Representa- 
tives on public measures and private claims: re- 
ferred. to the Committee on the Library on the part 
of the Senate... | E í f . 

On motion of Mr, McDUFFIE, it was ~ S 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of William W. Wil- 


liams, relating to a revolutionary claim, be taken from the ` 


files of the Senate; and referred to the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Claims. nee 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial: very 
numerously signed. by citizens. of Hartford, Con- 
necticnt, against the passage of the bill reported in 
the House, or any other bill, for the alteration or 
modification of the tariff act of 1842: referred to the 
Committee an Finance. 

Also, presented two memorials from citizens of. 
Windsor, Connecticut, praying for the reduction of 
the rates of postage, and the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege: ‘ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial signed by in- 


habitants of the town of Wethersfield, Vt., setting forth — 


the advantages of the tariff of 1842; that it had raised 
the price of labor and surplus provisions, and pro- 
testing against any modification of it; protesting 
against the annexation of Texas, and expressing the 
opinion that. it cannot take place without an infrac- 
tion of the constitution; and that if it could, such an- 
nexation would be dangerous to the perpetuity of 
the Union. Also, praying that no measures be 
adopted touching the occupation of the Oregon, until 
the matter had been submitted to negotiation: refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance and Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Also, two memorials from the towns of Bethel 
and Berlin, in the State of Vermont, against any al- 
teration in the present tariff: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of Marietta and its vicinity, State of Ohio, 
representing that they had recently learned, with 
mingled surprise, amazement, and alarm, that the 
project is seriously entertained by the executive of 
annexing, by treaty, Texas to the United States, 
and remonstrate and protest against the measure, 
believing, as they most firmly do, that it involves in 
its consequences not only the happiness and safety 
of the country, but the integrity and perpetuity of 
the Union itself. 

Mr. W. remarked that he had,- no doubt, been 
honored with the duty of presenting this memorial, 
not from a want of respect by the memorialists for 
the senators from Ohio, but because Marietta was 
the home of his childhood. He remarked that these 
memorialists were the descendants of those revolu- 
tionary patriota who made the first settlement in 
Ohio; and that they had a peculiar right to speak 
upon this subject. The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Syracuse, New York, for the reannexation 
of Texas to the United States. They represent 
that the people of the republic of Texas have long 
since evinced an ardent desire to be attached to some 
other government, and recently, through a legalized 
delegated power, made overtures to our Chief. Ma- 
gistrate, hy way of treaty, to be annexed to the Uni- 
ted States, presents a question to the American peo- 
ple of great magnitude and exciting interest. The 
acquisition of Texas would extend onr territory 
over a country rich in the growth of cotton and the 
culture of silk, peopled with inhabitants congenial 
with our views, and furnish the most natural boun- 
dary of the United States. It would greatly extend 
our commercial relations, and facilitate the advan- 
tages of more effectually protecting our southern 
and western frontiers in case of foreign invasion, and 
be a ready instrument, in the hands of Providence, 
to allay that incendiary and disorganizing spirit cn- 
gendered by political abolitionists. Your pe- 
titioners: would further represent, that past 
experience repels the argument that the ac- 
cumulation of territory will endanger the per- 
petuity of the government. Therefore, with 
a view of intercepting any despotic or foreign 
influence from controlling the future advancement of 
that republic, and destroying our manufactures, and 
impoverishing our revenue by importing goods into 
that country to be used in. the United States at a 
nominal duty; and from exporting cotton from Texas 
to England duty free, at the same time, imposing a 
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duty of 25 per cent. upon cotton at the South, 


would most imperatively urge the-growing necessi- 


ty of the annexation of that territofy to this govern- ` 


ment, as a paramount interest of many, and the per- 
manent well-being of all: read, and referred to the 
Gommittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUGER presented a petition from Martha 


‘Philips, (widow of ,Eleazer Philips,) of Christ 


Church parish, South Carolina, for a pension: refer- 


` rèd to the Committée on Pensions. 


` Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, reported back, without amendment, and with a 


‘recommendation that they do pass, House bills of 


the following titles—viz: ` f 

The bill granting to the county of Dubuque cer- 
tain lots of ground in the town of Dubuque. 

. The bill to authorize the selection of certain school 
lands in the Territories of Florida, Iowa, and Wis- 
consin. 

The bill to confirm certain entries: of land in the 
St. Augustine land district, in the Territory of 
Florida, made under the pre-emption law of the 22d: 
June, 1838. 

The bill to authorize the legislatures of the several 
territories to regulate -the apportionment of repre- 
sentation, and for other purposes; and 

The bill to confirm to the city of Fernandina, in 
Florida, certain lots reserved for public use by the 
Spanish government., 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, the Committee on 
Territories was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill from the House to amend the act 
to provide for the armed occupation and settlement 
of the unsettled part of the peninsula of Florida; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Robert 
Barclay, of Missouri; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they,do pass ,the bills from the 
House for the relief of Isaac Justice and Sarah 
Blackemore. 

Also, reported back with an amendment, and re- 
commendation that it do pass, the House bill for the 
relief of William Glover. 

Also, reported back with an amendment House 
bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson, accompanied by 
a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse re- 
orts; which were ordered to be printed, on the fol- 
owing House bills, viz: 

An act for the relief of Henry Freeman. 

An act for the relief of Simeon Caswell. 

An act for the relief of John Farnham. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Hutchinson. 

An act for the relief of John P. Schuyler. 

An act granting a pension to Richard Elliott. 

An act for the relief of Major Thomas Harrison. 


Mr. B. also made adverse reports, which were 
ordered to be printed, on the following cases, viz: 
The claim of Esther Turner Burroughs, the widow 
of Normand Burroughs, to be allowed a pension; 
of Daniel Bowen, for arrears of pension; of Lydia 
Rundlet, the widow of Nathaniel Rundilet, for an 
increase and arrears of pension, of Ebenezer Suran, 
for a pension; of Nancy Parker, the heir of Timothy 
Parker, for compensation for his services and sacri- 
fices while an officer in the naval service during the 
the revolutionary war; of John Beeraft, for a pen- 
sion; of James Bunker, for increase and arrears of 
pension; and of John Martin, for arrears of pension: 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the 
House granting a pension to Bartholomew Maguire. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution of the legislature 
of Maine on the subject of the British colonial trade; 
and they were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. H. also reported back, from the Committee 
on Commerce, with an amendment, the bill to pro- 
vide for the erection of a marine hospital at key 
West, in the Territory of Florida. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Afairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the claim of James Ervine for compen- 
sation for losses under a contract for removing and 
subsisting Indians; and the petitioner was granted 
leave to withdraw his petition. 

Several adverse reports. of the standing committees 


on privàte claims were takeh up, and concurred in 
by the Senate. 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


‘On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the previous or- 
ders ot the day were postponed, and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
Committee on Finance for the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill introduced by Mr. McDurriz for 
reducing the rate of duties under the present tariff to 
the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he availed himself of the 
courtesy of the Seeator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Cuoare) to submit, as well as-his. indisposition 
would permit, the views which he entertained upon 
the subject now under consideration, as circum- 
stances would prevent him from doing so at.a later . 
period of this debate. He had not been disposed to 
intrude himself upon the notice of the Senate, since 
they had ‘met together, nor to occupy more of its 
time than was necessary in the fulfilment of those 
obligations which had been imposed upon him in 
the discharge of his duties as the organ of one of its 
most important standing committees. He enter- 
tained the same feeling now, and if he deviated from 
it on this occasion, he was induced to do so from 
two.considerations. The first was, in relation tg 
the constitutional power of the Senate entertaining 
the bill presented by the senator from South. Caro- 
lina, (Mr. McDurrie,) and especially in allowing 
discussion upon its merits, pending the question of 
jurisdiction; for he believed thatto assume the right 
to entertain the bill would be assuming a power 
which the constitution did not confer upon 
the Senate. He expressed this opinion with 

erfect respect to those who differed from him; 
but atthe same time, with a sincere conviction, 
upon his own part, of its truth. But he had an- 
other motive for troubling the Senate with the re- 
marks which he proposed to offer on this occasion. 
This debate, however unauthorized in its inception, 
had in its progress imposed a responsibility upon 
those who had not participated in it, or in the opin- 
ions which had been submitted. ‘This assumption 
of responsibility had attracted the attention of 
others; these opinions and these feelings had attract- 
ed the attention of their constituents during the pro- 
traction of the debate. He spoke particularly of 
his own constituents, and it was of them alone that 
he desired now to speak. ‘They were not contented 
with the position in which the South had been 
placed during the progress of this debate. He 
should discharge his duty to them, and forward 
their wishes as far as his ability went. He would 
be the first to withdraw them from that position. 

He had been gratified—as he doubted not every- 
body who had heard this debate had heen—by the 
talent and research which had been exhibited in its 
progress. He had been occasionally cheered by the, 
prospect which had been opened to view of the 
capabilities of this favored land, and of the capacity 
ofthe American people to preserve, with still in- 
creasing prosperity, the independent station which 
they had assumed among nations. He had been 
animated with the hope that no effort, no course of 
conduct, whatsoever might be the nature of its ori- 
gin, could arrest its progress. But, from the very 
inception of this debate, he had been impressed with 
the conviction that it was inappropriate, unauthor- 
ized, and injurious in its tendency. That it was in- 
appropriate, upon a resolution coming from the 
Committee on Finance, which was the only com- 
mittee from which it could properly emanate, be- 
cause the right was assumed for the purpose of as- 
certaining the character of the bill, and whether it 
was or was not a bill for raising revenue. He had 
thought this debate was unauthorized, Becaase the 
constitution which gave, also limited the powers of 
the Senate; and the subject of debate was a question 
which was expressly inhibited to that body. 

_ But especially had he thought this debate was in- 
jurious in its tendency, as calculated to agitate the 
public mind, by involving the discussion of a pecu- 
larly exciting subject, at a moment entirely unfitted 
for such agitation. When he had looked to the 
state of this nation—to its political condition—to 
the condition of its executive—to the discordant 
councils which prevailed in these legislative cham- 
bers; when he had looked especially to the condition 
of the whole American people, struggling, at this 
moment, to relieve themselves from the embarrass- 
ments under which they had been laboring for. 
years,—he could not avoid feeling, with a certainty 
of conviction, that the moment. for raising a discus- 


sion upon this agitating subject had been unfortu- 


nately chosen... It was under this conviction that, at 
an early stage of this debate, he: endeavored to ar- 
rest its progress, and made an effort to call the Sen- 
- ate to the consideration of its own ‘duties. © That: ef- 
fort failed; and he acquiesced,-—not because he be- 
lieved that a principle of constitutional law could be 
so unintelligible as to lose its. efficac 3 not because 
“he believed it to be the duty of the Zanate to decide 
the question whether it had a right to do. what this 
bill proposed, before it proceeded to the discussion 
of the subject of the bill but in deference to what 
seemed to be the general wish of the Senate—a wish 


right, 
‘This debate had proceeded; and the friends. and 


Opponents of the bill wandering from ite provi- 


sions—the friends and advocates of the existing sys- 
‘em of revenue, as well as its opponents, had been 
heard. In the discussion of this simple. question, 
doctrines of political economy had been discussed, 
tables compared, statistics. brought forward; and 
Senators, who. were all equally zealous in quest of 
truth, had arrived at conclusions as utterly opposite 
as were the points from which they took their de- 

arture, If it had been the pleasure of the Senate, 

e should have been inclined to pause here—to post- 
pone this discussion for a more appropriate occasion, 
when the bill should come up which awaited the 
decision of the House of Representatives, the initia- 
tion of which had been assumed in, as it belonged to, 
that legislative branch of Congress. He would not 
be misunderstood, however, in regard to this sub- 
ject. He did not attach to the provision in the con- 
stitution which required thatall bills for raising rev- 
enue should originate in the House of Representa- 
tives, the same importance attached to it by other 
senators. If we were now discussing the principles 
of the constitution, instead of inquiring what were 
the powers of the Senate, he would not hold the 
doctrine that such an inhibition was suited to the 
genius of our institutions. He did not believe any 
analogy existed between these institutions and those 
of England, from which was to be traced its. intro- 
duction into our constitution. 


He did not perceivethat there was any propriety 
in the limitation which was imposed upon the Senais 
by the restrictions of the constitution. It was com- 
mon to speak of members of the other House as the 
representatives of the people, and members of this 
as the representatives of the States; but he appre- 
hended that this was in referencerather to the equal- 
ity of representation in this body, than to the rela- 
tion between its members and’ their constituents. 
He believed that a senator of the United States was 
as much a representative of the people as a member 
of the other branch of the national legislature. He 
believed that the people were represented in this 
body by the States, and in the other branch of Con- 
gress by the districts; but in each case it was the 
same people. who were represented. It was not, 
however, from this equality of representation that 
he opposed the initiation of the bill now the subject 
of discussion. It was because the restriction was 
pinty written on the face of the constitution; and, 

owever important might be the.discussion of the 
merits of this bill, there stood in advance of it a 
uestion far more. important; which was, whether 
the Senate of the United States would confine its 
legislation within the limits of the constitution, or 
usurp a power which the constititution had not con- 
ferred upon it. . 
Entertaining these opinions, not only upon the 
question itself, but upon its comparative importance, 
he desired to state, as briefly as possible, the ques- 
tion involved in the inquiry whether the Senate had 
the constitutional power to entertain this bill—to 
originate a bill which was now under discussion. 
He did not refer senators to that particular clause in 
the constitution, because it was perfectly well known 
to all present. It was simply that “All bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but the Senate may propose or concur 
in amendments as in cases of other bills.” Now, 
here was a bill which was for raising revenue. He 
spoke of itin these general terms. The question in- 
volved was, What was a bill for raising revenue? 
The senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurriz] 
said -if it were, in any article, essentially such a bill, 
the Senate had no right to entertain it. But he (Mr. 
McD.) denied‘that it was so; because, in the first place, 
it did not propose to raise revenue by the imposition 
of new or incréased duties, but to reduce taxation 
by the reduction of duties. Mr. B..maintained that 
` this distinction was niore specious than solid, inas- 


|| much as the bill 


to concede in courtesy what could not be called a j 


: bill proposed a repeal ‘of one kind of dü- 
ty, and j réseribel that of another. = = 7 : 
~ Mr: B. proceeded to show that the bill would, 


necessarily, in its progress, have to be so ameneded 


-as to imipose a different rate of daty; and therefore © 


would be a bill for raising- revenue. He next ex- 
arhined the argument that the object being to reduce 
duties, not to increase them, the bill could not be 
within the terms of the inhibition in the constitution; 
and he referred to the journal of the debates of the 
convention which framed the constitution, to show 
that thé object of the inhibition, with regard to the 
Senate, was to prevent the Senate from originating 
bills for raising or appropriating money for revenue 
—a power that was reserved for the House of Rep- 
resentatives. He quoted several motions of amend- 
ment in the debates of the convention, to show that 


such bills were always spoken of as money bills, . 


including all revenue bills, the object of which was 
to raise money by taxation for revenue. Hence he 
argued that there was no constitutional authority for 
the origination of this bill in the Senate. But ad- 
monished that this question had been waived, and 
that a disposition had been manifested to discuss in 
full the tariff-policy, he would no longer urge his 
opposition to this debate; and as it had gone on, and 


would go on, he wished to express his views on the 


general subject. ` . 

He objected to the ad valorem principle of the bill 
on the ground of its impracticability, and of the im- 
possibility of getting any majority in Congress to 
substitute that principle for the principle of discrim- 
ination. He appealed to the sentiments of the sena- 


tor from South Carolina himself, in favor of discrim- ; 


ination, to show that this bill could not come to any 
practical result, since even its own friends would not 
support its principle; and that therefore it ought not 
to occupy the time of a legislative body in view of 
its utter impracticability. It would not do to say 
that it was a mere title or text to give occasion for 
discussion and the propagation of principles of polit- 
ical economy; for, he apprehended, the constituents 
of gentlemen would tell them that their representa- 
tives were elected for purposes of legislation, and not 
for the purpose of indoctrinating the people with 
speculative principles of political economy. 

He objected to the discussion of the question, as 
tending to produce a state of agitation in the public 
mind which might lead to discords as fearful and 
threatening as those which disturbed the harmony 
of the whole Union a few years ago. He depicted 
the state of excitement which then prevailed, and as- 
serted that the least indiscretion on the part of either 
party would have caused rivers of fraternal blood to 
flow. That evil was happily averted; and he prayed 
that no event should ever occur again which would 
revive such a tendency: therefore he deprecated the 
agitation of the same disturbing question now. 

He acknowledged that there was a limit to the de- 
gree ofsubmission which the people are called upon 
to pay to the laws.. And if he could believe that 
there was that degree of oppression and injustice, 
exercised by this government, which would warrant 
the withholding of submission, he would enter as 
freely into the resistance of this oppression and: in- 
justice as the senator from South Carolina. But he 
required some conviction—something beyond the 
mere assertion that this state of oppression actually 
existed, before he. could even approve of agitating 
the subject. Now, with regard to the tariff of 1842, 
it did not appear to him that this proof had been 
given. If it be true that the consumers pay the 
duty on imports, it was not true that the South 
paid all the duty on the imports of the United States; 
for the consumers of the East and’ West paid their 
proportion;. therefore, the pressure was equal all 
over the Union. Yet there was no complaint from 
any of those quarters. In the absence of such com- 
plaints, he was not willing to give credence to every 
assertion made in debate, of the suffering of the 
country, or any particular section. The way to 
judge the question, in the absence of all complaint, 
was to institute a comparison between the condi- 
Gon of the country before the passage of the act of 
1842, and the condition of the country since its pas- 
sage. And if it turned out, as he contended it had, 
that the condition of the country had been greatly 
improved, the arguments against the act, on the 
ground of its having produced suffering and distress, 
were at once dispelled. He then proceeded to show 
that commerce and business had revived; that the 
revenue had improved; that the credit of the gov- 
ernment had been restored; and that the general 

rosperity of the country had ‘beer promoted. 
lence he argued that this was a most unpropitious 


ement 


inomient'to “arrest ‘all ues Gi 
‘by experimenting on the very policy which- 
sulted in such. beneficial aes He asked, w 
a time, looking to the céndition of the admin 
power, for disturbing a system ‘of: p 
this? Looking to the feebleness of the ad 
tion—an administration which; in the history of 
country, had been not inaptly' designated a pareh- 
thesis, the omission of which ‘would ‘not injure the 
sense--an administration: the récords of whose ex- 
‘ecutive power would: be confined to’ the: mere 
phrases of “I nominate A~ B. itt the root of C, D., 
removed,” all else being a blank—looking to the 
discordant elements which severed. -the legislative 
powers of the government—looking’ to the: foreign 
relations of the country;—-no prudent statësman 
would select this as the propitious moment to dis- 
turb the whole revenue policy,—a’ policy under 
which, whether it was in consequence of. it or not,” 
both the government ‘and the country were happily 
prospering. At the eve of a great party and po- 
itical struggle for the administration of the gov- 
ernment, was not the time to open up thig policy 
for revision or modification. No modification that 
could now be made could be satisfactory to either 
party. At least, it would be but a compromise; and 
would be considered as merely of temporary obliga- 
tion. It ‘could not be expected to endure beyond 
the next session of Congress; for, which ever party 
may succeed, will seek to give full operation to the 
principles sustained and evinced by the will of the 
people, giving power to the successful party. He 
pointed out all the advantages of stability, and the 
disadvantages of adopting any modifications that 
neither party when in power, as either must bë next 
Congress, would suffer to stand. 

r. B. proceeded to show that there were some 
things. urged by the senator from Missouri (Mr. 
Benton] which exhibited coincidences between him ` 
and that senator. He alluded to that senator’s dis- 
approval of the horizontal principle; to his adniis- 
sion of the want of jurisdiction in the Senate to en- 
tertain this bill; and to his conception of the inap- 
propriativeness of the present time for expecting any 
change; but he differed wholly from that senator as 
to the usefulness of the present discussion. i 

Mr. B. entered into a brief history of the rise of 
the protective policy in this country, with a view of 
showing that the self-interest of the community 
created a feeling favorable to the growth of domestic 
manufactures, and to affording them all the protec- 
tion incidental: to the levying of duties on imports 
for revenue. Out of this beginning had grown’ the 
patriotic sentiment of building-up, by increased pro- 
tection, a system of home industry and home man- 
ufactures capable of rendering the country inde- 
pendent of foreign nations for its supplies. 

He quoted, from a Georgia paper, a paragraph 
asserting that an English manufacturing company, 
in consequence of the tariff act’ of 1842, had sent 
an agent to the southern States, for the selection of 
a site for an extensive manufacturing establishment; 
and that a contract had been made to purchase 8,000 
acres on the Savannah river, at the head of Trotter 
shoals, at $60,000, on which extensive factories are 
to be erected. He also enumerated many manufac- 
turing establishments growing up in South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, and Arkansas, with a view of 
showing that the South was already preparing’ to 
compete with New England. And he concluded 
that the northern and eastern States would now be-- 
gin to find that they were no longer to monopolize 
the “enormous profits” supposed to be yielded by 
manufactures—that. they would have to yield some 

‘portion of their “plunder” to the South. 

The difference between the advocates of protec- 
tion and their opponents could be reduced to very 
narrow limits. He stated the claim of the former 
to be, to discriminate for the protection of domestic 
industry against the competition. of foreign pauper 
labor. The opponents of protection admitted that 
there might and should be discrimination; bet it 
should be for revenue. The senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] would discriminate solely 
for revenue; but the senator from Missouri [Mr. BEN- 
ron] would discriminate for both revenue and protec- 
tion—the protection to be incidental to the revenue. 
The whole thing, then, was a question, not of prin- 
ciple, but of degree. Now, he held that if the senator 
from South Carolina would discsiminate before the 
rich and the poor for the protection of the poor, it 
was.as much an admission of the power of Congress 
to discriminate for any purpose, as for the purpose 
of relieving the poor; and did not differ, so far as the 
question of power was concerned, from the discrim- 
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ination for the protection of domestic labor. against 
the competition of foreign labor. i E 

Looking to the future destinies of this country—to 
its capabilities of maintaining a population of fifty 
millions of freemen within the term of. life of those 
now living—he asked, could it be that such a coun- 
try and such a people were. destined to be dependent 
on the workshops of Europé for the supplies of 
their necessaries? teat 1S 

Mr. B. next examined the arguments urged by the 
senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] in favor of 
low duties as being conducive to. the prosperity of 
the country. He conceived the argument that, as 
the revenue, which was but 43 millions with a pop- 
ulation of 4 millions, rose from that ratio to 16% 
millions of revenue for 7 millions of people, was 
fallacious as to the proposition that low duties con- 
duced to national prosperity, because other cir- 
cumstances existed to which that effect was 
due. For, he argued that the senator from 
Missouri had overlooked the fact that this country 
was, in the first epoch he took, in astate of unex- 
ampled prosperity, arising out of peculiar circum- 
stances. The wars and revolutionary convulsions 
of Europe were then all favorable to this country, and 
threw the carrying trade of a large portion of the 
world into our hands. The tendencies were all to 
produce that. degree of prosperity which was most 
favorable to enlarged consumption of imports, and 
consequently to the growth of revenue. The re- 
verse was the fact after the late war, and was well 
calculated to produce the véry fluctuations pointed 
out by the senator from Missouri, as characteristic 
of his second epoch. a 

With regard to the argument that the present 
tariff policy presses with peculiar severity on the 
South, he considered that a problem yet to be 
solved. He could only appeal to experience for a 
test of the proposition; and when he did so, he 
found that experience assured him that, instead of 
reduced consumption and reduced prices of the 
staple exports of the South, the reverse had 
taken place; and instead of having to pay high- 
er prices for articles of consumption, lower 
prices” prevailed. He denied that the doctrine 
of the increase of duties increasing prices was sus- 
tained, to the extent alleged on the other side, by 
modern political economists of the best reputation. 

e found, on examining those authorities, the 
doctrine maintained that the imposition of duties falls 
not wholly on the consumer, but in part on the pro- 
ducer, the intermediate agencies, ani die consumer, 
gey mention some instances in which the duty is 
wholly borne by one or the other, but they are few 
and immaterial. Mr. B. gave, as an instance of the 
effect of duties, some details relative to the trade in 
rice hetween Georgia and England. Ifa barrel of 
rice be sent in the rough State to England, the duty 
there will amount to about 16 or 17 shillings; but if 
sent in a prepared (cleaned) form, the duty will be 
32 shillings—the difference being a protection to the 
cleaning mills of Liverpool. He argued that this 
was an article in which the producer paid the whole 
duty, as it made no difference to the consumer in 
consequence of rice from other nations being admit- 
ted, contrary to the reciprocity treaty with us, at 
much lower duties. i 

Mr. B. next proceeded to discuss the doctrine of 
free trade, with a view of showing that it never 
could be established by Great Britain, and therefore 
never could be enjoyed by this country upon any 
fèir terms of reciprocity. He then adverted to the 
arguments maintained here in favor of free trade. 

Mr. McDUFFIE ‘rose to inquire if the senator 
meant to say that any member of the Senate had, in 
this discussion, advocated the doctrine of tree trade 
in the sense in which he characterized it? 

Mr. BERRIEN replied that he conceived he had 
merely used the term as it was always understood 
by those who advocated low duties. 

Mr. McDUFFIE again inquired if the senator as- 

serted that any member of the Senate had used the 
term in the sense he attributed to it? 
_ Mr. BERRIEN replied that he used the term as 
it was understood by the whole country, when it is 
brought forward as an argument against an oppo- 
site system. 

Mr. B. next next referred to a work he had lately 
seen, to show the sort of free trade exercised by 
Great Britain. He then reverted to-the question of 
a modification of the tariff; and reiterated that he, 
as a southern man, was opposed to any revision 
now, which must, in his judgment, lead to nothing 
but instability; and that if the tariff law were now 
modified, in the only way it was possible it could 


` the. countr 


tion, and would react injuriously on the interests of 
the South.’ He had sought this opportunity of ex- 
pressing his views, for the purpose of showing that 
there was at least one portion. of the South opposed 
to any modification of the tariff at this inauspicious 
crisis, which would disturb the interests that had 
grown up under it, or prevent a fair trial of its 
policy. e considered it the part of wisdom to 
wait—to pause for the experience of another year. 
It was not the part of wisdom to rush upon a change 
that could have no stability. _ 

The condition of the country admonished him 
not to interfere with the career of prosterity which 

now was enjoying. He desired to 
ecision of the American people, which 
Any revision can then 


await the 
would now soon be given. 
more appropriately be made. 

Mr, COLQUITT desired to be heard upon this 
question; but in view of the lateness of the hour, he 
presumed it would be agreeable to the Senate to ad- 
ourn. 

: The question under discussion was passed over 
informally. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursaay, April 9, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday having been read, and 
roved . g 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the report of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings, on the subject of the Drummond light, was re~ 
jected. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose for the purpose of 
moving a suspension of the rules, for the purpose 
of receiving reports from th e committees—such as 
would give rise to no debate—in order that such re- 
ports misht be disposed of. 

Mr. HALE inquired whether the motion to re- 
consider was not a privileged question, which must 
supersede all other business. 


The SPEAKER said it was a privileged question, 
which would take precedence over all other mo- 
tions, except a motion to adjourn. He suggested 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Incer- 
soLL]) that the reception of reports from committees 
would be the next business in order during the 
morning hour, after the motion to reconsider was 
disposed of, unless it should be set aside by a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, for the purpose of taking 
up some other business. 

Mr. INGERSOLL then withdrew his motion. 


DRUMMOND LIGHT. 


The motion to reconsider being thus declared to 
be now in order, 

Mr. LEONARD rose, and explained the reasons 
which influenced the committee in making the re- 
port. Great inconvenience, he said, was experi- 
enced from the present mode of lighting the hall of 
the House of Representatives, from the want of 
proper ventilation—the smoke from the.candles and 
lamps rendering the air almost wholly unfit for res- 
piration. The adoption of the plan ‘proposed by the 
committee was also advisable on the score of econ- 
omy. ‘The present mode of lighting costs about 
$25 a night; whereas the mode proposed would not 
cost beyond four dollars at farthest; and it would 
produce a more brilliant and perfect illumination of 
the whole building. 

Mr. HOPKINS called for the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered to be now put. 

The main question was then put, viz: “Shall the 
vote by which the report was rejected, be reconsider- 
ed?” and decided in the affirmative. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
report’ 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 
79, nays 83. 

So the report was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the reception of reports from the 
standing committees. 

Mr. ELMER, from the Committee of Elections, 
submitted a resolution, that said committee have 
leave to sitduring the sessions of the House. f 


Mr. E. said that he was directed by a majority of -|f 


be modified, it would be a change but of brief dura- . 


the committee to offer this resolution, though one or 
.two of the members were opposed to it. He thought 
the: resolution “necessary, to enable them to. get 
through the mass of business before the committee. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said he had only to remark, as a 
member of the committee, that he would not sit da- 
ring the sessions of the House. He believed that 
his legislative duties in the House were of more im- 
portance to his constituents than any business be~ 
fore the Committee of Elections, and he should re- 
main in the. House to attend to them. , 

The question was taken on the resolution; and it 
was agreed to. j 


PENSIONERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which had been referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
the payment of the revolutionary and other pension-. 
ers of the United States, reported the same back 
with several amendments: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. McK AY, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill making appropriations for the fortifications 
of the United States, reported the same back to the 
House, with a recommendation that they be reject- 
ed: referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Philip Swartsdop; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. A 

Mr. V. from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the bill from the Senate for the relief 
of Charles Miller, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of John Monroe, and the petition of Solomon 
Fitch and others. i 

On motion by Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, 
leave was granted to the heirs of Thomas A. Rus- 
sell to withdraw their petitioni and papers. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee of Claims, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Bemet M. 
Dell: laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRONG, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Charles S. 
Mathews and James Hall: laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. f 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Barnabas Ba- 
ker and others: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. C. M. READ, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which had been referred the bill to 
provide for improving the entrances into the mouths 
of the Kalamazoo and Grand rivers, on the eastern 
coast of Lake Michigan, reported the same with an 
amendment, which was read. 


LAND TITLES IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill supplementary to the 
act entitled An act to settle the title to certain tracts 
of land in Arkansas, approved 11th August, 1842: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

` POLISH EXILES. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of certain exiles 
from Poland: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. JAMESON, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following bills. 

A bill for the’ relief of certain persons who lost 
their pre-emptions under the actof 19th June, 1884, 
by the location of reservations for the chief, 


-&c., under the treaty with the Creek Indians of 
1832. 


A bill authorizing the inhabitants of township 
1, of range 13 east,Seneca county, Ohio, to relin- 
quish certain lands selected for schools, and to ob- 
tain others in lieu thereof. 

A bill supplemental to the acts of May 22, 1826, 
and May 27, 1840, authorizing the surrender of 
bounty lands drawn by soldiers of the last war, and 
the location of others in lieu thereof. 

Which bills were read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. . 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engraving, 


sidered, and agreed to:: 


Resolved, That the Cotimitteeon Engraving have. eñ- 
Sraved and published twelve hundred and fifty copies of the 
maps accompanying report: No. 407, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. SIMONS, from the same committee, reported 
the following resolution, which was considered, and 
agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving have. en- 
graved and published fifteen hundred copies `of each of 


nirty maps, to be selected by said committee, te.accom-. 


pany the said document: Provided, That the cost of the en- 
graving, printing, lithographing, and paper, for said maps, 
shall not exceed fifteen hundred dollars. 


Mr. SPENCE, from the Committee on Maps, 
made a report accompanied by a resolution, to pub- 
lish the maps to accompany the report of the War 
Department, illustrating the theory of storms. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 
resolution to print the maps, by striking out all after 
the word resolved, and insert a substitute, to 
discontinue this office in the War Department, and 
urged that it was useless. 


Mr. SIMONS replied by saying, that perhaps no 
man in the House would be less likely to chase idle 
experiments, and be governed by the winds, and to 
be affected by storms, than. he was; that his preju- 
dices had been strong against entertaining this sub- 
ject, but he confessed to'be open to conviction, and 
ready to consider propositions for improvement. 
He had given the ‘subject consideration, and was 
convinced that the author was a scientific man, and 
wise on the subject he had prepared, under his ap- 
pointment; that this officer had been employed under 
a large salary, had established extensive inquiries, 
from the Mississippi to New Brunswick,. and 
from the lakes to Bermuda, and had collected much 
information on the subject; and this House had 
ordered the printing of the document he had pre- 
pated, which document would be useless with" 
out the illustrations by the maps; and shall we 
now say these maps shall not be published, and 
thereby lose the value, if any there was, in the 
labors of this officer? What are we to gain be em- 
ploying this man said Mr. S. if his works are to be 
suppressed, not brought to light? How can the gentle- 
man from Tennessee understandingly vote to not 
only refuse the printing, but to dismiss the officer? 
The only way to act rationally on this subject ap- 

ears to be, to publish the doings of this officer, and 
et them go before the country; and thus will we be 
able to decide on the utility of this office. Shall the 
sum ofa few hundred dollars stand in the way, and 
obstruct and render abortive this effort ofa learned 
philosopher, and of ihis government, to investigate a 
subject on which so much interest depends? Shall 
we follow barbarians, and reject all propositions for 
improvements? and especially this on which most of 
the expense has already accrued? Shall we con- 
demn the child for not walking before it creeps? 
What great improvement (said Mr. S.) has been per- 
‘fected by the first effort? Itis buta few years ago that 
the proposition to move a vessel by steam was ridi- 
culed to death in a legislative body; acanal burlesqued 
as a great mud ditch, and locomotives to run 20 
miles an hour were only in the imaginations of crack- 
ed brains. For my part, (said Mr. 8.,) I have no feel- 
ing in this matter but to do justice to the officer and 
to the country. To do justice to the first, then, let 
us publish his works, performed under our employ- 
ment, by which only we shall be able to judge of 
his merit; and let us do ourselves the justice to make 
use of the researches of our officer, for which most 
of the expense is already incurred. Let us do justice 
to all, by a_reasonable liberality; and by showing 
some regard to the works of a philosopher whose 
merits are acknowledged, not only by the most dis- 
tinguished and learned men in our own country, but 
by the most distinguished philosophers in Europe. 
Shall it be said, sir, that we turn our backs on those 
devoted to science? that this Congress closes its eyes, 
like barbarians, on philosophy? and rejects improve- 
ments attempted to be made by a preceding Con- 
gress? Indeed, sir, if fault is tobe found in ex- 
pense on this subject, it must be ascribed to the 
last, and not to this Congress. i 

Sir, (said Mr. S.,) let me say, once for all, that 
while I watch the box, you need not be alarmed at 
the squandering of money; and I bind myself that 
your map and chart printing shall not amount to 
one-fourth what it has for past years. If these 
maps had been published, as proposed at the com- 
mencement of the session, and as such work has 
been heretofore done, it would cost the government 


reported the: following „resolution; which. was con | “probably $40,000. is, 


} ) ris, Iam happy to say, I had 
an influence in . preventing; and I believe all čan be 


. published which is necessary to accomplish. the ob- 
ject, for $1,500; and to dismiss the officer, and omit 
to publish his work, is to me (said Mr. S.) undigni- : 


fied in this body, and an evidence of a pertinacious 
adherence to the standard of Knowledge at which we 
have attained, instead of advancing; and evincing 
thereby an unphilosophical condition. incompatible 
with our land of liberty and light, and at the same 
time doing great injustice to a disinterested and dis- 


tinguished philosopher, who has spent a life and for- | 


-tune in scientific researches. 


_Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to strike out. the ori- 
ginal resolution, and insert a substitute. in the form 
of a joint resolution; which proposed to abolish the 
of meteorologist, which is attached to the office-of 
Surgeon General. 

Vir. HOPKINS moved the previous question; 
which was sustained by the House. 

M, C- JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on his amendment, and they were ordered; and be- 
ing taken, resulted thus—yeas 75, nays 86. 

So the amendment was not adopted. _ 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired; “ ; 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view of 
taking up the tariff bill. f 

Upon this motion, the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 80, nays 84, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Mil 
ton Brown, William J. Brown, ‘Burke, Burt, Catlin, 
R. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cohb, Cross,Cullom, Daniel, 
Dean, Dunlap, Ener Farlee,’ Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Hungerford, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, McDowell, McKay, Murphy, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Payne, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, Simpson, Steen- 
rod, Stetson, Stiles, Stone; Strong, pened Tay! or, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tueker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—80. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Bidlack, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Ellis, Fish, Foot, 
French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
John P. Kennedy, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, E. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmen- 
ter, Patterson, E. R. Potter, E. D. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Schenck, Severance, David L. Seymour, John T. 
Smith, Caleb B.'Smith, Spence, Andrew Stewart, John 
Stewart, Summers, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost—s4. 


So the House refused to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer a resolution to take the 
bill making appropriations for certain harbors and 
rivers out of committee at 2 o’clock this day. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to amend by extending the 
time to 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question; but being informed that the subject of the 
resolution was not the western harber bill, he with- 
drew the demand. . 

The question was put on suspending the rules; 
and a division being called, 65 gentlemen rose in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. REDING then demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
88, nays 62. . k 

The rules having been suspended by this vote, 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the following resolution; 
which was read: E 


Resolved, That all debate in thë Committee of the Whole 
House on the state ef the Union on House bill No. 203, 
making appropriations for certain harbors and rivers, shall 
cease at 4 o'clock, p. m., this day, Gf the committee shall not 
sooner come to a conclusion upon the same;) and the com- 
mittee shall then proceed te vote on such amendments as 
may be pending, or offered to the same; and shall then re- 
port it to the House, with such amendments as may have 
been agreed to by the commitice. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE exprersed his strong objec- 
tions to the resolution, and to the hurrying so im- 
portant a bill through, embracing a variety of de- 
tails, without discussion. Ifthe bill was to be ta- 
ken out of committee at 2 o'clock, the two gentle- 
men who might first obtain the floor, might con- 


ime allowed for deb 
“Ing their own views.on it, while no 


_ for the committee would then have.the powe: 


mé the whole time allowed fe 
permitted to-reply to them.: Besides; it ‘NOt So | 
certain that thig bill would be taken ‘up when ‘the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the. W. le, 
to 
give the preference to any other bill. -He‘consider- 
ed the House-pledged by. the vote it-gave the other 
day, to take up the tariff bill to-day; and he should 
make a motion to that effect as soon as the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole. Hay- ~ 
ing been unfortunately absent--when the vote was 
taken this morning to go ‘into,Committee of ‘the 
Whole ‘on that bill, he wished to have an’ opportil- 
nity of placing’ himself in the position he ‘would ` 
have stood had he been present. f rae 

_ Mr. WHITE called the gentleman from Virgin- 
ia to order, on the ground that-the question “being 
one of priority of business, was not debatable, ~, 

Mr. PAYNE contended that the debate was in 
order, and expressed the hope that a bill makin 
such large appropriations would not be pened 
through with so limited a discussion as that. resoli- 
tion allowed. 

Mr. SPEAKER decided that the . question was 
not,’ correctly speaking, . one of a priority’ of busi- 
ness. The resolution prescribed the time of taking 
ing the bill out of the Committ the Whole; but 
that depended upon the contitgency whether the 
committee should decide upor taking it up. The 
question therefore was debatable. ` : 

Mr. PAYNE made some remarks in opposition 
to the resolution. He had always been opposed to - 
these gags; and he appealed to the democratic party 
not to follow the example ofthe whig Congress in 
enforcing them. The majority of that House por- 
fessed the principle that the people had aright to 
undersiand. theiraction here, and shoùld therefore 
allow full liberty of débate, particularity on such im- 
portantsubjects as this, where the most extrava- 
gant appropriations were made. This gag system 
had commenced with the whig Congress, and noth- 
ing had injured them so much with the people as 
that, and the oppressions they practised ander it, 

Mr. WHITE did not concur in the opinion of 
the Chair, that this was a debatable question; but as 
it was decided to be so, he would take the oceasion 
to say a few words in reply to the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Payne.] The gentleman had alluded 
tothe history of these gag laws, but he was mis- 
taken in one point. He admitted that the gentle- 
man had always been opposed: to them, but -he 
would tell him that their origin was not in the 27th 
Congress; the gentleman would have to go further 
back, to the democratic 26th Congress, to find their 
commencement. It was astonishing to him that it 
should have escaped the attention of the gentleman 
from Alabama, that the rule to enable the House to 
go into Committee of the Whole at any time, was 
established by the 26th Congress. If he looked 
back to that time, he would find that the majority of 
that Congress, finding themselves unable to bring 
the session to a close.by the despatch of the public 
business, were the first to adopt that rule. The 
whigs of the next Congress not only adopted the 
same rule, but they improved upon it; for they add- 
ed arule to enable the majority to take a bill out.of 
committee at any time they pleased. They did 
more. . They adopted a rule by which each member 
was restricted to. one hour in debate. This very 
rule, which the democratic party had abused so 
much, as tyrannical and oppressive, had been adopt- 
ed by a democratic Congress. He was one of those 
who held that the majority of the House were re- 
sponsible for its action, and that, being thug held re- 
sponsible, they should have the means of carrying 
their measures through in a reasonable time. It 
was for this reason that he advocated the adoption 
of these rules in the 27th Congress. 

Mr. RHETT denied the correctness of the his- 
torical statements of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He denied that the democratic party had struck 
down the liberty of. debate on this floor. 

Mr. WHITE inquired if the gentleman from 
South Carolina denied that the democratic party 
first established the rule by which a mere majority 
could go into Committee of the Whole, and stop 
debate. ‘ 

Mr. RHETT replied that, while a question was 
before the House, a majority could sustain the pre- 
vious question; but, in Committee of the Whole, 
the privilege of debate existed in its fullest extent. 
How, then, could it be. said that a motion which 
simply gave priority of business, was a striking 
down of debate? Had the gentleman forgotten how 


the democratic. majority sat after week i e 
independent treasury bill? Had he forgotten that 
they sat until 11 and 12 o'clock ‘at „night, änd occa- 
sionally until 3 o’clock:in thé morning?. ‘The demo- 
erats then did not strike down debate.. They passed 

a rule by which a majority could resolve the House 
‘into: Commitiée of the Whole where debate ex- 
. isted, and ‘where the minority had the: opportu- 

_ Bity to make such. speéches as they thought proper. 

But the other party. amended that rule, and deter- 
` mined that a majority should: not only give priority 

of certain business; but to. take a bill out of commit- 
tee at a fixed ard specified time; and there it was 
that the privilege of debate was stricken down. | He 

‘spoke at some length on the threatened dangers of 
such an exercise of power. >. EGT 

Mr. TIBBATTS obtained the floor. , 

Mr. WHITE requested his colleague to yield the 
floor to him for a few minutes. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he could not do so. He 
then proceeded to remark that the rules under con- 

- sideration were adopted in 1842 by a whig Con- 
gress, and at the commencement of the present Con- 

ress they were stricken out; but, since that time, 
fhe majority of the House had seen they could not 
get along with the business of the House without 
readopting those rules. The majority of this House 
were responsible to the people of the country for 

- the waste of the public time on this floor, and the 

people would hold them responsible for it. He 

. was satisfied the debate which had arisen on this 

proposition to-day, and on another proposition of a 

preceding day, would show the importance and the 

necessity of these rules. They had too much de- 
bate in this House, and too great a waste of time in 
consequence. Why, hardly any proposition could 
arise, but the House ran into a party debate, which 
had nothing to do with the business before them. 

Believing that the people would hold them respon- 
sible for such a waste of time, he now moved the 

previous question. 


f Mr. WHITE said he hoped it would be voted 
own. 

Mr. ADAMS desired to make some remarks. 

‘Mr. TIBBATTS said he should be glad to in- 
dulge the gentleman from Massachusetts; but there 
were other bills on which gentlemen could make 
their speeches, 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, and 58 voted 
in the affirmative. hile those the negative were 
being called, 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers, and they were 
ordered, Messrs. Cuarmaw and WintHRop were 
appointed; and they reported 62 in the affirmative 
and 74 in the negative; so the previous question was 
not seconded, . 

Mr. ADAMS then proceeded to address the 
House; but for a long time he was wholly inaudible. 

He had always, he said, voted against all restric- 
tion upon debate. He voted against the one hour 
rule, though he confessed it was, at times, produc- 
tive of favorable results. Laying a question upon 
the table without debate, was another restriction 
upon the freedom of debate; and another was the 
previous question, by which a member could vir- 
tually offer two resolutions at once, the one the sub- 
stantial resolution proposed to be adopted, and the 
other a resolution that the vote should be taken 
without debate. What! (said Mr. A.,) adopt a reso- 
lution that a bill which had not yet been before the 
committee shall be taken out of committee within 
two hours? Sir, I ery you mercy. He could see 
no necessity for fixing a time for taking it out of 
committee. Let the subject be debated. 

Mr. WELLER rose, he said, for the purpose of 
demanding the previous question, 

Mr. WHITE, who way endeavoring to obtain 
the floor, contended that the gentleman from Ohio 
could not be entitled to the floor for any other pur- 
pose than to debate the question. 

Mr. WELLER repeated that he rose for the pur- 
pose of demanding the previous question; but if the 

ebafe was to be continued, he would go on and 
take his turn now. 

Mr. WHITE inquired whether the floor had 
been awarded to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIR responded that the gentleman from 
Ohio claimed the floor on the ground that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky had already addressed the 
House on this subject. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘Does the gentleman take the floor 
for the R pose of debating the question? 

Mr. WELLER. I do not like to be interrupted, I 


ni the | 


à use; you may call it debating 
the question or not, Sayen please. Seats . 
The gentleman from. Kentucky (Mr. Werrer 


_ continued): had read the -other side of the House 


quite a lecture ipon the subject of the adoption of 
the rule cutting down the privilege of debate. He 
meant that branch of the rule which gives to a ma- 
jority the privilege of going into Committee of the 
Whole i Mr. We 


related the circumstances under ` 
„Which that branch of the rule was adopted. When 
the independent treasury bill was under debate in 


that{House, during the twenty-sixth Congress, though 
the democratic party had a majority in the House, 
who were exceedingly anxious to pass the bill, yet 
they could not go into Committee of the Whole 
upon it, because a vote of two-thirds was required. 
When the twenty-seventh Congress convened, hav- 


‘ing a whig majority, among the first resolutions 


passed’ was one giving to the majority the right, not 
only to prescribe the priority of business, but to 
terminate a debate at their pleasure. Yes, at the 
extra session, when the party to which he belonged 
happened to be in a lank and lean minority, it was 
resolved that, by the vote of a bare majority, the 
minority should be gagged—claiming in vain the 
privilege not of defeating measures, or of delaying 
action, but to be permitted to speak. 

If that hour rule had been adopted, the voice of 
the minority would not have been heard that session 
at all. He thought he had his eye on a gentleman 
who spoke two or three days in a debate, and could 
speak six if there was no limitation to debate. Now, 
he would leave it to the country, if the gentlemen on 
the whig side of the House had any reason to com- 
plain. We gave (said Mr. W.) to the majority the 
right to fix the priority of business. They gave to 
the majority the right to stop debate. hen we 
came here at the 28th Congress, we adopted the 
same rule. I (said Mr. W.) would extend to po- 
litical opponents the same liberty that they gave to 
us. We had to endure three sessions under their 
gag rules; and I wanted them, at this Congress, to 
realize the benefits of it themselves. He was op- 
posed to the resolution before the House, and should 
vote against it. Ordinarily, he would not stop de- 
bate so long as it could be confined to the subject 
before the House; but when that could not be done, 
the minority have no right to continue it. The ma- 
jority was responsible for the business of the House, 
and the people would hold them to that responsi- 
bility. They should, therefore, have the power to 
control the business of the House; but that power 
should be used with discretion. 

Mr. W. concluded by moving to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

This motion was carried without a division. 

Mr. ELMER moved to suspend the rules to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which motion was adopted. 

Mr. ELMER moved to take up bill No. 203, 
making improvements for certain harbors and 
rivers. 

(This bill makes appropriations for harbors and 
rivers in the eastern portion of the United States. 
The one acted on the other day was for western 
rivers and harbors.] 
mane DROMGOOLE moved to take up the tariff 

ill. 

The question was first put on Mr. ELMER’s mo- 
tion, and it was adopted—ayes 86, noes 33. 

The bill was then read through;after which, it was 
taken up by clauses, and the committee having pro- 
ceeded as far as the clause making appropriations 
for Connecticut, 

Mr. SIMONS moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing an appropriation of $15,000 to complete the 
improvement at the mouth of the harbor at Bridge- 
port, Connecticut, and addressed the committee in a 
few remarks in explanation and support of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES observed that the remarks of the 
foe gave him an opportunity of doing what 
he had never done before—that is, of defining his 
position. The committee, as the gentleman had 
said, were unanimous, with one exception, in re- 
gard to that amendment; and he would agree that, 
1f the bill passed, this amendment ought to be adopt- 
ed; but it was due to himself to say distinctly that 
he dissented in toto from every item in the bill. He 
believed that this system, if carried out, (and there 
appeared to be a disposition to carry it out,) would 
require an expenditure of money that the country 
little dreamed of. The treasury might be im- 
proved by all the means and facilities within 
the power of Congress; the tariff might be in- 


. creased; the public lands. might be put. up at 
public. auction, and eyen.. direct taxation. might 


e resorted to, and yet it would not carry on 
this system of national improvements to the extent 
that its friends had carved out. He had hoped that 
this system had received its quietus years ago;: but 
it seemed- like the giant of old, to have risen with 
fresh vigor from its fall; and he warned gentlemén, 
if it continued to go on as he -feared it would, that 
the most disastrous consequences would ensue. He 
felt himself bound to declare that, from the libéral 
manner in which the committee had acted on this 
subject, and from the liberal spirit shown by the 
South on a former bill, there was growing’up 
a disposition to make this union of States a vast 
consolidated empire, and take from the people the 
means of controlling their expenditures. The con- 
sequences must be that the public treasury must be’ 
filled, per fus aut nefas, and the whole country will be 
bribed with the money unjustly wrung from them. 
Look at this bill, said Mr. H .; there is not a portion 
of this country which has not an inducement held 
out to vote for it. With respect to the appropria: 
tions themselves, he would observe that the commit- 
tee had examined the whole of them with the most 
scrupulous care, with a view to their usefulness and 
importance. Ifit was proper for the goveinment to 
make these improvements, he must acknowledge 
that the bill was very judiciously and impartially 
framed. But while this Congress was retrenching 
the expenditures on the most important establish- 
ments of the country—cutting down the army and 
cutting down the navy—he would ask the friends 
of economy in the House if they were willing to 
begin this new system, which would require’ mil- 
lions for its commencement and untold millions for 
its prosecution. He trusted that the friends of 
States rights, if there were any left, would resist 
this measure in the beginning; and he trasted that 
the democracy would define their positions as he 
did, and tell them whether such measures should 
pass. 

Mr. PAYNE asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment, and it wasread. Mr. P. then observed that 
upon that proposition he rose to address the com- 
mittee. He trusted, however, that he should be per- 
mitted to deviate a little from the main question, 
with the view of continuing his answer to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. G. 
Davis,] which he commenced a few daye ago on a 
bill very similar to the one before the House. It 
would be recollected by the House, that he was cut 
off by the hour rule just in the middle of his re- 
marks, and that he had no opportunity since of con- 
tinuing them. When interrupted, he was saying 
that the whig party of 1844 were as destutute of a 
common principle to bind them together, as the whig 


‘party of 1840. As it was not his purpose to con- 


sume the time of the House unnecessarily, he would 
proceed at once to the proof of his assertion. In 
order to do that, he begged leave to call the attention 
of the committee to what has been published in the 
State which he had the honor in part to represent. 


He would read from the Eutaw Whig—a respect- 
able whig paper published in his own district, and 
so devoted to Mr. Clay that it was not likely to 
misrepresent him. He then read several articles of 
Whig faith, as they were professed in Alabama; he 
afterwards read a profession of whig faith in Ma- 
ryland, and again in Pennsylvania, to show that 
the whig faith and whig doctrines were not alike in 
any two States of this Union. It was evident there 
was no common principle on which the whig party 
stood, but each one fought on his own hook—- 
proving conclusively that that party was as desti- 
tute of principles on which to stand or fall in the 
contest of 1844 as they were in 1840. Why, he 
remembered very well that, if he asked, in 1840, 
what the whig principles were, he was answered in 
a couplet of dozgerel, (for which the whig party 
seemed to havea great affection:) 

“We go for Tippecanoe, and Tyler too, 
Without a why or wherefore.” 

He held in his hand a copy of a book of songs, 
called the National Whig Minstrel; which had been 
sent over this country under franks from Washing- 
ton, from which he requested the clerk to read a 
specimen of its versification. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested that they had 
better have it sung. 

Mr. PAYNE acquiesced in the suggestion, and 
hoped the gentleman from Pennsylvania would lead 
off. [Laughter.] j 
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. hurrah, ‘hurrah, hurrah!” 


_ Mr. PAYNE resumed. The doggerel which had 


beem read would show that the canvass has been 


opened; and it was apparent it was to be a second — 


lion of the contest of 1840? And what wére to be 
the principles of the contest of 1844? Why, “Hurrah, 
hurrah, hurrah!” (Laughter.) He was grieved to 
see the degrading means regotted to, to influence the 
American people: it was exceedingly unpleasant to 
him, and deeply wounded his national pride. Con- 
trasted with the spirit which animated our forefa- 
thers who achieved our national independence, it was 
à direct insult to the intelligence of the people, and 
to those illustrious men who established a free gov- 
ernment, in reliance on the capability of the people 
to govern themselves. If the venerated form on the 


xight of the Speaker’s chair (the portrait of Wash- . 


ington) could look down and see a party appealin; 
for the attainment of power, not to the enlightene 
judgment of the people, but to their passions and 
prude =a party whose principles were “hurrah, 

urrah, hurrah,”——what would be his feelings? If, 
again, the distinguished foreigner on the left of the 
chair, (La Fayette,) who abandoned wealth, friends, 
counexions, and home itself; threw himself into the 
midst of the battle, fora people to whom he was a 
stranger, that they might be free,—if he could look 
from the canvas and be conscious of passing events, 
what would he think and feel on witnessing the de- 
grading appeals which were made to the American 
people? - Or if the figure above the Speaker's chair, 
representing the Genius of Liberty, could know the 
extremities to which a party was disposed to go in 
degradation under our free institutions, how deeply 
would. she blush for the disgraceful stain on the 
cause of liberty, which, in its effects, must be tre- 
mendous and fearful? He was satisfied, however, 
that the day was at hand when the people would 
arise and prove that they were fit for freedom, and 
that they would show that their principles were based 
in intelligence, and that they were not so besotted as 
to admit them to consist in “Hurrah, hurrah, hur- 
rah. ; 

He had now done with his defence of the Demo- 
cratic party, and with his remarks. for the Whig 
party, and he should now be. more specific; he 
designed to charge on the leader of the whig 
party—Mr. Clay himself—with having increased 
the national debt, in less than two years, 
upwards of $19,000,000; and that, too, under 
the most express and explicit declaration 
throughout this Union, of economy and retrench- 
ment. He had shown a few days ago that the pub- 
lic debt on the 4th of March, 1841, when Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration terminated, amounted to the 
sum of $8,379,059 81. He spoke not alone of the 
debt contracted during Mr. Van Buren’s term, but 
of the whole debt of the nation—of that left un- 
paid by General Jackson, and the debts dating back 
to the period of the revolution. 


Such, then, was the entire debt on the 4th of 
` March, 1841; but what was it in nine short suc- 
ceeding months? Why, they found it swelled to 
$14,728,085 70; and in less than two years from the 
commencement of whig rule, it was swollen to 
$27,387,221 61. Deduct, then, from this amount 
the public debt as the whigs found it, and therc was 
the sum of $19,010,161 80 added in two years by 
an administration which came into power under the 
most solemn pledges to a course of economy andre- 
trenchment. 

He also charged on Mr. Clay the doing of 
that which he charged as a serious offence 
against the democratic party. Who did not 
recollect the oft-repeated charge that the democrats 
had placed the treasury of the Union in the breeches 
‘pocket of the executive? Much political capital was 

` sought to be made by the whigs in that accusation; 
and yet, how soon, after the acquisition of power, 
did they turn round, repudiate all their previous 
professions, and by repealing the independent-treas- 
ury law, do that which which they charged as a 
crime on the democrats—place the treasure of the 
nation in the keeping of the President of the United 
States? It was not his (Mr. P.’s) intention to cen- 
sure Mr. Tyler; but he must express his astonish- 


~ ‘The Clerk then read a song—“For Henry Clay - 
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ment that he should be thus put in possession of the 
treasury of this Union by a party that had. de- 
nounced. him as dishonest, and as a traitor.. 

. He charged further, that this nation was disgraced 
by-Mr, Clay, by the passage of the bankrupt law—~ 
for, though not its author, Mr. Clay was the prin- 
cipal instrument in occasioning its passage—the 
passage of an.act whose provisions were so signal- 
y condemned by the people that its very authors 
were compelled to.repeal it with as much precipitan- 
cy as it was enacted, And what next did the whig 
Congress do? and what therefore was Mr. Clay’s 
responerbility? The distribution law was passed; 
and a most absurd law that was, which gave away 
a source of revenue while the nation was in debt—a 
debt which had fearfully increased, as he had 
shown, at the rate of near $1,000,000 per month. « 


He here reviewed the means by which this na- 
tion acquired this domain, and the Territo- 
ries of Louisiana and Florida, and the pur- 
poses for which it was’ ceced, and then proceeded: 

And yet this resolution, passed at the instance of 
Mr. Clay, was for giving to the States. indiscrimi- 
nately all the public Jands, both those acquired by 
the national treasury and those acquired by: the 
States. What claim had Congress upon those lands 
not ceded by the States-to the general government? 
It was neither more nor less than a proposition to 
distribute not only the public lands but the public 
treasure. It did not provide for the distribution of 


the net revenue arising from the sales of the public, 


lands; but the expenses necessarily incurred in 
making these sales; are included. Hence it was un- 


der the guise of a simple proposition to distribute the . 


public lands—a proposition, in substance and in fact, 
to distribute the public revenue. This he charged 
upon Mr. Clay, the whig ‘candidate for the presi- 
dency. He also charged Mr. Clay with being the 
cause of the passage of the tariff of 1842, the most 
oppressive, uujust, and iniquitous tariff bill that ever 
was passed by an American Congress—a tariff which 
was extremely oppressive upon the poorer classes, 
while it favored the wealthy. 

Mr. P. read from the scale of duties, showing the 
disparity between the duties upon articles of com- 
mon necessity and articles of luxury. Such was 
the tariff bill advocated by Mr. Clay while he was 
bron Par eas in favor of the compromise act of 
1832. He held that Mr. Clay had not acted fairly 
on the subject. He would apply no abusive epithet 
o any one, and he used therefore the mildest possi- 

le term. 


Mr. P. proceeded to adduce various instances of 
inconsistency on the part of Mr. Clay. 

Mr. SUMMERS moved that the committee rise. 

Upon. this motion the votes were taken by tellers, 
and were 52 in the affirmative and 66 in the nega- 
tive. The committee refused to rise.. 

“After a few remarks from Messrs. WHITE and 
McCLELLAND, the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS offered to amend the bill by adding 
an appropriation of $5,000 for White Hall harbor, 
on Lake Champlain. ` 

The question being put on this motion, the ayes 
were 44, noes 43. No quorum voting, 

On motion of Mr. HAMMETT, the ‘committee 
rose, and reported progress; and i 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: i 


By Mr. WETHERED: The petition of James Mahrol, Jas 
Standiford, and 100 others, farmers, mechanics, and man- 
ufacturers, in the vicinity of Franklinville, Baltimore coun- 
ty, Maryland, praying Congress to let well enough alone, 
and not interfere with the present tariff, which is working 
like a charm. ; 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of John B. Scidel, Jacob. 
W. Grove, and 85 others, citizens of Lebanon comity Penn- 
sylvania. Also, the petition of James Johnson. William 

Yolfinger, and 40 others, citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania. Also, the petition of Peter Miller, W.J. 
Robinson, and $3 others, citizens of Dauphin county Penn- 
sylvania; all protesting against any interferenoe with the 
tariff of 1842. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of Richard Brown, sen., and 
David White, of Missouri, asking the privilege of changing 
certain entries on public lands, made by them through error: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ges 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of R. A. Chandler, and 9 


others, citizens of Warren county, Indiana, praying the im- 1 


: postage, and abolition of the frankini 


facut 


provement of. the. Wabash, river: ‘yéferted tothe Commit 
number ‘of citizens: of the ‘county of Carroll, State 

Rhode Island, and to: puiar- 
struggle. : 


Vorume-13::..No 
on Public Lands. : a oe Lace 
By Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY: The petition -of arge 
R, State of Iu 
diana, praying, Congress- to ingiiteinto the alleged abuses 
of power by the ‘‘Algerinés” of Rhode n 
anty tothe people of that State the: principles of: govern: 
ment established in this country by: the revolutionary 
By Mr. DEAN: The petition of H. E; Smith, and 60 other 
persons; citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying-Congress 


‘to extend the provisions of the ordinance ol: 1787, regulating 


the northwest territory, over the Territory of Oregon: re. 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. ` - ae: 

By Mr. HENRY DODGE: The memorial of g part-of the 
Oneida nation of Indians, residing in Brown county, Terri 
tory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to purchase. their lands 
heretofore secured to them by treaty stipulations with the 
United States: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

‘By Mr. ANDREW STEWART: A number of memorials, 
numerously signed by citizens.of Pennsylvania, remoustrat- 
ing against any change in the tariff of 1842, and protesting 
against the bill reported by the Committee of Ways an 
Means, as alike destructive to all the great interests ‘of the 
country--agricultural, mechanical, and’ manufacturing, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of W. C. Sutton and 
sixty-two others, praying an appropriation to remove the 
bar in channel in Pass Christian: referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. RITTER: Two memorials from citizens of Berks 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that no change whatever be 
made in the tariff of 1842, until experience shall have de- 
monstrated that such change will be for the better. A 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of 20 citizens of South 
Williamstown, Massachusetts, for reduction of the rates of 
privilege. Also, the 
remonstrance of 139 citizens of Lee, Massuchusetts, against 
the passage ofan international copy-right law. (ws 

By JEREMIAH BROWN: Two memorials of similar im- 
port, signed by citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, 


‘without distinction of political parties, praying Congress to 


make no alteration in the existing tari A 

By Mr: JENKS: Two memorials signed by 110 citizens from 
the county of Lehigh, Pennsylvania, praying that no altera- 
tion be made in the present protective tariff. Also, the pe- 
tition of Philip Sehi, for an increase of his pension, ; , 

By Mr. NES: The petition of William Pummel and nu- 
merous other citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania. 
praying Congress not to interfere with the tariff’ Jaw of 
1842, and to abstain from all legislation upon the subject, 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The pėtition-ot the heirs of Philip R. 
Rice, deceased, late of the county of Bracken, Kentucky, 
praying compensation for a vessel, lost in the service of the 
United States in the war of the revolution: referred to: the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. : 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of R. J. McEthenny and 
72 other citizens of Green county, Missouri, praying appro- 
priations for the improvement of the western waters: refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House.on the state of 
the Union. : 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens and shipown- 
ers of Portland and Elizabeth, Maine, praying an appropria- 
tion for buoys on Trindy’s Reef and Broad Cove Rock: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Va 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Lansing B. 
Nichols and 100 other citizens of Littlefort, Lake county, 
Ilinois, praying for the improvement of the western waters: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. The petition of 
Wyatt Carr and 75 other citizens of Aurora, Kane county, 
praying for the same: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
. April 6, 1844. 
On my motion in the House, on yesterday, it was 
“ordered that the Committee on Territories’ be-dis- 
charged from the consideration of the resolutions of 
the Territory of Wisconsin. relating to the boundary 
line between Wisconsin and Missouri, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on thé Judiciary.” 
The dispute as to the boundary line is between 
Wisconsin and the State of Michigan, (and not Mis- 
souri.) Presuming it was an error, will you please 
make the correction in your next paper. 
Yours, respectfully, 
- HENRY DODGE. 
Messrs. Brar & Rives. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, April 10, 1844. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro. tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President of the United 
States, transmitting reports from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and Postmaster General, reports in 
complience with a resolution of the Senate of the 
23d February, 1843, accompanied by catalogues of 
the books, newspapers, maps, &c. in those depart- 
ments. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, ordered to lie on the 
table for the-present. 

Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from Samuel 
Wheeler, and other merchants and: shipowners of 
Eastport, Maine, praying that foreign merchandise 


498 


be entitled to drawback. when “exported; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commet: 

_ Also presented a memorial from citizens of Aus- 
tinburg, Ashtabula county, Ohio, setting forth the 
advantages of the present tariff, and remonstrating 
against any change in its provisiofis: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ` 

Mr. BATES presented two memorials from Oliver 
Peck, and other citizens of Lenox, Berkshire coun- 
Re Massachusetts, settin 
the tariff act of 1842, and remonstrating against the 

assage of the bill reported by the Committee of 

“Vays and Means, in the House of Representatives: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

, Mr. ARCHER presented a petition, numerously 
signed by citizens of Richmond, Virginia, praying 
that the principles ofthe present tariff may not be 
changed by ‘any sort of legislation. Mr. A. re- 
marked that the impression obtains very generally 
that this was not the sentiment of any portion of 
the country south of the Potomac, and’ as the peti- 
tion was short, he hoped it would be read, printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: ordered 
accordingly. ` 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Ann 
Lee, the widow of C. S. Lee, praying permission 
to complete the entry of back pre-emption claim to 
certain lands in township ten, range twelve, Louis- 
lana, under the act of 15th June, 1832: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

R Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from Col. 
Stewart, and other citizens of Warren county, Now 
Jersey, praying that no change may be made in the 
tariff law of 1842; referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from Han- 
nah Taylor and Rachael Taylor, heirs and daugh- 
ters of the late Dr. Christopher Taylor, a surgeon’s 
mate in the army of the revolution, praying com- 
mutation pay: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Claims. ` 
_ Mr, M. also presented a memorial from A. Wil- 
fiams, and 118 other legal voters of West Monroe, 
Oswego county, New York, asking that the postage 
may be reduced to the uniform rate of three cents; 
that there may be a proportionate reduction’ on 
pamphlets and newspapers; and that the franking 
privilege may be entirely abolished: ordered to lie on 
the table, 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from E. T. 
Mitchell and seventy other citizens of the United 
States, remonstrating against the passage of any in- 
ternational copyright law: referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary 


Mr. PEARCE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of John McColgan; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Eliza McCloud, the 
widow of Dr. Caleb McCloud, praying for a pen- 
sion under the act of 1837. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from 
D. F. Hill, praying that the farming and minetal 
lands belonging to the United States may be desig- 
nated, so that the farming lands may be sold with- 
out affecting the interests of persons engaged in mi- 
hing operations. 

Mr. W, remarked that the subject of the petition 
was one of deep interest to the United States, and 
incurs much consideration; which he hoped the 
committee would give its 

On his motion, it was ordered that all the peti- 
tions on the files on this subject be taken therefrom, 
and, with this, be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
hic Lands. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from H. G. 
Weaver, and other citizens of Springfield, Summit 
county, Ohio, remonstrating against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie on the 
table, to be taken therefrom and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in case the subject 
shall be presented to the consideration of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the report from the 
‘War Department, on the subject of copper ore, was 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
Levi Nill and a large number of respectable citizens 
of the commonwealth of Pennsylvania, setting forth 
as the advantages of the tariff act of 1842, that it had 
revived the business, and had given employment to 
the labor and industry of the-country; and praying 
ihat no change may be made in its provisions until 


imported into the ports of Eastport and Lubec may . 


forth the advantages of- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


‘experience had demonstrated, from ascertained 


facts, that such change would be for the better. 

Mr. C. said, he took particular satisfaction in pre- 
senting the memorial to the Senate, concurring, as 
he did, in sentiment with the memorialists, as to the 
beneficial. effects that. law had had on the business 


and industry: of: the country; that it had signally 
fulfilled the brightest‘and most sanguine anticipa- 


tions of its friends and disappointed the predictions 
of its opponents, as to the evils which it would in- 


flict upon the people; that it had restored and re- 
plenished an exhausted and ruined treasury; had ` 


revived the commerce and business of the country; 
had given encouragement to. home industry, and 
brought about prosperity every where. Under these 
circumstances, and believing that the law had 
not been in operation long enough to enable them to 
decide fairly upon its effects, and to discover its im- 
perfections, it seemed to him utterly impolitic to 
make a change in its provisions. He was for let- 
ting it remain in existence long enough to furnish 
them with one lesson of experience upon the sub- 
ject, ue sr they might profit in future legisla- 
tion. He did not intend, at that time, to make any 
speech upon the subject, but to express his concur- 
rence in the general sentiments expressed hy the me- 
morialists, and to add his own convictions that, from 
a knowledge of the sentiments of senators, the me- 
morialists, and country at large, might rest assured 
that, at the present session of Congress, no repeal, 
alteration; or modification, would be made in the 
present tariff law. The memorial was then referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to .be 
printed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented nine memorials 
from different portions of Pennsylvania, asking Con- 
gress not to interfere with the existing tariff, until 
experience demonstrates, from ascertained facts, that 
a change in its provisions was necessary: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred several memorials pray- 
ing the redemption of certain treasury notes which 
were put into circulation after being cancelled, yet 
bearing ne mark of cancellation, reported a bill to 
provide for the payment of the evidences of public 
debt in certain cases; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with several amend- 
ments, the joint resolution from the House respect- 
ing the application of certain appropriations hereto- 
fore made. 


Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported back, without amendment, the bill from 
the House supplemental to the act entitled “An act 
for laying off the towns of Fort Madison and Bur- 
ington, in the county of Des Moines and the 
town of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, in the 
county of Dubuque, Territory of Wisconsin, and 
for other Bo ip ae proved the 2d day of July, 
1836; and the amendatory act. thereto, approved 
March 3d, 1837. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
James W. Breedlove of New Orleans, praying com- 
pensation for the use of his steam schooner Mer- 
chant, employed in 1841, to cruize in pursuit of pi- 
rates; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate all such 
information as may be in his possession, or in the possession 
ofany one of the executive departments, relative to any 
proceedings under the act entitled “An act for the relief of 
the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin,” approved March 2d, 1843; and especially. 

first. AN the proceedings touching any election which 
has been held in pursuance of the 3d section of the said act, 
ifany such election has been held, with all the facts which 
have been communicated to the President, or the appro- 
priate officers or department of the government relating to 
the same. 


Second. All the proceedings which may have been had in 
relation? to the partition of the lands of the said Indians, 
among the individual members of the tribe, pursuant to the 
provisions ofthe said act, together with copies of allin- 
structions and correspondence on file, between whatever 
parties, relating to any such elections, or to the partition of 
said lands, or to any objections against the partitions made, 
as contemplated in the fifth section of the said act. 

Third. Whether any, and what, annuities are now due 
and payable from the United States to the said Stockbridge 
Indians; and whether any, and what payments of annuities 
have been made to the said tribe since the passage of the 
said act, by and through what agent, or other person paid, 


- to whom, and under what authority from the said tribe of 


Indians, or any members thereof. . g . 

Fourth. Whether any patents forthe Indian lands have 
been issued in pursuance of the said act. 

Mr. WRIGHT submitted the. following resolu- 
tion, viz: ` E : i 

Resolved, That. the Committee on the Judiciary bein- 
structed to inquire into the constitutionality and expedien- 
cy of passing a law to authorize the President of the United 
States, when persohs are, or hereafter shall be, sentenced to 
capital punishment for crimes committed against the laws 
of the United States, in his discretion to commute such. 
punishment for imprisonment for life, or for a specified term 
of years. i 

Mr. WRIGHT said he had submitted the resolu- - 
tion in compliance with the request of some re- 
spectable citizens of the United States, without 
having himself formed any opinion upon the sub- 
ject. He was in favor of sending the inquiry to 
the able Committee on the Judiciary—being satis- 
fied that they would do justice to the subject— 
without desiring to be understood as expressing 
any opinion in favor of such a law. ,He hoped the 
resolution would be acted on then. . 

The question was put, and the resolution was 
adopted. ; : ; 

Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to, viz: fs o 

Resolved, That it shall be the. duty of the Secretary. of 
the Senate to furnish the bureau of topographical engineers, 
with fifty copies of the reports, charts, and maps, which 
may be prepared and sent by the bureau to the Senate, from 
time to time, and printed by order. 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees, on private claims, were taken up and concúr- 
red in. 


THE TARIFF——COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion by Mr. CHOATE, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
Committee on Finance for the indefinite postpone~ 
ment of the bill introduced by Mr. McDurriz for 
reducing the rate of duties under the present tariff to 
the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. COLQUITT addressed the Senate for two 
hours; but owing to the rapidity of his manner and 
the difficulty of hearing him distinctly in the re- 

orters’ gallery, all that can be attempted here is a 
brief notice of some of his leading points of argu- 
ment. 

He set out with stating, after a few prefatory re- 
marks, that he had yesterday sought and obtained 
the floor immediately after his colleague (Mr. Ber- 
Rien] had concluded, with a view of intimating 
thereby his intention of replying to him, and that 
he might expect, in so doing, he (Mr. C.) would 
have to contrast his [Mr. B.’s] former course on the 
tariff policy with the course he now pursued on the 
same subject. But he had learned this morning 
that his colleague was absent; and that circumstance 
would necessarily prescribe much narrower limits 
to his observations than he should have indulged, 
had his colleague chosen to be present. Indeed, in 
his absence, it would seem to be unnecessary to 
trespass on the courtesy of the senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. ae who had yielded the floor 
to his colleague, [Mr. Berrren;} and he would not 
now ask to avail himself of that courtesy, were it 
not that he had, in the expectation of his colleague’s 
presence, collected some materials for reference, 
which, while at hand, he wished to dispose of. 

He then proceeded to examine the main topics 
of t he speech of his colleague, [Mr. Berrien, ] deliv- 
ered yesterday; and to contract the sentiments 
therein expressed on the subject of the present tariff, 
with the sentiments and principles he had maintain- 
ed upon the subject of former tariffs, not more odi- 
ous tothe South than this, and with the often de- 
clared and still prevailing sentiments ofthe people 
of Georgia. ; 

In the course of his comments, Mr. C. denounced 
the delusion and the inconsistency of his colleague’s 
doctrine, that the question of a protective tariff was 
to be decided by the ensuing presidential election, 
when, for the very purpose of promoting the elec- 
tion of the favorite candidate of the protective party, 
the issue was shunned and sought to be mystitied, 
by a call upon the representatives of the people to 
wait—to pause for another year’s experience; and 
to let it be demonstrated whether it was a policy 
that required modification or not. If (he urged) the 
election of the father of the so-called American sys- 
tem the presidency was relied upon with such con- 
fidence as a test of the public voice in favor of the 
present tariff, why did not the friends of that mea- 
sure at once boldly take their stand upon that 


. 


tound, and makeit openly and fairly the issue? 
hy not rely. upon the. merits already claimed as 

having demonstrated its advantages? . Why ask for 

another year’s.experiénce? ‘Why so solicitous for 

laying it aside till after the presidential contest? 

Mr. C., adverting to the origin of the compro- 


mise act, showed that the State of Georgia, in com- - 


mon with the other southern States, had implicitly 
relied upon the good faith of this ‘government in 
carrying out the final policy of that compromise. 
The. southern States knew, at the time it was 
assed, that the then Congress had no power, to 
ind any future Congress ‘not to repeal its act. But 
they. relied upon the solemn compact which invol- 
ved a moral obligation on any party in power, as 
binding as good faith could make it, that the con- 
cession made by the South of a nine years’ procras- 
tination, would be repaid by a permanent system 
prescribed by the very terms of compromise. 

In commenting upon this topic, he reviewed the 
conduct of the party in power, which had taken 
advantage of a combination of circumstances to 
force upon the country the tariff act of 1842—these 
circumstances having been the result of political 
causes, calculated with a view of producing the very 
state of things which was to be urged asa suitable 
occasion for resorting to the favorite panacea of that 
party, for the cure of all political sisa high pro- 
tective tariff. 

Reverting to the position now assumed on the 
question of this policy by his colleague, [Mr. Brr- 
nix, Mr. C. read the resolutions of Georgia, pre- 
sented by his colleague, and quoted several striking 
passages from his speech on the occasion, contrast- 
ing them with his ‘speech of yesterday, and com- 
menting on both at considerable length. 

He next adverted to the taxing power given by 
the constitution, and showed that, instead of its be- 
ing an unlimited taxing power, as assumed by the 
advocates of the protective policy, it was one ex- 
pressly limited to the legitimate wants of the gov- 
ernment, economically administered. He also ex- 
amined the power of regulating commerce, given 
by the constitution, to show that, instead of being 

` designed to favor particular interests, it was to con- 
trol. and regulate all the commercial interests of the 
country, so as to prevent their jarring and clashing 
with each other, and to insure to all the most har- 
moniousaction. Again, Mr. C. reverted to the tax- 
ing power, and entered at large into the history of 
that power. For the purpose of illustration he sup- 
posed a case, in which the respective States retained 
their taxing power, and each State simultaneously 
adopted the act of 1842; and he asked what would 
be the effect? Would Rhode Island and Massachu- 
setts obtain revenue for the support of their govern- 
ments from impost duties on the articles they them- 
selves manufactured; or could they from the whole 
act? Which States would raise the revenue? And 
he asked, would not this test show which were the 
States subject to the burden of taxation, and which 
were the beneficiaries of it when the act became an 
act of confederation? 

Mr. C. read a speech delivered by his colleague 
in 1831, in. convention, strongly advocating free 
trade principles; and contrasting the expressions of 
that speech with those on the same subject used 
by him [Mr. Berrien] yesterday. Mr. C. showed 


that his colleague’s inquiry.as to the meaning of- 


free trade could have been most aptly answered by 
quoting passages from his speech in 1831. His col- 
league had said yesterday that the term free trade 
was used for purposes of deception. Now if 
if nothing but deception was intended by those who 
used'the term at present, the same rule applied to 
those who used it in 1831; and if his colleague denied 
that deception was intended by him in 1831, he was 
thrown upon the dilemma of admitting that decep- 
tion was_intended yesterday in attributing it to those 
who now spoke of free trade as he himself had done 
in 1831. ; 
He illustrated the doctrine of the advocates of 
protection, that the people can be heavily taxed for 
their own benefit, by reducing the argument to the 
‘proposition, that if the people will but contribute 
their means to the filling of the pockets of the legis- 
lative body, that body could, in spending the money, 
make the poor rich; just as if the proċess was not 
that of transferring money, by legislation, from the 
pockets ofone laborer into the pockets of another. 
With respect to the boasted effect of former tariff 
acts—that of having, at various periods, produced a 
fall in the prices in protected articles—-Mr. C. en- 
tered into a history of improvements in machinery, 
to ‘show that, smee the commencement of Ark- 


s 


` wright’s inventions, to the present day, the price of. 
goods has been coming down, just in roportion. to | 


the improvements in machinery. is has been 
particularly conspicuous in the improvements of 


` machinery since 1836, the fall in cotton goods hav- 


ing been 50 
provements. 


er cent. in consequence of such im- 
ence, if the advocates of the protect- 


ive policy were to tell the truth, they would ac- 


knowledge that, if prices have fallen, it has been in 
spite of their protective tariff, and in consequence of 
improvements in machinery. : 


Next, as to the argument of his colleague and the 


‘chairman of the Finance Committee, that legisla- 


tion can give the people the ability to consume; he 
showed that it amounted to this—that a portion of 
their means could be taken from them, and that 
thereby thcir ability to purchase articles of con- 
sumption would be increased! The government 
could have nothing to.give but what it first took 
from the people. But the true meaning of the 
phrase. “give ability to the people to consume,” 
was, to take from the pockets of the whole people a 
portion of their means, and bestowit upon a favor- 
ed class, and thereby enable that class, with this 
bounty, to become consumers. That was the 
naked truth. 

He next scrutinized the arguments in favor of 
creating a home market, and illustrated them by 
citing an anecdote to show that they were like the 
argument used by a Yankee, who, travelling on a 
certain road, observed a country grocery by the wap 
side, with a sign over the door announcing the sale 
of “cakes aid beer.” The Yankee, desirous of 
feasting himself, but finding he had not means to buy 
both cakes and beer, thought he would trust to his 
wits; so he went in, and called for some cake, 
which was handed to him. He then pretended to 
change his mind, and called for some beer, which 
he received, handing back the cake in exchange. 
When he drank the beer, he was walking away; 
but the landlord called out to him for the pay. 
Why, (says the Yankee,) did I not give you the 
cake for the beer? Yes, (says the landlord,) but 
you did not pay for the cake. And why should P 
(said the Yankee.) Have you not got the cake? 
This was precisely the way the manufacturers ar- 
gued with the agriculturists about the home mar- 
ket. They told them it was an equivalent for the 
taxes thrown upon them for the protection of home 
manufactures. 

He next adverted to the doctrine of American in- 
dependence—that the United States was to produce 
everything, and become independent of all other na- 
tions for their supplies; and he asked what was, the 
meaning of this independence? Was not this coun- 
try already truly independent? Were not other na- 
tions as dependent upon us as we were upon them 
for articles of exchange? Was it meant that a wall 
should be built up around this. nation, to prohibit in- 
tercourse with foreign nations? Would this be in- 
dependence? 

r. Č. here showed the true policy of nations to 
be consistent with that enlightened policy of com- 
mercial intercourse which best promoted universal 
civilization, peace, liberty, and happiness. 

He contended that the tariff of 1842 was the 
worst tariff ever imposed on the country. It had 
been triumphantly boasted that this policy was to 
be perpetuated on the country, and that the father of 
the American system was to be made the President 
of the United States iù view of that perpetuation. 


This, however, he firmly trusted and believed, the . 


country was not destined to endure. He had too 


: mueh confidence in the wisdom, prudence, and com- 


mon sense of the American people, to doubt their 
vindication of sound principles. - 

Mr. CHOATE next obtained the floor, and inti- 
mated his desire, as the hour was late, to pass over 
the pending question. ; 

The pending question was accordingly passed 
over informally. 


NAVAL DOCK-YARD AND DEPOT IN THE 
WEST. 


The bill to establish a naval dock-yard and depot 
on the Mississippi river was then taken up as in 
committee of the whole, the question pending being 
on Mr. Brexse’s amendment of the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER addressed the Senate in explana- 
tion of arguments brought forward when this ques- 
tion was before under discussion, with a view of 
showing that it very seldom happened that the chan- 
nel of the Mississippi river was so low as seven 
feet; and he also urged that the policy of building 


Tage sh 


be built drawing more than thirteen feet; and that 


ips of war was stiperseded by that of Baid- 

ing ‘small iron ships, ‘which were found ‘better eal>’ 
culated for coast and harbor protection. He ar- 
ed that the “average depth of the channel’ at 
emphis was nitie feet; that ‘no ships of War need 


they could easily, by means of the camels heal- 
luded to the, other day, be buoyed over that depth, 
and brought to the seaboard. RE a re 
Mr. WALKER said this was‘a. subject in which 
the State of Mississippi felta deep interest. The. 
people of that State had been looking for some time 
to the establishment of a naval depot on ‘the 


. western water's; and they had hoped to obtain it at 


Natchez. He confessed that he had been greatly 
‘surprised at some of the remarks made by’. his 
friend from Tennessee, (Mr. Fosrer,] in relation. 
to the depth of water in the Mississippi river; and. 
he attributed them to the fact, that in arriving at his 
home, that senator did not enter the Mississippi at 
all, taking for convenience another route, which was 
up the Cumberland river to Nashville; and he was 
also ‘surprised to hear him say that the depth of 
water at Memphis, during the low stage of water, 
was nine feet. Now he wished the Senate, to ob- 
serve the fact; and if they would appoint officers 
of the topographical corps or of the navy, to ascer= 
tain by actual measurement the average depth of the 
channel, he pledged himself to prove that it would 
not average six feet. : . 

He had himaslf repeatedly, in ascending and de- 
scending the Mississippi, ascertainett that it had but 
five and a half feet below Memphis; aad, in the year 
1841, five feet. Could there be any doubt abont 
this fac? He thought he saw senators near him, 
who were going to vote in favor of Memphis; and if 
he was ‘mistaken in relation to the depth of the 
water, there was one of these who had been axcend- 
ing and descending the Mississippi for. ten yexYs, 
who could vouch for the fact that the depth. of the 
channel was frequently only five and a half feet, ; 
and during part of one year five. KAS 

It was known, from the gentleman- who origina- 
ted this matter—and his friend from Tennessee did 
not doubt it—that these vessels of war were to draw 
at least thirteen feet of water; and the smallest that 
had yet been constructed drew fourteen feet. They 
were to descend to a distance of more than a thou- - 
sand miles for the purpose of defending New Orleans 
and the gulf. This they were to do over places 
where there was but five and a half and five feet of 
water. He asked the Senate to reflect. upon this 
matter before they proceeded to decide upon Mem- 
phis as being a proper place for a naval depot. He 
thought the absurdity of the proposition to locate 
camela on the sandbars of the Mississtppi would be 
apparent by a reference to the Navigator—a book 
which was of great authority in the West, and 
which demonstrated the fact, that between Mem- 
phis and Natchez there were twenty-seven of these 
sandbars—so that his friend from Tennessee must 
have these twenty-seven camels located between 
Memphis and Natchez, to erable vessels drawin 
thirteen feet to descend to New Orleans and the gulf. 

He had seen some curious bills passed through 
this body; but if he were to see this bill pass, under 
these circumstances, he should be very much sur- 
prised. But his friend from Terinessee threw out 
some suggestions about descending Lake Erie. i 

Mr. FOSTER, (from his seat.) No, sir: I did 
not speak of descending Lake Erie. I spoke. of 
sending provisions and other military supplies-from 
the depot at Meraphis, for the use of the soldiers 
stationed on Lake Erie. 

Mr. WALKER thought it would be very strange, 
indeed, if they would send from Lake Erie to that 
place for supplies of provisions which they could 
get much nearer in Ohio. It might be that the 
would do so, but he did not believe they would. 
He doubted whether a single bushel of corn, a bam 
rel of flour, or a pound of beef, had ever yet been, 
carried from Memphis to Lake Erie for sale. . 

In relation to Natchez, he affirmed in his place, 
upon the floor of the Senate, that a comparison of 
the bills of mortality, for many years past, would 
demonstrate the fact, that in proportion to the 
population, taking the whole period of twelve 
months, it was as healthy as Memphis. He would 
state one other fact, which was, that for years past 
they had had no yellow fever at Natchez; and an- 
other fact still, that since the establishment of the 
quarantine regulations of that place, while the yel- 
low fever raged at Vicksburg, New Orleans, and 
other parts onthe Mississippi, there had been no 
more yellow fever at Natchez than there has been | 


of late at Philadelphia, where: it once prevailed (be- 
fore ‘the establishment. of a. quarantine) with the 
greatest mortality. -At the point. where they pro- 
posed to establish a naval depot, half a mile above 
the town of Natchez, there had never been one case 
of yellow fever; and ‘persons who had lived there 
for many years could vouch for the fact. He 
wished to have Natchez examined. He desired 
that it should-have a fair chance. . He did not un- 
justly condemn other points; but he -wished this to 
have a survey. Let it be ascertained by means ofa 
survey made by competent officers, whether it was, 
or was not, a better. point than Memphis. The sen- 
ate should not take it for granted, even on the 
opinion of his friend from. Tennessee, (whom he had 
no Goubt was honest in his belief) that Memphis 
wasa better point than Natchez. They should de- 
vide’ after an examination which would speak for 
itself. , : 

At Memphis it was necessary to commence the 
work by raising, at the expense of $30,000—the es- 
timate of the senator from Tennessee, and it would 
be much greater—a piece of flat ground six feet 
high, for the purpose of getting a base for a navy- 
yard. At Natchez there was a bank which nature 
had made, and which was admirably fitted for this 
purpose.. It wasa bank twenty feet above high 
water mark. | It was not a bluff; but a firm and solid 
embankment,without any levee, any rising of ground 
whatever, strikingly adapted to the purpose. He 
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that, at 
this point, vessels from Liverpool, New York, Port- 
land, Baltimore, and Boston, were arriving every 
year. It was a port of entry. They shipped from 
it, every year, about twelve thousand bales of cot- 
ton. In return, they received commodities in ves- 
sels frora Liverpoul, Boston, Baltimore, New York, 
Philadelphia, and other ports. 

At the very period of low water, these vessels 
came from Liverpool, and from various ports of the 
United States on the Atlantic. Here, then, was a 
point which, whilst it was sufficiently remote from 
New Orleans not to be assailed by an enemy, hada 
channel, at the lowest stage of water, as deep as 
that which was found at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi, and without the disadvantages which could be 
so seriously urged against any other internal port 
on the Mississippi at a time of war. It was a point 
irom which vessels could be sent down to New 
eirleens in fifteen hours, and that at all seasons of 
woe Verr, 

“Was it the intention of the Senate, without any 
examination of Natchez, or any point except Mem- 
phis, to establish this depot at Memphis? He asked 
senators to reflect upon this matter. Fle asked them 
to decide justly, and for the benefit of the whole 
country, and not for the benefit of a particular point, 
or of individuals. If Memphis were a better point 
than Natchez, would not a survey demonstrate it 
Why was the senator from Tennessee so solicitous 
to press the claims of Memphis, without a survey, 
if it was a better point? Would they not all be de- 
monstrated by a survey? Would not Memphis 
stand as fair a chance as Natchez in that respect? 
This question of choosing a point for the establish- 
ment of a naval depot was a question in which the 
whole West felt a deep interest; and it was one up- 
on which depended the security of New Orleans 
and the gulf. Was the Senate prepared to decide it 
without investigating—without surveying—without 
any knowledge upon the subject? It was his desire 
that the establishment should be ata point where 
the great purpose of defence could be best accom- 
plished. . 

The Mississippi should be examined; and then 
the senator from Tennessee could tell how many 
camels it would require to take these vessels over 
the sand-bars, and what would be the cost and ex- 
pense, with other matters connected with this sub- 
ject. All this could be ascertained by a survey; and 
all that he asked was, that a survey should be made. 
If, when it was made, it could be shown that Mem- 
phis was a better point than Natchez, he pledged 
himself to vote for it; but he was not willing that 
Natchez should be condemned unheard. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN had but a word to say on 
this subject. It was, that the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi river was undoubtedly a most vulnerable point, 
easily assailed by steamships of war, and therefore 
improper for the location of this navy-yard. He 
was of opinion that the higher up the site was cho- 
sen, the better. A survey and report had been 
made by persons competent to judge; and they were 
favorable to Memphis. He was willing to risk the 
relection of that place; for he believed it was as good 
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“as any other; and if the thing was to be ‘delayed till 


all could agree upon a selection -whereso many con- 
tending interests were urged for a preference, he 
feared there would bè no western depot or-navy- 
yard atall, : 

Mr. BREESE urged the propriety ofa further 
survey, and of the examination of other points. He 
called for the reading of the report of the Naval 
Commitiee on the amendment proposed to the ori- 


ginal bill. 


Mr. BAYARD explained that the committee left 
the matter for discussion. He would be glad to 
present to the Senate the views of the committee; but 
the hour was so late now, that he hoped the matter 
would be passed over till to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate then 
went into executive session, and soon after ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, April 10, 1844. 

The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 

The SPEAKER announced the business of the 
morning hour to be the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION-—-OPINIONS OF MR. 
CLAY. a 

Mr. W.J. BROWN rose, and desired permission 
to make an explanation which he deemed personal 
to himself. 

Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman from Indiana 
would be allowed to explain; but if that gentleman 
made any new charges, he hoped the same indul- 


gence would be extended to him, (Mr. W.) 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL objected to any ‘“under- 


“standings” or bargairings. 


Mr. WELLER also objected. 

The SPEAKER (to Mr. Warre. 
tleman object? 

Mr. WHI'PE replied that, with the understand- 
ing which he had specified, he should not object. 

r. HARDIN objected. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN moved a suspension of the 
rules, to give him an opportunity to explain. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN said that it would be rec- 
ollected by the House that, on the 25th of March, 
whilst a resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. J. P. Kewnepy] was under consid- 
eration, which resolution purported to be an extract 
froma letter of Gen. Jackson to Dr. Coleman of 
North Carolina, giving his views in relation to the 
protective policy, he had moved to strike out that 
resolution and insert the following, which purported 
to be the sentiments of Mr. Clay, to wit: 

That this House approve of the sentiments of Henry Clay, 
expressed in his speech at the extra session of Congress, 
1841, as follows: “Carry out the principles of the compro- 
mise act; look to revefiue alone for the support of govern- 
ment. Do not raise the question of protection, which I 
hoped had been put to rest. ‘There is no necessity for pro- 
tection.” 

It will be seen that he did not pretend to give this 
as the precise language of Mr. Clay, but as contain- 

ng his sentiments as delivered ina speech at the 
extra session of Congress, 1841. 

Upon the introduction of the amendment, and be- 
fore the vote was taken, the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Wuire] came to his seat evidently un- 
der much excitement, and stated in a positive, but 
respectful manner, that no such sentiment or lan- 
guage could be found in any declaration or speech 
ever delivered by Mr. Clay either in or out of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. B. said he stated, at the time, that he had 
copied the extract from the Ohio Statesman, and 
that he believed it contained the sentiments of Mr. 
Clay, as he had expressed them in some speech de- 
livered in the Senate during the last Congress. 
That he immediately made diligent search therefor, 
but at that time was unable to find the extract; that 
upon the next day—when, by the courtesy of the 
House, he was permitted to make an explanation 
which he conceived to be due to himself, as his 
honor had been implicated, as he had been charged 
with attributing language and sentiments to Mr. 
Clay which that distinguished person had never ut- 
tered or held—he then stated that, in good faith, 
he had made the extract from a paper whose editor 
he believed to be an honorable man and incapable 
of misrepresenting any one; that he said upon that 
occasion that he had nothing to take back, for he be- 
lieved the extract, if not in the exact language, con- 


Does the gen- 


tained sentiments oft-repeated by Mr. Clay. But | 


that no one who knew him would suppose he would 
wilfully misrepresent Mr. Clay, or put language in, 
his mouth which he had never used, or attribute to’ 
him sentiments he had never uttered; and that if, 
upon thorough search, he was unable to find the lan- 
guage, or sentiment, asan honorable man he. felt 
himself bound, at some future day, to declare to the 
House and to the country that he.had been misled 
by the paper. * 2 > ` aoe 

To this the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wuire] desired, by way of explanation, to reply, 
declaring that he felt his personal honor inyolved im 
the controversy. Not wishing (said Mr. B.) to mis- 
represent or misquote die gentienian, Be would read 
some extracts from his [Mr. Wurre’s] speech upon: 
that occasion, as reporied in the National Intelli- 
gencer: ` 


Mr. Wuire said he was more than thankful to the cour- 
tesy of the House; and he was satisfied, when he had done, 
that the House would conclude that he was not disposed to 
abuse that courtesy. He had stated that he felt his own 
honor and character to be involved in this matter; and that 
it was duc to him that he should be allowed an opportunity 
to make a personal explanation. It would be reco. ected (he 
said) by the gentleman from Indiana and other gentlemen, 
that when this resolution had yesterday been offered by that 
gentleman, he (Mr. W.) had gone to the. Clerk’s desk ‘and 
read it, and had then gone to the gentleman from. Indiana 
and stated—not behind his back, er in an offensive manner-— 
that he was mistaken in his authority for that being a decla- 
rationof Mr. Clay. Not only to the gentleman from Indiana,, 
but to many other gentlemen, Mr, W. had averred that. Mr. 
Clay had never, in any speech in his life, from the first day 
that he hed entered this hall to the last day of his service in 
the other branch of Congress, uttered such a sentiment aş 
was alleged by the resolution of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana. Although he had said this in the most emphatic and 
unqualified manner, he had meant to impute to the gentle- 
man from Indiana no want of honor, no crime of forgery. 
Far from it. He had seen the same words that were quoted 
in the gentleman’s resolution contained ina newspaper: he 
had compared it with the extract from the Columbus (Ohio) 
“Statesman.” The gentleman had, no doubt, been deceived 
by the confidence that he had in a paper agreeing with him 
in political sentiments. This was not the only extract in 
that papet. There were various extracts containing the 
winciples, or the alleged principles, of Mr. Clay and of Mr. 

an Buren; and it was naturel for the gentleman to have 
supposed that, in this array of extracts, no suppression of 
the truth, or suggestion of falsehood had been made; and 
thefefore he imputed nothing improper to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

But upon that solemn conviction which he felt, knowing . 
the man, he knew it was impossible in the nature of things, 
in the truth of his character, in the consistency of his course 
upon political subjects, that any such sentiment had ever 
been uttered by him, and, if he was correctly quoted, that it 
could not be found in extracts from any of his speeches.or 
writings. Now it devolved upon him (Mr. W.) to vindicate 
his own truth and honor by proving fully, to the satisfaction 
of all, the statement which fie had made. The gentleman 
from Indiana, while he vindicated himself by bringing to 
view the circumstances under which he’ had ofiered fhis 
resolution, still had not been willing to take his (Mr. W.’s) 
averment that no such principle, that no such language 
could be found in any of Mr. Clay’s speeches in,1841, or at 
any other time. 

Mr, RATHBUN called Mr. W. to order, stating that he 
was through his own matter, and was uow going to Mr. 
Cley. 

Mr. WHITE replied that he could not vindicate himself 
unless he showed the truth of the averment he had made. 
If, having averred that no such sentiment could be found in 
any speech of Mr. Clay, he failed to prove and satisfy the 
House of it, how did he stand? He stood condemned before 
the House and before the country. This was the point of 
honor and of character to which he had risen, and how else 
could he go on and vindicate himself but by appealing to the 
record? He had said on the first blush, on the first impulse 
when the gentleman had offered this resolution, that it was 
a falsehood that Mr. Clay had ever spoken or written any 
such language? Now what were the facts? What did this 
resolution aver? 

Mr. W. read the amendmentto the resolution of Mr. Kun- 
ney, yesterday offered by Mr. Brown, as follows: “That 
this voy approve of the sentiments of Henry Clay, ex- 
pressed Mf his speech at the extrasession of Congress, 1841, 
as follows: ‘Carry out the principles of the compromise act; 
look to revenue alone forthe support of government. Do 
not raise the question of protection, which I hoped had been 
putto rest. There isno necessity for protection. ” 

Now (Mr. W. continued) here wasa specific allegation. 
here was the date andthe place. Now‘he had gone a groat 
deal further; he had averred not only that at that time and 
piace no such speech had ever been made by Mr. Clay, but 
he had further averred that at no period of his life, before 
or since, had Mr. Clay ever uttered such a sentiment. 

Again the gentleman says: 

He had said to the gentleman from Indiana, what he. now 
repeated, that this was a forgery; and he had told the gene 
tleman that he could not establish it, but that he (Mr. W.) 
could establish the contrary to be true. And the gentle- 
man, no doubt, had been searching in Mr. Clay’s speeches 
with a keen, an eagle eye, for the very dectrine and words 
contained in this resolution; and he predicted that he had 
not found them, and thathe never could find them, The 
gentleman might add together words taken from different 
sentences and make out this, but he had never, nor could 
ever, find it in any continuous sentence or paragra h. Mr. 
W. defied him to do it, in any speech delivered in Congress 
or out of Congress. es i 


Mr. B. said he would conclude by reading anoth- 


er very emphatic extract from the gentleman’s 


speech: 


‘ow. here Mr. W. 


1841, (and they were-the only speeches he. did deliver.) 
And gentlemen found.in every speech upon that occasion 
Mr. Clay ‘had uniformly—uniformly contended for and reit- 
erated the same doctrine as Mr. W. had averred he had al 
ways entertained. In every speech he had directly in lan- 
guage and sentiment repudiated—ay, repudiated the forgery 
Mr. W. held in his hand; (viz. the extract quoted in the res- 
olution of Mr. Brown.) Mr. Clay had never made. use of 
such a sentiment or language; never, NEVER! 


Now, said Mr. B. let us recapitulate. What does 
the gentleman aver? ‘That Mr. Clay had ‘never, in 
any speech in his life, from the first day he entered 
this hall to the last day of his service in the other 

- branch of Congress, uttered such a sentiment as was 
alleged in the resolution of the gentleman from In- 
diana.” Again: he says, “That upon solemn con- 
viction which he felt, knowing the man, (Mr. Clay,) 
he knew it was impossible in the nature of things, 
‘in the truth of his character, in the consistency of 
his. course upon political subjects, that any such 
sentiment had ever been uttered by him.” And 
again: he says “Now it devolved upon him (Mr. W.) 
to vindicate his own truth and honor by proving fully, 
to the satisfaction of all, the statement which he had 
made.” What statement? Why, sir, that Mr. Clay 
had never, upon any occasion, given utterance to the 
sentiment attributed. to him in the extract. So much 
for the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Now, sir, how stands the case? Upon the one hand, 
he (Mr. B.) had declared that Mr. Clay had used the 
sentiments; upon the other, the member from’ Ken- 
tucky. [Mr. Warre] had avered that Mr. Clay had 
“used no such language, and uttered no such senti- 
ment.” In this dilemma, Mr. B. felt himself bound 
to prove the truth of his allegation; or, on failure, to 
admit, with mortification, that he had been deceived. 
For the purpose of sustaining the declaration then 
made, and of vindicating himself from the charges 
made by the whig press of attributing language to 
Mr. Clay, which he had never uttered, he had now 
risen to trespass upon the time and beg the indul- 
gence of the House. After much labor and diligent 
research, he finds that upon the 21st day of Janu- 
ary, 1842, in the United States Senate, Mr. Cla 
made the following remarks—the treasury note bill 
then being under consideration; and lest he should 
be accused of garbling, he would give the entire 
speech as it stands reported in the National Inteli- 
gencer. 5 

Here Mr. Brown requested the Clerk to read the 
following speech: 


ON TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Speech of Mr. Clay, in Senate, Friday, January 21, 
1842,—Nuational Intelligencer of that date, part 1, 
1842, in library of the House. 


Mr. Clay replied to Mr. Woodbury, and asked, what did 
the honorable senator do when at the head of the Treasury 
Department? His policy seemed to have changed. In point 
of fact, we had been. going on with an excess of expendi- 
ture over our receipts for four years. Treasury notes had 
been issued for four successive years. They had been 
thrown from one year into another; and they were thrown 
over by the last administration into this administration, and 
for this administration to redeem. The notes now below 
par, and which we dre called upon (said Mr. Clay) to re- 
deem, are the treasury notes of the preceding administra- 
tion; and until the senator from New Hampshire brings up 
his own paper to par, from its present depreciation, let him 
be less solicitous about the treasury notes to be issued by 
the present administrotion. 

But whence this new-born zeal (said Mr. Clay) in regard 
to taxation? It was, he admitted, scandalous that this gov- 
ernment should have gone on for four years past, and was 
going on now, by the expenditure of more than was re- 
ceived. Taxation, he knew, and had before said, was the 
remedy for this. Carry out, then, said he, the spirit of the 
compromise act, Look to revenue alone for the support of gov- 
ernment. Do not raise the question of protection—which (said 
the senator from Kentucky) Ihad hoped had been put to rest. 
There is no necessity of protection, for protection. But what, 
asked Mr. C., was the course of my honorable friend from 
New Hampshire, (for I heartily reciprocate the friendship 
he professed for me the other day,) when we had a tax bill 
under consideration? Where was he then? Did he vote 
for the tax bill before us? Did he not rather choose to sip 
his tea and coffe a litile longer, and to withhold the tax 
from those luxuries? And will he now (continued Mr. C.) 
consent to tax these articles? If he will, I go along with 
‘him, heart and hand. 

The senator talks of the public lands as though they were 
thrown away. Did not the States receive them? Did not 
the people have the benefit of them? But why, he asked, 
this covert attack upon the land bill, when another bill is 
under consideration? We will meet you openly and fairly, 
(said Mr. Clay,) when this question comes before the Sen- 
ate. It would be remembered that when the honorable 
-gentleman (Mr. Woopnury] sat atthe other. end of the ave- 
nue, begging and lamenting over the necessities of the gov- 
ernment, he recommended (and twice in one session of 
Congress) the. issue of igeafiry notes., Did we make any 
opposition to them? No, even though opposed tothem in 
principle, we submitted to them; and now he would say, 
en passant, that he was opposed to the whole system of issu- 
ing treasury notes, and that he could not yote for this bill, 


7 \ “had showed to the Mouse “three very | 
different speeches delivered: by. Mr. Clay. on the: tarifin ` 


unless his vote was pecessiry ‘to save it. But how: wasit- 


with the senator from New Hampshire? Notwithstanding 
he had worked like a beaver, (laughter,). session after ses- 
sion, to procure the passage of treasury notes, he was now 
found, even when the country was suffering, embarrassing 
the passage of this bill.” s ; 


Now, (said Mr. B.,) the words attributed to Mr. 


Clay in the amendment are these: “Carry out the. 


principles of the conipromise act. -Look to revenue 
alone for the support of government. Do not raise the 
question of protection, which I hoped had been put to 
rest. There is no necessity for protection.” And the 
words used in the speech are these: “Carry out (said 
he) the spirit of the compromise act. Look to revenue 
alone for the support of government. Do not raise the 
question of protection—which (said the senator from Ken- 
tucky) I had hoped had been put to rest.. There is no 
necessity of protection, for protection.” Here, said he, 
they stand side by side, with the language almost 
the same, and certainly the ideas conveyed are iden- 
tical. If he had seen the National Intelligencer be- 
fore offering the amendment, he would have copied 
it verbatim from that paper, because all that is con- 
tained in the one can be found in the other, the 
greater part of it being word for word and syllable 
for syllable.. “Carry out the spirit of the compro- 
mise act,” said Mr. Clay. Now, where is the dif- 
ference between carrying out the “spirit” and the 
“principles” of that act, as he (Mr. B.) had it in his 
quotation? “Look to revenue alone for the support 
of government,” occurs in both extracts. hat 
does Mr. Clay mean by this declaration, unless it 
be that, in framing a tariff bill, you should look to 
revenue alone? This is all that the most zeal- 
ous opponent of the protective policy ever con- 
tended for. Even the ultra advocates of the doc- 
trine of free trade ask for no more. “Do not raise 
the question of protection—which I had hoped 
had been put to rest.” A correct quotation 
from both. What Mr. Clay mean by saying that 
he “hoped the question of protection had been put 
to rest??? The only inference that can be drawn 
from the declaration 1s, that, like the sentiment ut- 
tered by his friend and compeer, Daniel Webster, 
when, in old Faneuil Hall herself, the cradle of 
American liberty, he declared that the “national bank 
was now an obsolete idea.” So Mr. Clay could but 
have meant that protection was but an “obsolete 
idea,” a humbug that had had its day, and, like all 
other humbugs, died—“had been put to rest.” The 
last clause of the quotation avers that there “is no 
necessity of protection, for protection.” Where is 
the difference between the two—no necessity of pro- 
tection,” and “no necessity of protection, for protec- 
tion?” None whatever; the words “for protection” 
being mere tautology, conveying no separate thought. 
What is the idea sought to be conveyed here, unless 
it be that a tariff law, framed with a view to “‘xeve- 
nue alone,” will of itself afford a sufficient protection 
to all manufacturers—to American industry? 


Having said this much, Mr. B. said he would 
leave it to the House and to the country to decide 
whether he had not sustained his declarations rela- 
tive to Mr. Clay having used the sentiments entire, 
and almost the very words which he had attributed 
to him; and whether a “forgery” had been commit- 
ted, as alleged by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He did not wish to be understood as in the least im- 
plicating the honor or the veracity of that honorable 
member; it only went to show that he had been mis- 
taken as to the sentiments uttered by his friend. 
Mr. B. stated that he did not, by any means, vouch 


for this extract being an expression of the honest - 


sentiments of Mr. Clay’s heart, but had no doubt 
that it was a mere gull trap, like his Bronson and 
Merriwether letters, designed to delude the oppo- 
nents of the protective policy in the South, and flatter 
them into his support for the presidency in 1844, 
whilst his friends in the North could read his thou- 
sand declarations in favor of what he so often termed: 
his “darling child”—the American system. Nor is 
his vacillation alone confined to this question; but it 
can be shown by his own speeches that he has been 
for and against almost every great question which 
has agitated the people for. the last thirty years: at 
one time the bold and determined enemy of a nation- 
al bank, at another its friend and feed attorney, and 
advocate: tpon the floor of the Senate, once eulo- 
gizing masonry; again, declaring that it was for the 
mere gratification of an idle curiosity that he became 
a member of that fraternity: a political weather- 
cock, veering to all points of the compass in order to 
fill his sail with the popular breeze that might, per- 
chance, waft him into the presidency. 

Mr.. B. thanked the House for their courtesy in 


“permitting him 


from which he had read. 


deemed personal to hiniself. 
Mr. Brown::said, in. conclusion, that ht 
those papers that had. published a notice of th 
actions of the: House, on the. introduction 
amendment, would.now, as an act of justice to:him, 
publish these. remarks. The facts were now before 
the country, and he was wiling the country should 
uage. AES Ve Te dg i THE 
; Mr. WHITE rose, and said- he would thank the 
gentleman from Indiana to. send ‘him. the. papers. 


Mr. BROWN complied. : 

The SPEAKER observed, that if the 
from Kentucky proposed to address tho- 
would require general consent. Pde 

Mr. WHITE said he submitted it to the House 
whether he was not. entitled to have an opportunity 
of replying to the gentleman from Indiana, >. 

Mr. C. 5 - INGERSOLL called for the orders of 
the day. He had several reports to make relating 
to important matters, and he hoped the time was not 
to be consumed by a debate wholly irrelevant ‘to the 
business before the House. 

Mr. WHITE repeated. that he thought. it but an 
act of justice that was done to himself that the 
House should permit him to reply to the gentleman, 
after what had eae said. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON said he hoped the gentle- 
man from Kentucky would be allowed to make an 
explanation. 

r. WHITE moved that the rules be suspended. 
to allow him to make an explanation in reply to the: 
gentleman from Indiana. ` i 


Mr. MILTON BROWN called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and; being taken, re~- 
sulted thus—yeas 128, nays 34. 

The rules were suspended. 


Mr. WHITE said lie was very thankful for the 
courtesy extended to him by a majority of the 
Fouse, in allowing him to make an explanation. 
He intended to confine himself to the points in is- 
sue; and he must be permitted to say to the gentle- 
tleman from Indiana that, in presenting this subject 
this morning, hehad treated him with much discour- 
tesy. The ‘gentleman had ‘pondered over the con- 
troversy between them for some days, and had been 
collecting evidence to establish not only’ his own 
vindication, but, as the gentleman ‘seemed to sup 
pose, his (Mr. W.’s) condemnation. He could 
tell the gentleman, and the “House, and the world, 
that, on all occasions where veracity and honor were. 
concerned, he was always armed and ready to vin~ 
dicate himself from all assaults, let them come from 
what source they might; and, on this occasion, he 
was not only ready to vindicate himself as a man of 
truth, but he would leave the gentleman in such a 
position as his worst enemy would scarcely desire. 
for him. He would reiterate every word, every 
line, every syllable, that he had repeated on a former 
day in relation to this controversy. He repeated, 
that the words used in the resolution were fictitious: 
and this he would prove by the very record which: 
the gentleman had produced. 


Now, with all these admonitions ta the. gentle- 
man—with all this time for examination, we. find 
him (said Mr. W.) rising this morning, and üe- 
liberately presenting the same resolution that he 
presented on a former occasion. He would not say 
that the gentleman from Indiana had. been governed. 
in this matter by any intention to commit forgery or 
falsehood; it only showed the extent to which part 
zeal and party madness could be carried, or that. it 
had resulied from obtuseness of intellect; one or the 
other of these conclusions was inevitable. Let him 
call the attention of the House to the record, to see 
how the fact stood. For his part, he never had. 
wanted to see the record, or any speech of Mr. 
Clay, to pronounce upon the authenticity of such a 
paper as this was. Fie was so well acquainted with 
the history of Mr. Clay’s whole political life, that he 
was prepared at once, without reference to the. 
record, to pronounce the extract quoted in the reso- 
lution to be a forgery. Now, what was the language 
of the resolution? It was that this House approve 
of the sentiments of Henry Clay expressed in his 
speech at the extra session of Congress of 1841, as 
follows: 


entlemar 
use, at 


Carry out the principles of the compromise ast; look to 
revenue alone for the suppert of the government. Do nor 
raise the question of protection, which I had hoped had 
been put to rest. There is no necessity fox protection. 


That was the resolution. Now, where was the 
forgery? The gentleman said that the resolution 
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was taken fiom a speech of Mr. Clay, and was the 
precise language used. ; 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN. I did not say that it 
contained the precise language of Mr.Clay. I said 
that it contained the same sentiments. 

My. WHITE said he would take the gentleman’s 
correction; and would proceed. to show that the res- 
olution did not contain the same sentiment that was 
found in the record of Mr. Clay’s speech. There 
was no man fit to have a seat on that floor—no man 
fit to have a seatin a jury box, and no man fit-to be 
without the walls of a lunatic asylum, but who 
would recognise this resolution asa forgery. What 
constituted a forgery? It was. changing a material 

rinciple in a paper, either by adding words to it, or 

y taking words from it. Now, there was no such 
sentiment in the speech of Mr. Clay as was-contain- 
ed in the words “there was no necessity for pro- 
tection.” In that sentence, the word “of” was 
changed into the word “for,” and two other words 
(viz: “for protection”) were left out, after stopping 
at a comma, Was it notan established principle 
that the less truth was the greatest falsehood? The 
language of Mr. Clay was this: “There was no ne- 
cessity of protection, for protection.” Such were 
the words used by Mr. Clay; and were the gentleman 
from Indiana, and the gentleman from Alabama be- 
hind him, so obtuse-in their understandings as not to 
perceive that the leaving out of the words “for pro- 
tection,” and the substitution of the preposition 
“for” instead of “of,” changed the sense? 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and inquired if the gentle- 
man alludedto him. - 

Mr. WHITE said he-did; but not in an offensive 
sense. He saw the gentleman smile, and therefore 
referred to him. He meant no disrespect to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HOUSTON expressed himself as satisfied 
‘with the gentleman’s explanation. He did not cor- 
rectly hear what he said; and for that reason, asked 
him what he said. 

Mr. WHITE continued. Now, he had denied 
upon a former occasion, as he denied now, that Mr. 

ay ever in his life said there was no necessity for 

protection. This was the ground that he took then, 
and took now. But to understand this question bet- 
ter, he would call the attention of the House to the 
debate in which this speech of Mr. Clay was made. 
lt was not on a question of protection or of revenue, 
but on that of the public lands; and Mr. Clay was 
speaking in reply to Mr. Woodbury, who was press- 
ing an amendment to the bill then pending, to pledge 
the public lands for the support of the government. 
He would appeal to the gentleman from Indiana 
himself, if it was just to refer tg any cursory re- 
marks of Mr. Clay on such.an occasion, for. the pur- 
pose of showing his sentiments on a great political 
question. It would be seen that it was a short 
running debate, in which the remarks of Mr. Clay 
were made, and that neither of these gentlemen 
wrote out their remarks for themselves. He asked 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to these 
circumstances, because he said that he could not 
comprehend what Mr. Clay meant by saying that 
he would look to revenue alone for the support of 
the government, if he did not mean that he was 
against protection. He could tell the gentleman 
what Mr. Clay meant. He was replying to the ar- 
gument of Mr. Woodbury who was urging an 
amendment to pledge the public lands for the sup- 
port of government; and it was because he was op- 
posed to pledging the Jands for that purpose that he 
said he would look to anything but revenue for the 
support of government. He would ask the gentle- 
man if he had read the whole of that speech, and if 
it was not due to truth and justice to compare the 
different parts with each other, to ascertain the 
speaker’s meaning. This would have been the course 
that truth and justice demanded. Could it be that party 
zeal had so blinded the gentleman, that, in pretending 
to give the language of Mr. Clay, he thought he had a 
right to stop at a comma, in the midst of a sentence, 
and leave out the words necessary to complete the 
sense? He would now call the attention of the 
House to a very short sentence in the same speech, 
explanatory of what Mr. Clay meant, and which 
the gentleman of Indiana could have seen, had he 
given to that speech an impartial examination. 

{Here Mr. W. read an extract from Mr. Clay’s 
speech on that occasion.] (If the gentleman had read 
this, (continued Mr. W.) he could not have shut 
his eyes to what was Mr. Clay’s meaning in the 
sentence he quoted. He could not have misunder- 
stood what Mr. Clay meant by saying that he 
would look to revenue alone for the support of the 


government. Having made this explanation, he re- 
peated again, on his own responsibility, that the 
resolution contained a falsehood and a forgery; and 
and: he believed’ that there were not twelve honest 
and. intelligent me& in the country who would not, 
on their oaths, decare it to beso. After afew more 
remarks from Mr. W., è ; 


Mr. W. J: BROWN said he would beg leave to 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky, what Mr. Clay 
meant. by saying: “do not raise the question of pro- 
tection: he had hoped that that question had been 
putto rest” ` : 

Mr. WHITE replied, that if the gentleman would 
turn to the speech of Mr. Clay, in 1840, written out 
by himself, he would find what was meant by say- 
ing that he considered protection for protection’s 
sake unnecessary: that if a tariff to raise money 
enough to supply the wants of ‘government were 
passed, it would give all the necessary protection. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN would ask the gentleman if, 
when speaking of falsehood and forgery, he meant 
to make any charge against him. 

Mr. WHITE said he did not allude to the gentle- 
man from Indiana as having committed a forgery or 
falschood; but the paper was not the less a forgery 
and falsehood, no matter who made it. He did not 
charge the gentleman criminally. Mr. W. said he 
woul not go back and enter into any controvesy 
with the gentleman on the subject of Mr. Clay’s re- 
lations with the bank of the United States; but he 
must say to him that he had used an expression in 
relation to Mr. Clay, that could never be vindicated. 
The gentleman had charged Mr. Clay with being the 
feed counsel of the United States Bank, in the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. W.J. BROWN. I charged him with being 
the feed counsel of the bank, and its advocate in the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE expressed himself gratified at the 
gentleman’s explanation; and after a few more re- 
marks, resumed his seat. 

Mr. STEENROD obtained the floor, and ex- 
pressed the opinion that this debate should be 

rought to a close. He rose to ask the general 
consent of the House for him to offer a resolution, 
the same in substance with one that had been offer- 
ed a few weeks ago. Mr. S. then read the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following be added to the standing 
rules ofthe House. Immediately on the Speaker’s taking 
the chair, each morning, the Clerk shall proceed to call the 
roll of the House, and shall thereupon enter upon the jour- 
nal the names of the members who are present; also, the 
names of those who are absent. 


The resolution being objected to. 
Mr. STEENROD moved to suspend the rules; 
but the motion was lost without a division. 


ENGRAVING AND LITHOGRAPHING OF MAPS. 


The SPEAKER announced the business next in 
order to be the unfinished business of yesterday, on 
the resolution reported by the Committee on En- 
graving, to print 1,500 copies of a map sent to Con- 
gress by the Surgeon General, accompanying a re- 
port illustrating the theory of storms. The pending 
question was on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and being taken—resulted as 
follows: yeas 88, nays 70. So the resolution was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then called for reports from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from that committee, re- 
ported back to the House a variety of memorials 
on the subject of the enlargement of the Wabash and 
Erie canal, from whose further consideration he 
moved that the committee be discharged, and that 
they be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON requested the gentleman to allow 
them to go to the Committee of the Whole, having 
in charge a bill on that subject. 

Mr. OWEN moved there reference to a Select 
Committee of five members. 

Some conversation and explanations ensued, in 
which Mr. SEMPLE, Mr. McCLERNAND, Mr. 
OWEN, Mr. J. W. WRIGHT, and others took 

art. 
p Mr. McCLERNAND at length intimated that he 
was willing to withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table at the request of Mr. Samp ce, to give that gen- 
tleman an opportunity to make some statements on 
this subject, on condition that he would renew 


it. 
Mr. HOPKINS rose to a question of order. The 
gentleman had made his motion as part of his report 


from the Committee on Public ‘Lands, and. there- 


fore he had no ‘control of it. _ 

Mr. ADAMS called fora division of the question; 
and, being divided, the question was first taken on 
discharging the committee from the further consid- 
eration of the memorials. > 

Upon the next branch of the resolution, viz: to 
lay the memorials upon the table, a division was 
called, and the votes being counted by the Speaker, 
there were 51 in the affirmative, and 37 in the nega- 
tive—no quorum voting. f 

Tellers were then demanded and ordered. Messrs. 
Grivnen and C. Jonnson were appointed, who 
reported 62 yeas and 46 nays—being less than a 
quorum. ; $ 

A second count was demanded, and there. were 
yeas 60, nays 66. f : 

The motion to lay on the table was negatived. 

Mr. OWEN moved that so many of the memo- 
rials reported back from the Committee on’ Public 
Land as referred to a grant of lands for the exten- 
sion of the Wabash and Erie canal to Evansville, 
be referred to a select committee of five. 

Mr. O. said he would not, on this occasion, de- 
tain the House over five minutes. He knew. well, 
that on local matters such as this, and especially on 
a mere question of reference, the House would be 
impatient under any lengthened remarks. Yet this 
he would say: that the subject embraced in the me- 
morials which he had moved to have referred to a ge- 
lect committee, was one of very deep interest to a 
large portion of the State of Indiana, and which 
formed the subject of a joint resolution of that State 
at the last session of her legislature. The object 
was to obtain a grant of lands in aid of the comple- 
tion of the Wabash and Erie canal to Evansville. 
But, in regard to this matter, there were two inter- 
ests—two rival interests—in the State: the one in 
favor of completing the national thoroughfare from 
the canal to the Ohio, by way of the river Wabash; 
the other in favor of completing it by way of the 
canal, as in these memorials proposed. Of these 
two interests, the one (the river interest) had a bill 
in the House; the other (the canal interest) had not 
been able to obtain a bill from a standing committee. 
For that reason, he (Mr. O.) proposed that the ca- 
nal memorials should go to a select committee. He 
would not now trouble the House.with any argu- 
ment as to the merits of either; this was not the 
proper time for such argument, : All he asked (and 
that he did ask as a matter of common justice) was, 
that, as the one interest had a bill in the House, the 
other should be permitted to have one also. If, 
when the bills came up, the House decided in favor 
of the river bill, in preference to the canal, so be it; 
the friends of the canal would acquiesce, but they 
wanted fair play. The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
McCrernann] has said that the minority on the 
Committee on Public Lands has been suffered to 
make a report. That was true. But the gentleman 
well knew that no minority of a committee could 
report a bill; and it was a bill, not a mere report, 
the friends of the canal wanted. The only mode in 
which they could obtain this was through a select 
committee; and that, he trusted, would not be re- 
fused to thern. 

On this motion Mr. HUDSON called for the yeas 
and neys. : 

They were not ordered. ` 

The votes being counted by the Speaker, there 
were 68 yeas, and 33 nays—nota quorum. 

Tellers were appointed, and, having counted the 
votes, they reported 77 in the affirmative, and 40 in 
the negative. 

The motion was agreed to. . 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE then moved that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of going into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a 
view of taking up the tariff bill. : 

On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a ‘call of the House; 
which was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted 85 
yeas, 87 nays, as follows: j 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhof, Burke, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Jehn W. Davis, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, Hale, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Herrick, Hopkins, Mougton, Hubard, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jam@son, Cave Johnson, Anfrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, . Preston 
King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, Mac- 
lay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rath- 


bun, David id, Reding, Relie, 
- Son,’ St. John, Simpson, ‘Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—85. ` 
- NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Causin,. Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnsan, John P. Kennedy; Kirkpatrtck, 
McClelland, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pratt, 
Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Rod- 
ney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, John 
Stewart, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, and William Wright—s7. 
So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL offered ‘the fol- 
lowing resolution, and moved to suspend the rules 
to receive it: 

Resolved, That the bill to modify and amend the act enti- 
ted “An act to provide revenue from imports,” (No. 213, Ist 


session, 28th Congress,) be made the special order of the 
day for the last Tuesday of December next. 


Mr. THOMPSON moved a call of the House; 
which motion being adopted, : 

The roll was called, when 170 members answered 
to their names. 

‘The absentees having been called, it was ascer- 
tained that 180 members were present. 

The SPEAKER directed the officers of the House 
to close the doors. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to suspend all 
further proceedings under the call. 

: - Carried—ayes 78, noes 58, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped the House would 
indulge him by suspending the rules to receive the 
reporti of the standing committees. 

The SPEAKER said that there was a motion for 
a suspension of the rules pending. 

Mr. RHETT asked if that resolution required a 
vote of two-thirds. . ` 

The SPEAKER replied that it would require a 
“majority of two-thirds to make a special order. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL here modified his 
resolution so as to make ita postponement of the 
tariff bill till the last Tuesday of December next, in- 
stead of makine it a special order for that day. 

Mr. WHITE called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion as it was modified, and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER stated that this was a motion to sus- 
pend the rules, for the purpose of offering a resolution 


to pospone the consideration of a particular subject; - 
an 


id now he would suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that it was a motion to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of moving a postponement of 
a subject which was not now before the House; and 
thercivre the Chair would feel bound to decide such 
motion of postponement to be out of order. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was understood then to 
withdraw the modification of his motion; and the 
question recurred on the motion to suspend, for the 
purpose of offering the original resolution, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered and taken, as fol- 
lows: yeas 147, nays 26. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Biackwell, 
Boyd, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah BRwn, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cary, 
Carroll, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Collamer, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Darrah, John W. Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W, Jones, John P. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lewis, Lucas, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, 
McConnell, Mellvaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Payne, Phoenix, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, David L.Seymour, Simpson, 

“ Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Cale» B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Strong, 
. Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, 
illiams,; Winthrop, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—147. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, James A. Black, Bowlin, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Catlin, Cranston, Daniel, Dean, Dickinson, 
Henley, Hoge, Preston King, Leonard, Lyon, McDowell, 
: Murphy, Pettit, Peyton, Purdy, D. B. Reid, St. John, Senter, 
‘Simons, John Stewart, Tucker, White, and William 
Wright—26. 


So the rules were suspended, 


Rhett, ‘Roberts, Robin- 


_Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL then offered his resolu: 
tion, to make the tariff bill the'special order for the 


last Tuesday in December. t 
Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the resolu- i 


tion by striking out “the last Tuesday of Decem- 
ber,” and inserting the words “to-morrow at 12 
o'clock.” ake : 

On this motion the previous question was moved, 
and the yéas and nays demanded in various paris of. 
the House: Beek, te - 

Mr. WHITE inquired if the pending motion 
would require a majority of two-thirds. 

The SBEAKER was of opinion thata majority 
was sufficient to carry the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE inquired what majority would be 
required to adopt the resolution, if it were amended 
as proposed, f 

he SPEAKER replied that a vote of two-thirds 
would be required. 

The previous question was then sustained, and 
the yeas and nays ordered on the amendment; and 
being taken, resulted thus:—yeas 90, nays 92. 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkcrhoff, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B.. Hunt, Jameson, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, 
McCausien, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDowell, 
McKay, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payno, Pettit, Emery D. 
Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. “Reid, Reding, . Relfe, 
Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, 
Wentworth, Woodward, and J. A. Wright—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, Jamos Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Darrah, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickin- 
son, Dillingham, Ellis, Farlee, Fish, Foot, French, Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Kirkpatrick, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, 
Peyton, Pheenix, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, 
Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, John 
Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vinton, Wether- 
ed, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wm. Wright, 
and Yost—92, 


So the amendment was negatived. 


The question then recurred on the original reso- 
lution, on which the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and taken as follows:—yeas 83, nays 100. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Cau- 
sin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Darrah, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Diling: 
ham, Ellis, Farlee, Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Phenix, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. 
Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Johe T. 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, Williams, 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost—-83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, James A. Black, 


‘Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, William J. 


Brown, Burke. Burt, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickinson, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, .Ficklin, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Peyton, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, White, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—100. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, if the morning 
hour had not expired, he hoped that reports from 
committees would be received. 

Mr. McK AY rose, and asked the indulgence of 
the House, in order to make some disposition of the 
tariff bill. It would be recollected that, some days 
ago, he gave notice that he would renew the motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole each successive 
day, untilthe House decided whether they would 
act upon the bill or not. He believed, by. the vote 
which had just been taken, that a majority was de- 


: should be taken. up. Some desired iis post 


They differed, however, as: to the- time 


ment until Monday next; and, in a spirit of compro 

mise, he proposet that-it be made. the speciatorder 
for Monday ‘next; and he: appealed to gentlemen on 
the other side to coincide with him in fixing-that 

day. - He moved a suspension of ‘the rules; to én- 

able him to offera resolution for that purpose, which 

is as follows: : X P oa n 

Resolved, That bill No. 213, “to modify. and amend the act 
entitled -An act to provide revenue: fron imports, and: to. 
change and modify existing laws. imposing. duties. on: im-, 
ports, and for other purposes,” approved 30th August, 1842, 
be the special ordtr of the day, on and after Monday next, 
the 15th instant, totake precedence of all other business 
until the same shall be finally disposed of by. the House. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE intimated his acquiescence in the 
proposition. `- He. was perfectly ready for the issue. 

he yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
as follows:—yeas 101, nays 76. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe,’ Atkinson, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, John W, Davis, Dean, 
Dickenson, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard,. Hubbell, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W., Jones, A. Kennedy, 
P. King, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslén, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, E. D. Potter, 
Preston, Purdy, Rathbun, David'S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, St.John, D. L. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, 
Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—101. À 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Baringer, Bar- 
nard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, De- 
berry, Dickey, Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, KE. J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Parmenter, Pratt, Ramsey. C. M. Reed, Ritter, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Weth- 
ered, William Wright, and Yost—76, . 

There not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. a 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked what was the next order 
of business. é 
_ The SPEAKER said that reports from the stand- 
ing committees were in order, and reports were 
made from the several standing committees, as fol- 
lows: 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill to provide for the purchase 
and distribution of a certain number of copies of 
Gordon’s Digest of the Laws of the United States: 
read twice, and referred. : 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Solo- 
mon Journey, assignee of ‘Humphrey Richings: 
read twice, and referred. ; 

Mr. W. J. BROWN, from ihe same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of John 
Hart, deceased: read twice, and referred, 

Mr. HUDSON, from the Committee où Manu- 
factures, made a report on the stale of the tariff; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. . A . 

Mr. WHITE said he wished to make a motion 
to print an additional number of copies of that re- 
port; but the motion was objected to, and not re- 
ceived. á 

Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported two bills for the relief of Tsaac S. 
Ketchem; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Henry S. 
Cummayer; which was twice read, and referred.. 

Mr. IRVIN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Josephine 
Nourse: read twice, and referred. 

Mr. ATKPNSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill from the Senate with amend- 
ments. : 

Mr. MUPRHY, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the memorial of 
Captain William L. Hudson and others; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to carry into effect 
the convention between the United States and the 


republic of Peru: read twice, and referred. 


50t 


: - Mra Cy J. INGERSOLL,..from the same: com- 
mittee; made’ a: epore on’ the sitbject -of commer- 
cial intercourse with the “tepubli¢ of Hayti; also-an 
adverse report on: thé: memorial of Horatio Sprague. 

Mr: €. ki «INGERSOLL, from the same conimit- 
tee, reported abill providing indémnity for:the own- 
ers of. the Spanish ‘schooner Amistad: read twice, 
and referred. iis Be sae af ? 


Mr. C: J. INGERSOLL, from -the same com- 


mittee, made.a report on a communication from the. 
Department of State on the subject of the bill re- 
specting. the reciprocity treaty with Portugal; and 
said that he had been requested by the Department 
of State to move for the early consideration of that 


bill. He, therefore, gave notice that he should take 
the earliest opportunity of making that motion. 
The SPE. 


ER here announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. é i 


RHODE ISLAND REVOLUTION“~EXECUTIVE 


; : INTERFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House an execu- 
tive communication, being an answer from the Presi- 
dent to a resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 23d of March last, in relation to the affairs of 
the State of Rhode Island, and the interference of the 
President therein during the struggle for a new con- 
stitution. a 

Mr. BURKE moved its reference to the Select 
Committee which has been hitherto appointed on 
that subject. ae: 

Mr. WINTHROP remarked that the motion of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire did not em- 
brace the printing of the message; he therefore hoped 
it would be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous 

After some conversation, in which Mr. 
Mr. WINTHOP, and others, took part, 

‘The Clerk read the message as follows: 


uestion. 


OLMES, 


To the House of Representatives: 


in compliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 28d March last, requesting the President to 
Jay before the House— 

“The authority and true copies of ull requests and appli- 
cations upon which he deemed it his duty to interfere with 
the naval and military forces of the United States, on the oc- 
cason of the recent attempt, of the people of Rhode Island 
to establish a free constitution in place of the old charter 
government of that State; also, copies of the instructions 
to, and statements of, the charter commissioners sent to him 
by the then existing authorities of the State of Rhode 
Island; also, copies of the correspondence between the ex- 
ecutive of the United States and the charter government of 
the State of Rhode Island, and all the papers and documents 
connected with the same; also, copies.of the correspondence, 
if any, between the heads of departments and said charter 
government, or any person or persons connected with the 
said government, and of any accompanying papers and doc- 
uments; also, copies of all orders issued by the executive 
of the United States, or any of the departments, to military 
ofiicers, for the movement or employment of troops to or in 
Rhode Island; also, copies of all orders to naval officers to 
prepare steam or other vessels of the United States for ser- 
vice in the waters of Rhode Island; also, copies of all or- 
ders to officers of revenue cutters for the same service; al- 
so copies of any instructions borne hy the Secretary of War 
to Rhode Island, on his visit, in 1842, to review the troops of 
the charter government; also, copies of any order or orders 
to any officer or otlicers of the army or navy to report them- 
selves to the charter government; and that he be requested 
to lay héfore this House copies of any other papers or docu- 
ments in the possession of the executive, connected with 
this subject, nut above specially enumerated” 

i have to inform the House that the executive did not 
deem it his “daty to interfere with the naval and military 
forees of the United States,” in the late disturbances in 
Rhode Island; that no orders were issned by the executive, 
or any of the departments, to military officers, for the move- 
ment or employment of troops to or in Rhode Island, other 
than those accompanying this message, and which contem 
plated the strengthening of the garrison at Fort Adams, 
which, considering the extent of the agitation in Rhode 
Island, was esteemed necessary and judicious; that no or- 
ders were issued to naval ofticers to prepare steam or other 
vessels of the United States for service in the waters of 
Rhode Island; that no orders were issued “to the ofticers of 
the revenue cutters for said service;” that no instructions 
were borne by the Secretary of War to Rhode Island, on 
his visit in 1842, to review the troops of the charter government; 
snd that no orders were given to any officer or officers of the 
army ornavy to report themselves to the charter govern- 
ment. “Requests and applications” were made to the exec- 
utive to fulfil the guaranties ofthe constitution which impose 
on the federal government the obligation to protect and 
defend cach State of the Union against ‘domestic violence 
and foreign invasion;” but the executive was at no time 
convinced that the casus federis had arisen, which required 
the interposition of the military or naval power in the con- 
troversy which unhappily existed between the people of 
Rhode Island. I was in no manner prevented from so inter- 
fering, by the inquiry whether Rhode Island existed as an in- 
dependent State of the Union under a charter granted at 
anearly period by the crown of Great Britain, or not. 

Nt was enough for the executive to know that she was re- 
eognised as a sovereign State by Great Britain, by the treaty 
of 1783; that, ata later day, she had, in common with her 
sister States; poured out her blood, and freely expended her 
treasure, in the warof the revolution; that she was a party 
jo the articles of confederation; that at an after day she 


CONGRESSIONS 


she has always possesred her full quota of representation 
in the Senate and House of Representatives; an 
cent:day; she has conducted all her domestic aifairs and ful- 
filled ali her obligations as a member of the Union, in peace 
and in war, under her charter governmentas it is denominated 
by the résolution of the House of the 23d March. 

I must be permitted to disclaim entirely and unqualifiedly 
the right on thé-part of the executive to make any real or 
supposed defects, existing in any State constitution or form 


nof government, the pretext for a failure to. enforce the laws 


or the guaranties of the constitution of the United States in 
reference to any such State. I utterly repudiate the idea, 
in terms as emphatic as I can employ, that those laws are 
notto be enforced, or gauranti¢s complied with, because 
the President may believe that, the right of suifrage, or any 
other great popular right, is either too restricted or too 
broadly enlarged. I also, with equal strength, resist the idea 
that it falls, within the executive competency to decide 
in-controversies of the nature of that which existed in 
Rhode Island, on which side the majority of the people may 
be, or as to the extent of the rights of a mere’ numeral ma- 
jority. For the executive to assume sucha power would 

eto assume a power of the most dangerous character. 
Under such assumptions, the States of this Union would 
have no security forpeace or tranquillity, but might be con- 
verted into the mere instruments of executive will. Actu- 
ated by selfish purposes, he might become the great agita- 
tor, fomenting assaults npon the State constitutions, and 
declaring the majority of to-day to be the minority of to- 
morrow; and the minority, in itsturn, the majority, before 
whose decrees the established order of things in the?State 
should be subverted. Revolution, civil commotion, and 
bloodshed, would be the inevitable consequences: The 
provision in the constitution intended for the security ofthe 
States, would thus be turned into the instrument of their 
destruction. The President would become, .in fact, the 
great CONSTITUTION-MAXER for the States, and all power 
would be vested in his hands. 


When, therefore, the governor of Rhode Island, by his 
letter of the 4th April, 1842, made a requisition upon the 
executive for aid to put down the late disturbances, I had 
no hesitation in recognising the obligations of the execu- 
tive to furnish such aid, upon the occurrence of the contin- 
gency provided for by the constitution andlaws. My letter 
of the llth April, in reply to the governors letter of the 
4th, is herewith communicated; together with all the cor- 
respondence which passed at a subsequent day, and the let- 
ters and documents mentioned in the schedule hereunto an- 
nexed. From the correspondence between the executive 
of the United States and that of Rhode Island, it will not 
escape observation, that, while 1 regarded it as my duty to 
announce the principles by which I should govern myself, 
in the contingency of an armed interposition on the part of 
this government being necessary to uphold the rights of 
the State of Rhode Island, and to preservo its domestic 
peace, yet that the strong hope would be indulged and ex- 
pressed, that all the difficulties would disappear before an 
enlightened policy of conciliation and compromise. In that 
spirit, I addressed to Governor King the letter of the 7th 
May, 1842, marked private and confidential, and received 
his reply of the 12th May.of the same year. The desire of 
the executive was, from the beginning, to bring the dispute 
to a termination without the interposition of the military 
power of the United States; and it will continue to be a sub- 
ject of self-congratulation that this leading object of policy 
was finally accomplished. The executive resisted all en- 
treaties, however urgent, to depart from this line of conduct. 
Information from private sources had led the executive to 
conclude that little else was designed by Mr. Dorr and his 
adherents than mere menace, with a view to intimidation; 
nor was this opinion in any degree shaken, until the 22d 
June, 1842, whenit was strongly represented from reliable 
sources, as will be scen by reference to the documents here- 
with communicated, that preparations were making by Mr. 
Dorr, with a large ferce inarms, to invade the State, which 
force had been recruited in the neighboring States, and was 
already preceded by the collection of military stores in con- 
siderable quantities at one or two points. This was a state 
af things to which the executive could not be indifferent. 
Mr. Dorr speedily afterwards took up his headquarters at 
Chepachet, and assumed the command of what was reported 
to be a large force, drawn chiefly from voluntary enlistments 
made in neighboring States. The executive could with dif- 
fiewlty bring itself to realize the fact that the citizens of 
other States had forgotten their duty to themselves and the 
constitution of the United States, and entered into the highly 
reprehensible and indefensible course of interfering so far in 
the concerns of a sister State, as to have entered into plans 
of invasion, conquest, and revolution; but the executive felt 
it to be its duty to look minutely into the matter, and there- 
fore the Sceretary of War was despatched to Rhode Island 
with instructions, acopy of which are herewith transmitted, 
and was authorized, should a requisition be made upon the 
executive, by the government of Rhode Island, in pursuance 
of law, and the invaders should not abandon their purpose, 
to call upon the governors of Massachusetts and Connecti- 
cut fora sufficient mimber of militia at once to crush the 
invasion, and to interpose such of the regular troops as 
could be spared from Fort Adums for the defence of the city 
of Providence, in the event of its being attacked, as was 
strongly represented to be in contemplation. Happily there 
was no necessity for cither issuing the proclamation or re- 
quisition, or for removing the troops from Fort Adams, 
where they had been properly stationed, Chepachet was 
evacuated, and Mr. Dorr’s treops dispersed, without the ne- 
cessity of the interposition of any military force by this 
government; thus confirming me in my early impressions 
that nothing more had been designed from the first, by those 
associated with Mr. Dorr, than to excite fear and apprehen- 
sion, and thereby to obtain concessions from the constituted 
authorities, which might be claimed asa triumph over the 
existing government. 

With the dispersion of Mr. Dorr’s troops ended all the 
difficulties. A convention was shortly afterwards called, 
by due course of law, to amend the fundamental law, and 
a new constitution, based on more liberal principles than 
that abrogated, was proposed and adopted by the people. 
Thus the great American experiment of change in govern 


adopted the constitution of the United States as.a free, in- | 
dependent, and republican State; and that in that character | 


up toare- | 


ment; under the influence of opinion, and not of force, hás 
béen again crownéd with success, and the. State and peo- 
ple of Rhode Island repose in safety under institutions of 
theiréwh adoption, unterrified by any future prospect of 
necessary change, and’ secure against domestic violence or 


-- invasion from abroad. I congratulate the country upon so 


happy a termination ofa condition of things which seemed 
at one time seriously to threaten the public peace. It may 
justly be regarded as worthy of the age and of the country 


in which we live. A 
“JOHN TYLER. 
Wasuixeron, April 8, 1844. 


Mr. HOPKINS withdrew his call for the previ- 
ous question, and believing that no good purpose 
would be effected by referring the message to the 
Select Committee, he moved that it be laid on the 
table and printed. ; : 

Mr. BURKE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. . 

Mr. HOLMES wished a division ofthe question, 
so that the vote could be taken first on laying on the 
table, and next on the printing. 


Mr. HOPKINS inquired if this message was in 
reply to a resolution reported from the Select. Com- 
mittee; and on being answered in the affirmative, he 
withdrew his motion. i 

Mr. HOLMES renewed it; for, he observed, he’ 
wanted a condemnation of the whole Rhode Island 
scheme. k 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the first 
branch of the motion—to lay on the table, (a divi- 
sion having been ordered;) and the question , was 
taken by yeas and nays, as follows:. yeas 66, nays ` 
77; so the House refused to lay on the table. 

The message was then, by consent, ordered to be 
printed, and was referred to the Select Committee. . 

Several “executive communications were laid 
before the House. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition of Albert G. 
Hutton and 98 other citizens of Park and Putnam counties, 
Jndiana, asking that the government would grant to the 
State of Indiana the vacant lands lying in the Vincennes 
land district, Indiana, for the purpose of continuing the Wa» 
bash and Erie canal from Terre Haute, Indiana, to Evans- 
ville, on the Ohio river: referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. The petition of John Havens and 49 other citi- 
zens of Park and Putnam counties, on the same subject: re- 
ferred to the same committee. a 

By Mr. BAKER: The memorial of James W. Crooks and 
103 others, and of Wm. B. Calhoun and 73 other citizens of 
the county of Hampden, Massachusetts, praying for an in- ` 
quiry in relation to alleged. destruction and waste of the 
public property at the Springficld armory, 

By Mr. HARALSON: ‘The petition of the volunteer 
companies of the District of Columbia, praying to be organ- 
ized into a separate corps, distinct from the militia: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew the petition and papers filed on 
behalf of the widow of Andrew Lewis, deceased, late an 
oficer of the United States army, praying to be reimbursed 


‘the costs and charges of a suit instituted against him for 


responsibility incurred by him in his official capacity. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Catharine Remsen, 
widow of Garret Remsen, a revolutionary soldier, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, The petition of Aaron Lenox, for a pension, by 
reason of disability received in the action between the 
frigates United States and Macedonian: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREW STEWART: Five memorials, signed 
by a great number of the citizens of Pennsylvania, of all 
political parties, beseeching Cong: snot to interfere with 
the existing tariff, which, they allegé, is rapidly restoring 
the national prosperity, and a sound currency, by the im- 
portation of specie from abroad. Also, the petition and 
documents of Lucretia Haymaker: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. f 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Samuel Spinney, and 63 
others, citizens of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying 
the passage of alaw forbidding the sale of spiritous liquor 
in the Capitol, or other buildings helonging to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of John M. Burnett, and 
a number of other citizens of Coles county, Illinois, pray- 
ing the establishment of a post route from Charleston, by 
way of Modrell’s Point, Oakland post office, Daniel’s Mill, 
and New Albany, to Urbanna, in Champaign county: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The proceedings of a public meeting 
of the citizens of Pine Grove, Schuylkill county, Pa., at 
which John A. Bechtel presided, earnestly remonstrating 
against any interference with the tariff of 1842. The peti- 
tion of John Barr, Isaac Harvey, and 80 others, citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pa., protesting against any interference 
with the tariff of 1842. “Also, the petition of Roland Kline, 
John G. Martin, and 26 others, citizens of Schuylkill coun- . 
ty, Pa., of alike import. Also, the petition of John P. Lee- 
brick, John Shannon, and 80 others, citizens of Dauphin 
county, Pa., of a like import. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of William Durrell, of 
the city of New York, for the remission of a fine imposed 
under the alien and sedition laws: referred to the Committee 


_on the Judiciary, 


By Mr. J, BRINKERHOFF: The petition of citizen’ of 


Richland county; Olio; praying forthe occupation of Ore 
gon:-referred tothe Committee. on Territories, ... : 

y-Mr: HOGE: The petition-of Basil Juck and Jonathan 
D. Winters,-and 289 other citizens of the county of Jo Da- 
viess, State of Ilinois; praying the passage of a law pro- 


viding for the sale of the reserved mineral lands of the gov- 


ernment upon the.same terms, and under the same regula- 
tions, as other public lands: laid on the table. i 
By Mr.WETHERED: The petition of J. MeCrone, Jacob 
Munn,‘and 102 other citizens in the heighborhood of Avaton, 
Baltimore county, Maryland, earnestly praying Congress 
to abstain from all legislation on the subject of the tariff. 
By Mr. BLACKWELL: The memorial of Thomas Towns, 
asking pay for property taken from him during ‘the revolu- 
tonery, war, by a press master of the army of the United 
etes 


By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: The petition of H. Lading- 
ton, and 92 'citizens of Wisconsin, asking the establishment 
of a mail route from Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, to. St. Maty’s post office, in the town of Greenfield, from 
said office, to the outlet of Little Lake inthe town of Mus- 
kego; from the town of Muskego to Great Bend (so called) 
on Fox river; from thence through the northerly part of the 
town of Rochester, Racine county, to Troy, Walworth coun- 
ty; from Troy to Elkhorn; from Elkhorn to Delevan; from 
Delevan to Betoit, Rock county, in said Territory: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. THOMPSON: The petition of J. B. Honcock, 
for conformition of certain lands located by virtue of an act 


of Congress in his behalf: referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


By Mr. RITTER: The memorial from citizens of Berks 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that no change whatever be 
made in the present tariff, ‘untill experience shall have de- 
monstrated, that such change would he for the better. 

By Mr. HAYS: The memorial of sundry citizens of Penn- 
sylvania remonstrating against any alteration in the tarifi 
ee to the Committee of the Whole onthe state of the 

nion. . 


IN SENATE. 


Tuorspay, April 11, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, 
informing the Senate that the experiment of Colt’s 
submarine battery would take place in the Eastern 
branch of the Potomac river, at half-past 4 o’clock on 
Saturday ‘afternoon next. 

Mr. BATES presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Northumberland county, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against any alteration in the present 
tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATES presented a memorial from David 
Ames, a citizen of Massachusetts, in which he sets 
forth that a question having arisen between him and 
the United States, as to certain water privileges at 
the public works in Springfield, Massachusetts, it 
was submitted to the decision of three men agreed 
upon by the parties; that the referees, upon a full 
hearing, made their award; that he has complied 
with it on his part; and that the agent refuses to 
comply with it on the part of the United States. As 
he has no other means of relief, he prays that Con- 
gress will, by the passage of an act or resolution, 
cause the award, which is to. be final between the 
parties, fo. be carried into effect, and that a suit 
against ‘him, which is in violation of it, may be 
stayed: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r. EVANS presented a remonstrance from S. 
M. Porter, and other citizens of Portland, Maine, 
against ‘any alteration of the tariff at the present 
session of Congress. . 

Mr. E. said the remonstrance was signed by 
many ship owners and ship builders: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Haworth Wetherald, and other citizens of Rennsyl- 
vania, representing that they consider the present 
tax of 2} cents a pound imposed on imported 
brown sugar exorbitant, being from 80 to 100 per 

er cent. upon the cost of the article, at the place 
rom whence it is imported; and that, as it is an ar- 
ticle which enters into the consumption of every 
poor man’s family, it ought to be lightly taxed; and 
they ask that Congress will reduce the duty on this 
article to the lowest rate of per cent. imposed on 
any imported commodities: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. ; 

My. B. also presented three memorials from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania on the subject of the tariff, 
similar to a great number which he had already pre- 
sented, decidedly in opposition to any change of the 
existing tariff, until it was demonstrated by ascer- 
tained facts that such a change would be necessary: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. B; also presented a memorial from.a number 
of inhabitants of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
restore the four companies of horse artillery in ser- 
vice, to the peace establishment of 100 men, rank 
and file: referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

_ Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territories, 


reported back, with a substitute for the whole bill, -fi 


the bill-from the House giving the assent of Con- 


gress to thé Kolding of an extra session of the le- 


gislative assembly of the Territory of Iowa. 

- Mr. B. stated the importance of having immedi- 
ate action on the bill, as a session of the assembly- 
was ‘soon’ to be held; and, on his motion; the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed, and the 
above bill was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole. - The substitute having been agreed to, the 
bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed, as amended, fora third reading. [The 
substitute, which was adopted, provides that an ex- 
tra session of the legislative assembly may be held 
in June, 1844, without expense to the United States.] 

This bill was ,subsequently read the third time, 
and passed. ` 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from James 
C. Jackson, and a number of other citizens of Van 
Buren county, Missouri, praying foran appropria- 
tion for removing obstructions to the navigation of 
the Missouri, Mississippi, and Ohio rivers: referred 
to the Committee on Miliary Affairs. 

Mr. WALKER presented a memorial from. citi- 
zens of Biloxi, Mississippi city, Pass Christian, 
and Shieldsborough, praying for the establishment 
of new mail-routes and new light-houses on the 
coast of that State: referred to the Committee on 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill from the House entitled An act 
to establish certain post-routes in the Territory of 
Florida. ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies one day on 
the table, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed - 


to transmit to the Senate such information as may remain in 
the General Land Office relative to any confliction which 
may have heretofore occurred between existing regulations 
of the War Department, concerning the mineral lands, and 
the regular and systematic execution of the land laws; to- 
gether with a statement of such further legislation as may 
seem to be indicated by the practical execution of those 
laws and regulations, with the view of prevention of frauds, 
the preservation of the simplicity of the general land sys- 
tem, and the proper protection of the interests of the nation 
in the mineral wealth of the unsold lands. 


NAVAL DEPOT AND DOCK YARD IN THE 
WEST. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed; and the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill to establish a navy-yard 
and depot at or adjacent to the city of Memphis, 
Tennessee, and appropriating $100,000 for that ob- 
ject. The question pending was the substitute pro- 
posed by Mr. Breese, appropriating $5,000 for an 
accurate, minute, and scientific examination and 
survey of some point at or near the mouth of the 
Ohio; of Memphis, in Tennessee; and of Natchez, 
in the State of Mississippi; with a view golely to the 
capabilities and advantages of each of said places 
for a naval depot. and yard for building, equipping, 
furnishing, and repairing steamships and other ves- 
sels of war, for the use of the navy of the United 
States; and empowering the President to employ 
some naval officer, of the rank of post captain, in 
connexion with the United States Topographical 
Engineers, to undertake the survey and examina- 
tion, and to report to Congress, at the next session, 
detailed and faithful statements. 

Mr, JARNAGIN of Tennessee observed that 
it might be expected he should say something 
on this subject. He understood the objection 
to the original bill to'be, that a sufficient exam- 
ination had not been made of the Mississippi 
river, with a view of. deciding whether a better site 
than Memphis could be found. He expressed 
his surprise that the State legislature of Mississippi 
should haye passed resolutions instructing its sena- 
tors, and requesting its representatives, to vote for 
the establishment of a naval depot and dock-yard at 
Memphis, in case it should be proved, by actual 
survey, that a better puint could not be found in the 
State of Mississippi, if the objection urged by the 
senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Watxer,] yester- 
day, existed, that the depth of water in the channel 
between Natchez and Memphis was only five and a 
half or five feet. He scrutinized the arguments of 
that senator (Mr. Waser] in favor of Natchez; 
and concluded that the only preference he pointed 
out was on the ground of a better depth of water 
being always found at Natchez; but that was only a 
secondary consideration, for vessels of war con- 
structed at Memphis could, in favorable stages of 
water, be taken down to Natchez and moored there; 


x 
that the low stagé OF 


phis to the 19" 
the year, he apprehended the depth of water would 
prove to be quite enough to float the most approved 
modern vessels of war. ‘The objection’ was of lit- 
tle weight, that such’ vessels could not be got to 
New Orleans in‘ low stage of water; for that was 
the very time that foreign ships of war could not 
enter the Balize. The whole contest turned upon 
the selection of one place over another; and the point 
to be considered was, which of the ‘locations rec- 
ommended possessed the greatest number of ad- 
vantages. + central point was undoubtedly the 
best, and where else could that central point be 
found but at Memphis? It has always been go 
considered. The commissioners and engineers who 
had examined the matter had come to thé same 
conclusion. “sy 
Mr. J. urged, at considerable length, various ar- 
guments in favor of selecting Memphis in prefer- 
ence to any other point on the Mississippi river. He 


_entered his protest against further procrastination of 


this important question. The West and the South 
did not grudge the one hundred and sixty. millions 
of dollars which had already been devoted to the de- 
fence of the harbors of the North; but they had a 
right to complain that not a dollar had been spent 
for the proper defence .of the South, : and its’ àp- 
proaches through the gulf of Mexico, Both the 
South and West hud long since agreed that a south= 
western naval depot and dock-yard should be con- 
structed at some central inland point accessible by 
water. All these requirements were concentrated: at 
Memphis. The time was not far distant when that 
point would be connected with the lakes to the North 
and West by canals, and with South Carolina by 
railroad. It was already connected by river navi- 
gation with almost all sections of the Union. He 
concluded by referring to the decisions of the legis- 
latures of Tennessee and Missiasippi in favor of the 
selection of Memphis. 7 
Mr. CHOATE said he intended yesterday to 
move, at 1 o’clock to day, to take up the subject of 
the tariff; but his friend from Tennessee had made 
so earnest an appeal to him to allow this bill to be 
disposed of, that he would not now make the mo- 
tion he intended. He would, however, give noticé 
that he would call up the resolution of the Finance 
Committee, in relation to the tariff bill, introduced 
by the senator from South Carolina, (Mr. MeDur- 
FIE, }| to-morrow at 1 o’clock. 3 
The CHAIR stated the pending question on the 
bill now under discussion. AN an 
Mr. BREESE said that, yesterday, he had call- 
ed for the reading of the repòrt, which, he took for 
granted, accompanied the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ' 
The CHAIR stated that no report had been made 
on the subject by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
Mr. BAYARD said there was no report, made 
from the Committee on Naval Affairsin relation to 
this bill; because there was.a disposition on the 
part of the committee to have this matter fairly dis- 
cussed by those who were best acquainted with the 
localities, and to leave it entirely unprejudiced by 
their (the committee’s) opinion. = 
It was now proposed, instead of making an ap- 
propriation for the execution of this work, to direct 
further surveys to made; and the question which 
naturally presented itself to the minds of senators 
was, Should not this be done? Why should not all 
the information which could be obtained in relation 
to it, be obtained before there was any action on the 
subject? ` ; 
The answer to this proposition might be found in 
a reference to the history ofthis matter. Tt had 
been agitation for several years. It was nothing 
new. {twas a subject in which the West took a 
deep interest. - Public attention had been drawn te 
it for some time past. It had ‘been discussed in ‘the 


papers. It had been discussed in periodical publi- 
‘ations. It had been presented by the State legis- 
atures to the attention’ of Congress, by memorial; 
and, inthe year 1842, in consequence of the memo- 
tials sent to Congress at that time, a report was 
nade in the House of Representatives, by a gentle- 
tleman from New York, (on the 10th of August,) 
in favor of surveying the harbor of Memphis—that 
being designated at the time as being a proper site 
for such a purpose. The attention of the West 
owas drawn to this. It wasa matter in which the 
public generally took an interest, and which had at- 
“arscted the notice of Congress. In this state of 
‘things the report was made, to which he had re- 
ferred, upon which a bill was based; and which 
bill passed the House of Representatives on the 
-24th of August of that year. That would have 
been the period, one would have natyrally Supposed, 
‘if there had-been any doubt in relation to this mat- 
‘ter, for directing this special survey. Was that 
done? Was therea voice raised at that time against 
the proposition to survey specifically this spot, 
conceived „by all members from the State of Mis- 
sissippi to be the proper place for the location of 
this depot? The bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives withscarcely any opposition. He be- 
lieved it would be seen bya reference to the jour- 
nal, that the yeas and nays were not called. On its 
passage through the House it was introduced 
to the Senate; but at so late a period that 
jt was impracticable to act upon it. It was 
passed by the House on the 24th of August 
1842, and was brought into thé Senate on the nex, 
day. By some mistake, it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The committee discovered 
the mistake, and asked, next day, to be discharged 
‘from the further consideration of the subject. ` It 
was then referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. Congress adjourned on Wednesday, the 31st 
of the same month; and in the press of business be- 
fore it, so near the termination of the session, had 
not time to examine into the subject. The conse- 
‘quence was, there was no action upon it. What 
followed? In the succeeding year, & the ensuing 
session of Congress,) this matter was again agitated 
in the House of Representatives; memorials were 
presented; anda bill passed the House authorizing 
the survey of this specific spot. The bill passed the 
‘House of Representatives, and was brought to the 
` Senate, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs; and he (Mr, B,) recollected himself being at 
the pains of inquiring whether there would be any 
doubt in regard to the propriety of founding a dẹ- 
pot at that spot, and whether the advantages 
of that location were not so superior that 
it was needless to direct a survey of 
any other spot? He remembered perfectly well 
that his friend from Kentucky (Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
had had some misgivings as to whether this site 
should be selected; but after reflectin upon the mata 
ter, and hearing the opjnions af gentlemen who had 
lived there, he changed his mind; and the bill passed 
the Senate without the slightest opposition. It was 
the general sentiment, that if a depot was to be es- 
tablished on the Mississippi river at all, Memphis 
was the proper location. Accordingly, a -bill was 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
the Senate; and it passed into a law. That bill ap- 
propriated the sum of $3,000 for the purpose of an 
§Xamination and survey of the harbor of Memphis, 
in the State of Tennessee, to ascertain the advan- 
tages of that place for a naval depot. In May of 
the same year, the Secretary of the Navy, acting 
ünder the authority of this’ bill, appointed a com- 
mission for the purpose of making the ‘survey. Tt 
‘was ‘made; aha. the report of that commission 
(which consisted of a captain, commander, and 
ligutenant, in the naval service of the United States 
-—very able men, all of them) had been communi- 
cated to the Senate. 

It was upon the evidences of that report that me- 
morials from Arkansas, (which might be considered 
asa disinterested State,) Tennessee, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana—showing the general sense of the 
‘West—were sent to Congress; and a bill was intro- 
duced simultaneously in the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate. That introduced in the House 
had been referted to the appropriate committee, 
which, in its subsequent’ report, proposed to strike 
Cut'the original bill, and insert a-su stitute; and it 
" Was still pending before that body, 

The history of the previous action of Congress 
upon this subject brought us down to the question 
as to the propriety of ostponing any legislative ac- 
pon upon this bill. hy should the Senate-—after 
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this matter had been debated and discussed here, 
not once, but over and over again, in the presence 
of gentlemen representing all the places at which it 
was proposed to establish the depot—all coneurriug 
that such a work was necessary ,—delay further ac~- 
tion upon it?. If it were true that Memphis was the 
proper spot for the construction of a depot—and the 
report showed conclusively that it was—why not 
carry the work into execution without delay? 

pon the subject of this site, he had a memorial 
from the general assembly of ‘Tennessee, in which 
he found the following passage: 


In reference to this well-situated and flourishing young 
city of the West, your memorialists will ‘do but little more 
than express their entire conviction that it is a point which 
embraces more of the advantages of locality—more central 
in position, as to population, territory, and products—more 
the spot of preference, as far as public expression has been 
made, than any other point in the West. It is the highest 
point on the Mississippi river that is at all times unob- 
structed by ice, and from which navigation south can al- 
ways be safely depended on in low water. It is situated on 
a high and commanding blutt, supported by a vast and fer- 
tile hack country; is below the mouths of the Ohio, the 
Cumberland, and Tennessee rivers, and in the midst of one 


of the finest regions of timber in the world. 
* * * * * * * 


But other circumstances still more strongly recommend 
Memphis for its advantages in a national point of view. It 
is in the interior, eight hundred miles from the mouth of the 
Great Mississippi, with undoubted navigation at all times 
or the largest vessels. It is at a point far enough south not 
to be disturbed in winter by ice, and far enough north to be 
saved in summer from the peculiar diseases of the South. 
It is far enough in the interior to be protected from surprise 
by a sudden assault from a hostile fleet; and, by the appli- 
cation of steam, is near enough the seaboard to bring its 
preparations for defence and attack to bear upon the ocean 
in any and every emergency. Itis below the mouths of all 
but two of the great tributaries of the Mississi pi, where 
the greatest number of efficient volunteers, and the greatest 
amount of provisions and munitions of war can be thrown 
in the least possible time, and at the least possible expense. 
At no point can all the materials for build ing steamers and 
other vessels, and subsistence and supplies of every de- 
scription, be concentrated so rapidly and at so smal ex- 
pense. A distinguished officer of the navy, "in writing of 
the advantages of Memphis in this point of view, says: 
“Instead of carrying the live oak from Louisiana to New 
York or Boston for building steamers, as we now da, it could 
then be carried, at half the cost, and only one-sixth the dis- 
tance, to Memphis. A national dock-yard there would open 
a market for the hemp of Kentucky, the coal of Penney va. 
nia, the pork of Ohio, the beef of Hlinois, the flonr of Mich- 
igan, the copper of lowa, the lead of Missouri, and for the 
iron, the mechanical skill, and agricultural products of all 
these States.” 


The memorial from the State of Arkansas, was to 
the same effect. The State of Mississippi origi- 
nally selected this point, ag best suited for the loca- 
tion of a depot.. It was true she had since rescinded 
her resolutions; and instructed her reppesentatives 
and senators to propose Natchez; butif Natchez 
should not be chosen as the spot, that they should 
vote for Memphis—that being their second choice. 


There were, also, memorials from Tennessee, 
from Mississippi, and Arkansas; anda memorial from 
the legislature of Kentucky, asking that an estab- 
lishment shBuld be made ‘somewhere in that State 
for the use of the navy of the United States. There was 
a memorial from the general assembly of Missou- 
ri, asking thatan agency should be established in the 
West, for the cultivation and manufacture of water- 
rotted hemp. The general sense of the West was, 
that there should be a national establishment of this 
kind somewhere on the Mississippi river, which 
should be responsive to the prayer of these different 
memorials, f f 

In regard to the capacities of Memphis for this 
work, he apprehended that there had been an entire 
mistake in the discussion of this matter, as to what 
was intended to be done, or what would be proper 
to be done, 

It was proposed that ahs should be a place 
of construction and repair. ‘The two subjects were 
confounded. Memphis might be a place for the 
construction of vessels; but it did not follow that it 
should be a place for repairing vessels. 

Besides, there was a vast amount of workmanship 
to be done in fitting vessels, that might be done at 
Memphis, independent of the construction of them. 
There were chain cables, tanks for water, caboose- 
houses, steam engines, boilers, &e. Al these were 
things that might be executed there, as well asatan 
other place. The workmen and material could be 
obtained there, as well as elsewhere. It gresented 
great advantages in regard to the convenience of ob- 
taining material for the construction of vessels—of 
iron, as well as of wood. 

It was an entire misapprehension to confound the 
constructing and repairing of vessels, They were 
two different things. The repairing of vessels should 
be done upon the seabosrd. We should be pres 


pared for this exigency on the spot, and at the mo- 
‘ment when it was necessary. Depots of repair 
should always be located at or near the ports of de- 
fence. i ` 
Tt seemed to him that the true mode in which the 
Gulf of Mexico was to be defended was this—and 
he would expend any amount of money that was 
necessary for the purpose—at the entrance into 
the gulf at Dry Tortugas,-or Key West, there 
should be permanent fortifications and a dock, and 
that would be the proper place fora depot of re- 
airs. There should be a similar establishment at 
ensacola. In that position, control over all the 
country could be had; and, since. the fortification 
must be put there, and since the repairs of the navy 
must be done upon the seaboard, (because, in cer- 
tain emergencies, it would be impracticable to run 
up a distance of 800 miles, to Memphis, to have 
the repairs done) vessels must be repaired at Pen- 
sacola or Key West. These were the points for 
supples and repairs. À pS 
e held in his hand a report which was made to 
the Bureau of Engineers; and a very valuable and 
able paperit was. In 1840 this report was made 
on the defence of the coast, and the establishment of 
a depot. He would read a few passages from it to the 
Senate, which would present the matterin a clear 
oint of view. It referred to the coast between 
assamaquody and the mouth of the Sabine, and it 
was to that part he wished to call the.attention of 
the Senate: 

The first positions that 
around cape Florida into 
and the Dry Tortugas. 

This board concur inthe opinion heretofore expressed in 
favor of these fine harbors; and they beg leave to refer for 
very interesting statements, in relation to the latter harbor 
especially, to a letter from Commodore Rodgers to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, July 3, 1829, (Senate document, Ist ses 
sion, 21st Congress, vol. 1, No. 1, page 236;) and letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, March 25, 1830, (Senate docu- 
ments, Ist session 21st Congress, vol. 2, No. 111, page 1.) - 

A naval force, designed to control the navigation of the 
Gulf, could desire no better position than Key West or the 
Tortugas. Upon the very wayside of the only path throigh 
the Gulf, it is, at the same time, well situated as to all the 
great points therein. Itoverlooks Havana, Pensacola, Mo- 


bile, the mouths of the Mississippi, and. both the inlet and 
the outlet of the Gulf. 


This was the point at which the resources of the 
nation could be gathered. It was the point at which 
we were to protect the interest of the western 
and southern commerce. ` : i 

The Tortugas harbors, in particular, are said to afford 

erfect shelter for vessels of every class, with the greatest 

acility of ingress and egress. And there can be no doubt 
that an adversary in possession of large naval means would, 
with great advantage, make these harbors his habitual re. 
sort, and his point of general rendezvous and concentration 
With an enemy thus posted, 


for all operations on this sea. 
the navigation of the Gulf by us, would be imminent y haz- 


ardous, if not impossibla; and nothing but absolute naval 
superiority would availany thing against him. Mere mil. 
itary means could approach no nearer than the nearest 
shore of the continent. 

It should be recollected that this was the report of 
a board of most eminent military engineers. Tt was 
the report of the board of engineers, at the head of 
which presided Colonel Totten, whose reputation 
was of the highest character. 

With regard to. Pensocola these observations were 
made: 


present themselves, on doubling 
the Gulf of Mexico, are Key West 


Pensacola bay.—The upper arms of this considerable bay 
| receive the Yellow-water or Pea river, Middle river, and 
| Escambia river, The tributaries of the last, interlocking 

with the Alabama and the Chattahoochie, seem to mark the 
routes whereby, at some future day, canols will convey a 
part of the products of these rivers fo Pensacola; while the 
qualities and position of the harbor, and the favorable na- 
ture of the country, have already marked out lines of rail 
soad with a vast interior region. 


He (Colonel Totten) then came down to New 
Orleans and indicated the nature of the defences that 
ought there to be established, 

ii would be perceived, then, that in a military 
point of view, so far as the defence of the country, 
: and the commerce of the river Mississippi and of 
| the gulf of Mexico were concerned, it was the policy 
of the United States to establish a deck for repairs 
at Tortugas or Key West. It would be necessary 
also to have constructed at Pensacola a naval depos 
and dock-yard for the purpose of repairs, as 
contradistinguished from the construction of vese 
sels; because, on account of the climate, and the 
difficulty of getting hands, the place of construction 
should be at a more convenient and health point. 

What was expected by. the Senate? Did they ex- 


; pect to have vessels sent in a complete state, from 
the hands of the contractors, into their native èle- 
ment, fitted for sea in every respect, armed at all 
points? No; this was not to be done. Ata very 


-trifling' expense many vessels were sent from the 
places where they ‘were constructed to other ports 
for this purpose, as was the case of the Pennsylva- 
nia, which was sent from Philadelphia to the harbor 
-of Norfolk. f 
In order to get rid of the embarrassment occasion- 
ed by. this confusion of two different terms, it was 
. necessary to separate them: Construction was one 
thing—repair another. Memphis. might possess 
many advantages as a place for the construction of 
vessels, but none as a place of repair. It might be 
asked where, then, was the necessity of a depot or 
navy~yard of construction at all at Memphis?’ To 
solve that, it was nécessary to consider what was 
to be done at that depot. Hè would enumerate what 
might be provided. There were chain cables, ca- 
booses, steam engines, water-tanks, powder-tanks, 
-all to'be constructed; and all of which were now 


done at the navy-yard at Washington. This navy- ` 


yard, when in full operation—employing a thousand 
men—was capable of supplying all the present 
exigencies of the naval service. Why, then, have 
a cepot for the construction of articles of this kind 
at Memphis Al that was necessary’ for the exi- 
gencies of the service was done at Washington. 
Why, then, have a depot at Memphis? For this 
reason: It was ina time of peace that we were to 
make our preparations for a time of war. It was a 
concession which was due to the wishes of the 
States which desired a western depot: It was 
how that vessels were to be built up for the supply 
of their wants, 

What was the difference between the mode of 
conducting modern warfare and ancient? In former 

.times they satisfied themselves with collecting to- 
gether vast amounts of treasures; and they depended 
upon ingots. of gold for their supplies, in case of 
‘need. It was different with us. e had another 
description of treasure to look to. There was much 
necessary for the defence of the service. Cannon, 
powder, shot, material for the fabrication of ves- 
sels,—all these things had to be accumulated... We 
had our establishments of construction and repair to 
erect. These were: the resources of modern war— 
this wag our great treasury—these were the means 
which we were to have in reserve to meet great exi- 
gencies. 

After all, war could not be carried on without the 
means or money. Where the ordinary revenue of 
the country did not furnish it, the government was 
obliged to be indebted to its credit, It was indis- 
pensably necessary, in n time of peace, to prepare 
for these exigencies. The constitution authorized 
Congress to create and maintain a navy; but it 
spoke in a different language where it authorized the 
raising of an army. ‘The power to raise armies 
was limited, and could only be carried into effect for 
two or three years at a time. Such was the general 
‘excitement of the public mind at that time, and 
such the jealousy against standing armies, that they 
could not be,endured beyond the moment of danger. 
But that was not the language of the constitution ig 
regard to the naval service. ‘Congress shall have 
“power to create and maintain a navy.” It appeared 
to throw all good and evil report upon it aside, in 
view of the nature of the service, requiring it to be 
permanently maintained—it made no limitations. A 
navy was athing that could not be brought up ina 
day. The docks could not be constructed in a day. 
The ships could not be built-in a day. : 

He had heard here repeatedly something like 
reproach upon the action of this government, in 
relation to the great expenditures which had been 
made for the Atlantic squadron. And for what? 
Was it beeause it protected our resources, our 
wealth, and our consmerce? oe 

In the progress of time, these appropriations, 
once confined to the seaboard, spread themselves 

_ over the whole country, north and gast; and now 
the time had come when this government was 
‘ound to turn its attention to the great interests of 
the West. Those States would soon be able to ex- 
hibit as mueh in evidence of their commercial pros- 
perity, as they were able to exhibit along the coast 
of the Atlantic. : 

He was prepared, at any moment, to appropriate 
any sum of money that was desired, be it one, ten, 
wr one hundred millions, to make for the south- 
west a Gibraltar to protect its commerce. TEN, 

"Fhe interests of the great valley of the Mississip- 
pi ought to have the patronage of the general gov- 

. ernment; and he was prepared at any timeto appro- 
priate, for the construction of establishments for the 
security of the great highway of western and south- 
ern commerce-—the Mississippi river—any sum of 


money which was necessary to render.it secure.. He 
had no question that such was the general sense of. 


the Senate, It was a common interest; it wasa na- | 
. tional interest; and a national feeling must naturally 
lead all to that conclusion. Why should not Con- | 


gress appropriate this money for the purpose of con- 
structing a dodeyardsvill works necessary for 
the different exigencies of the service—works neces- 
sary for the construction of cannon, steam-en- 
gines, &c.? These articles could be fabricated as 
cheap at Memphis. as at any point in the United 
States.. Why should not the establishment be made 
at this point, when it was asked by not less than 
three or four of the sovereign States of the Union? 
As to the capacities of Memphis, and the proprie- 
ty of its location for this purpose, no one who read 
the report of the board of commissioners, who had 
examined it, could believe anything less than what 


they said. 

i There was seven feet of water there atthe lowest 
stage of water. But what was the average depth of 
the river. About twenty feet. For at least six 
months in the year, the depth of the river was from 
thirty to thirty-five feet. It might be said, indeed, 
that for nine months in the year, that was the 
depth. There was, then, an average of about twent: 
feet. It was not necessary, nor was it proposed, 
to take sloops of war up the Mississippi this dis- 
tance for the purpose of repair. They might be con- 
structed, either of iron or wood, and carried down 
the Mississippi, and fitted at Pensacola. This 
would be going down stream—going with the cur- 
rent, and with abundance of water. 

It did seem to him, when three or four States 
were found urging the establishment of this depot at 
Memphis, and asking itas a matter deeply involv- 
ing their interest, that Congress’ ought to conform 
to their wishes. 

Mr. BREESE observed that the speech of the 
chairman of the Naval Committee had satisfied him 
that this was a magnificent and important project 
—one of the greatest national consequence. It only 
confirmed him in the conviction that a matter of 
such vast national importance, demanded, in its prog- 
ress, the utmost circumspection—most particular- 
ly in the selection of a proper site. None of the 
arguments advanced in favor of Memphis, had sat- 
isfied him that it alone was the only suitable point. 
He desired further examination, and a proper sur- 
vey by an authorized engineer of. the government, 
to ascertain whether a better site than Memphis 
can be selected. If it ‘should turn out that such 
examination and survey would demonstrate that 
Memphis was the best point which could be 
selected, he should give his support to that selection. 
But it was his opinion, and the opinion of many, 
that greater advantages would result from the selec- 
tion of some point above Memphis, if not at the 
mouth of the bhio. Tt was right and proper that 
the public should be satisfied of this bya suitable 
investigation. He read some extracts from reports 
on the subject of a variety of points which might be 
chosen abqve Memphis. He also read passages 
from the report of the commissioners who examined 
the site of Memphis in 1841, for the construction of 
a western armory, to show that it wasa point sub- 
ject to very great objections. He admitted that 
Memphis had its advantages—very great advan- 
tages; but so had other points. And if those of 
Memphis were superior to any other, it could suffer 
no detriment from a proper examination of other 
points, and a comparison between them and it. 

' Bir, FOSTER observed that the gentleman op- 
posite had taken so much pains to prove, from doc- 
uments, that Memphis was not only unhealthy, but 
exceedingly objectionable in other respects, that he 
felt called upon to quote, from more recent documen- 
tary evidence, some passages proving quite thé re- 
verse of all the gentleman had adduced. f 

Mr F. then read several passages from the report 
of the board of commissioners appointed to examine 
Memphis as asite suitable for this dock-yard and 
depot, , 

ir, BREESE made a brief reply as to the prices 
of various articles at Memphis. ` 

Mr. BAYARD had but a word to say in relation 
to the objection made by the senator from []linois— 
that sufficient examination had not been made of 
the points to justify the selection of Memphis, and 
that the board -of commissioners. had not given a 


| decided opinion in favor of it as a selection. Now, in 


enswer to this, he should merely say that Congress, 
by its act, had prescribed to those commissioners 
the survey of that point; and in obedience to that 
jnstruction they ‘made their report. But ag to ex- 


pressi 


-an opinion—=what dil the: 
say in the conclusion of their report? be Pe 

The above details [those of the report]. appear: to: ns to 
convey all the information necessary to foim a conclusion 
as to tht practicability of establishing a naval ‘depot: ai 
place. Of its expediency, in a national point of ‘view; ther 
cannot be a doubt. : The reasons are too obvioug;.:and ‘have 
been too abundantly proclaimed, to require a repetition from - 
us. This particular location is excellent for a building yard; 
but is, perhaps, scarcely’ sufficiently accessible for vessela 
in need of repairs.” a y pea ree 

Now, what more decisive could: they say? They 
said the very thing: that the Committee on’ Naval 
Affairs concurred with thêm in. asserting—that. it 
was a suitable place for construction, but not for te- 
pairs. Its facilities and advantages as a’site fora 
depot of construction were fully ‘admitted, ` As to 
the senator’s objection that there were no estimates 
accompanying the report, Mr. B. pointed out that, 
from the very nature of the works necessary to form 
a place of construction, there. could be.no estimates 
of the expense in advance, till it was decided’ what 
works should be carried on there, and that ‘was a 
matter of arrangement at the Navy Department.: 

Mr. BREESE observed that the conclusion of “the 
report quoted by the chairman of the Naval Còmi- 
mittee had reference to the previous facts. stated, 
supposing these facts to exist, without expressing’ a 
decided opinion that they did exist, or that in Mem- 
phis alone they were to he found. He made some 
remarks touching the opinions expressed in the re- 
port about the batture on which the foundation was 
to be laid. : : ee 

Mr. BAYARD briefly replied, and again pointed 
to the report to show that a decided opinion was 
expressed. The commissioners in their second re- 
port, when they went back to examine the site in 
October, correct any misapprehensions which the 
entertained on their first visit. On their first visit 
the water was high; but on their second visit, it was 
low; and in their second report they say: 

While the Mississippi continues to run in its ‘present 
channel, it would, perhaps, be unnecessary to secure the 
bank by piles; boarding and filling up would be ample pro- 
tection. t ‘J A group of islands. immedi- 
ately above Memphis, divides the river into. several 
branches, which are united again before passing the city. 
lt is thought practicable, to prevent the. river from settlins 
against the Tennessee shore, should it ever appear incline 
to take that direction, by obstructing the passage between 
two of the islands. ; . a: 

This was to guard against what had been said in 
the first report. On their second visit, they found 
the changing of the channel could be èf etually 
guarded against by creating an obstruction between 
two of the islands, or between one of the islands and 
the main shore; which would compel the Mississip- 
pi to flow in its present channel. They state the 
expense of levelling and filling up, so as to raise-the 
site above all chances of overflow, at $28,920. This 
showed the practicability, at that expense, of pre- 
paring a suitable foundation for constructing a naval 
depot at that point; and as to the expediency, the 
commissioners say expressly that, “of that, there 
can be no doubt.” 

Mr. WALKER asked if there was any: one 
portion of that report which compared Memphis 
with any other point on the Mississippi river, and 
which decided that it was the best? : we 

Mr. BAYARD said, certainly not. ; 

Mr. WALKER observed that then it was a blind 
preference for Memphis, without the slightest re- 
gard to either national: propriety or the sectional in- 
terests of other portions of the country. It was 
like taking a leap in the dark; without any knaw- 
ledge, without any other survey, or without an 
examination of other sites. Why this paārtialle~ 
gislation in favor of Memphis? How can an honest 
decision be made? If itis made upon the informa- 
tion now before the Senate, without any regard to 
other points, it would be a most unjust and unholy 
decision. ae : i 

Taking the whole report, this point not haying 
been examined by an officer of the topographical or 
engineer department, but by naval officers from 
the seaboard, he would ask, did it furnish satis. 
factory evidence that Memphis was so much su- 
perior to all other points on the Mississippi 
that it should be preferred to all others? What did 
officers trained to sailing on the ocean know about 
battures and sand-barg a thousand miles inland? 
Now, ṣo far as the commissioners’ who made. the 
survey express any decided opinion, it is against 
Memphis, on account of the difficulty of access to 
it for vessels requiring repairs. No such objection 
existed against Natchez. Mr. W. recapitnlated his 
arguments of yesterday in favor of Natchez, as a 
point entitled to preference over Memphis. i 


He quoted, from the report of the commissioners, 
the following passage: 

` Itis stated, by respectable citizens of the place, that, for 
one. or two years past, the batture has gained nothing in 
surface, but that every overflow raises itfrom six to twenty 
inches higher. To reclaim the part embraced in the site, it 
would be necessary to levee the outer edge ‘of it, and drive 
pilés of great length, at low water, &c, / 

-You are, then, to begin in the water, and raise up 

your site, at an expense of $30,000, to six or twelve 
feet: above high-water mark; whereas, at Natchez, a 
oint can be’selected where there is no sand-bank to 
Pe made solid—where the. bank is 20 feet above the 
highest water mark ever known in the memory of 
man-—~and where there is a sufficient depth of wa- 
ter at all seasons to float the vessels to be con- 
structed. i 
On a question of such. vital importance—not 
only. in a national point of view, but in par- 
ticular to the commerce of the South and West— 
was a decision to he made in the dark. and without 
a proper examination?. He asked, was it not the 
path of prudence and wisdom to adopt the sugges- 
tion of the senator from Illinois, and have an exam- 
ination and: estimates made between this time and 
the next session of Congress, so that it could be 
known what grounds then were for giving any point 
the preference of selection, 

r. W. explained how battures were formed, 
and showed that they are, from their very nature, 
subject to constant change. So uncertain were they, 
that it appeared preposterous to expect any work 
constructed upon them could be pepmianent. With 
regard to all the facilities afforded by Memphis, 
Mr. W. proceeded to show that these advantages 
were enjoyed by Natchez to a much greater extent. 
He contended that the railroad from Savannah to 
Vicksburg and Natchez would be much sooner 
completed, and at a much less cost, than that from 
Charleston to Memphis. He read other passages of 
the commissioner’s report toghow that no decisive 
opinion was expressed exclusively in favor of Mem- 
okis. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he intended to offer only 
afew remarks on the subject under consideration. 
His object was not to advocate the claims in con- 
‘troversy, of any of the different places proposed for 
a naval depot on the Mississippi. It would be 
rather to show the importance of some such depot 
and steamboat yard on the great western waters, 
and to reconcile gentlemen, if possible, to a selection 
of the particular spot by professional men—more 
skilled in these matters than ourselves. 

In order to harmonize, let us see wherein we dif- 
fer. 

Few of us, he believed, were now not deeply im- 
pressed with the importance of extending public at- 
tention to topics connected with the naval defences 
of the country in the southwest. As the commerce 
of the immense valley of the Mississippi increased, 
and its population made such rapid strides in num- 
bers, power, and wealth, they required and de- 
served more protection. . 


And when we looked still further westward—to 
our relations nearer the setting sun—none could be 
insensible to the importance of due preparation to 
meet any probable contingencies in defence of na- 
tional rights and national honor. If necessary, let 
us be armed tothe teeth. But, vast as were the in- 
terests and regions affected by the proposed bill, he 
thought its language too broad, and, in its eommon 
acceptation, liable to mislead and to excite some un- 
deserved prejudice against its object. Tt contempla- 
ted not only a naval depot, but a yard for repairing 
as well as building all kinds of ships of war, as well 
as mere steamboats. Now this was decidedly go- 
ing too far for the draft of water at the mouth of the 
Mississippi, and beyond what was required there in 
connexion with the defence of the gulf of Mexico. 
Only eighteen feet water at the Balize would be too 
little for most frigates and all vessels of a larger size; 
and, to think of constructing such vessels within the 
mouth of theriver—even at New Orleans or Nat- 
chez, much less Memphis or Cairo—was ill-judged, 
and, he presumed, was not really contemplated by 
the friends of the bill. But the mover of it [Mr. 
Foster] evidently desired only a place of deposite 
for naval stores, and for building steam vessels ‘of 
war of a medium size. If he did not, the place for 
repair and building must be at the North, on the 
Atlantic; or if in the gulf of Mexico, at Pensacola, 

which might answer, as to water, for frigates; or the 
dry Tortugas, where the water was deep enough 
for all kinds of vessels. 

Confine‘ the design of the measure then to steam 
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vessels, and'a depot for certain naval stores and ne- ` 


val manufactures, such as the chairman [Mr. Bay- 
arp} has alluded to, and Mr. W. thought no great 
difference eould exist in the Senate as to the pro- 
priety of the leading object of the measure. 

Depots could be made even higher up than Mem- 
phis or Cairo, ina time of apprehension looking to 
the lakes; and others as low down as Natchez or ‘Ba- 
ton Rouge, looking to the gulf. Scientific nautical 
men might, on examination, propose more than one; 
and, beyand a doubt, might regard the building of 
steamboats, suitable to aid in the protection of our 
commerce in the gulf, as at times more economical 
and safe than in the remote North. 

Though a northern man, and fully impressed 
with the skill of our northern shipbuilders, yet he 
was well aware that, in time of war, it might not al- 


ways do to expose the vessels to capture or ship- ` 


wreck, in the long voyage round the penin- 
sula of Florida to the shores of the southwest. It 
might, in some emergencies, be vastly important to 
have new ones nearer, as well as facilities for re- 
pairing old ones, and procuring many necessary 
supplies. Place the latter, then, in deposite on the 
Mississippi; build there, and have means to build 
and furnish suitable steamboats forthe gulf. Fore- 
warned be forearmed. 

What, then, do we differ about? It is merely the 
point on the Mississippi where to commence 
these essential operations.- If that river were like 
Staten Island, or old Point Comfort, or Boston 
harbor, little difficulty would exist in the selection of 
a place. But, instead of its being a single point, it 
was a line of three thousand miles—and itself and 
its tributaries studded with beautiful and enter- 
prising cities, each emulous in the race for wealth 
and power, 

On what part of the line, then, should our labors 
begin? This was the whole obstacle, in his ap- 
prehension. No person had explored the whole 
with a view to this, and ranged up even to 
Louisville, Cincinnati, and  Pittsburg—excellent 
places for some kinds of boat-building, and still 
etter for some kinds of deposites and manufac- 
tures connected with naval operations. 


Memphis alone had been examined with this 
view—but not the others. Was it not, then, judi- 
cious to have the others critically looked into by 
skilful professional men before we selected? Was 
it not proper for the public? lt was of no conse- 
quence whether any of these eities had requested 
it or not: but do not the public interests, do not 
our convictions of public duty demand that all should 
be examined before we decide? He thought they 
did. And, in order to satisfy gentlemen and the coun- 
try that delay was not the object of such a proposi- 
tion, he, for one, was ready now to make the whole 
appropriation desired if the bill was only amended 
so as to require a fullexamination, and report by sci- 
entific men, before it was expended, and authorize 
the executive or navy departmerft to expend it at the 
place recommended by those men. 

He was in favor of keeping all such selections 
separated from party, political, personal, or local in- 
terests. He, though a party man, wished to sever 
such business from all kinds of party influence; and 
hence, was willing to leave the selection entirely to 
professional and skilful officers, discennected with 
our political turmoils. 

In the case of the dry-docks, several years ago, the 
struggle was so severe to obtain them at different 
places, that a similar course was then adopted in 
order to obviate further delay and dissension; and 
he trusted it might be imitated on this occasion. If 
it was, he would vote for the bill; but if it was not, 
he should feel obliged to support the amendment 
providing for a survey of the different sites before a 
selection was made among them. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered, 
on Mr. Breesr’s amendment; which, at the request 
of some senators, was read by the Secretary of the 
Senate, as follows: 

“To strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
insert: 

That for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a 
naval depot and yard at some point on the western waters, 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to select an officer of the navy, of the rank of post 
captain, and such skilful and competent topographical engi- 
neer or engineers as he may designate to be associated with 
such naval officer, whose duty it shall be to make an accu- 
rate, minute, and scientific examination of some point at or 
near the mouth of the Ohio; of Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee; and of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, with 
a view solely to the capabilities and advantages of cach of 
said places for a naval depot and yard, for building, equip- 
ing, furnishing, and repairing steamships and other vessels 


of war for the -use of the navy of the United States; who 
shall report to Congress, at its next session, a detailed and 
faithful statement of the several advantages and capabil- 
ities of each of the said points, and.a separate detailed 


' statement and estimate of the expense attending the con- 


struction of said depot ahd yard, basing the same upon ac- 
curate scientific examinations and surveys, to be made by 
said engineer or engineers, under. the superintendence of 
the officer of the navy to be appointed as aforesaid; and, 
forthe purposes aforesaid, the sum of five thousand dol- 
lars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money .in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. - 

Amend the title of the bill as follows: 

A bill to provide for a scientifc examination and survey 
of certain points on the western waters, with a view to the 
selection of a suitable place for a naval depot and yard, 


The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
negative, yeas 13, nays 27, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—13. A 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Crit« 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, 
Huger, Huntington, Jazmagin, McDuffie, Mangum, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Sevier, 
Simmons, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—-27. i 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
which was adopted, being as follows: ; 


That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by. authorized to select and purchase a site for a navy yard 
and depot at the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, 
and to erect such buildings and make such improvements 
thereon as may be necessary for the construction and re- 
pair, and for the accommodation and supply, of vessels of 
war of the United States; and that the Presidènt be author- 
ized and empowered to purchase any water rights which 
may be required to propel the machinery appertaining to 
said navy yard, or which may be useful in the operations of 
said navy gad; anå thathe be further empowered to re- 
ceive any donations of land, water rights, or rights of way, 
which the authorities of the city of Memphis, or. any other 
hody corporate, or any person or persons, may deem proper 
to make or grant to the government of the United States; 
and that the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be ap- 
propriated to the objects aforesaid, out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. HAYWOOD from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the claim of John G. 
Tibbatts; which was ordered to be printed. 

Then, on motion by Mr. HAYWOOD, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspar, April 11, 1844. 

The journal having been read, 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the report of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs on the subject of Hayti, and the motion of 
the chairman to print 10,000 cxtra copies of said re- 
port. A 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved a suspension of the rules, 


-to eneble him to submit a resolution to terminate 


debate in the Committee of the Whole on the east- - 
ern harbor bill at two o’clock to-day. 


„Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if his motion of 
yesterday had not the precedence of that motion. 

Mr. DEAN asked if it would be in order to move 
for a suspension of the rules, to enable him to move 
that the bill regulating the pay of the navy be 
taken y 

The SPEAKER said. that the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Trszarrs] had already moved for a 
suspension of the rules, and his motion had prece- 
dence over all others. 

Mr. ELMER called for the previous question, 
which was seconded. f 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to allow him to add an amendment to his reso- 
lution, to extend the time one hour; but the motion 
was not in order at that time. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays, on 
on ordering the main question, which being ordered, 
were taken, and resulted in yeas 115, nays 43. 

The question was then put on the adoption of the 
resolution, and it was agreed to. 

The next question was on the motion of Mr. C. 
J. INGERSOLL, to print 10,000 extra copies of the 
report made yesterday by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, accompanying a bill for the relief of the 
Spanish owners of the schooner Amistad, 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the resolution by 
adding a proposition to print 10,000 extra ‘copies of 
the report made yesterday from the Committee on 
Manufactures, on the subject of the tariff. 


iMr: RATHBUN: called’ for a division of the 
question. ` ae $ 
“Mr. C. JOHNSON said the practice which had 


Sprung. up of printing reports from comimittees was . 


becoming a great- evil. They had, in some cases, 
reports from individual members of committees, and 
the printing of such reports by the House was in 
fact the publishing, at the public expense, of the 
speeches or arguments of members of the House, 
on subjects in, which those members felt an-interest. 

«Mr. WHITE said this case differed from those to 
which the gentleman from ‘Tennessee referred, for 
the reports here were made by direction of a major- 
ity of the committee. 

_ Mr. C. JOHNSON said he perfectly understood 
it. Members wrote reports, and then they were 
brought into the House with the sanction of. majori- 
ties of committees. He should vote against the 
ginting of these extra copies. 

. Mr. HUDSON made a few remarks in favor of 
the amendment. 
_ Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved the previous ques- 
thon. ; 

Mr. SIMONS called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the resolution 
and amendment on the table. _ 

The yeas and nays were called for and taken, 
and resulted thus: yeas 88, nays 85. 

So the motion was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the rules were 
suspended, and the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union, 
(Mr. J. W. Davis in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of bill No. 203, reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain’ harbors and rivers. 
_ The pending. qüestiot being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Rocers, to appropriate E eas 
for the further improvement of the harbor at White- 
hall, on Lake Champlain— : 

Mr. ROGERS urged upon the committee the ne- 
cessity of making an appropriation for this harbor- 
through which a large amount of commerce, was 
conveyed—the whole commerce of the lake amount- 
ing to between six and seven millions annually. 

The amendment was also advocated by Messrs. 
STETSON and DOUGLASS, and opposed by 
Messrs. T. SMITH and McCLELLAND. 

The discussion was further continued by Messrs. 
WELLER, STETSON, SAMPLE, WHITE, 
STEENROD, T. SMITH, HAMMETT, WIN- 
THROP, and C. J. INGERSOLL—the three latter 
gentlemen entering into explanations in relation to the 
expenditures for the Boston custom-house, and the 
responsibility for so large and so continuous an ap- 
propriation of the public money. 

- Mr. BRENGLE next addressed the committee. 

Mr. STILES stated that when it was determined 
by the'vote of the House that the harbor bill, then un- 
der discussion, should be taken out of committee at 2 


o’clock, it was under the supposition that the short ° 


time. which intervened would be confined to a dis- 
eussion of the merits of the several appropriations 
which remained; but, instead of a strict com- 
pliance with that supposition, almost the whole time 
had been occupied in party discussions and the 
eternal disputes; that the -bill contained the items 
of appropriations for fifteen States and Territories, 
and that four hours had been consumed and only 
four States had begn disposed of; that but fifteen min- 
utes remained, and the appropriations for ten States 
had not been reached; that he, as a representative of 
the State of Georgia, was interested in an appropria- 
tion for the Savannah river, which was near the end 
of the bill; and he asked, what time would be al- 
lowed him to explain the merits of that appro- 
priation? ‘That if he had only been allowed time, he 
would have explained by reference to the recommen- 
dations of Col. Abert and the report of Capt. Mackey, 
of the corps of topographical engineers, who, under 
the direction of the government, had surveyed that 
river from a point several miles above the city to the 
seajand that, according to hig estimate, the sum of 
$70,000 was absolutely necessary for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Savannah river; and that 
an appropriation of less than $50,000 would not on- 
ly be attended with little or no benefit, but involve 
the hazard of a total loss of such lesser sum as 
wight. be appropriated. He could have shown, 
if he had only the time, that it was an appropria- 
tion demanded upon every principle of equity and 
justice—demanded by the commercial importance of 
the city of Savannah; demanded on account of the 
small amount which'the State of Georgia had ever 


received for this object from the general government; | 


and demanded, above all, because the ‘obstructions 
designed to be removed. were placed in that river 
by the authorities of that day, for the purposes of 
national defence. yo 
‘What time, he asked, was allowed him to explain 
the. commercial importance of Savannah? ‘The 
commercial importance of that city was scarcely 
known. . The value of the-productions of which that 


river might be considered the chief, if not the only - 


outlet, amounted, -even at the present depressed 
prices, to upwards of 9 millions of dollars, and was 
daily increasing; whilst it formed the channel, 
through which were imported nearly all the sup- 
plies of Georgia, the southwest parts of South 
Carolina, and portions of Alabama, Florida, Ten- 
B ssee, and North Carolina. The exports and im- 
ports, by an official statement which he had from 
the chamber of commerce of Savannah, amounted 
to upwards of 22 millions annually. The city was 
one of the healthiest in the country. The bar, one 
of the finest inlets from the ocean, far surpassed it 
in facility and plainness of entrance. A perfect 
stranger, it was said, with a coasting pilot in his 
hand, even during a gale, could run over the bar 
into good and safe anchorage. The river was the 
deepest of the southern rivers, and afforded every 
facility for navigation, until you reached the ob- 
structions which it was the object of this application 
toremove. Besides the inland navigation to the.city 
of Savannah, from the whole southern coast,. and 
from Macon, Augusta, and Charleston, it was in the 
course of connexion by her railroads with the entire 
West. Already there were railroads from Savan- 
nah to the Tennessee river, the whole of which were 
graded, and the greater part of the distance at this 
moment in successful operation. As soon as these 
works were finished—which would be in the course 
of a very few years—they should, in Georgia, have 
opened to them a steamboat navigation, extend- 
ing to ten States and two Territories of this Union— 
a connexion with the West and the Atlantic which 
neither nature nor art would be able to obstruct; 
which would neither be blocked up, like the northern 
communications, by the ice of winter, nor yet, like 
the southern hazardous channel, be closed up in 
time of war by the naval power of an enemy. 

It was not reflected that the nearest point from 
the confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers to 
the Atlantic coast was the city of Savannah, whilst 
the proposed connexion of that city and the West 
would be less than one-half the distance that it 
was by the present channcls of communication. 
Congiess might expend millions in improving the 
navigation of the lakes and canals on the one hand, 
or exhaust the most liberal appropriations in forti- 
fying the Tortugas on the other; but the people of 
Georgia entertained little fear but that the trade of 
the'mighty West would take its shortest and safest— 
its surest and cheapest, route to the Atlantic, through 
the State of Georgia. They had little fear but 
that the most high-wrought visions of enthusiasm 
would soon dwindle into insignificance before the 
splendid realities that time would develop on this 


| subject; and that ten years’ experience would ex- 


hibit results which the most excited imagination 
would not now venture even to predict. 

What time was allowed him, he asked, to show 
that this amendment and appropriation were demand- 
ed on account of the small amount which the State 
of Georgia had ever received for that object? 
He had before him an estimate showing the imports 
and exports, as well as the different amounts which 
each State had received for internal improvements, 
from the commencement of the government to the 
present time. According to that statement, ‘the 

tate of Georgia, with an export trade of nearly 
nine millions annually, had received only the pitiful 
sum of $151,250 05; the little State of Delaware, with 
an export trade of $36,844, had received $1,306,682 
28. The State of Georgia furnished, according to 
these statements, one-twelfth of the exports of the 
country; and if this division of the public mo- 
ney bore any comparison to the commercial impor- 
tance of the different sections of the country, Geor- 
gia, furnishing one-twelfth of the exports, should 
have one-twelfth of the amount devoted to this ob- 
ject, viz: $19,262,309 37; instead of that, she had 
reéeived one-tenth of one-twelfth. He might refer 
to other States, but comparisons were odious, and he 
passed them by. He had referred to them not to 
create a prejudice against those States, but simply 
to show that, even if Georgia got the $50,000 now 
asked by the amendment, she would not be even 
then receiving anything like a proportion. 

It was most of all demanded because the ob- 


` stractions were placed! 


~ therë for 2atiol 
He had before him the most ample: 
vertible evidence of that fact. ` : ; 
This appropriation was not (as Was the: 
with some petty towns of the lakes) asked. for 
purpose of making a harbor. where nature neve 
signed one; but it was asked simply to’ restore à Kars 
bor which nature had bestowed,’ and which necessi- 
ty had taken. away. It was asked only ‘that. - 
the advantages :which nature.had ‘bestowed, -and:of 
which they had: been deprived. for the-sake ofna 
tional defence, might be- restored. -The fact “of 
the want of an artificial obstruction to the enemy 
was evidence irresistible that there was no natural 
obstruction. Ifthe depth of the channel of the-river 
had not been sufficiently great to admit the large war 
ships of the enemy, there would clearly have: been 
no cy for sinking wrecks to prevent their ap 
proach to the city. The measure of sinking those 
wrecks was sanctioned by the authority constituted 
at that crisis, and was justified by the supposed 
emergency; and was not a departure from the ordi- . 
nary mode adopted on such occasions. Not forty 
miles from this spot, where we now sit in legislation, 
in the Chesapeake, were vessels, during the last war, 
sunk, opposite to Fort McHenry, to prevent the ap- 
proach of the British to Baltimore, and which, as the 
records of Congress which he held would show, had . 
been long since raised by the government, by means 
of an` appropriation for that object of $250,000. 
In every instance when, in the course of na- 
tional defence, it became necessary to take or de- 
stroy property—to burn a house, lay. waste a field, 
or commit any other devastation—the government. 
had never hesitated a moment to reniove the injury, 
or compensate for the loss; and wherein did sucha 
case vary from this, except that there.the injury ‘or 


. damage could, by some computation, be ascertained, 


whereas here it wag incalculable? He had not+the 
vanity to believe that anything he could say would 
change a vote; but he did firmly and confidently 
trust in the magnanimity and justice of the House, 
that they would pass the amendment; that’ they 
would remove: the obstructions; that they would: ob- 
literate, now and forever, these monuments of na 
tional injustice. f © 

Here Mr. Srizes was cut off by the expiration of 
the hour. ‘ ; 

At 2 o’clock, the CHAIR announced that the 
hour had arrived, when, in pursuance of the resolu- 
tion adopted this morning, the committee must pro- 
ceed to vote on the pending amendments, and such 
as may be offered. The pending amendment was 
that offered by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Rocers,] appropriating $5,000 for Whitehall 
harbor, on Lake Ghamplain. ; ; ; 

The question was taken on this amendment, and 
it was adopted—ayes 76, noes 73. 4 

The clause appropriating $50,000 for the im- 
provement of the Hudson river, near Albany, being 
read ; 

Mr. C. M. REED moved to amend it, by strikin 
out the “near,” and inserting the words “above an 
below;” which amendment was rejected. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to strike out the whole 
clause: rejected—ayes 41, noes 82. , 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY offered an amendment ap- 
propriating. $20,000 for clearing out and preserv- 
ing the harbor of Bakimore: rejected—ayes 49, 
noes 83. eae 

Mr. K. offered another amendment appropriating 

$10,000 for the same object; which was also re- 
jected. 
3 Mr. STILES offered an amendment to increase 
the appropriation for removing the obstructions in 
the Savannah river, from $20,000 to $50,000; which 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON offered an amend- 
ment appropriating $10,000 for removing the bar at 
the mouth of Pass Christian, Louisiana; which 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TUCKER offered an amendment for remov- 
ing the obstructions, and opening Iberville river, 
State of Louisiana, $10,000; which amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. LABRANCHE offered an amendment appro- 
riating $20,000 for the removal of obstructions at 
ayou Lafourche, Louisiana; which amendment was 

rejected. 

Mr. CRANSTON offered an amendment appro- 
riating $10,000 for surveying and clearing out ’ 

Black Stone river, Rhode Island: rejected. ee 

Mr. C. also offered an amendment appropriating 
$10,000 for the harbor at Church's Cove: Rhode Tsi 
and: rejected. i + 
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. Mr: SEYMOUR; of New: York, offeredan amend- 
ment providing that all the appropriations made by 
this bill shall be made under the direction of the 
Secretary of. War; which amendment was agreed. 


.<On motion by Mr. J, BRINKERHOFF, the come. 


mittee rose and reported the bill to the House. ` 
. Mr. J. THOMPSON rose for the urpase 
of ‘stating a few facts in relation to this bill, It 
would be observed that, of the bills which: had been 
reported, purporting to be for internal improvements, 
one was for improvements in the western section 
of the Union, the other for the improvements in the 
eastern section. He had taken the trouble to cast 
up the amounts appropriated. by each bil, and he 
found that there were $668,100 in the western bill, and 
$414,000 in the eastern bill. He took the bill with- 
out the addition of the amendments on which they 
were called onto act. Where was this division of 
the spoils proposed to be distributed? On turning to 
the two bills he found that $962,000 were to be ex- 
ended in the- northern section of the Union, and 
#20,000 in the southern section. 

While in Committee of the Whole, he proposed 
an amendment to appropriate $10,000 for the ac- 
complishment of a work whose value and necessity 
were set forth in a petition which he requested the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read the memorial of mail contractors, 
persons engaged in commerce, and others interested 
in the communication between New Orleans and 
Mobile, to show the necessity of snch an appropria- 
tion as that proposed by Mr. Tuompson. Te also 
read a letter from the Postmaster General to Mr. 
Henperson, of the United States Senate, in which 
the bar and the obstructions which Mr. Tompson 
proposed to remove were stated to have occasioned 
failures of mails, &c. 

Mr. McKAY rose and requested the gentleman 
from Mississippi to yield the floor—the right to 
which he would not sacrifice when this bill should 
again come up—-that he might move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of disposing of 
the pension bill, which had come back from the 
Senate with various amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had no objection to 
comply with the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, provided he did not lose the floor 
on the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McKAY, therefore, moved to postpone the 
further consideration of bill No. 203, being a bill 
making appropriations for the improvement of cer- 
tain harbors and rivers, until to-morrow, and stated 
the necessity of disposing of this bill immediatel 3 
the funds to pay pensioners having been exhausted. 
The motion was agreed to, by a majority of 68 to 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS, 
Mr. McKAY then moved that the House resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union; which was agreed to, and Mr. Boyp 
took the chair. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take up 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill making ap- 
propriations for certain revolutionary and other pen- 
sioners; which was agreed to. He then explained the 
nature of theamendments, and the recommendations 
oft he Committee of Ways and Means in relation 
thereto, 

The Commissioner of Pensions, in a report made 
to the House at the commencement of the session, 
stated that $150,000 would be «wanted to pay ar- 
Yearages under the acts of 1838 and 1842; and 
$110,000 for the purpose of paying arrearages under 
the act of 3d March, 1843. The first amendment of 
the Senate proposed to appropriate $180,000 for 
these purposes, and the Committee of ‘Ways and 
Means recommended another modification of it, so 
as to reduce the sum to $40,000, and to give to the 
Secretary of War the power of transferring a sum 
not exceeding $220,000 of the sun of $400,000 ap- 
propriated to pay particular descriptions of pensions. 
This power to transfer was proposed to be given in 
consequence of an agreement of the two Houses to 
pores to the bill, by one of which widows would 

e deprived of pensions for the time their husbands 
received pensions; and by the other, pensions would 
aay be allowed from the time the application was 
filed. He read a letter from the Commissioner of 
Pensions in explanation, and expressed a hope that 
the amendment Suggested by the Committee of 
Maye and Means would be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


The second amendment of the Senate was next in 
order. - - Eee : see 

Mr. McKAY explained its purport. - 

He-said, by the amendmentof the Senate, the pro- 
vision of the bill prohibiting the receipt of a pension 
and of pay for active service at the same time, was 
restricted to officers of the army- and the navy, 
whose disability did not reduce them to employment 
in a lower. grade. Believing that there was no 
reason. why this restriction should not be extended 
to officers in the civil departments, the Committee 
of Ways and Means recommended such extension, 
and the doing away with <the invidious distinction 
of the Senate’s amendment. : 

In relation to the amendment limiting the pen- 
sions to the time of filing the application, he said the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommended a 
disagreement, in the expectation that a committee of 
conterence would be appointed, at which some 
equitable rule could be agreed upon. . ` 

Mr. DICKEY said it appeared to him that the 
amendment of the Senate was the one which ought 
to be adopted. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means would bring the 
bill back to its original form, in substance. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 63, nays 59. 

The question recurred on the amendment as 
amended; and being taken, was decided in the affir- 
mative. 

The last amendment of the Senate was then read. 

Mr. McKAY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means had recommended a disagreement to that 
amendment, in the hope that a conference might be 
had between committees of both Houses on the sub- 


ject. 
: After some remarks from Mr. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL, 

Mr. OWEN said that he hoped the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr.J. R. IncersoLL] would bring 
forward the amendment of which he spoke, to alter 
the law as to the character of proof now required to 
prove, in the cases of revolutionary widows, mar- 
riages of an ancient date. Several cases were known 
to himself, (Mr. ©.,) in which no human beine 
doubted the validity of the marriage—cases in which 
all the proof had been adduced that was required in 
most of the States to entitle to inheritance; 
because no records of marriage at all had been pre- 
served in the office of the proper county at that re- 
mote period,the proof was considere insufficient, 
and the pension refused. In regard to the proposal 
to cut off pensions, under certain circumstances, 
from revolutionary soldiers, one single consideration 
would suffice to decide him (Mr. 0.) against it. He 
knew, not one, but many cases, where persons actu- 
ally entitled to pensions under the law had held 
back, under the influence of an honest and honora- 
ble pride, from claiming at the hands of gevernment 
their legal due—had thus held back, so long as 
they could do without such aid. To curtail their 

ensions now, was to decide that those less scrupu- 
ous, who had applied for relief at once, should re- 
ceive it in full, but that those more modest, who re- 
frained, until necessity compelled them, from an ap- 
plication to the Pension Office, should, when that 
hard necessity—under the pressure, perhaps, of ex- 
treme old age—did come upon them, and when, at 
last, reluctantly they claimed their due, be tld that 
to them but a niggard pittance should be measured 
out, and that because they did not rush forward to 
demand their pensions at once, they should not re- 
ceive any back pension at all. A proposal produc- 
tive of such effects he (Mr. 0.) could not counte- 
nance; and he hoped the committee would not coun- 
tenance it. 

The amendment was further debated by Messrs. 
REID of North Carolina, SEYMOUR’ of N ew 
York, and others. . 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate, it was decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 95, noes 33. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill to 
the House, and the question recurred on concurring 
with the amendments of the committee, 

The first amendment was concurred in. 

The second amendment was not concurred in, the 
vote being 55 in the affirmative, and 78 in the nega- 
tive; and the amendment of the Senate wag then 
agreed to by a majority of 76 to 58. 

The third amendment, limiting the commence- 
ment of pensions to the filing of the application, 
was next in order. Some debate ensued, in which 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, Mr. HOUSTON, Mr, 

HOLMES, and others took part. f 


and yet, > 


Mr. SAMPLE moved the previous question, and’ 
it was sustained by the House. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeasand nays, and 
they were ordered on the question of agreeing with 
theSenate’s amendment; and. being taken, resulted 
as follows: yeas 102, nays 63. 

So the.amendment was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. . 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 


them: j 

By Mr. PHCENIX: The petition of citizens of New York, 
praying Congress to make appropriations for the improve- 
ment ofthe navigation of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

By. Mr. DANA: The petition of 137 inhabitants of Bellona, 
Yates county, New York, for a reductionof postage, and 
the abolition of the franking privilege: referred to the Com- 
mittte on the Post Office and Post Roads. ae 
_ By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of sundry ‘citizens of 
Madison county, Mississippi, township 7, range 1 east, pray- 
ing Congress for a grant of land in lieu of the sixteenth sec- 
tion in said township, (which is of no value:) referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, F : 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The memorial of the board of 
internal improvement of the State of Michigan, for the remis- 
sion of duties on the importation of certain railroad iron. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Levi J. Hopkins, 
and 120 other citizens of Cayuga county, New York, pray- 
ing for the reduction. of postage, and the abolition of the 
franking privilege: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: A memorial signed by Thomas 
McKeen, David Barnet, and 35 other citizens of eastern 
Pennsylvania, against a repeal or any or change of the tariff 
act of 1842, x 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of Wm. Hagood and 136 
others, citizens of Lagrange, in the county of Lewis, State of 
Missouri, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the western waters: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Si 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The memorial and petitions of 
John Hurd, Amos Wilson, Wm. Davis, and James Combs, 
and about 155 others, praying a grant of certain lands for the 
extension of the Wabash and Erie canal, from Terre Haute 
to the Oho river. cor Meee 

By Mr. MCCLRRNAND: The petition of David Stiff, and 
90 others, citizens of Gallatin county, Ilinois, praying Con- 
gress to appropriate a quantity of refuse lands in the Shaw- 
neetown and Palestine land districts, ti IHinois, and in the 
Vincennes district in Indiana, for the improvement of the 
navigation of.the Great Wabash river: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 12, 1844. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented -a petition of Albert Wil- 
liams and Eliza A. Williams, of Oswego county, New York, 
praying a reduction of the rates of postage and the discon. 
tinuance of the franking privilege; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. ; 

Mr. T. presented two memorials of citizens of New York, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

Mr. T. also_presented thirty-four memorials of citizens of 
the State of New York, praying that no alteration may be 
made in the existing tariff; referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from citizens of 
Oneida county, New York, and a memorial of citizens of 
Shaftsbury, Vermont, severally praying that no alteration 
may be made in the existing tariff; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that the companies of horse artillery, in 
the service of the United States, may be restored to the con: 
dition in which they were previous to the reduction of the 
army in 1842; which was referred to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, 

Mr. S. also presented the proceedings of a meeting of citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, in Opposition to any 
change of the existing tariff}; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two Memorials of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying that no alteration may be made in the 
existing tariff’ until experience had demonstrated that a 
change of its provisions was necessary: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


petition from the citizens of 
Delaware, praying that no alteration 
may be made in the present tarift: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. WoopsRIDGE 
yesterday, was taken up and agreed to, viz; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the T 


with a view of prevention of frauds, 
general land sys- 
Proper protection of the interests of the nation 


Several adverse reports of the standing committees, upon 
private claims, were taken up and concurred in by the Sen- 
ate. 


adverse. report on the petition of Wm. G. Brown, of Hlinois, 
i paymaster of the Nlis 


is mi to lieon the table, and be 
printed. H 


Mr, ALLEN remarked that, a short time since, the senge 


of Tennessee, was read the third time; and the question 
then beiug, Shall the bill pass? : 

Mr. FULTON demanded the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and the question being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative, by yeas 31, nays 11, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Fulton, 
Hannegan, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, McDuttie, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, 
Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, ‘Upham, Walker, White, 


tor from Tennessee, (Mr. JaRNacin,] from the Committee 
on Glaims, made an adverse report in the case of Joseph 
Watson. Subsequently, however, to the investigation of 
the claims by that committee, additional evidence had been 
obtained, on which to predicate a motion to recommit the 
claim to that committee. He therefore made that motion, 
that there might be a revision of the case: agreed to. 

On motion by: Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate took up. for 
consideration the resolution, introduced by him on the 
22d of February last, calling upon the Secretary of the 


Navy to report to the Senate a co py of the proceedings of j 
pe court oF inquiry in the case oF Alexander Slidell Sac: and AOS age eg: Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Bucha-. 


nan, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Pearce, Tappan, and 
Woodbury—11. eo 


THE TARIFF--THE COMPROMISE ACT. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Finance, for the indefinite 
postponement of the bill introduced by Mr. MeDurrm, for 
reducing the rate of duties under the present tariff to the 
standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. CHOATE observed that it was not now his intention, 
nor had it ever been, to do anything so absurd as to engage 
in the-discussion of the general subject, the arguments ou 
which had been heretofore so thoroughly exhausted. The 
protection of American industry had been so ably and tri- 
umphantly vindicated, both in and out of Congress, that 
nothing new was left for him to add. He could not, for 
himself, consent to touch this question of protection as an 
open question. No doubt, to some extent, and for many ob- 
jects, the question may be said to be open; but it was in a 
limited sense, and confined to matters of mere detail. It was 
open to-day to consider whether the duties of 1789 were 
sufficient for protection; or whether the duties of 1928 were 
more than sufficient; but that the principle of protection 
itself was an open question he denied. He felt assured that 
those who built up this government and its institutions had 
in their hearts the purpose of insuring this very policy of 
protection to American industry, and‘ those who succeeded 
them had but carried out their principles to suit the altered 
condition of the country when they established the present 
protective policy. : 

For his own part, while he admired the’ability displayed in 
the dehate of this question since its introduction this session, 
he should consider it just as much a work of supererogation 
to rise with authorities for quotation, and books with leaves 
turned down, to defend the policy of protection at this day, 
as to defend magna charta, or the right of trial by jury. 

There was a question which, however, he admitted yet to 

be open; and it was, whether a given or proposed rate of 
duties leaves adequate protection to American industry. It 
was to,that question he now wished to address himself more 
particularly for afew moments. He considered the senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Bennon] as admitting’ the principle of 
giving adequate protection to home manufactures, such as 
could be given by duties for revenue, discriminating for 
both purposes. That senator recommends legislation to go 
back to the good old times of the first epoch of this govern- 
ment; but he does not advise the revival of any particular 
actsince 1789. If, however, he understood the senator 
from Missouri correctly, his principle was,to have the ad 
valorem duty assessed on the foreign value, and uot on the 
value in the markethere; the duty not in any case to ex- 
ceed 33} per cent. of that foreign value. How far that was 
practicable was, ceriainly, a question for discussion. 
+ But, a distinction should, in his (Mr. C.’s) judgment, be 
drawn between the past age and the present, which it 
appeared to him the senator from Missouri had overlooked. 
What was proper a half century ago, and for the first 25 
years of this government, might not be proper at the 
present moment. For the difference of circumstances, the 
vast changes iu systems of national policy, were to be ta- 
ken into consideration; and they would be found such 
as to justify if not to demand a policy differing in many re- 
spects from that which was suited for a different age and 
different circumstances. All these considerations were 
to be weighed before the perilous attempt should be 
made of breaking up the particular policy of protection 
which had grown up in this country within the last five and 
twenty years. He asked the Senate to look back to the 
Jaws of 1789, and inquire what were the views of the framers 
of these laws—what was the system of political economy by 
which they were guided? He averred that. whatever may 
have been the rate of duty by the tarif law of 1789, 
the law itself was expressly ‘made for the protection 
of American industry, just as much as the tariff law of 1824. 
He enumerated many of the articles which, under the tariff 
law of 1789, were subject to specific duties, and others sub- 
ject to ad valorem duties—in several instances, exceeding 
30 per cent. He then gave a history of the origin of the 
law of 1789. Mr. Madison proposed to the then Congress to 
pass a short dill of ten lines, modelled on the short act of 
1783 of six lines, which put specific duties on two or three 
articles, and a horizontal duty of 5 per cent. on every thing 
else imported; Mr. Madison’s proposition being to put 
specific duties on seven or eight articles, and an ad valorem 
duty on all other imports, with a view of obtaining an im- 
mediate supply of revenue. But Mr. Madison’s proposition 
was not adopted; and a discussion arose, in consequence of 
other propositions varying considerably, in which the prin- 
ciple of protection was advocated, vindicated, and recorded. 
Finally this principle prevailed in the bill which was 
adopted. sos 

Mr. McDUFFIF, inquired, if, in any of the propositions 
then under discussion, any imposition of duty half as high 
as the duties conceded by his (Mr. McD’s.) bill was advo- 
cated. oe 

Mr. CHOATE observed that his position was, that du- 
ties were advocated, vindicated, and recorded, for protec- 
tion, no matter whether the duty was high or low. It 
was the principle of protection that he wanted to show 
had been then advanced and maintained. __ A 

Mr. C. then gave a brief history of the discussion on the 
act of 1789, and enumerated its provisions. He also entered 
upon.a detailed history of the debate upon that bill, quoting 
many passages from the speeches of Mr. Madison, Mr. Fitz- 
simmons, and Mr. Hardy. On Mr. Fitzsimmons’s plan the bill 
was framed; and different gentlemen brought forward spe- 
cific articles for protection, forming amendments. Mr, C. 
B here stated that he would spare the Senate the reading of 


Mr. TAPPAN and Mr. TALLMADGE made some re- 
marks, showing the importance of having a publication of 
the official proceedings of the court-martial, which had not 
yet been made. 

Messrs. ` PHELPS, CRITTENDEN, and ARCHER op- 

posed the adoption of the resolution. They did not see that 
any legislation could be based on the procéedings of that 
court-martial, if they were reported to the Senate. The of. 
ficer alluded to had been legally tried and acquitted; and the 
republication of the proceedings of the trial would have the 
effect only of again a: itating the public mind on the sub- 
Ject, which had been long since quieted. 
_ Mr. WRIGHT said he rose to say a word upon this sub- 
ject with profound regret. He had deeply regretted that 
his honorable friend had felt it to be his duty “to make the 
call. Mr. W. remembered, most clearly, the feelings ex- 
cited in himself; and the feeling he witnessed in others 
here, by the transactions ont of which this call proceeds. 
The officers of that ship had passed through the ordeal es- 
tablished by the laws of the country, for their part in those 
transactions; and that passage had been quiet and orderly, 
and, on their part, so far as he knew, patient and submis- 
sive, : 

_ From the inquiry and the trial they had undergone, he be- 
lieved one result had been arrived at, to the conviction and 
satisfaction of all, That result was, that those officers, 
whatever impressions might be entertained of the correct- 
ness of their judgments and the soundness of their conclu- 
sions, were innocent of intentional error; that their hearts 
were free from offence. Upon the other side of those trans. 
actions he had not permitted his own mind to form conclu- 
sions, and he certainly should not permit his tongue to make 
an expression. 

Mr. Mackenzie, he believed, wasa citizen of his own 
State—a constituent of his colleague and himself; and,. as 
such,fhad a. right to expect their watchful attention upon 
a question of this character. ‘Phe second officer of that ves- 
sel, and the companion and adviser of Mr. Mackenzie, was 
also a citizen ofthe State, and the descendent of a family 
eminent in the revolutionary history of the country. Upon 
the other side of these transactions were also constituents 
of his honorable colleague and himself; and constituents as 
strongly demanding their regard to the officers of the ship, 
oras any other persons whatever. Upon all these parties, 
it appeared to him this call, and the publication of these 
proceedings, could have no other influence than to awaken 
recollections ofthe most painful character, and without 
any practical utility to the public, or to individuals, He did 
not understand it to be proposed that any legislative or oth- 
er action should follow the call. Publication of the pro- 
evedings was the whole object, as faras he understood it. 
In this aspect of the call, ifthe whole proceedings could be 
laid before the whole public; if they could pass through 
the newspaper press, and be laid before every reader, he 
could see that all the parties to these transactions might 
naturally and rationally desire the publication. This, he 
supposed, neither they nor the Senate could expect, as the 
call would produce, as such calls always had produced, a 
volume of two, or three, or five hundred pages, which few 
would read, and the newspaper press could not copy. All 
the public could see, therefore, would be limited extracts, 
‘Was there not ground to apprehend that such extracts would 
partial and garbled? He feared so. He feared none would 
make them but such as had ‘partial objects, and that the 
consequence of this official publication of these proceedings 
would be the constant unfair and unjust annoyance of all 
these parties, without enlightening the public mind upon 
the truth of the whole case. : 


These were the grounds ofhis regret that his honorable 
friend had félt compelled to urge the call, knowing and 
feeling, as he-did, thatthe motives of that senator were 
pure and patriotic. He must not, fora moment, be under- 
stood as casting a reflection upon him, or upon any one. 
He spoke under a feeling of regret, not of complaint; much 
less of censure. 

Still the call was here, and having reesived information, 
to some extent, as to the feelings of Mr. Mackenzie and his 
associates and friends in regard to it, his principal object in 
addressing the Senate was to say, as he felt authorized to 
‘Say, that they did not desire resistance against the call. 
With the question of principle which the Senate might sup- 
pose to be involved in such a call, they claimed no right to 
interfere; but so far as they might be considered personally 
interested, they made no objection to the publication of all 
the proceedings, in any way the Senate might think proper. 
They did not desire that any senator should oppose it from 
feelings personal to them, 

. Mr. W. said he should not oppose the call. He should 
vote for it. He sincerely doubted its utility; but his rela- 
tion to all these parties, in his judgment, forbade that he 
should make opposition to the publication. He. had spoken 
of the wishes of Mr. Mackenzie and his friends, made 
known to him, and he was sure that all the other parties to 
whom he had alluded, if the opportunity had been pre- 
sented, would have expressed the same wishes. He could 
not then, and he should not, resist the call; because, doubt- 
ing its expediency as he did, he could not consent that the 
suspicion should fali upon any of these parties of having 

rompted him to make such resistance, or upon himself of 
kaving made it under a wish to suppress the publication on 
their account. - f. E 

The question was then put on the resolution, and it was 
rejected. 


NAVAL DEPOT AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


‘The bill to establish a nagy-yard and depot at or adjacent 
to the city of Memphis, on the Mississippi river, in the State 


innumerable Passages from speeches on OCs 
strongly in favor of protection that he feared it De 
considered he was interpolating passages from the speeches 

made in 1624 or 1828 by the most.zealous advocates of pro- 

tection... Mr. Sherman even went so. far às to advocate « 
openly and avowedly a prohibitory duty ‘on tobac 
his motion was adopted nem. con. That, then; Mr. 4 
was as much an act for protection as’ the act of 1894: 


the senator from South Carolina said the ‘duties of tha 


this occasion, se 
gould be. 


tL 


-were small. So they-were; but the principle of protection 


was therein established and vindicated. “A choice ‘wag at 
that period and during that discussion -presented tô Con- 
gress between two bills—oné, that of Mr. Madison, for ‘reve 
enue alone—for bringing the most money antin the speed. : 
jest manner into the treasury; and the other, that.of Mr. 
Fitzsimmons, for both protection and revenue; atid the latter 
was the bill adopted. E find eat 

Mr. McDUFFIE begged the senator would not evade the 
question.as to the matter of fact what were the actual du~ 
ties on iron and’ what on cotton in that bill. ERRE 

Mr. CHOATE said it was impossible to state what rate of 
ad valorem duty wes equivalent to the specific duties of the 
act, not having the prices-current of the day to refer to:for 
calculating them. 

Mr, McDUFFIE observed that, as the senator declined: 
stating what the duties on these articles were, reduced to 
the ad valorem principle, he would tell him what they ace 
tually were. The duty on iron was 5 per cent.; on cotton: 
goods 7} per cent.; and on woollen goods 5 per cent.” $ 

Mr. CHOATE remarked that, in 1789, there was not an 
iron factory, not a cotton factory, hor a- woollen factory ‘in 
the United States, calling for protection; but the duties of 
the act on articles competing with home industry were, in 
many cases, he had no doubt, as high as from 30to 50 per 
cent. He proceeded to. show that, on those articles which. 
Fequited protection, the duties of the act against similar ar- 
ticles imported ‘were protective. 

He quoted Mr. Dallas’s arguments. on the act of 1816, in 
which he says that all the acts for revenue, passed since 
the commencement of the government, had for their object 
the encouragement ofhome industry by adequate protection: 

Passing strange (Mr. C. said) would it have been, if the 
fathers of the constitution had not maintained the doctrine 
of protection. He referred to an annanymous article, writ- 
ten from North Carolina, in 1787, to show that the American . 
system was then a favorite and prevailing doctrine, well 
understood. He said he had quoted this from a collection 
of tracts, which he found cited by the American Review. 
All these evidences of the prevailing sentiments of the 
great men of 1789 showed that there was a profound feel- 
ing even then, that, without building up the home manuface’ 
tures of young America, her independence would have 
proved but a barren sceptre. 

He referred to the processions which were got up to cele- 
brate the ratification of the constitution, and peony to 
one in Philadelphia, to show that as irrefragible evidence of . 
the sentiments of the people in favor of home manufac-. 
tures might be gleaned from the popular feeling evinced on 
that occasion, as from the debates of the period, to be found 
in Mr. Madison’s papers, or the congressional records; or 
even from the strongest passages in the volumes of the 
Federalist. He read a detailed account of the pageant in 
Philadelphia on the occasion referred to, and commented 
upon it, as evincing the spirit of the times, and showing the 
force of public opinion in favor of protecting and fostering 
the manufacturing interests of that time. ‘4 

He next proceeded to show, that from 1789 to 1816, th 
manufacturing interest in the United States’ had not only 
multiplied its value, but changed its nature; he stated that, 
so largely had it grown, that it presented a much broader 
mark for the slings and arrows of foreign competition than 
it did before, and consequently trusted more to protection. 
The principle of protection having been established with the 
establishment of the government itself, whenever it became 
necessary to extend it, the statesmen of 1816 and 1924 might 
be defended for the extension they found necessary by the 
policy of their fathers of 1789. 

The value of mechanical labor was appreciated by every 
one who had participated in this debate, no matter of what 
party. In passing a high eulogium upon the mechanical 
arts, and upon artisan labor, Mr. C. referred to the works ‘of 
Adam Smith to show his sense of the advantagss. resulting 
from that species of industry, both in a social and national 
point of view. i 

There was one reason, if no other existed, why his (Mr. 
C.’s) affections should be enlisted in favor of manufactures 
and mechanical labor; and it was, that in all ages, and all 
countries, they had been uniformly found the handmaids of 
liberty, the instruments of civilization, and the forerunners 
of democratic institutions. . 

He acknowledged that he felt great solicitude to rescue 
the legislators of 1816 and 1524 from the aspersion of being 
millionary capitalists and trading politicians, perverting the 
legislative power for sinister purposes. He adverted to the 
peculiar circumstances of the country in 1816, at the termi- 
nation of the late war, which had placed it in a condition 
that called for new developments ‘of national policy. It 
was atime when cvery American citizen felt that there 
should be a rally of patriotism for a renewed, a regenerated 
nationelity. The patriots of that day felt the stain it would 
be to leave the country subject to such humilties and pri- 
vations as it had just emerged from. Hence grose the pres- 
ent protective system. Therefore, it was unkind and un- 
just to impute to those men who had made this rally other 
than the obvious patriotic motives by which they were ac- 
tuated. They might well defend themselves from every 
assault upon their principles and motives, by a reference to 
the solicitude of the founders of the government for the 
fostering protection of domestic manufactures. 

Here Mr. C. intimated to the Senate that he felt exhausted, 
and hoped, if agreeable to the Senate, that the subject would 
be passed over informally. , $ 

Mr. WOODBURY rose to move an adjurnment; but 

Mr. ARCHER said there were some references to be 
made in secret session, which would not occupy more than 
five minutes’ time. y 5 gan 

On motion, it was agreed, that, when the Senate ad- 
journed, it should be to Monday next. : 

The Senate then went into executive session, and, after ¢ 
some time speat therein, adjourned, —- ieee ES 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. ->.. 
_ Farpay, April 12; 1844.7 0 aut 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. - - 

_ Mr, WELLER rose and moved a suspension ‘of the rules, 
in ordér that the House might resolve itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a view, he 
said, tothe transaction of the publie business, , 

. Mr. CAUSIN asked the gentleman from Ohio to give way 
for a moment, that he might present certain resolutions of 
the legislature of Maryland. i : í 
' Leave being granted, i 

Mr: CAUSIN, by leave, presented a resolution of the le- 
gislature of the State of Maryland, requesting the members 
Fon said State in the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States to give their prompt and: earnest attention to the 
Dill providing for the transfer of the stock’ held by the Uni- 
ted States in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to 
the State of Maryland, and to expedite the passage’ of said 
act through the said House by every means in their power; 
which resolution was commìtted to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state ofthe Union. 


Mr. C., by leave, also presented a resolution of the legis- 
lature of the State of Maryland, requestiig the senators and 
representatives from said State in the Congress of the United 
States to use their exertions to effect the passage ofa law 
by that body making the rescue of any runaway slave from 
the master, or person authorized to apprehend the same, a 
criminal offence, punishable by imprisonment in all cases 
where the party offending shall not be able to remunerate 
the injured party in damages; which resolution was referred 
to.the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. C., by leave, also presented a resolution of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Maryland, requesting the senators and 
Toprerentatiyes of the said State in the Congréss of the Uni- 
ted States to use their best exertions to have the bridges 
over the eastern branch of the Potomac made free; which 

. resolution was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WELLER then renewed his motion for a suspension 
of the rules. G 

Mr. PHOENIX asked leave to introduce a bill. 

Objections were made, and leave was not granted. 

The order of business, being the reception of reports from 
committees, was called for, 

Mr. HENLY observed that he had business to present to 
the House which had been deferred for the last six weeks. 
He was determined to have an opportunity to gét through 
with the business which was thus accumulating upon his 
hands, or hetwould know the reason why. 

On the motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of go- 
ing into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the yeas and nays were demanded and ordered 3 and, being 
taken, resulted thus: yeas 70, nays 81. 

So the rules were not suspended. . 

The SPEAKER said that reports from the standing com- 
mittees were jn order, and commenced valling for them. 

The committee of Foreign Relations being called— 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland begged leave to inquire of 
the Chairman of that committee if they were to expect a re- 
port this session on the memorial of the Colonization society. 

: ne J. INGERSOLL replied that a report might be ex- 
pected. 1 

On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
bt discharged from the consideration of the petitions of Jane 
Bean, Lydia Baker, Mary Sampson, Gertrude Thomas, Sa- 
yah Foster, widow of Joshua Foster, Lucy Preston, Sarah 
Hammond, widow of John Hammond, deceased, Mary Green, 
Susannah Kimball, Elizabeth Randolph, . Irena Marshall, 
Nancy Richardson, the widow of James Richardson, Sarah 
Scovel, Alanson Bills, Jonathan Chandler, William Kerr, 
Stephen Hedger, Mott Wilkenson, Samuel Larrabee, John 
E. Milligan, David Mellen, John M. Roseberry, William 
Stubblefield, Randal Smith, and Thomas Howard. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be laid on the table. 


Nr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Arsenath Or 
vis. widow of Gersham Orvis, accompanied by a bill for her 
relief; which bill was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of William Cotton; which 
was laid on the table, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported an amendatory bill for the relief of Jonathan 
peon; which was committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFY, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of Robert Monroe, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which bill was read a first and second 
time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Margaret Evans; end that it be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr CULLOM, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be dig- 
charged from the consideration of the petitions of Thomas 
Hannigan, Jesse Cline, and Joseph H. Gilman, and that the 
petitions be laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLUM, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report upon the petitions of Amasa Brown and Jacob Colvin; 
which were laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr, OWEN, 


Ordered, That the Commitiee on Roads and Canals be dis- 
‘charged from the consideration of the case of Henry M. 
oe and that it be referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 
On motion of Mr, OWEN, 
Grdered, That. the Committee on Roads and Canal be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of Joshua 
: W. Kirk, relative to a guard for steamboats; and that. it be 
laid on the table, 
Mr, OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and Canals, to 
» which was referred the bill from the Senate, entitled “An 
act confirming and assenting te an act of the legistature of 


ting the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company,” reported the 
same without amendment. 7 7 


Ordered, The the said bill be committed to a Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported the following resolution; which was read 
and agreed-to; : 

Whereas, from the great difficulty in ascertaining, even 
after a view of the models or draughts now in the pos- 


Session of the Patent Office, for what inventions patents 


have. issued, much time and labor, and often heavy ex- 
penses, are incurred by persons in different sections 
of the United States, in -perfecting what they con- 
ceive to, be inventions originating with. themselves, but 
which, to their mortification, and often great pecuniary 
loss, they find, upon application at the Patent Office, to have 
been already sccured by other persons, thus rendering their 
long and frequently expensive labors not only nugatory, 
but absolutely discouraging to future attempts to render 
service to the community and reflect honor on our country. 
And whereas large sums are annually paid into the Patent 
Office, and for patents—the investments thereof, after de- 
ducting necessary expenses, amounting annually to about 
$10,000—which surplus could be advantageously applied to 
the benefit of the numerous class of citizens whose genius 
leads them to the discovery of new and useful inuentions, 


and to whose benefit it seems reasonable that some portion | 


of the advantage received by the public should revert; 
therefore : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be, and they are 
hereby directed to inquire into the expediency of making 
the'necessary appropriation out of the patent fund to pur- 
chase an ample collection of scientific and other necessary 
books, to provide for the publication and distribution of the 
descriptions and drawings of the inventions for which pat- 
ents have heen granted; also what other provisions are ne- 
cessary to give greater efficiency to the office, and a more 
perfect arrangement of the models and drawings within the 
extent of the fund arising from patents, and that the com- 
mittee report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Patents, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Stephen McCormack; 
which was laid on the table. Pe 

On motion of Mr. OWEN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petitions from citizens 
of Ohio and Minois, for an appropriation for the continua- 
tion of the national road; and that they be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PRATT presented a letter from Mr. W. H. Ward to 
the Committee on the Public Buildings and Grounds, in re- 
lation to the use of cast iron for various parts of the contem- 
plated new building for the use of the War and Navy De- 
partments; which letter was laid on the table. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, made a report upon the 
subject ofappropriating ground for the erection thereon of 
a national monument, accompanied by a joint resolution for 
land for a national monument; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. P., from the sime committee, reported a bill for an ad- 
dition to the Patent Office; which was read a first a second 
time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. PRATT, from the same committee, reported a joint 
resolution, appropriating $500 towards defraying the ex- 
pense of watering and cleaning Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr BURKE moved to lay it on the table; but subsequent- 
ly withdrew the motion. 

Mr: SUMMERS objected that this was an appropriation of 
money, which could not be done in the form of a joint res- 
olution. If the appropriation was to be made, it must be 
done in the form of a law. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays resulted thus—-yeas 81, nays 86. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. k 

Aftera conversation . between Messrs, ADAMS, HOUS- 
TON, BURKE, PRATT, and others, the resolution was re- 
committed to the Committee on Public- Building, that its 
form might be changed to that of a bill. 

Mr. NES, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported the following bills, and they were read twice, and 
committed: 

A bill for the relief of Asa Davies, 

A bill for the relief of Daniel W. Church. 

Mr. R. SMITH, from the same committee, made adverse 
eon in the cases of John Howard and Darius Haw- 

kins. : 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
made an adverse report on the petition of John Sweeney; 
and, on his motion, that committee was discharged from the 
consideration of the memorials of citizens of Maine, Mas- 
sachuseits, and New Hampshire, in relation to the break- 
water at Lane Cove. 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the annual estimates from 
the Post Office Department, which were a few days ago re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
by mistake, were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Commerce, report- 
edl abill to authorize the erection of light houses and for 
other purposes; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. PHOENIX, from the same committee, reported a bill 
making provision for warehousing certain merchandise 
a for other purposes; which was read twice and commit. 
ted. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, reported hack Senate bill incorporating George. 
town College; which, after some conversation, was com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. - 

By SPEAKER announced that the morning hour had ex- 
pired. 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the House resolved it. 
self into Commitice ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wixtunop in the chair) and proceeded te the con: 


Virginio, entitled an act further to amend the act incorpora. | 
| .tain moneys in the treasur 


sideration of bill No. 133, making an appropriation of cer 
for the naval service, 

The bill was debated by Messrs. PARMENTER, 
SCHENCK, and C. JOHNSON. , 

. Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise and report 
the bill. 

Mr. JAMESON said he hoped the committee would not 
rise; but that this bill would be laid aside, and that the com- 
mittee would take up the bill (No. 119) making’ appropria- 
tions for the payment of losses sustained by the Missouri 
volunteers inthe Florida war, -> g $ 

The question was taken on the motion to rise, and decided 
in the affirmative. k 

The committee rose, and reported the bill. 

The bill was then, after being ordered to be engrossed, 
read the third time, and passed. 2 . 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, for the consideration of private 
bills. J 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the 
purpose of taking up the bill making appropriations for the 
army. 2 

Mr DROMGOOLE inquired if the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, did not take 
precedence over the motion to go into Committee of the 

` Whole. 

The SPEAKER said that it was in order to move to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union at 
any time, but the motion made first would take precedence. 
The next business in order, however, was the consideration 
of private bills. 

Mr. VANCE then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. ELMER moved to suspend the rules for the purpose 
of going into Committee of the Whole onthe state of the 
Union. $ 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays on the question; 
which being ordered and taken, resulted in—yeas 78, nays 
8l. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER observed that there were several bills on 
his table on their engrossment, which would be taken up; 
and : 
On motión of Mr. HOLMES, the bill for the relief of John 
Frazer and George A. Trenholm was taken up, the question 
heing on its engrossment. 

The bill was debated by Messrs. SIMONS, GRINNELL, 
BOWLIN, ELMER, HOLMES, TUCKER, and GIDDINGS. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question, and it was sus- 
tained by the House. 

Mr. FICKLIN called for the yeas and nays onthe ques- 
tion of engrossment, but they were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the engrossment of 
the bill, and 47 voted in the affirmative, and 49 in the nega- 
tive—heing less than a quorum. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Vaner and TIBBATTS 
were appointed, and they reported 73 in the affirmative, and 
46 in the negative. The bill was then read the third time 
and passed. 

The House next took up on its engrossment, the bill for 


. the relief of Daniel Grant, and other owners of the fishing 


schooner James and Henry. ` 

The bill was opposed by Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, and ad- 
vocated by Messrs. HALE, BRINKERHOFF, DUNLAP, 
SEVERENCE, and WINTHROP. 

After which, the question being put on ordering itto he 
engrossed for a third reading, it was decided in the afirma- 
tive. 

It was then reada third; and on the question, Shall this 
bill pass? 

Mr, CAVE JOHNSON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and decided 
in the aftirmative—yeas 78, nays 52, 

So the bill was passed. 

The bill for the relief of Levi Eldridge and others, wasfnext 
taken up and read. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the reading of the report; 
which was read. 

The bill was then, after being ordered to be engrossed, 
read the third time and passed. 


NARRATIVE OF THE EXPLORING EXPEDI~ 
TION. 


The bill extending the privilege of co yright to the au- 
thors of the Narrative and Account of the exploring ex- 
pedition was taken up. 

Some debate ensued, in which Messrs. HALE, HOLMES, 
MARSH, J. R. INGERSOLL, OWEN, ADAMS, J. W. 
DAVIS, BURKE, WELLER, STEENROD, C. JOHNSON, 
SIMONS, BARNARD, McDOWELL, SCHENCK, . and 
others took part. 

On motion by Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL, the further consid- 
eration of the Dill was postponed until Friday next. 

_ Mr. DUNCAN moved that when the House adjourn, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

The yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. DUNCAN withdrew the motion, and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. HENLEY: The papers in the case of John Hogg, 
an applicant for a pension as a revolutianary soldier, were 
withdrawn from the files, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Thos. W. Jordan, 
ot Portsmouth, Ya., asking for pay for services rendered by 
him in the capacity of purser on board the Onkehye: refer- 
red to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of General Thomas Har- 
per, William Sawyer, sad 86 others, citizens of Lyken’s 
valley, Dauphin county, Pa., ‘protesting against any inter- 
ference with the iariff of 1842. 

_ By Mr. CHAS. M. READ: ‘The memorial of Lewis Mar- 
tin and 198 citizens of Richland, Huron and Erie counties, 
in Ohio, asking an appropriation for repairing and centinu- 
ing the work on. theharbor at ermillion, on Lake Erie 
Also, the memorial of A.C. Swfnn and 65 citizens of Erie 


28TH CONG LST SESS. ` 
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“county, Pennsylvania, without party distinction, approving 
of ‘the. tariff of 1642, and ‘remonstrating against Congress 
making any modification.” Also, the memorial of Joseph A 
Rankin and 100 citizens of Clarion county,’ Pennsylvania, 
ofthe same unport, and remonstrating against the passage 
ofthe bill reported-by the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Also, the remonstrance of John King and 38 citizens of Me- 
Kean county, Pennsylvania, against any alteration: of the 
tariff Of 1842. Also, the memorial of Lyman Robison and 
28 citizens of Watisburg, Erie county, of the same import. 
Also, two petitions, signed by B. Bartholomew and 145 oth- 
` ers, of Warren county, Pennsylvania, raying Congress to 
establish a mailroute on the road from usselburg to Sugar 
Grove, in said county, and to establish a post office at 
. ‘Beachwood Four Corners. Also, the memorial of J. B. 
Loomas arid 71 citizens of Clarion county, asking a reduc- 
tion in the rates of postage, and remonstrating against the 
present rates as unjust and oppressive. : : 
” By Mr. WETHERED: The memorial of John Williams, 
George Riley, and 102 others, in the neighborneod of Frank“ 
Un and Powhatan, Maryland, earnestly remonstrating 
against any charge in the tariff law of 1843, which is restor- 
ing the country to prosperity. 

y Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of John J. McCaughan 
and sundry other citizens of Harrison county, Mississippi, 
praying a grant of certain lands in said county, in lieu of 
certain sixteenth, sections, which are valueless or other- 
wise appropriated: ‘referred to the Committee on Public 

. Lands.. The ‘petition of William C, Seaman, of Biloxi, Mis- 
sissippi, praying indemnity for the loss of the schooner Paw- 
line, seized, condemned, and sold, under an alleged forfeit- 
ure of her coasting license: which'was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. me 

By Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The memorial of citizens 
of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
any alteration in the existing tariff law of 1842. 

By Mr. AUGUSTUS C, DODGE: The petition of citizens 
of Des Moines county, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from. Burlington via Henry Settle’s and. John 
Salliday’s, in Benton township, to Too. sborough, in Louisa 


county, Jowa: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. The petition of citizens of Lee county, 
earnestly remonstrating against a repeal of the act of March 
3, 1843, which provides for'rerunning and remarking the 
northern boundary of the half-breed tract,- (so calle’) in 
the county of Lee: referred to the Committee on the Judi 


_ ciary. 
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Sarurpay, April 13, 1844: 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, by leave, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House an authentic copy of the contract 
for making the sixth mile of the Cumberland road west of 
Zanesville, Ohio; together with a copy of the notes. of Mr. 
Knight, on which the contract was founded; and the notes 
of Mr. Carpenter, according to which the contract was com- 

leted; and copies of the depositions of John Kerr and John 
Brady; and also the survey of James Boyle and Charles 
Roberts. $ ` 


On motion of Mr, SUMMERS, by leave, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
‘hereby, requested to furnish to this Housé-copies of any 
letters. or communications which may have been received 
at that department from Commodore M. C. Perry, command- 
ing the United States naval forces on the western coast of 
.Aftica, touching the condition of the colonial settlements 
on that coast, orin reference to any intercourse or negotia- 
tions which he may have held with the native tribes, - 

.. Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the, purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to finish the con- 
sideration of the army appropriation bill, which, 
gome time since, was laid aside to enable the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to act on the bill from the Com- 
mitteee on Retrenchment to regulate the pay of the 


army. > : : 
Mr. VANCE hoped the House would not agree 
to the motion, and thereby set-aside the private cal- 
endar. : 
Mr. DROMGOOLE called the gentleman from 
Ohio to order, remarking that the subject was not 
debatable. : 
‘Mr. RAMSEY ‘called for the yeas and nays; and, 
being ordered, they resulted thus: yeas 90, nays 57. 
So the rules were suspended. i 
So the Hoùse resolved itself into Committee of the 
‘Whole, (Mr. Werren in the Chair,) and resumed 
the.consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the pay of the army. - ‘ : 
‘Mr. McKAY proposed to amend the bill by in- 
creasing the item of appropriation for the pay proper, 
-iw ọrder to make it conform to the bill which lately 
. passed the House regulating the pay of the army, 
and establishing the salary system, and dispensing 
_ With allowances for subsistence,&c. ‘The aggregate 
appropriation, hé said, would not be increased, 
though it was necessary that this item should be in- 
creased. : 
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proposing to regulate the appropriations according to 


a system. proposed in a bill which had not become à+ 


law. z 

The amendment waè debated by Messrs. BAR- 
NARD, WHITE, J. A. BLACK, HALE, and 
J- R. INGERSOLL. - : ` : 

Mr. HOUSTON (in reply to` some remarks from 
Mr. Wurre) said he could not understand thé ob- 
ject of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Wauire.] 

e seems to have great fears of giving offence to the 
Senate; and says that, by adopting this amendment,we 
will be guilty of discourtesy to. that-body. Mr. 
H. did not think. so; he understood that we were the 
immediate representatives of the people, and cer- 
tainly presumed to know their interests and desires; 
we were responsible to them, and not to the Senate. 
His course in legislation had been, and ever should 
be, independent of the opinions or views of any 
other department of the government. His guide had 
been, and ever should be, the interest of the people; 
and when he believed their interest required particu- 
lar action from him, if it were not in conflict with 
the constitution, he would so act, regardless of the 
opinions of the Senate; and. in that action, he.would 
not “consider himself discourteous to that body. 
This House had passed a bill which was now before 
the Senate, retrenching the expenditures of the gov- 
ernment; we had, by that act, declared certain ofi- 
cers to be unnecessary and useless; we had also re- 
duced and curtailed other expenditures, and ‘it is 
now for the Senate, upon its own proper responsi- 
bility to the country, to pass or reject that’ bill; 
the representatives of the people have indicated 


. their will, and if the Senate choose to: disregard 


it, let them do so. We have donc our du~ 
ty; and I desire the ‘people to know it. We 
have proposed a retrenchment, (I do not know the 
precise amount, though large;) and if the Senate re- 
fuse to concur with us, let them say so, and let the 
country decide between us. Mr. H. said he would 
not consent to.place himself and this House in the 
ridiculous attitude of passing a bill declaring certain 
officers and salaries useless, and immediately upon 
the heels of that proposed retrenchment, pass a bill 
making appropriations for those very officers and 
salaries. He hoped this House would never be 
guilty of so gross.an inconsistency. Let us but do 
our duty, and leave the results to our constituents. 
By them he was willing to be judged. To their de- 
cision he would cheerfully submit. He was unwil- 
ling, however, to acknowledge such responsibility to 
the Senate. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wuite] says the passage of a bill through this 
House is not even presumptive evidence that it will 
pass the Senate. He thought otherwise, and would 
act accordingly. He presumed the Senate would do 
its duty; and it was its duty to pay great defer- 
ence to the action of this House, the immediate 
representatives of the people, and fresh from the 
bosom of their constituency. If other gentlemen are 
subservient to the other branch of the national legis- 
lature, let them be so. He knew it was competent 
for the Senate to reject our retrenchment bil. It was 
also competent for that body, in that event, to so 
change this bill as to make it conform to their ac- 
tion on the other. They can reject this provision if 
they choose; and if they reject the other bill, he pre- 
sumed they would add appropriations to this, so as 
for them to conform to each other; and when the 
Senate shall have so acted, and sent the bills back 
to us, then will be our time for action. when We find 
that the Senaté.is determined to defeat the economy 
and saving of the public money we propose. Then 
we will be driven to the fatal necessity of yielding to 
their extravagance; until then, he would not pre- 
sume the Senate intended to disregard the will of the 
people, and trample their interests under foot. 


Mr. T. SMITH said he was of the opinion that 
this House ought to make its action consistent. 
‘When the retrenchment -bill was taken up, this bill 
was laid aside, that the House might be advised as 
to what alterations they were disposed to make, and 
make the appropriations: to correspond with these 
alterations. They had sed that retrenchment, 
making areduction of about half a million of dollars; 
but gentlemen said that bill was not yet a law, and 
that this House must await the action of the Senate. 


AT ONE DOLLAR PER SESSION, . 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 17, 1844. o 
Mr. VANCE observed that the geneman. was 


propriations as if no. such act:had. been pe 


Mr. WHITE wished to say:a very few words in 
reply tothe gentleman from Indiana. © The genile- 
man said that this. bill was. not to conform tothe 


. law as it was, butto: the law as‘it is... Now that Was 


ust what ‘he wanted. The law, asit was, had hot 
een changed one iota by the passage of the re- 
trenchment:bill. a4 f i fe 

Mr. SMITH said his reference was to the law, 
so far as this House. was concerned; and he so 
stated ‘it. ee , : 

Mr. WHITE. | That was ‘true, but'the terms of 
the gentleman were calculated to ‘mislead. . He cone 
tended that the House should now act. in reference 
to.the existing laws; for the mere passage of the re~ 
trenchment bill, without the action of the Senate and 
executive, had not changed the existing státe- of 
things: To pass the bill with this: amendment 
would be legislation without precedent, and an 
anomaly on our statute book; it would be legislation 
in reference to an act not consummated in the other 
body. If the retrenchment bill had‘passed the.Sen- 
ate, he would have seen great propriety in voting for 
the amendment; but as it, had not passed: that body, 
the House had no right to legislate in reference to it. 
Now, he would say to all those. who voted forthat 
bill, now hanging in the Senate, (the army. retrench- 
ment bill,)—and he-would say it with the utmost re- 
spect—that that bill, from the beginning to the end, 
was a bundle of imperfections and absurdities; -as 
well as a piece of injustice to our little army. Mr. 
W. then went on to explain his objections to that 
bill. “Why wasit, he asked, that the spirit of econ- 
omy had so suddénly got into the democratic party 
on the eve of á presidential election? When was it 
that the army was so suddenly raised up from:8,000 
to 12,000 men? It was in the democratic’. Congress . 
of 1838, and the pay of the army was inċreašed, at 
that time, to what it now is. When was the armi 
cut down to the present skeleton establishment? It 
was in the whig Congress of 1840. Now that the 
army was brought down to the present skeleton es- 
tablishment, he would not cut down its pay; and , 
least of all would he do iton the eve of. a presiden- 
tial election. : : 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana rose to ask the genile- 
man a question. The gentleman stated that the 
Congress of 1838 was a democratic Congress. Now, 
he would ask the gentleman if he was not mistaken 
in that statement. .He had a perfect recollection 
that the House of Representatives, in 1838, wasa 
whig House. - : os othe 

Mr. WHITE observed that the gentleman sechi- 
ed to be a long way behind the: history of the times. 
He could inform him that, during the whole term of 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration, there was no. period 
in it that the democratic: party had ‘not a majority 
in both Houses. : Now, to return to the army bill. 
He would go: for no retrenchment on thn eve of a 
presidential election; but he particularly objected to 
the retrenchment bill as unequal and unjust “In re~ 
trenching either the army or the'navy, he would 
take the information of men conversant with both 
branches of the service, and on that information he 
would regulate the pay of: both commensurate with 
the services performed, and the importance of the 
stations they filed. Mr. W. continued his remarks 
in opposition to the retrenchment bill, and particu- 
ly objected to the reduction of pay. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK replied; and gave a, statement 
of the pay of the officers of the army as regulated 
by the retrenchment bill, to show that it was gradu- 
ated on a scale both liberal and just. A major gen- 
eral gets over $5,000, and a brigadier zeneral $3,700 
per annum. ‘The lowest colonel of the army gets ¢8 
a day. : Now, he would suppose that the services of 
the honorable gentleman from Kentucky were worth 
as much to his country: as. a. colonel’s; and yet the 
gentleman was contending that the colonel did not 
get enough. ee 
“After showing the liberal pay allowed to the other 


` officers, Mr. B. remarked thai the lowest lieutenant 


#14 


now gets more than a captain during the last war. 
Now, if this'scale of salaries was niggardly, he did 
not know what liberality meant. ` In conclusion, 
Mr. B. said that whether the retrenchment bill pass- 
ed the Senate or not, the argument ofthe gentleman 
would not apply to the question before the House. 
The gentleman’s. argument might go against action 
at this time; but not against the amendment. . 

‘Mr. DROMGOOLE ‘expressed: his regrets that 
any allusion had been.made to the probable action 
of the Senate on the army retrenchment bill. He 
was inclined to believe that any argument-in relation 
to the probable action either of the executive or the ; 
Senate ought never to be used in this House. The 
House was responsible to the country for its action, . 
without reference to the other branch of ‘the legisla- 
ture, which acted on its responsibility, and: in ac- 
cordance with the dictates of its own judgment. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuire] seem- 
ed to have founded his remarks on some floating. 
idea of the state of things during the last Congress, 
and the relative condition of the two Houses to 
each other. He should not follow the gentleman in 
his discussion of the army retrenchment bill passed 
by this House, which he had denounced in no meas- 
ured terms. He conceived: it irrelevant to discuss 
that now. He conceived it disrespéctful to speak in 
harsh terms of the action which had been had upon 
it; and, he (Mr. Dromeéoorr) certainly would not 
do it; nor.could ‘he agree with the gentleman from 
Kentucky in his supposition that his friend. who-in- 
troduced it had done it in-reference to the coming 
presidential election. Could they suppose that that 
gentleman had any such ‘object?’ No. His charac 
ter and standing would preclude such an imputation, 

Mr. WHITE disclaimed any such imputation. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE resumed, and said he could 
not understand the inuendoes of the gentleman in 
any other way. Allusion had’ also been had to the 

- Supposed action of the Senate; but he be ged leave 
to-say that the composition of the two Houses of 
Congress had been changed since the last Congress, 
and now they were not governed by out-of-door ar. 
Tangements among themselves. In the Senate, at 
the commencement of the last Congress, a rule was 
laid down, to which this branch con ormed; for it was 
repeatedly said here that there was an iron rule en- 
acted out of doors from which no departure could be 
had. There was, however, no such state of things 
now, thank God for it, and the change on the public 
sentiment. eo 

[The honorable gentleman here read the resolutions 
introduced into the Senate of the United States at the 
commencement of the extra session of the 27th Con- 
ress, in 1841, to prescribe and limit the business of 
that eaen 

He begged especially to call the attention to the 
phraseology of these resoultions by which it would 
be seen that the Senate of the United States under- 

. took to prescribe the business of the Congress of the 
United States. To be sure, these resolutions were 
laid on the table; but the action of each branch was 
conformed to them, and hence by caucus delibera- 
tions and out-of-door arrangement, was a limitation 
made of the business of Congress. If he was mis- 
taken in this, he should be glad to be set right, and 
there were several gentlemen on this floor who could 
set him right if he was in error. The gentleman 
trom Kentucky had then the honor to preside over 
this body, and as such high officer he had the power 
to give complexion to the committees of this House. 
But such arrangement, he repeated, would not do 
now. They had been vetod by a popular, and not 
an executive veto; and that state of t ings had been 
changed by the voice of the communi > and this 
House was now permitted to exercise its constitu- 

- tional rights to legislate according to their own disg- 
cretion under their own solemn responsibilities, 

It was objected to the proposition now made, that 
it did not conform to existing laws; but it was con- 
sistent, as he anderstood, with a measure which had 
previously received the action of this House. It 
was said that the measure which had heretofore 
passed this House had not become a law. Why, 
such an objection “might be raised to every act of 
this House until it received the concurrence of the 
Senate and the approval of the executive; but what 
would be the result in practice of such arguments. 
Must they totally disregard what they had 
done, or await in solemn silence the action of 
the. Senate and of the executive, until their 
pleasure was known. Would it not be better, 
and more consistent with the dignity of this House, 
to await the action of other branches of this govern- 
ment, and ascertain the fate of the appropriation bills, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
before other measures were 
principle: established thereby? Would they not 
then be obnoxious to the charge of inconsistency 
and insincerity? It was the duty of this House to 
perfect its own measures; and if the Senate could 
not concur in them, that body could amend them. 
Would it be right for-any gentleman to rise here, 
and quote the supposed opinions of the'éxecutive to 
influence the-action of this House? Any gentleman 
who should do so, would subject himself to be 
called to order. Sincerely desiring to promote retrench- 
ment and economy.as far as -he sould, noe for any 
temporary party purposes, it was perfectly imma- 
terial to A Gece they began-here or in the 


. Senate. He hoped the House would make this bill 


conform to the other, which had been passed, and 
leave the Senate to discharge its duty, under its con- 
stitutional obligations. . ` 

Mr. McDOWELL. next addressed. the House. 
He was surpised to hear such language from the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, when not a word came 
from that quarter, when the retrenchment bill was 


before the committee, in behalf of the poor soldier. - 


The people had long enough had the cry of retrench- 
ment in their ears; and they wished now to see some 
of its fruits. He professed to be a partisan, and he 
desired to see one man elevated, on account of the 
principles he professed; but he would not advocate 
such measures for the sole purpose of making a little 
paltry political capital. He then reviewed the con- 
test of 1840, and the result to the people in increas- 
ed taxation. 

What other reforms had they carried out in prac- 
tice. They promised the country that the expendi- 
tures of the government should be reduced to the 
standard of the economical administration of Mr. 
Adams. How had they fulfilled that promise? He 
appealed to the gentleman to state whether his party 
had redeemed the pledges which they had made to 
the people of the United States. No, there was no 
whig who dared rise in his place and assert that they 
had carried out their promises, During the two 
years that the whig party were in power, the Whig 
Congress appropriated fifty-eight millions of the peo- 

le’s money. Not content with two sessions, as had 

een the custom of this government, an extraordi- 
nary session was called, to relieve the sufferings of 
the people by adding to their burdens. That was 
the relief which they afforded to the eople. Jt was 
proclaimed that the government was ankrupt when 
the whigs came into power, with a debt of thirty or 
forty millions of dollars; yet, the moment they at- 
tained power, their first act was to throw away the 
proceeds of the public lands. Their object was 
to produce a vacuum in the treasury, which 
would afford an apology for taxing the people by 
means of an enormous tariff upon all articles of 
necessity which the people required. And yet 
gentlemen came forward and talked about the glo- 
rious whig Congress. The gentleman had par- 
ticularized one act—viz: the cutting down the ex- 
penses of the army from twelve to eight millions of 
dollars. By whose’ votes was this effected? There 
were eighty democratic votes in the affirmative, and 
only twenty-three whig votes. To whom, then, he 
asked, belonged the ‘credit of passing the measure? 
Did not the democratic votes show that they were 
the reform party? What other glorious acts were 
passed during the two years when the whigs had 
pro There was one which would be remem- 

ered as long as the government itself should stand; 
one which would meet the disapprobation of all 
honest men. That glorious act was called the bank- 
rupt act. That act would not bear the investigation 
or mature consideration of their own party. But a 
short time elapsed before the thunder peals of popu- 
lar indignation were heard; and they came back and 
retraced their steps, and repealed the act; but the 
mischief had been accomplished. He hoped this 
House, after passing an ‘act making a reduction in 
the expenses of the government of something like 
half a million of dollars, would not again draw 
back, and replace that burden upon the people. 

Messrs. HITE and BRENGLE simultane- 
ously rose; but the floor was awarded by. the 
CHAIRMAN tothe latter gentleman, inasmuch ag 
the gentleman from Kentucky had already address- 
ed the committee. 

Mr. BRENGLE advocated the amendment, giv- 
ing it as his opinion that the House having delibe- 
rately sanctioned the reduction of the army expen- 
ditures, the appropriation for that purpose ought to 
conform to that determination. As to the Senate, 
the most entire harmony with that body might be 
secured by the established modes of proeedure, 


passed to carry out the 


-Each House ought to look to the propriety of its 
“own action, irrespective of any other. The judg- 
ment of this House now stood: recorded that a 
smaller sum should be applied to the expenses of 
the army, and had fixed that sum; and now, was it 
-right that, because the Senate might hot concur, this 
House should. appropriate more than it had judged 
expedient for the object?.. Certainly not. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jos. R. INGERSOLL] 
contended that the a propriation now to be made 
ought to be regulated by the existing law; lest, the 
Senate refusing to concur in the reduction proposed 
by the House, the appropriation should fall short of 
what would be heeded; Bat this argument had no 
force with him, because the Senate might alier the 
“bill; and then if the two Houses, were found to disa- 
gree, they could hold a conference, and come to an 
agreement; and what they agreed on, if sanctioned 
by the executive, would become the law of the 
land. He thought the House ought to make its 
own action consistent, without speculating as to 
what might be that either of the Senate or the Pres- 
ident. When the House, by an overvhelming ma- 
jority, had declared there should be a retrenchment 
of our ormy expenses he should bow An respectful 
submission to their will, without attempting to enter 
on any general argument respecting the policy which 
had governed them. : T Sh 3 
Mr. ATKINSON said he was unavoidably ab- 
sent when the bill makikg a reduction in the pay of 
the army was passed. rad he been present, he 
would, with great satisfaction, have voted in favor 
of that excellent proposition to cut off the supernu- 
meraries ‘of the army. He had: heard with aston- 
ishment the remarks of some gentlemen in regard to 
the respect which ought to be paid to the co-ordinate 
branch of this legislature. Gentlemen spoke of the 
Senate as a body entitled to peculiar respect and 
favor. He held that that House was entitled to at 
least equal respect. ; 


Mr. A:rKinsown continued his reference to the 
fruits of the reform promised by the Whig party 
before the elections. He alluded to the $25,000 
given as a gratuity to Mrs. Harrison; to the bank- 
rupt and distribution acts; and to the extravagant 
expenditures of the whig Congress, whieh, he said, 
was intended -to make a high protective tariff neces- 
sary. He stated that, in his section of the country, 
the whig orators denied that they were in favor of 
a bank, a. high tariff, or of distribution; and when he 
charged it on them, they answered by saying that 
they had Mr. Tyler on their ticket, which was a 
proof that they were against those measures.” He 
referred to the nine months’ session of the whig Con- 
gress, which they required to consummate their 
high-handed measures; and asa proof of the incon- 
sistency of the whig party, adverted to the fact that 
they wished the present ongress to adjourn on the 
anh of May. He, for his part, was unwilling to 
adjourn without a modification of the unjust and 
exorbitant tariff which the whigs had imposed. on 
the country, and would be ashamed to go home to 
his constituents and tell them that he had failed to 
relieve them of that burdeh, because he was unwil- 
ling to put the country to the expense of a longer 
session. In conclusion, he expressed the hope that 
the democratic party would stand by the amend- 
ment and carry out the just, necessary retrenchment 
they had commenced in the bill sent to the Senate. 
He hoped they would cut down all these hish ap- 
‘propriations and leave no excuse for eeorbitant 
taxation. His maxim was, that the money had 
better be left in the. pockets of the people than ac~ 
cumulated in the treasury for the purpose of distri- 
bution among the Siates. 

After some remarks from Mr. MORSE, in 
opposi-tion to the amendment, and in reply to 
Mr. A. , 

On motion of Mr. SAMPLE, the committee ròse 
and reported progress, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then proposed a resolution to 
terminate debate on the bill in ten minutes after the 
House should again go into committee upon it. 

Mr. WHITE moved an adjournment, the voic 
on which was taken by Messrs. McCLERNAND and 
J. P. Keyyepy, and they reported 86 in the af- 
firmative, and 37 in the negative. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: mee : l 

By Mr. A. STEWART: A number of memorials from the 
people of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to abstain from 
3 all interference with the existing tariff, and remonstrating 


nost ‘earnestly against the passage of: 
by: the Committee of Ways and Means 


s. By Mr. WENTWORTH: The -petition of C. H. Sutphen, 
and sundry other citizens from. La Salle county, praying for. 


<a mail route from Ottowa,-via Monsontown: and Sutphen’s 
Point, to Papaw Grove: referred to. the Committee fon the 
: Post Office and Post Roads. , MA 

` By Mr, REDING” The petition of Benjamin G. Pérkins of 
Jefferson, Coos county, New Hampshire, for a pension: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. SF at hs 

; By. Mr RAMSEY: The petition of Owen Doyle, Frank 
Donohoe, Dennis Flinn, Patrick Hagan, and 220 citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, protesting against any in- 
‘térference with the tariff-of 1842. A 5 
By Mr, SMITH of Illinois: The petition of. John_Logan, 
and 7ö other citizens of Jackson. and Perry counties, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Murpheysboro, 
„the county ‘seat of Jackson’ county, by the way of Verger- 
nes’ Prairie, to Pinckneyville, the county seat of Perry 
‘county: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. . 


By-Mr. CARY: The petition of 99 citizens of Schoharic- 


county, in the State of New York, praying for the’ reduc- 
tion of Postage, and the abolition of the franking privilege: 
rarte to- the Committee on the Post Office: and Post 

oads, a 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 15, 1844. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. KING. 


The PRESIDEN T pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the following communication; which was read, 
and“ordered to be entered upon the journal—viz: 

AS ea Ga , = i "APRIL 15, 1844, 
Siri" have forwarded to the Governor of the State of Ala- 
bama my resignation as senator of. the United States. No 
language can express the painful emotions I experience. in 
separating myself from the distinguished body over which 
‘you preside, after having enjoyed the high privilege of be- 
ing one-of its members for more thana quarter of a century. 
During. this long, period, such has been my friendly inter- 
course with'sonators, and such their uniform courtesy and 
kindness towards me, as to have impressed. upou' my heart 
feelings of gratitude and respect, which neither time or dis- 
tance can ever efface, : A seat in the Senate of the United 
States ought to satisfy the ambition of the loftiest spirit in 
the land, It. was more than sufficient to satisfy mine. With 
perhaps a:single. exception, there is no higher position in 
is or any other country, when the senator feels that he is 
sustained at home, as. I haye’been by thé unwavering sup- 
ortof my honored State” I-part from the Senate with re- 
uctance and regret,.to enter upon anew. theatre of public 
service; but my prayer shall ever be. that, in all time to 
come, that body.may maintain the high character, and pre- 
serve the ‘commanding. influence which it has so justly 
acquired, a z 
. With heartfelt wishes for the health, prosperity, and hap- 
piness of each individual member, 1 bid them all an affec- 
tionate farewell, 

A With the highest respect, 

X . , Lam, your obedient. servant, 

è eds Ea WILLIAM R. KING. 
To the Hon..Witiam P. MANGUM, ; 
President of the Senate. 


The. PRESIDENT pro tem. also presented to the 
Senate a sertes of resolutions and memorials adopted 
by citizens of St. Johns county, East Florida in 
favor of. a division of. the Territoryfof Florida into 
two separate territorial governments, one for East 
and the other for West- Florida: referred to the Com- 
mittee. on: Territories. 3 

Also, resolutions adopted by the citizens of Pine 
Grove and vicinity, in the county of Schuylkill, 
Pennsylvania, and a memorial numerously signed, 
protesting against. any alteration of the ‘existing 
tariff: referred to the Committee on. Finance. 

Mr. BREESE presented the -petion of Moses 
Meekin of: Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a 
special act of Congress, giving the. right of appeal 
from the decision of the “commissioners under the 
act of July 2d,.'1836, respecting claims to town lots 
in Galena, Ilinois: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. $ 

Also presented a petition from George Gordon, of 
Randolph county, Illnois, praying Congress to le- 
galize: the entry of certain fractional sections of the 
public. lands, in the State. of Missouri: referred to 
the. Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Also, the memorial of Isaac Wilson and 17 others, 
citizens of Kane county, Illinois, praying that Con- 
gress will propose certain amendments of the con- 
stitution, so as to appropriate. money on request of 
the States, to purchase the slaves therein, with a 
view to their emancipation; and also to aid, by ap- 
propriation of moneys, the colonization of free 

lacks. ~ \ . 

Mr. HAYWOOD raised the question of recep- 
tion on the memorial; which was laid on the table. 
My: JARNAGIN presented a memorial from 260 
citizens of Chicago, Illinois, protesting against an 
change or modification of the tariff of 1842; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD. presented. a remonstrance of the 
character of the above-from citizens of Delaware; 
which was refefred to the Committee on Finance. 


ately reporied 


‘of postage on letters and newspapers, -and -to modi- 
fy the franking privilege: ordered to lie oñ the table. 
‘Also, four memorials from different parts of Penn- 
sylvania, protesting against any change in the-pres- 
ent tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance. 
__Also;a memorial from Beaver county, Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against the. ratification of any 


‘treaty for the annexation of Texas to the United 


States, and likewise any measures having that end 
in view: referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. : 


Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial signed by 


Wm. H. Wilson & Co., and 70 master tailors and 
others employed in the manufacture of clothing in 
Boston city, remonstrating against reducing the duty 
on imported rade clothing from 50 to 20.per 
cent., as proposed by the new tariff billof the House 
of Representatives: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. : : 

_Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from corpo- 
rate authorities of Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, asking for an appropriation of $5,000 for 
the removal of a sand-bar in the Potomac, below 
that town, and the testing, in such removal, the pro- 
ject.of W. S. Colquhoun, esq., of Virginia, for re- 


moving sand-bars in the navigable rivers of the 


United States: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ` d 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Harrison, Prov- 
idence’ township, Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, 
setting forth the advantages of the present tariff to 
the business of the ‘country, and remonstrating 
against the bill reported in the House of Represent- 
atives for its modification: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from By- 
ron W. Darling and others, alleging that the fishin 
bounty was earned by schooner St. Cloud, owned 
by the petitioners, in the season. of 1842; but the 
collector of the ports of Penobscot and Frenchman’s 
bay refused to pay the same, because not wholly 
earned-under a license from either office, but partl 
under both; and eae that said bounty may be al- 
lowed and paid them: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials from ` 


Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any alteration in the tariff: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ; ; 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from citizens 
of the town of Springfield, Vermont, remonstrating 
against any modification of the existing tariff, and 
against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Finance; and 
that relating to. Texas to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. i 


Also presented memorials, numerously sighed, 


from Midlebury, Bridgeport, Cornwall, Salisbury, 
Nyebridge, hiting, Starksboro, Leicester, Ar- 
lington, and Shroveham, Vermont, setting forth the 
salutary influence of the tariff of 1842, and remon- 
strating against any modification or the repeal ‘of 
that law. Mr. P. said he had but two remarks to 
make with reference to thesc memorials: Ist, the 

were signed by persons of all political parties; and, 
Qd, that a vast majority of the remonstrants were en- 
gaged in agriculjure: referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial signed b 
230 freemen of the town of Rockingham, in Wind- 
ham county, Vermont, protesting, Ist, against any 
alteration of the present tariff; 2d, against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States; 3d, against 
any legislation upon the Oregon. question, until an 
attempt has been made to. settle it by negotiation. 
The petition relating to the tariff was referred to the 
Finance Committee, and the remainder to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. f 

Also, a memorial from the State of Vermont at 
large, four from citizens of Troy and Morgan, Or- 
leans county, and one from citizens of Washington 
county, Vermont, protesting against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. . 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
legal voters.of the town of Sullivan, in the State of 
New Hampshire, against the annexation of Texas: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions. be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of granting to the heirs of 


Mr, BUCHANAN: preséiited a memorialfrom 
the president and ‘professors of Marshall College, 
} Pennsylvania, together with a number of citizens of: 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to’ reduce thè rates 


“Mr: SEVIER, from the Committee o 


Rebecca Morehouse, dece: 


a-soldier of the war of the revolution, 
was due the said Rebecca at the time of 


ker déceas6. 


reported back without amendment, and 
ommehdation. that it-do. pass,. the: B 
House for the relief of Levi Colmus. ~ 

Also, from the-same committee, made adverse te- 
ports,- which were. ordered “to: be printed, on the ` 
petition of Sarah Daggeét;-widow.of a revolutionary 
soldier, praying for a continiation: of -her pension; 
and the petition of Theodocia Netherland, the widow 
of Benjamin Netherland, an officer of the revolytion, 
praying for a pension. © “ me foots, 

Also, from the same committee, reported back: 

‘out amendment, (accompanied by written reportas ad- 
verse to their passage; which were ordered. to. be 
printed, ) three separate bills from the House forthe 
relief ef Enoch McDaniel, Isaac. Plummer, and 
Arthur R, Frogges 2 00. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Rev? 
olutionary Claims,. made adverse. reports on the 
following cases, which ‘were ordered tobe printed, 
viz: the petition of. Margaret Agnes Bingham, heir 
at law of Thomas Aimor, praying the reimburse- 
bursement of advances made, and payment for:ŝer- 
vices rendered by him during the revolutionary 
war; the petition of the heirs of Christopher Taylor, 
a surgeon’s mate in the revolutionary army, praying 
commutation pay; and the petition of Rebecca Beck- 
ham, daughter of Robert Lovell, an officer of ‘the 
revolution, praying for the payment of arrears of 
pay due him, with interest,and to be allowed 7 years? 


half pay.. >o o oe es 
Mr. J., from. the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the légal. rep- 
resentatives of James: Bell, deceased; which. was 
read, and ordered to a.second reading, and the report 
accompanying to be printed: © >00. Shak 
Mr: J. also, from the Committee, on Pensions, 
made an adverse report’on the petition fora pension 
from William Miller, à soldier in the late war ‘with 
Great Britain; which was ordered to be printed: 
Also reported back from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill from the 
House for the reliéf of Daniel Dunham. . : 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on: Indian Af- 
fairs, made an adverse report (which was ordered to 
be printed) on the petiuon’ from a number of the 


| A gc 
l- from the .. 


Stockbridge tribe of Indians, of the citizen party; for 


a division among that tribe of a sum’. of money ; re- 
ceived and invested for their benefit ‘by the United 
States. A eee : 
Also reported back from the same committee, 
with an amendment, House. bill entitled An act 
granting a pension to Milly, an Indian woman of the 
Creck nation, x 
On motion by. Mr. ARCHER, the communica~ 
tion received from the State Department afew days 
ago, transmitted in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, calling for information of certain suppos- 
ed abuses ofthe American flag in subservience. of 
the slave trade, was taken from. the table, and: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 
The adverse report of the Committée:on:Claiins, 
in the case of Jas. W. Breedlove, was concurred in 
by the Senate. ers en ee 
On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, . and the Senate 
took up for consideration the ‘bill éntitled An act to 
repeal an act directing the survey. of the northern 
line of the reservation of the half-breeds of the Sac 
and Fox tribe of Indians by the -treaty of August, 


1824,” approved March 3d, 1843. 


Mr. HENDERSON explained the object of the 
bill; and there being no proposition:io amend, it was 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. $ 1 . 

The bill from the House making appropriation 
of certain moneys in the treasury for the naval sér- 
vice, was read twice, and referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 
PENSION BILL. 


The House bill making appropriation for the pay- 
ment of revolutionary and other pensions for the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845, which had been 
returned from the House with certain amendments 
to the amendments made by the Senate, was taken 
up, and committed to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Afe 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of David Robb, of 
Ohio; which was read, and ordered to a second reads 


516 


ing, ‘nd the report accompanying ordered to be 
Printed. 0 igh eee date ae fae 4 


THE TARIFF-—THE ‘COMPROMISE ACT. 


., On motion by My. BAYARD, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the Commiitee on Finance, for the indefinite post- 

Onement.of ‘the bill introduced by Mr. McDorri, : 
for reducing the rate of duties under the present tar- 
iff. to the standard of the compromisé act. . : 

Mr: CHOATE remarked that he had, ‘on. the 
former day on which he had addressed the Senate, 
assumed, and he trusted he had maintained success- 
fully, the. position that the statesmen of 1816.and 
1824 had proceeded on ‘the same rational policy 
principles of political economy that the statesmen of 
1789 hzd been actuated by, But he might be asked, 
if such were the’ fact, why were the duties under 
the acts of 1816 and 1824 made to transcend so 
much the duties ~ of 1789 To this he would 
answer, that the reason why the duties of 1789 were 
so low, was, that they were found quite sufficient to 
raise the amount “of revenue then required for the 
wants of the government; and that the same duties, 
urider altered circumstances, were found wholly 
insufficient in 1816 and 1894. Besides,‘ in. 1789 
there was not a cotton. spindle in the Unitéd States. 
Cotton Manufactures; woollen manufactures, iron 
manufactures; were not then domestic interests in 
existence,.and demandin special protection; where- 
asin 1810, there were 86,000 spindles in full opera- 
tion, and those interests had grown up as peculiarly 
ational interests. He read extracts from the re- 
Ports of Messrs. Gallatin, Dallas, and Newton, to 
show the Progress of manufactures from the year 
1791, when the first spindle was set in motion in the 

hited States, to 1810, when 80,000 were. in full 
Operation. There was not, at that period, (1791,) 
even a woollen factory, requiring the parental care 
of the government. Eke interruptions to American 
commerce during the restrictive systems of Euro- 
pean nations in 1807, °8, °9, and °10, had given such 
stimulus to American’ manufactures, that to kee 
them alive for one hour after the war, the duties of 
1789 would have been wholly insufficient. With 
the battle of Waterloo one age went out, and a new 
age came in—an age to which no: monarch could 
affix his name, for it was A new age which justly 
should be called the age of the people. 


Every nation thenceforward seemed determined to 
abandon war, and turn all its attention to the peace- 
ful developments of its own internal resources, 

e could not have stood the competition with 
England for the existence of manufactures, in 1816, 
had not our government extended to our manufac- 
turers some more enlarged protection than the duties 
of 1789 afforded. Mr. C. here reviewed the history 
of the tariff acts of- 1816 and 1824, with a view of | 
showing that the whole country then recognized the 
necessity of conforming to the new policy developed 

y the new age of the world—the industrial age— 
which had come into existence after the battle of 
Waterloo—a battle which had terminated the age of 
military despotism. He referred to an English 
pamphlet to prove that, after the continental war, 
every civilized nation of the world’ adopted a pro- 
tective system almost prohibitor , for the benefit of 
us own manufacturers, except Holland and Turkey. 
He asked what now was Holland, with her free 
trade? Was she the Holland of former times?’ the 
Holland which gave England her deliverer in 1689? 
the Holland which once held the dominion of the 
Beas, and the carrying trade of nations? N o; her 
commerce was gone. She was now the least con- 
siderable of European states. And as for Turkey, 
ts policy wasto receive every thing free, but ad- 
mit nothing to come out. 

© next adverted to the tabular statements ad- 
duced by the senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bentoy, ] 
the purport of which was to show a progressive in- 
crease of imports and revenues during his first 
epoch of twenty-five ears, while they showed ex- 
treme fluctuations in both imports and revenue du- 
ring the second epoch, from 1817 to 1849. Now, 
€ admitted that there might be more fluctuations 
whea this nation had grown up to a quadruple pop- 
ulation, and during great convulsions of trade, cur- 
oey, &e., than during its years of infancy; but 
these fluctuations would happen, whether with high 
or low duties: and to attribute them to the tariff acts 
of 1816, 1824, or 1828, would be. just as reasonable 
as was the grumbling of the gentieman in the Spec- 
‘ator, who insisted that there never had been good 
weather in England since the revolution. But su 
posing it were true that, since 1816, less imports 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


he asked what then? It only proved that home man- 
ufactures had supplanted foreign manufactures, and 
that, therefore, the national wealth had been in- 
creased. It showed that. the purpose of protection 
—incidental ‘protection, such as the statesmen of 
1789 intended should so operate—had built up home 
manufactures, which were able to compete with 
foreign manifacturers, and supply their own mar- 
ket. on‘cheaper térms. It was creating, in place of 
a precarious foreign commerce, a permanent domes- 
tic commerce of infinitely more national value. He 


Should hold, to the day of his death, that there are 


certain principles, which he would not be content 
with merely saying are self-evident, but which he 
held to be indispensable; they are, that we are do- 
ing nota bad thing, but an excellent good thing, for 
riculture, when we are building up a new source 
of emple ment which creates a; new market for ag- 
ricultural products; that the best exports for a coun- 
try are its manufactured products; and that, how- 
ever valuable foreign commerce may be to a nation, 
domestic commerce is still more valuable. These 
he considered indisputable propositions; and he 
maintained that these were the principles which the 
protective system upheld and promoted. i 
Reverting to the practical question at issue, which 
he considered was, that the existing duties are ex- 
cessive; that a rate of only half the average duty of 
the act of 1842, would be more productive of rev- 


enue; and that the bill under discussion would afford’ 


ample incidental protection for home manufactures: 
he asked; where was the proof of all this? where 
the evidence that this experiment would be safe— 
that it would be successful? He insisted that the 
onus of proof was thrown upon those calling for 
this change. Was it to be deduced from the ex- 
perience of the low tariff period of 1841 and 184% 
f it was. not given then, where was jt to be ob- 
tained? It was tried from 1789 till immediately be- 
fore the year 1816, and failed; it was tried in 1841, 
and equally failed. One of the proofs now brought 
forward was, that some manufactures afford enor- 
mous profits. This depended upon representations 
of newspapers which were implicitly believed—be- 
lieved without examination into the foundation on 
which they were raised. But supposing it was true 
that in one branch of business profits were large, 
that was no reason why all other. branches of busi- 
ness should be cut down by removing the protec- 
tive duties under which they preserved their ex- 
istence. It was a levelling ‘proposition, that, be- 
cause one individual in a regiment was taller than 
the rest, the heads of all should be cut off to bring 
the regiment to a standard height. 

To illustrate the necessity for giving stability and 
permanency to the cultivation of the mechanic arts, 
he quoted the British monthly magazine, and the 
opinions of a Prussian gazette; the one advocating 
the interests of British manufactures, and the other 
the interests of German home industry. Such, he 
ees should also be the policy of the United 

tetes, 

He concurred with. the senators from Missouri 
(Mr. Benton] and from Georgia (Mr. BERRIEN] that 
this was an inauspicious movement—at the eve of a 
presidential election—to attempt any change. He 
would go further and say, that he could wish that, 
during the year preceding a presidential election, 
the tariff question in Congress should be a tabooed 
es forbidden ground of intermeddling. 
t was a dog-day and feverish season; and he could 
sce the consequent influence of exciting topics of 
discussion n the attacks made during this debate 
on Massachusetts. It was her manufactures—her 
enormous profits—that newspaper paragraphs had 
been raked up to assail, while nota word was said 
about Pennsylvania. But was Massachusetts the 
author of the tariff acts of 1816 or 1824? Gentle- 
men who attacked her should look nearer home. 
What good would it do South Carolina and New 
Hampshire to strip Massachusetts of her manufac- 
tures, and drive her back to her ice and granites? 
Was it nothing that she now consumes $42,000,000 
of the agricultural products of her sister States— 
nearly one-half of the exports of the Union? Not 
a spindle does she turn that does not put money in 
the pockets of every farmer from New Hampshire 
to the base of the Rocky mountains. Manufactur- 
ers and mechanics are Unionists in profession and 
principles, and national in all things. The States of 
this Union must be taken as they are. All have 
their characteristics and culiarities; they had them 
before they came into the Union. He should not 
wonder to see the State of Massachusetts again, ag 


had been consumed in this country than before 1807, |} she once was, 


opposed to this government—not, to 
the “next administration. of it, flaughter;] -but he 
would say to the government, be Just to her and she 
will be a Using to the Union. — . Me 

.Mr. BAGBY next obtained the floor; but the 
hour being late, he hoped the pending question 
would be passed over informally. 

Mr. MERRICK. hoped the senator would consent 

to let it be.postponed for a week or ten days, with a 
view of ai ording time toget through with the post 
office bill. ` we l 

` On motion, the pending question was laid on the 
table, with an understanding that the senator from 
Alabama (Mr. Bacev) would have the right of call- 
ing it up whenever he felt disposed to proceed with 
his remarks. ; . 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the post office 
bill was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. MERRICK said he believed the question 
pending was on the amendment, proposed’ by the 
senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Woopsury. } 

The CHAIR stated that the amendment was to 
strike ‘out the word “double,” in the 16th line of 
the first section, and to insert “fifty per cent. more 

an.” 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the effect would 
be to make the postage for every additional’ quarter 
of an ounce over the half ounce, chargeable with 
single postage, half as much more as the single post- 
age. ‘This, he feared, would _prevent-the object be- 
ing effected that the committee had in view; which 
was to make the increase of postage with the in- 
crease of weight, such as would keep persons. from 
combining to send numerous letters in envelops at 
less postage than they would come to, each person 
mailing his letters for himself. 


Mr. WOODBURY had not stopped to argue 
whether the standard for single rates of postage was 
too high or too low; but he had merely looked to 
the standard proposed in the bill; and’ on that, he 
considered the double postage for an increase of a 
quarter of an ounce would be too much. He had 
looked to the analogies furnished by the rules 
adopted in the post office departments of England, 
France, and Prussia, where double postage was on- 
ly rag où- double weights. i ` 

Mr. MERRICK suggested thata great object was 
to make the rates of postage- according to the deci- 
mal coins of the United. States, and great inconve- 
niences would arise from making divisions such as 
the amendment would authorize, ` 


Mr. WOODBURY suggested that all the incon- 
venience alluded to could be avoided by adopting 
the England rule of only doubling the postage when 
the weight was doubled. 

The question being put on this amendment, and 
it being found that there was nota quorum present, 

Mr. PHELPS rose for the purpose of moving an 
adjournment; but, 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, who said that the 
senator from Pennsylvania had called to his mind 
that there was a question of reference to be dig- 
posed of in secret session, which would not take 
five minutes, the Senate went into executive ses- 
sion, and shortly after 

Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, April 15, 1844. 


The Joumal of Saturday having been read, 
The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. C. J OHNSON] to terminate debate on 
the army appropriation bill. g 

Mr. URKE, on leave, offered the following 
resolution, which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to lay 
before this House certified copies of all proposals and offers 
made by Isaac Hill & Sons, and true statements of all propo- 
sals and offers submitted in any form not in writing, for 
printing and furnishing blanks. for the several post offices of 
the United States, under the late advertisements of the Post 
Office Department, inviting such proposals, copies of which 
Were recently laid before this House; and that he also re- 
port to this House whether any part of the terms or obliga- 
ions of the late contracts made in pursuance of the adver- 
tisement before mentioned for furnis ning blanks have.at. any 
time been altered, modified, released, or cancelled; and if 50, 
what alterations and modifications. have been made in said 
contract, and what portions of the same have been released 
or cancelled. ý 


Mr. SIMONS submitted the following reso 
lution, which was considered, and agreed to: 


at the Committee on` Accounts be authorized 
any ‘person. or,persons who may possess them, 


all 
paid for by this House for maps, charts, and other purposes, 
and that they place them in charge of the congressional li- 

rarian, A IE i ` 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 


Buildings, submitted a resolution, directing the Clerk 


to pay $500 out of the contingent fund, for watering 


the: Pennsylvania avenue; but it was objected to by 


several, and not received, — - ete 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the resolutions of the 
legislature of Louisiana: f es ee 

A resolution of the State of Louisiana in relation to the. 
- speedy settlement of all private land claims in that State in 
the modé and manner that they déem most proper, 

Which resolution was referred to the Committee 
of the. Whole House on the state of the Union. ` 

A like resolution that the said senators and representa- 
tives be requested to use every effort to procure the neces- 
sary appropriations for rendering the harbor of Pensacola 
accessible to vessels of. every class, and to the placing the 
navy-yard there as speedily as possible in a condition t 
build, repair, and equip men-of-war: = 
. Which resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs,  ~ 6 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked leave to’ present a 
petition from sundry citizens of New York, protest- 


ing against the sale of the mineral lands of the United ` 


States. Laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
se ` TARIFF. | A 

Mr. TIBBATTS observed that the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as- he under- 
stood, was anxious to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill, and intended to make a 
motion to that effect this morning. Now, as many 
gentlemen were anxious to dispose of the twoharbor 
and river. bills, which have been reported to the 
House, he would suggest to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, that ifhe would postpone his mo- 
tion until 2 o’clock, by which time those’ two bills 
woul probably be disposed of, he had no doubt it 
would then be adopted. f f i 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggested to his friend 
from Kentucky to let the tariff bill be taken up first, 
asthe two bills he spoke of could be disposed of in a 
few minutes. 

Mr. McKAY, in answer to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, observed that the post- 
ponement until two o’clock would not avail the gen- 
tleman, as the regular order of business—the rece 
tion of resolutions—-would then come up. He 
should not make the motion to go into committee till 
12 o’clock.. a: 

Mr. BIDLACK said he had for some time sought 
an opportunity to present the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of his constituents, without distinction of party, 
in favor of the present tariff law, and against the 
bill reported by the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. B..desired to present these proceedings to the 
House; and if the printing should be refused, to have 
them referred’ to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, where the reading could be 
called for when the question was taken up. 

. Objections being made by several, the proceedings 
were not presented. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a call of the 
House, which motion-was carried; and 

The roll being called, it was found that 167 mem- 
bers answered to their names. f i 

The absentees-were called, and it appeared that 
172 members were present. 


The SPEAKER then directed the officers to close ' 


the doors of the hall. ` f 
The absentees were then called, and several were 
` excused, on the ground of domestic or personal afflic- 
tion, &e. ` ` : 
Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved that the Sergeant-at- 
arms be. despatched for those in the city who had 
not been excused—not including those: in the gal- 
lery who were waiting to get in when the doors were 
opened. . 
"Mr. STEENROD moved that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be supended. 

‘The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
to gend the Sergeant-at-arms for the absentees. 

A division was called for, and also tellers. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they. were ordered. 

Mr. HARALSON said if all the members were 
to be sent for, it would take the Sergeant-at-arms a 
month. ae 

Mr. DAVIS said his motion only included all 
those that-were in ‘the city. (Some member hoped 
it would be “all he could catch.”) 

Mr. J, THOMPSON said if the absent genth- 


igraved plates: of every. description which have been. | 


ment were brought in by the Sergeant-at-arms, 


e: 


waste so much of the public time by going througli 


then, the further 
be dispensed with. . 


would ‘probably have material excuses to justify 3 
their absence; and of what use, then, would it be to- 


the forms of prosecuting this business. ` He hoped, . 
proceedings under the call would - 


- Mr. HOGE called the gentleman from Missigsippi 


to order. oe : i 

_Mr. THOMPSON continued, remarking that it 
did seem to him the public time. was too valuable to 
be thus-wasted. : on 


pended. Ia his opinion, it was necessary to do 
something to compel the attendance of members, 


‘show who it was that obstructed. the public busi- 
ness, by absenting themselves from their seats in 
the House. The House had witnessed, on a very. 
recent occasion, the effect produced by the absence 
of members when the House was called to vote ona 
question in which this entire Union was deeply in- 
| terested; -and to obviate the repetition of such a re- 
| sult, he hoped the House would not suspend the 
call, but that the Sergeant-at-arms would be. sent to 
bring in the absentees. 


-ings in the call would be suspended. It would be 
worse than useless to go any further; for half of 
those who had not answered to their names were at 
their homes. : ; a7, 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he had always been 
averse to calls of the House, and had voted against 
them, as he did in this instance, at. the commence- 
ment; but it was not because he was convinced that, 
they were, on all occasions, useless; and gentlemen 
who had sat, as he had done in that House, often 
for two hours when a quorum was not present, 
must agree with him in saying that calls were some- 
times necessary. It was for this reason that, after 
the call had been agreed to, he had’ made the motion 
to send the Sergeant-at-arms for the absent mem- 
bers. As they had gone thus far, he thought they 
ought to proceed, and enforce the attendance òf 
members. ; ; , 

Mr. THOMPSON said he was averse to any fur, 
ther proceedings in the call. -The only result would 
be. an unnecessary consumption of time; a great 
many excuses would have to be made; and as each 
individual member presented a distinct case, and 
each case was debatable, the whole day would be 
fruitlessly wasted. Nominal fines might be imposed 

-in some cases, and they would be but nominal; 
for surely the House would not undertake to en- 
force the attendance of members in this way. If 
their own sense of duty and their desire to pro- 
mote the public good failed to secure their attend- 
ance, it would be in vain to impose figes upon them. 
It was for the House to record the names of the ab- 
sentees. Their constituents must and would hold 
them responsible. He hoped the newspapers 
would not fail to notice the names of the absentees. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had generally been o 
posed to calls of the House; but he agreed with the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. J. W. Davss,} that 
they were sometimes very necessary. The argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi was that 
the members of this House were responsible to their 
constituents alone; and that, therefore, -the call of 
the House was not only unnecessary, but actually 
a work of supererogation. The constituency of 
members of that House had their rights, undoubt- 
edly, but the representatives of the nation had 
theirs also; and. he believed it was their duty, as 
representatives of a national constituency charged 
with important functions, to compel the attendance 
of members, and, if necessary, to enforce legal pains 
and penalties for that purpose. He did hope, after 
what they had seen of the disposition of members 
to avoid voting upon an important question—he 
might say, the great question of the session—that the 
call would be followed up by sending the Sergeant- 
at-arms to enforce the mandate of the House. Ifit 
were ever necessary that prompt action should be 
had upon any question, now was the time in regard 
to this important question of the tariff. ; 

Mr. REDING moved the previous question. 

On seconding the damand for the previous ques- 
tion, tellers were appointed—who reported 90 yeas 
in the affirmative, noes not counted. , 


The previous question being seconded, 

The main question was ordered to be now put, 
viz: “shall further proceedings in the call be sus- 
pended?” , 

On this question the yeas and naya were demand- 


| 


when important questions were to be decided, or to. 


Mr. PAYNE hoped tho. call would not be sus- - |] 


Mr. STEENROD said he hoped: further proceed- ~ 


ed and:. ordered, 
-yeas 107, nays.64. 


ups 


and :bi 
Alt further proceedings were 
The resolution-of: Mr, C~ 
debate on. the army approp' 


debate ón-the bill in two hou 


purpose of 

the state of nion on the tariff bill. : 
Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays; 

which were ordered, and the question being taken, 

-it was decided in the affirmative—-yeas 84, nays 95, 

as follows: r ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, William J, Brown, Burke, ‘Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, John | 
W. Davis, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer, Hale, Hamlin, Har- . 
alson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, ; 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B.. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Ans 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres 
ton King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland; McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, St.. John, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod; Stetson, 
Stiles, Stone; Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A: Wright 


oing into Committee: of the V 
the Ui 


—84, : 

NAYS—Messars. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack; James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, 
Clinch, Clingman, Colamer, ‘Cranston, «Darrah, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickin- | 
son, Dillingham, Ellis, Farleé, Fish, Foot, French, Giddings, | 
Byram Green,” Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, . Hays; 
Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. In: 
gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley :B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward ` 
J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, 
Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt,’ Preston, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sam» 
ple, Schenck, Senter, Seyerance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Strong, Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wethered, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wiliam. Wright; : 
and Yost—95. AS e a nex 

Mr. DUNCAN moved that the House take. up 
the bill regulating the time of holding ‘the: elections 
for electors. of President and Vice President. — 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the army appro- 
priation bill. 7 

Mr. PETTIT thought it would be better to take 
up the resolution of the Senate fixing the day for 
the adjournment of the present session. : 

The question was put on Mr. McKay's motion, 
and decided in the affirmative. z 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into a Committee of . 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. WELLER 
of Ohio in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the sup+ 
port of the army., .. ; Sey cae 

Mr. MORSE, who was entitled to the floor, :con- 
tinued his remarks of Saturday in reply to Messrs. 
McDowe zt and Arktnson. wee sees 

He justified the call of an extra session in 1841, 
on the ground of a large national debt of upwards 
of thirty millions of dollars existing, with an ex- 
hausted treasury. ` The amount of the- debt, he was 
told, was not so much as the ‘sum at which he had 
stated it; but he repeated, the obligations of the 
government .were of that amount, though it was 
possible some portion might not be called for within 
the year. -He also noticed the state of our com- 
merce, and then the promises amd professions of po- 
litical parties, at various periods, for the promotion 
of the great interests of the country, and the eco- 
nomical administration of its government. He 
then went on to inquire what were the principles of 
the democratic party. a x. 

Mr: PAYNE replied: Perfect equality in all civil 
and political rights, between citizen and citizen 
monopolies to none. ; 

Mr. MORSE continued, and went. over the broad 
ground of party differences, concluding: with the 
motion to strike out half the proposed appropria- 

10n. 
i Mr. HAMLIN said it was, indeed, of little im- 
portance by what name things were called. Call 


things by what name ‘they placed, principles, and 
prne w ‘alone, were the Keue upon which they 
phould act, andon which they should determine all 
measures on which they were called to decide and 
to deliberate. He ‘cared not by what. name they 
called the government under which we live: . he 
cared not whether: it were despotic or democratic 
in .name-—unless, indeed, its name ‘were in- 
dieative of ‘the ` opinions by which it- was 
administered. . That government—call it by what 
name they pleased—which took from the earnings 
of the laborer the smallest amount, and secured, at 
the same time, to the’citizen the greatest amount of 
personal liberty, and the rights of person and the 
rights ofproperty, was the best government, tinder 


heaven. - He.cared not, he repeated again, by’ what - 


name they called it, so that it were one that extended 
to.the citizen, in person and in property, the great- 
est amount of liberty, and took, from him the small- 
est amount of his earnings for the support of gov- 
ernment in its various forms and functions. That 
was the government, and such were the principles 
for which he would go, and to which he would ad- 
here, call them by what name soever they pleased. 
He had witnessed somewhere in his life—but where 
he did not now recollect—a painting, which, as he 
gazed on it, he’ felt spoke-from: the canvass an im- 
pressive lesson. It wasa painting on which there 
was a representation of the crowned head of a king; 
another figure in the surplice of a priest; another in 
the attire and garb, and with the stars and garters, of 
the knight. There were likewise others in the more 
humble garb of agriculturists and laborers; and if the 
canvass could have spoken what, perhaps, it was 
designed to say, the individual who was represented 
with the crowned head might have said, “I rule over 
all;” the priest might have said, “I pray for all;” 
the soldier might have said, “I fight for ‘all; and 
the more humble figures in the baek ground—the 
ee and laborers—might say, “I pay for 
all, 


This was the language which should impress it- 
self upon every individual within those walls. It 
was in accordance with the principle which he had 
laid down, that that government which secured to 
its citizens the greatest amount of personal liberty, 
and took from them the lesser amount of. their 
earnings, was the better government, call it by what 
name they chose. 

He proposed to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to some of the acts of the federal party—for he 
chose to call things by their right names, though 
his friend and colleague [Mr. Morse] had chosen 
to designate the party to which he (Mr. H.) be- 
longed as locofocos. “He supposed the gentleman 
used the term facetiously; but, for himself, he pre- 
ferred the plain, straight-forward manner of cal ing 
things by their right names, He chose to call the 
party federalists of the Hartford convention stamp. 

Te would ask, had the committee’ heard from his 

colleague an intimation of the principles of his 
party? They had not. The gentleman had not 
uttered a single syllable which could lead. to 
an understanding of those principles. No; like 
an adroit, shrewd, skilful tactician, he had 
carefully abstained from avowing a single prin- 
ciple by which himself or his friends were 
uided. Their principles were well understood, 
however, to be of the ultra Hartford conven- 
tion school; their principles were to take the hard 
earnings of the poor, and put them in the pockets 
of the capitalists. Such were the principles by 
which they would be actuated in case they had 
the power. They were in favor of a national 
bank. They were in favor of a high tariff{—~a pro- 
tective tariff. Yes; such protection as the lamb re- 
ceives from the wolf; such protection as the vulture 
would extend to its victim. 

His friend and colleague had talked a good deal 
about the consistency of his party as contrasted 
with that to whichthe (Mr. H.) belonged. © He be- 
ieved it was Cesar whosaid he wondered how a 
socthsayer could. look another soothsayer in the 
face without a smile at the credulity of those who 
believed in their predictions. In like manner he was 
surprised that his colleague could rise here without 
a smile himself, or without producing a smile on 
the faces of gentlemen of his own party, and talk 
about the consistency of the party of which he is a 
member. What were the promises which were 
made by that party? and how did they redeem those 
promises’. They even desecrated ‘the stars and 
stripes of the national banner,by abasing them when 
they should have floated in the free breeze of 
Heaven, to the level of a miserable piece, of bunt- 


_o 


| ing, and made to bear the despicable party watch- 


-and broken all their promises.” - - 


word, “Tip. and Ty.” “When next they rear their 
banners, there should be inscribed upon them— 
“Here is a party who have violated their pledges, 

He would; with permission, read a few extracts 
first from-the confessions of a member of the fed- 
eral party [Mr. Newron.] And next from -an ad- 
dress published and promulgated by that party in 


Virginia, in 1840. 


(Mr. H. read the extracts referred to.] i 

He would call the attention of the committee 
for a few moments to the action of the twenty- 
seventh Congress, which had been so highly lauded 
by some gentlemen. That Congress violated every 
promise which had been made to the people by the 
federal party,not only in relation to the expen- 
ditures of the government, and in relation to pro- 
scription, but all other promises. z 

‘He would not enumerate in detail all the acts of 
that Congress; he would merely alluded to a few of 
them. And first, the bankrupt law—a law containing 
not a single principle or safeguard which had. enter- 
ed into every system of bankruptcy which had ever 
been tolerated in any country. It was neither more 
nor less than a sponge to wipe out indebtedness; or, 
as the gentleman from Virginia -had well said, a 
new way of paying old debts without means; and 


.the same Congress, before its time had expired, so 


odious was the measure in the view of all honest 
men, were forced to repeal the act. There was no 
man in the part of the country where he resided, 
who would stand up in its favor; if any one should 
attempt it, he would not long be suffered to stand 


up. 

Pir. MORSE interposing, said that. he made a 
speech in favor of that law, and yet he was rets med 
to this Congress. f 

Mr. HAMLIN said he had never heard ot tat 
speech before, nor.did he believe it would bear at all 
upon the question now, whatever might have been 
his course ata former time. What the gentleman’s 
course was formerly was oie matter; what it is now 
wasanother. Many of the panyo which the gen- 
tleman belonged, spoke and voted for that measure 
atone time, and afterwards spoke and voted against 
it; and the gentleman himself would probably he 
placed in the same dilemma. He would like to 
know from the gentleman how he would vote if now 
called upon to vote in reference to that act. ` 

Mr. MORSE said the act had been repealed, it 
was true, but it had done its office. 

Mr. HAMLIN continued. It had done its office 
truly, and wiped out many an honest debt. This 
was one of the leading measures of the federal par- 
ty. And others equally flagitious followed in its 
train. The distribution act, the tariff, the black 
tariff—ay, black as midnight—the national bank, 
and the assumption of the State debts. 

One of the professions of the party was, that they 
would protect the laborer; and how had they done 
this? By taxing him. 

The whig party claimed to be, par excellence, the 


* friends ‘of the laborer, while they taxed him for the 


leather he treads beneath his feet and the hat he 
wears on his head; and they would tax him for the 
very air he breathed if they had the power to do so. 
Their object was to degrade labor, and to filch from 
it for the benefit for the benefit of the capitalist; 
and this he would proceed to show. They proposed 
to distribute the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands among the States; and whatever that amount 
might be, it answered for them a double purpose, 
In the first place, the deficiency thus created must 
be supplied by taxation on the head—taxation on 
those necessary articles of living that entered into 
the consumption of the laboring man. What next? 
The States were to be relieved from their indebted- 
ness, and the consequent necessity of taxing prop- 
erty. Now, he would ask, if this was not a system 
to relieve property from taxation, and to throw the 
burden on individuals. It took away from the gov- 
ernment the fund ceded to pay the revolutionary 
debt and to provide for the support of the govern- 
ment, and in doing so had imposed the necessity of 
additional taxation on the necessaries of life, while 
at the same time it relieved property from taxation. 
Was not this calculated to degrade labor? ‘If it was 
not, he did not know what would. It-was a meas- 
ure calling on Maine, who was not indebted, to pa 

her proportion df the indebtedness of other States. 
He regretted as much as any man that so many of 
the States had been so improvident as to involve 
themselves in debt; but as a matter of Justice, he 
would ask if it would be right to impose taxes on 
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the citizens of the non-indebted States to pay debts 
that they had no agency in creating? He answered 
that there was no responsibility resting on the citi- 
zens of Maine to contribute towards the debts of the 
other States, the creation of which they had no 
voice in. The injustice of such a measure stood out 
so palpably that an individual could scarcely be 
found who would excuse it. Yet they found the whig 
party on that floor enacting the same thing in sub- 
stance, and thus degrading the. States to the condi- 
tion of humble recipients of government favor. 

He knew that one argument used in favor of the 
measure was, that the lands belonged to the people 
of the States; and that they had a right to their 
proceeds to relieve themselves from debts. It was 
true that they did; but they were pledged for a dis- 
tinct purpose, from which Congress had no right to 
divert them. So did this splendid temple in which 
Congress sat belong to the people of the United 
States; and, by the same argument, it might be sold, 
and the proceeds distributed among the States. 
Again: what was the next measure which received 
the sanction of the whig Congress?- -It was the pas- 
sage of the bil] chartering a national bank. He had. 
already made a quotation from the Virginia address, 
in which they denied that the charter of a bank wag 
the issue to be made by them; yet, false to every 
promise they made, with hot haste they passed a 
bill chartering a national bank. Had they forgot- 
ten so soon the influences which originated in 
that monster institution? AJl the industry of 
the country, its commerce, agriculture, and man- 


- ufactures, had been prostrated by it; and yet 


the whig party, in defiance of the lesson thus 
taught them, were for chartering another with 
more power to do mischief. Had they so soon 
forgotten that this institution undertook to control 
the destinies of the country? that it undertook to 
control its legislation? that it undertook to control 
the ballet-boxes? and that it undertook to control 
the press? Who did not recollect the ery that went 
from these walls and echoed throughout the coun- 
try when the government deposites were removed? 
Who did not recollect that it was “panie, panic,” 
here and through all parts of the Union? Who did 
not recollect the expansions and contractions of its 
circulation, and all for political effect, and how many 
unfortunate men were made to feel its power? When 
it contracted, how many.merchants were prostrated 
and driven into bankruptcy? and when it fell, how 
many widows and orphans were robbed of their all? 
Yet in despite of this sad experience, and in viola- 


“tion of all the pledges they made to the country, the 


whigs of the 27th Congress came here and urged 
the passage of a’ bill through this and the other 
House creating an institution which would inflict 
the same evils on the country, 

Yet his colleague, after all this, talked of political 
consistency. Again: who did not know that this 
same party descanted long and Ioudly on the control 
which, they said, the independent treasury act gave 
the executive over the public funds; how they talked 
of the union of the purse and the sword? Yes, the 
act giving the government the power to take care of 
its own funds, and which prevented corporations 
from speculating oñ them, they stigmatized as the 
union of the purse and sword; and repealed it, leav- 
ing the treasury without any legal enactments for its 
safe-keeping, and thus emphatically putting the 
purse and the sword in the hands of one individual. 
Again: they pee a tariff bill which, on a previous 
occasion, he had denounced as “the black tariff” for 
it was designed, from the beginning, by those who 
framed it, to filch money from the pockets of the 
people, and put it into the pockets of certain capi- 
talists. He repeated, that the object of that bill was 
to legislate money into the pockets of a certain class, 
out of the pockets of the people. 

In the little time allotted to him, he could not 
resort to details; but let any man examine that act 
carefully and he would see the distinction that was 
made in favor of the capitalist and against the agri- 
culturist. He would ‘sce that while the products 
of agriculture are protected hy a duty of from 5 to 
15 per cent., the manufactured articles were protect- 
ed by a duty of from 30 to 200 per cent. Was that 
protecting labor? Why was this gross act of injus- 
uce perpetrated? It was because the agricultural 
and laboring classes were the last to come here and 
beg for special favors; while the capitalists, more 
active and more clamorous, were constantly on the 
alert, and beseiging the doors of Congress in search of 
additional bounties. They sought to enrich them- 
selves at the expense of the rest of the community, 
and to degrade labor by shifting the burden of taxe 


: c twas" emarkable that, among. all 
- the writers of political economy, there never yet had 
been one willing to write an ‘elementary work, de- 


monstrating. that by adding to the prices of import-: 
ations: at the custom houses, these prices would. be ` 


reduced to the consumer. It was remarkable 
that no elementary writer had yet advanced 
the doctrine that high taxes conduced to the pros- 
perity of the people-at large; yet the whig party had 
made this grand discovery. Here the chairman’s 
mallet fell, announcing that Mr. Hamutw’s hour was 
out, re 


Mr. HARALSON next obtained the floor, and 
observed, on rising, that he did not propose to.in- 
flict-on the House a party speech, nor (like the gen- 
teman who had preceded him) go into the general 
discussion of political topics unconnected with the 
subject undér consideration. He purposed to con- 
fine himself, as. far as he was able, to the question 
under consideration in committee. He had voted 
for the army-retrenchment bill, though many parts 
of it were highly objectionable to him, because he 
was anxious that retrenchment, in some form, 
should be carried out; but should the'bill come back. 
with amendments from’ the Senate, he hoped they 
would, have an opportunity of getting rid of those 
objectionable features. He entirely dissented from 
that’part of the bill-which reduced so greatly the 
pay of some of the officers.. They generally had 
no other means of support than their pay, having 
devoted themselves exclusively to the profession of 
arms; and by the bill, if they had families, were 
left with a salary iriadequate to their support. He 
thought that the officers of the army. were as much 
entitled to have families as any other citizens; and 
that men who were at all times ready to lay down 
their lives for.their country, and who had important 
duties to perform, should not be reduced so low as 
to be unable to provide cumfortably for their wives 
and children. f $ 


He also objected to the portion which cut 
down the pay of the enlisted mechanics in the army. 
He held that their pay was not sufficient under the 
proposed reduction; and that, if they had families, the 
pay was insuficient for their support. He could 
not approve the doctrine that a man shouid resign 
because he enjoyed the privilege of a citizen in a 
family; but more especially he believed that their 
pay should not be reduced. But, taking the bill as 
a whole, he was disposed to look over its many de- 
ficiencies, and he bad thought proper to give it his 
support in the anticipation and hope that the Senate 
would amend it, and. send it back in a state more 
unexceptionble, and in a form in which it could 
receive. his hearty approbation. That retrench- 
ment ‘was necessary, would be denied by few. 
One gentleman had, however, with some apparent 
triumph, referred to the. state of the army in 1838, 
and its ‘increase at that period from 8,000 to 12,000 
men; and not only~to an increase of men, but to 
an increase of pay to the amount now paid by law. 
This had been done, it was said, preparatory to a 
presidential election; but he (Mr. HARALSON) 
could attribute it more properly, he thought, to other 
causes. The increase had taken place two years 
before the last presidential contest, and when prop- 
erty of every kind was of threé times its pres- 
ent value; wages were higher, hoth to the laborer 
and the mechanic; and it was a more reasonable 
conclusion that this increase of pay was made to 
suit the times. What had occasioned that state of 
things—whether it was an inflation of the currency, 
or what other cause—he would not stay to inquire; 
but the fact- was as he had stated it, and land, and 
every other species of property, were at three times 
their. present value. The increase of the army 
might be-attributable to the existence of the war in 
Florida—which, though it had continued some six 
or seven years, our most experienced generals had 
failed to bring to a close; and hence an increase of 
the army became necessary. 


Some explanations here ensued, in which Mr. 
WHITE and Mr. HARALSON took part. 


Mr. HARALSON then: continued; and, in rela- 


tion tothe reduction of the army in 1842, he re- 
minded the- House that it had been shown, by a 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. McDoweLL,] that it 
was the work of the democratic, and not of the 
whig portion of this House; for 12 whigs only voted 
for it, and about 80 democrats. He next spoke of 
the opinions of the commander-in-chief, as . favora- 
ble to the reduction of the pay of the army, his own 
included. 


Some conversation here ensued on this point, in 


- COLES, and others, took part. 


which “Mr. McKAY, Mr: 


. Mrr HARALSON continued to speak in favor of 
the measure until he was apprised by the chairman 
tha! the time had arrived for the termination of de- 

ate, eS ` 5 
| Mr. MORSE then withdrew his amendment; and 
the question recurred on the pending amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] 
offered a few days since, and published at the time. 
The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out from the 8th to 
the 20th line of the bill inclusive, which was agreed 
to;as was also another amendment of not very great 
importance. i 

Mr. SLIDELL proposed an amendment for Sur- 
veys in reference to the military defences of the 
frontiers, inland and Atlantic, $10,000. For military 
and geographical surveys, west of the Mississippi, 
$20,000.. It was negatived. 

Mr. McCONNELL, in obedience to instructions 
from the Military. Committee, moved to amend by 
inserting a provision appropriating $10,000 for kar- 
racks in Florida. : ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

. The following amendment was offered: 

For furnishing suitable books for the use of the soldiers, 
$1000. : ` 4 

Rejected. . : 

Mr. BOYD, in obedience, he said, to instructions 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, proposed 
the following amendment in relation to the military 
post at Newport, Kentucky: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, 


and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, for the use.and in 
the name of the United States, so much ground, not exceed- 
ing two acres, at and adjoining the barracks at Newport, in 
the State of Kentucky, as he may deem necessary for the. 
convenience and safety of the said post. 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $15,500 be ap- 
propriated for the purchase of said ground, and for the fur- 
ther purpose of repairing the present buildings, and erecting 
any others that may be necessary at said post: Provided, 
That the sum appropriated for the purchase. of the addition- 
al ground shall not exceed the sum of $5,500 for the whole 


‘of the two acres proposed to be purchased; and if the title 


cannot be obtained for allof said ground, then he may pur- 
chase lots number 4, 5, 6, 32, and 33, ata sum not exceed] 


T 
$4,900, a 
On the question for the adoption of this amend- 
ment, tellers were appointed, who, having counted 
the votes, reported 71 in the affirmative, and 47 in 
the negative. ; 
So the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. CROSS proposed the following amendment; 
which was rejected: $ 


Amend by adding at the end of the bill— 
For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort 


Towson, west of Arkansas - - + $3,000 
For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort E 

Smith,-Arkansas - - - : -. $0,000 
For continuing the building and repairing of bar- 

racks, quarters, &c., at Fort Gibson, in addition to 

the appropriation of last year - - - 12,500 
For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort Jes- 

up, Louisiana - 4,000 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That $39,416 of ‘the 
amount heretofore appropriated by the acts of 14th May, 


` 1836, and 3d of March, 1839, for forts, barracks, &c., on the 


Arkansas and western frontier, and transferred to the sur- 
plus fund, be, and the same are hereby, reappropriated, to 
close outstanding accounts for expenses already incurred 
for the erection of barracks, &¢., at Fort Smith. 

Mr. HARALSON propored an appro riation of 
$1,000 for the purchase of the island for the purpo- 
ses of fortification at the mouth of the Savannah 


river. Rejected.” 


Mr. HALE proposed to amend by inserting— 
Provided, -That the headquarters of the army shall not be 


“within the District of Columbia. 


Rejected. 
Mr. PATTERSON proposed an appropriation 
of $15,000 to commence the erection of a fort at the 


harbor.of New York. Rejected. 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the committee 
then rose and reported the bill and the amendments 
which had been agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ments reported by the committee, and they were 
agreed to. 

The question was put on the engrossment of the 
bill, and decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed; 
and the House adjourned. 


The following’ petitions, presented to-day, were 


BARNARD, Mr. 
“rine Gale, of Linégoln county Kentuck: refe 


-ing to be paid for articles furnished the New York-cus' 


` propriated lends, with the privilege o 


“handed to the reporter: 
them" 88 
By Mr. CALDWELL: ‘The p 


M 


Committee on Revolutionary-Claims. (0°02 * 
By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of J: D: W: 


‘ckoff, 5 
house. > s bes hos Bede ig a eee 
` By Mr. CARY: The petition of Willem Bromaghia, for a. 
pension: referredto'the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = => 
By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the‘citizens-of ‘St: Gene- 
vieve, Missouri, asking Eonpress to make appropriations for 
the improvement of the western: rivers; referred. to the“ 
Committee-of the Whole on the state of the Union.” > ; 
By Mr, HUGHES: The petition of Jamès C.Noel, and 28° 
other citizens of the State of Missouri; asking Congress to 
donate certain lands to them, the money. to enter which. “ 
they deposited with Wm. Wright, receiver of the land ofice, 
at Palmyra, Missouri, but said. Wm. Wright failed to use the, 
money for that purpose, and appropriated it to his own use; 
and further ask, if this relief cannot be given, that Congress . 
may grant them the right of pre-emption upon. any. unap- 
f paying for the same 


within five years. i 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Hammond,’ and 
24:other citizens of Guernsey county, Ohio. The petition | 
of James Knox, and 19 other citizens of said township and ` 
county. The petition of Samuel A: Fulton, and 68 other 
citizens of Westland, in said cotinty.: The petition of G.D. 
Stout, and 51 other citizens of said township and county, 
remonstrating against repealing or disturbing the. present .. 
tariff. : 

By. Mr. E. J. MORRIS: The petition of William Greaves 
and 46 others, and of H. Wetherald and 39 ‘others, asking 
for a reduction of the duty on sugar. The petition of A. 
Barrows and others, against the repeal or modification of: 
the tariff of 1842, as tending to the derangement of the cur. > 
rency and the confusion of business. - : > 

By Mr. HUNT, of New York: The remonstrances of 152 


citizens of Niagra county, New York,-and of 56 citizens of a 


Allegany county, New. York, against any reduction of the 
present tariff. f $ 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Robert Furlong for & 
pension. The petition of Susan. Bruin for a pension. 

By Mr. McILVAINE; The remonstrance of John B. Chees- 
man and 99 others, citizens of Chester county, Pennsy}. 
vania, against any alteration of the present tariff, “which 
has more than realized the best expectations of its friends... . 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance ‘of 68 citi~, 
zens of Chicago, against: the admission of Texas to. this” 
Union: referred to the Committee of Foreign Relations. i 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The proceedings of a meéting of the - 
citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the. 
present tariff, and against the roposed change, ah ee 

By. Mr. FISH: The-memorial of underwriters in the city” 
of New York, in relation to the fortifications of the Gulf of ` 
Mexico. ee: : $ ; 


IN SENATE. | : 
Tuespay, April 16,. 1844. > 


Mr. BATES presented a remonstrance of sixty= 
four citizens of Brookfield, ‘Massachusetts, against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. g 
Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from James 
Richardson and others, of Dedham, Massachusetts, 
remonstrating against the passage ofan international 
copyright ‘law: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 


Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from Charles 
M. Keller, asking that the Commissioner of Patents 
may be authorized to grant him a patent for a cer-. 
tain invention, which that officer is prohibited from 
doing whilst he (Keller) is employed in that office: 
reférred to the Committee on. Patents and the Patent 
Office. 3 ; 

Mr. P. presented a memorial from 205 citizens of 
Pittsford, Vermont, and one from citizens of Troy, 
Orleans county; Vermont, protesting against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. a 

Mr. P. -also presented a memorial from 197 citi- 
zens of Pittsford, Vermont, against. the proposed 
modification of the tariff. Also, a memorial ‘of like 
character from Willoughby, Vermont: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. : 


My. TAPPAN presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of the county of Brown, Ohio, and the proceed 
ings of a public meeting of citizens of Ripley, same 
county and State, against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. $ 

Mr. STURGEON presented five several memo- 
rials numerously signed by citizens of the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any interfe- 
rence with the present tariff: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial, signed by 


. 


` 150 highly respectable inhabitants of Seneca county, 


Ohio, remonstrating against any change in the eX- 
isting tariff law. The memorialists represent that 
that law has produced most beneficial effects in 
-securing them a home market, and that goods have 
been purchased at as low-a rate as they have ever” 
been: referred to the Committee on Finance, : 


- 820. 


Mr. JARNAGIN. rep rted back without-amend-. 
ment, and with a recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, House bill-for the relief of Sally. 


McCraw. The report accompanying was. ordered - 


to be printed. ` ` ee pels 
My. FOSTER; from the Committee. on Claims, 
reported a bill-for.- the relief of Pierre Menard, Jo» 


siah T. Betts, Jacob Feaman, and Edmund Roberts, _ 


of the State of. Illinois, sureties of Felix St Vrain, 
late Indian ‘agent, deceased; which: was: read, and 


ordered to a second reading. : The report accompa- ~ 


nying was ordered to be printed. : 
“Mr. HUNTINGTON, from.the Committee on 


Commerce, to which was referred House bill to. es- 


tablish. a new collection district for the Territory of 
Florida, to be called the Suwannee district, reported 
the same back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that -it be indefinitely ‘postponed; ac- 
companied by the following resolution: - 

Resolved, That the Secretary.of the Treasury be instruct- 
ed to institute inquiries as to the trade and commerce, for- 
eign and domestic, of the Gulf of Mexico, between the port 
of St, Marks and Charlotte Bay, and especially at or near 
the Cedar-Keys; and that he report to the Senate, at its next 
session, the facts he shall’ obtain, with his opinion of the 
expediency, of the establishment of a new collection dis- 
trict, with a port of entry at the Cedar Keys. 


The bill entitled “An act to repeal an act directing 
the survey of the northern.line of the reservation. of 
the half breeds'of the Sac and -Fox tribe of Indians 
by the treaty of August, 1824,” approved March 4, 
1343, was taken up, and, aftera few remarks b 
Messrs. ATCHISON and HUNTINGTON, in ex- 

lantion and in support of its provisions, the 
Bit was read the third time, and passed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the post office 
bill was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. MERRICK said he believed the question 
pending was on the amendment proposed by the 
senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Woopzury. 

The CHAIR stated that the amendment of that 
‘senator was to strike out the word “double,” in the 
16th line of the first section, and.to insert “fifty per 
cent. more than.” 

(The effect of this amendment would be to make 
the postage of every additional quarter of an ounce 
over the half ounce chargeable with single postage, 
half as much more as the single postage. ] 


Mr. MERRICK objected to the amendment, 
chiefly on the ground of making a reduction on the 
rates of postage proposed by the bill. The minimum 
rate had been fixed on half an ounce weight, which 
was ascertained to be quite latitude enough for any 
ordinary sheet of writing paper. It had also been 
ascertained that thin letter paper weighed less than 
a quarter of an ounce. Double postage for three- 
fourths of an ounce would therefore be in accordance 
with , the principle of obtaining revenue from double 
letters.. He trusted the amendment would not be 
adopted, as it would be a great risk, and would re- 
ally afford very little relief. 

Mr. WOODBURY was surprised at the senator’s 
opposition to the amendment, which had for its ob- 
ject to make the bill conform to the general principle 
upon.which it was based—that of charging postage 
according to weight. This was a just principle, 
supported by the analogies of other countries, such 
as England, France, und Prussia, where double 
postage was chargeable only on double weights. 

Tis wish was to have the bill restored to the correct 
principle. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that, heretofore, double 
postage was charged upon a second slip of paper; 
the present proposition would be a great concession, 
for the number of slips or sheets of paper would not 
be charged as before, but only the weight. His 
principal objection to the amendment was, that it 
would have the effect of causing a considerable 
oe in the receipts of postage expected by the 

il, 

The question on amendment was putby the Chair, 
but a quorum not voting, 

Mr. MERRICK rose and made a minute explana- 
tion of the proposition, with a view of enabling the 
Senate to vote understandingly on the question. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that this being a bill 
Which proposed a very important change in the 
practice of the government, it a peared to him that 
it ought not to be taken up and discussed piece-meal 
during the morning hour. Jt would be much better 
to put it on the. general orders, and let it obtain the 
gonsideration of a whole day, j 


` * Tt was here explained that 


which the bill now occupied. 
The amendment was adopted—ayes 17, noes 15. 
r. 
ment.: - He did -not mèan to:press- it unless-accepta- 
ble to the chairman - of -the. Post Office Committee. 
Under the bill, as it stands, the-least distance for the 
smallest-rate of postage was 100 miles. He thought 
if a short, distance wag “subjected to only 3 cents— 
say for 10 or 15 miles—it would increase the řev- 
enue considerably, because it would cause many 
letters now sent by hand to be sent by the mail. 
Mr. MERRICK agreed.that, in many instances, 


‘the number of letters would probably be increased 7 


yet, on the whole, the loss would exceed the gain. 
Mr. WOODBURY said that, as his suggestion 
was not approved of by the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee, he would not press it. : 
Mr. MERRICK moved to amend. the bill in the 
sixth section, by striking out. “be punished by a 
fine of not less than $50, and with instant dismissal 
from his office,” [relating to false endorsement. of 
“official business” on franks made by deputy post- 
masters,] and inserting “forfeit and pay $300; and 
also to make a corresponding alteration at the end of 
the section. : . 
The amendment was adopted. 


‘He also moved to amend the bill in section 10, 


line 20, by striking out the end of the section pre- 
scribing the mode of recovering the penalty of $100 
for carrying mail-matter outside of the mail, [his ob- 
ject. being to concentrate, in a new section, all pro- 
visions relating to penalties.) 

The amendment was adopted. 

“He moved to amend section 11, line 17, by stri- 
king out all relating to the mode of recovering the 
fine of $100, to be levied on vehicles or vessels car- 
rying mail matter other thar. relating to cargo, (on 
the same ground as preceding amendment.) 

The amendment was adopted. i 

He next moved to strike out, in same section, 
from 27th line, [also relating to the same penalty.] 

The amendment was adopted. 

He next moved to strike out of section 13 the con- 
clusion, relating in like manner to the mode of pros- 
ecuting private expresses. 

ie amendment was adopted. 

next moved to strike out the whole of the 
14th section, relating to foreign vessels carrying 
mail matter from one port of the United States to 
another—the existing law being sufficient on that 
point. ; 
The amendment was adopted. 
He next moved to AEn the bill by adding as an 
additional sectinn—viz: 


That all pecuniary penalties and forfeitures incurred un- 
der this act, shall be one-half for the use of the person or 
persons informing and prosecuting for the same, and the 
Other half to the use of the United States; and shall be paid 
over to the Postmaster General, and accounted for by him as 
otherj moneys of the department. “And all causes of action 
arising under this act may be sued, and all offences against 
this act, may be prosecuted, before the justices of the peace 
magistrates or other judicial courts of the several States 
and of the several Territories of the United States, they havy- 
ing competent jurisdiction by the laws of such States and 
Territories to the trial of claims and demands of-as great 
value, and of the prosecutions where the punishments are 
of as great extent; and such justices, magistrates, or judi: 
ciary, shall take cognizance of and proceed to judgment and 
execution, as in other cases. 


Mr. MERRICK observed that the Senate would 


perceive the object was to include in one section all. 


relating to the prosecution and recovery of penal- 
ties, which had been stricken out of the preceding 
sections. 

The amendment was adopted. 

He next moved to amend the bill, by adding the 
following as an additional section, viz: 


That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster Geueral, in all 
future lettings of contracis for the transportation of the 
mail, to let the same, in every case, to the lowest bidder 
tendering sufficient guaranties for faithful performance, 
Without other reference to the mode of such transportation 
than may be necessary io provide ior the due celerity, cer- 
tainty, and security of such transportation.. Nor shall any 
new contractor, hereafter. be required to purchase out, or 
take at a valuation, the stock -or vehicles of any previons 
contractor for the same route. And all advertisements: made 
under the orders of the Postmaster General, ina newspaper 
or newspapers, of letters inialled for in any post office, 
shall be inserted in the paper or papers of the town or place 
where the office advertising may be situated, having the 
largest circulation, provided the editor or editors of such 
paper or papers shal] agree to insert the same for a price not 
greater than now fixed by law; and in case of question or 
dispute as to the amount of the circulation of any papers, 


‘the editors of which may desire this advertising, it shall be 


the duty of the Postmaster General to receive evidence, and 
decide upon the fact. 


He stated that the object was to put an end to the 


| Was the position 


WOODBURY? suggested ‘another amend- | 


8th section was that which 


` practice of paying exorbitantly for the transportation. 
- of ‘the mail for-the sake of putting: stages on’ many 


routes where the rate of. travel does not warrant the 
expense of keeping up stages. He understood that 
between two and three hundred thousand dollars an=- 
nually was paid away in this manner; which could be 
saved to the department if authorized to send the mail 
in some cheaper way than by stages, which are not 
able to support themselves by the fare of travellers, 
Another object was, to change the system of adver- 
tising,by which a condition is made, that the suc- 
cessful bidder shall take the stock of the “previous 


‘contractor. This is found to operate so as to give a 


monopoly to the old contractor, because no one feels 
disposed to take an old stock at-a price-to be fixed 
either by agreement or by the department. It was 
expected that the alteration proposed would operate 
best for the interests of the department. Another 
was, to regulate the mode of advertising letters. 
According to the present practice, it sometimes hap- 
pens that the advertisements are made in newspapers 
of small circulation, the consequence of whichis, that 
the end proposed is not ‘attained. The “provision 
now offered, would secure the insertion of such ad- 
vertisements in newspapers of the largest circulation 
in the vicinity of the post offices. 2 

The amendment was adopted. 

He next moved to.amend the 19th section, in the 
5th line, in relation to newspapers, to strike out 
“week,” and insert “month.” The object was to 
include a very valuable class of public journals pub- 
lished at longer intervals than one ‘week, and to 
place them on the same footing as other newspa- 
pers. The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BREESE proposed offering a few amend- 
ments to this bill. The first was, at the end ofthe 
6th section, to insert a proviso by which deputy 

ostmasiers whose chief compensation for the trou- 

le of keeping post offices was the franking privi- 
lege, might, in consideration of continuing and exer- 
cising that privilege, relinquish any claim to pecuni- 
ary reward. Mr. B. explained the necessity of 
having some such pein, to avoid the breaking 
up of small post office establishments, of great con- 
venience to the country, but not productive of rev- 
enue enough to the department to justify the pay of 
adéquate salaries. 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the amendment would not 
be adopted; because the franking privilege was the ` 
chief thing cried out against by the whole country, 
It was a thing which appeared to be so odious to 
the people, that all-the petitions which had come to 
Congress exclaimed most -particularly against: it. 
The best and fairest way. would be to compensate, 
in money, postmasters whose services are considered 
indispensable; but they should not be allowed the 
franking privilege. > 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed, that some days ago, 
when the.bill was under discussion, he had sent to 
the chair an amendment, which he would now call 
up. He moved to amend the bill by striking out the 
8th section, and inserting, as a substitute, the fol- 
lowing: 

“Src. 8. The president and secretary of the Senate, and 
the speaker and clerk of the House of Representatives, may 
receive through the mail, free of postage, during any ses- 
sion of Congress, any petitions, memorials, or other docu- 
ments, written or printed, addressed to Congress, or to either 
House thereof. or relating to the business of Congress, or of 
cither House thereof, or of any committee of either House of 
Congress, and directed to be laid before Congress, or before 


either House thereof, or before any committee of either 
House.” 


Mr. WRIGHT said it would be seen that the 
regulated the franking 
privilege of members of Congress, upon the one 
side, which gave them the right to receive commu- 
nications free of postage; and, instead of moving to 
strike out all that, he had preferred to retain such a 
provision as would enable the constituents of mem- 
bers to send petitions and communications relating 
te the business of Congress and its committees, to 
the presiding officer, or clerk of either House, in- 
siead of sending them directly to the members. He 
Was not tenacious of having the amendment in that 
precise form. His object was to make the proposi- 
tion, and take the sense of the Senate upon it.. 

Mr. FOSTER asked if the amendment proposed 
to take away from members of Congress the frank- 
ing privilege. 

Mr. WRIGHT answered that it did. 

Mr. FOSTER observed that he was opposed. to 
the amendment. He explained his reasons. The 
franking privilege was of more consequence to the 
people than to members of Congress, He. bee 


e esulting: fr to. the public at 
l were: inestimable. <. By means -of it, general 
intelligence of the utmost consequence was diffused: 
through the constituency of Congress. He'believéd 


t generally happened ‘that members of Congress 


sought’ out such: ‘of their constituents for sending 


speeches and document to, as were in remote places, . 


and in-a great measure shut. out from “newspaper 


intélligence. In view of the franking privilege being” 


a privilege. of the greatest importance to the people, 
he should oppose every proposition to abolish it. 
Mr. WRIGHT did not design to protract the dis- 
cussion, at present, upon any portion of this bill. 
The remarks of the honorable: Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Fosrer,] referred, as he [Mr. Foster] 


would see,- by looking to it, principally to the next. 


section of the bill. He (Mr. W.) did not complain 
that they were not pertinent, for they would be so 
very soon, if they were not now; as he designed 
very soon proposing to strike the ninth section out; 
yet the motion which he now made, acted clearly 
upon the matter which came to members of Con- 
gress from their constituents, and‘ not upon that 
which was ‘sent to them.: He had omitted; and 
should omit any remarks upon the.other side of the 
question, until the ninth section should. come under 


consideration, because, by separating the two sides, _ 


this privilege could be considered quite as clearly. 
For himself, leaving open the privilege of sending 
such mattet as. related to public business and 


duties, free of postage, he did not- think that> 


their constituents had a very deep: interest in send- 
ing much to either body that was not free of postage. 
Those who wrote to him, or who would write to 
him, knowing that he would have to pay postage, 
would very naturally limit their correspondence, 
and thus relieve him from many letters and commu- 
nications which he was in the ‘habit of receiving 
every day., > f Se 

The senator [Mr. Foster] said, however, that 
this franking privilege to members of Congress was 
not a privilege to them-—and in that remark he (Mr. 
W.).concurred most fully—but was a privilege ex- 
tendéd by them to the people. It might be so; but 
he thought members of Congress should not force’a 
privilege of this sort upon them against their will; 
and, so far as he knew, this action of Congress was 
supposed to be in obedience to the strong expres- 
sion of public opinion against the existing Post 
Office regulations. Within his own observation, 
that public opinion had expressed itself so clearly 
and unequivocally upon no other point as against 
the franking privilege, and not that privilege in the 
hands of postmasters any more than in the hands 
of members. of Congress. He understood from 
the honorable chairman of the. Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, [Mr. Merricx,] in the 
remarks made by that senator a few moments ago, 
that they had not a memorial before the committee 
which did not make one of its burdens the aboli- 
tion or- ‘material curtailment of this privilege. If, 
therefore, that was the public opinion, and the will 
of the people, whose privilege this was, he hoped 
his friend from Tennessee would go with his mo- 


tion. $ : 
Mr. FOSTER wished to know whether there was 
a very: large: number of memorials calling for the 
abolition of the franking privilege; and if there was, 
from what sections of the country they came: He 
apprehended it would be found that they came from 
the large commercial cities, and not from the mass 
of. the people in the country. He argued at con- 
siderable length in favor of retaining the franking 
privilege, as a valuable means of disseminating im- 
portant congressional. information to the people. 
Mr. MERRICK said that, when he last summed 
up the memorialists against the franking privilege, 
they amounted to about 10,000; since which 5,000 
might be added. } ; ] fi 
eight of the State legislatures calling for its abolition. 
With regard to the pending motion, he had only to 
say that his friend from New York [Mr. Wrienr] 
proposed to go much further in regard to the aboli- 
tion of the franking privilege than the Post Office 
Committee thought necessary or desirable at the 
present moment. He explained the existing law as 
to the establishment of new post offices and discon- 
tinuance of other's. He then reverted to the pending 
amendment, which he read. It would be seen that the 
committee did not approve of going so far. It might 
do very wellif it was desirable to confine the com- 
munication between members of Congress and their 
constituents: to. mere matter of aetual legislation. 
But there were many subjects indirectly bearing up- 
on legislation, which never came to be operated up- 


There were also resolutions from” 


on, and yet it was highly necessary thai, even in. 


regard to absolute subjects of legislation, thege.in-: 


direct. communications should ‘be: permitted, He. 
cited the fact of the innumerable communications.ad- 


dressed to himself as chairman of the “Post Office. - 


Comittee, which afforded him great and impor- 
tant_information, though not one of them.separately 
could be made a subject of direct legislation. : 

r. FOSTER admitted the. respectability of the. 


authorities cited by the chairman of the Post Office ` 


committée, as remonstrating ‘against the franking 
i privilege, yet they were only comparative. Eight 
tates Out of twenty-six were, to be sure, one- 
third; and ten or fifteen thousand citizens of the 
United States were, doubless, a respectable body; 
, but. they form a very small portions of the seventeen 
-or eighteen millions of the people of the country. 
_He felt compelled to call for a division of the ques- 
tionon the motion to. strike outand insert. : 
After a few explanations between Messrs. 
WRIGHT, FOSTER, and MERRICK as to the 


suggested thatthe object the senator from Tennes- 
‘see had in view, would be best attained by waiting 
for the motion to strike- out another section of the 
bill relating to the franking privilege. 

Mr. FOSTER, at this suggestion, withdrew his 
call for a division of the question. 

Mr. WRIGHT made a few observations in re- 
ply to the senator from Tennessee, and. further 
urged. the propriety of so limiting the franking priv- 
ilege as to confine it literally to matters of legisla- 
tive operation, and to place it within the control of 
the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress, 

Mr. ALLEN inquired whether communications, 
sent through the president or secretary ‘of the Sen- 
ate, and sealed, would have to be opened and exam- 
ined by the president or secretary, i 

Mr. WRIGHT said his design was that nothing 
should be sent in this way but what was proper to 
be opened and examined by the presiding officers. 

Mr. ALLEN: suggested that it would be a very 
inconvenient and unpleasant duty to impose on ‘the 
presiding officers, inasmuch ag they would have to 
wade through much that was private, for the sake 
of ascertaining what related to public matters. ` He 
saw no reason why the honor of a senator should 
not be entrusted with the discrimination between 
what was addressed to him asa public matter and 
what as a private affair of his own. He should. be 
entrusted with the right of getting such postage as 
related to. public business charged to the public, and 
such. as related to himsclf to his own private ac- 
count. 

Mr. WRIGHT explained that the senator from 
Ohio misconceived his object. It. was not to au- 
thorize communications to be addressed personally 
to senators, through sealed communications, en- 
dorsed to the presiding officers. His object was to 
authorize only. communications, addressed to the. 
body itself, or to one of its committees, to come 
postage free; not to authorize, by any covert mode, 
personal communications to senators. 

Mr. WOODBURY stated that he conceived the 
object was to take away the personal franking priv- 
ilege of members.of Congress. 

r. WRIGHT observed that such was his ob- 


ject. 


5, nays 35, as follows: 


pen, and Wright--4. ; 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Baghy, Barrow, Bates, Bayard; 
Breese, Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Evans, 


Huger, Jarnagin, MeDuftic, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 


Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Sim- 


bury —35. js 

So the amendment was rejected. __ 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the 3d section by 
adding, “that every deputy postmaster shall return 
postage on receiving proof that. an overcharge of 
postage was made, whether the letter be opened in 
the post office or not.” 

Mr. MERRICK explained the existing practice, 
and showed that the proposed rates of postage being 
by weight, no such case could arise as supposed. 
‘The amendment was therefore unnecessary. 

Mr. BREESE withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike outthe ninth sec- 
tion; which relates to the substitute of a certain num- 
ber of free stamps to each member of Congress in 
lieu of the privilege of franking his own letters. 

He should very much have liked to have been 


effect of calling for a division of the question, it was. 


The yeas and nays having been demanded, were 
ordered; and the question being taken, resulted, yeas , 


YEAS—Messrs, Atchison, Atherton, Fairfield, Tap- - 


Foster, Francis, Fulten, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, >` 


mons, Sturgeon, Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- ' 


‘stituted proposed: 


‘ordered. - 


‘was “stricken out, the. franking: privilege woul 


` use the franking privilege. certain ‘and known.. 


free matter: ni 
: He calle: 


Mr. SEVIER inquired -whether,..if: this. secti 
main. 3 : 
Mr WRIGHT said: notat all. er era 
‘Mr. SEVIER made a few observations: as tothe - 
weight of mail-matter carried at present: bythe m 
and showed that. besides the mail, passengers’ 
always heen: carried bythe. stages, which sh 
the weight never was so excessive as suppose 
-Mr. MERRICK - observed thatthe. section: pros 
posed to be stricken ‘out, was that portion of the bill 
which. preserved, in a-modified form, the franking 


privilege of members of Congress... By a. preceding: .- 


section, the franking privilege, as it now exists, was, 
abolished; ‘and those-two sections, the Sth and ‘9th, 


were then inserted by the commniittee, for the purpose.” 


of restoring, in a modified form,.so much of: the’ 
franking privilege as would be sufficient-to cover the: 
paniis business, which members of Congress should’ 

e charged. with. And it was-thought by the com- 
mittee that the mode now.proposed in the. bill was: 


the least exceptionable that could be adopted. “(To -.. 
show the extent of the revenue to be saved, he'réad 


from the committee’s report the passages which were’ 


quoted on: the first discussion ‘of the , bill, and which. 


itis not deemed necessary here to republish} 2" > 
By this reportit appeared that, last year, mail mate, 
ter which, if charged, would amount to $367,000, 
went free under the. whole of. the franking privilege; 
and only to the amount of $31,000 franked by mem 


bers of Congress... The great object. was to.make, . 


the extent to which éach member of Congress could. 


could not go beyond 50 cents-a day ‘for’ each meme: 
do what they pleased with it, The publi woul ; 


ber; and to that extent it would-be. theix privilege to, 


however, be satisfied that no abuse of the franking’ — 


privilege could go beyond. that extent, 


Mr. SEVIER suggested to his friend from New: . 
York (Mr. Wricu7] to: first move’ to strike out the; 


de 


fifth section, (that repealing the franking privilege? 


granted by the act of 3d March, 1825.) = e 
Mr. WRIGHT observed that, if his motion. as to 
the ninth section first was tried, and failed, the’ moe : 
tion to strike out the fifth section could be next. tried; . 
and if successful, the ninth-section ‘would of course 

fall to the ground. ` a i 
Mr. MERRICK said such, of course, would be 
the effect. i S : : 
Mr. HAYWOOD took it for granted that the 


ground taken in relation to the necessity of abating. ” 


or abolishing the franking privilege was, that the: 
people had decided that members of Congress. had’ 
abused the franking privilege. 
the proof of all this? C 
first be obtained as to the abuses, if any actually’. 
do exist, and then législation should be shaped.so as: 
to correct these abuses... He should vote for striking 


out this ninth section, for he would.rather not: have 
the franking privilege at all than ‘to ‘have ‘it in the 


form proposed. It would-be the ratification, by: lex 
gislation, of a suspicion or supposition: entertained -> 
by a few persons that members of Congress had 


. abused a privilege attached: to the dignity of their 


station. He objected to legislating upon the as- 
sumption that they were not fit to be entrusted with 


the privilege of free communication with their con- 


stituents. 

Mr. MERRICK replied, the bill only: proposed 
to pass a law leaving the proper department to carry 
it out. Such had been the course in relation to all 
post office laws hitherto adopted by the government. 
In relation to the franking privilege, the proposition 
was not that members of Congress should go to. the 
Postmaster General and ask him for a pass to write 
a letter. It was making a command that a subordi- 
nate should furnish, for the convenience of members 
of Congress, such facilities as were requisite for 
their correspondence. The object of the whole bill 
was to mect public opinion, by such a reduction: of 
postage as would insure an ‘increase of the source of 
revenue necessary to sustain the department. He 
read from the Post Office. Committee’s report the 
general observations in relation to the franking priva 
ilege. i : 


Mr. PHELPS was desirous of bringing the Sen- ` 


ate toa direct vote on this question, His design: in 


He asked where was’ 
Correct information: shoul 
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rising was to obtain that end: The 5th section pro- 
posed to.abolish the present franking privilege alto- 
gether; the 8th section proposed to restore sò much 
of the franking privilege as ‘relates to the reception 
of communications; and the 9th section relates to 


the limitation of the;frahking privilege in transmit- | 


ting communications. The Senate had already re- 
fused, on the motion of the senator from New ork, 
to strike out the 8th section. “He described the dif- 
ference betwéen..the_ propositions of the bill in rela- 


tion to the franking privilege and the existing’ priv- | 


‘dlege. He moved to amend the amendment proposed’ 
“by the senator from New. York, by substituting an 

amendment which, virtually, would be a restoration 
of the privilege to the full.extent it was‘now:en- 
joyed.. Hid did this merely as a test-to obtain’ the 
sense of the Senate on this point. 

He agreed with the senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Fosrer] that it was indispensable for the perpetuity 
of our institutions, that the. freést and ‘fullest com- 
munication should exist between the people and the 
representatives; and that the doings of Congress 
should be -scattered over, every portion of the coun- 
try. The franking privilege was not a subject of 
grievance to the. mass of the people. He was for 
retaining it, to the fullest extent, as an important 
privilege of the people. Nothing would be gained 

y suppressing this privilege. ‘The mass of docu- 
ments sent by it would not be sent at all, if ‘subject 
to postage;so that not a cent more revenue would 
be gained by the department. 

he CHAIR remarked that the pending. motion 
was to strike out, and did not admitof a motion to 
amend. 

Mr. PHELPS withdrew his motion for the 
present. 


Mr. FOSTER understood, from the vote already 
taken, that a large majority of the Senate was op- 
posed to the abolition of the franking privilege; but 
it was not thence to be supposed that some modifi- 
cation was not necessary; it might be desirable to 
abate abuses which actually do exist. 

Looking to the great extent of the franking priv- 
ilege enjoyed by the heads and subordinates of de- 
partments—who, having’ large salaries, are suffi- 
ciently compensated for their services without the 
privilege of sending or receiving letters, on their 
private business, free of postage—he believed con- 
siderable modification was called for. He should 
therefore move to amend the fifth section, by insert- 
ing a proviso remodelling the existing privilege. It 
would be seen that this brought up the question 
how far Congress was willing to go in the reform of 
abuses known to exist. He supposed a majority 
of the Senate was quite willing to go thus far: 
whether they would go for the bill itself, was a mat- 
ter yet to be decided. For his own part, he was 
not prepared to give it his vote. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked what the pending 
question was, 

Mr. MERRICK explained that it was on striking 
out the 9th section. i 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said, then the question 
was, whether this matter of substituting an allow- 
ance of free covers for the present franking privi- 
lege enjoyed by members of Congress should be 
adopted or not. Looking to the sentiments of his 
own State legislature on this subject, and to the fact 
that the Post Office Committee had given the most 
anxious consideration to the questions of reform 
submitted to it, he was willing to try the experi- 
ment proposed. It would have one advantage-—~ 
that of freeing the representatives of the’ people 
from the suspicion of abusing the franking privilege. 
He never had regarded it as a personal privilege, 
but as one publicly advantageous, and principally to 
the people themselves. He was almost willing to 
go with the senator from New York in doing awa 
with the personal privilege altogether; yet he hesi- 
tated at going so far at present, and thought it the 
safest way to acquiesce in the experiment proposed 
by the committee. 


Mr. HUGER calculated that, as the number of 
stamps proposed to the members of Congress was 
estimated to amount to 50 cents per day for each 
member, this, for 365 days, would come to $180 a 

ear for each member; and multiply that amount 

y the whole number of members, the value of the 
privilege altogether would be over $45,900, 

Mr. MERRICK observed that the estimate of 
the committee was, that the letter correspondence 
of members of Congress would not exceed $30,000. 
But the bill propose a much greater saving than that 
on letters, by taking away the vast amount of other 
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mail matter franked by members of Congress at 
present. f Sars 

Mr. HUGER asked what wagthe whole expense 
of the privilege now enjoyed by members of Con- 
gress. . i 


Mr. MERRICK explained that there was great 


difficulty in ascertaining the whole expense. R 
Mr. HAYWOOD observed that he had no inten- 


tion of offending “the chairman of the Post Office. 


Committee by the allusions he had made to the po- 
sition in which members. of Congress. would be 
placed of asking passes from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. He objected to any mode of legislation in 
relation to the franking privilege which would have 
the effect of sustaining impressions that they abused 
their privilege. As to the proposed reformation, as 
he understood it, the proposition was, to.give a cer- 
tain privilege, calculated. at $182 50 to each mem- 


- ber, for transmitting, and of course as much more 


for receiving communications—making, together, 
$365. for each. It would be giving a privilege 
amounting, all things considered, to $100,000, in 
place of what is now estimated at $31,000! He 
pointed out the temptation that would be given by 
the proposed arrangement to charges being insti- 
fated against members of Congress of turning this 
privilege into a means of profit. ena 
cious of retaining. the present privilege; but if it 
was to he given up, he wished it to be done. with 
some grace. If the privilege is abused, let the 
law be taken as it exists, and let it be corrected. 
He urged strong objections against legislating on so 
important a branch of the public service in the ab- 
sence of full information, and directly contrary to 
the known sentiments -of the head of the depart- 
ment. It was at leasť due to the station of the Post- 
master General, if not to himself, to call for his 
opinion and report on the subject. 

Mr. MERRICK replied that the criterion of the 
value of the franking privilege, as it exists, was 
taken from an account kept in October, a season 
when Congress was not in session; but it was prob- 
able, if the account had been taken when Congress 
was in full session, it would be found that fifty or 
sixty thousand dollars would not be too much to 
estimate the expense of the present letter-postage 
corr@spondence. He. also. made some further eX- 
planations, relative to the other mail-matter now 
franked by members. > 

Mr. McDUFFIE observed. that the Senate was 
not prepared, in the absence of proper information, 
and in the absence of the views of the head of the 
department, for proceeding with this bill. He 
should therefore move its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. MERRICK called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that the motion of 
the senator from South Carolina was, in his opin- 
ion, premature. 
franking privilege could be regulated, before he was 
prepared to vote upon the bill. If it was to contin- 
ue as it had been—a source of abuse, offensive to 
the whole country—he would vote for the indefinite 
postponement. At present, he could not vote for the 
senator’s motion. 

Mr. McDUFFIE withdrew his motion. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 

The Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 16, 1844. ~ 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the call for reports from committees. 

Mr. CRANSTON asked and obtained leave to 
present a protest of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island and Providence Plantations against 
the right of Congress, or of either House, to inquire 
into the question whether the constitution adopted 
by that State in November, 1842, is or is not the 
legal constitution of that State. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved thatthe House resume 
the consideration of the bill providing an uniform 
time for holding the election of electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice President ofthe United States. 

The SPEAKER observed that the motion was 
not in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he thought it was always in 
order—the bill having been made the special order 
of the day fora particular day now past. 

The SPEAKER observed that it had been made 
the special order for one day only; and that day 
being past, the bill took its place in the regular order 
of business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DUNCAN then moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of taking up that bill; and 


He was not tena- | 


He wished to ascertain how the. 


called for the yeas and nays, which were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 71, nays 68, as 
follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Belser, Bid- 
Jatk, James-Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Jeremiah 
E. Cery, Catlin, Clingman, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fick- 
lin, French, Giddings, Hale, Hamlin, Herrick, Hubard, 
Hughes, Hungerford, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Mathews, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Elisha R. 
Potter, Emery D: Potter; Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, 
Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Simons, John T. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Stone, Strong, Taylor, 
Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, Joseph 
A. Wright, and Yost—71: ~ ` 
_NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Benton, Bren, 
gle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Burt, Causin, 
Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet; Dickey, Foot, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Haralson, Harper, Houston, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Lewis, McClernand, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J, 
Morris, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Pheenix, 
Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stephens, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Vance, Vanmeter, Weth- 
ered, White, Williams, Winthrop, and William Wright 


So the rules were not suspended. 


THE RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS. 
Mr. BURKE rose and remarked that he observed, 
on examining the paper presented by the gentleman 


` from Rhode ‘Island, [Mr. Cranston,] that some- 


thing had been added to the resolutions of the legis- 
lature of that State: some matter apparently cut from 
a newspaper had been attached. He desired to in- 
qire of the gentleman from Rhode Island whether 
this paper had any connexion with the resolutions, 
and whether it had been attached by him. 

Mr. CRANSTON replied that the gentleman 
might himself judge as to the connexion there was 
between them; and as for the fact of attaching the 


a x 
Mr. WHITE interposed to inquire whether this 
discussion was in order. 
The SPEAKER observed that it was not, except 
by general consent. 
r. BURKE said he considered it a privileged 


‘question. 


Mr. WELLER said he desired to make a privi- 
leged motion. ‘The paper had been laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed, and the question had been 
taken without debate. He now moved a reconsid~ 
eration of the vote. 

Mr. CAUSIN inquired whether this question was 
debatable. f f 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the printing was ordered 
would be debatable. 

Mr. POTTER rose to make some observation. 

Mr. HUDSON remarked that the “Standing 
Committees” that occupied the body of the House, 
prevented anything being heard “where he sat. 
[Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

Mr. POTTER then proceeded to make some ob- 
servations; but nota single word could be heard at 
the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to say that he had 
examined the protest in question, and that he had 
been more than surprised to find that the protest 
was accompanied with several papers which had no 
proper or legitimate connexion with it. 

The protest, as he understood it, contained a de- 
nial of the right of this House to inquire into the 
late proceedings ofa portion—a minority—of the peo- 
ple of Rhode Island, to suppress a constitution 
adopted by a majority of the people of that State; 
for this was the true question, putting out of view 
for the present the alleged interference of the Presi- 
dent in aid of that object. It was not his purpose 
todeny the authority of the legislature of Rhode 
Island’ respectfully to invite the attention of this 
House to the question of jurisdiction involved. 

But it was his purpose now to inquire by what 
authority the protest had been accompanied by cer- 
tain irrelevant and spurious papers—one casting in- 
Jurious reflections upon this House, and another 
criminating a portion of the citizens of Rhode Is- 
land who are not here to defend themselves. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. Cray. 
ston] had presented what he said was a protest 
adopted by the legislature of his State. The House 
supposing that the paper was in fact a protest, and 
nothing more, had ordered it to be laid upon the ta- 
ble, and to be printed. But he had gone to the 


Cletk’s table and examined the paper. -He found, 
upon .such “examination, that there were several 
newspaper scraps~attached to the. protest; one of 
which purported. tobe a communication from the 
governor to the legislature of Rhode Island; which, 
inits terms, grossly reflected upon this House, 
and its action. There was.also another newspaper 


scrap attached to the protest, purporting to be a se-` 


ries of resolutions condemnatory of the conduct of 
certain citizens of that State. These newspaper 
scraps had been just attached to the protest, for the 
wafers by which they were attached were yet wet: 
atleast so he thought from a careful inspection of 
the paper. These papers were no part of.the pro-. 
test; they were attached here without the authority 
ofthelegislature of Rhode Island. = — 

` He could not but characterize:the proceeding as a 
forgery in fact—an interpolation of spurious mat- 
ter inthe-authentic acts of the legislature of a State. 
He would not charge any criminal intent ‘upon any 
gentleman, yet the interpolation was no less. a for- 
gery in fact. He.believed that the House had-been 
induced to order the paper to be printed under a 
misapprehension of. what they were doing. He 
therefore hoped the vote taken would be xeconsid- 


ered, ; 

Mr. WHITE inquired how the journal stood. 

The Clerk explained. $ pr 

Mr. WHITE said the gentleman from Rhode 
Island had submitted a distinct proposition to lay 
on the table a specific paper, and print it, and it was 
the duty of the Clerk. to have taken down that prop- 
osition; and if the Clerk had done so, there teal 
have-arisen no difficulty. The paper presented and 
ordered to be printed was a ‘protest of the: legisla- 
ture of Rhode Island, and the printers to this House 
would have no right to’ print anything else; and 
hence there was no necessity for thesé charges of 
fraud, and forgery, and imposition on this House. 

‘Mr. BURKE. remarked that it seemed the paper 
attached to the proceedings of the legislature of 
Rhode Island had no business there, according to 
the admission of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE remarked that he only said the 
House could not be imposed upon if.the officers of 
the House did their duty. With what motive the 
other paper had been attached to the protest of the 
legislature of Rhode Island, it did not become him 
to say. All he desired to say was, that if the ofi- 
cers of the House did their dae there could be no 
smuggling. . 

Mr. McCLERNAND, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. 
POTTER, made some conversational observations, 
which were wholly inaudible to the reporters. 

The Clerk, at the request of several gentlemen, 
read the endorsement of the paper presented by the 
gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. Cranston,] as 

given above. 

Mr. WHITE observed that that-was what the 
House.had ordered to be printed; and though other 
papers accompanied that paper, no injury could be 
done to the country. a Siu 

Mr. PAYNE said the gentleman from Kentucky 
had broached novel doctrines’ on this floor. He, 
however, did not admit that either the Clerk of the 
House or the printers of the House had the power 
tojudge and decide what should and what should 
not be printed by the [fouse. It appeared to him 
that it was the duty of the Clerk to cause to be 
printed, and of the printers to print, any paper 
which the House ordered to be printed; but how 
would the printers know that a portion of a docu- 
ment sent to them had-or had not been ordered to. be 
printed? A paper was sent to thé printers under the 
certificate of the Clerk of the House; and there surely 
could be no circumstances under which the printers 
would be authorized to strike out any portion of 
such document—not even a word ora syllable of a 
paper adjudged by the House to be printed. The 
doctrine of the gentleman from Kentucky was at 
least a novel one; and if it were carried into practice, 
it would put the whole proceedings of the House 
under‘the control of the Clerk and the public printer. 

But there was another inquiry to be made. What 
was the motive which induced the attaching of that 

aper-to the proceedings of the legislature of Rhode 

sland?.. What was the motive? Was it done with- 
out motive? : 

Mr. WHITE interposed, and said the gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Cranston] had been some 
time attempting to getthe floor, that he might ex- 
culpate himself from all blame, and to state that he 
did not attach the. paper, but that the responsibility 
was taken by his colleague [Mr, Potrer.] 


Mr. CAUSIN: iriquired what the question’ was 
then before the House. . ae ee 

Mr. BURKE asked the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr, Cranston] if, when he-asked that gen- 
tleman-how that paper became attached to the pro- 
ceedings of the legislature of Rhode Island, he did 


“not refuse to answer. 


Mr. CRANSTON was understood to say that 
he had misunderstood the question of-the gen- 


-Ueman from New Hampshire. He was then 


understood to say, (but he was very indistinctly 
heard,) that his colleague came to his seat when 


-he rose to present those proceedings of the legisla- 
he House, and said, “T will | 


ture of Rhode Island to.t 
attach the message of the governor, and the resolu- 
tions to this paper, so that we may get them all 
printed together:”?” [Cries of oh! oh! oh!]: Anxiously 

esirous to discharge his duty by the presentation 
of the. proceedings of the legislature of Rhode 
Island, which he had had a fortnight in his desk, he 
had no time for-reflection. The paper which he 
presented, he had endorsed as the Clerk read it, be- 
fore the printed matter was attached; and if he had 
had a moment for reflection after his colleague pro- 
posed to attach that paper, he should have suggest- 
ed the propriety of detaching it, for he would not 
have presented the documents together. He saw, 
from the question put by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, that he was in error. 

Mr, BURKE asked the gentleman from Rhode 
Island if, when he asked expressly whether the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Cranston] attached 
those papers, he did not refuse to answer. ~ 

Mr. POTTER cxplained; but-he speaks uniform- 
ly in a whisper, and is consequently. inaudible. It 
was understood that he confirmed’ the statement or 
his colleague.in relation to his having stated his in- 
tention to attach the paper, that they might be print- 
ed together. : MEE 

After an observation from Mr. DICKINSON, to 
which Mr. POTTER replied, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called the whole House to 
order, ` (The members were speaking in conversa- 
tion in the body of the hall.) 

Mr. POTTER continued; but,‘as usual, he was 
wholly inaudible. , 

Mr. WHITE suggested to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island to withdraw the paper which -he had 
attached. 

Mr. POTTER intimated his desire to do so. 

Mr. CAUSIN rose, and was proceeding to ad- 
dress the House, when 

Mr. PAYNE rose, and said he had the floor. 

Mr. CAUSIN replied that that was the point to 
be decided. He had the floor on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to reconsider the vote by which 
the proceedings of the legislature of Rhode Island 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed, 
and he had. only yielded to gentlemen to make ex- 
planations; but he never intended to yield his right 
to the floor. Pa 

Mr. PAYNE said he had had the floor, and had 
made half of his speech. 

Mr.. CAUSIN said the. gentleman should not 
have had the floor, without some right to it, had he 
not supposed that the gentleman from Alabama was 
but following in the steps of others. 3 

After some further conversation, 

Mr. CAUSIN yielded; and 
- Mr. PAYNE proceeded. He said he had but 
little more to add. He had supposed, however, that 
there was a motive for attaching that printed paper 
to the proceedings of the legislature of Rhode 
Island; and it now turned out, as he anticipated, 
that it was to have that paper printed—not by order 
of this House, not by a vote of this House, but b 
its being attached to-a paper the printing of whic. 
the House had ordered. He did not wish to ‘speak 
in harsh terms of the course which had been pur- 
sued; but he would say that it was highly improper. 
It was a course which ought never to have been 
adopted, and a course which, if tolerated by this 
House, would lead to extremes which could not be 
conceived. : : 

` But now what became of the apology of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Ware] He said 
the intention had not been to have that paper printed. 
If he did not use that expression, such was the plain 
and palpable inference which it conveyed. ; 

Mr. WHITE explained. The gentleman trom 


Alabama had misunderstood him. He had not said” 


that the intention was not to print. He had not 

said what was the object; but he said if the Clerk 

did his duty, the paper would not be printed. ~ 
Mr. PAYNE said he had submitied his remarks’ 


add, that it was very obvidus’ vi 
: -there which ought never to have been ther: 


0. mY 
which, if printed, would be done by a fn 


hid 
. had heretofore taken place in relation to ‘the-affairs... 


Mr. CAUSIN then proceeded to address th 
House, and. recapitulated the proceedings whic 


of Rhode Island, and then proceeded to discuss the 
merits of the subject in-controversy. oe 
Mr. BURKE asked if it was in order to discuss _ 
the merits of the memorial on a question of recon-. 
sideration. — ~; pa : eg! 
Mr. CAUSIN said the merits were necessary to 
show that this memorial should be printed. aes 
Mr. BURKE raised a question of order on the. 
point stated; but, after some conversation, 7 
Mr. CAUSIN resumed, and reiterated his stäté= . 
ment of the facts of the case, and then proceeded: | 
The very gist of all the. complaints made to this 
House was, that they had not’ succeeded in impo- 
sing upon the people. of Rhode Island what was 
called the Dorr constitution. They came herede- 
manding that Congress should interpose its authori-, , 
ty, and exercise an arbitrary power, in enforcing 
upon the people a certain constitution, whether they ` 
desire it or not. CRE yk 
Mr- C. JOHNSON desired the Speaker to require. | 
the gentleman from Maryland to. confine himself to. 
the question before the House; and, after. some dis. 
cussion : upon the yuestion of order, in “which 
Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON, HALE, CAUSIN, 
HOUSTON, and WHITE participated, 3 6, 
Mr. .CAUSIN was permitted to proceed with the. . 
general discussion.of the subject of the Rhode Island 
constituion. ie is hee er 
He regarded it as one of the most importatit ques-.. 
tions that could be brought before Congress—neither,, 


more nor less than a question of war or peace; and 
if war should: result, the whole Union’ would ‘be. 


convulsed to its centre. He contended that; Con-.. 
gress had no right, under the. constitution . of; the. 
United: States, to interfere with the internal’ policy: 
of the State of Rhode Island as they were solicited: 
to do. The were not asked to repel an invasion or 
to quell an insurrection; but to incite’ rebellion. and. . 
resistance to the legally organized powers within ` 
that State, to excite the people to scenes: of domes- 
tic violence. He thought this House should pause 
and look around them, and see what they were about 
to do. ie? 

He continued the discussion of the broad question 
through his allotted hour, interrupted occasionally. , 
by explanations from Messrs. PAYNE, McCLER- 
NAND, ànd others. . a E AND 
Mr. STEENROD said he understood the - gentle-. 
man from Rhode Island was willing to-withdraw the -, 
objectionable’ paper; and he hoped, thérefore, the. 
gentleman from Ohio would withdraw the motion to 
reconsider, ees 2 ETE 

Mr. WELLER said the protest was: not, signi 
by the Governor of ‘Rhode Island, and was in-other 
respects irregular; and_theréfore it should ‘not have 
been presented to this House. - He could not conse» 
quently withdraw his motion. 0 0s” 

“ Mr. STEENROD then (being desirous to get: rid 
of the subject) moved the previous question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE  appealéd-to the gentleman 
from Virginia to withdraw. the. previous. question. 
They had had so. much. eloquence about charters 
and rights, that they had: ‘pretty. much lost sight of. . 
the question before them. He understood a paper _ 
had been presented there, consisting of two pieces 
tacked together, but all covered by a general en- 
dorsement by a member of this House;and a motion 
had passed to print, under which the Clerk had no 
power to disconnect them. Doubts having arisen, as 
he understood, whether the papers were properly 
presented, a motion had been made to reconsider the ` 
vote by which the printing was ordered. The mọ- 
tion was a compound motion, (to lie on: the 
table and to print,) -which he, with. deference. 
to the Chair, held was.not a debatable motion: but: | 
debate had been permitted, and he would observe 
that the only mode of getting out of tiie difficulty, 
into which the House found itself, and in which the- 
member presenting the paper was involved—le 


sider th 


the vote by which the paper was laid on 
the table and ordered ‘to be’ printed. When that 
vote was’ reconsidered, the motion would again re-. 
cur tolay onthe table ‘and print; which could then 
be divided.ander the ‘rules of the House, or the gen. 
tleman preseriting it might withdraw the f aper which ` 
he had indicated his’ intention todo. He was gla 
to. hear the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr, 
Cransron] say that; if he had had time for refiec- - 
tien—if_he had had what a gentleman to whom 
some of them there were attached called the ‘sober. 
second thought?—he would not have ‘presented the 
paper. He understood a slip from a newspaper. was 
attached to the document presented, but that surely 
did not’ belong to it: whem they received: the pro- 
ceedings of a. sovereign: State they must come to 
this House properly. authenticated, and not in a 
slip from a newspaper, on which, he- understood 
from his friend from Maryland, (Mr. J. P. Kenxe- 
Dý;) there were several advertisements. [Laughter] 
e had .no particular desire for exposing the gen- 
tlemen on account of any impropriety, if there was 
any. He had no desire to charge upon them any 
design to trick the House, however much it might 
appear upon the face of the’ trafisaction, upon the 
first blush, to be so designed. He hoped ‘the House 
would agree to reconsider the vote, and. to go back 
to' the point whence they started, where the paper 
was first presented. : - 

‘Mr. MILTON BROWN said it appeared to him 
that the order to print obviously included nothing 
except that to which there could be’ no objection, 
He most heartily agreed that, if the design’ of the 
gentlemen was to impose upon the House, they 
should receive the censure of the House; but he 
could perceive no such design. He submitted 
whether ‘the reconsideration was not altogether un- 
necessary, a 

Mr. WELLER contended that the reconsideras 
tion was necessary, becanse the Clerk had no dis- 
cretionary power to direct’ what portion of a docu- 
ment should be printed, and what sh-uld not.. As 
he desired to put an end to debate upon this subject, 
that the House might proceed to'the transaction of 
necessary business, he asked for the previous ques- 
tión, ; ‘ 

Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order. He sug- 
gested that there was no necessity for.a reconsidera- 
tion. It was the duty of the Speaker to direct that 
all papers should be excluded from printing which 
were not specifically ordered to be printed. 

The demand for the previous question was 
seconded, and the main question ordered to be now 
put. 

‘The question of reconsideration was decided in 
the affirmative. 

On motion of Mr. CRANSTON, the paper ap- 
pended to the resolutions was withdrawn, 

The question then being upon laying the resolu- 
tions on the table, and ontlertag them to be printed, 
a division of the question was called for; and being 
first taken on laying on the table, was decided in 
the affirmative. On ordering the printing, 

Mr. PAYNE called for the. previous question, 
waich was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered, 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered, 
and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 147, nays 20. 

So the printing was ordered. 

When Mr. Paynr’s name was called, he said if 
it was on the motion to print the mutilated paper, he 
would vote “No,” 

Mr. BURKE then presented the 
minority of the legislacure of Rhode 
the protest and 
legislature. 

After much irregular discussion, and varioug ob- 
jections from Messrs. BARNARD, SCHENCK, 
and others, and statements of various points of 
order, the previous question was moved, 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers, 

Mr. DELLET called for the yeas and ‘nays, 
but they were not then in order. i 

Messrs. Winturor and Berser were appointed 
tellers, and they reported 76 in the affirmative, and 
60 in the negative. 

There was accordingly a second, 

Mr. BARNARD called for the reading of the pro- 
tesh and mneh irregular debate ensued; whieh was 
ermunated by the House assenting to the reading. 
The Clerk read it accordingly. ` ý 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the protest 
was addressed to the House, 


Mr. BARNARD observed that he believed it wag 


rotest of the 
1 sland, against 
declaration of the majority of said 


ress nO censure on anyhody—was to. 


addressed to the legislature of Rhode Island, an 


‘not received, because itwas considered direspectful. . 


- Mr. WINTHROP said he hoped the- gentleman 


- from New Hampshire would have leave-to with- 


draw the paper. - : ar f 
Mr. BURKE said he had presented it with no in- 
tention to impose upon the House. He had stated 


what it was. - Ee o a Soy oo ies 
The. main’ question was ordered-to be now put— 


-being to lay the communication on the table, and or 


der the printin, 


Mr. COLLAMER. called for a division `of the” 


question; and being first taken on laying on ‘the ta- 
ble, was decided in the affirmative. . 

On the motion to print, the. yeas and nays were 
demanded and ordered; and being taken, resulted 
thus—yeas 96, nays 75. . 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STETSON gave notice of his. intention to 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
army appropriation bill was passed, in order to ob- 
tain a reconsideration of the vote .by which. the 
amendment offered by the. gentleman from Kentuc- 
ky [Mr. Boyp] was rejected. 

Mr. TIBBA'PTS made some observations in fa- 
vor of the reconsideration. f 

The yeas and nays were then called for, and or- 
dered, on they motion to reconsider, and they termi- 
nated thus: yeas 78, nays 67. 

The question then recurréd on the engrossment of 
the hill, 

Mr. STETSON. then moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the amendment in relation to the 
military post at Newport, in Kentucky, was reject 
ed. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Ind be it further enacted, That thè Seeretary of War he, 
and heis hereby, authorized to purchase, for the use and in 
the name of the United States, so much ground, not exceed- 
ing two acres, at'and adjoining the barracks at Newport, in 
the State of Kentucky, as he may deem necessary for the 
convenience and safety of said post. ; 

“and be it further enacted, Lhat the sum of $15,560 be ap- 
propriated forthe purchase of said ground, and for the fur- 
ther purpose of repsiring the present buildings, and erect- 
ing any others that may be necessary at said post: Provided, 
That the sum appropriated for the purchase of the addition- 
al ground shall not exceed the sum of $5,500 for the whole 
of the two acres proposed to be purchased; and if the title 
cannot be obtained for all of said ground, then he may pur- 
chase lots number 4, ñ, 6, 32, and 33, ata sum not exceed 
ing $4,960. 

Mr. HARALSON advocated the adoption of the 
amendment, explaining the reasons which had in- 
fluenced the Committee on Military Affairs to rec- 
ommend the appropriation. 

The subject was debated by Messrs. VANCE 
and CLINGMAN in Opposition to the amendment, 
and Mr. TIBBATTS in ts favor. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was opposed to the intro 
duction of this appropriation in the manner pro- 
posed. Ifthe purchase of land for military pur- 
poses was requisite, authority ought to be given to 
the proper officer by a separate bill. There was no 
necessity, he thought, for prescribing what particu- 
lar lots should be purchased. ‘ 

The adoption-of the amendment was also advoca- 
ted by Mr. HAMLIN. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. HAR- 
ALSON. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question; and ‘it 
Was sustained by the House. 

The question then recurred on reconsidering the 
vote by which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky was rejected; and it was again nega- 
tived—68 voting in the affirmative, and 74 in the 
negative. 

The bill was then again ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY desired to present some 
memorials from the city of Baltimore. 

Objections were made; and the gentleman was in- 
formed that there was a rale under which he could 
present his petitions, without bringing them before 
the House. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he desired to move the 
printing of the memorials; and that could only be 
done bya motion in the House. He moved a Sus- 
pension of the rules to give him the opportunity to 
mae his motion; but the House refused to sus- 

end. 
Mr. TIBBATTS inquired if the morning hour 
had expired.. (It was now 4 o’clock.) 

Mr. HALE replied that the morning hour had, 
not yet begun, (Laughter.) 


ir. TIBBATTS moved that the House take-up 

the bill for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers.’ - ier a 

. Mr. McKAY said that motion would require a 
vote of two-thirds, ‘and he hoped the gentleman 
would withdraw’it, thatthey might proceed to the 
orders of the day. 

` Mr. VANCE. moved that the -House do now 
adjourn. a 

The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered 
on that motion, and. being taken—resulted thus: 
yeas 88, nays 73. ` ; 

The House then adjourned. 


The following 
handed to the reporters by t 
them: ` 


By Mr. HENRY DODGER: The petition of 120 citizens of 
the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Madison, the seat of government for the 
territory of Wisconsin, yia Sun Prairie, in Dade county, 
Columbus, in Portage county, to Beaver, in Dodge county, 
and from thence to w aupon, in Fon du Lac county: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. meCUNNaLL: The petition of Ezekiel Mat- 
thews, and numerous other citizens, praying Congress to 
permit him to enter two islands, in the Coosa river, below 
Collins’s ferry, in the State of Alabama. 

By wr. HERRICK: The petition of David Towle, of the 
State of siaine, for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

By dr) ANDREW STEWART: Five memorials, signed 
by many citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against, 
any change in the tariff‘ of 1342, and especially deprecating 
the passage of the bill lately reported by the Committee of 
Ways and seans. . 

by Mr. WILLIAM WRIGHT: The memorial of William 
Shugard, and 160 others, citizens of the South Ward of New. 
ark, New Jersey, proiesting against any interference with 
the existing tariff law. Also, the memorial of Jabez D. 
Kilburn, and 74 others, citizens of South Orange, New Jer. 
sey, protesting against any alteration in the existing tariff 
law. Also, the memorial of Da vid Morehouse, and, 66 
others, citizens of Livingston, Essex county, New Jersey, 
protesting against any alteration of the tariif law of 1949, 

By vr PRAT: The petition of alacge number of inhab- 
itants of the town of Stus vesant,’ Columbia county, New 
York, fora reduction on the present rate of postage on let- 
ters aud other papers, and modifying the frankin: privilege. 

By Mr. THOMUSON: ‘The petition of Wade B assingham, 
of the State of Mississippi, praying to be allowed to entera 
quantity of unappropriated land in the Chickasaw land dis- 
trictin lieu of a tract entered by him through mistake: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By. Mr, RELFE: The petition of William M. Newberry 
and other citizens of Madison county, asking Congress to 
establish a post route to Springfield, Missouri: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ‘ 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The petition of Joseph Walker, and 
others, for a confirmation of certain land titles: referred to 
the Committce of Private Land Claims. sy ieee 

By Mr. PRATT: The petition of E. Weeks, and 47 others, 
for the establishment of a post route from Canaan post ottice, 
to Canaan Centre, thence to Canaaa Four Corners post office, 
in Columbia county, New York. 

By Mr. MCCONNELL: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Benton county, Alabama, praying the establishment of a 
mail route: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ` 


petitions, presented to-day, were 
e members presenting 


IN SENATE, 
Weonespay, April 17, 1844. 


On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the vote of the Senate con- 
curring in the adverse report of the Committee on Claims in 
the case of George Harrison, was, by unanimous consent, re- 
considered. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition from William 
J. Moody, a soldier in the last War, praying an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from the mayor and 
city council of Cleveland, Ohio, praying the construction of 
a marine hospital at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ` . 

Mr. T. also presented a petition from David Eggleston and 
Thomas Hawkins, praying reimbursement of the money 
paid by them for certain public lands, the entries of which 
were rejected. by the Commissioner of the General ‘Land 
Sper which was referred to the Committee on Public 

ands, ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from the Penn- 
sylvania society for promoting the abolition of slavery, 
strongly remonstrating against the ratification of any treaty 
for the annexation of Texas to the United States. The prin- 
cipal ground on which this society (which was established 
by Dr. Franklin) opposes the annexation is, that it wouldex- 
tend slavery beyond the present limits in which it now ex- 
ists: referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN re-presented to the Senate certain 
documents which were italy withdrawn from the files, 
touching the claim of Balie Peyton for the payment of the - 
award of certain arbitrators, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on Finance was 
discharged from the petition of Joel A, Mattison and Hardin 
Bigelow, praying to be indemnified for losses sustained by 
them by the detention of a quantity of railroad iron by the 
collector of the customs at Cincinnati, Cleveland, and St. 
Louis; and leave was granted to the petitioners to withdraw 
their petition, 

Also, from the same commiitee,. made an adverse report 
on the petition of William D. Ross, praying the remission of 
duty on certain scrap iron imported into New York from 
Canada; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 


i Printed, 


ey . io PENSION BILL.. Sone 
-i Mr EVANS; from the Committee--onPensions,‘to which 
was recoimmitted-the bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of revolutionary and other pensions for the fiscal year 
ending June'30, 1845, which had been returned from’ the 
House with certain amendments to the amendments of the 
Senate, reported it back witha recommendation that the 
Senate do concur with the amendments of the House. 
On'motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders'of the da: 
were postponed, and the bill was then taken up, considered, 
and the amendments were concurred in, , -. P yi 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, made an adverse report, which was ordered to be 
printed, on the petition of William Easby, praying to be in- 


- demnified for losses under a contract for supplying cement 


for building a bridge over Pennsylvania avenue, at 2d street 
west. ` : 


On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee on Pen-. 


y 


ai 


siens was discharged from the further consideration of the || 


petition of Patience Brown, the widow of Samuel Brown, a 
revolutionary soldier, praying fer the continuation of the 
pension which expired on the 4th March last, > This falls 
within the provisions of a bill reported. __ 3 k 

Also, from the same committee, made‘ adverse - reports, 
which were ordered to be printed, on the petition of Charles 
Hughes, a soldier of the revolution, for a pension; and the 


petition of William Keller, for increase ‘and arrears of pen- f 


sion, 

Mr. WOODBURY, from the Committee on Claims, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Lyon & Howard, pray- 
ing the payment of a balance due them under a contract 
with the United States for-the construction of. a steam 
dredging machine: ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. : ` minag 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee ‘on Commerce, 
reported a bill for the relief of Noah Miller; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading, and the bill accom- 
panying at to be printed. 7 

_Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, reported a 
bill for-the relief of William M. C; Easton; which was read, 
and-ordered to a second reading. -> > Et 

The bill from the House making appropriation for the 
support of the army for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1849, was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance.. 2 A 

„Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, introduced a. bill to pro- 
vide for defending the interests of the United States against 
claims to alleged grants of land in Florida; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Public Land 
Claims, reported back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that.it do pass, the bill from’ the House forthe 
benefit of James Anderson, of the Territory of Iowa. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the previous orders of 
the day were postponed, and the Senate took up for consid- 
eration, as in committee of the whole, the «joint: resolution 
respecting the application of certain appropriations hereto- 
fore made; the question pending was an amendment report- 
ed by the Committee on Military Affairs altering the phra 
seology of the resolution. 

ú Mr. BUCHANAN called for an explanation of the resolu- 

on o . . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the resolution made no new. ap- 
propriation, but merely established the order of payment of 
appropriations heretolore made to satisfy claims, some of 
which were due to the territorial government of Florida, 
and others’ to individuals. The delegate from that 
territory inthe other House desires that the appropriation, 
which he (Mr.C.) understood was inadequate to the pay- 
ment of all the claims, should be applied to satisfy individ- 
ual claims first. It was just, because the territorial govern- 


ment procuredthe supplies (which constitute the cliims) 


from those individuals forthe support ofthe troops. |“ 
The -amendment was-agreed to; and the resolution was 
ordered to be read the third time. 


; . NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back, without amendment, House bill making appro- 
priation of certain moneys jn the treasury for the naval 
service. : : : : 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senate took up for considera- 
tion, asin committee of the whole, the above bill. 

Mr BAYARD said that this’ bill was intended to supply 
the place of the act passed by Congress some time since, 
authorizing the transfer of certain appropriations. ‘The 
‘limitations attached to that act were such as to render it ip 
adequate tothe purpose for which it was designed. ihe 
President communicated thié fact to Congress by a special 
message, and suggested that there was in the treasury the 
sum of $116,922 79, resulting from the sale of condemned 
neval stores, which might be appropriated for the purpose 
of meeting the demands under the head of improvements 
and repairs, in order to meet which the authority was asked 
and granted to make transfers from other heads of appropri- 
ation, but was granted with such limitations as to prevent 
its exercise. In consequence of the President's message, 
the bill now under consideration was introduced in the 
House of Representatives, passed there, and was referred, 
in this body, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. _ 

He desired to say, however, by the direction of the 
committee, that, in recommending the passage of this bill, 
they did not mean to sanction the views and. reasoning of 
the President’s message. In the opinion ‘of the committee, 
the right to sell the property of the United States, nnder the 
circumstances of the case, was an assumption on the part of 
the executive which had no better foundation than the 
usage of the department. But, the sale having been made, 
the committee do not entertain a doubt that the proceeds 
were properly paid into the treasury of the United States. 
These sales were made early in the year in the cities of Bos- 
ton, New: York, Washington, Pensacdéla, &c., embracing a 
great variety of property, provisions, naval stores, old cop- 
per, old iron, &c., and the proceeds were placed in the treas- 
ury.. The Secretary of the Treasury, very properly, would 
not suffer the amount to be withdrawn without a special 
lew. The eppropriation of the amount is the object-of the 
Dill now under consideration. The nocereity for the pass- 
age of the bill will appear from the letter of the Secretary of 


the Navy; which he would read; addressed tothe chairman _ 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House.of Reépre- | 
sentatives, and datedthe 11th of this month. He {the Sëc- ` 
- retary) was called upoñ to:state what were the exigencies 
upon which this appropriation should be made: a 
ae , Navr DEPARTMENT, April IF, 1844. 
Sir: Inreply to your communication. of the Sth, upon / 
the subject of the appropriation for the “increase, repair, ar- 
Mament, and equipment of the navy,” I would respectfully 
state thatthe present balance in ‘the treasury under that 
head is $4,605 79., is eae ~ 
As- nearly as the department is informed, there is wanted, - 
to pay bills of mature dates at the various agencies, the sum 
of $39,999 82. Some of these bills were contracted for cash, 
and are, on account of the crippled condition of this fund, of 
very. long standing. Calls on the department for their pay- 
ment are almost daily made, and I “would respectfully urge 
an early action on the part of the committees of Congress, 
and°of Congress itself, upon this subject. j 3 ; 
The amount which willbe required under the head of 
“increase,” &c., for the remainder of the current fiscal year, 
cannot be determined with exactness, but the sum proposed 
by the bill (No. 188) will, I think, be insufficient. In ‘the 
month of February, $59,441 92 were issued; in. March, 
$35,202 05.. There appear to be now due and unpaid: about 
$40,000; which, deducted from the proposed’ -appropria- 
tion, leaves some $76,000. for the repairs, &c. of vessels, in 
the months of April, May, and June. 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your, obedient 


servant, 
J. Y. MASON, 
Hon. Wm. Parmenter, Chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, House of Representatives. 


The bill for the next fiscal year had not yet been reported. 
-This was to supply ‘he deficiency which existed under the 
head of improvements and. repairs, &c., which grew out of 
the fact that the appropriation under this head. had been 
exhausted in the disbursements made in the commence- 
“ment of the year. This was the present condition of the 
case. What was now asked, was not to appropriate. any, 
additional fund out of the treasury, but to allow the pro- 
ceeds which arose from the sale of the naval stores referred ~ 
to, to be dispgsed of as‘ recommended by the Secretary of 
‘the Navy. It was true, the secretary. said that he doubted 
whether the amaunt was sufficient ‘Or the purpose; bnt he 
asked for nothing more, and must rely upon proper care 
and economy to make it adequate. r 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and having bee 
read the third time, and the question then being, “Shall it 
pass? 


Mr. HAYWOOD said he was opposed to the bill. He held 
that when the legislative branch of the government appro- 
priated a sum of money fora particular purpose, to be ex- 
pended by the executive, the executive who exceeded the 
appropriation so made’-exceeded his authority; and it was 
to him (Mr. Haywoon] a matter of no sort of consequence, if 
that officer applied more money than was designed to the 
object for which the eppropiation was made, whether it 
was done from good or bad intention; and when application 
was made for additional appropriation to satisfy contracte 
made by the executive over and beyond the authority with 
which he was clothed, and passėd by this Senate,: it 
amounted to a palpable legislative ratification of abuses. 
If the Navy Department was obliged, under necessity of 
circumstances, to-exceed the appropriations, and to enter 
into contracts with citizens, there was a proper remedy for 
those with whom any contract msy have been made. “The 
remedy was, for such contractors to make application to 
Congress for pay. If they could make outa case, it was 
then competent for Congress to grant relief; not, however, 
by force of gny contract made by the executive officers, 
without authority oflaw, but because the citizen who may 
have done aservice for the government, should not be made 
an innocent sufferer by the illegal act of an officer of the 
government, If Congress ratify such conduct of the depart- 
ments, there never would be any correction of executive 
abuses. To prevent an abuse, the heads of those departments 
were, by provision of law, prohibited from making transfers 
of appropriations. That provision of law would be nuga- 
tory, if the illegal conduct in this case was ratified; and by 
it a greater abuse would be sanctioned than the previous 
law was intended to correct. 

The question was then put, and the bill was passed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABTEMENT OF 
' THE FRANKING. PRIVILEGE. 


The bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the use 
and correct the abuse of the franking privilege. and for the 
prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, was taken up, as in committee of the whole, the 
question pending being on Mr. Wrieut’s motion to strike 
out the 9th section which relates to the substitute, of a 
given number per day of free stamps to members of Con- 
pe in-place of the present privilege of franking their own 

etters. i 

Mr. ATHERTON moved to amend the section before the 
question was put on striking it out. His object was to re- 
store the old practice by limiting the use of such free stamps 
to the duration of each session of Congress—a practice 
which prevailed before the present extension of the whole 
year came into operation. He believed the latter was an 
amendment engra! ted on an appropriation bill 

Mr MERRICK said he understood the object to be to con- 
fine the use of the franking privilege, through free stamps, 
to each session of Congress. 

Mr. ATHERTON assented. 

The whole of the 9th section was so amended as io con- 
form to the motion ofthe senator from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. ATHERTON] ese A 

The question then recurred on the motion of the senator 
from New: York to strike out the 9th section as amended. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that, in compliance with a desire 
of many senators, and in view ofthe intention ofthe-senator 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Foster,] to move a modification of 
the fifth section, he would, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate, for the. present, withdraw his motion. à 

No objection being offered, the motion to strike out the 
oth section was withdrawn. 


the following provision 


“members of Congress of either branch of the-1 
- the Clerk. of the: Hous 
. of the United States, all ex-Presidents. of the United | 


Mr. FOSTER mo 


“Provided, always, That this repeal [the 
by. the Ath section of so: much of the post office ac 
3, 1825, as confers: the franking privilege] shall n 


of ext 
eg eh 


tertitorial delegates, to the Secretary of the 
I f: Représentatives; n = 
tend to the President of the United States, the Vice Pr ident 
b F Shinai 
the widow of any. ex-President of {he United States, the Sec- 
retaries of State, of the. "I'reasury; of War, ofthe: Na the 
Postmaster General; and the Attorney ‘General of the United - 
States: Provided, ‘also, That an act of Congress entitle 
act authorizing the governors of the séveral States to: Leon 
mit by mail certain. books and documénts, approved the |. 
30th June, 1834, shall remain in foree; anythin: herein be-.: 
fore mentioned'to the contrary notwithstanding: pro. 
vided, further, That in all cases where thé.annual compen- 
sation of any deputy postmaster does not amount tothe sum 


` of $25, he shall be allowed, on the settlement of his acceunt, 


any sum or sums of money he may have expended. 
ages, to be passed, upon. due. verification by. such deputy 
postmaster, in such manner and form as shall be prescribed 
by the Postmaster General, Ee ela 

Mr. MERRICK submitted the matter tothe decision of the 


Senate. He would merely suggest that the latter- clause: of 
. the amendment would be'w 


olly impracticable, and he 
thought it shonld be withdrawn; or it might.be changed so 
as to stipulate a fixed and adequate pay for the services of 
the deputy postmasters. ~ i at : 

Mr. FOSTER stated that his object wasto preserve ‘and 
-keep up the minor post offices throughout the country.’ It 
was very ‘well known that at least two-thirds of the:coun- 
try post offices are kept by respectable and worthy people, 
who consent to ‘hold the office because of the franking privi- 
lege attached to it, and that they would not continue to hold 
it if paid in the ordinary. manner. He would, however, ‘for 
the present, consent to suspend the clause ‘objected: toby 
the chairman of the Post, Office Committee... ° oe 

Mr. BUCHANAN expected this amendment would have 
met the decided hostility of the chairman of the Post. Office 
Committee, for it was obvious that, if it prevailed,;the bill, 
would not be consistent with the principle upon which. the 
reduction of postage was founded. f 3 phe 

Mr. B. showed that. under the penny-postage system in 
England. the Queen herself could: not frank a letter; for the 
very principle of the cheap postage system was, to make 
every thing sent by the mai j ith regard to the frank- 


ay A 
“ing privilege, he was op; oset to ony extension of it beyond 


the proposition of the bill itself. He was in favor of sending 
free to the constituents of members of Congress. the do 
ments printed by Congress for distribution; but he had no 
idea that the privilege should be continued, of franking 
epeeches and political matter. If he thought any information 
necessary for the people were to be withheld by an abate- 
ment of the franking privilege, he should be opposed to such 
abatement. But he did not think the abatement proposed by 
the bill would prevent the dissemination of thé very same 
amount of information to the people which was now available, 
They would receive that information through the newspar , 
pr If, for instance, he had made a speech. which was pub: 
ished in a newspaper. he could send his constituents copies 
of that paper; andifhis constituents did not think it pb 
eld 


while to pay a cent for-his speech, it would only prove t 
they did not want it—not that. information. was withh 
from them. The question now was, whether any:expert- 
ment of the cheap postage system shall be fairly tried:or. not. 
if it was, it must be on the whole principle. e considered 
the abolishing of the franking privilege as partofthe sys- 
tem proposed by the chairman of the Post Office Committee, 
To adopt the one without the other, would not be a fair test 
ofthe principle. He hoped, therefore, the chairman. of the — 
Post Office Committee would come out in support of his 
bill, and oppose this amendment. He (Mr. B ) would very 
cheerfully vote with his friend from New York, E T. 
WRIGHT ‘4 not only against this amendment, but for strikin: 
sue 9th section, so anxious was he to test the experiment 
airly. ee ane : 
Mr. MERRICK felt himself really in-avery. unpleasant 


` predicament—called on by some of his. friends to do-one 


thing, and by others to do another, whilst not. a few opposed . 
his bill altogether. He was opposed to the amendment now 
offered by the senator from- Tennessee: He had consented 
with the greatest reluctance, in reporting the bill, to pre- 
cerve even sO much ofthe franking privilege as the 8th and 
Ith sections contain His own wish was, to give the cheap 
postage system à fair trial, which he was aware ‘it could 
not have,-unless all matter going through the. mail 
was made to bear its proportion of the:expense of 
keeping up the Post Office Department. His desire was that 
the details of the: bill. in all endeavors to. perfect it, should 
be subjected to the judgment and decision of the Senate, 
upon mature consideration. But he wished to impress upon 
the minds of senators that the department was in such a con- 
dition that it-was impossible to stand still. Something must 
be done for its relief. Some legislation must take place, or 
the department must become a charge upon the treasury, 
There was an actual felling of in the revenue of the depart- 
ment last year of $250,000." In consequence of the increased 
activity of private expresses, the falling oft this year, it may 
be anticipated, will be much more alarming. The Postmas- 
ter General states explicitly in his report, thet, unless some- 
thing effectual is done by Congress, the usefulness of the 
department must be circumscribed by large reductions of 
the routes, or the department will become a serious charge 
on the treasury. He adverted to recent decisions of the Ju- 
diciary against the department, and in favor of the private 
expresses, aud quoted various newspaper paragraphs to 
show the excitement got up against the General Fost Gfice, 
and in favor of those expresses.. Much had been said about 
proceeding in this matter without adequate knowledge. cf 
the views ofthe head of the Post Oflice Department, and 
without his detailed review of the provisions of the bill! 
Now he (Mr. M.) contended that the views of that function. 
ary were definitely stated. in his annual reports of last ses. 
sion and the present session. With a view of showing this, 
he read several passages from these two reports; and “he | 
maintained that, in most of the provisions of the pian ape 
proximation was made, as nearly as it wae possible, t0 the 


general views of the Postmaster General, although now he . 
chooses to avow. himself-opposed to the bil. He-(Mr.-M.) 
trusted, however, that he had shown thatthe committee had 


not acted so mach in the dark, and so blamably, in the ab- _ 


sence of the views of the department, as ‘thé senators from 
North and South Carolina bad supposed. 2 
Mr. FOSTER rose to put- his amendment in a proper 
shape. [He read it with the last clause restored, as pre, 
viously stated.] hades : 
Mr. SEMPLE ‘suggested that, to carry out‘the amend- 


ment; some further amendments should-be made in the fifth, | 


sixth, and eighth sections. It appeared to-him thai the 
- franking privile e ought not to be abolished, but he. be- 
lieved some modification was necessary. -o <.> ` 
`- Mr: ATHERTON supposed, if the amendment of the sen- . 
ator from Tennessee prevailed, the franking: privilege to 


members of Congress would be left in foree t hroughout-the - 


whole year. : 


Mr. FOSTER said that would, of course, be the effect of - 


his amendment, so far as it authorized the retention of the 
privilege: Sp a 

Mr. ATHERTON observed that, prior to 1833, the frank- 
ing privilege was only. extended to members of Congress 
during each session of Congress, and ‘for sixty days before 
and sixty days after. f 

“Mr. WOODBURY said it would be desirable that the-sen- 


ator from Tennessee should divide the question. His.. 


amendment first related to heads of departments, public offi- 
cers, and members of Congress; and the rest to deputy 
postmasters. 

The question was then taken on 
was rejected—ayes 10, noes 16. ; 

The question then being on the second branch—that re- 
lating to deputy postmasters— y 

Mr. ATCHISON observed, that so far as his observation 
had extended throughout the West, the country post offices 
‘were, generally established at cross roads, in little grocery 
stores, or stores-of peddling wares, for the sole accommoda- 
tion of those dealers themselves, and not because it was any 
special advantage to the neighborhood. He therefore im- 
agined that’ the effect of subsituting a small salary for the 
franking privilege, would not be to alter the number of 
small post offices, but to change the postmasters. The 
change in most instances would be salutary, for it would be 
found that in the neighborhood where a post office was 
most desirable, some honest farmer would always be found 
ready to fill the office, for the benefit of his neighbors, even 
without pay. 

‘The second branch of the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to amend the eighth section in 
the fifth line, by inserting after the word receive, the words 
“during cach session of Congress.” He explained that the 
etfect would be to restrict the reception of matter free of 

ostage by members of Congress, and the officers of both 
Frouses, to the sessions of Congress, and not to the whole 
year—thereby making the eighth section correspond with 
the ninth, as amended by his colleague. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, wishing to take this opportunity of 
expressing his views on the merits of the bill, stated them 
at considerable length. He was for reducing the rates of 
postage, and for abating the franking privilege. He ap- 
proved of the pending amendment, and would vote for it. 

The CHAIR then read the eighth section as proposed to 
be amended by Mr. Wooprery; and the question being 
taken, the amendment was adopted—ayes 19, noes 10. 

Mr. SEMPLE moved to amend the same section and same 
line, by inserting, after the word “receive,” the words 
“and send.” The effect would be to allow members of Con- 
gress, and the officers of both Houses, to send as well as 
receive mail matter during each session of Congress. If the 
amendment was adopted, he would move to strike out the 
ninth section. 

Mr, BUCHANAN suggested that this was substantially 
the same proposition as that made by the senator from Ten- 
'nessee, and rejected. 

Mr. SEMPLE observed that, if such was the fect, he would 
withdraw his motion. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. SEMPLE now, as a test of the sense of the Senate on 
the subject of the franking privilege to members of Con- 
gress, moved to strike out the ninth section of the bill; and 
on this questo he called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, 

The question was then taken on this motion, and resulted 
—yeas JI, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Breese, Buchanan. Fairfield, 
Haywood, Henderson, Huger, McDuffie, Porter, Semple, 
aud Wright—il. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton, Evans, Foster, Ful- 
ton, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Merrick, Miller, Sevier, Simmons, 
Sturgeon, Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —23. 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the first section of the bill 
inthe tenth line, by inserting after the words “for convey- 
ing the same,” the words ‘for all distances five cents, and 
no more;” and to make such alterations in the section as 
were rendered necessary by that amendment. He explain- 
ed that his object was to amend the bill in conformity with 
the instructions of the State legislature of Hlinois, so as to 
have a uniform rate of postage of five cents per half ounce 
for all distanees. He urged many arguments in favor of a 
dow and uniform rate of postage—of the abolition of the 
franking privilege—and of the establishment of the systein 
of pre-paying letters. He felt satisfied that, by going at 
once to the root of the disease, such a reform could be ac- 
complished as would effectually resuscitate the revenues of 
the department, and give universal satisfaction to the peo- 
ple. Anything short of this would be wholly inadequate to 
effect sucha reform as the public expected? With regard 
to the proposition he had moved, to reduce the rate to five 
cents per-half ounce for alj distances, he had acted in con- 
formity to the instructions of the legislature of the State of 
Illinois, His own sentiments were somewhat different. He 
believed & reduction ought to be made to two cents, and 
that it would be a more productive rate than any other that 
could be adopted 

Mr. MeDUFFIE renewed his motion to postpone indefi- 
nitely the Dill; for he was satisfied no good could result 
from it, in the absence of proper information on the subject. 
He gave notles that hejwould not withdraw his motion. 


the first branch, ‘and it 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


On the question of indefinite postponement a brief discus- 
_siou ensued, in which Messrs. FOSTER, MERRICK, AT- 
CHISON, BREESE, McDUFFIE, ALLEN, and PORTER 
took part; finally Lone eee . 

Mr. McDUFFIE, on condition that the vote on his motion 
woud be taken this evening, consented to withdraw it for 
the present. i $ 


r 


sent, withdrawn. F 


The motion to postpone ‘indefinitely was, by general as- ` 


The question‘ then recurred on™ Mr. Breesr’s motion to’ 


make the uniform rate of postage for all distances five 
-cents; and on this question the yeas and nays were called 
for, and ordered. > ~ 4 ` f 
`- “Mr. SIMMONS expressed it as his opinion that the pro- 
posed reduction would increase‘ very considerably the. rev- 
enue of the department. = E > : 

Mr. MERRICK said it subverted all the calculations of 
the Post Office Committee; and was an experiment pregnant 
with danger. He hoped the amendment would not prevail. 

Mr. ALLEN madea short explanationin relation to what 
he had said on the question of postponement. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not approve of the reduction to the 
extent proposed by the amendment; for he feared the re- 
sult would be to make the department a burdeh upon the 
treasury. He was willing to try the experiment proposed 
by the bill; but.not to go so far the amendment proposed. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays on Mr. 
Birase's amendment, and resulted—yeas 6, nays 34, as fol- 

OWS: 


YEAS—Messts. Breese, Francis, Semple, Simmons, Walk- 
er, Woodbridge,—6. ` x ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, . Atherton, 
Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Colquitt, Evans, Fartield, Foster, Fulton, Hannegan, 

` Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, McDuffie, Man- 

‘um, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Sevier, 

‘appan, Upham, White, Woodbury, and Wright—34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SEMPLE proceeded to amend the 7th section, 8th 
line, by striking out the word “packages.” He explained 
that the object was to prevent packages of unlimited weight 
being sent by mail. ; A 

Mr. MERRICK explained that another section of the bill 
provided that no package exceeding three pounds should be 
sent by the mail. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the Ist section of the 
bill by striking out from part of the 6th to the end of the 
13th line, and inserting the following: 


“Upon every letter in manuscript, or paper of any kind, 
being a single sheet and not exceeding in weight one-half 
an ounce, by or upon which information shall be asked or 
communicated in writing or by marks and signs, there shall 
be charged and collected for conveying the same any dis- 
tance not exceeding 150 miles, 5 cents; and for any 
distance exceeding 150 miles and not exceeding 300 miles, 
10 cents; and for any distance excecding 300. miles and not 
exceeding 500 miles, 15 cents; and for any distance exceeding 
500 miles, 20 cents.” 

He explained that the object of making the distance for 
6 cents 150 miles, was to put down successfully the 
private expresses interferiug with the revenue of the de- 
partment. 

Mr. MERRICK said the object of the committee was not 
to place the government in a position of competing with 
private expresses; but to satisfy,the public of the just inten- 
tions of the government, and thereby to carry public opin- 
ion wiih it, in its efforts to put down by law private ex- 
presses 

Mr. HANNEGAN explained that he was as much in 
favor of putting down, with the high hand of the law, the 
violators of the post office rights, as the Post Office Com- 
mittee possibly could be. He would go as faras any one 
to pt down illegal expresses, and all violators of the 

aws. : 

The yeas and nays were called for on this amendment,and 
ordered. 

Mr. EVANS thought this avery. important amendment, 
and therefore required some consideration. He feared it 
proposed too great a reduction in the lower rates of post- 
age, and not enough in the higher rates. He thought some 
graduated scale could be adopted, which would be much 
anore effectual than anything yet proposed. He had pre- 
pared an amendment himself, and would suggest that it be 
read now, with a view that-both it and that of the senator 
from Indiana, might be ordered to be printed between this 
and to-morrow morning. It would be best, he therght, in 
that case, at this late hour, to adjourn. He stated the na- 
ture of his proposition, and the reasons which had induced 
„him te select the respective rates he proposed. His propo- 
sition was, three cents for thirty miles; five cents for one 
hundred and eighty miles; ten cents for four hundred miles; 
and for all greater distances, fifteen cents. 

He would also accommodate those who write on coarse 
paper, no matter how large the sheet might be, by making 
a single sheet subject to only single postage; and to accom- 
modate those who write on thin, light paper, and send bank 
notes as enclosures, he would make one-fourth of an ounce 
chargeable with only single postage. ‘The following was 
his amendment: 

“That there shall be charged, in lieu of the rates of post- 
age now established by law, the following rates, viz: For 
every single letter conveyed any distance under thirty 
miles, three cents; for thirty and under one hundred and 
‘eighty miles, five cents; over one hundred and eighty and un- 
der four hundred miles, ten cents; over four hundred miles, 
fifteen cents; and fora double letter, double these rates; and 
for a treble letter, treble these rates; and fora quadruple 
letter, quadruple these rates; and every parcel composed of 
one piece of paper, or which does not exceed one-quarter of 
an ounce in weight, shall be considered a single letter; and 
every parcel composed of not more than two pieces of pa- 
per, or not exceeding one-half ounce in weight, shall be 
deemed a double letter; and every parcel containing not 
more than four pieces of paper, or not weighing over one 
ounce, shall be considered a quadruple letter; and for every 
additional quarter of an ounce, beyond one ounce in 
weight, the additional postage of a single letter shall be 
added.’ oa i 


aanmanen, 


` Mr. MERRICK objected, with regard to the amendments 
of the senators from Indiana and Maine, to the increase of 
the distance for the five cents rate, and to any lower. rate 


_than five cents for any distance. : 


“Mr. SEVIER was opposed to this interminable discussion. 
He wished to know when it was to be brought to an end. 


_ It was an obstruction to- all other business, without making 


any progress itself. He hoped it would be brought toa 
close one way or other without further delay. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, - 

The Senate adjourned. : 


_ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
“a Weprnispay, April 17, 1644, 


CHARTER OF THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of a convention of 
delegates, chosen by generalelection, of the inhabitants of 
the city of Washington, for the purpose of revising the 
charter of said city, praying the adoption of “a bill to con- 
tinue, alter, and amend, the charter of the city of Washing- 
ton,” prepared by said convention, and accompanying the 
said memorial; which memorial was laid’on the table. 


THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE. : 

Mr. ADAMS presented a memorial. of sundry citizens of 
the United States, in attendance upon the meetings held in 
the city of Washington, in March last, for the promotion of 
science, praying for aid to enable the “National Institute” 
to preserve its collections, and extend its usefulness. The 
memorial was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the orders of the day; 
which was agreed to, after a brief conversation, in which 
several members took part, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER announced the orders of the day for the 
morning hour to be the call for reports from committees, 
and the following were presented: 

Mr. McK AY, from the Committee of Ways and Means, to 
which were referred the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the’ fiscal 
year commencing on the Ist dey of July, 1944, and ending 
on the 30ih day of June, 1845, réported the same without 
amendment, and recommended that the House disagree to 
all except the-second of the said amendments. 

The said bill and amendments were committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MCKAY, from the same committee, reported a Dill 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment, for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1645; which 
bill was read a first aud second time, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House ou the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, { 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of the legis- 
lature of the State of Alabama, in relation to re-enacting the 
pre-emption laws; and that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House of the 28th 
of February last, in relation to the claim of the State of Ken- 


tucky, for keeping in close confinement convicts of the fed- 


eral court for the district of Kentucky, made a report there- 
on, accompanied by an amendment to the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil’ and diplomatic expenses of the 
government, for the fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 
1845. . 

Ordered, That the said amendment be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
made a report upon the petition of Manlius V. Thompson, 
executor of Miles. W, Dickey, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which bill was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Manufactures, 
reported the following resolution; which, under the rule, 
lies one day upon the table. 


Resolved, That the extra number of ten thousand copies of 
the report of said committee, on the subject of manufac- 
tures, made to the present Congress, be printed forthe use 
of the members. 


On motion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged trom the consideration of the memorial of the rep: 
resentatives and heads of families of 2,00 Cherokee Indians, 
knewn as the “treaty party,” in relation to an examination 
of the accounts and expenditures of money under the trea- 
ty of 1835-6, with the Cherokees; and, also, from the me- 
morial of John Rogers, James Cary, and Thomas L. Rogers, 
chiefs and head men ofthe Cherokees, in behalf of them: 
selves and the Cherokee old settlers west of the Mississippi, 
in relation to the origin and Zhistory of their government 
west of the Mississippi, the removal of intruders, and rep- 
aration for injuries; which memorial Was laid upon the 

able. 

Mr, HARDIN, from ihe Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill to establish an armory at the 
city of Massac, in the State of Ilinois, reported an amenda- 
tory bill, accompanied by a report in writing; which bill 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. : 

Mr. VINTON, from the Cemmittee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish the northern boundary line of 
the State of Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 
State of M ichigan into the Union upon the conditions there- 
in expressed,” approved June 14, 1836, reported the same 
without amendment; and he moved that it be put upon its 
passage. à 

Mr. DODGE (the delegate from Wisconsin) rose and 
stated that the confusion and noise in the House was such, 
that he did not hear the title of the bill; nor did he suppose 
that the gentleman from Ohio pir Vinton] would morve to 
putthis Dill on its passage at the time of reporting it from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He stated that the bill was one of importance to the Ter 


a hich he had-the honor.to represent; and he claimed 
tobe heard upon it! “He therefore moved that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the: Whole on the state of the 
Union. The. legislature of Wisconsin had ‘spoken, on this 
subject; and he protested against any action on this bit 
au the subject could be fairly presented and duly consid: 
“ered. : "4 : aa 
After some conversation, in which various members took 


part, the bill was committed to the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union. - 

O* motion of Mr. BARRINGER, }, > 

Ordered; That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial of David 
Myerle, and that it do lie on the table. P i 
s Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on Foreign 
‘Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the ascertainment of 
_ claims for spéliations prior to the 31st July, 1601; which bill 
was read a first and second time, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


i Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, reported a bill for - 


the relief of the‘legal representatives of Richard W. Meade; 
which was read a first and second time, and committed to 
the Committee of the Whole House. . à iS ‘ 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, ` 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Territories be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorials from the 
legislature of the Territory of Iowa, fora donation of 

„land for a seminary of learning at West Point, in 

Lee county, and for an additional land office at Iowa city; 
also, from the memorial of the trustees of the academy at 
Quincy, in Florida, for a grant of land; and that said petitions 
be laid upon the table. ` . > 

Mr. MCDOWELL, from he Committee on Military Affairs, 
made an adverse report upon the ‘petition of citizens of 
Niagara county, New York, for the improvement of the bar- 
sacks at Fort Niagara; which report was laid upon the 
table. ` i 

. Onmotion of Mr. PARMENTER, : 

Orderéd, That ‘thé Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideération of the remonstrance of citi- 

; zens of Columbiana county, Ohio, against an increasé of 

‘the navy. Also, from the consideration of the resolution of 
the House in relation to the naval reservation at the navy- 
yard at Pensacola, in Florida. Also, from the consideration of 
the resolution.of the House in relation to the pay of commis- 
sioned officers in the United States marine corps; and that 
said remonstrances and resolutions do lie on the table. 

‘On motion of Mr. ALBERT SMITH, 

Ordered, That the. committee on Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of George 
Newton, and that it be laid upon the table. 
= Oh motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, ` 

“Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of the widow 

of John Schooler, and that it be laid upon the the table. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on the Library, made a 
report upon the letter from the Secretary of State in rela- 
tion to printing an additional number of copies of documents 

„printed by Congress; accompanied by a joint resolution (No. 
25) providing or the printing of additional copies ofthe 
-Journals and public documents; which resolution was read 
‘twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
to-day; and the said resolution being engrossed, was accord- 
ingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. P. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, made 
an ‘adverse report upon the petition of James McIntyre; 
which was laid upon the table. j 

Mr. K. from the same committee, reported a joint resolu- 
tion (No. 26) in relation to certain property purchased for 

~: the use of the United States at the port of Bath, in the State 
of Maine; which was read twice, and ordered to be engross- 
ed and read a third time to-day; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third and passed. 

The committees having all been called for reports, the 
next: business in‘order was the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire in relation to the home 
squadron, — 

_ My, St. JOHN asked and obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files the petition of James Rankin, presented by 
him a few days ago. The testimony on which he relied 
to, support the prayer of the petition was parol testi- 
‘mony; and the person who was to-have testified had left the 
city, 

Mr. DUNCAN moved a suspension of the rules, in order 
to take up the bill regulating the time for holding elections, 
&eo.; but, at the suggestion of Mr. McKAY, he gave way for 
a motion that the resolution standing first in order be post- 
poned, and that the House ‘proceed with the consideration 
of the next business, being the bill for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers. : 

Mr. E. D. POTTER moved a suspension of the rules, in 

` order to enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved; That on each day hereafter, during the session 

- of Congress, the Clerk, at half-past eleven o'clock, shall pro- 
ceed to call the roll of the House; and that ihe pay of each 
delinquent member, for each day he shall be absent, shall be 
deducted from his per diem allowance by the Speaker, wu- 
ess, by the order of the House, he be excused. 


The motion was lost. 
WESTERN HARBOR BILL. 


‘Lhe question was then put upon postponing the previous 
orders and taking up the harbor bill, and carried. 

The bill for the improvement of certain harbors and riv- 
ers (western) was then taken up—the question being on the 
second to the previous question. 

Mr, THOMPSON submitted whether the eastern harbor 
and river bill, on which he was entitled to the floor—he hav- 
ing given way for an adjournment while addressing the 
House, when the subject was last up—had not the prece- 
dence. ` > 

The SPEAKER said that the western harbor bill having 
‘been the first postponed, was the first in order. 

Mr. DOUGLASS requested his colleague to withdraw the 
motion for the previous question, and stated, as a reason for 
making that request, that he was absent, from indisposition, 
when the subject was debated; and some remarks were then 
made,and some action taken by the House in relation to an 


A 
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-object of internal 


rovement; in w! 


gress. à nee ae 
Mr, WENTWORTH withdrew the call for the previous 
question. - wes E z f 
Mr. DOUGLASS said he hoped he would be i dina 
few remarks before the questlon was cree fe aid teks 
sire to go into a discussion of the merits of the bill in all its 
bearings, nor of the propriety. of a general system of inter- 
nal improvements by the general government. The first of 
these questions had been sutficiently discussed some days 
since in the Committee of the Whole; and the latter, he had 
hoped, had been finally settled by the general voice of the 
nation.. There was one’ branch of the subject, however, to 
Which he: wished to invite the espeĉial attention of the 
ouse. 
this bill on constitutional grounds, and claim that they are 
sustained in that opposition by the opinions and. principles 
~ of General Jackson, as set forth in his veto and other mes- 
sages. Acting under this erroneous impression, they boldly 


charge the friends of the bill with a departure from the old: 


republican doctrines upon this subject, and an attempted re- 
vival of the wild and extravagant schemes of internal im- 
provement which were crushed and exploded by the power 
of General Jackson’s vetoes, sanctioned and ratified by the 
approbation of the American people. He would be able to 
show clearly, end beyond dispute. by reference to. his ve- 
toes and other messages, that, so far from General Jackson 
ever having opposed works of the kind provided for in the 
bill: upon constitutional grounds, he expressly affirmed 
“their constiluiionality, acknowledged their utility, and 
gave them the weight of his authority, by signing bills 
making liberal appropriations for those purposes. It 
was certainly unnecessary for him to particularize, 
by title and date, the numerous laws approved by that 
distinguished statesman and patriot, making appropriations 
for the rivers and harbors. These were ‘annually made, as 
a matter of course, among the regular appropriations. Nor 
were these appropriations for harbors and rivers confined to 
tide-water; they extended through the whole line of the 
northern lakes and down the rivers of the Mississippi val- 
ley. Wemay contend, (said. Mr. D.) and that with great 
force, that these appropriations forthe inland waters were 
not made with as liberal a hand as justice required; and that 
the West did not receive her just proportion.of the moneys 
that were applied to those objects; still these laws were suf- 
ficiently numerous to sustain and confirm the constitutional 
principle involved in them. But the opinions of Gen. Jack- 
son upon this subject are not left to the inference resulting 
from his signature of approval to those appropriations. His 
messages—yes, even those very veto messages to which the 
opponents of the harbor and river interests have so frequent- 
ly referred, without reading them—expressly acknowledge 
the constitutionality and usefulness of these improvements, 
and draw the line of distinction between them and that 
gigantic Quixotic scheme which was about to involve the 
nation in irredeemable, hopeless bankruptcy, when it ex- 
ploded and disappeared before the breath of the Maysville 


veto. That system consisted of roads, turnpikes, rail 
ways, canals--artificial, works in the several States, 
local ‘in their character, and sectional iù their bene- 


fits. In many ‘of them, the United. States govern- 
ment was to subscribe stock in the private companies 
chartered by the several States, and thus become partners, 
joint stockholders with speculators, and stockjobbers inall 
the mad, reckless schemes of the day. To show the alarm- 
ing progess which this system was making at the time it 
was arrested Ly General Jackson’s veto, Mr. D. read the 
following from the President’s (Jackson’s) annual message 
to Congress, December 2d, 1834: “When the bil author- 
izing a. subscription on the part of the United States for 
stock in the Maysville and Lexington Turnpike company 
passed the two Houses, there had been reported by the Com- 
mittees on Internal Improvements, bills containing appropri- 
ations for such objects, exclusive of the Cumberland road, 
and for harbors and Jight-houses, to the amount of one hun- 
dred and six millions of dollars. In this amount was jn- 
cluded authority tothe Secretary of the Treasury to sub- 
scribe for the stock of different companies toa great ex- 
tent, and the residue was principally for the direct construc- 
tion of roads by this government. In addition to these pro- 
jects which have been presented to the two Houses under 
the sanction and recommendation of their respective com- 
‘mittees on internal improvements. there were then still 
pending before the comm 
gress, presented but not referred, different projects for 
works ofa similar character, the expense of which cannot 
be estimated with cerlainiy, but must have exceeded one 
hundred millions of dollars.” : 

One hundred and six millions of dollars reported at one 
session of Congress, and application made for one hundred 
millions more! ‘This presents an cpitome of the nature and 
extent of that system which gentlemen have seen proper to 
compare to the small (and he had almost said niggardly) ap- 
propriations in this little bill providing for the harbors and 
rivers. Not one ofthe objects provided for in this bill come 
within the constitutional restrictions in either of General 
Jackson’s veto messages. . The first of those vetoes (the 
Maysville road bill) is contined entirely to the making of 
roads and canals within the limits of a State, and claiming 
territorial jurisdicticn over them to the exciusion of State 
authority; or to the appropriation of money to such works 
prosecuied under State authority without any control over 
them on the part of the federal government. To show that 
he had stated General Jackson’s position correctly, Mr. D. 
read the following from his Maysville road veto: 

“The constitutional power of the federal government to 
construct or prosecute works of internal improvement pre- 
sents itself in two points of view; the first as bearing upon 
the sovereigniy of the States within whose limits their 
execution is contemplated, if jurisdiction of the ter 
ritory which they may occupy be claimed as necessary 
to their preservation and use; the second as asserting the 
simple rightto appropriate from the national treasury in 
aid of such works, when undertaken by State authority, 
surrendering the claim of jurisdiction.” If doubts. still ex- 
ist, (said Mr. D.) whether this veto message was intended 
to be restricted to roads and canals, as contradistinguished 
from the navigable rivers and „harbors, every shadow of 
doubt must be spelled, when we come to read that pert of 
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i pr which he felt-a deep in- 
terest, and which he thought worthy the attention of Con- ` et 
| = 2a “The questions which hav 
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-the mits of a State, with t 
He did not de- - 


There are various gentlemen here who oppose. 


2s, and in memorials to Con- 


‘the: annual message: of Dec 
this subject. He read the -fe 


related! E i ERNE t 
Elst. To the power of. taking internal improve: 
9 ith the right of territo 
tion, sufficient at least. for their preservation: ant 
“3d. To.the. right -of appropriating money jiä 
works, when carried on by a State, or bya co 
tue of a State authority; surrendering the, claim: 
tion; and Le > Tee 
“3d. To the propriety of appropriations for improvements of ` 
a particular class, viz: for. light-houses, beacons, CA 
publič piers, and -forthe removal of sahd:bars; sawyer: d 
other temporary and partial impediments in our navigable | 
xivers and harbors.” . cgay gy nah Skat Ne ain 
The peculeir grraseologý in which. this classification 
made, clearly indicates the opinion of President Jackson, as ` 
to the constitutional power of the federal government. over 
the different classes-of works. When speaking oi first 
class, .@elating to roads and canals in the ith 
the right of territorial. jurisdiction,) he “says ; 
“question has arisen” -as' “to . the power?” to: 
those: improvements, Speaking of appropriations in ‘aid 
of those works, when made by the States, he says that “fhe 
question has arisen “as “to the right” to make those appro- 
priations; but, when he comes io the rivers and harbors, the 


: question relates only “zo. the propriety” of the improvements. 


The “power” is virtually conceded, the- “right”: acknowl- 
edged, andthe “propriety” only remains to. be inquiredin- 
to. The President then procecded to discuss the first prop- 
osition respecting the power to make roads and canals, with 
the right of territorial, jurisdiction im the federal govern- 
ment; and, referring to his Maysville road veto, said: - 

“I therefore embrace that early occasion to apprise Con- 
gress that, in my. opinion, the constitution did ‘not confer 
upon it the power to authorize the construction of ordinary 
roads and canals within the limits of a State, and to say. re- 
spectfully that no bill admitting such a power could receive 
my official sanction.” y pen ek 

Here we have the express language of General Jackson 
himself, restricting his Maysville road. veto to “ordinary 
roads and canals within the limits of a State.” mA 

General Jackson next proceeds to the second class, in- 
volving the right of Congress to appropriate money in :aid. 
of such works when carried on by a State, or by a compa- 
ny in virtue of State authority, surrendering the claim of 
jurisdiction, and says:, T pa , 

“So thoroughly convinced ath I that no such appropria- 


. tions ought to be made by Congress until-a: suitable consti- 


tutional provision is made. upon the subject, and so essen- 


tial do I regard the point tó the highest interests of our 


country, that I could not consider myself ag discharging 
my duty to my constituents in’ giving the execttivesanc- 
tion to any bill containing such an appropriation.” ~ 
Having disposed of the first two propositions, relatix 
ordinary roads and canals, substantially the same as; he did 
inhis Maysville. road veto, General Jackson proeeeds' to 
express his opinions in regard to. the improvement of our. 
nayigable rivers and harbors. Upon this branch. of the 
subject, Mr, D. read the following from the same message: ` 

“There is another class of appropriations ‘for what.may 
be called, without impropriety, internal improvements, 
which have always been regarded as standing upon differ - 
ent grounds from those to which I have referred. Tallude 
to such as have for their object the improvement ‘of our ,, 
harbors, the removal of partial and temporary. obstructiois 
in our navigable rivers’ for the facility and security of our 
foreign commerce. The grounds upon which J distinguish- 
ed appropriations of this character from others, have al- 
ready been stated to. Congress, Iwill now. only add, that, 
at the first session of Congress under the new constitution, 
it was provided ‘by law tha: all expenses which should ac- 
cine from and afterthe 15th day of August, 1789, in the 
necessary support, and maintenance, and repairs of all 
light-houses, beacons, bueys, and public piers, erected, 
placed, or sunk before the passage of the act, within any 
bay, inlet, harbor, or port of the United . States, for 
rendering the navigation'thereof easy and safe, should be 
defrayed out of the treasury of the United States; and fùr- 
ther, that it be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 

vovide, by contracts, with the approbation of the,President, 
or rebuilding when necessary, and Keeping in good:repair 
the light-houses, beacons, buoys, and ‘public piers inthe 
several States, and for furnishing them with supplies, Ap- 
propriations for similar objects have heen continued from 
that time to the present, without interruption or dispute. ‘As 
a natural consequence of the increase and extension.of our 
foreign commerce, ports of entry and delivery have been 
multiplied and established, not only upon‘our. seaboards, 
but in the interior of the country, upon our lakes and navi- 
gable frivers. The convenience and safety/of this com- 
merce have led to the gradual extension of thëse-expendi- 
tures; to the erection of light-houses; the, placing, planting, 
and sinking of buoys, beacons, and: piers; and tothe re- 
moval of partial and temporary obstructions in. our naviga- 
ble rivers, and the harbors upon our great lakes, as well as 
on the scaboard.. Although I have expressed to Congress 
my apprehension that these expenditures have sometimes 
been extravagant and disproportionate to the advantages 
to be derived from them, Ihave not felt itto be my duty to 
refuse my assent to bills containing such appropriations, 
and have contented myself to follow ‘in the footsteps of 
ull my predecessors.” 

This language is too explicit to admit of misconception 
or misconstruction. After pronouncing an unequivocal 
judgment against the construction of ‘ordinary roads and 
canals” by this government, he says that the harbors and 
navigable rivers “have always been regarded as standing 
upon different grouads;” that “the grounds upon which Í 
(he) distinguished appropriations of this character from 
others have alrcady been stated to Congress;” that appro- 
priations for objects of this kind were made “at the first 
session of Congress under the new constitution,” and “have 
been continued from that time to the present without inter 
ruption or dispute;? and that ‘I have contented myself to 
follow, in this respect, in the footsteps of all my predecessors.” 
The allusion to his having, on a former occasion, expressed 
to. Congress his reasons for regarding appropriations forthe 
navigable rivers and harbors as coming within the consti 
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illuminate the pathway.of rivers by merely lighting a loco- 
foco match, ‘(A laugh. : 

_ The gentleman had attacked him because, at the. com- 
mencement of the session, he advocated the improvement of 
those great highways of the West—the Ohio and the Mis- 
Sissippi. The gentleman then would not allow of his assist- 
ance at all; for it seemed, unless he went to: the whole ex- 
tent for national improvement with the zeal of a western 
man on one side, or of a member of the federal party on the- 
other, he had better stand out of the way altogether. He 
asserted that the appropriation for the improvement of har- 
bors was; unconstitutional; and at the same time he also 
asserted that the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, as contradis- 
tinguished from other rivers, were great national highways, 


over which.the authority of Congress did extend. His po- ` 


sition was this; that whenever there was a proprietary right 
in the United States, and not in a State, (and-he begged 
gentlemen to make the distinction,) it was the bounden 

uty of the United States to improve those rivers, and keep 
them open for the navigation of the whole country. 

Such was the argument and illustration of the Telamon 
Ajax, behind whose shield the gentleman had retired. But 
Gen. Jackson, though he possessed great tenacity of will, 
was nevertheless not tenacious of a particular line of policy; 


for he must say that he had never known a public.man - 


whose policy had varied so much and so often, in accordance 
with his exact position at the, time, as Gen. Jackson’s. In 
one respect Gen. Jackson had walked in the footsteps of his 
illustrious predecessor, and his immediate predecessor, too; 


for he advocated the system of internal improvements to the - 


fullest extent, and never faltered in his career till he found 
another great man running the same race with him; and 
thenfhe tacked about. and took another course.. But with- 
out dwelling on this part of ‘the subject, he would put the 
question to the- democrats of the West whether, in going be- 
yond the great national highways, (the Ohio and Mississip- 
pi,) they were not endeavoring to revive the very system of 
internal improvements which Gen. Jackson destroyed by 
his veto? He had said destroyed; but he feared from the 
connexion he now saw between the tariff’ party and the in- 
ternal improvement party, that the system was only sleep- 
ing, and that new life and vigor was now about to bein- 
fused into jt. He had.great reason to fear this when he heard 
a.gentleman invoking the name'of Gen. Jackson to sustain 
this juggernaut system of unjust taxation, and that other 
great system of unjust expenditure. Gentlemen who sup} 
ported this system might draw distinctions, if they pleased, 

etweéen themselves and the whig party; but 

“Optics sharp it takes, I ween, 

To see what is not to be seen.” 

These measures, which the whigs had proclaimed to be 
in accordance with their cardinal principles, and which had 
been defeated by the veto of General Jackson, were now 
about to be revived by the democratic party; and well 
might his friend [Mr. Rurrr] say that the whigs cheered 
them on inthe work. When he saw gentlemen from the 
West come in and tell them that every river—no matter 
where might be its source—no matter through what terri. 
tory it flowed—was a proper object of internal improve- 
ment; and when he saw that, by making a logrolling bill, 
in which every part of the Union was to have its share, so 
as.to carry it through the House, the old exploded system 
of internal improvement was to be revived; he confessed 
he had lost.all hope of seeing an end put to the odious sys- 
tems of unjust taxation and extravagant expenditures. He 
besought gentlemen to parse, and not suffer themselves to 
be-xeduced by any local appropriations into a violation of 
the constitution. He felt deep interest in the prosperity of 
Charleston, but he could. not vote for this bill, though that 
city: was to derive some benefit from it. After a few more 
remarks from Mr. H.? ; 

Mr. McCLELLAND observed that, as a member of the 
Committee on Commerce, he felt some little disposition to 
trespass on the time of the House, so as to give his views 
on the question under consideration. Though a member of 
the same party with the gentleman who last addressed the 
House, yet he would take the occasion to say that he con- 
curred entirely in the views expressed by the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. Douerass.] We of the West, said he, 
believe that appropriations forthe improvement of the west- 
ern harbors and rivers are constitutional; and it will take 
better arguments than we have heard to-day to. make us be- 
lieve to the contrary. Until these appropriations were 
granted, the West could not sustain its commerce, nor de- 
fend the western country from that enemy which they were 
most in dread of. i 

He would ask the gentleman from ‘South Carolina on 
what principle he based his yote for an appropriation for 
the Ohio and Mississippi, and denied appropriations to the 
lakes, which the western people said were essential for 
their defence? What distinction did he draw between ap- 
propriations for light-houses on the lakes and appropria- 
tions for harbors? 

Mr. HOLMES said that, in his opinion, Congress had a 
right to remove obstructions in the lakes,.for the reason 
that the jurisdiction was in the United States; but Congress 
could not improve the harbors, because the jurisdiction was 
in the’States. For the same reason, Congress could im- 
prove the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; for the United States, 
posséssing proprietary and territorial jurisdiction over 
them, the States could not improve them if Congress did 
not. . But Congress could not improve the Illinois river, for 
it did nof possess jurisdiction over it; the jurisdiction of that 
river was in the States through which it flowed, and they 
had the power to improve it. À 

Mr. McCLELLAND contended that, on the gentleman’s 
own argument, Congress had the right to improve the har- 
bors of the lakes. Mr. McC., after referring to the ordi- 
nance of. 1787, for the purpose of comparing it with the 
grounds on which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, 
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and Mississippi, said he would again ask him what right. 
Congress had to place a light-house on any shore of Lake 
Erie, and claim jurisdiction over it, if it had not the right to 
make è harbor at the same spot, and “also to take jurisdic- 
tion over it. j o j 

Why, the gentleman, as chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, had reported a bill appropriating $500,000 for 
light-houses; and yet he denied the. power of Congress to 
appropriate money for harbors. He would also ask the 
gentlemen who were opposed to making an appropriation 
ior the Hlinois river, how it happened thdt many. of them 
voted last year for the bill making -appropriations for’ the 
Ohio'and Mississippi, including the Arkansas as one of its 
tributaries? Was it because the Arkansas was not confined 


to a single State, but. ran through two or three? If, so, the- 


Illinois had equal claims, for it went through two or three 
States. Where was the distinction, except the one river was 
a little further south than the other? Mr, McC. contended 
that there was no objection to appropriations for harbors on 
the lakes that would not with equal force apply to the 
Ohio and Mississippi; and in support of his argument, 
quoted the opinions of Mr. Madison, which were read by the 
Clerk from his table. 

He went on, at great length, to show that Madison, Mon- 
roe, Jackson, and Van Buren, had never objected, on consti- 
tutional grounds, to these works; and he contended that 
they were works that were necessary to the defence of the 
country in case of war. He then proceeded to ask those 
gentlemen who professed to have constitutional scruples on 
this subject, how they could vote for fishing bounties, or a 
protective tariff, and not vote for this bill? How could 
southern gentlemen vote for the annexation of Texas, and 
yet refuse'to vote for this bill on constitutional grounds? If 
the constitution gave the right to annex Texas to this 
Union, it was by a resortto its spirit rather than to its letter; 


‘and surely the spirit of the constitution was not opposed -to 


this bill. But again: how could they purchase new territo- 
ry if they had no power to improve the old: The eastern 
gentlemen would, perhaps, reply that they voted fora pro- 
tective tariff to protect the labor and capital of their citi- 
zens; and yet they could refuse to vote for this bill, which 
was essentially a bill for the protection not only of the prop- 
erty but the lives of their fellow-citizens. He defended the 
bilat much length, both from the necessity and appropri- 
ateness of the appropriations, and also on the ground of 
economy; for an early appropriation would indeed cause a 
less expenditure than if the work was longer delayed. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY, after some introductory remarks, said 
it was not so material to him whether General Jackson or 
other distinguished men went to a certain point, as whether 
the point itself was right. Whether General Jackson ve- 
toed a measure of this description on the ground of constitu- 
tionality or expediency, he cared not now to.inquire; but 
subsequent events had satisfied the people that Gen. Jack- 
son was right. $ 

He believed it was constitutional; but there were things 
in the bill for which, in point of expediency, he could not 
and would not vote. It was a constitutional and proper ex- 
ercise of the powers of Congress to make an appropriation 
of money for the improvement of the western rivers; there- 
fore he would go this far; but, when it was attempted to in- 


troduce a system which must, if followed out, swallow up | 


the whole subject of internal improvement, he would take 
the liberty of setting himself against it. 

He moved to amend the bill by striking out from the sixth 
to the tenth line inclusive; being the fifty thousand dollars 
for the upper Ohio, and one hundred and eighty thousand 
for the lower Ohio, the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas. 
The two branches of the above clause having been 
amended in Committee of the Whole, a discussion ensued 
upona point of order, as to whether the question should be 
first taken on the amendments proposed by the committee 
or upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE understood it to be clearly estab- 
lished that amendments made in Committee of the Whole 
must first be gone through with by the House. The Man- 
ual was distinct on that-subject; and in addition to that, it 
was the best way to avoid confusion, and get on with the 
business. Why, there had just now been a dozen gentle- 
men on the floor at once, and nobody could tell what the 


; question was. 


The CHAIR thought the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Kennepy] was in order. The priority which the 
gentleman referred to related only to the time of putting the 
question. It was in order to offer an amendment to perfect 
a bill before striking out any portion ofit. A motion was 
made to strike out, and before putting thet question. 2. mo- 
tion was made to perfect the bill, which was perfectly in 
order, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed from the decision of the. 


Chair; and on taking the question, the Chair was sustained 
by a vote of ayes 65, noes 55. 

The question was then put on the second to the pre- 
yious question, and carried; and the main question was or- 
dered, 

The main question being on concurring in the amcndment 
to increase the appropriation for the Obio river between 
Pittsburgh and the falls of Louisville, was put and decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 90, nays 87. 

YEAS—Megssrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, 
James Black, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Cranston, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Douglass, Duncan, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, French, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Henley, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, McCauslen, McClelland, McDowell, Mell- 
yaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. 


Homes] based his support of appropriations for the Ohio 


‘Smith, Spence, 


` Morse, Moseley, Owen, 


Vanmete’ 
Wrig 
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NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser,: . 
Benton, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengié, 
M.,Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, J. E. Cary; Catlin, Reu: 


¡ben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chaj yell, Chi Tis 


‘Clingman, iCobb, Coles, Cross, ‘Cullom; Dana, Daniel, , 
Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis; Deberry,-Dellet,: Dick.’ ’ 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmer,’ Farlee, 
Ficklin, Byram. Green, Hale, Haralson, Hogé,. Hopkins,” : 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James `B. Hunt, 

Cave’ Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones,. An- ' 


: drew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis; 


Lucas, Lyon, McConnell, McKay,. Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid; Reding, Relfe, ` 
Russell, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Robert 
r Stetson, John Stewart; Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, : Wheaton, Williams, ' 
Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—87. . > ae ; 


The question was put on the next amendment, inserting” 
“Wabash” after the word ‘{Mlinois,” and rejected—yeas 41, 
nays 133. i 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Buffington, Carroll, - 
Causin, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, John. W. Davis, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Fish, Foot, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, ` 
Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Mclivaine, Edward J: Morris, 

Pettit, Phænix, Preston, Ramsey, = 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Caleb. B. Smith, 
Spence, Andrew Stewart, “Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wethered, White; Winthrop, and Joseph-A. Wright—41.: 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Ashe, ` Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Belser, Benton,. Bidlack,. James ‘Black, . 
James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Jacob’ . 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E: Cary, Catlin, Reuben: 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinch, Cling-. 
man, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, ° 
Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, _Dronigoole,: 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, French,’ 
Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Hale, “Haralson, 
Harper, Hays, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson, Huges, Hungerford, Washington- 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles: J. Ingersoll, Joseph 'R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Caye Johnson, Perley B. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McCon-. 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Marsh, Joseph Morris, Newton, 
Norris, Parmenter, Peyton, Emery. D. Pottér, Purdy, Rathe 
bun, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, ‘Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Roaney, Russell, St. John, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, 
John 'F. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Weller, Wheaton, 
Williams, Woodward, William Wright, and Yost—133. . 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation of 
$180,000 to $223,000. for the improvement of the Ohio river, 
below the falls at Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Missou- 
ri, Minois, and Arkinsas rivers. 

The yeas and nays were called for, and being ordered, re- 
sulted as follows—yeas 85, nays $2. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard,’ Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, J. Brown,. 
Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Cranston, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Douglass, Duncan, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, French, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Har- 
din, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Hudson, Washington, Hunt, 
Joseph. R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley į B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Labranche, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, 
Mosely, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Preston, Ramsey. Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Severance, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb `B. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, , Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Stone, Summers, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, 
Wentworth, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—85, 

NAYS---Mexssrs. Abbot, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, 
Brengle, Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. 
Cary, Catlin. Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clingmen, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, 
Haralson, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Honston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lewis, Lu- 
cas, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Newton, 
Norris, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Senter, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. 
Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Taylor, 
Thompson, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yosi—92. : 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY moved to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and insert a substitute, which appeared to be the 


pill adopted in committee, except so far as relates to the IHi- 


nois river, the word “Illinois” being stricken out. 
There was understood to be another variance af no great 


importance. It was also stated the $223,000 ppropriatiori 
remained, upon which the House had just acted: 

Some: irregular conversation ensued, in thé course of 
which 

Mr A. KENNEDY explained that the substitute was 
interlined in one particular of which he was not aware at 
the time he offered.it. He intended to offer the bill as it 
came.from the committee, with the word “Illinois” stricken 
out. and he wished the subtitute to be made what he design 
ed it to be, 7 iri , 

Objections were made to any modification of the substi- 


tute; and much conversation and excitement prevailed, du- _ 


ring which, a motion to adjourn was made, the vote on’ 
which was taken by Messrs. C. Jounson and: Hoce ‘as tell- 
ers—and resulted thus: 80 in the affirmative, 63 in the neg- 
ative 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry. citizens 
from Kane and De Kalb counties, in the State of Illinois, for a 
mail route from St, Charles, Kane county, via Berkshire, 
Genoa, and Hick’s Mills, to Cleveland, Boon county, Illinois: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Fost Roads. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Jeremiah Wright, of 
Livingston county, New York, praying Congress to ‘grant 
him a pension from the time of his discharge in the summer 
of 1815, in the last war, until November, 1828, when he was 

laced on the pension roll: referred to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 

By.Mt. HALE: The memorial of John R, St. John, alle- 
ging that he has discovered a principle by which the varia- 
tion of the magnetic needle from due north, at all times and 
places, under any circumstances, may be readily and accu. 
rately ascertained, and also has invented a’ machine for ac- 
curately measuring the distance a vessel sails in a given 
time, and praying Congress to make an appropriation for 
purchasing the same for national use: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J.W. DAVIS: The petition of George. Washington 
Chambers, and 22 other citizens of Sullivan county, Indiana, 
asking a donation of land to improve the navigation of the 
Wabash river. Also, the petition of George Young, and 21 
other citizens of Knox county, Indiana, upon the same sub- 

ect, 

: By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Joseph Kelsey, and 
about 100 others, citizens of Maine, for a reduction of letter 
postage to three cents throughout the United States, and for 
a similar reduction ot postoge on newspapers and pamphlets, 
and for the entire abolition of the franking privilege: refer- 
red to the Comittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Henry Robinson, and 
39 other citizens of Benton county, Indiana, praying the es- 
tablishment of a mail ronte from Lafayette, Indiana, via 
Parrish Grove, to Peoria in Ilinois. 


e 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 18, 1844. 


Mr. TAPPAN presented from the citizens of 
Granger, in the county of Medina, Ohio, and of 
Austingburg, Ashtabula county, Ohio, two remon- 
strances against the annexation of Texas to the 
Union: ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Lebanon county, Pennsylvania, in which 
the memorialists respectfully suggest their opinion 
that any modification or change of the tariff of 1842, 
at the present session of Congress, would be inju- 
rious; and they prey that Congress will abstain 
from any legislation on the subject. Mr; C. gave 
an assurance to the memorialists that their prayer 
would be regarded—that nothing would be done 
with the tariff at the present session of Congress. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from Fred- 
ericksburg, Virginia, asking that the present tariff of 
duties may not be disturbed. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from Mrs. 
Green, of New York, praying for a naval pension, 
for the naval services of her late husband: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, 150 copies additional 
were ordered to be printed, for the use of the depart- 
ment, of the report from the Treasury Department 
for the annual statistics of commerce and naviga- 
tion. 


GENERAL EDUCATION. 


_ Mr. WOODBURY submitted following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Celum- 
bia be directed to inqvtire into the expediency of establish- 
ing within this District some system of elementary educa- 
tion, which shall be open and free to the children of all its 
citizens; and if forming an opinion in favor of sucha sys- 
tem, that they examine and report the best one for that pur. 
pose; and the best mode, whether by local taxation or 
otherwise, of supporting the system. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that the resolution was 
one merely of inquiry, and offered at the request of 
some of the citizens of the District. He (Mr. W.) 
was not partial to any particular form or system 
that might be adopted; but Congress having exclu- 
sive power of legislation for the District, and this 
Leng a subject of vast Importance, it was certainly 
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worthy of examination by the committee. He there- 
fore hoped the subject would be sent to the commit- 
tee without delay. i 

The question was put. on the resolution; and it 
was adopted. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of certain persons who lost their right of pre- 
emption to-enter lands under the pre-emption act of 
the 19th June, 1834, by the location of reservations 
under the late treaty with the Creek Indians, for the 
chiefs and orphans of that tribe; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The following resolution, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by Mr. Hunrineron on Tues- 
day last, was taken up and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct: 
ed to institute inquiries as to the trade and commerce, for- 
eign and domestic, of the Gulf of Mexico, between the port 
of St. Marks and Charlotte Bay, and especially at or near 


the Cedar Keys; and that he report to the Senate, at its next 
session, the facts he shall obtain, with his opinion of the ex- 


pediency of the establishment of a new collection district, 


witha port of entry at the Cedar Keys. 


The adverse report of the Committee on Claims 
in the case of George Harrison, praying to be re- 


leased from liability for the amount of overpayments: 


made by him while paymaster in the army, and to 
be allowed.a commission on his disbursements, was 
taken up. After:a few remarks by. Mr. CRIT- 
TENDEN, showing that the conclusions of the 
committee “that the prayer ought not to be grant- 
ed? were not properly founded, and by Mr. 
PHELPS in support of the decision of the commit- 
tee as a legal question merely, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to strike from the 
resolution of the committee the word “not,” so as 
to make the resolution read “that the prayer of the 
petition ought to be granted.” 

This amendment was agreed to; and on his fur- 
ther motion, the subject was recommitted to the 
Committee on Claims, with instructions to report a 
bill for the relief of the petitioner, 


z HISTORY OF OREGON. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the Senate took 
up, as in committee of the whole, the bill for the 
purchase of certain copies of the History of Oregon, 
California, and the other territories on the north and 
west coast of North America. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to strike out that portion 
of the last section of the bill which provided for the 
distribution of copies of this book to members of 
Congress and officers of the government. 

Mr. ARCHER acceded to this motion. He had 
supposed it would better conform to the object of 
the senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] to consider it 
in blank; because he (Mr. A.) presumed that the 
senator, as chairman of the Library Committee, 
would like to have some disposal of the books, in 
the event of the assage of the bill. He was willing 
to consider it in blank SO as to receive any proposi- 
tion that the honorable. senater from Ohio might 


_ think proper to make. 


Mr. TAPPAN said he would like to have some 
report from the committee, showing the quantity of 
matter, and the cost of publishing this work in the 
ordinary way. Mr. Greenhow, he believed, was a 
clerk in the Department of State, and had prepared 
his work while in the public service, and under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. He (Mr. T.) 
was opposed to the practice of Congress becoming a 
patron of literature generally. He did not deem it 
necessary, in any case, and especially in cases of 
this kind, for Congress to become the first purchaser 
of works which concerned the public in general. 
Such a work as this, going fully into the interesting 
question of the title of this country to the Territory 
of Oregon, required no patronage from the govern- 
ment. ‘The best patronage in this country was that 
of the reading public; and any man who compiles 
such a work as Mr. Greenhow’s—if it was such as 
it was represented to be—would find that he could 
sell to the booksellers for sufficient to compensate 
him for his labor. He held, therefore, that it wag 
wholly unnecessary to have the publication of this 
work placed under the patronage of the government, 
If Mr. Greenhow had published his book, instead 
of making this application to Congress, 5,000 
copies of it could have sold in two or three months 
in the western country alone. It was a work that 
would be in very extensive demand. But if Mr. 
Greenhow was waiting for the patronage of Con- 
gress, by the passage of this bill—waiting for re- 
muneration from the government, and if the work 


would, by the delay in its publication, lose its in- 
terest, it;was his own fault. If he had gone on in 
the begining of the winter, and sold the right to the 
publishers, he might easily have solda sufficient 
number of copies to defray all the expenses of pub- 


lication; but the probability was, that now he could 


scarcely sell a copy, orat least the sale would be 
very limited. He thought, however, that there was 
no reason why Congress should purchase 1,500 
copies for any purpose whatever. He was opposed 
to this. system of patronage. In the present case he 
deemed it wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. ARCHER understood the honorable sena- 
tor from Ohio, [Mr. Tarpan,] in the observations 
which he had addressed to the Senate, to call for a 
report from the committee. Before he (Mr. A.) 
proceeded to reply to the observations of that gen- 
tleman, he would inquire what report he wanted. 
There were two reports, one of which accompanied 
the bill. The other was a statement by Mr. Green- 
how himself. 

Mr. TAPPAN wished to have the report which 
stated what would be the actual cost of printing the 
work. : 

The detailed statement of Mr. Greenhow was 
then read by the Clerk; which went to show that 
the 1,500 copies could not be furnished for less than 
$3,000, to afford any compensation to the author. 

Mr. ARCHER said he could not but express his 
surprise that a gentleman, eminently literary as the 
senator from Ohio was known to be, should so 
strongly oppose the passage of the bill now under 
consideration. He (Mr. A.) had nothing left to do 
but to appeal to the declaration of the honorable 
senator himself, that this was a work of very great 
value, and that its value was peculiarly great at the 
present time. This question at issue between 
the government of the United States and that of Great 
Britain was now about to be decided; and whether 
the negotiation should result one way or the other, 
it was necessary to have correct information on the 
subject. He piece to the honorable senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tappay,] and to the Senate, to de- 
cide whether it was not of the utmost importance that 
the people of the United States should have fall 
andauthentic information in relation to the subject 
of negotiation? No man would deny that the in- 
formation could not be obtained in a correct form 
except through the medium of Mr. Greenhow’s 
work, without expending a vast amount of labor and 
time. ‘The senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] said 
that Mr. Greenhow was a clerk in the Department 
of State, and that he had compiled this book while 
in the discharge of his duty in that department. 
Some years ago, when Mr. Forsyth was Secretary 
of State, Mr. Greenhow, by his authority, did make 
a compilation. It was highly commended by the 
Secretary, and this body demonstrated its appro- 
bation of its merits. 

Mr. Greenhow was induced, after the publica- 
tion of this work, to look further into the sub- 
ject—to consult authorities—documents, . manu- 
scripts, &¢.; and he became convinced that he could 
produce a book of much higher value than he had 
produced by the order of the Secretary. The work 
now under consideration was the result. He (Mr. 
G.) stated that he had been employed six years 
in the production of this book, which was a fact ac- 
knowledged by the senator from Ohio himself. What 
was the character of the book? It was a work, as 
the report said, which, from its peculiar character, 
could not be seid; and therefore could not be pub- 
lished without a material loss to the man who had 
expended so much labor in its compilation, unless 
with the assistance of the government. According 
to the statement made by Mr. Greenhow to him, 
(Mr. A.,)he must inevitably suffer a loss, unless 
this aid be afforded him by the government of the 
United States. 

Tt was admitted on all sides that the book was of 
great value, and required great labor in its compila- 
tion. It was also allowed that the present move- 
ment was an exigent one. The information contain- 
ed in Mr. Greenhow’sawork was of the utmost im- 
portance; and that information could not be had 
except through his book. Was this a moment, 
when this man did not claim a donation, but an 
act of strict justice—when all attested the valuc.of the 
work—to say that it should be a lossto the author? 
He was not prepared to avail himself of the labors 
of another, and make him no sort of remuneration; 
and yet that would be the effect on the part of the 
Senate of a refusal to pass this bill. 

Asan evidence of the value of the work under 
consideration, even the former work of Mr, Green- 


how, upon. ‘which this was founded, received the 
Very highest commendation in England, Germany, 
and France. In theirreviews they freely acknow- 
ledge the value of that‘compilation. 
work enlarging upon the former compilation, and 
showing clearly the grounds upon which the claim 


of the United States tothe Territory of Oregon was ` 


based. We would perhaps conduct this negotia- 
tion to a successful issue, by means of the very 
arms put into our hands by Mr. Greenhow; and yet 
gentlemen on the other side seemed. disposed ` to 

rive from the doors of Congress the very man who 
had put these implements of success into our'hands. 


And how would he be driven from the doors? Not. 


only by making hima loser for having rendered 
benefits to the government of the United State, but 
by refusing to do him an act of justice. 

This was the real state of the’ question under con- 
sideration before the Senate. The statement carried 
with itaconélusion, to which he had not. the least 
doubt the Senate was going to come, and he awaited 
its decision without any apprehension that it would 
be unfavorable. 

Mr. TAPPAN had another objection.: He hoped 
that the government would not be at the expense of 
paying Mr. Greenhow fora map, when there was 
already in the Department of State ax map: of Ore- 
gon Territory, superior, he would undertake to say, 
to any that had been drawn by Mr. Greenhow. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that there was ro extra 
charge forthe map.. It went with the book. . 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that, even if it did, the 
government owned a better map than the author of 


this work could produce, and the government ought - 


certainly not to pay him for making a map inferior 
to that which was already in its possession. 

Mr. ALLEN had not designed to say anything 
upon this subject, and he should not now do so, but 
from the very peculiar tone of complaint which the 
honorable senator from Virginia [Mr. ARCHER] had 
maintained in this matter. He [Mr. ARCHER] seem- 
ed inclined to think that those who did not go in 


Here: was a 


favor of this bill were disposed to do an act of great | 


injustice, and that Mr. Greenhow had a right to 
come here and insist upon Congress acceding to his 
proposition. It was presented as a question of 
Juatice or injustice; but it behooved senators to look to 
the question as it was. What was the case? 
briefly this: An officer in the State Department was 
directed by the head of that department to prepare 
an official communication to Congress for the use of 
the government, from the archives of the depart- 
ment. He performed that work, and faithfully. 
The-work was found to be valuable, and as such, he 

ot, as. compensation for his labor, an annual salary. 

he work was a public document, prepared, by order 
of the public officer at the head.of the State Depart- 
ment, and cérhmunicated to Congress asa public 
document; and recognized by all the world as a public 
document. There was no copy-right resulting from 
the production of this work. It was incorporated 
among the public documents of Congress, printed 
by both Houses, and might. be reprinted by any 
establishment in the United States. It could be re- 
printed by the Harpers, and, he had no doubt, sold at 
the rate of twenty-five cents a copy. . After all this, 
the gentleman who compiled the work turned his at- 
tention to the subject again, and enlarged upon it, 
by referring to other documents, and embracing in 
it other matter. This he voluntarily undertook, and 
he now brought forth the work in anew form—as 
matter of private property. He, (Mr. Greenhow, ) 
without any intimation from the government that 
anything further was wanted than the original com- 
pilation, now made his application to Congress to 
purchase 1,500 copies of his book; and a bill 
was introduced for that purpose. In this particular, 


and atthis point, Congress met him as a private | 


It was | 


citizen. He tendered the products of his own brain; | 


and it remained for Congress to say whether or not 
it should be willing’ to become the first large pur- 
chaser of this work from a private citizen. There 
was; therefore, no right upon gis part, more than 
upon the part of Mr. Bancroft, or of Mr. Prescott, 
or of ariy other able and learned minds and men of 
enius in this country, to make such an application. 
hey had‘no right to demand of Congress the pur- 
chase of .1,500 copies of their works, or one copy. 
Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury was re- 
quired to communicate to Congress, at every ses- 
sion, a report on finance. After making a report, 
suppose he should elaborate that report, and enlarge 
it into an essay on finance, and present itto Con- 
gress at the next session, and demand that the gov- 
ernment should purchase 1,500 copies: would it not 


stand upon precisely the same ground upon which 
‘this application stood? Precisely the same. He did 


. hot see how it was possible for Congress to set this 


precedent of becoming the first purchaser of works 
produced by every 
the country. To say that this was a work o ‘very 
deep interest to the whole country, was to say noth- 
ing more than could be said of thousands of others. 
hat was it compared with works treating upon the 
financial policy of. the government? Finance was a 
subject that admitted of no fixed principle. It would 
endure for an indefinite term of years. F 
forean important subject. It was forever agitating 
the. country; and yet, should we be told that, when a 
gentleman thought proper to write a work on fi- 
nance, it wW@s driving him from the doors of Con- 
gress to refuse to purchase 1,500 copies? Every 
question of appropriation involved likewise a ques- 
tion of taxation. Senators should not stand here 
bestowing favors upon mèn, without remembering 
that they were imposing burdens upon the people. 

It would be a fortunate circunistance—if by the 
action of the government, it was possible—to re- 
quire, whenever an appropriation was made, the same 
bill to carry with it a tax. Then there would be 
check upon appropriations. It would be the wisest 
invention of modern times, if some man could devise 
a plan by which every bill should carry with it a 
tax. necessary to make the appropriation. 
when we had the money in our possession, or had 
the means of getting it without obtaining it -in the 
direct form of a tax, there was no difficulty in voting 
appropriations; and hence it was that so many- ap- 
propriations were made, when it was scarcely 
known what they were made-for. The disposition 
to extend the charitable hand of the government, in 
this case, carried with it the dangerous precedent 
of making the government the first purchaser of all 
literary works produced in the country. What 
work on political economy was there that would 
not concern the public welfare? He took his stand 
against this bill, not as having anything against this 
gentleman, for he believed him to be a very merito- 
rious man; but as a public man, whose duty it was 
to guard the public interest. He would not lend 
his sanction to such precedents. He wished it to 
be distinctly impressed upon the minds of every 
one—and he repeated the declaration—that every 
appropriation carried with it a tax upon the people. 
It was against taxation that he levelled his ohjec- 
tions now.. If the expenditures of the government 
were not limited, taxation could not be limited. 

He was glad to find that his colleague had called 
the attention of the Senate to the main objection to 
this bill. Whatever might be his (Mr. A.’s) kind- 
ness towards the individual who made the applica- 
tion, his duty as a public man required that he 
should oppose the passage of this bill through the 
Senate of: the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to address the Seiiate; 


when 

Mr. MERRICK suggested that the hour for the 
special order had arrived. 

Mr. ARCHER made an appeal to the senator 
from Maryland, and hoped he would not press the 
special order. 

Mr. MERRICK did not like to have the order of 
the day put off in this manner; but he had no de- 
sire to obstruct the business before the Senate. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would promise to call for 
the special order in half an hour, if the bill under 
consideration was not disposed of by that time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that he had but a 
few words to say upon this subject, and he should 
make good his promise that he would detain the 
Senate but a very few moments. . : 

The president of this body has appointed hima 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
and he (Mr. B.) was very happy to serve under so 
worthy a chief as his friend from Virginia. ` This 
subject was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and, without the slightest partiality— 
without the slightest feeling towards Mr. Green- 
how or his book, he had considered the Matter 
upon the principles of strict justice; and if in jus- 
tice—in strict justice—under the peculiar circum- 
stances of the case, the Senate ought not to make 
this subscription to Mr. Greenhow’s book, he hoped 
that it would not be made. He put it entirely upon 
that ground. It was not a question of gratuity at 
all; it was a question of strict justice. 

‘When the chairman of the Committee framed the 
bill, he did not consult the other members about the 
disposal of the books; and when he (Mr. B.) learn- 
ed that each member of Congress was to receive a 
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literary gentleman throughout ' 


t was there- 


‘his annual reports, and make 


But. 


copy, he objécted to that clause; and 
at once agreed to strike it oùt. He (Mr. 
jected to. it, because he held that, having: on 
down the practice of purchasing books for mem 
of Congress, it should he ‘discountenanced for: 
There was nothing, in a-small. way, more corr 
ing—nothing more disgraceful.to members of Con- 
gress—than to purchase books for themselves at the 
enpense of the government. Ss Le ee 
hat objection was now removed -bý the. amend. 
ment of his friend fron- Ohio {Mr. Tapran.].: What 
was the argument advanced. against. this. bill?: 
That it would bea precedent for other cases;. and. 


that Mr. Bancroft, Mr. Prescott, or any ‘other dig- . 


tinguished literary man, could appeal to. Congress. 
with a similar claim to have a subscription for: his 
productions that. Mr. Greenhow did. More thar 
this, his friend from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] . said: that 
the Secretary of the Treasury could dress up one of; 

an ‘elaborate essay. 
upon finance of it, and then make a similar aal 
with quite as great a show of justice as this appeal 
was made. ; : 

_ Now he (Mr. B.) thought that when the objec- 
tions came to.be considered by senators, it would be 
found that there was nothing at all in them.. This. 
was a most peculiar case; and he trusted no case - 
similar: to it might ever arise under the government. : 
But ifit did, he should be very glad to. obtain the in. . 
formation which we had obtained through the exer- - 
tions of Mr. Greenhow, at a cost of five times thè 
amount of $3,000. Yes, six years ago, if he could . 
have contracted to obtain the information on the. « 
subject of our title to the Territory of Oregon con- : 
tained in. this book, he would willingly have voted 
$20,000 to procure it. ` : ; 

He had said this was a particular case. It had 
been in agitation between the government of the . 
United States, and that of Great Britain, for more 
than a quarter of a century; and—with all respect to 
those who- had discussed the subject-—until. Mr: 
Greenhow made his compilation, we never under- ` 
stood our own case. It is true that we had right- 
eously claimed the title to the territory at the mans 
of the Columbia, and to the sources of that river, 
by discovery; but we never had an examination into 
the old Spanish title, and the history of the. old... 
Spanish voyages, which gave usa rig tüp to 54o 
40' of north latitude. It required time, industry, 
patience, ability, and experience; and the obtaining- 
from Madrid an examination of a great many Span- 
ish manuscripts and printed journals. All this was 
undertaken by this gentleman; and all the informa~ 
tion furnished in sock a manner as to present the 
cause of the United States to the whole world, in a 
light different from that in which it had ever been 
presented before. A ; 

And was this man, who had thus labored in the. - 
cause of his country—who had thus rendered an es- 
sential service to the government—to be ruined b 
his attempt to sustain our claim? for, unless this 
subscription were awarded him, unless he could ob- 
tain it from the government, the little means which 
he had aird. by his salary of $1,600 a year, 
would be entirely exhausted. He must. sell 2,500 
copies of this work in order to make himself’ whole; 
but he believed that he never could sell 2,500 copies 
in this country. He (Mr. B.) asked him ‘would 
not the bookseller agree to take the book for noth- 
ing; his answer was, No. | We all knew that the 
history of Oregon and California was not a subject 
calculated to.excite general attention. It wasa sub- 
jectin which the. general reader took little interest. 
Few but scientific men would purchase it; and he 
(Me. B.) ventured to say there would not be a sale 
of 1,000 copies in this country. That was also Mr. 
Greenhow’s opinion. 5 

He (Mr. B.) understood there was some prospect 
of a demand for the work in England. Mr. G. had 
an order for 200 and odd copies from a great book- 
seller in London. This was most joyful informa- 
tion to him, (Mr. B.;) because, in the history of all 
our contests with England, our side of the question 
had never been presented there. If this book should 
be published, and circulated there, it would produce 
much effect in our favor upon the minds of the peo- 
ple of England. He was afraid that the intimation 
of his friend from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuzr,] that we 
should probably have a treaty upon the subject of 
Oregon, would turn out to be futile. He (Mr, B.) 
hoped the honorable senator had some information 
to support the intimation; but until he had the most 
authentic assurance himself ofthat fact, he should 
still remain convinced that until the government of 
the States took took some more decided action upon 
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the ‘subject, we should have no treaty with Eng- 
land, and no séttlement of this question. z 

Why say that this gentleman got a salary of six- 
teen hundred dollarsa year? Were we entitled, on 
that account, ‘to réceive all the labors of his mind 
during these hours which he was not called upon or 
required “by law to spend in the discharge of his 
duty, for the last five or six years? But he-did not 
desire to go into that question. - 

Here was a book containing the most invaluable 
information, and it was asked of Congress to take 
1,500 copies. How were these copies to be appropri- 
ated? -Most certainly they were to go to the State 
legislatures and to the public libraries. They were 
to go everywhere throughout this country, where 
public.men who, in all probability, never would see 
the book, unless this subscription was made, would 
obtain: possession of it, and examine into the sub- 


ee of our claim. Here was the Senate gravely de- 


iberating in debate about. a.sum of $3,000, when - 


every day it expended: twice that amount in print- 


ing documents which no man ever cared to read.’ 


There was the document of Mr. William Cost John- 
son—a reportof fiveorsix hundred pages. There 
were documents, many of them too, printed by the 
Senate, much larger ‘than. this book;, and amongst 
these was a report of another member of the House 
of Representatives. The Senate was daily in the 
habit of printing documents of all kinds for which 
there was no pressing necessity; and yet gentlemen 
talked of the extravagance of this project! He 
(Mr. B.) declared that, industrious as he was, he 
had not time to read one-tenth of the matter thus 
printed. 

And now it was made a question whether a book, 
eminently calculated to settle a controversy with the 
most powerful nation on earth, and to end a ques- 
tion of vital importance to our country, should be 
purchased—1,500 copies of this work, for the pur- 
pose of enabling public men to obtain correct infor- 
mation on this vital question. 

While he lived he should not accept a book pur- 
chased with the public money. He thought, how- 
ever, that in justice to Mr. Greenhow, the least Con- 
gress could do, when this book was so urgently 
needed, and when he laboriously compiled it, was 
to purchase 1,500 copies; and after doing that, 
even, we should owe him a debt of gratitude’ for 
placing us clear in the right, not only in the 49th 
degree, butin the 54th degree of north latitude, 

is position under the committee had enabled 
him to obtain the facts which he had stated; and he 
had no disposition to dò anything for Mr. Green- 
how but what wasjust. He was satisfied, however, 


that it would be doing him less than justice to refuse . 


to buy these 1,500 copies of that work. He knew 
that, In his own State at least, this question of title 
to Oregon had excited a very- deep interest. No 
appropriation, he felt assured, would be considered 
by them better laid out, than in disseminating the 
information which this book contained. 


Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that his position was, 
that the author would receive sufficient patronage 
from the public, and that Congress had no business 
with buying his books. If it were proved that he 
suffered a loss by the publication, and that it was a 
work indispensable to the government, why not 
compensate Mr. Greenhow for his expenditure and 
time by an appropriation of money, in preference 
to the mode proposed? He moved to strike out the 
first section of the bill, and if that motion prevailed, 
he would subsequently move to amend the second 
Section, so that Mr. Greenhow should be compen- 
sated for the expense and labor incurred by him. 

Mr. ARCHER viewed this motion as an effort to 
destroy the bill, not to amend it. Should the mo- 
tion prevail, the senator’s hostility would remain as 
strong as ever against any appropriation. Mr. A. 
argued strongly in favor of the merits of the work, 
and the justice of compensating Mr. Greenhow in 
the manner proposed by the bill. He opposed the 
amendment. 

The subject was farther debated by Messrs. TAP- 
PAN and BAGBY in opposition to the bill, and by 
Messrs. BAYARD and WALKER in its support. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tappay’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. í 

The question then came up on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading; on which the 
yeas and nays were: called for, and ordered, and 
they resulted—yeas 27, nays 13, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster 


~ 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 
Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Man: um, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Upham, 
Walker, White, and Woodbridge—97.. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Col- 
quitt, Fairfield, Fulton, McDuifie, Merrick, Semple, Stur- 


geon, Tappan, and Woodbury—13. 
So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 


a third time. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 


OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

The bill to reduce the ‘rates of postage, to limit 
the use and correct the abuse of the franking privi- 
‘lege, and for ‘the prevention of frauds on the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Department, was taken up, 
as reported from the committee of the whole, the 
question pending being on Mr. Hanneean’g motion 
to strike out part of the first section, from The sixth 

line to the end of the thirteenth line, and to insert: 

Upon every letter in manuscript, or paper of any kind, 
being a single sheet, and not exceeding in weight one-half 
‘an ounce, by or upon which information shall be asked or 
communicated in writing, or by marks and signs, there shall 
be charged and collected for conveying the same any dis- 
tance not exceeding 150 miles, 5 cents; and for any distance 
exceeding 150 miles and not exceeding-300 miles, 10 cents; 
and for any distance exceeding 300 miles and not exceeding 
500 miles, 15 cents; and for any distance exceeding 500 miles, 
20 cents. ` i : . ` 

The CHAIR stated the pending question. 

Mr. HANNEGAN iait 
amendment, by changing the distance for the 5 cents 
postage from 150 to 100 miles. : 

The question was then stated, with this modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON understood the effect of the 
amendment would be to increase the rates proposed 
by the original bill. 

Mr. MERRICK, said if this amendment was 
adopted, Congress might as well pass no bill at all. 
It would defeat the principle of increase of corres- 
pondence. k ay 

The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered. 

Mr. HAYWOOD suggested the propriety of re- 
committing the bill, with a view of reporting back 
separate bills: one relating to the reduction of post- 
age; one relating to the prevention of depredations 
` on the interests of the department; and one in rela- 
tion to the franking privilege. This was the only 
mode in which a fair and direct vote of the Senate 
could be had. Each subject would be considered 
distinctively, and the difficulty would be avoided of 
compelling gentlemen to take the whole bill, while 
strongly objecting to some of its parts. Š 

Mr. MERRICK observed that any recommittal 
of the bill now would be a.decision that no post of- 
fice law should be passed this session—the 27th of 
next month having already been appointed for the 
adjournment of Congress. Already there had been 
sufficient discussion on the bill to enable gentlemen 
to vote as understandingly as they could on separate 
bills. He preferred taking the sense of the Senate 
as to all amendments deemed necessary, and then 
upon the bill itself, even if it was to be lost. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that it was difficult to 
get attention concentrated upon a proposition in- 
volving three distinct objects, each of which was, in 
itself, properly a subject of legislation. 

Mr. MERRICK insisted that, to a great extent, 
the three subjects were so intimately dependent on 
each other that they could not be separated. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said, as his proposition did not 
seem acceptable to the chairman ef the Post Office 
Committee, he would withdraw it. 

The question recurring on Mr. Hannrcan’s 
amendment, 

Mr. WHITE wished his colleague's proposition 
had been so modified as to have the maximum rete 
of postage only fifteen cents. H- would, however, 
vote for his motion, with the understanding that, 
should it prevail, he would, when the bill was taken 
out of committee, move to make the highest postage 
fifteen cents; but he was still more in favor of the 
general features of the bill itself. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted—yeas 14, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Colquitt, Foster, Francis, 
Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, McDuifie, Sevier, 
White, Woodbury and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, Breese, 
Choate, Clayton, Evans, Fairfield, Huntington, Mangum, 
Merrick, Maller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Semple, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—2l. ` 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting the following additional provision: 

Be it further enacted, ¢c., That the expenses of the Post 


Office Department shall in no case be a charge upon the 
generaltreasury of the United States; and the Postmaster 


‘General is required to reduce the mail transportatio: 


he would modify his | 


n and 
mail service fromtime to time when it may become neces- 
sary to do it, so’ as to avoid atall times an exoess of expense. 
over and ahove the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, ` eog 5 

Mr. SEVIER ‘hoped ‘the senator would add a 
provision that the postmaster should have atleast one 
mail conveyed tò each county town in each State, 
in case extreme reductions should, become neces- 
sary. 5 ; a 
Mr. HAYWOOD said that was already provided. 
for by law. - ome i 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that the question ought 
to be divided. eee ` ie 

The CHAIR said it was quite in order to divide 
the question. ~ 7 ; bed 

Mr. ALLEN observed that it was desirable it 
should be so, as it would enable him, and he doubted 
not others, to vote with more satisfaction on the sep- 
arate propositions. . ae 

Mr. MERRICK said the law, as it now stands, 
provides that the department shall depend on its 
own income. _ If that prove insufficient, the de- 
partment has to call upon Congress to pass a law 
for the payment of the deficiency. He supposed 
this amendment was ‘only intended to defeat the 
bill. It could have no other object, as it could not pre- 
vent a future’ session of Congress from passing a 
law to pay a post office deficit. : 2 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that if an experi- 
ment was tò be tried of low postage, provision 
should be made for the consequence in time. Once 
the reduction takes place, the public never will con- 
sent to raising the rates again; and if the income 
fall short of the expenditure, the trsasury will be the 
sufferer. The suggested that the question was not 
susceptible of division. He called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that there was not 
revenue now forthe support of the department, and 
if this bill was not passed, the Postmaster General 
would have to call on Congress for a law to pay 
the deficiency. ; ; 

Mr. SIMMONS suggested the propriety of the 
senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] with- 
drawing his motion at this stage of the proceed- 
ings. 

Mr. HAYWOOD assenting, the motion, by 
unanimous consent, was withdrawn. ae 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill by striking 
out of the first section all from the word at, in the 
3d line; to the word ounce, in the 23d line, and in- 
sefting the following:.- ; 

“That there shall be charged, in lieu of the rates of post- 
age now established by law, the following rates, viz: For 
every single letter conveyed any distance under thirty 
miles, three cents; for thirty and under one hundred and 
eighty miles, five cents; over one hundred and eighty and un- 
der four hundred miles, ten cents; over four hundred miles, 
fifteen cents; and for a double letter, double these rates; and 
fora treble letter, treble these rates; and fora quadruple 
letter, quadruple these rates; and every parcel composed of 
one piece of paper, or which does not exceed one-quarter of 
an ounce in weight, shall be considered a single letter; and 
every parcel composed of not more than two pieces of pa- 
per, or not exceeding one-half ounce in weight, shall be 
deemed a double letter; and every parcel containing: not 
more than four pieces of paper, or not weighing dver one 
ounce, shall be considered a quadruple letter; and for every 
additional quarter of an ounce, beyond one ounce in 
weight, the additional postage of a single letter shall be 
added.” ; 

Mr. E. said he only ventured to propose this 
amendment because he was anxious some bill should 
pass; and he feared the original bill would wholly 
fail to yield sufficient income to the department. 
The present system consists of five distances—one 
of 30 miles, one of 80, one of 150, one of 400, and 
one for all distances beyond 400 miles. It seemed 
extraordinary that the number of letters sent for 
each of these distances should come so near corres- 
ponding. The Postmaster General’s report shows 
that, last year, the number for the first distance (30 
miles) was 4,100,000; for the second, (80 miles,) 
5,500,000; for the third, (150 miles,) 4,700,000; for 
the fourth, (400 miles,) 5,300,000; and for the great- 
er distances, 4,500,000,. But the rate of postage 
on each of the routes @&s very dissimilar, viz: on 
the first, the shortest distance, the income was only 
$247,000; on the second, the next shortest distance, 
$555,000; on the third, $558,000; but the longest 
distance (beyond 400 miles) yielded an amount 
equal, very nearly, to the whole of the three short 
distances—viz: $1,126,000. a : 

He then went into a minute statistical review of 
the probable receipts, according to the two rates (5 
and 10 cents) proposed by the original bill, and 
showed that, by his calculation, allowing for the in- 
crease to be expected from the cheap-postage sys- 


ee tem, the income of ‘the department could not meet H 


`: the necessary expenditures. 

~ He estimated the deficit at $759,354, at least. He 
did not know that his own amendment would better 
the bill a great deal; but from the best consideration 

_ he had been able to give the subject during the short 

“time he had to make computations upon it, he took 


it for granted, judging by the same statistics which. 


~had been his guide in computing the:probable effects 
of the rates proposed by the original bill, that the 
Yates he proposed, according to distances, would 


yield revenue enough to meet the expenses of the 


department. ` 
¥. MERRICK said that the Post Office Com- 
mittee had made very minute and pains-taking cal- 


culations, with a view. of ascertaining what rates- - 


and what distances would be most productive of rev- 
, enue; and they had become entirely satisfied that 5 
cents for all distances under 100 mules, and 10 cents 
for all distances beyond that, for every half ounce, 
would be the lowest rates that could save the de, 
partment from loss. The committee did not doub- 
that there would be a decrease of income in the first 
instance, in consequence of the sudden reduction 
from an average rate of postage of 14 cents.to 73 
cents; but it was contemplated that a considerable 
saving of expenditures could be made, which would 
cover the probable falling off. He then stated the 
basis.of the calculations made by the Post Office 
Committee. [The same as published heretofore 
during this. discussion.] The committee had ex- 
amined the statistics of the penny-post system in 
England, and ascertained from them that, if letter- 
“writing was as much practised in this country ag in 
England, not one-half of the correspondence of the 
United States passed through the mail. In fact, tak- 
ing the correspondence of England upon the standard 
< of population, and. applying the rule to the 
. United’ States, the committee computed that a low 
xate of postage here would induce an addition of 
- from 100,000,000 to 160,000,000 of letters to be 
sent through the mail. The committee, however, 
-did not go to the full cxtent of that computation, 
nor was it necessary to do so, for an addition of one- 
third of that computation would, under the rates 
people „in the bill, insure sufficient_ income to the 
epartment to meet its expenses. On the whole, 
- Mr. M. objected to the amendment; he thought it 
much better that the bill should stand as it was. If 
“the senator from Maine would modify his amend- 
ment so as to strike out the 3 cents rate for 30 miles, 
and the extension of the 5 cents rate to 180 miles, 
leaving it 100 miles as in the bill, he should not ob- 
ject to 15 cents being charged forall distances over 
400 miles.. He called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON would not now offer 

: amendments'to the amendment; but if it should be 

< adopted, he would, when the bill came . out of com- 
mittee propose such modifications as he thought 
necessary. ng ; 

The CHAIR announced that the bill had been 
reported’ back from the committee of the whole 
some days ago, and was now under consideration in 
the Senate. . , 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that there were two 
of the rates proposed by the senator from Maine, to 
which he did not object; the first was the low rate of 
3 cents for 30 miles, and the next, the highest rate, 
15 cents for the maximum. But he objected to ex- 
tending the 5'cents distance to 180 miles. < 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the amendment, 
by inserting 150 instead of 180 miles. : 

Mr. WOODBURY moved to make it 100 miles, 
instead of either 150 or 180. 

The question was then put on Mr. Woopsury’s 

_ motion to reduce the 5 cent distance from 180 to 
100 miles, and it was adopted—ayes 26, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out all that part of it relating to 
3 cents postage for 30 miles, so that for all distances 
of and under 100 miles, the postage should be 5 
cents. @ i 

‘Mr. ATHERTON said he hoped the motion to 
strike out the rate of 3 cents for distances less than 
30 miles would not prevail. This reduction he con- 
ceived. to be, perhaps, the most important of any 
which had been proposed. It would be found par- 
ticularly so at the North, where towns of considéra- 
ble size were frequently near each other. And it 
‘was.also important, considered in relation to its op- 
eration on the private expresses, of which so much 
had been said. New. England was penetrated. by 


railroads, which run into the interior in almost all | 


_ in the mills, or pursuing some other avocation. It 


_as little as possible.of the influence of domestic as- 


. ties thus situated, but would also be advantageous 


_ partment. 
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directions from Boston. These expresses run. be- 
tween the considerable places on “all these - routes. 
The place where he resided—a large manufacturing 

place, coutaining between six and seven thousani 

inhabitants—was only fifteen miles’ from Lowell, 
with a railroad between them. Further up on the rail- 
road route was Manchester, also a large manufactur- 
ing place. Now, he had no doubt(and he merely men- 
tioned this by way of illustration) there might be 
instances in which. parents might reside within 
thirty miles of àll these’ places, and have one or 
more of their children at each of them, operatives 


was surely important that such should be deprived 


sociations and family ties. And to increase the 
cheapness and facility of intercommunication, would 
not only confer an inestimable benefit to communi- 


to the department. i 

Nor would this operation be confined to a few lo- 
calities. There was also the communication be- 
tween all parts of the counties and the shire town, 
where so much business was transacted, and for 
which the mails would be used, were not the post- 
age rates such as to prevent this in a great measure. 

e was firmly of opinion that this reduction to 
three cents would increase the revenues of the de- 


The amendment to strike out three cents for thir- 
ty miles was rejected. , 

The question then recurred on the amendment, 
(Mr. Evans’s,] and resulted—yeas 24, nays 17, as 
follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, 
Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Evans, Fairfield, Ful- 
ton, Henderson, Jarnagin, McDuftie, Miller, Pearce, Porter, 
Sevier, Tappan, Upham, White, Woodbury, and Wright 
—24. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Breese, Buchanan, 
Foster, Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Huntington, .Man- 
gum, Merrick, Morehead, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Walker, and Woodbridge—17. 


` So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. EVANS observed that an amendment was 
adopted yesterday—confining the franking privilege 
to members of Congress, to each session of Con- 
gress—which he thought should be modified. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that it was the amend- 
ment moved by the senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Woopzury] in the 8th section and 5th line re- 
lating to the receipt of communications addressed to 
members of Congress. 


Mr. EVANS moved to amend the same section 
and line by inserting, “and for a period of 30 days 
before and 30 days after each session of Congress.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SEMPLE inquired whether the motion of 
the senator from New Hampshire [Mr. ATHERTON] 
yesterday was attached to the 8th section, theamend- 
ment then pending being a motion of the senator 
from New York, [Mr. Wnion] subsequently with- 
drawn, to strike out the 9th section. e wished to 
know whether the amendment of the senator from 
New Hampshire had been entered on the journal. 


Mr. MERRICK. explained that the motion had 
been to amend the section before the motion wao 
put to strike out. ° é 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested a verbal amendment, 
which was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to amend the bill b 
an additional section providing that this bill shall 
continue in force till the first day of February, 1846, 
and no longer. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked what that was for. 

Mr. HENDERSON said the object was, to have 
a limitation fixed, lest the department, in the event 
of the experiment failing, should become a burden 
on the treasury for any length of time beyond a 


day fixed. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested the propriety of a grad- 
uated reduction of one per cent. per year on each 
class of letters, ‘till experience would show what the 
most productive rate would be. 

Mr. MERRICK did not see any use in the 
amendment proposed by the senator from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Henperson.] The subject would al- 
ways be open to Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not see that it was a mat- 
ter of consequence whether the amendment . was 
aponted or not. The experiment was one which 
would test the question upon which the reputation 
of the chairman of the Post Office committee,.and 
that of the Postmaster General, were at stake. It 
was to test which was the true prophet—the one 


predicting very: favorable: of: sul 
ment, ahd the other quite the reverse.” | 
Mr. MERRICK did not: think an 
fairly made that was not intrusted tot 
aecording to their plan, 0 00 D eoa 
Mr. EVANS: observed that, if ‘this amendment 
prevailed, at the end of the. term assigned ‘no pont 
office law would be in force: He suggested the: 
propriety of providing for the continuance of the 
present laws after the time. appointed. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. pointed out that the penal en- 
actments would also be suspended. - i 

Mr. EVANS withdrew his suggestion. 

The question was then taken. on Mr. Hinner- 
son’s amendment, and it was rejected. <. 
On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill, as 
was ordered to be printed. ae 
Mr. BAGBY gave notice that. to-morrow, at 1 


amended, 


o'clock, he would move to take up. the resolution of 
the Finance Committee, proposing the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. introduce by the senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. McDorrig] relating to the 
tariff. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 18, 1844. 


“The joumal having been read— 

Mr. ADAMS observed that he had been request- 
ed, on the part of the exectors of William Sydney 
Winder, of Baltimore county, Maryland, now no 
more, to present to the House thé camp chest of 
General Washington, used by him during the rev- 
olutionary war. The- presentation of this -relic 
would probably occupy some time, and he would 
therefore propose that some hour of the day be 
fixed for the purpose, so: that no time might unne- 
cessarily be lost; as on previous and similar occa- 
sions, the House had immediately adjourned after 
the ceremony of presentation was over. „He hoped 
that the hour of 3 o’clock would be.fixed on, which 
would leave an hour for the presentation of the relic, 
and bring the House to the usual time of adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he would be grati- 
fied if the honorable gentleman from Massachuaetts 
would fix upon the hour at 4 o'clock, f 
Several cries of “No, no,” “3 ò’clock,” were 
heard, and ch 

Mr. ADAMS expressed his. preference for the 
hour of 3_o’clock. 

The SPEAKER said that, by general consent 
of the House, thé hour of 3 o’clock would be fixed 


upon. / 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee” on Engra- 
ving, to which was referred joint resolution; No. 23, 
relative to the erection of a national monument on 
public ground, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That one thousand two hundred and fifty copies 
of draft of monument to accompany the report No. 434, rel- 


ative to a national monument, ‘from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, be furnished by the Committee 
on Engraving. $ : 
Mr. TIBBATTS asked what was the first busi- 
ness before the House. A 7 
TheSPEAKER said that the first business in or- 
der was the reception of reports from the standing 
committees, But the resolution now before the 
House was from a committee that had a right to re~ 
port at any time. sf kG i 

Mr. TIBBATTS observed that he feared the 
resolution would give rise to debate; and he moved 
to lay it on the table. f tos, ai 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he should like to 
know the cost of engraving this map. 
Mr. SIMONS replied that the motion onthe gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to lay the resolution on the 
table prohibited him from giving any explanation. 
Mr. TIBBAT'TS said, to allow the gentleman to 
get a voteon his resolution, he would withdraw the 
motion to lay it on the table, and move the previous 
question. Subsequently Mr. T. withdrew the call 
for the previous question. 
Mr. SIMONS explained that the map was in- 
tended to aceompany the report of the Committee 
on Public Buildings, in relation to the Washington 
monument, and was necessary to render that report 
intelligible. ‘The cost would not exceed twenty or 
twenty-five dollars, at farthest. He would remark 
to the House, as a great deal of perturbation had been 
evinced on the subject of maps, and particularly in 
regard to the map accompanying the report of the 
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surgeon. general, (which, it was said, would cost 
$1,500,) that the cost of that map, under the: direc- 
tion of the committee, would not be'a half, nor a 
third, of that sum. The cost would not be over $200. 


Mr. RATHBUN objected to the printing of this | 


map, as a useless, expense, and moved to lay the 


resolution on the table; which motion was carried— | 
ayes 79, noes 57. So the resolution was laid on the | 


table. = 


Mr. HERRICK presented resolutions of the- 


legislature of the State of Maine in relation to the 
British colonial trade; and moved. that they be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. tee: 
Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY moved to refer them 
to the Committee on Commerce, as the most appro- 
riate reference. : ` 
The SPEAKER stated that there were two mo- 
tions made, the one to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the other to the 
Committee on Commerce. The question would be 


first put on referring to the Committee on Foreign . 


Affairs. ; 

After some conversation, in which Mr. WIN- 
THROP, Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, Mr. SEVER- 
ANCE, Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, and. others took 
part, the resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HALE was understood to desire permission 
to report a bill. : 

r. TIBBATTS objected to any business out of 
the regular order, 


THE TARIFF--NOTICE OF A TEST VOTE. 


. Mr. McKAY rose and remarked that it was with- 
in the knowledge of the House that he had made 
several attempts to get the House to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for 
the purpose of taking up the tariff bill reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means. When he 
first made that motion, he gave notice that he intend- 
ed to make it every successive day until the House 
agreed to it; but he found there was an unwillingness 
on the part of some members, arising from some 
temporary cause, and hence he had not persisted in 
making that motion; but he now gave notice, that 
both sides of the House might be apprized of it, that 
it was his intention—and he gave this notice now 
that those now absent might be in attendance, as 
he hoped they would be—that, on Monday next, he 
should move to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up 
that bill. The House would permit him to hope 
that there would be a full attendance. He was not 
disposed to waste the time of the House by the rep- 
etition of these motions, and therefore he distinctly 
gave notice that if, on Monday next, the House 
should treat his motion unfavorably, and refuse to 
agree to it,he should consider it an expression of 
the determination of a majority of this House not to 
act on that bill at the present session, and he should 
cease all further efforts to get that bill up. 
THE AMISTAD SCHOONER. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 

resolution reported yesterday by Mr. CoLLAMER, 
from the Committee on Manufactures, that 10,000 
extra copies of the report of Committee on Manu- 
factures (No. 420) relative to the tariff and manu- 
factures, be printed. 
” Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL made a motion to amend 
the same by adding thereto, after the word ‘“manu- 
factures” in said resolution, “and also 10,000 copies 
extra of the report of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs in relation to the Amistad.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to address the House on 
the subject brought to its notice by the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, remarking that it 
was one on which the House had prohibited their 
constituents from approaching them; and yet they 
were called upon by the chairman of that committee 
to appropriate $50,000 for the traders in human 
flesh in Cuba; and in order that the whole country 
might understand the manner in which they did 
business here, it was proposed to print 10,000 extra 
copies of that most extraordinary report, quietly to 
prepare the minds of the people for so extraordinary 
an act of legislation. After some allusion to the vote 
of censure on himself passed by the last Congress 
in connexion with this subject, he proceded to ob- 
serve that he felt it to be his duty to call the atten- 
tion of the country to the fact thata proposition was 
made here, by a vote of this Congress, to put the 
people of the northern and other free States under 
contribution to the amount‘of $50,000 for the slave 
traders of Cuba, and thus to cause: them to partake 


of the odium, the disgrace, and the moral guilt of a 
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crime which had received the execration of the whole 
civilized world. The people of the free States were 
called upon to make compensation to certain Span- 
iards for the loss of the human flesh which they had 


stolen from Africa, and deprived of the rights which ` 


the God of nature had vested in them; and thus the 
people of the free States would become partakers of 
a crime against all. laws, both human and divine. 

He then proceeded to give the history of the case 
of the Amistad. - ; 

_ He went on to contend that Jingua and his asso- 
ciates were free men; and that the moment they 
landed at New York they were entitled to the pro- 
tection of the laws. In the course of his remarks, 
he stated that a claim for salvage had been made by 
the citizens of the State of New York, where they 
landed, for assisting in arresting them. y 

Mr. STRONG said that, as this was in his dis- 
trict, he would stake. it upon himself to deny that 
any auch claim was made. 

r. GIDDINGS continued his remarks, com- 
menting on the report of the Committee on Forcign 
Affairs; during which he was several times set right 
as to matters of fact by Mr. C. J. IncersorL, the 
chairman of that committee. 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of the 
morning hour, and the subject went over, 
Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 


WESTERN WATERS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
‘bill making appropriations for the improvement -of 
certain harbors and rivers.” 

When the House adjourned yesterday, a motion 
was pending to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert a substitute for the entire bill; 
which, however, contained a provision which Mr. 
A. Kennepy, who proposed the amendment, was 
not aware was contained in it when he offered it. 
His proposition was designed to make the bill what 
it was made by the Committee of the Whole, 
with the exception of the word “Tllinois;” but it 
was found to retain the increased appropriation of 
$223,000 for the lower Ohio, and some other rivers, 
which the House had rejected. The previous ques- 
tion having been moved and sustained, the Chair 
decided that the gentleman fróm Indiana could 
neither withdraw nor modify his amendment, and 
from that decision Mr. K. appealed. 

The question now recurred on the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair; but it was sustained by 
the House. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
the substitute. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus— 
yeas 65, nays 112. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question coming up on the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. COBB moved to lay it on the table; on which 
question, 

The yeas and nays having been demanded by 
several, were ordered. . 

Mr. WHITE suggested to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cogg] that the question of engross- 
ment was as much a test question as the question of 
laying on the table, and hoped that the gentleman 
would withdraw his motion, and suffer the question 
of engrossment to be taken. 

Mr. COBB replied that the question on the mo- 
tion made by him was preferred by many gentle- 
men, and he would adhere to it. 

The question being taken on Mr. Coss’s motion, 
resulted in—yeas 55, nays 107, as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Benton, 
Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Brodhead, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, 
Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Hale, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Lewis, Lucas, MeKay, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, 
Payne, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Roberts, 
‘Yhornas H. Seymour, Simpson, Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, 
Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, and Yost—aé. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
James Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Bufiington, J. E. Cary, 
Carroll, Causin, Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Dar- 
rah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davia. Dickey, Douglass, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Per. 
ley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel 


P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lyon, McCauslin, Mc- 
Clelland, McClernand, Mclivaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward 
J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Pat- 
terson, Pettit, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery 
D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, 
Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, 
St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, {Weller, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—107. 


‘So the motion to lay the bill on the table was lost. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF inquired whether it was 
at this time in order to move to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER replied it was not then in or- 
der. ; 

Mr. STEENROD inquired of the Chair, if the 
question of engrossment should prevail, whether the 
previous question would not then be exhausted, and 
whether it would not then be in order to move to re- 
commit the bill. ” 

The SPEAKER said thatthe previous question 
would be exhausted on taking the question on en- 
grossment; and that it would then be in order to 
move to recommit the bill. . l 

Mr. STEENROD, amidst cries of “order, order,” 
said that, in that case, he should vote for the engross- 
ment of the bill, under a pledge of some of its friends 
that it would be recommitted, to strike out the Hli- 
nois river. 

Mr. WELLER asked'to be excused from voting 
on the bill asit now stands. He said this bill makes 
an appropriation to the improvement of the Illinois 
river—a river running entirely within the limits of a 
single State, and could not, in his opinion, be regard-. 
ed as an improvement of a general nature. 

Mr. WHITE rose to a question of order. The 
reasons assigned by the gentleman from Ohio were 
very good reasons why he should vote against the 
engrossment, but not sufficient reasons for excusing 
him from voting. 

Mr. WELLER said that, whether his reasons 
were satisfactory to the gentleman or not, they 
were his reasons, and it was for the House to 
judge whether they were sufficient. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, and 
said that the rule provided that a gentleman desiring 
to be excused from voting, should give a brief state- 
ment of his reasons. X ow it was impossible for 
the Chair to know what a gentleman’s reasons 
might be, till he heard them. 

r. WELLER continued. He had stated that 
this work was of a local character, and, aside from 
the want of constitutional power—which may well 
be questioned—he believed that an appropriation 
made to such works, of a local character, would 
lead to a system of corrupt, log-rolling legislation, 
which would eventually merease the expenditures 
of the government, so as to produce a necessity for 
direct taxation. No duties upon imports could ever 
sustain the expenditures produced by such a sys- 
tem. If money be appropriated from the federal 
treasury to the Ilinois, hundreds of other rivers in 
the country, equally important, would demand ap- 

ropriations. Fle therefore believed that if such 
ocal works were to be sustained by the general gov- 
ernment, direct taxation was the inevitable result. 
If in this view he voted for the bill, he sanctioned 
an appropriation establishing a most dangerous pre- 
cedent. If he voted against it, he would be repre- 
sented as unfriendly to the other improvements em- 
braced in the bill. He was anxious to have given 
his support to the other items in the bill, but as he 
found them in bad company, he was compelled to 
go against the whole. He regretted: the necessity 
which compelled him to do this. 

The SPEAKER rose, and was putting the ques- 
tion on the motion to excuse the gentleman from 
Ohio, when 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. 

Mr. WELLER suid, to save the House so much 
trouble, he would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. DOUGLASS also asked to be excused from 
voting, and proposed to state the reasons. The reasons 
why he asked to be esed from voting, were the 
reverse of those given by the gentleman from Ohio, 
who said the river Ilinois was in this bill, and be- 
cause it was, he could not vote for it. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON raised a point of order. The 
gentleman from Ilinois, in giving his reasons for 
being excused, had no right to go into an argument 
in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. T. SMITH inquired if the House excused 
the gentleman from Hinois, whether it would not be 
a prohibition of his voting. 


r 


- resulted in sustaining the decision of the 


is-the evil thereof.” . -~ . i 
Mr. DOUGLASS said he understood, when the 
gentleman from Ohio rose to give his reasons for 
ein, 
could not anticipate what excuse the gentleman was 
about to urge, and the gentleman from Ohio went 
on to state that the retention of the Illinois in that 


Some member observed: “Sufficient unto the day 


bill would go to the exhausting of the. treasury of 


the country, and to the infliction of direct taxation; 
and in doing this he was permitted to. go on, and 
his friend from Tennessee [Mr. J oHNsON] had not 
deemed it necessary to callhim-to order, nor to sup- 
port him (Mr. Doverass) in calling:that gentleman 
to order. The gentleman from Ohio, a few days 
since, moved to insert an amendment to appropriate 
$100,000 for the Cumberland road, never dreaming 
then that he was driving this government to the 
adoption of a system which would lead to the im- 
position of direct, taxes. f > 

He had another word to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio: they well understood themselves, and 
had entered into a combination by which. the ap- 
propriation for the upper Ohio had been doubled; 
and having done that, they got some of the Indiana 
members to go with them, and moved. to strike out 
the Illinois river; and why? Because they had got 
a canal running to the lakes from the river, and the 
well knew that if the Illinois river was improved, 
and their canal was: completed, it would take the 
entire business in that direction: and for pitiful Jocal 
jealousies of a superior work, they were willing to 
oppose the appropriation for: the Illinois river. 

r. WELLER desired the gentleman to say, 

when he spoke of a combination of Ohio members, 
if he had any allusion to him., ` 


. Mr. DOUGLASS said he did not know that the 


gentleman from Ohio was at that meeting. 
Mr. J.W. DAVIS remarked that the gentleman 
from Hlinois had alluded'to members from Indiana, 


` and he desired to know if that gentleman had any 


allusion to him. - 
‘Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. BELSER, Mr. DOUG- 


“LASS, and others made remarks, which were not 


heard in the confusion and excitement that pre 
vailed. . f 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS resumed, and remarked that 
all he had to say was, if the gentleman alluded to 
him, that it was unqualifiedly false. 

The SPEAKER called the. Iouse to order, and 
required the members to take their seats; and then 
suggested to the gentleman from Ilinois that the 
rules prescribed a very narrow limit of remark un- 
der such circumstances; and he submitted to that 
gentleman the propriety of adhering to the course 
prescribed by the rules. í 

Some conversation was continued by Messrs. 
BELSER, DOUGLASS, and DAVIS, and mutual 
explanations were made. : . 

r. DOUGLASS then resumed his remarks; and 
after a few observations, he withdrew the motion to 
be excused from voting. S 

A very. irregular discussion followed, in which 
Messrs. SCHENCK, WELLER, BRINKER- 
HOFF, VANCE, CAVE JOHNSON, and many 
others participated; many of the gentlemen dis- 
avowing all knowledge of such a meeting as that 
alluded to by the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. SCHENCK having originated this debate by 
moving to be excused from voting, now withdrew 
that motion. 

Mr. BELSER rose to a question of order, and 
contended that the gentleman could not withdraw 
his motion. x 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion was 
withdrawn. ‘ 

Mr. BELSER appealed . from the decision of the 

hair. f 

The question was then taken on the a peal, and 
hair. 

The question recurring on the engrossment of the 
bill ‘ l 

Mr. McDOWELL moved to be excused from 
voting on the same, and desired to assign briefly his 
reasons for submitting his notion, He was as anx- 
ious as any gentleman here to appropriate the 
amounts named in the bill for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Ohio and Misssissippi rivers; 
and would to-day, or any other day of this session, 
vote for a bill-to effect this object; but he could not 
consent to vote for a bill that embraced appropri- 
ations for such rivers as the Illinois. His opposition 
rested upon the effects that would result from the 
adoption of such a policy; for if we appropriated 
money to the Illinois river, there are hundreds of 


excused, the Speaker decided that the Chair - 


have equal claim upon. Congress; and if we are to 
give to dll such the amounts they may require, wè 
must resort to direct taxation to carry it on, and ul- 
timately render the government bankrupt, and grind 
thie people into dust. Ta ts i 

‘The question was, put on excusing Mr. McDow- 
ELL from voting; and decided in the affirmative. 

The question was then put on the eiigrassmient of 
the bill, and decided in the negative—yeas 86, nays 
102, as follows: ; ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, Bowlin, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 
Causin, Clinch, CoHamer, Cranston, Darrah, Garrett Davis, 
Dellet, Dickey, Douglass, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, French Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, 


Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hoge, Hudson, . 


Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soli, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Lyon. McClelland, Mcilvaine, Marsh, 
Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Patterson, 
Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Severance, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens; Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
White, Winthrop, and William Wright—86. 

NAYS—Meassrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Hale, Haralson, 
Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Me- 
Causlen, Maclay, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph 
Morris, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pratt, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Russell, Senter, Thomas. H, Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Spence, Stet- 
son, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, 
Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph 
A. Wright, and Yost—102. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider. the 
vote just passed, and said his object was to give 
those gentleman who manifested much attachment 
to the bill with certain modifications a chance to 
have those modifications by reconsidering and re- 
committing the bill. He had voted for the bill just 
fost, and had done all he could to pass it. He was 
now willing to try itina new shape. He saw his 
friend from Ohio (Mr. Duncan] trying to get the 
floor, and he cheerfully yielded it to him. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and observed that he had no wish that that 
question should be taken now. He merely wished 
the motion entered; and the question might be taken 
two or three days hence. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion for recon- 
sideration was the first subject before the House, 
and must be taken at once, unless postponed by a 
vote of the House. 

Mr. WHITE insisted on taking the question at 
once. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said he supposed that 
the previous question had been exhausted on the 
question of engrossment; and that, if the vote 
should be reconsidered, it would be in order to move 
to recommit the bill. He therefore moved the pre- 
vious question on the reconsideration. 

Mr. SCHENCK claimed the floor, and made 
some remarks to show that he had a right to it be- 
fore the gentleman from Ohio rose to move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he had never yielded the 
floor to either of the gentlemen, except, for purposes 
of explanation, to his colleague nearest him, [Mr. J. 
Brinxerworr;] and his colleague was out of order 
when he moved the previous questien. 

The SPEAKER remarked to the gentleman from 
Ohio that, if the reconsideration prevailed under the 
previous question, it would place the bill just where 
lt stood before the question on its engrossment was 
rejected—i. e., with that question pending, and the 
previous question attached to it. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said, in that case, he 
withdrew the call for the previous question. 

Mr. DUNCAN said that his colleague had no 
right to make the call for the previous question, not 
being entitled to the floor to do it, and consequently 
his withdrawal ofit was unnecessary. 

He had moved the reconsideration of the bill, 
because he objected to one appropriation in it which 
he thought unconstitutional. He was in favor of all 
the appropriations except’ the one for the Illinois 
river, and for this reason he wished the bill to be 


rivers that empty into the Ohio and: Mississippi that | ef out. 


. He diđnot wish te: have that appropria 
tion in the’ bill, because’ it “was at-war with every 
principle of the democratic party.: The: Brneray 
people had settled that question, and: had decide 
that they would not sanction. ‘such appropriations 
for local objects. For proof of this: assertion he 
would refer to the approval given by the people to 
the veto of the Maysville’ road bill, and the Wabash 
bill too, in which this question was well settled. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Doverass} had 
chärgsä that there 


was a combination of Opio ond 

ndiana mémbersto defeat the appropriation for the 
Illinois river, and to double that for the Ohio river. 
He had charity enough for the gentleman to'stippase, 
that he spoke without reflection—from the heat o 
debate; and that in his cooler moments he would on 3 
gret making such a charge. He knew nothing of . 
such a combination. He was not one of them, and 
thought he had a right to speak for the rest of the 
Ohio delegation, and say that they were equally 
ignorant of any such combination. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS asked leave to explain. When 
he spoke of a combination among certain western 
members, he did not mean to include the whole dele- 
gation from Ohip and’ Indiana, nor the whole dele- 

ation of any State. What he meant to say was, 
he had beet informed (and he had no doubt of the 
truth of the information) that a meeting had been 
held of certain western members, at which the IHi-, 
nois members were not present, and at which meet- 
ing it was agreed upon to double the amount of is 
aapropriation for the Ohio river, and stifke out t a 
for the Illinois. He stated this on the autority © 
a gentleman who was present. S 

Mr. VINTON maid he felt called upon to state 
that there was a meeting of western members, at 
which he was present, and at which the ‘appro- 
priations for the western rivers became the: sub- 
ject of conversation. There was no agreement 
there, either in relation to the Ohio. river, nor to 
strike out the appropriation for the Illinois 


river. Gentlemen who were present at the meeting 
expressed their a 


prekensions that appropriations 
for the Illinois and Wabash rivers wsuld defeat the 
bill; but there was no agreement mads to strike them 
out. Asa proof of this fact, he would state that he 
voted for the appropriations for both these rivers. . 

Mr. DUNCAN yielded to Mr. VANCE and 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH to make explanations. _ 

Mr. SAMPLE also obtained permission to ex 

lain—having been present at the meeting which 
had caused so much excitement in this hall. i 

Mr. HARPER and Mr. TIBBATTS also ex- 

lained; and some further remarks were made by 
Mr. DOUGLASS and Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked of his friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Duncan] permission to make a remark. 

Mr. DUNCAN yielding for that purpose, 

Mr. McCLERNAND proceeded to say that the 
House had got into a controversy about. a matter 
wholly irrelevant to the subject under consideration. 
He thought this controversy personal in its charac- 
ter, and foolish in its object, and had progressed for 
enough—in fact, much too far. He was not prepare 
ed to justify all that his colleague [Mr. Doverass] 
had said, in the course of the controversy. Doubt- 
less much that he had said proceeded from excite 
ment; yet he could not less justify the repeated, un- 
friendly allusions which had been made to-him. 
The course pursued towards him seemed rather per- 
sonal, and calculated, even if not intended, to hunt 
him down. He hoped. the controversy would end 
at this point, and that the scene progressing—which 
was better adapted for laughter and ridicule than 
for any useful purpose—would no longer be toler- 
ated. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he felt able to take care of 
himself; and he had no fear of the “hunters,” indi- 
vidually or collectively. . 

Mr. HOLMES guùted a stanza of one of Watts’s 
hymns, which set forth, in pious strains, how im- 

roper and naughty it was that “ehildren of one 
family” should “fall out, and chide, and fight.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked his friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Duncan] again to yield the floor, that he might 
reply, in aà word, to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Scusencx.}] The floor being yielded, he said that he 
was informed by a friend that Mr. 8. had allue 
ded to him as not being present when the bill under 
consideration was voted upon. He wished to say 
to that gentleman tkat this was*a matter of no con- 
? cern to him. That gentleman would have no difi- 
culty in finding him at any time, or for any purpose, 
whenever he desired it. As for the bill, it had been 


recommitted, so as to have that appropriation atrick-. }{ so perverted, distorted, and drugged, that he, for 


“sone, could not assent to it.’ When remodeled, so as 
“to correspond with propriety, justice, and equality, 
che would cordially. assent to it: 


Mr. DUNCAN then proceeded ‘to address the 


House—having but five minutes left, -before he 


should be. compelled to give way for somé special 
business. He.said he was about, when he was ar- 
‘rested, to make an explanation why he voted against 
this. bill, ‘and movad a reconsideration. “He was 
about to show that it had been the policy of the 
democratic party to oppose appropriations of this 
“character; for this purpose and this policy had been 
-adopted on constitutional grounds, and in the belief 
that there was no such power vested in the federal 
government. He did not say that he was opposed 
to it because General Jackson was opposed to it. 
He was as independent as any gentleman on that 
-floor in his judgment of such matters; and the Amer- 
ican people at the ballot-box had approved of that 
policy, for General Jackson vetoed the Maysville 
road bill when he was a candidate for.re-election, by 
which, by-the-by, he showed a moral and political 
firmness which he (Mr. D.) would like to see imita- 
ted by some other. gentlemen. f 

The SPEAKER announced the arrival of the 
hour of 3 o’clock; and the gentleman from Ohio was 
eut short in his remarks. 


PRESENTATION OF GENERAL WASHINGTON’S 
CAMP CHEST. 

Mr. ADAMS rose, and said that, in compliance 
‘with one of the clauses of the last will and testa- 
ment of William Sydney Winder, a distinguished 
citizen of the State of Maryland, now no more, he 
rose to present to this House, and through this 


‘House to the Congress of the United States, the’ 


camp chest of General George Washington, which 
he used during the revolutionary war. As his war- 
. Yant for presenting himself to the House for the 
performance of this service, he had sent to the 
lerk’s table, and reqùested him to read, a few doc- 
uments, giving a history of the article presented to 
the House, and explanatory of his agency in the 
matter. 
The Clerk then proceeded to read— 
1. A letter from the Hon, John Wethered, a mem- 
ber of the House from the State of Maryland. 
2, An extract from the last will and testament of 
the late Mr. Winder. 
3. A letter dictated by Mr. Winder on his death- 
bed, but not signed by him. 


4, A letter from Miss Winder, daughter of the 
deceased, authenticating the letter of her father; and 

5. A letter from Colonel Henry Maynadier, who 
had purchased the cheat at the sale of Gen. Wash- 
ington’s effects at Mount Vermon, and presented it 
to Gov, Winder. the father of the testator. 


Mr. ADAMS observed that, at the last session of 
Congress, it was his fortune to offer the resolution 
of acceptance of the sword of the father of his coun- 
try, together with the. staff bequeathed to him by 
his compatriot statesman and friend, Franklin, 
which was presented to the House by Samuel S. 
Washington, of Virginia. This was probably the 
inducement of the late Mr. Winder to devolve on 
him the welcome honor of presenting this additional 
relic of the great and good champion of our coun- 
try’s freedom and glory. The donor of these relics 
was then living, and the House thought proper to 
join with the Senate ina unanimous vote of thanks 
to him for them. In this case the donor was no 
longer in the land of the living; he was beyond the 
reach of praises or blame from his fellow-citizens; 
his heart could beat no more in sympathy with 
those to whom love of country, from the cradle to 
the grave, was the ruling passion That he pos- 
sessed this feeling in the fullest extent, was abun- 
dantly proved by this bequest—the last act of his 
life—and by the letter written by him on his death- 
bed, the signature of which was suspended by the 
angel of death wresting the pen from his hand— 


testimonials stronger than any human lan- 
guage. The thanks of the House could not 


be’ presented to him; but to his disconsolate 
companion the thanks of the House, together with 
the manner in which the bequest was received, 
would carry soothing to her bosom. In presenting 
the sword of Washington, a profound and sublime 
lesson of national and individual morality, associated 
with a pure and lofty patriotism, was given to his 
countrymen of this and future ages. .It would be 
recollected that in bequeathing his swords to his 
nephews, Washington directed them never to un- 


sheath them for the purpose of shedding blood, ex- , 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


-anid in the. latter case, to keep 


use and vocation of the sword was the shedding ot 


. Intended to supply the wants of physical na- 


cept in defence of their coun , or of themselves: 
anid int em in their hands, 
and fall with them, rather than surrender them. The 


blood. Far different was the use of the imple- 
ment now offered to the House. The sword. 
was the instrument of. destruction; ‘this. was 


ture, and for the. preservation of man’s life. 
It was also useful for dispensing to others the good 
offices of friendship, and the sacred-rights of hospi- f 
tality. To all these purposes this identical camp¢ 
chest and its contents had been frequently put, in 
the times that tried the souls of men’ and of women. 
Mr. A. here sent to the Clerk’s table a letter pub- 
lished by the Historical Society of New York, dated 
West Point, August 16, 1777, inviting some ladies 
to dine with him, and giving a playful description ot 
his bill of fare. This letter being read, 

Mr. ADAMS concluded by offering a joint reso- 
lution that the camp chest be accepted; and that the 
thanks, together with the condolence of the two 
Houses of Congress, be presented to the widow ot 
Col. Winder. 

‘Mr. WETHERED observed that, in seconding the 
resolutions offered by the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, he took the occasion to say that the 
devisor of this relic, the’ late Mr. Winder, was his 
intimate friend; that he commanded the respect of all 
who knew him; and that his voice had been heard in 
the legislature of his native State, where he was dis- 
tinguished for the fidelity with which he discharged 
his duties. This camp chest was inherited by him 
from his father, Governor Winder, to whom it had 
been presented by Colonel Maynadier, his brother 
officer, who purchased it at the sale at Mount Vernon, 
shortly after General Washington’s death. Gov- 
ernor Winder was the one who, jon the 4th of July, 
1815, laid the corner stone of the Washington mon- 
ument in the city of Baltimore. 

Mr. J.P. KENN EDY then offered a few remarks, 
recapitulating briefly the history of the relic, and 
bearing his testimony in favor of the high character 
of Mr. Winder. Mr. K. concluded with a warm 
eulogy on the patriotism and services of Mr. Adams. 

The House then adjourned. ‘ 


The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By The SPEAKER: The petition of Melinda Martin of 
Colesville, New York, praying that the law making itan 
offence to write upon the margin of a newspaper, sent 
through the mail, may be repealed. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The memorial of the Chamber of Cem- 
merce of New York, praying for the establishment of a 
branch of the United States mint in the city of New York. 

By Mr. A. STEWART: Four memorials, signed by many 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any change 
in the tariff policy of the country, and deprecating the pas- 
sage ofthe tariff reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as ruinous to the best interests of the country. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Simon Rutiner for an in- 
crease of pension. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Samuel Heffner, Benj. 
Woltinger, James Bantam, and numerous other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, protesting against any in- 
terference with the tariff of 1342. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of John Halloway, 
asking to be placed on the invalid pension list. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Lhe memorial of 67 citizens of 
Otis, Massachusetts, for reduction of the rates of postage, 
ond for the abolition or modification of the franking privi- 

ege.. 

by Mr. JEREMIAH BROWN: The memorial of a com- 
mittee appointed at a public meeting of the citizens of Ephra- 
ta, Lancaster conuty, Pennsylvania, respectfully setting 
forth, that in the fall of 1777, immediately after thé battle of 
Brandy wine, about five hundred sick and wounded soldiers 
were brought from the American army to Ephrata, and 
placed in buildings fitted up as hospitals for their reception 
by the Society of Seventh day Baptists of the village. That 
during the following winter, abouttwo hundred of them 
died, and were buried on the summit of a hill called Mt. 
Zion, in the vicinity, which is about one hundred feet high, 
commanding an extensive view of the surrounding country 
for many miles; that this hill is new overgrown with thorns 
and brambles; and that these memorialists humbly pray 
your honorabk¥ bodies to grant them a small appropriation 
to assist them in finishing a suitable monument, (which 
the cilizens have already begun) to the memories of the 
dead. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Samuel Alexander, 
George Bent, and numerous other citizensof Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to restore the four companies of horse 
artillery now in service, to a peace establishment of one 
hundred men rank and file. Also, petition of J. P. Lyne, 
Joseph Wiley, and numerous other citizens of Pennsylvania, 
ofa like import with the foregoing. Also, petition of Wm. 
A. Porter, A. Hendel, and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, 
of a like import withthe foregoing: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. ` 


migas, 


Correction.—It was incorrectly stated in our report of 
yesterday’s proceedings, that on motion of Mr. Cave JOHN- 
son the committee was discharged from the further consid- 


eration ofthe Cherokee memorial. The motion was made 
to print the documents, which was the order made by the 
House. . à 


7 The following resolution offered yesterday. by 
Mr. A. Doves, was accidently omitted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House why. the sum of $40,000. appro- 
priated at the‘last session of Congress to Jeremiah Smith, 
jr., has not.béen. paid to him; and whether any further, and, 
if so, what.action will be necessary on the part of Congress 
to enable said Smith to draw hismoney. 


IN SENATE. 
cl: Frimay, April 19, 1844, : 

Mr. BREESE: presented a memorial. from Luther A. 
Bowen and 35-other citizens, of Carroll county, Illinois, 
praying for an appropriation to improve the navigation of 
the Upper Mississippi river: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce.. - ; 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from a few citizens 
of Loudon county, Virginia, remonstrating against the an- 
nexation of Texas, on the grounds, among others, that the 
admission of a foreign State into this Union was never con- 
templated by the framers of the constitution; and that there 
is no power in the federal government to enter into such a 
contract: referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from Alexander 
S. Trueman and 36 others, inhabitants of Pennsylvania, 
against the ratification of any treaty for the annexation of 
Texas to the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 2 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of the friends of the 

resent tariff, without distinction-of party, held at Reading, , 

erks county, Pennsylvania, at which were adopted stron; 
resolutions against the passage of the bill of the House o 
Representatives for the modification of the present tariff, 
and urge Congress not to pass it: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ` 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a communication from Wil- 
liam A. Palmer, on the subject of a mail route from Jones- 
borough to East Machias; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, expressing a favorable opinion of the pres- 
ent tariff law, and praying Congress to abstain from all 
lesislation on the subject: referred to the Committee on 

inance, g 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from John M. 
Stevenson, jr. and fourteen other citizens of Adams county, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas: referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a meeting held 
at Painesville, Lake county, Ohio, at which resolutions 
were adopted against the annexation of Texas to the Union, 
and expressing the opinion that there is no constitutional 
power in the executive to make, or in the Senate to ratify, 
such a treaty: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from Mary Sar- 
geant, (formerly Mary Howe,) of Mansfield, in the county of 
Tolland, Connecticut, (sister and heir at law of Dr. Solomon 
Howe, a surgeon in the revolution,) asking for seven 
zo half pay: referred to the Committee on Revolutiona- 
ry Claims. 

Mr. WALKER presented a memorial from Orville Ander- 
son and sixty-one other citizens of the county of Carroll, 
Virginia, (styling themselves as belonging to both the great 
political parties in the country ,) in favor of the reannexa- 
tion of Texas to the Union: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WHITE presented two remonstrances of citizens of 
Indiana, against the annexation of Texas to the Union: re- 


.. ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


~ Mr. W., from the Committee on Indian Affairs, made an 
adverse report, which was ordered to be printed, on the me- 
morial of a number of chiefs and head men and others of the 
Shawnee Indians, praying that provision may be made for 
the payment of a draft drawn by them on the trust fund pro- 
vided for them by the treaty of August 8, 1831. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported back, without amendment, the 
joint resolution from the House directing the Auditor of 
the Post Office Department to inquire as to the contract of 
Saltmarsh and Overton with the Post Office Department. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made an adverse report, which was ordered to be printed, 
on the petition of Benjamin R. Tinslar, asking compensa- 
tion for services performed as fleet surgeon. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred a memorial of citizens of Eastport, 
Maine, praying that. the privil€ge of drawback may, be al- 
lowed at the ‘several ports of their district, reported a bill 
relating to the port of entry in the district of Passamaquod- 
dy, in the State of Maine; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. : 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Cominittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported back, with amendments, the bill 
for the relief of William De Buys, late postmaster at New 
Orleans. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the adverse report of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the case of Julia L. Weed, 
the widow of Elijah J. Weed, was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Aifairs, with new evidence. ` 

The bill for the purchage of certain copies of the History 
of Oregon, California, and the other territories on the north 
and west coast of North America was read the third time 
and ,passed. ‘ 

Onmotion by Mr. MILLER, the Chair was authorized to 
fill the vacancy on the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bee occasioned by the resienation of Mr. Kine, of Alabama; 
an 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made a similar motion, which was 
agreed to, with reference to the Committee on Commerce, 

Several adverse reports of the standing committees, on 
private claims, were taken upand concurred in by the Sen- 
ate. ` 

The joint resolution from the House, providing forthe 
printing of additional copies of the journals of Congress and 


3 


public documents, was taken up, read three. several times, 
wend. passed. oO = ne 


‘ - 
THE POSTAGE BILL US. THE TARIFF. 


Mr. MERRICK moved that the Senate resume the con. 
sideration of the bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit 
the ‘use and correct’the abuse of the franking privilege, and 
for the prevention of frauds on the revenues ©: 
fice. Department. It was desirable (he said). that the Dill 
should be finally disposéd of to day. The bill had, accord- 
ing to order, been printed as amended, and laid on the tables 
of senators this morning. He presumed: that they had ex- 
amined its provisions, and were prepared to act. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the honorable from Mary- 
Jan, [Mr. Merrcx,] that this bill had just been laid on the 
table. He had never read it, as amended, and if it had been 
on the table ten minutes since it was printed, he was ‘not 
aware of that fact. He had not only no desire to postpone 
this bill, but he was anxious thatit sh: 
would like, however, to have an opportunity. of reading it 
once, before it came before the Senate. He understood yes- 


< terday thatthe senator from Alabama [Mr. Bacar} was to 


have the floor at 1 o’clock to-day,on the question to postpone 
the jarif bill of the senator from South Carolina; [Mr. Me Dur- 
vik.) The Senate ought to have an opportunity to read this 
bill; and he would be very glad, if the Senator from Mary- 
land would agree to afford them that opportunity. . 

Mr. MERRICK was sorry his friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Bucrranan] had not read this bill. It had been on the 
table for more than an hour, and he was sure his honorable 
friend had read other bills in that space of time. It was 
very desirable to him, (Mr. M.,) and no doubt to the whole 
Senate, that this bill should be disposed of; while the discus- 
sion which had been in progress for several days past was 
fresh in the minds of senators. If there was any postpone- 
nent of the subject to a distant day, the whole merits of the 
bill would have to be opened again, when it came under 
consideration. His honorable friend from. Pennsylvania 
would have an opportunity of looking into it, while before 
the Senate. r ; + 

Mr. ALLEN said it was now very nearly 1 o'clock, the 
hour at which it was expected that the senator from Alaba- 
ma [Mr. Bacay] would address the Senate on the tariff ques- 
tion. He suggested to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, whether it would 
not be better to let lie over, and take up the other business. 
There was new matter embraced in the bill, as now printed, 
which required some. examination on the part of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped the Senate would. proceed 
with the post office bill. The other debate (the tariff) had 
rather been indulged in as a matter of courtesy, than of 
propriety. From the opinions expressed on every side, 
there was every reason to think that a majority of the Sen- 
ate believed that there was no reason whatever for continu- 
ing it. It had already occudied a great deal of time, and he 
thought it ought to be made to yield to the business of the 
Senate. Wheneverany other matter was pressed upon the 
Senate, it should go on and consider it, and indulge in this 
debate only during a time of leisure. He hoped the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office would insist upon 
the post office bill being called up. 

Mr. MERRICK had slwaye yielded in courtesy to the 
general desire of the Senate. His desire was to take this 

ill up, and go on with it; and in that case the only safe 
course was to adhere to his own opinion on the subject. 
In answer to the remarks of his friend from Ohio [Mr. Ar- 
veN,] he could say that all the amendments covered only 
two subjects. One was, the rate of postage, making it a 
three cent, anda fifteen cent rate, instead of a five and a 
ten cent rate, as it was inthe bill as reported by the com- 


mittee. . The three cent rate was for distances not exceed-' 


ing thirty miles; over thirty miles, and not exceeding one 
hundred:miles, five cents; and over one hundred miles, and 
not exceeding three hundred miles, fifteen cents, The only 
other amendments tending to produce any essential change, 
were those concerning the franking privilege, and that in 
the last’ section in relation to the regulation of, the mails by 
the Postmaster General. i 

Mr. McDUFFIE said, in answer to the senator from Mary- 
Jand, that he thought it would facilitate the passage of this 
pill to let it lie over till to-morrow. 


GENERAL WASHINGTON’S CAMP CHEST. 

At this stage of the proceeding a message was announced 
from the House of Representatives, accompanied by the 
camp chest of General Washington, a joint resolution adopt- 
ed by that body accepting it, and a joint resolution of re- 
spect for the memory of the donor of the camp chest. . 

Mr. PEARCE expressing a desire that the joint resolutions 
should now be acted upon, ` 

Mr. MERRICK observed that, in compliance with the de: 
sire ot his colleague, he would consent to suspend his mo- 
tion to take up the Post Office, bill until the joint resolution 
was.disposed of. | i i 

The joint resolution accepting the camp chest of General 
Washington, and the joint resolution of respect for the 
memo? of the donor of the camp chest, were read as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America tn Congress assembled, That the 
camp chest of General George Washington, which he used 
during the revolutionary war, bequeathed by the last will 
of the late William Sidney Winder to the Congress of the 
United States, be and the same is hereby accepted, and that 
the same be deposited as a preciqus relic to be preserved in 
the Department of State. f 

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives 
take pleasure in recognising to the family of the late Wil- 
liam Sidney Winder their high sense of the value of the bė- 

uest contained in his will, and in expressing their respect 
or-the memory of the donor. , 

The resolutions were then read the second time accord- 
ing to order, when 

Mr. PEARCE rose and addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. Presipenr: I rise to presentto the Senate the camp 
chest of Washington, mentioned ia the resolutions which 
have just been sent from the House of Representatives, and 
to express the hope that this pody will cordially concur in 


: those resolutions. The estimable and Jamented gentleman 


the Post Of-. 


ould be discussed. He’ 


CONGRESSION 


(Mr. Winder) who bequeathed to Congress this revolution- | 


ary relic, was the sou of the late General Levin Winder, 
formerly Governer of Maryland, from whom he received it. 
_Governor Winder was himselfa soldier of the revolution, and 
served with distinguished courage under the immediate. 
command of Washington. The men of those times, sir, knew 
how to appreciate the age in which they lived, and how to 
estimate each other. _ 

To the last moment of his life Governor Winder’s mind 
and heart were full of the war of the revolution and its 
great commander-in-chief. ` He considered the war more 
glorious in its causes and conduct, and more important in 
its consequences, than “all that history had recorded. ‘To 
him his chief was the impersonation ofall that was chival- 
rous and generous—all that was disinterested, devoted, and 
virtuous. Nor was he mistaken. - No public man has ever 
stood such tests as those by which the character of Wash- 
ington was tried and proved. In war and in civil adminis- 
tration, in public-and in private life, spotless brightness sur- 
rounds his namc—that name which has been justly conse- 
crated as “frst in war, first in peace, ahd first in the hearts 
of his countrymen.” . Any relic of sucha man would have 
great interest for- an American. But this camp chest, with 
the plain utensils and simple condiments which it contains— 
the same which Washington used throughout the war of in- 


dependence, and which remain as they were when last used’ 


by him—was of double value to his old comrade in arms, 

who had shared with him the privations, the dangers, and 

the glory of that great struggle. He leftitto his son, as a 

precious part of his patrimony; and that son, valuing it as 
is father had done, bequeathed it to Congress. 

Sir, the relics of our past history are few and simple. Our 
nation is too young to possess those memorials of great 
events strewn along the ‘track of time, which belong to 
another hemisphere. We have no iron crown, to remind us 
of the oppressions of an iron despotism—no “towers of Ju- 
lius, by many a foul and midnight murder fed.” No moated 
battlements frown over our land, marking the seats of ra- 
pine and exaction. No castellated crags look down upon 
the smiling waters of our broad rivers, telling how inso- 
lence and ‘pride have lorded it over ignominious submis- 
sion. We hsve not been buried in the darkness. of feudal 
superstition. We have not been conquered and subdued, 
reconquered and again enslaved. Neither Roman nor 
Saxon, neither Dane uor Norman, has made us his prey. 
There are no vestiges on our soil of any iron rule. Our 
colonial existence was that of young Freedom, restrained, 
indeed, and checked, during nonage, but only for a moment 
enchained. Our national history is that of Freedom full- 
grown, erect, unshackeled, self- restrained. It is not sur- 
prising, then, that the relics of the past with us should be 
few and simple. That which is now tendered to us does 
not—like the sword of Washington, which was presented to 
Congress at its last session—bear the blaze of victory with 
it. It does not tell of royal power cloven down in tlre fierce 
strife for freedom. It has a sadder, but not less touching 
story to tell. Itis associated with recollections of privation 
and suffering; of want approaching to famine; of poverty in 
almost every form;—most patiently, patriotically, and nobly 
borne by the officers, soldiers, and citizens of our country, 
during the darkest, but, perhaps, the proudest period of her 
history. It tells of disastrous reverses heroically sustained, 
and gloriously retrieved. That camp chest, sir, was the 
companion of Washington in the memorable retreat through 
the Jerseys, It was with him during the long and stern 
winter passed by the army at the hutted wilderness of Val- 
ley Forge. It followed him across the burning plains of 
Monmouth, and was with him at the crowning glory of 
Yorktown. ‘Though it be simple and mute, this companion- 
ship makes it an eloquent memorial of the great soldier and 
patriot, und of that war of principle which he conducted so 
gloriously for himself, and so happily for his country. As 
such, I hope the Senate will consent to receive and pre- 
serve it. 

* The resolutions were then severally read the third time 
and unanimously passed: 


THE POSTAGE BILL US. THE TARIFF. 


Mr. MERRICK then renewed his motion to take gup the 
post office bill; and he did so with a desire to be guided by 
the judgment of the Senate. He was the lust man in the 
world to be discourteous to any one—and certainly he had 
no desire td be so to the senator from Alabama [Mr. Bacay.) 
He hoped that gentleman would not consider himso. The 


‘honorable senator yesterday gave notice that he would to- 


day call up the resolution from the Finance Committee. 
There was no acquiesence in this notice on the part of the 
Senate. The post office bill had been so long before the 


. Senate, and so much labor expended on it, that he thought 


it would be much better to proceed with the discussion of 
that bill. If the judgment of the Sénate, however,. were 
otherwise, he had nothing to do but acquiesce. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE hat intended te state, when up before, 
that if the Senate was compelled to take up this bill, and 
the honorable senator from Maryland made a specch in an- 
swer to every little objection that would be made to it dur- 
ing the debate, he would talk his bill to death. , 

Mr. HAY WOOD urged as a reason why the bill could not 
be disposed of to-day, if taken up, that there were important 
provisions in it which needed amendment; for instance, the 
19th section of the bill conferred upon the State tribunals 
jurisdiction over criminal cases arising under the United 
States laws; which power, according to the decision in 
nearly all, if not all the United States courts, Congress had 
no right to confer npon the State tribunals. _ 

Mr. BUCHANAN accorded in opinion with the senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywoop,} that such had heen 
the decision of the United States courts. 

Mr. MERRICK said that the bill had not yet been taken 
up. The section to'which the senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Haywoop] alluded was copied from the section of the 
law as it now existed. J 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that it was not in the partic- 
ular he alluded to. 

Mr. SEVIER rose to a question of order. Whether the 
question to take up a bill was debatable? 

Mr. ALLEN askeđif it would be in order to amend the 
pending motion by an amendment to take up the resolu- 


| tions reported by the Committee on Finance? 


The CHAIR said that there was a mistake in regard to the 


Mr. BARROW, at considerable length, exprenden his 


views against continuing the discussion upon this subject. 
He insisted that the Senate, having no right to originate a 
revenue measure of this kind, had no right to discuss a sub- 
ject that was not properly before it. He believed that two- 
thirds of the members of the Senate would, if the question 
was taken, deny the constitutional power of this body to 
originate this measure. Why, then,' should the time of the 
body be consumed in discussing it? He thought it was do- 
ing great injustice to the numerous individuals who had 
claims before the Senate; and there were many important 
bills’ on the calendar which ought to be considered. It was 
time that the discussion should cease. When a bill ‘on this 
subject originated in the other House, then both discussion 
and action could be had with propriety, and until then the 
Senate could not act, 

The yeas and nays having been called for and ordered on 
the motion to proceed to the special order, (the considera- 
tion of the Post Office bill as the unfinished business of yes- 
terday,) resulted—yeas 20, nays 21, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Porter, Simmons, Upham, and White—20. 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 

Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Hen- 
derson, Huger, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Walker, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—21. 


So the Senate refused to take up the special order. 

Mr. McDUFFIE then moved to take up the resolution ot 
the Finance Committee, praposing ‘the indefinite postpone- 
ment ofhis bill in relation to the tariff. ri 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped, as the Senate had refused to 
take up this post office bill, that it would also refuse to take 
up this resolution—the discussion of which could lead to 
nothing—whilst many subjects of legislation to be disposed 
of were lying on the table awaiting action. 

The CHAIR stated that the motion was not debatable. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then called for the yeas and nays on 
the question oftaking up this resolution. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, resulted—yeas 22, nays 
19, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Allen,t’ Atchison, Atherton, : Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, 
Haywood, Henderson, Huger, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeou, Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and 
Wright—22. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Mangun, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Up- 
ham, and White—19. 

So the Senate decided upon taking up the resolution for 
further consideration; and it was accordingly taken up. 

Mr. BAGBY observed that, understanding it was the wish 
of his friend from New York (Mr. Wurenr] to address the 
Scuate, he would with great ‘pleasure, if such was his də- 
sire, yield the floor to him. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that he would accept the courte- 
sy of the senator from Alabama, if it was the disposition of 
the Senate to hearhim. He spoke thus conditionally, in 
consequence of the manifestation just made of unwilling- 
ness to proceed with the discussion. 

ir. W. addressed the Senate for two hours, at the expi- 
ration of which, without having. concluded his rernarks, he 
yielded the floor for the purpose of an adjournment. being 
moved. ' 

On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate adjourned, 
it should be to Monday next. 

The Senate then adjourded. 

[The report of Mr. Wricut’s speech is withheld till it 
can be presented in full. A synopsis of the heads of his ar- 
gument to-day is in preparation.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 19, 1844. 


COPPER MINES OF. LAKE SUPERIOR. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, it was, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to communicate to this House the probable cost per mile 
of surveying the township lines, in the copper mining dis- 
trict, on Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan, and sueh 
information as he may possess concerning the practicabil- 
ity, expediency, and expense of procuring, in connexion 
with said survey, sufficient geological information to 
serve to define with accuracy the limits, and to describe the 
character of said district. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, it was, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill to con- 
firm certain private entries of land in the Northwestern land 
district, in the State of Mississippi, named in the accompa- 
nying papers. 


THE AMISTAD CASE. 


Mr. WHITE called for the orders of the day. 
The resolution, from the Committee on Manufactures, for 
the printing of 10,000 extra copies of the report of that com- 
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mittee, onthe subject of the tariff, was the first business in 
order. To this resolution, Mr: IncersoLL, when it was be- 
fore the House on a previous day, moved an amendment by 
the addition of a provision to print 10,000 extra copies of the 
report.of the Committee on Foreign Relations, respecting 
the Armistad schooner case. pint 

Mr. WHITE moved the previous question. — 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the whole subject on the 
table. : : us : 

Mr. BELSER desired a division of the question when the 
House came to vote on the resolution. 

The division-was not then in order. 

Mr. WHITE asked for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
lay on the table, which were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted thus: yeas 86, nays 62. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Cullom, 
Dona, Daniel, Richard’ D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dilling- 
ham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, -Farlee, Ficklin, 
Byram Green, Hale, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, 
Hopkins; Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave John- 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirk atric, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, Murphy, Norris, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
‘Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relte, Ritter, Roberts, 


Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, - 


John T., Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Stetson,’ Stiles, 
Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Belser, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Chilton, Clinch,. Clingman, 
Collamer, Cranston, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Ellis, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, 

` Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 

J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers; Sample, Schenck, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, aud William Wright—62. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

A message was received from the Senate, accompanied 
hy various bills which had been passed by that body. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. ADAMS, by leave of the House, presented a series of 
revolutions of the legislature of Massachusetts against the 
. annexation of Texas. g 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked for the reuding of the resolu- 
tions. 

The Clerk read them accordingly. 

Mr. ADAMS then moved that the resolutions be laid on 
the table, and be printed. 

My. C.J. INGERSOLL asked if it would be in order to 
amend the motion by moving its reference to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order, the mo 
ifon to lay on the table having preference over all others. 

The question was then taken on laying onthe table and 
printing, and decided in the afirmative. 

COLT’S SUBMARINE BATTERY. 

Mr, MCKAY offered the following resolution, which, by 
general consent, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of War and Navy be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the fact, whether the 
combustible agent used by Mr. Colt was a secret before he 
made the same known at the seat of government; and 
whether the mode of its application to harbor defence be 
new, andif new, what objections there are against its adop- 
tion, if objections do exist. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped it wonld be the pleasure of the 
House to dispose of the documents on the Spvaker’s tuble, 
of which he understood there were several. 

The SPEAKER then communicated the following: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
in relation to experiments made by ofticers under the direc- 
tion of the department, for the purpose of testing the 
strength and utility of cannon manufactured from wrought 
iron; which letter and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
in relation to the importance of a harbor at Manitowoe, in 
Wisconsin; which letter and report were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

NAVY-YARD AT MEMPHIS. 

The billfrom the Senate to establish a navy-yard and 
depot at or near the city of Memphis, on the M ippi 
river in the State of Tennessee, was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


IOWA LEGISLATURE. 

‘The amendments of the Senate to the bill giving the 
assent of Congress to the holding an extra session of the 
legislature of [owa were read, and on motion of Mr. Cons, 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 5 

The amendments of thej Senate to the joint resolution 
respecting the application of certain appropriations hereto- 
fore made, were read, and concurred in. 

The bill from the Senate to repeal the act entitled “An act 
directing the survey of the northern line of the reservations 
for the half breeds of the Sac and Fox tribes of Indians, 
provided for inthe, treaty of 34 August, 1834,” approved 
March 3d, 1843, was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion by Mr. RAMSEY. 

The Committee of the Whole was discharged from the 
further consideration of the joint resolution for the relief 
of William P. Zantzinger, and the same was taken up in the 
House, the question being on its engrossment. 

{The resolution directs the accounting officers of ihe 
treasury to audit and settle the accounts of Mr. Zantzinger 
on principles of justice and equity.) 


‘After a discussion, in which Messrs. STEENROD, RAM- 
SEY, SMITH of Indiana, CAVE JOHNSON, HALE, PAR 
MENTER, WHITE, and BRENGLE, took part. 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question, which being 
-seconded, and the main question ordered, 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays, but they were 
not ordered. ~ a 


The main question, being on the engrossment of the reso- - 


lution, was taken, and resulted in its being decided in the 
affirmative. - Š 

The resolution being read the thirdtime, and the question 
being on its passage, 

Mr. P. KING moved to lay it on the table. Rejected. 


Mr. PARMENTER, after some remarks in opposition to 


the resolution, moved to postpone its further consideration 
to this day week. Rejected. ` 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question on the pas- 

. sage of the resolution; which being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, . 

Mr. PARMENTER called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted in yeas 102, nays 
70. 

So the resolution was adopted. _ 
Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of that vote, and on 
that he called for the previous question. 

Mr. HALE moved a postponement of the consideration of 
that motion until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER decided that motion to be out of order. 

Mr. HALE then demanded the yeas and nays on it. 

The SPEAKER put the question on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question; and 60 voted in the afirma- 
tive, and 38 in the negative—no quorum voting. 

Mr. WELLER called for tellers, and they were ordered; 
and Messrs. Witt and Burke were appointed, and they 
reported 73 in the affirmative, and 46 in the negative. 

So there was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be put; and on 
agreeing to the resolution, the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and resulted thus—yeas 72, nays 95. 

So the motion to reconsider was negatived. 

Mr. MURPHY, with unanimous consent, introduced a res- 
olution, and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post 
route from Brooklyn to Gravesend, in the State of New 
York. 

On motion of Mr. COBB, the vote taken on the bill giving 
permission to the legislature of Iowa to hold an extra ses- 
sion was reconsidered. 

The amendments of the Senate were then concurred in, 
and the bill was passed. 


THE WESTERN WATERS, 

Mr. DUNCAN called up his motion to reconsider the final 
vots yesterday on the vill making appropriations for the im- 
provement of certain harbors and rivers; and, after a few 
explanatory observations, he moved the previous question 
on that motion. 

The previous question being seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered, 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered; and 

The main question on the reconsideration was taken, re- 
sulting in—yeus 129, nays 40, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brewn, Buffington, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Cranston, Cross, Dana, Darreh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Douglass, Duncan, Dun- 
Jap, Ellis, Elmer, Farice, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Meleland, McClernand, McDowell, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D, Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stone, Strong, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, 
White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost—129, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Blackwell, 
Burke, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Hale, Haralson, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Cave Johnson, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, McCon- 
nell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, David 
S. Reid, Reding, Thomas H. Seymour, Spence, John Stew- 
art, Taylor, Thompson, Williams, and Woodward—4o, 


The question then recurred on the engrossment of the bill, 


when 

Mr. DUNCAN moved to strike out the appropriation for 
the Illinois river, and demanded the previous question. 

After some conversation on a point of order, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the reading of the bill, 

After which the question was put on seconding the pre- 
vious question, anê rejected—ayes 61, noes 72. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON then offered the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: 


Resolved, Yhat the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Commerce, with instructions that they report separate 
bills, one for western rivers, and another for lake har- 
bors. 

The CHAIR said that the amendment was not in order, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio being to strike 
out. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON said he desired to make an amend- 
ment to the bill. He understood that the gentleman from 
Ohio had moved to strike out the word Hlinois, and if he 
understood the Chair, no amendment to this amendment-was 
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in order. He wished to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that this bill was one entire section; and therefore; if he 
moved anything pertaining to it, he should suppose that it 
wasinorder. He wished now to understand from the Chair 
whether he could not perfect this clause in some way. 

Mr. THOMPSON then submitted his amendment to the 
amendment to strike out‘the Ohio river above the falls at 
Louisville. ý 

The SPEAKER decided it to be out of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON then moved to recommit the billto the 
Committee on Commerce, with instructions to report two 
separate bills, one for the improvement of the western riv- 
ers, and the other for the improvement. of western lakes. 
This he found to be thé best way to accomplish his pur- 

ose. ; 

R An exciting conversation ensued, in which Mr. THOMP- 
SON, Mr. REID of Pennsylvania, Mr. TIBBATTS, Mr. 
McCLERNAND,. Mr. STEENROD, Mr. WENTWORTH, 
Mr. HARDIN, Mr. WHITE, and others participated. i 

Mr. WHITE then spoke at some length against the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Mississippi, as the proposition 
of an enemy of the bill, which would send it to the tomb of 
the Capulets. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH was heartily rejoiced at the recon- 
sideration of this bill, and he hoped—he was confident—it 
would pass in some shape. Like all bills, it could not be 
expected that it would satisfy everyone in all its details. 
For one, he represented a city interested in the commerce 
ofall the great streams of this country; and, indeed, he 
might say of the whole world. Whatever benefited the 
commerce of this country, benefited his constituents, di- 
rectly or remotely. But he was for limiting all appropria- 
tions within constitutional and economical limits. His con 
stituents were interested in the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi and the Ohio, and the great lakes. But they were 
interested in the improvement of the Illinois more than in 
either the Mississippi or the Ohio, because the commerce of- 
both came through that stream; and he believed an improve 
ment for that as proper, as imperative, as eonstitutional, as 
that of the upper Ohio, the Arkansas, or the Missouri. But, 
if his favorite stream was stricken out, he would not, outof 
spite, vote against the whole bill, nor let it pass without 
giving any vote, much as he should resist such an effort. 

e would vote for the bill, modify it as the House might. 

The great objection to the billis on the score of economy. 
Is this the real state of the case? Where are the retrench- 
ment men? Mostly among the friends of this bill, or that 
portion residing in the West. He had voted for every prop- 
sition of retrenchment and reform thathad come up during 
this session. Enough had been saved by retrenching our 
army and navy to exceed the amount of two such bills as this. 
He called himself aretrenchment man in every shape the 
subject could come up. This measure was a retrenchment 
measure, and, as-such alone, was worthy of support. Pass 
this bill, and it. not only saves government property, but in- 
dividual property by the hundreds of millions, and human 
lives Ly the thousands. By various accidents on our lakes 
and rivers, more lives have ‘been lost than in the revolu- 
tionary war, the last war, and our Indian wars, all put to- 
gether; and, within the last ten years, more American 
property had been lost on our interna] lakes and rivers than 
on the great oceans. He ‘had statistics to prove all this, but 
would not now trouble the House to read them. ` 

At a former portion of the session, our Mississippi friends 
described the awful losses of life and property on that noble 
stream; and all they said was just and true. He knew it to 
beso. His own constituents had lost their property and 
their lives there, and some since he had come here. He 
was for the Mississippi under all circumstances—for pullin 
out its snags, and improving the Des Moines and Roc 
Island rapids. 

The proposition now is to divide the lakes and rivers. 
And why? Let the House see where the proposition came 
from, and then look back to the votes of his highly esteemed 
friend on yesterday. Timeo Danaos ct dona ferentes, He 
disliked these profters from the enemy. Once get these two 
great interests antagonist to each other, and our opponents 
have accomplished their object. They will stir up a quar 
rel, wish us both well, be our very particular friends, and 
then langi in their sleeves to see us destroy each other 
This is the snare set for us, and he hoped the friends of the 
measure would keep out of it. He thoughi it best for both 
interests to stick together, and combine against the com- 
mon enemy, 

Now forthe lakes, over which $100,000,000 of products 
and merchandise were transported last year, with 5,200 miles 
of coast, 2,000 of which was a foreign coast. On Lake 
Michigan, with her $10,000,000 of commerce last year, there 
is not a single harbor completed—no, not one. ‘And more 
than this: go from Chicago round the straits of Macinac, 
Saginaw bay, Lake Huron, St. Clair, and St. Clair river, to 
Detroit, and you cannot find a single port in a storm. When 
you are on the ocean, you can seek safety by keeping from, 
the land; but not so on the lakes. There go east, west, 
north, or south, in one of those tremendous and destructive 
gales natural to that section, and you are in danger of being 
wrecked. Why, sir, the work of destruction and death has 
already commenced there. 

He thought he had the paper containing the facts relative 
toasingle storm, But he had left them at his room. How- 
ever, materially they were as follows: A fleet of some dozen 
vessels left Chicago in the morning, and before night all 
were scattered on the shore in various directions. Hats, 
coats, fragments of vessels, and dead bodies strewed the 
shore. On one or two vessels the loss was partial; but, on 
the most, total, though some had never been heard from, 
and probably never would be. On one, every soul aboard 
was lost; and, from all he could learn, in this single gale of 
one day, $100,000 of property, and fifty persons, had gone 
to destruction. 

Their cargoes consisted of western grain and breadstufis 
bound for New York city; and also sugar and molasses that 
have this year, perhaps, come up from New Orleans, 
through the great Mississippi and the Illinois, and were 
bound for Michigan, there to be exchanged for lumber, to 
go back in payment, perhaps, of the original cargo itself at 
New Orleans. Such is now the extent of the Chicago trade. 

And this loss was mostly sustained by his own constitu- 
nts; and yet gentlemen wonder at our zeal and enthu- 
siasm. Sir, we are pleading for our property and our lives; 
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and we. re- asking for our government to do for us what 
she is bound.to do by every reasonable cdnsideration; and 
yet there shall be nothing unconstitutional in it—nothing 
repugnant to the principles of our republican forefathers, or 
of our republican presidents: Gen. Jackson, Mr. Van Buren, 
and Mr. ryer have signed bills for appropriations of this 
sort; and: he believed they all approved of such works. He 
feared no taunts [from any one about extravagance. His 
votes would speak his principles on this subject. His mot- 
to was; “be just and fear not.” Every proposition in this 
bill, having claims in justice, he was for adhering to. 
On the lakes, from Chicago to Buffalo, and from Buffalo to 
Lake Champlain, he could speak from a knowledge.of all 
the points. He had been at them all, and they were de- 
manded for the protection of our commerce. All were old 


works save one—that at Sandusky—and he considered that’ 


appropriation demanded by military as well as com- 
mercial considerations. 

Look at thie great and growing commerce of those lakes! 
Behold the canals and railroads being built to their towns ! 
And then, sir, count the extent of these lakes, the commerce 
of which we wish to protect. Lake Erie is 265 by 63 miles; 
Lake St. Clair 30 by 28, Lake Huron 240 by 220, Saginaw 
Bay 60 by 30, Lake Michigan 830 by 70. At many places 
the harbors are now going to decay, and appropriations are 
asked merely to save them, 


The United States mail is carried across the lakes ‘by 


‘overnment contract from Buffalo to Detroit, and also from 
t. Joseph to Chicago, In the latter case he had known 
the people to be without mails fora whole week in conse- 
quence of the inability of the mail-boat to leave or make a 
harbor, such was the impending danger from the’ beach and 
sandbars. And, in the former, more or. less delay trom poor 
harbors is frequent. 

Sir, (said he,)-on the whole, it is better that all the sailors 
in the lost vessels should have been‘ lost, than that they 
should have lived in a wounded, sick, or destitute condition, 
as things now are. “The sailors have been paying twenty 
cents each month out of their hard-earned wages as hospital 
money, and yet there is ‘not.a hospital on the upper lakes— 
no, not one. It has been said that the West is putting its 
hands into the government’s pocket too deep. Mr. W. 
thought government had been putting its hands too deep 
into the poor sailors’ pocket. It had got money from them 
which had never been paid back. Worse than this, after 
getting their money, it left them to the charity of the 
world, to die in destitution and suffering, sometimes in poor- 
houses, and sometimes in the streets. There is now the 
sum of $5,000 in the national treasury belonging tothe hos- 
pital fund, and ye sajlors prefer sinking with their vessel to 
running the risk of protection on shore, if left with serious- 
ly injured limbs or constitution. When will that money be 
paid back to them? They may never need it more than 
now. On Lake Michigan, not the first sailor has had relief 
{rom the hospital fund, and. yet its sailors have contributed 
largely to it. 

Mr. W. continued: this government builds and mans forts 
to protect ourlake commerce in time of war. But these 
forts amount to but very little, unless we have harbors, 
since a single hour’s gale might wreck a whole fleet of war 
vessels; and thus do us all the fatal damage we could expect 
from our worst enemy. Government is now keeping up a 
fort at Macinac, to be ready, he supposed, for war. That 
fort had been taken by the enemy in every war thus far; and 
such might be the case again, though he thought not. But 
the best defence the commerce of the lakes could have was 
good harbors. They were capable of protecting in peace 
against that most dreadful and instantaneous war, the war of 
the elements; and in awar of men, they would furnish 
places to build new and repair old vessels, which the chiv- 
alrous sons ofthe West would never allow taken. . His-con- 
stituents preferred harbors over forts, cannon, or soldiers. 
As a friend to the lakes, and a friend to the rivers, he was 
willing to modify the bill in any reasonabie manner; but he 
feared a division. He still would adhere to the old motto— 
“united we stand, divided we fall.” 

One word to his democratic friends, and he had done. 
Jackson was considered a good democrat, and so was Van 
Buren. Their faith he had never heard disputed. They 
signed appropriations for all such works; and they were 
considered national and not local. And it is no use for per- 
sons to pretend to be more democratic than they were. 
Yhe course marked out by sundry geutlemen here he con- 
sidered ruinous in the highest degree. He well remem- 
bered when the appropriation bill failed under a former ad- 
ministration at the session of 1888 and 39; and he never 
wished to see such an excitement again. It seemed a ru- 
inous blow aimed directly at the whole western commerce. 
And when the property of the government was put up for 
sale—the dredging machine and other utensils—as a party 
man, he blushed and hung his head. His opponents cried 
“ruin” in every direction, and predicted that that was but 
the commencement of his party’s ruinous measures. 
Though it was asectional and not a party measure, yet it 
was, indeed, a “ruinous”? one. Some of these works have 
been commenced again, and the first appropriations have 
been nearly exhausted in getting the necessary machinery, 
the rock, and the timber; and we now want another appro- 
priation to go on with the work. And shall we not have it 
at this very session of Congress, and thus defeat the “ruin- 
ous” predictions of our opponents? Stop the works now, 
on the eve of another election, again sell out the machinery, 
and, with renewed force, you put not only the ery of “ruin” 
in their mouths, but jeopard our whole commerce, and 
expose us to the full sweep of those pitiless tempests which 
have so olten strewed our shores with wrecks of vessels 
and lifeless bodies. Let us pass this bili now, and, bya 
strong vote, put an end to such ruinous predictions and so 
avert such ruinous realities. 4 

Mr. HARDIN made a few remarks, deprecating the 
proposition for excluding the Illinois river; and contended 
that there was no principle sanctioning the other appropria- 
tions in the bill, which did not sanction the appropriation for 
the Illinois. He was as litile disposed as any g gentleman to 
enter into an extravagant system of internal improvements 
that would bankrupt the treasury; but he would make reas- 
onable appropriations for the improvement of our rivers, for 
the protection of commerce; and in doing so, he would act 
impartially, and not exclude one object equally as deserving 
as the others. 


a 


Mr. H. referred to several appropriations made during the 
administrations of General Jackson and Mr. Van Buren, 
which (he said) were for objects as much local as the Hli- 
nois river; and instanced the appropriations for Cape Fear 
river, the Hudson river, and the Dismal Swamp Canal. Ail 

- these objects, he contended, were not more constitutional 
than the Illinois river; and he hoped that the rule which 
ae appropriations for these, would be applied to the 

inois. 

Mr. BELSER assured the Chair that, in the present dis- 
position of the House to take the question, he would not de- 
tain them as long as he wished; but should reserve to him- 
self the privilege of writing out his remarks in full; for he 
viewed this as one of the most important questions that 
could come before Congress at the present session. It was 
neither more nor less than the question whether the old ex- 
ploded system of internal improvements was to be revived 
by a democratic Congress; and if it was, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in his eye [Mr. Apams] would have good 
reason to rejoice at the restoration of his principles by the 
party which had defeated him. He was for doing justice to 
every politician, and to every section of the country; and 
was not so intolerant as to deny to any man whatever bene- 
fit or good might result from his acts. He was therefore‘for 
giving to the gentleman from Massachusetts all the benefit 
that might result from the revival of his system. 

He differed from the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Hoxmes,] in his views in regard to the power of this gov- 
ernment to make appropriations for the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers; and if this bill passed, it would be on the foundation 
laid by that gentleman. He. noticed the dexterity with 
which the gentleman from Indiana laid hold of the speech of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMES begged the gentleman to yield the floor, 
which was done. Mr. H. then defied the gentleman to meet 
his argument} directly. For this -purpose, Mr. H. re- 
stated his argument thus: The United States have no right 
to improve a river which: is confined in a State, because the 
proprietary right and jurisdiction are in the State, and not 
in the United States; that the United States hada right of 
way, a usufruct in the Hlinois river, but had no right of 
soil or proprietary right; and, therefore could not make 
improvement; but that the proprietary right and the 
usufruct of the United States were complete’ over 
the -Mississippi; and therefore, if the United States 
could not-improve that river, it could not bè im- 
proved at all; and a great highway might be stop- 
ped up by an accumulation of sand. or snags, and the 
commerce of the West be destroyed. This led to an ab- 
surdity. Now, (said Mr. H.) my position is fully and clearly 
stated, and I defy the gentleman to get over it. 

Mr. HARDIN asked the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Betsen,} before he resumed his remarks, to allow him to set 
the gentleman from South Carolina right on a matter of fact. 
The proprietary right over the Illinois river was in the United 
States. Our land titles (said Mr. H.) go to low water mark; 
but the property of the river isin the United States. He 
would refer to the clause in the ordinance, providing that 
all the waters running into the great lakes, and the Missis- 
sippi, should be made free, and remark that this applied to 
the Hlinois river, for in high water boats went from it into 
the lakes. 

Mr. BELSER continued. He should, at a proper time, in 
the course of his argumeut, endeavor to set the gentleman 
from South Carolina right on the common law of this coun- 
try in regard to its navigable rivers. He intended to vote 
against the harbor bill, and also against the approdriation 
of $5,000 forthe harbor of Mobile, a harbor which had been 
in existence as long as he had lived, and had been put in the 
bill for the purpose of getting vo es from that section of the 
country. He stood here on “principle, andthe avowed it 
openly, that he could see no distinction between appropria- 
tions for the Ohio and Mis Ippl, and the Nlinois river, 
unless on the ground of expediency. It might resolve itself 
into the question of the safety of the lives and property of 
the citizens, like that of the acquisition of a territory to 
secure them from foreign aggression, but could rest on no 
other grounds. f 

Mr. HOLMES asked the gesileman, if he did not give up 
the whole constitutional question, when he resorted to the 
doctrine of salus populi suprema lex? 

Mr. BELSER said he should come to that presently. He 
was for plain, direct legislation; and whenever a measure 
could not stand on its own strength, but required to be con- 
nected with others to carry it through, he would oppose it. 
He wished to be understood on this question as impugning 
the motives of no man. He did not mean to say that gen- 
tleman had acted improperly in connecting so many various 
objects together; but he must say that there was dan: 
ger in a combination of these objects; and.as as a repre- 
sentative, he had a right to point it out. Here were 
the States provided for im this bill. The States to be pro- 
vided for were numerous: there was Chio, and New York, 
and Pennsylvania, and Michigan, and Indiana, and Illinois, 
and Kentucky;and there was also one Territory —Wiscon- 
sin—which stood on a somewhat different footing; and the 
appropriations fór these works amounted to nearly a million 
of dollars. The States were entitled to representatives 
which would give them 113 votes on this floor—being a 
majority of the whole House. He commented on this fact, and 
on the liability that existed amongst men of being misled 
when the interests of the section of the country which they 
represented were involved, and proceeded to read an extract 
from President Jackson’s sixth annual message on the sub: 
ject. to show the frightful condition to which this country 
might be brought, if this system should prevail 

He next noticed the remarks of the gentleman from Jli- 
nois, [Mr. Dovezass,] in the course of which that gentleman 
had said that he was sustained by the opinions of Madison 
and other Presidents of the United States; and proceeded to 
contend that he was not so sustained, and then to draw the 
distinction between local and national works. He was un- 
derstood to oppose all these appropriations, though he might 
he induced to vote appropriations for such streams as the 
Mississippi, as the work of expediency. 

He alluded {othe Texas question in Hlustration of his 
argument, and because it was yesterday brought into this 
discussion by a gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. MeCreL- 
LAND.} For sucha purpose as the annexation of Texas, he 
would vote money out of the treasury, because his 


policy of expediency for the protection of “the Fi ghts, and 
property, and lives of the citizens of a portion of ‘this cOun- 


try, and the interests of all, would be secured thereby. He - 


had voted to refund the fine imposed on General Jackson, 
because he believed conscientiously that the act for which. 
the fine was imposed was done in his endeavor to preserve 
human life, and protect the soil and honor of his country; 
and he read an extract from one of Jeffersons messages, to 
show that the . acquisition of Louisiana was made ‘under 
such circumstances of the country.as required it, and made 
it expedient. He deemed. it expedient that this country 
should reannex Texas to its territory, and. stated various 
grounds involving the commerce and prosperity of the 

est. 

Mr. HOLMES and Mr. McCLELLAND. both made some 
explanatory stutements. ae 


Mr. BELSER then continued, and argued that slavery was 
guarantied to the southern States, as one of the compro- 
mises on which the constitution was based; and this. gov- 
ernment would be unfaithful to the South, if it did not pro- 
tect its rights; and that the property of the South might be 
protected, ‘it was. necessary that we should have Texas. 
Suppose, for instance, a foreign power opposed to slevery 
got possession of Texas, and abolition doctrines were im- 
planted there: he asked the representatives from Louisiana, 
and Mississippi, and Arkansas, on this floor, what their slave 
properly would be worth. Why, they would have to guard 
it as they now guard their sheep in the western forests 
from the wolves. Suppose the British government took 
possession of Texas; and suppose that government were to 
engage ina war with this country, with an abolition party 
placed there, with the command of the negroes there, and 
with an influence by which they could send down upon us 
savage Indian tribes, to tomahawk our people: he asked if 
it would not be the duty of this government to expend 
money, and of Congress to appropriate it, to protect the 
lives, and liberties, and property of the people—the three 
great objects for which the declaration of independence 
and the constitution were framed. ` 

[Some explanations were here made between Mr. BELSER 
and Mr. WENTWORTH] 


He believed there was a good deal of money expended on 
the Cumherland road before it stopped; but if this was to be 
the argument, any scheme, however wild it might be, had 
only to pass through one Congress, and the succeeding one 
was bound to carry it through. As the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Huet] said, he was willing to be taxed 
for all necessary objects; but he was not willing to be taxed 
for such measures as would grow up out of this bill. Did 
gentlemen suppose that it would stop here? No; pass this 
bill, and by the next session of Congress it would grow up 
to that vast system of internal improvements which was ar- 
rested by the veto of General Jackson. Suppose (said Mr. 
B.) you were to appropriate only ten millions for internal 
improvements: where was the money to come from? You 
cannot (said he) raise more than thirty millions by indirect 
taxation. You cannot get money unless you get it out ofthe 
people’s pockets. He thought getlemen who were in favor 
ofa high protecnire tariff had the best reason to go for this 
bill, and they reason in this way: The more money you ex- 
pend for internal improvements, the greater will be the: ne- 
cessity for high taxes. Here was a combination of interests 
that would run togethernaturally. The tariff man said that, 
if he got the protection, he was satisfied; and the internal 
improvement man said that, ifhe got the money to expend, 


he was satisfied. He had seen a great deal of these improve- - 


ments of rivers, and he believed that, for all the goo 
was done, Congress might as well take the money and 
throw itinto the river. The money got into the hands of a 
few men, and was expended in a certain round where it wasg 
no doubt beneficial to that section, but no permanent good 
had resulted from it. 


Mr. TIBBATTS observed that it was with great reluc- 
tance he trespassed onthe indulgence of the House at this 
late hour of the day; but he had. heard some arguments use¢, 
in the course of this debate, which he felt bound to reply te. 
He could not agree that the doctrines advanced by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Rurrr] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Bersrx] were the doctrines of the demo- 
cratic party on the subject of internal improvements. He 
would ask these gentlemen where they got the authority 
for making appropriations to protect foreign commerce, if 
they did not find it in the same clause which gave the power 
to protect the internal commerce of the States. The consti 
tution gave Congress the power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes. Now he would show what he believed to be 
the doctrines of the democratic patty on the subject of in- 
ternal improvements. He had often been obliged to meet 
such doctrines on the stump in Kentucky as he had heard 
to-day; and he repudiated them as not belonging to the par- 
ty. Ifthe government did not possess the power to improve 
rivers and harbors, to protect the commerce and the lives 
of the citizens, it was net worth a straw. Even while this 
subject had been under debate, a boat belonging to one of 
his constitnents had been buried in the Mississippi, carry- 
ing down with it twenty or thirty passengers, and a large 
and valuable cargo. Now, if the constitution did not au- 
thorize the government to provide against such calamities, 
it did not authorize it to protect the country against inva 
sion or domestic violence. 

He would now proceed to show what he considered 
to be the doctrines of the democratic party, premising 
that, though he did not pin his faith on any man’s sleeve, 
nor make use of the authority of great names in the 
absence of sound and legitimate argument, yet he did not 
rely so wholly on his own judgment as to set it up above 
the opinions of the sages and patriots of the country. Mr, 
T. here sent up to the Clerk’s table, and caused to be read b 
him, several extracts from the messages of Presidents Mad}- 
son, Monroe, and Jackson, which, as they are too lengthy 
to be copied for this evening’s paper, the reporter is obliged 
to leave out. 

Mr. T. then said that the system of internal improvements 
was commenced under the administration of Mr. Monroe 
and was followed up by the administration of Mr. Adams, and 
that the last named President quoted the messege of the 
former in support of the system he recommended. He 
would do My. Adams’s administration the justice to say that 


that 


they didcommence the system, though they carried it out 
~ ‘to an extravagant extent. i TO 

«Mr. T. then sent up to the Chair another message of Presi- 
dent Adams, which was read; after which he gave way to 

Mr: SCHENCK, on whose motion 

The House adjourned. « 

The following petitions, presented today; were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: ė 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: The memorial of John 
Chadwick and 180 others, citizens of Newark, New Jersey, 


protesting against any reduction of the existing tariff. The ` 


memorial of J. M. Lindsley and 54 others, citizens of Orange, 
Essex county, New Jersey, protesting against any re- 
duction of he oxisting tarifflaw. : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Franklin 
county, Virginia, in relation to post offices and post roads 
in their vicinity. > 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sarurnay, April 20, 1844. ` 


CORRECTION OF A MISREPRESENTATION. 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose, as sọon as the journal had been 
read, and said he desired permission to make an explana- 
tion, which was personal to himself. He hoped the unani- 
mous consent of the House would be granted. (Cries of 
“go on.”) B 

A few moments since a friend had called his attention to 
à paragraph in the National Intelligencer, in which he was 
represented as having used the name of God in the most pro- 
fane manner on the floor of this House. Now, as well 
might the various gentlemen here, who have pronounced 
eulogies on their deceased friends, be accused of profanity, 
when, under such circumstances, they used the name of the 
Deity. It would be recollected by the House, that, in the 
course of thé debate yesterday on the bill for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, he made some remarks 
in favor of the objects intended to be provided for by the 
bill; and having received a letter from a friend communi- 
cating to him the intelligence of his neighbors and constitu- 
ents, to the numher of from 40 tò 50, had met a watery grave 
on the lake, he confessed he spoke under considerable ex- 
citement. In speaking of that ruin and devastatjong which 
overspread the lake--a ruin which involved both bfe and 
property-the words ‘my God” did occur; but in no 
profane, but ina devout sense, asa part of a sentence, and 
not as an exclamation even; but the National Intelligencer 
had represented him—and why, he could not conjecture, 
as he said nothing like it—as saying “òy God,” profancly. 
He hoped no gentleman in this House would consider him 
capable of coming into this House and veing profane lan- 
guage, and especially under such solemn, and, to him, very 

ainful circumstances; he should despise himself if he had 

one so. Having made this explanation, he would uot de- 
tain the House further than to express the hope that those 
who had done him the injustice (and he had a right to pre- 
sume it was unintentional) of which he complained, would 
now retrieve their error by giving publicity to his explana- 
jon. 

Mr. FRENCH obtained permission to withdraw the pa- 
pers of John Baker (asking for an increase of pension) from 
the files of the House; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported a joint resolution respecting the application 
of certain appropriations heretofore made, and it was signed 
by the Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained permission to withdraw certain 
papers asking for a pension, from the files of the House. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked permission to present certain reso- 
hitions trom the legislature of the State of Georgia, against 
the proposition of the legisluture of Massachusetts for an 
amendment to the constitution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he would not object, on condition 
that there would be no debate. , 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the gentleman from 
Georgia to move to lay the resolutions on the table, and that 
they be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he desired that they should be re- 
ferred to a select committee of nine, and that they be print- 
ed. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that they be laid on the table, 
and printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS hoped they would be allowed to take the 
course of others of a like character. 

The reading of the resolutions was called for; and they 
were read accordingly. 

‘The SPEAKER put the question on Mr. Jounson’s mo- 
tion, which had precedence. 

Mr. STEPHENS called for a division; and 62 voted in the 
aftirmative and 57 in the negative. 

They were accordingly laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. PHOENIX desired permission to offer a resolution, di- 
recting the Judiciary Committee to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of reporting a bill on the subject of the punishment of 
counterfeiters; but objection was made, and it was not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the orders of the day, which, 
for the morning hour, was the call for 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Claims, reported a 
pill for the relief of Josiah Dillon, late assistant quarter- 
master general; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. P. KING, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
a bill for the relief of John Sands; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

He also made an adverse report on the petition of Charles 
Stoddard; and the committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration thereof. 

Mr.J W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
reported a bill to confirm certain private entries of land in 
the northwestern land district of Mississippi; which was 
read twice, and committed; and the map accompanying the 
same was referred to the Committee on Engraving. 

On the motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, the Committee of 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the Whole House was discharged from the bill fora survey . 


of Red river, and it was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. ree g 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Lewis C. Sartori; 
and it was laid on-the table. 


‘ ~- PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill making appropriations for re- 
paving and repairing a portion of the Pennsylvania avenue; 
which was read twice. R a 

Mr. F. moved that it be committed to the Committec of the 
Whole on the state of the Union.. ` 

Mr.McDOWELL inquired how much the bill appropriated, 
and was informed that the sum. was $28,000. 

At the request of several gentemen; the bill was read; 
and it appeared that it proposed to appropriate $28,000 for 
the purpose designated, to be expended under the direction 
of the. Secretary of War, who shall appoint a competent of- 
ficer of the engineer corps to superintend the work. The 
pill provides that the portion of the avenue lying between 
west Ist stréet and west l5th street shall be repaired and re- 

aved, in three parallel strips—the centre strip to be forty 
eet wide, and covered with gravel} and the side parallel 
strips to be 34 feet wide, and paved with small oval stones, 
not larger than 3 inches in diameter. It also appropropri- 
ates, for repairing and gravelling Pennsylvania avenue from 
17th street to the bridge over Rock creek, and making prop- 
er gutteis and drains to carry off the water from the same, 
the sum of $6,000; and, for repairing the road from the Cap- 
itol to the navy-yard, and to the congressional burying- 
ground, $4,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings; and the whole to be done 
under contract obtained by published proposals. 

Mr. PETTIT remarked that the House had already de. 
cided this matter in substance, and therefore he moved to 
lay it on the table. 

Mr. BARNARD called forthe yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD then called for the reading of the hill. 

Mr. WELLER objected, it having been read already. 

Some remarks were made by Mr. BARNARD, and Mr. 
SUMMERS. 

Mr. J. W. JONES requested the gentleman from Indiana 
to withdraw the motion, to give him an opportunity to make 
some remarks. 

Mr. PETTIT consented, on condition that the gentleman 
ftom Tennessee would renew the motion when he had fin- 
ished. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, it was decid- 
ed in the negative—yeas 74, nays 83. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK then renewed his motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion was agreed to. j 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate entitled an act 
for the relief of William McPherson, reported the same with- 
out amendment; which bill was committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. McILVAINKE, fromthe Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, reported the following bills, which were severally 
read twice and referred: 

A bill for the relief of Anna Hunter, widow of Robert 
Hunter; and 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson, widow of Captain 
William Wilson. 

On motion by Mr. McILVAINE, the same commit- 
tee, was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Elizabeth Graves, and the same wes laid on the 
teble. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Commitice on Invalid 
Pensions, madea report in the case of William McCauley, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and made the order of the day for to-mor 
row. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Wm. Turney, 
Leonard Swallow, and Samuel Lusk; which reports were 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
moved that the said committee be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the resolution of the House in relation to an 
appropriation for a survey ofa Macadamized road from the 
national road near Laurel Hill, to the harbor of Erie, and 
also from the several petitions upon that subject, and that 
the said resolution and petitions be laid upon the table. 

After a few words from Mr. BUFFINGYON, the commit- 
tee was discharged from the memorials—71 voting in the af 
firmative, and 50 in the negative—and the question recurred 
ying them on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays; and they 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted thus: yeas 110, 
nays 66. 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Brengle, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Reuben Chapman. Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Dan- 
iel, Richard D. Davis, Jchn W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dil- 
lingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Far- 
lee, French, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, 
Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, Mac- 
lay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McKay, Math- 
ews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, 
Russell, St. John, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Strong, Summers, Taylor, 
Thompson, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wood- 
ward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bidlack, James 
Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Clinch, 


Clinton, Colamer, Cranston, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Dickey, . 


Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Harper, Hudson, 


“Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 


soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P: Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Patterson, Phænix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden,. Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Wethered, White, and Winthrop—66, 


So they were laid on the table. i , : 
The SPEAKER announced that the morning hour had ex- 
ired. 2 , 4 
p Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, for the pur 
pose of going into committee of the whole on the navaland 
Post Office Department appropriation bills, 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered, and, beina taken, resulted thus: yeas 88, nays 91. 

So the rules were not suspended.’ - 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on private bills, this being private 
bill day. 

Mr. MieCLERNAND moved to suspend the rules so as to 
take up the bill making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain [western] harbors and rivers. A 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked if the motion would not require 
a vote of two-thirds. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. f 

Mr. McCLERNARD called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and on taking the question, it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 120, nays 59. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Baker, Barnard, Ben- 


ton, Bidlack, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 


William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Carroll, Causin, Dana, Garrett Davis, Rich- 
ard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Doug- 
lass, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, 
Florence. Foot, French, Giddings, Willis. Green, Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Haralson, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hughes, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jame- 
son, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P.. King, 
Leonard, Lyon, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Dowell, Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Mose 
ley, Murphy, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Emery D. 
Potter, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, 
Roding, Relfe, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Russell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Cale» B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, 
William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—120. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, Bel- 
ser, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Brengle, 
Burt, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Cullom, Daniel, Deberry, Dromgoole, Foster, Grider, 
Hale, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lucas, Maclay, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, Morse, 
Newton, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, Elisha R, Potter, Pratt, 
D. S. Reid, Rhett, Ritter, John T. Smith, Stephens, Taylor, 
Thompson, Vance, Woodward, and Yost—59. 


Sothe rules being suspended, the bill making appropri- 
ations for certain harbors and rivers was taken up. 

Mr, TIBBATTS, who had the floor from yesterday, ob- 
served that, before he proceeded with his remarks, he wish- 
ed to notice and correct an errorinto which the reporter 
had fallen, who gave a sketch ofhis remarksin yesterday’s 
Globe. He was made ta say in that report— 

“Even while this subject had been under debate, a boat 
bolonging to one of his constituents had been burried in the 
Mississippi, carrying down with it twenty orthirty passen- 
gers, and a large and valuable cargo, Now, ifthe constitu. 
tion did not authorize the government to provide against 
such calamities, it did not authorize it to protect the 


„ country against invasion or demestic violence.” 


He wished to be understood as saying that if this govern- 
ment did not possessthe power to improve the Mississippi 
and Ohio rivers, tosave the people navigating them from 
such calamities as were daily reaching their cars, and to 
improve our harbors so as to protect ourcommerce, such a 
government was not worth having. He was further incor- 
rectly reported as saying— 

“That the system of internal improvements was com- 
menced under the administration of Mr. Monroe, and was 
followed up hy the administration of Mr, Adams, and that 
the last named. President quoted the message of the for- 
mer in support of the system he recommended. He would 
do Mr. Adams’s administration the justice to say that they 
did not commence the system, though they carried it out 
to an extravagant extent.” 


His remark was, that the preliminary steps fora system of 
internal improvements were taken under the administration 
of Mr. Monroe, by the passage of the act of 30th April, 1844, 
for making surveys, examinations, &c. 

He then reminded the House that he had yesterday caused 
various extracts from Mr. Madison anà others to be read; 
and he would now proceed to give some of the conclusions 
which he had drawn from them. -From Mr. Madison’s 
works he derived the conclusions: ig 


1. That Mr. Madison believed that the general govern- 
ment possesses the constitutional pew et to make appropria- 
tions for internal improvements of a national character, and 
that this could best be done by national authority; and that 
the general government ought to give its attention to the 
establishing of such improvements throughout the country 
for reasons of political economy, of public utility, and for 
the honor of the government, guided by a wise and enlarg- 
ed patriotism, and for “the political effect of these facilities 
of intercommunication in bringing and binding together the 
various parts of our extended confederacy. 

2. That Mr. Monroe classed “the improvement of the 
country by roads and canals, proceeding always with.a con- 


, stitutional sanction,” as holding a distinguished place among 


other interests of high importance recommended by him te 


the ‘consideration of Congress. ` That Mr: Monroe denied 
that’ Congress had the ‘power toestabhsh turnpikes, with 
gates and tolls, and to enforce tlie collection of tolls by pen- 
alties,” because he considered that this power implied “a 
power to adopt- ànd execute a complete system of internal 
improvements,” which latter power he, in his first annual 
message, had denied to have’ been conferred by the consti- 
tution upon Congress. ‘What idea Mr. Monroe attached to 
the word-“system” he does not define, and has left-us to 
conjecture; but he leaves us in no doubt as to his belief in 
the constitutional power of Congress to make appropriartons 
for the making of roads and canals of “a gener: , not local— 
national, not state character,” for the purpose of uniting 
and bringing more closely together the North with the 
South, and the East with the West—‘the jurisdiction re- 
maining. in the States.” K 

That. preliminary togreat and lasting works of public 
improvements, surveys of. roads, examinations for the 
course of canals, and labors for the removal of obstructions 
of rivers and harbors, were commenced by the act of Con- 
gress of the 30th of April; 1824, under the administration of 
Mr. Montoe. 

That the administration of Mr. Adams, in carrying out the 
objects of the-act of the 30th of April, 1824, was believed by 
the democratic party to have broken down the barriers to 
the exercise of the power which had been prescribed ‘by 
the preceding administration, by the exercise of the power 
for objects of local, not general—state, and not national, 
character; and by a course of legislation, calculated to con- 
tinue and increase the public debt, or make additional taxa- 
tion necessary; and to draw the country into a corrupt and 
corrupting system of wild afd extravagant expenditure; 
which was arrested by President Jackson by his celebrate 
Maysville road and Wabash vetoes, and the’ exercise of the 
power by Congress, again brought backto the limits laid 
downby Mr. Monroe, as prescribed by. the constitution, and 
the exercise of that constitutional power cenfined by land 
marks within areasonable prudential expenditure of the 
pablic moneys. : k 
ò We find the principles laid down by President Jackson to 

e, that— 7 

1. Congress has no power to make internal improve- 
ments within the limits of a State assuming the right of ter- 
ritorial jurisdiction: nor— 

2. Of appropriating money in aid of such works, local in 
their character, when carried on by a State, or by a compa- 
ny, in virtue of State authority, the State retaining the ju- 
risdiction; but 

3. That Congress possesses the constitutional power to 
appropriate money for “improvements of a particular class, 
viz: For light-houses, beacons, buoys, public piers, and for 
the removal of sand-bars, sawy ers, and other temporary and 
partial impediments-in dur navigable rivers and harbors.” 

Such were the principles laid down by President Jackson, 
the great leader of the democratic party: here he fixed his 
stakes; here he prescribed his landmarks of the constitu- 
tional:power of Congress, here he fixed his standard, and 
unfolded his banner; and on this issue he staked his politi- 
eal existence. The democracy of the land rallied to his sup- 
port; ‘around these principles the battle was fought, and the 
country sustained him by an overwhelming majority. Such 
then, were fixed to be the principles of the democratic party, 
and with them the action of the government has. conformed 
ever since. ae 

The Maysville veto was upon a question of constitutional 
power. Inthe ‘Wahash veto, the constitutional power as_to 
the particular improvement was conceded, but the measure 
vetoed on the score of expediency and expediency only. The 
Dinois is in the same categony. I do not doubt in the least 
degree the constitutional power of Congress to make appro- 

riations for the improvement of its navigation. 1 do not 
‘doubt that such an improvement is of a national character, 
and of natienal importance, and will find no difficulty in 
voting for the kill, with the Illinois river in or out of it. 

Ile then appealed to several gentlemen on this floor to 
permit this bal to pass, by withdrawing their projects, 
which could not be carried, but which obstructed the pas- 
sage of the bill. , 

Mr. CULLOM next obtained the floor; and after some in- 
troductory remarks, proceeded to remark on the extraor- 
dinary appropriations which this bill proposed to make, 
amounting, as they did, to neara millionfofgdollars-—appro- 

riations. which he held to be both inexpedient and uncon- 
atitutional. He replied briefly to some positions assumed 
by one of the gentlemen from Maryland, (Mr. BRENGLE,] 
and then examined that clause of the constitution under 
which it was assumed that Congress possessed the power to 
make these appropriations. 

Mr. ©. continued his argument, denying that there was 
any grant of power to make internal improvements. But it 
was said that the power to make these internal improve- 
ments arise out of that provision in the constitution which 
gave to Congress power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and between the States, and with the Indian tribes. 
Now, what did the people of the States, in making this grant 
af power, intend? They intended to part with the powerto 
make negotiations with foreign nations on the subject of 
commerce; and they intended to part with the power to 
pass laws prescribing the rules for carrying on commerce 
hetween the States and with the Indian tribes. They in- 
tended to give this power to the government, but not the 

ower to make harbors or clear out rivers, any more than 
fo build ships, steamboats, or any other yehicles in which 
commerce is to be“earried. The meaning of the words ‘to 
regulate commerce,” was not to provide the means of carry: 
ing on commerce, but to make rules and regulations pre- 
scribing the manner of carrying it on. with foreign nations, 
between the States, and with the Indian tribes. He chal- 
lenged the friends of this measure to meet the question fair- 
ly. He challenged them to show that the clause in the con- 
stitution he had referred to meant anything more than to 
make the rules for carrying on commerce. He had heard 
no gentleman, who was in favor of these improvements, 
take up this constitutional question, and argue it upon prin: 
ciple, On the contrary, failing in argument, they resorted 
to precedents, which was tacitly confessing the weakness 
of their cause. He was opposed to the exercise of these 
vagrant powers, that seemed to he everywhere in the con- 
stitution, and yet to have no location. f 
Mr. DANIEL observed that he did not regret that this de- 


bate had sprung up, but he regretted that there should exist 
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in the party to which he belonged, a diversity of opinion- 
not only on this subject of internal improvements, but on qf 
the subject of a protective terif. In this diversity.of opin- 
jon, he saw the elements of weakness in his party. No man 
of observation could failto perceive this fact. We have- 
been taunted (said he) by gentlemen of the opposite purty, 
with the opinions of some of our friends on both these ques- 
tions; but he would say to them that they might take 
that man, of the democratic party who went the 
farthest for a protective tariff and for internal improvents, 
and he was infinitely safer than the prty to which he was 
opposed. Nevertheless, he regretted this diversity of opin- 
jon, as he liad before remarked, because he viewed in it 
the elements of the weakness of the party. 

He went on to deny that Mr. Jefferson sanctioned the doc- 
trines in whose support gentlemen had used his name, and 
he supported his position hy a reference to the acts of that 
distinguished man. Mr. Madison had also been appealed to; 
but neither did he sanction those doctrines; and when 
Mr. Monroe came into power, he took unqualified‘ ground 
against the doctrine of internal improvements. He alluded 
to the diversity of opinion which had been manifested at 
various periods by distinguished men in the discussion of 
this question. Some had held that the power existed under 
the clause which enabled Congress to regulate commerce; 
aad others, equally as distinguished, had held the con- 

rary. . 

B quoted theopinions of Mr. Monroe, of Chief Justice 
Marshall, and Chancellor Kent, to show that they sustained 
the latter conclusion; and remarked that it surely could not 
have been intended, under the provision to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and the Indian tribes, that this 

overnment could cut aroad. If such aninterpretation was 
egitimate, why might they not also build ships, and man 
fleets, under the same provision, and for the same purpose? 
He discussed at some length the power of Congress over 
such subjects, and the expediency or inexpediency of ex- 
ercising that power. Precedent had been appealed to, but 
nothing could be settled by such authority; and if this sys- 
tem had been carried out, as it was proposed when General 
Jackson arrested it by his veto, there would have been soon 
a debt hanging over this country but little short of the 
amount of that which hung over the people of Great 
Britain. He recapitulated the many extensive roads that 
were projected at that time—schemes which would have 
cost this country from 100 to 200 millions of dollars to ac- 
complish--which were hap ily arrested by General Jack- 
son; and entered into some further remarks on the powers 
of the general government. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the gentleman from North Cerolina 
to tell him where was the power ofany State to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi. i 

ME DANIEL answered that all he could say was, that 
the States, if they ever possessed the power, had never 
parted with it to the general government, There was a 
clause in the constitution. declaring ‘that all the powers not 
granted to the federal government were reserved to the 
States and the people thereof; so that if they ever had the 
power, they retained it still. But he denied the doctrine of 
the gentleman that the States had no power to ‘improve the 
rivers bordering onthem. Suppose the constitution never 
had heen formed: would not the States lying on the Missis- 
sippi and Ohio, by mutual agreement, have the power to 
improve them? Now, having that power, and not having 
yielded it to the government, could they not now exercise 
it? He thought it would be infinitely better for the States 
to improve their navigable rivers, at their own expense, 
than that it should be done by the general government. 

Mr. HOLMES would ask the; gentleman if the States had 
the power to improve the Ohio and Mississippi rivers with- 
out the consent of Congress. » 

Mr. DANIEL said they could do it with the consent of 
Congress, and Congress never would withhold its consent. 

Mr. HOLMES then said, that brings ns back to the gene- 
ral government after all, as the only power that can make 
these improvements. : 

Mr. DANIEL said that, in his opinion, it would be infi- 
nitely better for the States to make these improvements 
than for them to be made. by the general government. The 
money, under State authority, would be more economically 
expended, a more judicious system of improvement would 
be adopted, and there would be less waste and extravagance 
in consequence of there being a greater accountability. 
Besides, it would be cheaper to the States, in the end; for 
this internal improvement system must be kept up by high 
taxes; and the States for whose benefit appropriations for 
internal improvements were made, would not get as much 
as they would have to pay in the taxation consequent upon 
the system. He had hoped that the democratic party, when 
they got into power, would have resisted all attempts to re- 
vive this unconstitutional system; but if the doctrines he 
heard here were to prevail, he feared that the people would 
say that they too were unfaithful to their professions. 

Mr. MeDOWELL said that he felt a great disposition to 
answer some ofthe arguments that had been made against 
internal improvements; but being more anxious to progress 
with the business of the House, and get a decision on the 
bill before them, he would move the previous question, 
and entreated the friends of the measure to support him 
in it. 

Mr. WOODWARD asked the gentleman to withdraw the 
call for the previous question, to enable him to make some 
remarks. 

Mr. MCDOWELL declined, saying he was as anxious to 
speak as the gentleman himself could he; but he felt it ne- 
cessary to come to a decision on the question. 

The previous question having been seconded—ay cs S4, 
noes 49, and the main question ordered, 

The CHAIR stated the main question to he on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Duncan] to strike out the 
appropriation for the Illinois river. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the main ques- 
tion was taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 136, 
nays 49: 

The question then recurred on the engrossment of the 
pill. ` 
Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered, and resulted as follows: yeas 110, nays 75. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 


Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkérhoft, Milton WH, - 
liam J. Brown, -Jeremiah Brown, Jeremiah By Cary, Car- 
roll, Causin. Chilton; Clinch, Collemer, Cranston; Crogs, 
Darrah, Richard D. Davis, Dicke ‘Douglass; Duncan, Els 
lis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, ‘Foot, Foster, French, © Gid- 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hen- 
ley, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, dames B: 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jame-, 
son, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, A. Kennedy, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, ‘McCaus-’ 
len, McClelland, McDowell, Melivaine, " Marsh, Mathews; 
E. J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Pat“ 
terson, Petit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, E. D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, C. M. Reed, Relfe, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St, Jehn, Sample, 
Schenck,. Senter, D. L. Seymour, Slidell, ‘Albert Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens; Stet- 
son, Stewart, Strong, Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and WilliamWright—110. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Baringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, 
Brengle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobh, 
Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, 
Dromgoole, Farlee, Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, 
McClernand, McConnell, McKay, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Thomas H. Seymonr,, Simons, Simpson, 
John T. Smith, Robert Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Jo- 
seph A. Wright and Yost—75, 
eas conversation then ensued as to the condition of the 

Add. 

The SPEAKER said the bill was not engrossed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then remarked that all debate was out 
of order under these circumstanées; and if the bill was to 
be taken up on its third reading, he should require its entire 
reading according to the rules. 

Mr. WHITE moved a suspension of the rules which re- 
quired its engrossment, so thatthe House might go on with 
its third reading now. 

Some further conversation ensued. 

The SPEAKER said if there was no objection, the ques- 
ion „would be put, When shall this bill be read a third 
ime? . . 

Various objections were made, ` 

Mr, DROMGOOLE said the bill not having been engross- 
ed, it was not in possession of the House. 

Mr. WHITE moved thai the rales he suspended, which 
required the engrossment of the bill before reading it the 
third time. : 

The CHAIR said that the motion was not in order. 

Some brief conversation on the point of orderrensued, in 
which Messrs. WHITE, DROMGOOLE, HOPKINS, and 
DUNCAN took part, when 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr, BRINKERHOFF called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and resnited—yeas 67, nays 116. So the 
House refused to adjourn. 

The bill having been read a third time, : 

Mr. TIBBATLS moved the previous question on its pas- 
sage; which was sustained by the House. 

The question then recurred on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. MCCLERNAND moved to be excused from voting om 
the passage of the bill, and proceed to say that he regarded 
the bill as containing many objectionable features. He had 
dilligently sought for several days to avail himself of an 
opportunity to amend the bill, so as to relieve it from some 
of the objections which had been urged against it, but with- 
out success. He had expressed his views upon the subject 
some weeks since, when it was in Committee of the Whole, 
and had then sought to equalize the appropriations con- 
templated by the bill, according to the importance of 
the objects for which they were intended; and a that time 
the appropriation for the improvement of the, lower Ohio, 
the Mississippi, and some other rivers, had been increased 
from $180,000 to $228,000, so as to equalize the appropriation 
with the amounts which had been agreed upon for the upper 
Ohio and the lake harbors. With: this amendment the bill 
would have been less objectionable; but although agreed 
upon in Committee of the Whole, it had been stricken out in 
the House, while theamounts for the upper Ohio and the 
lake harbors had been retained. The bill as it now stood 
was objectionahle—first, because it embodied, in a confused 
mass, various distinct and independent objects of appro- 
priation; and secondly, because the appropriations for these 
objects were unequal and unfair, because they were not 
measured by any regard for the public interests. 

A glance at the provisions of the bill would show this to 
be so. The bill in the first case, setting out with an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the western rivers, com- 
mencing at the Guif of Mexico, and embracing the Mis- 
sissippi, Ohio, Missouri, and Arkansas, transfers its opera- 
tion by a single leap to the theatre of the northern lakes, and 
makes large appropriations for the harbors on these lakes, 
including some twenty or thirty in number, located at short 
intervals from Milwaukie,in Wisconsin,to Burlington, in the 
State of Vermont. 

Now, this was unwise, if not wrong. The rivers showld 
be permitted to stand upon their own merits, and so also 
the lakes. They should not be made dependent npon each 
other. The appropriations for them should not be placed in 
such arelotion, that cither both must succeed, or both fail. 
There were those who thought that a class of the rivers of 
the West was entitled to the aid of this government, but who 
were opposed to appropriating its revenues for the 
construction of harbors on the lakes, and e converso, Gen- 
tlemen were advised of this by the remarks made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Rurry,) the other 
day, and other gentlemen who spoke to the bill. Why, then, 
persist in continuing a forced and unnatural connexion be- 
tween the two measures? Was it not better that they should 
be separated, and thus be permitted to stand or fall accord- 
ing to their several merits, than to be continued in illicit 
connexion? It had already been charged by several gene 
tlemen, that the union of the two measures is the result of 
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bargaining and Jog-rolling; that it wes not only. the 
purpose to carry. this bill in this way, but also 
un eastern harbor bill in the same way. I ‘speak -plain- 
jy: that an eastern and western bill, appropriating, in the 
aggregate, some.$2,000,000, were to be carried through this 


House, not from a regard to the interests of the country, - 


but by the force of bargain between the peculiar friends of 
both. For one, Mr. McC. denied that he was in any wise 
cognisant, ora party to such a contract. > 

It would be better that no appropriations should be made 
atall, than that the revenues of the government, coming 
from the sweat of the toiling multitude, should be thus 
seized upon and distributed as the spoil of conquest. The 
corrupting influence of such a system of legiiletion would 
be fatal to the purity of this body, and ultimately to the 
liberties of the people. It would not even find an apology 
in any partial benefits that might result from: it. 

He could not believe that such was the case, yet such 
än apprehension seemed. ‘to he entertained; and that was 
enough, of itself, to show the importance of separating the 
appropriations for the rivers and lakes from each other. It 
was all-important that the legislation of this body should be 
vindicated from such injurious imputations. Otherwise, un- 
sustained by the confidence of the people, it would chal- 
lenge resistance, rather than command obedience. __ 

Mr. McC, said, the truth ofthe last objection which he 
had mentioned was manifest. The appropriations contem- 
plated by the bill were not only unequal, but they were 
unfaty and unjust, when compared with the objects for 
which they were intended. 

The sum of one hundred thousand dollars was to be ap- 
propriated for the improvement of the Ohio from Pittsburg 
to Louisville—a distance of some 500 miles—whilst the 
lower Ohio, the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Arkan- 
sas, embracing an aggregate navigation of at least seven 
thousand miles, were cut off with the insignificant pittance 
of $180,000. The result shows that, whilst the appropri- 
ation for the upper Ohio was equal to $20,000 for each one 
hundred miles, that for the lower Ohio, the Reyer st the 
Missouri, and the Arkansas, inclusive, is but $2,500 for the 
same distances, i 

Again: from further examination, it would he found that 
the sum proposed for the harbors on the lakes is still more 
disproportionate. Itis $350,000; and, in many cases, the ap- 
propriations are for harbors of no utility whatever. Some 
ofthem, he believed, were never heard of except as objects 
of public expenditure. : 

Mr. McC, said there was no reason for this inequality of 
appropriation. The waters of the lower Ohio, and the 
other streams which had been thus fed, as a step- 
child, wiih crust, washed a double coast of some 14,000 miles 
in extent, and floated a commerce of untold valuc to the 
country and to the world, while their navigation was in- 
fested with the most serious dangers to life and property, 
He supposed he would not be farfrom the true mark, when 
he said that the interests involved in the navigation ofthe 
western rivers were twice the value of those involved in 
the navigation of the lakes; and that the losses upon the 
former, in consequence of unsafe navigation, had occurred in 
a still greater proportion. 

To acquiesce, therefore, in such a bill, would be like scll- 
ing his birthright for a mess of pottage. He could not, and 
he would not, thus consent to compromise the rights of his 
constituents, who were infinitely more interested in the nav- 
igation of the lower Ohio and Mississippi than they were in 
the upper Ohio. 

This bill, if it should become a law, would subject the 
country to taxation to the amount it appropriates; and the 
people of Hlinois would have to contribute their proportion 
of the amount. They would have to contribute their pro- 
portion of near a million of dollars, whilst their share of the 
sum to be distributed would be a mere trifle—a mere pit- 
tance. twas strange that so invidious a discrimination 
should be made in favor of the Ohio above Louisville, when 
there were the Wabash, the: Tennessee, and the Cumber- 
land, with their rich freights, discharging themselves into 
the Ohio below. Forthese reasons, (not to say anything of 
the objections which had been urged against the bill on 
constitutional grounds,) he could not vote for it, but felt him- 
self compelled to vote against it. 

The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman might make a 
brief statement of his reasons; but the limit to which he 
must confine himself was very narrow. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then proceeded to give some reasons, 
amidst numerous calls to order. 

The ycas and nays were then taken on the passage of the 
bill, as follows: yeas 108, nays 72. 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bower, 
Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Guitington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carrol], Chilton, 
Clinch, Clinton, Collamc vranston, Darragh, Richard D. 
Davis, Dickey, Douglass, Duncan, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Mardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, 
Hoge, Habbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks ; 
B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Daniel P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon. N us- 
len, McClelland, McDowell, Mellyaine, rsh, Mathews, 
Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Mo Moseley, Nes, 
Patterson, Pettit, Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Charle 
Relfe, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rowe 


Thomas H: Seymour, Simpson,‘ John T. Smith, Robert 
Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, 
Willams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—72. 

~ So the bill was passed. 


` Mr. ROBERT: SMITH, when his name was called, rose 
and said that, not being able to get the floor to give his rea- 
sons for voting against this bill, he wished to state that the 
objections urged by his colleague (Mr. McCLERNAND] to the 
bill, with some others which he would have stated, induced 
him to vote against it. : 
> Mr. DUNCAN moved a reconsideration; and on that he 
moved the previous question; which was sustained by the 
House. © ; 

Before the vote was taken on the reconsideration, ` 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of William Depeur, relative 
to the duty on Canary wines, and praying a reduction 
thereof. $ 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Augustus Bradford, for an 
addition of pension: referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of fifty-six inhabitants of 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri. asking Congress to establish a post 
route from Nashville, Tennessee, by Golconda, Illinois, and 
the city of Cape Girardeau to Springfield Misseuri: referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RITTER: The proceedings of a meeting held 
in Reading, Pennsylvania, without distinction of party, pro- 
testing against any alteration of the present tariff. s 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of William Bradstreet, 
praying for an allowance of the bounty on the fishing 
schooner Mary, of Newburyport. : 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: Four petitions signed by 92 
citizens of Cumberland and Perry counties, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress that the four companies of horse artillery 
now in service be restored to a peace establishment of one 
hundred men each, rank and file: referred to the Military 
Commitiee. Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Cum- 
berland county, Pennsylvania, against any alteration in the 
present tariff: referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. \McCLELLAND withdrew from the files the 
petition of Wm.Champe, and the other heirs of Sergeant 
Major John Champe, for compensation for services per- 
formed during the revolutionary war; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. STIL The memorial from the masters and 
owners of vessels and steamboats navigating the Savannah 
river, praying the erection of additional beacons and buoys 
in said river: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Indiana: The testimony from the 
War Department, in support of the claim of James Lloya 
of Indiana, for an increase of pension as a wounded marine: 
referred to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Several memorials 
from Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of the 
tariff bill reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and deprecating any charge in the existing system. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 22, 1844. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from A. 
Houghton, and 26 other. citizens, of Sangamon 
county, Ilinois, against the annexation of Texas: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Samuel P. Strickland, and 216 other citizens of 
Bangor, Maine, without distinction of party, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the Union. 
The memorialists set forth as follows: “Believing that 
the separate existence of. Texas as an independent 
nation would become troublesome, if not dangerous 
to us; that in time it become estranged, and hostile, 
and perhaps allied with foreign nations with whom 
we might be at war, and that even in peace all our 
great interests must suffer from unequal competition, 
and unfavorable diversions of its trade through 
other channels; and believing that its incorporation 
with us will give usa better boundary, that it will 
add to our security and strength in war, and to our 
navigation and commerce ih peace, extending the 
market for our manufactures, and increasing our jn- 


ternal trade, opening a wide field for the adventu- 


rous enterprise of our people, aud securing similar, 
if not equally important benefits as those derived 
from the acquisition of Louisiana, which the wis- 
dom of our fathers saw no cause for rejecting, and 
which their descendants have never seen cause to 
regret:” referred to the committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a remonstrance of 
sundry inhabitants of the county of Jefferson, New 
York, against the passage of the tariff bill, reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means in the other 
House: referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

Also, a petition from the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of New York, praying that Congress 
would establish a branch mint in that city; and set- 
ting forth that foreign gold coin particularly is flow- 
ing into that city extensively, and that the mer- 
chants are unwilling to take the expense and risk of 
transporting it to the mint at Philadelphia: referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Also presented a remonstrance of a large number 


of persons, styling themselves inhabitants of Roch- 
ester, New York, remonstrating against the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the Union. Also, accompanying 
the remonstrance, a paper said to have been circu- 
lated with it, being a petition for the annexation, 
and containing, in columns of names, such citizens 
as are in favor of the annexation, with the right to 
hold slaves, and- such as are in favor, without that. 
right: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. j i 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial-from 
Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating, in 
strong terms, against the annexation of Texas to the 
Union, both for want of constitutional power and 
the inexpediency of the measure: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. S 

Also, presented a resolution signed by Caleb 
Peirce, president, which was unanimously adopted 
at a great democratic Tyler mass meeting held atthe 
large saloon of the Chinese Museum, on Saturday 
evening last, resolving that they are decidedly in 
favor of the reannexation of Texas to the United 
States, and tendering to General Jackson and Presi- 
dent Tyler the thanks of the meeting for the decided 
stand which they have takén in reference to this 
mportant and all-absorbing question. - a 

Also, other resolutions, adopted afew days ago by 
citizens of Philadelphia, strongly commending the 
course of President Tyler in regard to Texas, and its 
annexation to the United States; and also compli- 
mentary resolves in favor of General Jackson, the 
Hon. R. J. Walker, of the Senate, and William 
Wilkins, Secretary of War, for the manner in which 
they had favored the annexation: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. B., also presented two memorials from eiti- 
zens ‘of Pennsylvania, in favor of the continuation 
of the present tariff: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. UPHAM presented resolutions adopted at a 
public meeting held in Lunenburg, Vermont, on the 
4th of April, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States, by treaty or otherwise, as dangerous 
to the stability of the Union: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ; 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial pur- 
porting to be numerously signed by owners of ves- 
sels and steamboats on the lakes, setting forth the 
want of a harbor on the west side of Lake Michigan, 
and =e for an appropriation for the construction 
of one at Sheboygan: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do. pass, bill from the House sup- 
plementary to the act for the relief of Elizabeth 

resham. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report on the petition ot William J. Moody; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition in behalf of Mrs. Green; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill granting 
a pension to James Duffey; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, ask leave to introducea bill for the 
better protection of the commerce on the lakes, 


TREATY WITH TEXAS. 
Mr. ARCHER remarked that he understood ‘that 


an important exceutive communication had been re- 
ceived; he therefore moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, with a 
view of having that communication referred and or- 
dered to be printed; the Senate to resume legislative 
business in time to enable the honorable senator 
from New York [Mr. Wricxr] to finish his re- 
marks on the subject of the tariff. 

‘The motion was agreed to, the galleries were or- 
le be cleared, and the doors of the Senate were 
closed. 


ren the doors were opened, the Senate adjourn- 
ed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monpay, April 21, 1844. 

The journal having been read— 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the motion to reconside rthe vote on pass- 
ing the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain [western] harbors and rivers, 

Mr. HOUSTON asked the general consent of the 


Housé to’ take up. thé amendment of. the Senate to 
the bill giving the assent of Congress to the holding 
of an extra session of the leislature of the Territory 
of Iowa. . 

Mr. STEENROD and others called for the or- 
ders of the day. 

Mr. CLINCH asked the general consent of the 
House to introduce a bill to provide for the pay of 
four companies of Georgia militia, who served in 
the Indian wars. 

Objections being niade— : 

Mr. COBB moved to suspend the rules; but | i 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was not in 
order. ` i 

The SPEAKER again stated the question before 
the House; when v 

_ Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded—ayes 85, noes 48. 

Mr. BARNARD asked if it was in order to move 
to postpone the question. i 

he SPEAKER said that it was not. . 

The question on now putting the main questioni 
was taken and decided in the afirmative; an 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the yeas and nays; 
which pang ordered, the question was taken ‘and 
decided in the negative—yeas 73, nays 111, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Causin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, 
Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, 
Dromgoole, Farlee, Grider, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, 
George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Lewis, Lucas, Maclay, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McKay, Edward J. Morris, Norris, 
Parmenter, Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, John T. Smith, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Benton, Bower, Bowlin, Brengle, Jacob Brinkérhoff, 
Milton Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah È. Cary, Carroll, Chil- 
ton, Clinch, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Doug- 
lass, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, 
Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hardin, 
Harper, Henley, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 

ersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 

ndrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel 
P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, MeCanslen, MeClel- 
Jand, McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Pettit, Peyton, Phonix, 
Elisha R. Potter, Mmery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, 
Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Rebinson, Rockwell, Rodney, 
Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strong, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, , Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, White, 
‘Winthrop and William Wright—111. 


GEORGIA MILITIA. 


Mr. CLINCH, on leave, introduced a bill to pro. 
vide for the settlement of the claims of the State of 
Georgia, for the service of four companies of her 
militia, in the years 184],-’2; and it was read a 
first and second time, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; 


EASTERN HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. BARNARD rose and remarked, that the 
House had just disposed of the western harbors 
and rivers bill, and there was another bill relating’`to 
eastern rivers and harbors, which stood on the ques- 
tion of its passage. He would inquire if it was 
in order to move to take up that bill now for the 
purpose of oes of it. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not in order. 

Mr. BARNARD then moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of moving to take up that 
bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would require a 
vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. BARNARD replied that the other bill had 
been taken up by a vote of two-thirds; and he hoped 
this would be taken up in the same way. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
and they were ordered; and resulted as. follows: 
yeas 105, nays 88. 

YEAS—Messrs. Abhot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dellett, Dickey, Dunlap, 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis 
Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Chas. J Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, McClel- 
land, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edwati J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Murphy, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, 
Charles M: Reed, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, 
Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Strong, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wethered, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, William. Wright, and Yost—105. È 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, Mc- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph 
Morris, Nes, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Rathbun, David 
S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Roberts, Russell, T. H. Seymour, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, 
Wentworth, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright— 
88. ‘ 


So the rules were not suspended. 
CLAIMS ON THE GOVERNMENT OF DENMARK. 


Mr. NEWTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House what measures, if any, are now 
in progress to obtain from the government of Denmark in- 
demnity for three ships and their cargoes, sent hy Commo- 
dore John Paul Jones, inthe year 1779, as prizes into Ber- 


gen, and there surrendered by order of the Danish king to. 


the British minister, in obedience to the demand of that min- 


ister; whether the treaty, concluded between our govern- 


ment and Denmark, in 1830, in pursuance of which $650,000 
were paid by Denmark to the government of the United 
States, in satisfaction of all claims which had theretofore 
been preferred by citizens of the United States on the gov- 
ernment of Denmark, did, in iis execution, embrace the 
claim to indemnity for the aforesaid prizes sent by Commo- 
dore John Paul Jones into Bergen; and, if not so included. 
are the claimants to those prizes excluded by the terms of 
that treaty from further claim on the government of Den- 
mark. 


THE TARIFF. 


My. McKAY rose, and stated that he would now 
make the motion of which he some days since 
gave notice—that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for 
the purpose of taking up the tariff bill; but first, that 
there might bea full attendance, he would move a 
call of the House. 

The SPEAKER put the question; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The roll being called, 184 members answered to 
their names. ‘ 

The names of the absentees being called, 6 others 
answered, making in all 195 members present. Ex- 
cuses were made for those who were absent, indi- 
vidually; and the call being ended, 

Mr. McKAY renewed his motion, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 
tariff bill; and on this motion he asked for the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 104, nays 94, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhof, Wm. J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cat- 
lin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John 
W. Davis, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, 
Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hammett, Haralson, 
Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hu- 
bard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leon- 
ard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thos. 
H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—104 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
B:own, J. Brown, Buffington, J. E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry. Dellet, Dickey, 
Dickinson, Ellis, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Gid- 
dings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Ilays, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mellvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley. Nes, Newton, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rockwell, Koédney, 
Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Spence, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinion, 
Wethered, White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, 
and Yost—o4, 


So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 


| solved itself into a Committee of the Wh 


Hopxins of Virginia in the chair, © s 
Mr. KcKAY then wioved that the committee take: 
up bill No. 213, entitled “A bill to modify ‘and 


amend the act entitled. an act. to provide revenue. 


from imports, and to change and modify existing ~ 


laws imposing duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved 30th August, 1842, = 7 

This motion being carried. without a division, the 
bill was taken up and read through. ‘ 

The Clerk again read the first clause, t 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then moved to strike 
out, in the third line, the word “September,” and 
insert “January; and in the 4th line sirlke out the 
word “four,” and insert the word “five.” This 
clause, as reported, proposes that the bill shall take 
effect from and after the 1st September next; and the 
amendment proposes to fix the Ist January, 1845. 
He said this alteration was necessary, that persons 
engaged in commercial pursuits might have proper 
notice of such a great change aş this bill proposesto . 
make. l : 

. Mr. OWEN proposed, at the outset of the de- 
bate on this. important subject—for all would admit 
that it was an important subject—to speak. to the- 
general principles of the bill, rather than to the 
amendment, by which a change was proposed in the 

eriod for the commencement of its operation. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and remarked that 
the parliamentary rule would confine the gentleman. 
to the question pending on the amendment; and 
hence he should be under ‘the necessity of limiting 
the gentleman to that question, unless, by some ex- 
pression of its opinion, the committee would assent 
to a general debate of the principle involved in this 
bill, and in the law which this bill proposes to 
amend, at this time. aad 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired what decision 
the Chair made. ; ua 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the Chair had 
made no decision. He had simply remarked that. 
the parliamentary rule limited debate to the pending 
question; but as general principles were ‘usually 
discussed in committee, and as they would be dis- 
cussed on this bill, he thought, in justice to all par- 
ties, the committee should determine what course 
shonid now be pursued. f 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL concurred with the Chair 
that it was advisable to have some expression of the 
opinion of the committee on this subject. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that the whole sub- ` 
ject would be thrown open bya motion to: strike 
out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS hoped the committee would 
consent to open the debate at large now on this 
bill, for it must come before it was got out of com- 
mittee. 

Mr. THOMPSON said if the object could be 
accomplished thereby, he would move that the gen- 
reman from Indiana [Mr. Owen] have leave to pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he also, if he could put 
a motion in any shape by which it could be done, 
would test the sense of the committee on that point. 
He hoped the debate would not be restricted. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that he must 
say, but with no unkind feeling to any’ gentleman, 
that if they did not goto the business ofthe House . 
atonce—if they were to set there several weeks to 
hear debates on the beauties of free trade, and the 
merits of the protective system—where would be 
the end of the matter? Let the committee address 
itself to its business; let them go at once to the de- 
tails of this bill, and there would be. opportunities 
sdfficient hereafter to discuss the principles which it 
involved. 

Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania if, in the course of his legislative experience, 
he had ever known the course pursued which he 
now suggested. Had he ever known such a bill dis- 
cugsed on its details, without the discussion becom- 
ing general on its principles. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had heretofore 
contended that, in the Committee of the Whole, 
they could say what they pleased; but he desired to 
have a decision from the Chair. 

Mr. HARDIN inquired if it was in order to move 
to strike out the first section. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, since the opinion of the 
committee was desired, he begged leave to say a 
word ortwo. He concurred with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the merits of the bill—the 
propriety or impropriety of high or low duties— 
could not properly be discussed on the simple 
question involving the time when this bill should 


take effect. He hoped therefore that the parliamen- 


tary rule would be adhered to, and that a protracted 
debate would ` not be gone into ‘on the question 
whether this bill should take effect on the Ist Sep- 
tember, or the ‘Ist January next. He believed 
the time designated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was the proper time; but after that question 
had’ been decided, the very first question which 
would arise on the first section would be a proposi- 
tion to change, and modify, and reduce existing. du- 


ties; and that would open the whole debate on the 


principle of the bill, and whether the duties to be im- 
posed should be restricted to revenue, or be so im- 
posed as to operate to the protection of manufac- 
tures. The first section of the bill proposed that, 
after the first day of September next, the duties im- 
posed under and by virtue of the act of 1842, “upon 
the various articles in the said act named, shall be 
changed, modified, and reduced: in manner follow- 
ing:” when that came up, debate would be in order; 
and, for the sake of regularity, he hoped that the 
question on the motion-of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania would be first taken without discussion. 

Mr. OWEN expressed his willingness to yield 
the floor for the disposition of the pending question. 

Mr. McK AY hoped the committee would consent 
to take the course suggested by his friend from Vir- 
ginia, as the next item would bring up the merits of 
the bill. If, however, the gentleman from Pennsy}- 
vania had waited a little, he would have found that 
he (Mr. McK.) would have submitted a motion to 
change the day fixed on in the bill either to the first 
of January or the first of July. 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL remarked that 
he was not aware of any such intention on the part 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. McKAY said he did not complain. He 
then stated some reasons why the committee had 
fixed the day mentioned in the bill; and added that 
he was of opinion that when radical changes were 
made in the duties imposed on imports, a reasonable 
time should be allowed to merchants, importers, and 
other parties whose interests were hrdved, to ac- 
eommodate`their business to the altered system, for 
the orders for the fall business would be given be- 
fore the Jst September; and the committee would 
recollect that a very carly day was fixed for the act 
of 1842 to go into operation, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said every one knew 
that act was a vital one to the income of the United 
States; and hence it was necessary that it should go 
into immediate operation. 

Mr. McKAY said whatever was the reason, the 
fact was as he had stated; and the merchants were 
enabled thereby to put large sums of money into 
their pockets. This he desired in future to avoid. 

He had received information from various import- 
ing merchants, which showed that they preferred 
either the 1st July or the Ist of January to the day 
named in the bill; and he was willing to name the 
Ist January. 

Mr.J.W. DAVIS did not think this was the 
proper period to fix the day on which the bill should 
go Into operation. It might be so modified that he 
should not care to see it in operation before the 
year 1900. Before he voted on such a question, he 
should like to see what the bill was to be; but what 
it would be before it came out of committee none 
could tell.. It would depend upon its complexion, 
when it came out of committee, whether it would 
receive his vote to go into operation at all. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL thought the best mode 
would be to move to strike out the day fixed, and 
leave the period a blank in the bill, to be filled up 
by the committee before it reported the bill to the 
House. 

Mr. HARDIN made an observation which was 
not distinctly heard. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by inserting the 
lst of July next. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. 
next? 

Mr. McKAY replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. RHETT hoped the bill would be made to 
conform to the suggestion and motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. His principle was, that 
by this bill the people should be relieved, and not 
simply the pie and manufacturer. 

He made some observations enforcing his views 
on this question; observing that he was for the short- 
ae period, so that the people might have the earliest 
relief. z % 
„Mr. PETTIT said it seemed to him that both 
sides of the House would vote for the shortest time. 


What! the Ist of July 
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| That side of the House with which he voted, held 


that low. duties operated as a 'relief to the people, in- 
asmuch as it cheapened. goods; and therefore his 
friends would vote for the shortest period, if they de- 


sired. honestly to carry out their principles. He ` 


should go for the earliest period. 

Mr. WINTHROP, as the. representative of a 
large constituency deeply interested in both foreign 
and domestic commerce, Elt bound to protest against 
the motion of the chairman, of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. He was not the representative of 
the manufacturing interest of this country, but he rep- 
resented a city which owned one-tenth of the tonnage 
of the country; and in behalf of his constituents he 
protested against any measure which would occasion 
such sudden and destructive fluctuations, A bill to 
alter the rates of duties on imports in one short 
month would be a gross outrage, for he could des- 
ignate it by no softer term. 

Mr. D. H. LEWIS said the committee were in- 
volved in a difficulty which he had never before wit- 
nessed. They had gone into Committee of the 
Whole on an important bill which had been which 
had been lying upon the table of the House, he be- 
lieved, for nearly nine weeks; and without any ex- 
amination of the bill itself, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. C. J. Incersou1] rose in his place, 
and without any expression of his views in regard 
to it—without stating whether he was in favor of or 
against it, proposed that the bill go into operation on 
the first day of January next. He had never before 
seen such a motion made so long as he had held a 
seat in Congress. What did the House know 
about the bill? There had been no discussion upon 
it. There had been no examination of its details. 
It would be time enough when they had perfected 
the bill in all its details, to fix to fix the time for its 
commencement. But the gentleman, by a singular 
freak, to the great embarrassment of the committee, 
made it the very first question ta be determined. 
He hoped the gentleman would see the pro- 
priety of withdrawing his motion, and of al- 
lowing the committee first to examine into the 
propriety of passing the bill, and then it 
would he time enough to determine when it 
shall go into operation. But the gentleman 
who was the peculiar representative of the com- 
mercial district of Massachusetts, declared that the 
question was sprung upon the country by the prop- 
osition that the bill should go into operation as early 
as the first of September—a period of about six 
months from the time of the introduction of the bill. 
He recollected very well when the bill which in- 
creased the tariff and imposed additional burdens 
upon the people wasin the course of passage, though 
it inereased the rate of duties in some cases from six 
to two hundred per cent., there was but six weeks’ 
grace allowed; and here, when they were preparing 
to reduce the rate of duties, and thereby relieve the 
people from their burdens, they were told that six 
months was springing the question upon them. He 
was decidedly opposed to fixing any more distant 
day than the one named in the bill. If the bill was 
a good bill to begin in January, it was still better to 
begin in September? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he should certain- 
ly not withdraw his amendment. Freak through 
itwas, he would not abandon the freak. And he 
would tell the gentleman why. He would venture 
to say that, if the votes of the State of New York, 
that great commercial emporium, could be taken 
upon the question, there would be nineteen-twen- 
tieths of that anti-tariff State for giving dué and 
timely notice of the commencement of the opera- 
tion of such a tremendous engine as this. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman tell me why 
he thinks it is so? 

Mr. INGERSOLL said, certainly; it was this: 
unles they gave their merchants an opportunity of 
regulating their business in accordance with the 
laws passed by Congress, speculators, foreigners, 
all those persons for whom he presumed they were 
not legislating, would havea vast advantage over 
them. If there was a single merchant or manufac- 
turer whose interests could be fairly served by a 
reasonable postponement of the operation of this 
bill, he would never consent to abandon the freak 
by which he proposed its postponement. 

Mr. LEWIS said he thought he could give a 
better reason: if the merchant of New York were in 
favor of continuing the present tariff until January, 
it was that they might continue for six months lon- 
ger to impose high prices upon the people of this 
country, 


Mr. INGERSOLL said he had letters in his 


soe, esse aos 


possession, some of which he had received as long 
ago as when the bill was first reported, representing 
that the. time proposed—viz: the first of September— 
was the most unfavorable time that could be fixed 
upon for its commencement, because it Would be in 
the midst of the fall trade. : ae: 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was certainly true, in 


’ his opinioh, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


{Mr. Incersoat] had stated, that September was an 
unfavorable period for the commencement. of the 
operation of a tariff bill. It should commence about 
the middle of July, or else in the middle of winter. 

He was willing. that it should be fixed at the first 
of July, or even sooner; for the sooner relief was 
extended to the people of the country, the better. 

Mr. McK AY said he hoped this debate: would net . 
be prolonged. He had himself received letters rep- 
resenting that it would be injurious to the commer- 
cial interests, if it were to go into operation on the 
first of September. For himself, he was indifferent 
whether the time should be fixed'a few months 
earlier or later. The committee had been governed 
by former legislation on the same subject. He 
would propose, as an amendment to the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to fix the first 
day of July. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL remarked that it would 
possibly he impracticable that the bill should go into 
operation on the first day of July, allowing a fair 
time for its consideration, both in the House and in 
the Senate. He thought, however, it would be bet- 
ter not to fix upon any specific day, until the merits 
of the bill had been discussed. d 

Mr. PAYNE said he was in favor of the earliest 
day that could be fixed upon, on which the bill 
could go into operation. e had yet to learn why 
it was that, after gentlemen had enjoyed the benefits 
of the law which they had passed some time since, 
and which went into operation with so much haste, 
they had any right to come forward and ask that 
the operation of a bill to be now passed, should be 
postponed. But perhaps he was not entitled to 
take this ground; for one of the gentlemen who pre- 
ceded him intimated that the South had no right to 
interfere with the subject. The South had an in- 
terest in every American question, and in this one 
ho apprehended that the South had as much, if not 
more interest, than any other portion of the Union: 
He would take the liberty of making one other re- 
mark, that if it were not for the direct interest of 
gentlemen on that floor when the bill of 1842 was 
passed, it would never have become a law. Gen- 
tlemen who were putting money in their own pock- 
ets by means of that bill— ` 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the question 
before the House was, as to the time when the bill 
should go into operation. 

Mr. PAYNE proceeded. He admired the mod- 
esty of gentlemen in warning the South against in- 
terfering with the business of the country. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Winsnror] 
had intimated that it was necessary to give notice to 
commercial men who may have ordered their 
shipments. He did not suppose that any individu- 
alengaged in commerce, who had ordered his goods, 
could be injuriously affected by a modification of 
the tariff, which would admit those goods at a 
lower rate. He did not think they’ would be 
obliged to the gentleman forthe apology .he had 
made for them. On the contrary, they would 
thank the House for letting in their goods at a 
cheaper rate than under the robbing, plundering 
system which would be superseded by this act. © 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS said that he was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
on the ground that it would force this bill too soon 
into operation; but he must admit that the amend- 
ment was consistent with the whole spirit of the 
bill. The tariff act of 1842, which this bill proposes 
materially to change, was called for by thé imme- 
diate and pressing necessity of the country—a di- 
munished treasury, and the prostitute condition of 
the industry of the country. The expenditures of 
the government were exceeding its income, the 
currency was deranged, commerce and manufac- 
tures were languishing, and all the industry of the 
country was embarrassed. Was thata time for 
delay? Was that a time for doubt? Was thata 
time for standing still, and paying no attention to the 
voice of the country calling for relief? No, sir; the 
bill was. passed in August, to take effect in Septem 
ber, and what was the result? Why, they saw the 
whole condition of the country changed. Com- 
merce was advancing; manufactures were flourish- 
ing; the revenues of the government were increas- 
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ing, and the whole country was prosperous... The 
bil} was passed to relieve the wants of the govern- 
ment an 
‘plished what was promised for it. The wants of 
the people have been relieved, and our revenues are 
prosperous beyond what they have been for years 
past:' The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Payne] 
spoke in terms of indignation of the act of 1842, 
and called this bill an American bill, and the ques- 
tion pending an American question. He should not 
retend to discuss the merits of the bill at this time, 
ut he would be prepared, when in order to do so, 
to show that it was a Birish bill, and a British ques- 
„tion. Every duty in.it seemed to have been imposed 
for the purpose of encouraging British industry, and. 
discouraging American industry. It was an’ Amer- 
` ican question, however, whether the tariff act of 
1842, with . its beneficent provisions, should still be 
permitted to bless the country. Mr. M. then went 
on to argue that the commencement of the operations 
of the bill at so early a day as Ist July next would 
operate most injuriously on the commerce and man- 

ufactures of the. country. . 


Mr. OWEN gotthe floor, and observed that if it 
was in, order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Morris] to discuss the merits of the bill, it cer- 
tainly was in order for him to do. so. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana. would see that it was impossible for him to pre- 
‘vent thé range ‘that the dabate was taking. He 
could only decide that: a geritleman was irrelevant 
when he was called to order. 

‘Mr. STEWART asked if it would be in order 
for him to move another day beyond that named in 
me motion of the gentleman from North. Caro- 

linn. 

The CHAIR said that it would not—the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina being an 
amendment’to the amendment. 


Mr. WINTHROP, by permission of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, made a brief explanation of the 
effects that the commencement of the bill in July 
next’ would have on the merchants of Boston. 

Mr. OWEN then commenced. his remarks; but 
had not proceeded more than two or three minutes, 
when. 

Mr. HUDSON called him to order for irrelevan- 
cy. Ifthe gentleman was allowed to speak to the 
merits of the bill, he would have no objections, pro- 
vided it was with the general understanding that the 
debate was to proceed in the same way. 

Mr. RHETT observed that, when the gentleman 
. from Pennsylvania {Mr. Morris] was speaking, the 

gentleman from Massachusetts did notcall him to 
order, though he spoke to the whole merits of the 
bill, its effects on thé revenue, and the business of 
the country. 

The CHAIR decided that. the remarks ‘of the 
gentleman from Indiana were irrelevant. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
tothe amendment, and decided in the negative—ayes 
48, noes 95. ; 

Mr. STEWART then moved to amend the 
amendment by substituting 1846 for 1845, so to 
postpone the operations of the bill till 1846. 

This amendment was rejected—ayes 70, noės 73. 

Mr. STEWART then offered an amendment. 

roviding that the bill shall not take effect till the Ist 
tis of January, 1847. 

His object (Mr. S. said) was to defeat the bill; and 
as the amendment, if carried, would be equivalent to 
a rejection, he thought the question might as well be 
taken now as any other time. , 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr.: STEWART continued. He proposed to 
strike out 1845 and insert 1850, so that the people 


wòuld, inthe mean time, have an opportunity to act ` 


upon this bill, which was one of great importance 
tothe whdle: Union. The existing tariff had been 
passed but:a year or two ago, in 1842, and there had 
been no time ‘yet to determine whether its operation 
was. beneficial: or injurious. He would, however, 
add that every section of the country was prosper- 


Ouse o o 
The CHAIRMAN again intimated to the gentle- 


the wants of the people, and it. accom- - 
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man from Pennsylvania that he was not confining | 


himself to the limit which his amendment prescribed. 

‘Mr. STEWART said he was arguing in favor of 
his amendment. He was showing that it was prop- 
er to postpone the operation of this bill to a distant 


day: 3 . 
- Mr. COBB rose to a question.of order. If the 


` Chair decided that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


was out of order, he hoped the rule would be en- 
forced, and that the gentleman would be required to 
take his seat. : ae 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that the question 
was confined to a very narrow limit, and he hoped 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania would confine 
himself to it. 

Mr. STEWART said it was a question of time. 
The question was, whether they should fix 1845 or 
1847? and he deemed it in order to show the pro- 
priety of postponing to the latest day. 

Mr. CHAPMAN wished. the gentleman to say 
what his} motion was, that they might understand 
what they.were about. Was the gentleman’s mo- 
tion to postpone to 1847 or.to 1850? 

Mr. STEWART said his motion was to postpone 
to 1847. l ` 

Mr. RHETT made a few observations, in which 
he was understood to urge the fruitlessness' of offer- 
ing such an amendment. ` 


Mr. DICKINSON entreated the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw his proposition, that they 
might go tothe discussion of the principles of- the 

ill. 

M. STEWART was understood to assent, 

The CHAIRMAN then put the question on the 
original amendment to substitute the lst January, 
1845, for the Ist September, 1844. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for tellers, and 
Messrs. Stone and Dickinson were appointed, and 
they reported 44 in the affirmative, and 75 in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR proposed to amend the 
first section, in the 14th line, by striking out the 
wore “fifteen,” and inserting 30. 

The object of this amendment was to change the 
proposed ad valorem duty on all coarse unmanufac- 
tured wool, the value whereof at the Jast port or 
place whence exported to the United States shall be 
7 cents or under per pound, from 15 to 30 per cent. 
In the bill of 1842 the duty is 5 per cent. 

He said he did not propose to enter into the dis- 
cussion of the principles of this bill at this time, but 
would give way to others who were anxious to 
enter into the discussion. 

Mr. OWEN then obtained the fioor, and he ad- 
dressed the committee at length. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana said: 

Much has been said about the operation of the 
tariff of 1842, and its influence in the country, with 
the mere partisan, who seeks not for truth for its own 
sake, but for whatever may be held up plausibly 
before the country as a good instrument of party 
warfare. It seems sufficient to say the tariff was 
passed in 1842: this is 1844; we are prospering now, 
therefore the tariff of 1842 is the cause of the pros- 
perity of 1844. This is his reasoning, and he does 
not suppose that any manis vain enough to stop by 
the wayside and make inquiries. But with this 
wholesale assertion, he passes on, not supposing for 
a moment that the mass of our people will inquire 
into this question, and all others for themselves, 
and not rest on mere assertion or conclusion of others. 
But we shall see how this is. ; 

The act was passed in August, 1842. The business 
of the country, all agree, continued, for more than a 
year after its passage, in astate of depression, of in- 
activity! It was passed at a time when the nation 
was laboring under the consequences of the great 
revulsions, commencing in 1837. We had then ac- 
quired knowledge from adversity, and a return to a 
rigid system of economy was apparent everywhere; 
all men were trying to live within their means; there 
were fewer debts contracted in 1841 and 1842, than 
there had been during any twenty-four months for 
more than fifteen years past; the evils of the credit 
system were felt and acknowledged by every man; 
people every where were struggling to get out of debt, 
and limiting their expenditures to the least possible 
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amount. This I know to’ be true in my own State, 


and I presume it. was so in: every. other., What 


‘ would be the consequence’ of this general fact? : 


I answer, that several results would follow, independ~ 
ent of all tariff regulations. Ifthe people were so 
universally economizing, they would buy goods’ to 
a limited extent; and this would cut off sales; both 
of foreign and domestic manufactures: that’ is to 
say, the people would limit their purchases, whether 
the ‘articles were made in Old England or, New 
England, orin any other manufacturing region. Im- 
ports, for this reason, if for no other, would-be di- 
minished. Such a state of things would reduce the 
price of goods, as that is always effected by an in- 
creased supply and a diminished demand. This 
might, in part, explain the low prices of last year. 
and an increased fusions of itself might bring up 
prices. Prices are now rising on almost every artt 
cle of manufacture, whether foreign or domestic 
owing to this cause and to the operation of the tar? 
iff, as I shall show. 

Two things have an existence now, that could not 
be said of the country last year—/ perfectly sound 
currency, and a partial recovery by the people from em- 
barrassment. This sound currency is the result of two 
things—one a fact, the other a principle, or law of 
trade; the fuct is, the withdrawal from circulation of 
a worthless currency in the form of bank paper, and 
the resumption of specie payments by the solvent 
banks. The principle, or law of trade referred to, is 
this: thata worthless currency drives’ a sound cur- 
rency out of circulation, and it goes to seek an in- 
vestment elsewhere; when the worthless currency 
is displaced, the sound one flows back again. As 
Burke said, “a pound note and a silver dollar never 
travel in the stage together.” : l 


This is in fact the reason why the precious metals 
have flowed into the country ih such prodigious 
sums for the period during which the purification of, 
the currency of the country has been going on; and 
the flood-tide has been during the past year. We 
see now two causes for this return of the gold and. 
silver—one a general cause, always operating under 
such circumstances; and the other a temporary one, 
which must soon cease, and the current set back 
again, until the perfect equilibrium of trade shall be 
restored, both as to the precious metals and all other 
commodities. The temporary cause was mainly 
this: We had our trade with England and other 
countries. That trade, on our part, consisted in the 
raw material for many of her manufactures; and in 
the wheat, pork, beef, &c., of which she has bought , 
considerable quantities of us for several years past, 
for which she paid usin such manufactures as were 
needed. She had adapted her trade to ours, and 
looked to this country for the accustomed supply. 
The cause which I have mentioned, diminishing, for 
the time, a demand among us for either American or 
foreign manufactures, the price came down; the tariff 
interposed, by high duties, a barrier to the imperis- 
tation of many articles which could not be sold here 
so as to pay cost and the duty or tax. The result 
was, that, for the necessary annual supply to Eng- 
land of our products, she has paid us a considerable 
portion of gold and silver. 7 

At this point the advocate of a high protective ta- 
riff looks up and exclaims, a glorious tariff, which 
enables us to sell our products for money, instead of 
giving them in exchange for such commodities as 
we need in turn, to promote our comfort and hap- 
piness! But let us look at this as men, and not as 
partisans. How long will this state of things last? 
Does any man believe that a trade between us and 
any other nation, especially one with. whom we 
trade more than with all Europe beside, can last, if 
we do not buy their commodities in exchange for 
ours? If we sell, we must buy. The gold and sil- 
ver of the world are mere commodities; but they 
are of such a character and nature, that they con- 
stantly seek a level in the commercial world, as 
water does in the natural, and this they will find. If 
we get a much greater proportion of the currency of 
ihe world, by accidental causes or otherwise, it 
will, in time, seek and findan outlet. What would 
our condition be, if we could get nothing but mo- 
ney for all we sell, or if we would take nothing but’ 
money for what we sell, that we should establish 
such regulations as these? The fact is, in sich a 
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state of things as this—in the very 


soon would have nothing to sell; we very soon 
should have no trade,. no purchasers of our com- 
modities; and we shortly would be where China, 
until the last few years, was—an isolated, oppressed, 
benighted people; cut off from trade, from all inter- 
course with. nations—deprived of the improving, 
humanizing’ benefits that flow from communica- 
tions and interchange of commodities between man 
and man, a glorious privilege.we now enjoy with the 
inhabitants of all nations. i 


But it ıs not necessary to put this matter Ìn any 
stronger light, for there is no person here who con- 
tends for doctrines of this strength, nor have I heard 
any person contend on this floor for retaliation in 
the rate of duties; that is left for others who do bu- 
siness ina small way. But I have intimated that the 
people have partially recovered from their embarrass- 
ments of past years, and that there is an increasing 
demand for goods. The abundance of money always 
causes it to seek investment in all directions at a low 
rate and a moderate profit; extravagant hopes by the 
manufacturing interests have caused thousands to 
be added to the investments in this direction. The 
plenty of money, and the demand for goods, is rais- 
ing the price of the substantial articles, and more 
perticularly those articles upon’ which the duty is 
high in the tariff act of 1842; and the people -will 
find that the prices must come up; they have come 
up already from 25 to 75 per cent. Under these in- 
fluences, the woollens of Germany sell readily for 
twice their cost; and many cotton fabrics of Eng- 
‘and, together with bar iron and hardware, in the 
Same proportion. And the farmers of the West 
will find that, in buying his bolt of domestic cotton 
ond other substantial articles, that they will cost him 
from 25 to 50 per cent. more than they did twelve 
months since. The effect has been, and will still 
be, Increased importations during the year, and sales 
of foreign goods will take place at such a price as 
will meet costand the duty; but who will pay that 
cost and duty? I answer—as all men must—the 
Consumer, Another effect of all this: that the price 
of factory stock has raised to twice and more to 
what it was a year ago, and set thousands to build- 
mg new factories. Well, let us follow the process 
through: when the manufacturers strain every 
nerve, and foreign goods come crowding in, what 
will happen? Unless speedily checked by a modifi- 
vation of the tariff, I answer’ that prices will fall; 
the importer must quit the market; the hotbed man- 
ufacturing establishments must die under the un- 
healthy action of a forced state of things; bankrupt- 
cies will follow; an organized system of smu gling; 
and ifa few years should roll around before i ca- 
tastrophe happen, and the time be sufficient for the 
ball to gather largely, we may look for another re- 
Vulsion which would carry distress and misery 
throughout the whole country. How are we to 
avoid this state of things? is the question that all 
men of reflection are willing to ask, and desire to 
nave answered. 

‘Well, we have determined, that. so far as the cur- 
rency of the country is connected with legislation, 
from the past, the lesson we have learned has satis- 
ñed us that these institutions of banking by the gov- 
ernment, in every way and manner, or by associ- 
ations, that they are only calculated to give sudden 
rises and expansions of property, of inflation of 
prices, and sudden depression .of labor; and in a 
word, the American people have decided, and will 
again, whenever the question is presented to them, 
that they are the open enemies of their peace, com- 
fort, and happiness. 

Mr. DICKINSON remarked that they were still 
for a bank. 

Mr. WRIGHT replied, we shallfsee what we 
shall see at the Baltimore convention on that subject 


by y 


beautiful; it is called that endearing name, Amer- 
ican system! But the question is still unanswered, 
how are we to avoid these things? these sudden 
rises and expansions; and those sweeping calamities 
that follow—reduction of prices, prostration of all 
credit, and the labor of the country being at the mercy 
of the capitalists? I answer, in no other way but by a 
moderate and settled system of revenue duties, which 
ould act equitably upon all parts of the country, 
d leave every pursuit to be regulated by those 
vs of irade and inveatment, that, in the freest action 
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wealth, we would be in the midst oi poverty}. we - 
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Such a system will not astonish us at one time 

with a rapid income into the treasury, and leave us 
at other times wholly minus. One system will sup- 
port the government and give no just cause of com- 
plaint to any portion of our people. The other, ir- 
regular, fitful as the wind in its operation, will dis- 
turb the tranquillity of the nation, and leave the 
country encumbered with debts, to be paid probably 
by.a direct system of taxation! 
~ Thave said the tariff would have an effect to in- 
crease the prices. I ask why such investments of 
capital as are making in new manufacturing establish - 
ments, and in enlarging old ones? Do not the cap- 
italists expect more than they did under the former 
tariff? If so, how are they to get it? The answer 
is obvious. If they have no such expectations, why 
did they not make investments urider the- former 
tariff? or why do they, with one accord, oppose the 
reduction of this? 

What I say on this subject is— 

Ist. That itis absurd to say that the manufacturers 
will be benefited by a tariff which compels them to 
sell at cheaper rates; that it is only equal to the sen- 
timent of the coal merchant, who said “he lost on 
every bushel of coal he sold, but made up his losses 
by selling a very great quantity.” 

2d. That the tariff of 1842 is not the sole cause 
of the importations of such amounts of specie. 

3d. Whatever agency it may have had in the in- 
flux of specie, has been a consequence of its pro- 
hibitory character. 

Ath. The first effect will be to raise the price of 
goods. 

5th. This will excite both imports and manufac- 
tures. The result will be a fall of prices, the bank- 
ruptcy of manufacturers, and the distress of the 
country. 

6th. If the tariff continue as it is, after such a re- 
vulsion, we might expect such a state of prices as 
to amount to prohibition or a permanently fixed in- 
crease of price at that point at which the foreigner 
might come in, and supply part of the market, the 
duty on which would go into the treasury, while 
the country would pay a corresponding price for 
all similar articles, domestic or foreign, which might 
enter into our consumption. 

Tth. That it is foolish to say a highitariff, intend- 
ed to exclude or diminish competition from abroad, 
can increase competition; for this very simple reason, 
that a part cannot be greater than the whole. 

8th. If the duty reduces the price, the maufac- 
turer must be in favor of abolishing all duties; be- 
cause his goods would, according to whig logic, ad- 
vance in consequence; but these fellows take special 
pains to be exclusively friendly to the manufac- 
turers by high taxation laws, and not by reducing 
the duties. 

Mr. W., remarked that the main object he had in 
view in discussing this question, was to show that 
the tariff bill of 1842 rested upon the labor of the 
country, instead of the wealth and that the agricultu- 
ral interests of the West were oppressed by said bill, 
which he would attempt to show to-morrow. 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that when the House 
adjourn it adjourn to meet to-morrow morning at 10 
o'clock. 

Some conversation took place, in which several 
members took part. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he should move to amend 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessce so as 
to discharge the standing committees from all the 
business before them. E 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion, but they were not ordered, and the 
motion was rejected. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of James McBride and 73 
others, citizens of Warren, Mercer, and Rock Island coun- 
ties, in the State of Hlinois, praying the establishment ofa 
mail route from Monmonth to Illinois city in said State of 
Nlinois: referred to the Committee onthe Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of C. O.: Shep- 
ard and 11} others, citizens of the county of Wyoming, 
New York, praying Congress to reject the application of 
any State or Territory that may ask to be admitted into the 
Union with a constitution tolerating slavery. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of Gorham, 
State of Maine, for a reduction of the rates of postage and 
the abolition or modification of the franking privilege: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roodz. 


of the Ameriéan mind, under a. just and impartial’ 
‘system of legislation, finds its best condition. ` 


“By Mr. BURKE: The penitions of Mercy Bemis, Polly 
Chase, Edith. Cole, Isabel Bagbee, Elizabeth Hall, AÑ- 
igail Cobane, Rachel Rowell, Submit Roberts, Susannah 

inton, Lydia Saudus, Mercy Wood, Anna Watson, Sarah 
Judkins, Ruth Lowe, Rachel Miner, Thankful Bowman, 
Ruth Moore, Abigail Henderson, Lorana Meniger, Eleanor 
Campbell, Betty Hazzard, Elizaheth Heath, Genet Noyes, 
Mehitable Gilman,- anà Elizabeth Webster, all praying for 
pensions from March 3d, 1841, to March 8d, 1343. The pe- 
tition of Oliver Holbrook in behalf of the heirs of Johnson 
Jordan, to be allowed the pension claimed by him. The 
petition Of Sally Hart for a pension. ‘The petition of Han» 
nah J. Read, praying Congress to allow pensions to all 
widows who. were married pee to January 1, 1800. “ 

By Mr. WETHERED: A petition from Warren, Balti- 
more county, Maryland, representing thet the present tariff 
has revived trade inall its branches, and consequently given 
employment to many of the petitioners who were without 
employment before its passage; they, therefore, pray Con- 
gress to abstain from all legislation on the subject. 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Samuel H. Gould, for 
the passage of an act authorizing the treasurer of the United 
States to refund to him money paid for land which was af- 
terward sold to another individual. p A 

By Mr. PURDY: The petition of some 300 inhabitants of 
Broome county, New York, for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition Jacob H. Laaiar, H. B. 
Sidell, and 72 others,. citizens of Berks county, Pennsyl- 
vania, protesting against any interference with the tariff of 
1842. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 23, 1844. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the memorial of Balie 
Peyton, Uuited States district attorney for the east- 
ern district of Louisiana, praying that provision 
may be made by law for the safe custody of insane 
persons charged with the commission of criminal 
offences against the United States: referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
W. E. Robinson, a naturalized citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, a native of Ireland, now residing at New 
Haven, Connecticut, praying the passage ofa law 
protecting naturalized citizens against the claims 
which may be set up by foreign governments in 
time of war to their perpetual allegiance; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 


| Commerce, reported back without amendment, and 


with a recommendation that it do pass, the joint 
resolution from the House in relation to certain 
property purchased for the use of the United States 
in the port of Bath, in the State of Maine; and, on 
motion.of Mr. H. the previous orders of the day 
were postponed; and the resolution was taken up 
asin committee of the whole, considered, reported 
to the Senate, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the officers 
of the several volunteer companies of Washington 
city and Georgetown, praying to be created into a 
separate corps; and it was referred to the Committee 
on the Militia. 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees on private claims were taken up and concurred 
in by the Senate. 


WESTERN HARBOR BILL. 


The bill from the House making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers in 
the West was taken up, read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented two memorials 
from Bucks and Lebanon counties, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against any alteration in the present 
tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the religious society of Friends, of Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Delaware, strongly praying against 
the annexation of Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


INDEMNITY TO NAVAL OFFICERS AND SEA- 
MEN. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
supplementary to the act entitled “an act regolating 
the pay of the navy of the United States. [The bill 
provides indemnity to the officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, who have lost, or may lose, property by the 
wreck of United States vessels of war.] À 

Mr. BAYARD said that, before- proceeding any 
further in this matter, he would move to strike out 
the word “sailing,” before “masters,” in the four- 
teenth line of the second section. The term sailing 
masters was now obsolete. It had been changed for 
two or three years, and the same officers were now 
known in the naval service as masters. 

Mr. PEARCE suggested an amendment to the 


second section. After the word “clerk,” in the sigs 


teenth line, to-insert “4200 toa chief engineer, and 
$150 to.a second: engineer.” 5 

Mr. ATCHISON inquired what compensation 
was provided by law for the engineers. 

Mr. PEARC 
chief engineer was $1,500 a year, and that of a scc- 
ond engineer $900 a year, `. 

Mr. CHOATE had intimated the other day that 


the maximum fixed by this bill for the compensation - 


of ‘petty officers and common seamen was too Jow. 


He then expressed the hope that the chairman of the’ 


Committee on Naval Affairs would enlarge it. As 
this was not done, he should offer an amendment. 
Strikeout in the eighteenth line of the second sec- 
tion the word “$25” to any petty officer, sergeant, or 
corporal of marines, and insert 460. In the nine- 
teenth line, strike out the word “20,” and insert 
“$50,” to a seamen or marine; and in the same line, 
strike out the word “marine.” : y 

Mr. ALLEN desired to suggest that the consid- 
eration of these amendments should be delayed until 
the sense of the Senate should be tested in regard to 
the policy of such a provision at all; because he 
should move to strike out the whole of the second 
section. ; oe 

When the bill was under consideration before the 
Senate some time ago, he made some observations 
against this section of the bill, as introducing a bad 
policy into the naval service. He should notgo into 
an argument upon the subject now, because he did 
not think it would be proper; unless the senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoare] should withdraw 
his amendment, so that the sense of the Senate 
might be tested upon the principles of the. second 
section of this bill. Before that was done, and the 
i of the Senate taken, the amendments would be 
ost. : É 

Mr. CHOATE su posed that, if the- motion of 
the señator from Ohio [Mr. ALLen] to strike out 
the second section should fail, it would then be in 
order to consider his amendment. 

The CHAIR suggested that the proper course 
would be first to perfect the section proposed to be 
amended, and then for the senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ALLEN] to submit his motion to strike out the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN acquiesced in this course. 

Mr. CHOATE said that the effect of the amend- 
ment would be to raise the maximum compensation 
of petty officers from $25 to $60; and in the case of 
seamen, from $20 to $50, The clothing of the ma- 
rines was furnished by the government, and there- 
fore could not be a loss to them. He would not de- 
tain the Senate with any extended remarks. He 
was convinced that the maximum fixed in the bill 
would, in many instances, fail to indemnify the 
losers. It was apparent to the Senate that, if this 
bill passed, the department could never’ exceed the 
maximum. It was evident that the amounts would, 
in most cases, prove inadequate to indemnify the 
losers. 

Instead of making any argument in favor of these 
men, he would read a passage from a letter of an 
officer of the Missouri, (De Selle,) which described 
their conduct, under the very trying circumstances 
in which they were placed. 

(The letter ‘stated, in substance, that these men 
remained on board the ship, in. imminent peril, un- 
til ordered by the captain to abandon her. Their 
conduct received the highest commendation at Gib- 
raltar, and deserved special commendation from 
their countrymen, and he hoped they would evince 
it by cheerfully supplying their losses. The letter 
then went into a detailed scale of these losses.] 

This bill provided a measure for their special re- 
lief; but, in proposing to indemnify them, it was cer- 
tain it did not carry that object into execution. 

Mr. BAYARD thought $50 for petty officers 
would be sufficient. The amendment of the sena- 
tor from Massachusetts gave them $60. Before 
saying anything upon the merits of the bill, there was 
one part of the amendment offered by the senator 
from Massachusetts, which he (Mr. B.) observed 
was founded upon a misapprehension. He [Mr. 
Croate] proposed to strike out “marines,” and 
made that motion under the assumption that the 
marine could lose nothing, because his clothing was 
found by the government. But the senator forgot 
that these clothes were deducted from the pay of the 
marines; and the loss was therefore the same as that 
of seamen. The rate of compensation for seamen 
was $12 per month, or $144 a year; ordinary sea- 
men $10 per month, or $120 a year; landsmen $9 
per month, or $108 a year. He believed the ma- 
rine got $7 a month, or $84a year; but the govern- 


stated that the compensation of a 


ment allowed him $33 a year for his clothing, which 
made $117—so that any loss sustained by him was 
in point of fact the same. 

Mr. CHOATE said that when the amendment 
came to be considered, he would withdraw that por- 
tion which proposed to strike out marines. 

. Mr. BAYARD observed that the question of the 
rate of compensation was one of judgment altogeth- 
er. Etwas not a thing to be reasoned upon a priori. 
Whether we referred to the experience of the British 
government upon this subject, or to the opinion of 
our-own officers, he thought that the scale of com- 
pensation fixed upon by the committee was about 
the proper scale. The scale he found (the Board of 
Admiralty in England) was lower than that proposed 
in this bill. [Here Mr. B. went into a detail of the 
compensation allowed by the Board of Admiralty.] 

Mr. TAPPAN thought that the proposition of the 
senator from Massachusetts: went rather too far. 
Instead of accepting his proposition, he would pro- 
pose the sum of $35 to petty officers, and $30 to sea- 
men and marines. : 

Mr. CHOATE had made the motion with a 
view to indemnify in an adequate marmer, men who 
had behaved extremely well, in a moment of tre- 
mendous peril; and who had. ample means of sav- 
ing their effects by abandoning the ship. It was 
notan application on their part for relief, but an ap- 
plication for indemnity, and for justice. . If his 
amendment should fail, and the amendment of the 
senator from Ohio (Mr. Tappan] be agreed to, he 
should feel constrained to vote against the bill. 

Mr.. WOODBURY remarked that the grada- 
tions of compensation for losses.in England, were 
made according to the standard of the rank and pay 
of the claimants, and not in reference to their actual 
losses. He conceived the object ought to be to 
come as near as possible to the actual losses; and 
that the only way of doing this in the present case 
was to take the evidence of the officer, who had 
written the letter read by the senator from, Massa- 
chusetts. He approved of the amendments founded 
upon that officer’s representations, and would vote 
for them. 

Mr. BAYARD proceeded to comment upon the 
arguments in detail, observing that, as the hour 
for the special order had arrived, he did not 
wish to interfere with the right of the senator 
from New York (Mr. Wricur] to proceed with his 
argument upon the tariff question. He would there- 
fore move to postpone the further consideration of 
this bill till to-morrow. 


THE TARIFF. 


The resolution of the Finance Committee to post- 
pone indefinitely the bill introduced by Mr. McDur- 
riz for the reduction of duties to the standard of the 
compromise act, was then taken up as the unfinished 
business of Friday; and 

Mr. WRIGHT concluded his speech in opposi- 
tion to the prohibitory system as contradistinguish- 
ed from a revenue standard of duties affording inci- 
dental protection. Mr. W. spoke for two hours, 
during which he illustrated his remarks by ample 
statistical references in proof of his position, that no 
system of protection can be durable and effective of 
the object sought, that is based up the principle of 
prohibition. After Mr. W. had concluded, 

Mr. DAYTON expressed a desire to address the 
Senate on the subject; but the hour being too far 


„advanced to proceed to day, he hoped the question 


would be postponed until to-morrow. 
The subject was accordingly postponed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ADATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the bill to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and for the pre- 
vention of frauds on the revenue of the Post Office 
Department, was taken up, as printed with the 
amendments heretofore adopted. s 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that, although gener- 


ally speaking, the bill as amended was printed with ! 


great accuracy, there were some few errors to be 
corrected, and some changes in phraseology neces- 
sary, none of which would at all interfere with the 
character or provisions of the bill as it then stood. 

On his motion, several corrections and verbal 
changes were accordingly made in the bill; but as 
none of these corrections altered the principles of its 
provisions, 1t is unnecessary to specify them. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill in the sec- 
ond section, by striking out the following provision, 
from the 13th to the 31st lines: i 
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Provided, ‘That the editors or ‘publishers thereof [newspe 
pers] shall keep:a list or register of oll papers sent by mail . 
and subject to postage under this law, noting the day.-when 
sent, the office where deposited for transmission, and the 
post-oftice to which sent; and. shall certify and return the 
same quarterly to the Postmaster General at the end of each 
quarter; (which said statement and return shall be authority 
on which the Postmaster General shall charge the postmas- 
ters having charge of the offices to which such newspapers 
may be sent with the amount. of postage collected under 
this law upon the same;) and all newspapers of and undey 
the size aforesaid, the editors or publishers of which shall 
reiuse or neglect to keep and return the list or register 
aforesaid, shall be subject to the rates. of postage charge- 
able upon the same under the thirtieth section of the act. of 
Congress, approved the 3d of March, 1628, entitled “An act 
to reduce into one the several acts for establishing and reg: 
ulating the Post Office Department,” . i : 


Mx. E. remarked that this wag a provision which 
could lead to nothing but embarrassment: it never 
could be executed: it would impose a great and un- 
necessary labor upon editors and publishers, 
without any corresponding benefit to the department: 
the penalties of increased postage would fall on sub- 
scribers, who could have no control over the action 
of publishers, for whose fault they would suffer. Be- 
sides, if the list or register is not sent to.the Post- 
master General by the publishers, he can have no 
authority to call on the postmasters for the postage 
on the newspapers not returned by list to him. In 
short, the whole provision was embarrassing; and 
the bill would be much better without it. 

Mr. MERRICK said the provision had been one 
suggested by the department as, necessary, when a 
former post office bill was before the the post office 
committee; and the reason it was then’ thought ne- 
cessary was to prevent the very embarrassments 
which the senator from Maine now anticipated. 
However, as it was objected to, and probably there 
were grounds for the objection—-for he was aware 
there was much difficulty in adjusting by legislation 
mere. officefdetails—he would agree to the provision 
being stricken out. f . 

Mr. BUCHANAN was very glad the ‘chairman 
of the Post Office Committee had yielded so grace- 
fully to the very proper motion of the senator frox? 
Maine, to strike out this provision. _ _ 

Mr. HUNTINGTON also complimented the 
chairman of the Post Office Committee on the 
plastic manner in which he had yielded to the prop- 
osition. eae 

The provision was accordingly stricken out, 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the. second. sec- 
tion was so amended that the standard size of news-= 
papers transmissible. by mail as newspapers, shall 
be 1,900 square inches, instead of 1,600, as printed 
in the bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill at the 
end of the 3d section, by inserting a provision that 
in all cases where the salary received by a deputy 
postmaster shall not exceed: 9100, the franking 
privilege shall be continued to such postmasters. 


Mr. ATCHISON suggested that this was sub- 
stantially the same as an amendment heretofore of- 
fered and rejected. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that the amendment 
which had been offered and rejected related to sala- 
ries not exceeding $25, and consequently was not 
the same as that now offered. ; : 

The CHAIR observed that this was substantially 
a new proposition, and therefore in order. , 

Mr. MERRICK urged the same objections to this 
proposition which he had enforced in relation to the 
proposition to give the franking privilege in lieu of 
salary to postmasters. whose offices did not yield 
them $25 year. 

Mr. TAPPAN did not consider the objections 
thus urged of any weight. Kan” 

Mr. MERRICK thought, with the senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Arcutson,] that many honest farm- 
ers would be found ready to hold the office without 
compensation, in small settlements, for their own 
convenience, and that of their-neighbors. 

Mr. TAPPAN was satisfied that many of the 
most efficient and trustworthy postmasters in the 
country would immediately resign, if the franking 
privilege was withdrawn from them. 

Mr. HAYWOOD inquired why some such ar- 
rangement could not be made for postmasters as that 
of allowing them a certain number of free covers 
similar to those proposed for members of Con- 
gress. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tarran’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. DAYTON moved to amend the bill, by ad- 
ding at the end of the 7th section a provision, the 
purport of which was that the Secretary of the Sen 
ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, each, 


548- 


` session of Congress, furnish to all the editors and 


publishers of newspapers in the United States, the 
aggregate number of which he computed to be 1,397, 
copies (one to each) of the annual messages and 
documents printed by order of Congress for distri- 
bution. : i 

Mr. D. urged this as an important amendment. 
His object was to insure to the editor or publish- 
er of every newspaper a copy of important 
documents for general reference in’ his: neighbor- 
hood. 1t would not incur additional expense, for he 
believed, according to the present practice, pub- 
lishers of some papers received five or six copies 
each from different members of Congress, while 
Some editors of papers were wholly neglected, and 
never got any. 


Mr. BUCHANAN considered this a mere work 
of supererogation. The franking privilege in re- 
lation to these documents remained undisturbed by 
the bill, and memibérs of Congress would pay the 
compliment of. sending copies to the newspapers, 
whether the officers of both House were to furnish 
them or not. 


- Mr. MERRICK protested against the amendment 
as unnecessary and embarrassing. 

Mr. DAYTON maintained the propriety and ad- 
vantages of his amendment. 

Mr. ARCHER pointed out many difficulties 
which would embarrass the officers of both Houses 
in carrying out this provision—such ‘as the diffi- 
culty of Knowing all the changes, the increase or 
diminution of newspapers, &c.; and, besides,he urged 
that it would be throwing a great and unnecessary 
labor upon the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk 
of the House, both of whom had their own duties to 
occupy their time and attention. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ARCHER observed, in reference to the 8th 
and 9th sections, that the franking privilege had been 
placed altogether ona footing dissatisfactory to him, 
and he doubted not to a large number of senators 
who viewed that privilege as one of more impor- 
‘ice to their constituency than to themselves. 

He believed the objections urged against the 
franking privilege, and the abuses generally com- 
plained of, related chiefly to the transmission by the 
mail of printed matter, Such as political speeches, 
£e., and not tothe mere correspondence of mem- 
bers, or the receipt or transmission of manuscript 
letters. Heasked, if the privilege were confined to 
the manuscript correspondence, what the postage 
would amount to. 


oon MERRICK replied, about $30,000, or $40,- 


Mr. ARCHER thought this sum would be in- 
considerable, eompared with the advantages of 
continuing the free intercourse, by correspondence, 
between members and their constituents. He 
should therefore move to strike out all after the 4th 
line, in the 8th section, and insert after the words, 
“That each member of the Senate, each member of 
the House of Representatives, and each delegate 
trom a Territory of the United States,” the words, 
“Shall be authorized to frank and receive hereafter, 
letters in manuscript, not exceeding one-half ounce 
an weight each.” He explained that if this amend- 
ment should prevail, he would move such further 
amendments with the regard to the 8th and 9th sec- 
tions as should be necessary in relation to the heads 
of departments, &c. 

Mr. BUCHANAN considered the principle of 
cheap postage, and the continuance of the franking 
privilege, even in the form proposed, incompatible. 

Mr. MERRICK was very sorry his friend from 
Virginia had offered such an amendment, particu- 
larly after the bill had been settled down upon in 
the form in which it was now printed. 

Mr. ARCHER appealed to the Senate if the ob- 
jections to the franking privilege, heretofore urged 
from different sections of the country, would not be 
greatly removed if the sacks and packages of 
speeches and printed political matter, weighing 
down the mails under the present system, could be 
got rid of. He knew of no better way to accom- 
plish this, than that of confining the franking privi- 
lege to the manuscript correspondence of members 
and their constituents. ' 

Mr. MERRICK made a few remarks in reply. 

Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered: 

On motion of Mr. SIMMONS, who expressed a 
desire to say something on the subject of the pend- 
ing amendment, oe oe: 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tuespay, April 23, 1844. f S 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. Potiocx, member élect from Pennsylvania, 
was introduced, qualified, and took his seat. 
Mr. HOPKINS rose and moved- a call of the 
House, for the especial benefit, he remarked, of 


those who were yeterday -apparently so eager that 


the House should meet at 10 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, and the call.was pro- 
ceeded with; but, after a few moments, was dis- 
pensed with; and - 

Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 


, pose of proceeding with the consideration of the 


tariff bjll. 

The motion was withdrawn for a moment, how- 
ever, to permit the reference of the following execu- 
tive communications to appropriate committees: ` 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a report in relation to wrought iron cannon; 
which letter and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval A ffairs. : 

A letter from the second Auditor of the Treasury 
Department, transmitting copies of such accounts as 
have been rendered by persons charged with the dis- 
bursement of money, goods, &c., for the benefit of 
the Indians, from the’ Ist of October, 1842, to the 
30th of September, 1843, inclusive, with a list of 
names of persons to whom goods, moneys, or ef- 
fects have Peen delivered; which letter, &c., were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McKAY renewed his motion, and it was 
agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Horxıns in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the 

TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. J. A. WRIGHT proceeded this morning to 
finish his argument. He presented a table of the 
imports under the present tariff, showing that, for 
nine months, the whole dutiable goods imported 
were but twenty-nine millions of dollars, on. which 
the whole revenue derived was but ten millions and 
a fraction over; and of this revenue, more than four 
millions. were collected on twenty-three articles of 
indispensable necessity, of the value of about seven 
millions—showing that the duty collected on those 
articles of prime necessity was 58 per cent., while 
that collected on the articles of luxury—silks, wines, 
&c.——-was about 25 per cent.; proving that the tariff 
of 1842 rested upon the labor of the country, and 
not upon the. wealth of the country, where it should 
rest.. 

He remarked that the policy of some was, to ex- 
tract the largest amount of revenue they could from 
the smallest amount of imports. For his part, he 
did not believe that this was the true policy of an 
agricultural people. Their interest was to raise a 
sufficient amount of revenue to carry on this gov- 
ernment from the largest amount of imports; and 
the history of this government proves this fact. 

I assume this position, that a 15 per cent. tariff 
now, is more onerous in its bearing upon the people 
than a 25 per cent. tariff was from 1833 to 1837, owing 
to the change in the currency; and I think that this is 
susceptible of the clearest demonstration. If we 
look at the sudden rise of all descriptions of goods, 
lands, and produce, from 1833 to 1837, almost dou- 
ble the price from the article of cotton to the article 
of wool, and had time to see its effects connected 
as it was with the inflation of our currency, the im- 
porianon of wheat in 1837, the price that the same 

rought, the duty paidon the same, this would be 
most manifest. 

The duty acts as prohibition in one state of the 
currency, but it never acts as a bounty or protection to 
the foreigner. He comes in, not because of the 
duty, but in spite of it, under an inflated currency. 
He pays the duty, and the consumer paysit to him; 
and he receives the advanced price occasioned by the 
inflation. The consumer pays that duty—but he 
does more—he pays a similar price to the producer 
of the home article. The difference is, that part of 
the price of the foreign article goes into the treasury, 
but none of the price of the home product. 

Itis one of the cases, too, where the consumer 
pays the duty; and yet it comes out of the pocket of 
the importer, who would get the whole price if there 
was no duty. This is the result of an inflated cur- 
rency. It would be a good result much to be de- 
sired if it were not true; Ist, that such an inflation in- 
vites foreign competition, and swells the supply 


frequently beyond the demand; 2d, that it occasions 
a drain of specie, because. our commodities cannot 
be bought at our prices and sold inthe foreign country 
at sound- currency prices. The result of which is a 
revulsion. The runs on the banks take place; sus- 
pension follows;"a debt is left against the country, to 
be slowly paid by the sluggish sales of our staple 
commodities to pay off old balances, and prosperity 
only returns with an equalized currency which pro~- 
duces a healthy trade. : 

But to show the effect of the currency upon the 
imports of the country, it will only be necessary to 
examine the following table: 


Foreign Iniports and Domestic Exports of the United States 


Exports. 
1835, 101,189,082 
1836, 106,916,680 Tacreas,e 5,727,598 
1837, 95,564,414 Decrease, 11,352,266 
1838, 96,033,821 Increase, 469,407 
1839, 103,533,891 Increase, 7,500,070 
1840, 113,995,634 Increase, 10,361,743 
1841, 106,382,722 Decrease, 7,512,912 
1842, 92,969,996 Decrease, 13,412,726 

IMPORTS. ; 
1835, 149,898,742 ` 
1836, 189,980,035 Increase, 40,084,293 
1837, 140,989,217 Decrease, 48,990,818 
1835, 118,717,404 Decrease, 27,271,813 
1839, 162,092,132 Increase, 48,374,728 
1840, 107,141,419 Decrease, 54,950,613 
1841, 127,946,177 Increase, 20,804,658 
1842, 100,162,087 Decrease, 27,784,090 


It will be seen by this table, that within the past eight, 
years the greatest variation from year to year in the value 
of our exports was $11,352,266, while the imports have va- 
ried in one year, from 1889 to 1840, $54,950,618, We sec in 
these great fiuctuations the cause of the revulsions of trade. 
The movements of the banks, to a great extent, produce 
these ups and downs. An expansion of the currency creates 
an advance in prices, and foreign manufactures are pressed 
into the market immediately to take the benefit of first 
prices. A great abundance of paper money depreciates the 
value of the currency. Foreign manufactures seeking mar- 
kets will naturally rush to that holding out the greatest 
profits. foreign manufacturers keep themselves well in- 
formed upon matters connected with our finances, knowing 
that a sound specie currency destroys our markets for their 
goods. The value of our circulating medium regulates for- 
eign imports. The fluctuations in both, exhibited in the 
above tables, shows how intimately the two movements are 
connected, An inflated, depreciated currency, would pro- 
duce large importations under any scale of duties. at 

And there can be nothing clearer than the fact 
that a 15 per cent. tariff now, is equal in its protec- 
tion to the American manufacturer, that 25 per 
cent. was some years since, under the bloated and 
inflated currency; and that it is equally onerous in 
its bearing upon the people. : 

Ina sound currency state, then, the tariff is the 
only thing which affects prices, except supply and 
demand. Ifan article comes from a country where 
it can be produced lower than we can produce it, the 
tariff will either affect the price paid by our con- 
sumer, or it will prohibit its introduction. If it 
affects the price, so far the consumer pays the duty. 
If it prohibits, mark the result. The consumer is 
left to buy the dearer article manufactured here; and 
he has another very important thing to do, and that 
is, he must pay his quota of revenue, that is neces- 
sary to carry on the government, on some other art- 
icle, or he must do so by direct taxation. 

An idea is very frequently advanced, that com- 
petition brings down prices. This is true to a given 
extent. In trading with a country where an article 
is not produced, and where there is not the capacity 
for production, the seller, if he have the whole market 
to himself, fixes the prices as he chooses, having no 
other rule but the capacity of the consumer to pay. 
In such cases, many traders might: combine to keep 
up prices. In the commerce we have with the differ- 
ent parts of the world, we are not reduced to the con- 
dition of such a class of consumers. The bands of 
savages of North America have been such consu- 
mers, and they have been, so far as trade has been 
conducted with them, the subjects of the most 
avaricious exactions. We are not so circumstanced: . 
Our people produce every variety of raw material 
or manufactured, from the toy that the school 
boy sports with, to Fulten’s thunderbolt. In such a case 
the foreigner finds competition now; but competi- 
tion cannot bring prices down below a given point. 
That point is the cost of production, and a fair 
profit on capital. Bring it below this point, and 
capital is withdrawn until, by diminishing the sup- 
ply, the product rises to the same point again. 

In regard to any article, one of three things is 
true—either it 1s produced in a foreign country, 
lower than in ours, or at the same price, or above it. 
Now, if it be produced lower than in ours—if the 
tariff exceed the difference—it is prohibited, and no > 
duty is raised. If itis produced at the same cost, 
any tariff will operate as prohibition, and no duty is 
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received: If it be produced at a greater cost than in 
our country, then, of course, no revenue can be 
raised ọn it. The duty, therefore, to be available as 
a general rule, must be such as will enable the im- 
porter to pay it; and then receive the cost of his 
commodity by selling as low as the cost of a simi- 
lar article manufactured in this country, allowing a 
fair profit on the capital. f 

In all articles not produced in such abundance as 
to approach supplying the demand, it is evident 


that, as a general rule, the consumer must pay the 


duty on the foreign article; and more than this, 

they will’ enter into the price of the home articleas 

well as the foreign. Price is not the capricious 

` thing that it is generally imagined to be. It is sub- 
jectto one general law, from which it only varies 
from accidental causes. 
production and the medium profit on capital. Sup- 
ply and demand are accidents that affect it. For the 

` present state of commerce and of manufactures be- 
tween Europe and the United States, the state of 
things is such that, in a course of years, take any 
given period together, it will be found thatthe cost 
of production and the medium profit on capital has 
been the governing principle in determining the 
price of all commodities; accidents only causing de- 
_partures from this well-settled rule, such as infla- 
tion of the currency, failure of the crops, political 
agitations, and a hundred other accidental ques- 
tions that may arise, that prove nothing against this 
well-settled and acknowledged universal rule in polit- 
ical economy. f ; 

In all cases, therefore, as a general rule, tariffs 
must enhance prices to their full extent, unless the 

price and quantity‘of the commodity in the country 

where the foreign article is sold, is such as to pre- 
vent imports from affecting the price; as in the case 
of wheat in 1837, when the greater part. of the con- 
sumption is of the home article, and a small qnan- 
tity 1s brought into make up the deficiency. The 
price of the ‘home article 
eigner, But if the priceshould remain up, impor- 
tation would increase; and the price would be af- 
fected and brought down even ‘to the price of the 
cost and fair profit of the foreign article; and then 
‘the duty would come offof the consumer; And 
this rule is so well established that those exceptions 
to the same only serve to strengthen this universal 
law of commerce and trade. 

There appears to be one thing that certain gen- 
tlemen agree on in this House; and that is, that the 
country is in a prosperous state, so far as trade and 
manufuctures are concerned; and they say this pros- 
perity is owing altogether to the beautiful system 
called the American system—the tariff of 1842. 
Now, if you agree in this, and you speak truly, there 
is one thing I trust you will not forget—that this 
state, which you call one of prosperity, is possible 
without a national bank, without a great regulator of 
the currency. ` 

It is necessary to look at a few things that are 
frequently harped upon, before we proceed in this 
discussion, such as the following: that high taxes 
make goods cheaper; that high taxes are necessary 
to sustain agricultural productions, &c. Now, it 
appears to me that the following proposition will 
commend itself to any man of reflection: that if high 
tariffs (taxes) make goods cheaper, then it is unjust to 
those who manufacture them; and if high tariffs (taxes) 
make goods dearer, then it is unjust to those who buy 
them; and with this simple but true statement, one 
which cannot be misunderstood, and which will 
not be controverted, no thinking man will be led 
astray. 5 

But there is one thing that these same gentlemen 
must do before I will be convinced of the. sincerity 
of their assertion that high duties make low prices; 
that is, they mnst put as high a duty (tax) on the 
yaw material as they do on the manufactured article. 
When they do this, they will at least show that 
they are sincere in their professions; but when we 
come to look at the discrimination that finds its way 
into the tariff act of 1842, it will be seen that great 
pains is taken to let the raw material raised by the 
farmer and used by the manufacturer come in almost 
‘free of duty, while the same article in a manufac- 
tured state‘is highly protected against what is called 
the pauper labor of Europe. Letus see how this is. 
The following is a correct table of the odious duties 
under the-tariff act of 1842, upon agricultural and 
other raw materials, and that upon the manufactured 
materials: 

Agriculture and other raw material—low. 


Hides,.5 per cent. 
Linseed, 6 per cent. 


That law is the cost of 


ives a rule for the for- ` 


Weol, cheap, 5 per cent. 
Cork, bark, ‘free. f 
Rags, for paper, 1 cent per Ib. 

Quills, unprepared, 15 per cent. 
Silk, raw, 50 cents per lb. $ 
Bristles, 1 cent per lb. 
Brass, crude, free. 
Hemp, 30 to 32 per cent. 
Flax, raw, 1 c. or 7 to 9 per cent. “a 
Lead, crude, 14 to 3 c. per Ib. s ai 
. Tin, crude, in pigs, 1 per cent. 
Wood, rough, 20 per cent, 
The manufactured materials—high. 


Leather, 35 per cent- 
Linseed pil, 25 per cent. 
Woollens, 28 to 60 per cent. 
Corks, made, 25 to.30 per cent. 
Paper, 15 to 17 cents per Ib. 
Quills, prepared, 25 per ct. 
Silks, $2 50, &e. 
Brushes, 30 per cent. 
Brass, manufactured, $0 per cent. 
Do - kettles, 12 cents per Ib. 

Cordage, 100 to 130 per cent. 
Cotton bagging, 50 to 80 per cent. 
Cotton cloths, 80 to 120 per cent. 
Flax, manufactured, 25 to 50 per cent. 
Lead pipes, &c., 4 cents per lb. 

Do white and red, 4 cents. 
Tin, in plates, 24 per cent. 
Wood, manufactured, 30 per cent. 

We hear men talka great deal about pauper 
labor connected with that of manufactures, but not 
a word of pauper labor connected with the labor of 
the farmer. You will perceive by the above table, 
that the farmer is not only compelled to pay an op- 
pressive tax upon the articles’ which are manufac- 
tured abroad—not only compelled to foster home 
manufactures, but his raw material must be put 
into competition with the raw material raised abroad.. 
Now canit be possible, that any western farmer 
can be deceived in the operation of this tariff law (tax 
act) of 1842, under which the manufacturers share 
the spoils; like the share of the lion in the fable, and 
monopolize all.: But on the subject of high duties 
(taxes) making low prices—one of the benefits claim- 
ed for the act of 1842—I wish gentlemen tobear one 
thing in mind, and that is, what I now assert inm 
place, that under the operation of this act, the agri- 
cultural labor of the country is more oppressed 
than any other. That at this very time, take prices 
as they are, while flour is selling with us in the 
West at from three to four dollars a barrel, pork 
from six.to eight, beef from five to seven, almost 
every article of absolute necessity that we have to buy, 
is ‘selling at twice their cost in the countries where 
they are produced. Mark the expression—I say 
in the countries where they are produced. Under this 
act the price of our iron, pins, cotton goods, and 
even our ploughshares and sugar, that we purchase, 
is more than double their prices in the places of pro- 
duction. And will any one tell us of the West, that 
we are receiving double the cost of producing our 
beef, pork, flour, corn, &c.! When men will talk 
about raising the price of beef, pork, flour, and corn, 
then they may talk about farmers being protected. 
But with the present prices of these articles, while 
at the same time woollen and cotton goods, iron, 
salt, and sugar, are sold at wholesale for near twice 
their cost in the countries of their production, it 
comes with a bad grace from them to talk of protec- 
tion to farmers. In fact, the language is grossly in- 
sulting to their intelligence, in addition to the wrong 
done their industry. 

No one thing has helped us of the West so much 
as the liberal movement in England. But for the 
change of the tariff abroad, I do not believe that we 
of the West would have realized more than two- 
thirds what we have in the last two years for our 
staple articles. Butfor these markets the agricul- 
ture of the country would have been in a far worse 
situation than it now is, and at this very time it is 
the most depressed, as it is by far the greatest inter- 
est of the country. rie: 

The benefits of a foreign trade are beginning to be 
known to hundreds in my own district by actual 
experience, who have taken their cargoes of beef, 
pork, corn, flour, and other productions of their 
farms, to the great southern market; who have row- 
ed their own hoosier boat alongside of the ship, brig, 
orschooner from abroad, and have emptied their 
loads into these vessels, to be transported to some 
of the islands of the ocean or to the shores of the 
old world; and though they have received but low 
prices, comparatively speaking, yet they will tell 
the advocate for a high-protective tariff, that, strikes 
at this competition in the market by the foreigner; 
cut off the sales of his productions among us, OF fax 
him too largely to get into the market, and we will 
suffer to the same extent in the sales of our agricul- 


tural productions; and that, from the'day laborer on 
the farm to the heaviest agriculturist in the West, 
all would feel the effect of such a policy. | : 

The plain, iidustrious citizen in his field, as well 
as the political economist in his study, knows.this 
simple truth—that the nation ‘that buys is the nation 
that sells. eo ae ; oy 

` Will any man tell us that we can have a home 
market for our immense productions? It is idle for 
us of the West to expect one sufficient to consume 
our surplus products. The great and fertile valley 
of the Mississippi alone can nearly feed with her agri 
cultural products, and clothe with her cotton, the 
civilized world. “What are we now, and what ‘wil I 
we be in the future Look at the territory of the 
northwest, that in the next fifty years will bring 
five new States into this Union—the whole essential- 
ly an agricultural region, and will to a great extent 
be settled by -an agricultural people. Already is 
Towa Territory throwing her thousands of barrels of 
flour, beef, and pork, annually into the New Orleans 
market; daily is seen the humble citizen of the East, 
with his family, and those of the old world, wend- 
ing their way into the bosom of the. West, to culti- 
vate the soil, to till the earth, to raise the necessaries 
‘of life, to transport the surplus, to cause the ‘“wil- 
derness to blossom as the rose,” and to render the 
once uninhabited forest vocal with the praises of the 
living God. Now, all that he asks.is, that his gov- 
ernment of equal laws will not attempt, by restric- 
tions, (other than are absolutely necessary for its 
support, economically administered,) to prevent him 
from exchanging his articles for the productions of 
other nations and latitudes, that he may consider ne- _ 
cessary for kis comfort, peace, and happiness. Our 
farmers want, and must have, not aly this Union, 
but the whole world for a market.. Ifthis is not so, 
then we should tear in pieces our treaties of com- 
merce, recall our ministers and consuls, abolish our 
expensive navy, created to protect our trade, pass 
embargo laws, and thus draw ourselves in from.the 
rest of the world, and cease to have any further con- 
nexion with the great family of nations. 

But what is more unjust than the duty of eight 
cents per bushel of fifty-six pounds of salt in the 
tariff kill of 1842? And even at this price, the manner 
in which it is laid is not fully understood. I give 
you the following case, to illustrate the operation of 
this duty on salt, as it is in the tariff bill of 1842: 


The following are the facts exhibited by a cargo of Ivica 
salt just imported and sold. 

The cago consisted of 4,641 measured bushels of fine 
Ivica salt, which cost on board, commissions and all charges 
included, five and a half cents per bushel. 

The custom-house measurers made of it 6,962 bushels of 
fifty-six pounds--duty eight cents per fifty-six pounds, or 
twelve cents per bushel measure, and 120 per cent. on the 
cost. 

This cargo of salt sold at twenty-two cents a bushel, leay- 
ing four and a half cents freight. But for the duty, it would 
have paid the same freight, fd sold at ten cents per bushel. 


Now, t will be seen, in this case,and this fully 
illustrates the whole system, that without this duty, 
this same salt could be sold at ten cents ee bushel, 
with the same profit to the importer. The bill be- 
fore us proposes to fix the duty at 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; this duty of 20 per cent. on this same salt, 
taking its rates at our ports, would be two cents per 
bushel; then you have the salt sold at pore cents 
per bushel, which, under the operation Of. the pres- 
ent tariffact, has to bring twenty-two cents per 
bushel. 

This duty of eight cents per bushel. of fifty-six 
pounds, is a higher duty than we have ever had on 
this article, considering the price of the article at the 
time the other duties have been laid, as compared 
with the present price of salt. This duty is more 
than 100 per cent. on the average kind of salt 
imported into this country. On the alum salt, 
without which salted provisions cannot be cured. 
for long keeping, or for exportation, this duty 
is outrageous and oppressive, and is felt more se- 
verely by. the western agriculturists than by 
any. other portion of the country, from the 
heavy pork packer to the citizen who only uses 
the oedinary quantity for family purposes, stock, 
&c. The price of the sun-made salt has been de- 
clining so rapidly for a number of years past, that 


‘itis not at all improķable that, in a short time, the 


cost of it will be nothing more than the labor of 
gathering it up, after itis made by the rays of the 
sun. The people of the West Indies, and all the 
countries of that latitude, and even including the 
population of the whole of the Mediterranean coasts, 
would be glad to exchange this article of life for our 
immense surplus provisions of the West, Re- 
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move the heavy duty from this article of universal 
necessity, and it will enter into the western con- 
sumption from the lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; 
and by the competition, bring the price of the Kana- 
wha and other salts down to a just comparative value. 
Comparing the cost of its production with the great ar- 
ticles of prime necessity, wheat, corn, pork, and the 
like. We of the West recollect something of the 
game played at the Kanawha salt works, some, years 
ago, when a few gentlemen of wealth (monopolists) 
were allowed to purchase out other small cap- 
italists, who were engaged. in making salt, and 
actually did cover over’ some of these wells, 
and refused to run them, knowing that they could 
make more by running fewer wells having the mo- 
nopoly in their own hands; and thousands of us in 
the West had the extreme pleasure of paying from 
$1 00 to $1 50 per bushel for this necessary of life. 
Gentlemen made fortunes. ‘‘Protection” by such a 
tariff law as this, is a question that comes home to 
every man inthe West. Are you willing to give 
100 per cent.to this interest in this country, and 
thereby deprive. yourselves, to the same extent, of 
selling something abroad? ‘Will any name, however 
beautiful it may be, whether called “Amèrican sys- 
tem,” protecting American industry, or anything else, 
induce you to say that this duty of 100 per cent. is 
right? or will you say, with me, that 20 per cent. is 
ample, as the tax that should be imposed upon this 
article, a proper and legitimate revenue duty? And 
I cannot here omit to use the remarks of a gentle- 
man who is well acquainted with this subject, the 
conductor of one of the leading papers of the day. 
His first remarks precede the publication of a cor- 
respondent who had some acquaintance with this 
subject; and when taken to task for his language, 
made the reply that precedes his correspondent’s pub- 
lication: 


Sarr.--Of all the wrongs of the protective policy, there 
are none greater than those exercised towards salt. Salt is 
an article of as universal necessity as fuel, and almost as 
much as water orair, God knew this would be the case, 
and he made it as plenty as itwould be necessary. Heavy 
rock salt is created without labor in the West Indies, A 
glowing sun forms it in the salt lakes, and along the streams 
which flow from the salt springs, in exhaustless quantities. 
The poor people of these places have nothing else to ex- 
change for provisions and other necessaries of life; and they 
are glad to bring the salt, and deliver it on board our ves- 
sels, at a very moderate compensation for the labor alone; 
and in payment, they ask only for provisions. Here is a 
business altogether of American industry, Onr farmers 
raise the produce; our small vessels carry it out, and return 
with cargoes of salt. ‘This salt, made at Gods manufac- 
tory, is the best in the world. Men cannot, or, at most, 
have not, equalled it. ft is of indispensable necessity in 
preserving the quantities of provisions in our country, as 
bountiful as the supply of salt at Anguilla, Why not get 
our supplies at God’s manufactory, and accept the boon he 
oifers to us. “H is too good and too cheap,” say our politi- 
cal economists; and so they get a kettle, and go to salt 
making, and call this protecting American industry. Such 
declarations are but adding insult to injury. The salt duty 
is an cnormous wrong to the great West; and we hope the 
intelligent yoomanty, who are so unreasonably oppressed 
by it, will throw it off with the indignation which it merits. 
We give below a well-written article, by a gentleman prace 
tically acquainted with all its details: 

Doty on Savt.—Messrs. Editors: Amongst the articles on 
which our representatives in the last Congress thought 
proper to levy ahenvy tax, is that of salt, but for what 
special purpose I am not aware. 

The nominal duty on salt ls 8 cents per bushel, but the 
real duty paid on any foreign coarse salt far exceeds this, 
as 36 lbs. is deemed and taken to be a bushel, while the salt 
really weighs from 70 to 90 Ibs. to the measured bushel; by 
which it is invariably bought and sold. The cost of the 
heaviest and best article of foreign salt, at the place where 
obtained, docs not ¢ 110 cents per measured bushel, and 
is olten bought for le Thus, instead of paying 8 cents, it 
really pays 14 cents, or nearly 150 per cent.—and the light- 
est and poorest article, supposing it to cost the same price 
abroad as the best, pays at least J00 per cent. 

It isestimated that not less then fifteen millions of hogs 
were slaughtered in the United es in 1843. Of this nun- 
ber probably twelves millions were salted—requiring on an 
average half a bushel of salt—m ng an aggregate of six 
millions of bush OF the quantity ofbeef staughtered for 
packing in the same year, it may be safely assumed that at 
Jeast two millions of bushels were used for curing beef— 
maxing the total quantity ofsalt used for curing beefand pork 
in one year, eight million of bushels, In this city, (N. York,) 
during the last three years, ther ve been inspected and 
repacked with foreign salt, over 500,000 barrels of beci and 
pork; and itisa fair mate that there have come to this 
city during the same period at least 80,000 bbls. of beef and 
pork inspected inthe river counties of this State and packed 
with the same kind of salt. 

Provisions packed with ordinary domestic salt suffer 
a depreciation in value “not only in foreign butin our own 
markets. Js it not astonishing, thén, that men can be found 
whe will advocate a policy so directly injurious to one of 
the most important branches of the industry of the country, 
and in fact to all interests. 

We have olten endeavored to show that the great and 
good Being who created all things, and with all the laws 
which should govern them, bad diversified the products of 
the earth so as to make the highest amount of human enjoy- 
paent to cepend on universal trade; that he had done this for 


the purpose of creating and perpetuating the free intercourse 
of his creatures; that, for the regulation of this intercourse, 
he had established 2 code of laws, shaped, like all his other 
laws, to promote the highest happiness of his whole fami- 
ly; and that it is therefore not only bad policy, but rebellion 
against God, to resist these laws. He has made air: is it not 
a crime for one portion of men to combine and prevent ano- 
ther portion from breathing it? He has made water: have 
we not all a right to drink it?) He has made fuel: and who 
shall prevént us from being warm, and call it good policy? 
He has made salt: and when men combine to prevent their 
fellow men from going to God's depositories for supplies, 
they rebel against God, as wellas wrong their fellow men. 
It is with sentiments such as these—not in irreverence, but 
in gratitude—that we speak of God’s manufactory. When 
you see vats built, and kettles boiling, and producing an im- 
perfect result, whose manufactory is that? When you see 
the salt spring bursting from the side of the hill and fiowing 
along to the valley, while the clear and burning sun evap- 
orates the water, and leaves rock salt in massy deposites all 
along its course, of a quality which no art can equal, whose’ 
manufactory is that? This is our Father’s manufactory, and 
all his children are invited by Him to go to it for supplies. 
lt is daring impiety to interrupt those who come. If it is 
impiety |to recognise the goodness of Godin his wide pro- 
vision for our wants, then we have been guilty of impiety. 

{t has been rwmored—and I do not know but what 
it is entitled to be called something stronger than 
mere rumor—that if this bill passes, and becomes 
the law of the land, a large number of manufactur- 
ing establishments will instantly cease operations; 
and by that means hundreds, perhaps thousands, 
of hands turned out of employment, notwithstand- 
ing numbers of them are now dividing from 10 to 
20 per cent. profit. 

ir, for what is this rumor set afloat? Is is true? 
Are we to witness such a movement by a combina- 
tion of capitalists at this juncture? ` And if so, 
for what reason? Is it to apply the screw that was 
once held by the hands of the capitalist in the form 
ofa bank of the United States? Is this the point 
from which the money power isto exert its ener- 
gies upon the elections of the country, by oppress- 
ing the operatives, and forcing them to yield to the 
demands of averice, and to east their votes in favor 
of monopolists, in order that they may get employ- 
ment? 

I know not what may be the object, but I ask 
again, why this rumor at this juncture? If itis not 
intended to operate on the manufacturing popula- 
lation, are we to understand that itis hoped it may 
alarm the apprehensions of members here? If so, 
I think there is one thing that is better founded than 
on rumor; and that is, there is a strength in this 
House in favor of equal and impartial legislation 
respecting the revenue, that will present the stern- 
ness of the rock to all such influences? 

Sir, I have one remark to make on this subject. 
We should learn lessons of wisdom from the’ past. 
What question in this country has ever been car- 
ried by “panics?” Let the propre once see that 
the capitalists are bringing the power of associated 
wealth to bear upon the elections, and, my word for 
it, you will witness the same uprisings, the same 
burstings forth of indignation from the North to the 
South, from the East to the West, that once swept 
down, with the strength ofa tornado, all opposition 
to the indomitable hero of New Orleans, now the 
philosophic sage ofthe Hermitage, in his struggle 
with the bank of the United States. Sir, I have no 
wish to excite prejudice against the capitalists who 
have embarked their means. in one pursuit or an- 
other; but he who slumbers at his post, when mo- 
ney power may be used to the injury of our insti- 
tutions, or the oppression of the humble classes of 
of citizens, isan unworthy sentinel, recreant to his 
duty, because he is destitute of that unsleeping vigi- 
lance which is essential to public liberty. 

The very fact that such combinations may he 
found, is enough to excite our apprehension. The 
industrious farmer in his field, the humble me- 
chanic in his shop, the honest laborer in his gar- 
den, with us of the West, cannot send up here such 
a rumor; and if he did, necessity would laugh at his 
folly. iNo, sir; the great mass, the laboring mil- 
lions, can form no such combinations; they are 
forced to go on—and on—and on, from week to 
wéek—from month to month—from year to year; 
no time to stop for panics. No, sir; this is with 
the gold-worshipping millionaires alone. Then, sir, it 
imperiously behooves us to look out, and meet the 
first rumor of such a movement, by grepling with 
it, and making the issue between equal and just 
laws, giving to the laborer, in every department of 
life, his equal and just reward, on the one hand, and 
to the capitalist—the monopolist—the same, and 
nothing more, upon the other. 
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The fact that we have in this country a branch of 
business which employe thousands of hands, and 
millions of dollars, dependent upon the law-making 


power—upon exclusive legislation—-should be cal- 
culated to make every man reflect; and that those 
great interests will strive with mighty energy for 

ower, in proportion as their dividends are increased 
hy g overnmental. patronage, is surely enough to 
make every man fear. When the time comes 
(which may a, kind Providence avert) that we have 
incorporated this principle upon’ our institutions— 
viz: that the nation has certain peculiar interests, 
combining labor and capital, depending for success 
alone upon the favor of government, flourishing in 
its smile, withering in its frown—then has all jus- 
tice, all equal rights, left us, and we shall have a 
government of favoritism, and of exclusive privi- 
leges, less to be borne than an iron monarchy itself; 
then the inherent and. inalienable rights of man, as 
man, will no longer be regarded; then those great 
political truths proclaimed by our fathers shall have 
departed from among us forever, and our name will 
stand recorded upon the same page in history with 
that of the unworthy disciple who betrayed the 
“Master that had led him out of darkness into his 
marvellous light.” : 

Mr. Wricurt used various tables during his argu- 
ment, and embraced various other topics and. argu- 
ments not referred to; which will appear ina few 
days, with all the tables referred to. : 

Mr. WHITE observed that he was called upon 
to task the indulgence of the committee in a way 
that he had never been called upon to do before. . It 
had always been his practice in addressing the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, or the House, to confine him- 
self as nearly as he could to the subject under de- 
bate. It would be recollected by the Chair, and by 
the committee, that a party debate sprang up on the - 
bill making appropriations for. the improvement of 
the western waters, which he felt himself imperious- 
ly called upon to take part in. It would be recol- 
lected that he endeavored to obtain the floor to en- 
gage in that debate as a matter of self-defence, but he 
was appealed to by various members of the commit- 
tee to refrain, and not to delay the bill by a discus- 
sion of that nature. When the eastern harbor bill 
came up, he again attempted to address the commit- 
tee, but was again persuaded to forego his intentions 
on that occasion.. He was told that when the tariff 
hill came up, there would be a. debate of a general 
nature, and he would then be indulged in making 
the remarks he contemplated. 

It would be recollected that, when the army bill 
came up, he rose.and addressed the chair, and ac- 
cording to strict justice, the floor ought to have been 
awarded to him; but it was given to another gentle- 
man, and in ten minutes a resolution was offered to 
terminate the debate, which passed the next morning 
by the votes of those who had assured him that 
when a general bill came up he should be indulged. 
He did notnow complain of this, nor to cast censure 
upon any gentleman, though he thought he had 
been treated unkindly. He only mentioned these 
circumstances as a reason why, on a bill affecting 
the interests of the whole Union, he could no longer 
repress the impulse to make the remarks he intend- 
ed. With these remarks he hoped he should be in- 
dulged in going on with whatever he had to say, 
not only of a general but of a particular character. 
Tt was not his intention to speak with unnecessary 
harshness or severity of any one; for, if ever there 
was a time when charity appealed to him to forbear 
from touching the feelings of his political o ponents, 
itwas now. He would say to them tha: they were 
adoomed party. Believing that the party opposed 
to him was doomed, -and that their fate was written 
on the wall in indelible characters, no part of his 
remaria would display a vindictive feeling towards 
them. 

The old adage that “he whom the gods intend to 
destroy, they first made mad,” was never more forci- 
bly illustrated in the tide of time, than by the pre- 
sent dominant party during the present session of 
Congress. Every act of that party proved it. He 
recapitulated some of the prominent measures of the 
democratic party. The revival of the sub-treasury, 
the repeal of the distribution act, the destruction of 
the glorious tariff act of 1842, and others, were taken 
in review; and he averred that they would be the 
winding sheet of the democratic party—a winding 
sheet self-prepared; for the people were ready with 
an overwhelming voice to speak the doom of that 
party. 

Having made these general remarks, he felt called 
upon, and it was with great reluctance that he did it; 
it was to him the most unwelcome task that was 
ever imposed upon him: would to God that the cup 
might pass from him! but he felt it to be his duty to 


review a document which had the name attached of 
-the chairman of this committee, [Mr. Horxrns,] and 
one of his colleagues. He (Mr. W.) would do it 
‘with decorum; but it would be necessary that he 
should do it-with firmness. He found in a letter 
written by his colleague, [Mr. Lins Bovn,] ad- 


‘dressed to the chairman of this committee [Mr. _ 


Hoprxmys,] and his colleague, [Mr. Cores,} a charge 
made against a distinguished fellow-citizen of his— 
a charge whiçh, if true, would not only unfit that 
distinguished man for the highest office in the gift of 
the people, but should drive him into disgrace from 
among his fellow-men. This charge was made ina 
letter published in the Richmond Enquirer, of the 
State of Virginia; and published a few days before 
the time when it was known that the distinguished 
man therein alluded to would enter that State; 
and it was : published also just before an 
election in that State, which it was known 
would take place on Thursday next. These 
charges were also made before not only the 
people of that State, but the people of this Union, 
at a time when it might be supposed all rancor of 
party feeling would be excited; at such ‘a time this 
firebrand was thrown amongst the people,. and 
these old charges were renewed with a degree of 
malignity, of tact, and of effort, which was calcula- 
ted to deceive and defraud the public mind, and 
mislead the people. But he would show that there 
was no ground whereon to rest this often con- 
demned slander, and he would undertake to do that 
which it was very difficult to do in any court of 
justice. He would not only undertake to disprove 
every allegation and insinuation of the charge of 
“bargain and sale,” but he would establish a nega- 
tive, and show the innocence of him who had been 
assailed by the odious charge which, 15 or 16 years 
ago, was made from one end of the Union to the 
other, He would go further: he would not only 
show the innocence of that distinguished man, but 
he would do it out of the mouth of his enemies. 
He first would ask attention to an extract from the 
letter to which he first alluded, [Mr. Bovp’s.] 

He then read the extract alluded to, which he 
said made the specific charge of which he had spo- 
ken, and? then said, if there wasa letter in ex- 
istence to substantiate the charge, as intimated in 
that letter, he should like to know where it was. 

In Mr. Boyd’s letter the following paragraph oc- 
curs in relation to this subject: 

In the developments of 1927 and 1928, the rumor was 
traced directly to a letter or letters, written early in Janu- 
ary by Mr. Clay himself to some of his friends in Kentueky, 
not, perhaps, using the very words, but certainly conveying 
the idea, 

Mr. BOYD replied, but was very indistinctly 
heard. He was understood to say that there was 
such a letter, and it had been exhibited. It was in 
the hands of Mr. Clay’s friends, but no permission 
had. been given to publish it. He(Mr. B.) believed 
it never was published. The contents were pub- 
lished by those who saw it, from memory, with the 
declaration attached that it was substantially true, 
if not the very words. But there was no doubt the 
letter was stillin existence; and he would suggest 
that they should unite in a search for it, or in an 
inquiry from Mr. Clay, or any other person con- 
cerned. : 

Mr. WHITE continued. He said his colleague 
had made a charge, and he desired to see the proof 
by which it was sustained. He (Mr. W.) never 
would make a charge against any one which he 
could not sustain by proof produced. He never 
would make a charge*by referring to testimony 
which he could not bring forward. / 

Mr. BOYD asked the gentleman from Kentucky 
if he would deny the truth of the facts. 

Mr. WHITE replied that he had never heard of 
such a letter until he had seen it mentioned in the 
communication of his colleague. 

Mr. BOYD remarked that the 
Kentucky could not have exercised 
ance then. od X : 

Mr. WHITE asserted positively his belief that 
such a letter could not be found anywhere, either in 
‘public archives, or in private and individual .posses- 
sion. 

Mr. BOYD repeated that it was believed that such 
a letter did exist; he would not pretend to quote its 
language, but it was to this effect: “our friends here 
are inclined to go for Mr. Adams, believing that our 
prospects with him will be better served.” The lan- 
guage was of that character. He not pretend to say 
that the language was, “if Mr. Adams.is the Pres- 
ident, Mr. Clay will be the Secretary;” but that his 


entleman from 
is usual vigil- 
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future propects would be promoted by it. Some 
such letter he (Mr. Born) was satisfied was written. 

Mr. WHITE must say to his colleague that he 
should still doubt until the letter was produced. In 
his judgment, there was no evidence giver to show 
that such a letter was written; and he now chal- 
lenged his colleague and the world tò produce such 
a letter. And further, he would take: the responsi- 
bility of saying that if Mr. Clay was called upon, 
he would deny its existence. His colleague, however, 
had made certain allegations, and it devolved upon 
him to make the inquiry. 

He would now call the-attention of his colleague 
and of the House to some testimony in this case, in 
relation to the assumed bargain and sale. It would 
be recollected. that this charge was first made on this 
floor by a member of this House, and at the time 
when Mr. Clay was the Speaker of this House. 
Conscious of his innocence—for so that man Was, as 
when he came from the hands of his God—Mr. Clay 
challenged investigation of all the facts and cir- 
cumstances. The ignorant old man who was set 
forth to make the accusation, thought that he 
would be sustained; but Mr. Clay demanded an 
investigation: acommittee was appointed; the charge 
was preferred; and the individual who made it was 
called upon to attend before the committee, by its 
chairman, to sustain the charge, and the record 
showed that he had failed ‘to attend. There was 
nota word of evidence introduced to sustain the 
charge; and the committee reported the innocence of 
Mr. Clay. And now, with the leave of the Chair, 
he would send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, an 
extract from a letter of the distinguished editor, who 
had so recently published the revived story, written 
at the period alluded to. 

The Clerk read an extract froma letter written by 
Mr. Ritchie, of the date of February 10, 1825. 

Mr. WHITE continued. Thus it would be seen 
that Mr. Ritchie, with all the facts before him, ad- 
mitted that Mr. Clay was innocent of the charge; 
and yet that old veteran slanderer, though then sat- 
isfied of Mr. Clay’s innocence, had now repeated 
and revived this slandcrous accusation. 

He then caused to be read by the Clérk extracts 
from a letter written by Mr. Benton, of the date of 
December 27, 1827. lsọ, an extract from a letter 
written by Mr. Buchanan, -for Mr. Clay’s justifi- 
cation. He next caused to be read an extract from 
a letter, written before his death, by Mr. Carter 
Beverley, who first made the chargé. The letter 
was written in 1842—Mr. Carter Beverley having 
lived long enough to see his error, and the proprie- 
ty of doing Mr. Clay justice. 

This was the first publication of the charge, but 
it did not end there. He found it copied into the 
official organ of the. government, published in this 
ciy and commented upon in the following words: 
“True, O King!” Taking an expression from holy 
writ to sanctify the vilest slander that was ever ut- 
tered. 

Mr. W. here read from a letter written by Mr. 
Tyler, in reference to the same subject, and exoner- 
atng Mr. Clay. Here (said Mr. W.)is the lan- 
guage of the present chief magistrate, whose organ 
1s repeating the charge. 

Mr. W. read an extract from a letter written by 
General Lafayette. 

He also referred to a speech made by the honora- 
ble J. Q. Apams during a late western tour, of 
which he read a portion. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON rose and said, before the gen- 
tleman concluded he desired to furnish him an addi- 
tional proof. 


Mr. WHITE declined to yield the floor, having l 


but a few momentsof his hour left; but proceeded 
to the examination of another charge, viz: that Mr. 


< Clay had, in a speech made by him, used the expres- 


sion, “if gentlemen will not let us have black slaves, 
we must have white ones.” 


[The following is the evidence that Mr. Jounsox wished 
Mr. Wire to read, being an extract of a letter from the 
Hon. John Bell to.a committee of citizens of Nashville, da- 
ted Sept. 17, 1827: 


“Influenced by these considerations, I reiterate that my 
opinions of the present administration are in accerdance 
with what I believe to be those of the great body of the re- 
publicans of the United States.’ 1 have seen the highest and 
most important office in the government filled by means 
and under circumstances affording all the evidences of a 
coalition formed upon the basis of mutual benefits to be re- 
ceived and conferred, independently of any controverted 
point in the details, that the government can ever expect 
the light of, in any combination that has been or may he en- 
tered into, to defeat the will ofthe people. Ambitious and 
aspiring politicians Who have great characters to sustain, 
and sense enough to guard against the common blunders 
of the less practised adepts ‘inthe arts of intrigue and man- 


agement in forming coalitions, will ‘hut ‘seldom: expose 
themselves to the danger of detection from “positive. proof. 
It is not, therefore, in my view, of so much importance to 
consider whether a possibility of innocence can be. admitted 
sin favor of the parties implicated, as to determine whether 
the presumption to the coutrary is not so great inthe pres- 
ent instance that their continuance would be incompatible 
with the safety and well-being of our political institutions. 

‘Believing, as I do, that we may calculate the duration of 
our eee happy form of government, by the degrees 
of jealousy which shall be manifested from time to time in 
guarding the purity of elections; I could have but one 
opinion upon this subject. I have seen those in possession 
of power thus obtained, urge doctrines at war with great 
principles, claiming exclusive powers, which were intended 
to be co-ordinate, and inculeating the doctrine that the rep- 
resentative should not be trammelled by the will of his con- 


stituents. Professing, as I do, to ke governed by those prin- 


ciples of republicanism peculiar to our country, 1 could not 
conscientiously give my support to an administration which. 
openly avows doctrines subversive of the first principles. of 
the government, and arrogates to itself powers so contrary 
to what has heretofore been our practice. In these objec. 
tions I am persuaded may be found sufficient reasons for my 
opposition to the administration; but there are others of too 
much importance to be passed over in silence.”] ~ 

Mr. W.’s hour having expired, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE desired the gentleman from Ohio 
toallow him a few moments, that he might con- 
clude what he had tosay. 

Mr. HENLEY said he hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky would be permitted to proceed. He 
would move, if it werein order to do so, ‘that the 
rules be suspended, so as to enable the gentleman 
to proceed. . 

he CHAIRMAN observed that he did not 
think it would be in order—there being a particular 
rule limiting the duration of each gentleman's 
speech; and the gentleman from Ohio having ob- 
tained the floor in the regular order of debate, it 
would be an infringementupon this privileges to sus- 
pend that rule. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL aid, let those who 
moved the hour rule abide by it. 

Mr. WHITE rose and insisted that the. question 
should be put upon suspending the rules, to enable 
him to proceed. a 

Mr. RATHBUN called the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to order. The chairman (he said) had already 
declared the motion to be out of order. i 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF claimed his right to the 
foai and was proceeding to address the House, 
when af AS 

Mr. ANDREW KENNEDY appealed to the 
gentleman from Ohio to permit him a moment in re- 
lation to the remark of the gentleman from Kena 
tucky as to a certificate to which he had alluded, 
signed by members of this House, relative to what 
Mr. Rich of Vermont said, in his speech in 1820, 
on the Missouri question, imputed as the language 
of Mr. Clay, on the subject of black and white 
slavery. Mr. K. said he was one of the members 
of this House who had signed said certificate. Mr. 
K. understood the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Write] to dispute the correctness of that certificate. 
Now, Mr. K. wished to say that that certificate was 
strictly true, as appeared from the files of the libra- 
ry of this House. This much he wished to say 
now, and here, where and when its truth was first 
disputed; and I challenge any man (said Mr. K.) to 
the investigation of the record. 

Mr. RATHBUN said its; truth could be proved 
all over the House. , 

Mr. WHITE made some reply, which’did not 
reach the reporter’s ear. 

Mr. RATHBUN approached the place where 
Mr. Warre was standing; and other members at the 
moment rose, intercepting the reporter’s view. A’ 
good deal of confusion ensued. A general rush 
was made by member towards the spot,'where, as 
the reporter is informed, blows were interchanged 
between Messrs. Rarueun and Wuirs. 

The committee, by simultaneous acclamation rose. 

The CHAIRMAN left the chair, and the Speaker 
was called thereto. 

The SPEAKER called upon gentlemen to restore 


order. 

Mr. STEENROD said he hoped gentlemen who 
refused to resume their seats would be called upon 
by their names to do so. 

Order being in some degree restored, 

' Mr. HOPKINS (the chairman) reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
having under consideration the bill for the modifica» 
tion of the existing tariff laws, was progressing with 
its consideration, when an. occurrence of disorder 
and of personal altercation took place upon the foor 
of the House. In the midst of the confusion, ‘he 
had been called upon to vacate the chair, that it 
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might be oceùpied bythe Speaker; and it became 


his duty to mäke the communication which he had 
now made. The gentlemen; hè added, between 
whom the altercation occurred, were Messrs. RATH- 
bux and Waite. : : . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE presumed that the proper 
course would be to direct the Sergeant-at-arms to 
take the two offending members into custody, in or- 
der that they may answer at the bar of the House, 
and make such excuses as they think proper.. He 
merely threw out this as a suggestion, in case no 
other more suitable course should be proposed. He 
was actuated. by no unkind feelings towards the 
two gentlemen, and no other motive but to preserve 
the order and defend the dignity of the House. 

The SPEAKER. - Does the gentleman submit 
that proposition? 

Mr BROMGOOLE said he did, unless some 
gentleman suggested a better course. He presumed 
that every gentleman would see the necessity of do- 
ing something to preserve the order and dignity of 
the House. ` 

Mr. HARDIN observed, that, not being an old 
member of the House, he could not speak from ex- 
perience in this body; but he believed the former 
practice of the House was to appoint a committee, 
and let them designate the course that ought to be 
pursued. He was satisfied that the two members 
implicated had. acted under a sudden excitement, 
and both of them regretted what had taken place. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL referred to the resolu- 
tion offered by himself in the case of Messrs. Wise 
and Stanly, and suggested that a resolution some- 
shat similar should now be adopted. 

Mr. WHITE observed that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DromeoorLe} was 
without a precedent in the history of that House, 
There never had been a day, there never had been 
an hour, in which any member on that floor had 
ever risen and addressed the Speaker, and asked 
him to order one of his peers to the bar of the 
House. He recollected occurrence after occurrence, 
similar to the one of to-day, taking place in that hall, 
and no motion like the present was to be found on 

the journals, nor had any period arisen in the histo- 
ry of the legislation of this country, when an 
unfortunate occurrence of this kind had happened, 
that a member had moved to degrade his Elow? 
members by a proposition to take him into custody. 
Sir, said Mr. W., you recollect an occurrence of 
amuch more disorderly character than this, and 
you recollect how it was treated. What would be 
the effect, if the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 

inia (Mr. Dromeoorr] prevailed? and what would 

e the reflection upon the members who were 
charged with being delinquents? Without its being 
known whether they were innocent or guilty, with- 
out its being ascertained whether the member from 
New York [Mr. Rarusun] or himself were the 
most culpable, a member rises in his place and makes 
a motion which is to inflict dishonor upon them. 
What did the motion imply? Why, that the mem- 
ber from New York and himself would leave the 
House and flee from justice, unless they were taken 
into custody. Whatever might have been done by 
the gentleman from New York and himself, he did 
not believe that either would shrink from any in- 
vestigation the House might please to make; and he 
would tell the member from Virginia that neither he 
nor that officer could keep him at the bar of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER remarked that several proposi- 
tions had been submitted, which had been consider- 
ed merely as suggestions, 

Mr. ADAMS obtained the floor; but yielded it to 

Mr. SAUNDERS, who observed that he held in his 
hand the volume ofthe journal containing the pro- 
ceedings on the occasion of the rencontre between 
Messrs. Stanly and Wise. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, he would offer 
the same resolution that was offered on that occa- 
sion, and in the same words, merely substituting the 
names of Messrs. Ratupen and Wurrr for those of 
Messrs. Wise and STANLY. 

Mr, ADAMS proposed to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Dromeoo¥] to withdraw his propo- 
sition, in order that the one of the gentleman from 
North Carolina might be substituted. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, with the permission of the 
gentleman, would make a brief explanation. He 
had conceived it necessary for the House to do 
something for the preservation of its own dignity 
and order, which hat just been violated; and on the 
first impulse, he had proposed to take the members 
implicated into easton: He assured the gentlemen 
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that, in making this proposition, it was not his in- 
tention to degrade them; but his object was to bring 
them to the bar of the House, that they might sub- 
mit themselves to its. authority, that the House 
might hear. their excuses, atid that they might 
pledge themselves that the quarrel should go no far- 
ther. This he only threw out as a suggestion. Mr. 
D. here quoted a case which occurred in the British 
Parliament, and the rule given in the Manual on this 
subject. His whole object, he said, was not to de- 
grade he gentlemen, but to bring them before the 
House. e had no objection to their rising in their 
places, and: making their excuses to the House, and 
giving the proper pledge. But he held that it was 
the duty of the House that they should be required 
to acknowledge the authority of the House, and 
pledge themselves that the quarrel should proceed no 
farther. He had no knowledge of the quarrel, nor 
any participation in it. He had witnessed it with 
regret, not only on account of the character of the 
gentlemen concerned, but on account of its effect on 
onr national character. What had happened on 
former occasions was no excuse or extenuation for 
the gentlemen. He spoke out of no personal un- 
kindness to them; but he must say that their con- 
duct was deserving of censure. All he wanted was, 
that the gentlemen should make their submission to 
the authority of the House, and to have their assu- 
rance that the matter between them shouid be at an 
end. 

Mr. SAUNDERS read from the journal of -the 
House the proceedings in the case of Messrs. Wise 
and Stanly, and proposed the following resolution, 
being the same that was adopted on that occasion: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members be 
appointed to inquire into the circumstances of the rencontre 


between Messrs. Rarneacn and Wuirr, members of this 
Honse, and that they report the facts to the House. 


Mr. S. said that the appointment of a committee 
of inquiry was the most proper course to be pur- 
sued. If one of the gentlemen should be ascertain- 
ed to be in the wrong, he should be censured; if both 
were in the wrong, both should be censured. But 
the House could not know which was wrong, until 
the facts were investigated. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his motion, so as 
to give way to that of Mr. Saunpgrs, and offered, 
as an amendment to it, the following: 

+ And, in the mean time, the two members be required to 


make submission to the House, and pledge themselyes that 
the quarrel shall proceed no further. 


Mr. HARDIN had no doubt but both the gentle- 
men regretted that the occurrence had taken place; 
and he did not believe it was necessary to take any 
course to prevent the quarrel from proceeding far- 
ther, for he was satisfied that it would stop here. 
The best way to preserve the dignity of the House 
was not to act on the matter now in the excitement 
that had been caused by it, but to put it off till the 
House had time to get calm. He approved the 
course pointed out by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and hoped it would be adopted. 

Mr. CHAPMAN referred, as a precedent, to the 
proceedings of the House on the occasion of a sim- 
ilar rencontre between Messrs. Bell and Turney, 
then members of the House, and recommended that 
the same course be pursued now. Mr. C. read the 
proceedings, in which it appeared that Messrs. Bell 
and Turney were declared to have violated the priv- 
ileges of the House, and were required to make an 
apology. He thought it due to the character of the 
House, both at home and abroad, and due to the 
character of the gentlemen themselves, that they 
should be required to make a suitableapology. He 
thought both the gentlemen would agree that such a 
course would not be caleulated to degrade them, 
but was dueto their own reputations, as well as to 
the dignity of the House. 

Mr. STEENROD had no objection to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Saunpers,] nor to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeooxe;] but the resolution 
did not go far enough. Fie understood that one of 
the officers of the House had been shot at and 
wounded by an individual whose name he did not 
know, and some order should be taken in regard to 
that matter. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON informed the gentleman that 
he had a separate resolution which he should offer 
on that subject as soon as the present case was dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made some remark which 
conversation in the hall prevented the reporter from 
hearing. i 

Mr. BARNARD observed that he approved of 


_ He admitted it was proper that the 


` the resolution, so far as it contemplated the-appoint- 


ment of à committee; and he supposed there would 
be no difference of opinion in regard to its adoption, 

He went on to say that there was an eminent pro- . 

riety in the gentlemen making an apology to the 

ouse; but he would leave it to their own sense of 
propriety to do it, if they chose to take that course, 
and it would be for the House to judge of that as 
a part of the entire case when it should be brought 
before them by a report of a committee. 

He however desired here to say that, so far as 
those gentlemen were concerned, he bélieved ‘there 
was no. excuse. He made some other observations, 
which were almost unaudible, and then expressed 
the hope that the resolution for the appointment of 
a committee would be pased. 

Mr. CLINGMAN hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. it was proposed to appoint a commit- 
tee to inquire into the conduct of the gentlemen, and 
yet they were required to apologize, and thus to 
admit that they were in error; for apology implied 
guilt. He knew nowhere that this was done on 
this earth; but it was said that, in the infernal re- 
gions, punishment was inflicted first, and trial came 
afterwards: he hoped no gentleman on this floor 
would require such a course to be pursued here. 
ouse should 
take some steps to express its sense of such disor- 
ders which he deeply regretted. The House should 
have an investigation, and of either the one or both 
the gentlemen were wrong, the House should pun- 
ish the wrong doer. 

Mr. CHAPMAN said he was not familiar with 
the infernal regions, of which the gentleman from 
North Carolina had spoken, and therefore he did not 
know what its practice was; but the gentleman had 
misapprehended the purport of his amendment, and 
he wished to set him right. Whatever might be 
said, no one could attempt to justify scenes of disor- 
der on this floor; and however much either gentle- 
man felt himself justified in his course towards the 
other, neither one nor the other could justify such 
conduct towards the House. He oniy asked the 
gentlemen to do what he was sure they were both 
ready to do—express regret to the House for the vi- 
olation of its order. 

Mr. WHITE intimated his wish that the gentle- 
man from Alabama should withdraw his amend- 
ment; for he could not state what he desired to state 
while it was pending. 

Mr. CHAPMAN would willingly withdraw it, if 
it was an obstacle in the way of any explanation. 
He accordingly withdrew 1t. : 

After a few words from Mr. WINTHROP, 

Mr. WHITE asked if there was any question 
pending, except the report of the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole. If gentlemen would 
withdraw their propositions, he would make a few 
remarks. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE desired to throw no impedi- 
menin the way; and therefore, at the solicitation 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, he would with- 
draw his proposition. 

Mr. WHITE then said, before he proceeded, he 
would call the attention of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dromeooxg] to an expression which he 
had used, and which he (Mr. Wuirr) regretted. It 
wasan observation which he trusted would be re- 
called. Without one word of explanation—without 
any examination to fix the guilt on his shoulders, 
or the shoulders of the gentleman from New York, 
or to determine whether there was guilt at all, 
which could alone be shown by a development of 
all the facts, the gentleman from Virginia had em- 
phatically denounced them both to the House, and 
to the nation, asdeserving the severestcensure. If 
this was the mode of determining the guilt or inno- 
cence of parties, he thought there must soon be an 
end of this commonwealth. The vilest criminal in 
the land was entitled to the benefit of the principle 
by which he was treated as innocent until his guilt 
was proved. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did not pretend to 
recollect the precise terms in which he had ex- 
pressed himself: but if he had not so expressed 
himself before, he would now say that it was suffi- 
cient for him to perceive that the rules of the House 
had been violated, that there had been great disorder 
anda breach of the peace in the presence of the 
House, and that the scene which they had witnessed 
was of itself a disorder which required the notice of 
the House. His proposition was not one of cen- 
sure; he had expressly stated that he did not ask the 
House to censure the gentlemen. He didnot. know 
which was most in fault; but he knew this, that 


in the presence of. the House. . 

Mr. WHITE was glad the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had qualified his remarks, but still he took ex- 
ception. to. them. He proceeded to make other re- 
marks, at some length, but he was very imperfectly 
heard. He was understood to contend that censure 

- should not be visited on either himself or the gen- 
tleman from. New York, without an investigation 
. into the facts and circumstances of the case. He 
also expressed his regret that such a scene had oc- 
curred, but said he could not be provoked into any 
assertion of his innocence, or any accusation of the 
gentleman from New York. ‘Whether either or 
both were guilty, or neither, he sincerely regretted 
#he occurrence, for the House would participate in 

? the disgrace. 

Mr. RATHBUN remarked that he was a young 
member on this floor; he knew but little, by expe- 
rience, of the business of legislation having com- 
menced, for the first time in his life, business of this 
kind at the present session; and perhaps, owing to 
that fact, he was more likely to become éxcited, and 

_ was more liable to err, than those who had been long 
accustomed to seats on this floor. That he had 
erred, whatever might be his excuse, and whatever 
his justification, he was not disposed to deny. He 
knew it was due to the. character of this House, it 
was due to the country, if he had been ever so much 
wronged, and respect for its dignity would’ prompt 
him to make a proper submission. And he regret- 
ted exceedingly that a moment’s reflection had not 
been permitted (might he not say) to each of them. 
‘Though he said this, it must not be supposed that 
he intended to impute any thing wrong to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, or to attempt any justifica- 
tion of himself. He left the whole matier, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky had left it, to be investi- 

ated in the proper form—by a committee; and it 
at were found that the whole fault was his, he was 
ready to submit to the judgment and the action of 

.the House. To say that he regretted the occurrence 
as inflicting, in some degree, upon his fellow mem- 
bers in that House an indignity, was not to express 
the full extent of his regret. He regretted it on ac- 
gount of his constituents. They were a peaceable and 
quiet people, and it would givet hem pain to be inform- 
ed that, in anything which occurred in that House, the 

conduct of their representative had not conformed 
to their disposition. But what had been done could 
not be recalled. He desired that a committee 
should be appointed, and that an investigation 
should be had; and that the blame, if any, should 
fall where it properly belonged. It might be deemed 
that an apology was due from him to the House, as 
he had been guilty of what looked certainly more 
like fighting to-day, than he ever had been before in 

-his life, or; as he hoped, ever would be again. He 
was, like other men, subject to passion, and it was 
often more hasty than he could wish. He would 
add, moreover, that he never treasured hate. 
Whatever may. have occurred was occasioned 
by the exritement of the moment, and that 
being passed, he regretted the occurrence. He 
might say he regretted it more than any circumstance 
of his life; but, inasmuch as it could not be recalled, 
he was willing to submit the whole matter to the 
judgment of the House, and abide by what the 
House should thereupon determine. 

Mr. WHITE said, after what had fallen from the 
gentleman from New York, he was ready to re- 
spond to the gentleman inequal terms of concilia- 
tion. He had no desire to be considered’ guilty of 
harboring feelings of animosity. Ile frankly ten- 
dered the gentleman his hand. 

Messrs. Wurrr atid Rarasun here shook hands, 
amidst the general acclamation of the House. : 

Mr. HARDIN. moved that the various proposi- 
tions in relation to this matter be laid upon the table. 
That proposition being withdrawn, however, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON rose and said, he trusted the 
reconciliation between the parties would be satis- 
factory to the House; and he proposed, in lieu of the 
proposition before them, that the Judiciary Com- 
mitte be instructed to report a bill to prevent, in 
future, the occurrence of scenes of violence upon this 
floor. 

Mr. HOLMES said it was his good or bad for- 
tune to have been absent from the House during 
the enactment of the late disgraceful scene. He 
conceived it to be his solemn duty, however, with- 
out any respect to persons—a duty which he owed 
to his constituents, and to the country—to move 
the resolution which he would now send to the 
Clerk’s table. 


had. been a -breach of the peace and of order } 


‘Mr. H. sent u 
Messrs. Rarusuw and Wuire be expelled from 
that House. i 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution was 


not in order. 


Mr. CHAPPELL said, like the gentleman from 
South Carolina, it had been his good or bad fortune 
not to be a witness of the deplorable scene which 
had occurred, and which could not fail to bring dis- 


credit upon the House and the country., He could. 


not consent that the matter should, be abandoned in 
this way. Where would be the dignity of the 


. House, if such a course were to be pursued? He 


hoped an investigation would be had, and the. proper 
censure bestowed where it was merited. 

Mr. WHITE said he did not object to the resolu- 
tion of. the gentleman from North Carolina, and 
hoped no political friend of his would interpose any 


obstacle to its passage. The gentleman was no po-. 


litical friend of his; but on this occasion, as on others, 
he had manifested that magnanimity and high sense 
of honor which had always characterized him. All 
that he had done on this occasion challenged his 
highest respect. He was willing, if it was the pleasure 
of the House, that the fullest investigation should 
be had, and he hoped that his friend from Georgia 
would withdraw his motion to lay the subject on the 
table. Fiat justitia, ruat cælum. 

Mr. HOLMES made some remarks, which were 
heard too indistinctly, owing to the position he took 
in the hall, to be reported with accuracy. He was 
understood to repeat his deep regret at the unhappy 
occurrence which had been witnessed that morning 
in the hall, and to express the opinion that it was 
due to the reputation and dignity of the House 
that justice should be done without being influenced 
by any considerations on account of the individuals 
concerned. In illustration, he referred to the case of 
Titus Manlius, son of the Roman Consul, who, in 
returning victorious with the spoils of the enemy 
hehad vanquished, was put to death by his own 
father for disobeying his orders. Mr. H. thought 
that there were scarcely any circumstances that 
could justify the conduct of the two members, and 
that they deserved the severest censure of the 
House. 

Mr. DICKINSON thought the matter had been 
settled to the satisfaction of the House and the two 
gentlemen concerned, and that it ought now 
to beended. If the dignity of the House wasto be 
preserved, it must be done when there was a better 
temper than seemed to cxist at present. He would 
therefore propose that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped the House would not 
now adjourn. There was another breach of deco- 
rum which the House ought to take noticé of. He 
understood that, at the door of the House, a police 
officer had been shot down by a person unknown to 
him, who was shooting at a member of the House. 
Some order should be taken in regard to this matter. 
He did not pretend to point out what course should 
be pursued. Perhaps the House might determine 
to turn the criminal over to the courts of justice; or 
it might act upon the matter itself. He understood 
the individual was in custody. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that the unfortunate individ- 
ual who had been taken into custody was a con- 
stituent of his, a very respectable man, and the son 
of a revolutionary officer. He had been in this city 
for some time, prosecuting a claim for the half pay 
due his father. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had a resolution on the 
subject, 

Mr. G. DAVIS said he would not detain the 
House. Hc had only one remark to make, and that 
was, it was due to the individual that his case 
should not be prejudged. He supposed that a com- 
mittee would. be appointed, and that they would 
inquire into this case. To this he had no objec- 
tons. 

Mr. ELMER was of opinion that they owed it 
to the dignity and reputation of the House to adopt 
the resolution of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. The House had been frequently involved in 
occurrences of this kind, and it was time that some- 
thing was done to prevent a recurrence of such 
scenes. . The gentlemen [Messrs. Rarusun and 
Warre] had both expressed their regret at what 
had taken place; but stillthere was something dueto 
the dignity of the national legislature, which had 
been violated on this occasion, and the matter should 
be investigated, and then the House should deliber- 
ate what order should be taken in the premises. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that, when he was 
last up, he was under the impression that the reso- 

A : 


p a resolution to the effect that 


Mr. THOMPSON 
ment to the amendment. He thought it was abso- 
lutely necessary. that there should be an investiga- 
tion, as contemplated by the resolution; and hé pro- 
posed to.extend it to another occurrence, in which 
the order of the House had been violated. Since he 
had the honor of being a member of that House, he 
had witnessed two or three similar occurrences; and 
he thought he had never seen one in which there 
was so much disorder and so much difficulty in re- 
storing order as the present occasion. Connected 
with this matter, also, was an outrage offered to the 
House by the firing of a pistol at one of its members, 
by which one of the officers was severely wounded. 

e supposed it was the first time that a pistol had 
ever been fired in that hall. The committee should 
also examine into, and report the facts in relation to 
this assault upon an officer of the House; and re- 
port, further, whether there was any connexion be~ 
tween that case and the rencontre between the two 
members. 

There was another circumstance connected with 
this matter which also deserved investigation. ‘We 
should, said he, guard ourselves against the idea go- 
ing abroad that we have armed guards around the 
hall; and that.men are introduced into it with con- 
cealed arms about them; and this, he said, was. the 
ugliest circumstance connected with the affair. That 
two members of the House, in. the sudden excite-. 
ment of feeling, should strike at each other, would 
not create so much surprise, and might admit of 
some palliation; but that an individual admitted into 
the hall should shoot at one of the members——~ 

Mr. G. DAVIS hoped the gentleman would te- 
frain from making any remarks calculated to preju- 
dice the case of the individual. 


Mr. THOMPSON. said that such certainly 
was not his intention. He thought it his duty to 
submit an amendment; and, in doing so, it.was ne~ 
cesssry to explain the circumstances which gave 
rise to it. It would be also necessary for him to 
state that those members were in their places when 
the difficulty took place between them; but that the 
individual who fired the pistol was where he had 
no right to be. That person came within the bar, 
and one of the members told him he had no right- to 
be there: he resisted, and, for putting him out, he 
drew a pistol and fired it at the member. This was 
an outrage which deserved investigation. He did 
not intend to enlarge on this subject, or create any 
prejudices against the individual; but he thought the 
matter deserved investigation. ; 

Mr. T. then offered, as an amendment to the 
amendment, that the committee also inquire and re- 
port to the House the facts connected with the firing 
of a pistol, by which one of its officers was 
wounded. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. BAR- 
NARD and Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. BARNARD said nothing on earth could jus- 
tify the occurrence which they had witnessed. 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman from New 
York if nothing on earth could justify self-defence. 

Mr. BARNARD proceeded with his remarks at 
some length, in a very low tone of voice. 

Mr. STEWART moved the previous question. 

The previous question was sustained by the 
House, and the Speaker stated the question to be 
on the amendment to the amendment, which was 
offered by Mr. THompsox. The amendment to the 
amendment was agreed to, also the amendment 
(Mr. C. Jonxson’s) as amended, and likewise the 
original resolution as amended. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then offered a resolution, to 
the effect that Wm. S. Moore, now in custody ot 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, be imprisoned until the end 
of the present session for contempt. 

Objections were made to the resolution. 

_ Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, so that it should provide that Wm. S, Moore 


proposed. to offer an amend- 
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be detained in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
until the further orders of the House. : 

Mr. PAYNE moved that the prisoner be deliv- 
ered to the civil authorities of the District, to be 
tried on the charge of having fired a'pistol, with the 
supposed intent to kili a member of this House, and 
therewith wounding an officer of this House. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 


PAYNE, PETTIT, W.J. BROWN, BELSER, and | 


some others. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous question; 
which being seconded, and the main question order- 
ed to.be now put, being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Payne, the amendment was negatived. 

The question then recurred upon the original res- 
olution, and it was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE rose and remarked, that, in refer- 
ence to the individual by whom the shot was fired, 
although he was informed that he. was from the State 
of Kentucky, he had no knowledge of the man what- 
ever. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: ’ 

By Mr. REDING: The petition of 53 citizens of Coos 
county, N.H., Pray ing for a reduction in the rates of post- 
age, and an abolition of the franking privilege: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, 
the petitions of Rebecca Demary, Violette Vaughan, Eliza- 
beth Burley, Lydia Colby, Lucy Howe, Elizabeth Currier, 
Phebe Pike, Meriam Swain, Dolly Sanborn, Euni¢e Haines, 
and Hannah Rundlett, for the continuance of their pensions 
from the 4th of March, 1841, to the 4th of March, 1843, and 
from the 4th of March, 1844, during their natural lives: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Horace L. Bow- 
yer, and 118 others, citizens of the States of Ilinois and 
Kentucky, praying the establishment of a post route from 
Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, via Metropolis, Vienna, 
and Marion, to Mount Vernon, in the State of Ilinois; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOYD: A petition for a mail-coach route from 


Paducah, in Kentucky, via Metropolis, Vienna, Marion, and 
Frankfort, to Mount Vernon, in Mlinois. 


IN SENATE. 
Weoyespar, April 24, 1844. 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Thomas 
Herrick, of Maine, praying compensation for carry- 
ing the mail: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. A 

Also, a memorial, signed by Wiliam Emmons, 
and a large number of other persons of the State of 
Maine, setting forth their objections to ‘the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition, signed b 
citizens of Monroe county, New York, setting forth 
the recent injuries to the harbor at the mouth of 
Genesce river, and asking for an appropriation for 
the repair and preservation of the works there: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Townslicnd, Windham county, Vermont, 
against any alteration of the present tariff, and 
against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Finance and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. U. also presented a petition from Sabra Shep- 
ard, praying for the renewal of her pension: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, protesting strongly 
against any change of the existing tariff: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented remonstrances 
from the counties of Queen, Seneca, Oneida, and 
Ontario, New York, against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. T. also presented a memorial from Steuben- 
ville, Ohio, and 15 memorials from different portions 
of the State of New York, against any alteration of 
the present tariff: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a petition from the 
heirs of John Stiley, deceased, praying indemnity 
by the grant of lands in lieu of those which were 
granted him in the northwestern territory, and sub- 
sequently sold by the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. M. presented a memorial from citizens of 
Cuyahoga county, Ohio, remonstrating against,the 
ratification of any treaty for the annexation of Texas 
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to the United States: referred to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations. 


Mr. SEMPLE 
citizens of Ilinois, praying for the establishment of 
a national armory at old Fort Massac in that State: 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. ATHERTON presented additional evidence 
in support of the claims .of the heirs of Major 
Thomas Maguire; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and the adverse report of that 


| committee, heretofore made on the bill from the 


House upon the subject, was recommitted to the 
same committee. 

Mr. WALKER presented the proceedings of 
a large meeting held at the court-house in the city of 
Philadelphia, on Monday, the 22d April, in favor of 
the annexation of Texas; which were read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings ofa 
public meeting, held in Bainbridge, Geauga county, 
Ohio, without distinction of party, in opposition to 
the annexation of Texas to the Union; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
and, on motion by Mr. T., all the memorials he 
had heretofore presented on this subject were taken 
from the table and committed to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, presented a petition from citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, asking Congress to take such measures 
to open the communication between Lake Superior 
and Lake Huron as will be most for the interest of 
the commerce of the West: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill from the House making appropria- 
tions for certain improvements in the Territory of 
Towa, and it was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 


. Affairs, to which was referred the petition of George 


Griffith for the renewal of the pension of Mrs. 
Green, moved ‘that that committee be discharged 
from its further consideration, on the ground that 
the principles of the petition had been embraced in 
a general report. The committee was discharged, 
and the report accompanying the motion for dis- 
charge was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRANCIS presented the protest and declara- 
tion of the State of Rhode Island against any inter- 
ference by Congress with the internal government 
and constitution of that State. In this protest they 
assert that, under the charter form of government 
under which they have always lived, until the adop- 
tion of the present constitution, they joined with 
the other States in the war of the revolution, as an 
independent and sovereign State; that, as such, and 
under the same government, they joined the confed- 
eration in 1778, by which their freedom and inde- 
pendence were solemnly guarantied to them; that, 
under the same form of government, then recog- 
nised as republican, they became one of the United 
States, and received a guaranty of protection against 
invasion and domestic violence. They state thata 
memorial has been sent to Congress, and, presented 
in one branch thereof, requesting Congress to inter- 
fere and subvert the present constitution of that 
State. They protest against the right of Congress 
now to inquire whether the late charter form of gov- 
ernment of that State was republican, after it had 
been so long recognised as such; and also against 
the right of Congress to inquire into the question 
whether the present constitution of Rhode Island is 
the lawful one, the same having been decided so to 
be by the people of that State, and being republican 
in its form; and against any interference whatever in 
their internal concerns by this government, as tend- 
ing to encourage a spirit of discontent, and excite 
insurrection and rebellion. The protest was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to ask the senator from 
Rhode Island whether it was his intention to call up 
hereafter the papers just presented and laid on the 
table, with a view to their reference, or any other ac- 
tion upon them. 

Mr. FRANCIS replied in the negative. 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, ask leave to introduce a bill to establish the 
national armory for the West at Fort Massac, Illi- 
nois, 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE AND ABATEMENT 
OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the bill to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the 


presented a memorial from 316. 


abuse of the franking privilege, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenue of the Post Office De- 
partment, was taken up, as printed with the amend- 
ments heretofore adopted. i 

The CHAIR stated that the pending question was, 
on motion of the senator from Virginia, [Mr. Ar- 
CHER, ] to strike out all after the 4th line,in the 8th sec- 
tion and insert after the words, “That each member 
of the Senate, each member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and each delegate from a Territory of the 
United States,” the words, “Shall be authorized to 
frank and receive hereafter, letters in manuscript, 
notfexceeding one-half ounce in weight each.” 

Mr. SIMMONS objected that the amendment, 
without intending it, would have the effect of cutting 
off the privilege of receiving communications ex- 
ceeding half an ounce in weight—a privilege contin- 
ued by another part of the bill authorizing the ex- 
cess of weight to be charged to the contingent fund, 
when it appeared that the communication was on 
congressional business. He suggested the propri- 
ety of some modification to avoid this effect. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that it was not his in- 
tention that his amendment should have the effect 
objected to by the senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was very sorry his friend 
from Virginia had introduced this amendment at 
all. Ifthe cheap postage system was to established, 
the whole principle should be carried out; and that 
it was impossible to carry out as long as the frank- 
ing privilege, as it now exists, was retained to any 
considerable extent, such as this amendment would 
involve. He would rather confer upon members of 
Congress the privilege of franking their own speech- 
es or printed matter, than the power of franking let- 
ters at all, during the recess of Congress, on their 
own private affairs. This he considered a personal 
privilege .which placed members of Congress on a 
footing different from that of other citizens. It was 
one he could not vote for after denying it to post- 
masters. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would conform to the 
proposition of the senator from Rhode Island, by 
varying his motion soas to retain the 8th section, 
and add to ita proviso, that each member of the 
Senate, each member of the House, and each dele- 
gate of a Territory, may be authorized to frank and 
receive letters in manuscript, not exceeding half an 
ounce each in weight, during the recess of Gon- 
gress, i 

Mr. MERRICK reiterated his arguments against 
any amendment proposing to extend the franking 

rivilege beyond the modified form presented in the 

ill as now printed. He sincerely hoped the amend- 
mentiwould not prevail. 

Mr. WRIGHT understood the proposition of the 
Senator from Virginia now to be, to leave the bill 
as itis, and adda proviso extending the franking 
privilege of members of Congress to the recess. 

The CHAIR observed that it was understood the 
Senator from Virginia intended, though not yet so 
expressed, that his motion to amend was to be ex- 
tended to the 9th section. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that, if his present 
amendment prevailed, he would follow itup by a 
motion to strike out the 9th section, which would 
then be unnecessary. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that he yesterday un- 
derstood the object of the Senator from Virginia 
to be, to change the plan of furnishing free stamps 
to members, into a privilege of franking and receiv- 
ing letters not exceeding half an ounce in weight, 
during the session of Congréss. Now it extends the 
privilege to the recess, leaving the free-cover plan 
still in force for.the session of Congress. He should 
very much prefer the motion made by the senator 
yesterday. j 

Here an informal discussion arose, in which it 
was pointed out.that the vbjections could be removed 
by further amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he felt embarrassed, in be- 
ing called upon to vote for the amendment, sepa- 
rated from the question of striking.out the 9th sec- 
tion, the one being contingent on the other. 

After a short debate on this point, Mr. ARCHER 
said, if the senator from North Carolina would of- 
fer the modification he desired, he (Mr. A.) would 
accept it. 

Mr. MERRICK raised a point of order, the Sen- 
ate having already refused to strike out the ninth 
section. 

The CHAIR decided that the former motion hava 
ing been simply one to strike out, and the present 


motion.being one to, strike out and insert, the latter 
was a new proposition, and consequently in order. 

Mr. SI ONS made a few observations not dis- 
tinctly heard, but understood to be in relation to 
the advantage which would result from removing 
the objections so strongly urged against the abuses 
of the franking privilege. 
. Mr. MERRICK further urged the necessity 
of members yielding up their personal. privileges 
for the general good. 

Mr. SIMMONS said the operation of theamend- 
ment would not be such as the chairman of the 
Post Office Committee imagined. 

Mr. ARCHER accepted the proposition of the 
senator from North Carolina, to strike out the ninth 
section.’ His amendment, in substance, would 
amount to merely changing the proposed modifica- 
tion of the franking privilege—that of substituting 
free covers with regard to letters sent, and the re- 
ceipt of communications, by reinstating. the frank- 
ing privilege as it now exists, merely limiting it to 
the franking and free receipt. of manuscript letters 
not exceeding half an ounce in weight. Mr. A. 
showed that this would be a just and proper mode 
of preserving a great public privilege, and at the 
same time so limiting it that it could not affect the 
revenue of the department injuriously. 

‘The CHAIR then stated the question pending to 


be on striking out the ninth section, and inserting | 


at the end of the eighth section the proviso moved 
by the senator from Virginia; on which the yeas 
and nays had been called for and ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Simmons] would now perceive what was 
the end of all his calculations. The 9th section had 
to be stricken out. The senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Merrick] had given notice that the word 
“sent”? was to be inserted in the 8th section, after 
the word “received.” As-to the franking privilege, 
it was to be restored entirely to its present state, 
with this single exception—that during the recess of 
Congress, members should have the right to frank 
and receive manuscript letters and documents, not 
exceeding half an ounce in weight. At present, the 
right extended to two ounces. Now the whole 
change in the question was, whether members of 
Congress should pass this bill, reserving to them- 
selves the franking privilege entirely as it now ex- 
existed, with the single exception that they franked 
manuscript letters during the recess, weighing two 
ounces, under the present regulation, but were 
limited by this amendment to letters weighing half 
an ounce. The Sehate was now to decide the ques- 
tion; for it was the great point whether the country 
was to have a cheap postage system on correct 
principles, or not. : 

He desired to ask this question. Had there been 
a single application made to the Flouse of Represent- 
atives or the Senate, that did not complain of the 
abuse of the franking privilege? They had received 
resolutions from eight States, and petitions and me- 
morials from thousands and tens of thousands of 
the people. The majority of these asked, not for 
the abatement of the privilege, but for its entire abo- 
lition. , 

It was reduced by this bill, so far as it concerned 
public documents sent by either House of Congress; 
it was reduced, so far as regarded the receiv- 
ing of them; and, for thirty days before and 
thirty days after the session, a member had the 
privilege of sending, by stamp, five letters a day to 
his constituents. The proposition now before the 
Senate was to restore that right without any dimi- 
nution whatever, except in regard to the reduction 
of weight from two ounces to half an ounce, during 
the recess of Congress. As to the printed matter, 
there could be sent, under the amendment proposed 
by the senator from Virginia, all that had ever been 
sent during the whole session, and for thirty days 
before and after. The senator from Virginia had 
agreed to accept that modification as a part of his 
system, which system was to restore the present 
franking privilege. Could it be possible that the 
Senate of the United States, after all it had done, 
was about to pursue that course? The franking 

rivilege had been abused, and it was abused, even 
by the best in either body. 'They could not avoid 
doing it. Was there a senator present who did not 
receive letters under cover to himself, directed to 
some person in this city? It was the only abuse of 
the franking privilege he had ever himself commit- 
ted. He had received such letters frequently; and 
he generally delivered them to the persons to whom 
they were directed. He had often written to his 
correspondents and requested them not to do it any 
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more. He had never franked letters for a gentle- 
man; but, when a lady made such arequest of him, 
he had not the heart to refuse her. In the year 
1840, he had found franks in this city at the pub- 
lic hotels, to almost any number; and, as the sena- 
tor from Maryland (Mr. Merrick] said, the 
principals of schools had called upon members of 
Congress, and obtained from them bundles of franks, 
for the purpose of avoiding postage in these insti- 
tutions. He believed the country had become con- 
vinced that this franking privilege had been most 
grossly abused. A 

He was not opposed to retaining this privilege, 
so far as it was made a means of convenience in 
transmitting papers and documents, of public im- 
portance, in preference to the private letters of mem- 

ers; but he did not like the proposed system of 
doing this by stamps any more than the senator 
from Virginia. He would rather they should be 
stricken outaltogether; but he believed the majority 
of the Senate thought otherwise. As to the forging 
of stamps, there was no danger of that. The 
whole-system in England was carried on by stamps; 
the penny-post was carried on by stamps; and the 
government took care that they should. be so exe- 
cuted that they could not be forged. 

While this bill regulated the franking privilege, 
and gave to members of Congress all the privilege 
they desired, to receive letters free of postage 
during the session, and to send five letters a day to 
their constituents, it removed all that suspicion from 
the public mind which now attached itself to those 
who enjoyed the privilege. That suspicion did. ex- 
ist in the publie mind, might be seen from the nu- 
merous memorials presented here from day to day. 
Should members then hold to this privilege acide 
minished, with the grasp of fate? Many a day 
passed over his head, at home, during which he did 
not write a single letter; and the franks to be given 
him during the session of Congress would not cover 
one-half the letters that he was obliged to write. 
Still he wanted to be free from all suspicion—from 
all imputation. If the franking priyileze was re- 
stored, it would not be so very small a thing as the 
senator from Rhode Island seemed to imagine. It 
was a loss to the Post Office Department of $60,000 
ayear. According to the estimate in October, it 
was only 430,000; but double the amount of letters 
were franked during the session of Congress that 
were franked during the recess. Therefore, the 
calculation made in October could not be relied upon 
as a criterion. 

For his own part, he considered this an important 
principle; and he hoped the Senate would persist in 
adhering to its former determinations, e would 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. SEVIER understood that this bill, from the be- 
ginning, was urged through against the well-known 
hostility of the Postmaster General. It not only 
proposed to cut down the postage against his sense 
of what was due to the department, but to cut down 
the franking privilege against the sense of those 
who enjoy it for the benefit of their constituents; for 
he maintained that the privilege as it exists should 
be retained, because it was an important privilege 
of the people. He poinied out where the abuses of 
the franking privilege were to be found, and how 
they should be remedied. He also pointed out the 
evils that would be inflicted on such new countries 
as that of his State, by the operation of a bill which 
must result in suppressing the non-paying mail 
routes, 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted—yeas 17, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Clayton, Colquitt, 
Evans, Foster, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Johnson, 
Mangnm, Rives, Sempic, Sevier, Simmons, White, and 
Woodbridge—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Bayard, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, 
Fairfield, Fulton, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mec- 
Duftie, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Porter, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Upham, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—26. 

Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the bill, by 


adding an additional section, as follows: 


Sec. 21, And be it further enacted, That all causes of 
action arising under this act, may be sued,and all offences 
against this act may be prosecuted, before any circuit or 
district court of the United States, or of the District of 
Columbia, or ofthe Territories of the United States. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS suggested that, according the bill, 
the allowance of free stamps to members would be 
subject to great inequality. Members living ata 
short distance would, by the pro rata allowance, get 
twice as many free covers as members living at a 


great distance. For instance: members whose con- 
stituents were only thirty miles off, would get twen- 
ty-five covers a piece per day, which he and all other 
members from a distance would get but. five per 
day. He thought the number to each member 
ought to be the same. ` er 

Mr. MERRICK said the bill proposed ‘five free 
covers per day at the highest rate of postage; ‘or an 
equivalent number of those at lower rates. He did 
not see any possible plan of making the number and 
rate equal to all menberi. Pi E 
. Mr. EVANS said that, as he understood the bill, 
it was to give five stamps,’ at the highest rate, 
(fifteen cents,) to each member, or seventy-five 
cents’ worth per day; that is, seven and -a half 
at ten cents, fifteen at five cents, or twenty-five at 
three cents. 

_ Mr. MERRICK wished to know what proposi- 
tion could be made that would equalize the matter. 

M. EVANS moved to amend the 9th section, by 
striking out the pro rata choice, and making it five 
stamps per day to each member, to pass free 
through the mail to any part of the United States. 

Mr. HAYWOOD ‘objected to this system of 
transferring $31,000 worth of privilege into $49,000 
worth of stamps, at seventy-five cents apiece, 
which may be converted into money by any one so 
disposed. He calculated that, between. the long 
and short sessions, the average of a six months’ 
annual session might be taken, and computing the 
stamps to every member of Congress, and the offi- 
cers of the two Houses, at seventy-five cents per 
day for these six months, the whole amount would 
not fall short of what he had estimatad—g49,000. 

He pointed out the inequality of the. operation of 
the proposed plan, both as regards the population of. 
the respective States, and as regards the number of 
senators for each State, compared with the number 
of representatives who are to receive these free 
stamps. He had made calculations as to the effects 
of this bill on the revenue of the department; and he 
found that if the number of letters continued the 
same as now, the loss by reduction of the rateg 
would be $1,606,000, out ofan income of $3,500,000 
—almost a loss of 50, per cent. It would take the 
following rates of increase to save the depertment 
from loss, viz: on three-cent letters 100 per cent.; on 
five-cent letters 110 per cent.; on ten-cent letters 75 
per cent.; and on the longest distances, and fifteen- 
cent postaxe, 66 per cent. He pointed out the falla- 
cy of basing the expectations of increased revenue 
from reductions of postage, on calculations ‘of the 
number of letters to be anticipated from a given 
population, and proved that, by the very amend- 
ments adopted in the several clauses of the bill ag it 
now stood, the means of making up for deficiencies 
in income by reduction of postage, had been divert- 
ed from that object, thereby rendering it inevitable 
that there shall be a deficit chargeable on the treas- 
ury. He contrasted the penny-post system of Eng- 
land with the proposed plan here, with a view of 
showing that, although the benefits of that system 
are anticipated, not one of its leading features has 
been adhered to. In England the rate is made uni- 
form at one penny. Here there are to be four dif- 
ferent rates; there the rate is by weight; here it is 
compound; there everything passing through the 
mail is to pay; here the franking privilege is retain- 
ed; there the government is to pay (like individuals) 
the postage on ail government letters; here the gov- 
ernment communications go free, &c. He showed 
that no calculattons could be fairly made on compar- 
isons of population; for Ireland, with eight millions 
of people, had, under the penny-post system, only 
as many letters as Scotland, with only two and a 
half millions of people. The population of Ireland—. 
half that of England and Wales—had but one-eighth 
the number of letters; and’ Scotland also but one- 
eighth the letters of England and Wales. He en- 
tered at large into a comparative statement, of much 
statistical detail, showing that the principles upon 
which the English penny-post system was founded 
are wholly inapplicable to this country. 

Mr. MERRICK was satisfied that the Senate 
was very eager to hear speeches on this bill, but he 
would spare them the infliction of a speech of his in 
reply the senator from North Carolina, and allow 
his remarks to go for what they were worth. He 
should merely make one correction; it was, that, on 
members’ franks, instead of their being an augmen- 
tation of expense, according to this bill, there would 
be a saving of $100,000 a year! 

The question was then taken on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, by yeas and nays, and resulted——yeag 
40, nays 1, as follows: 


. Fulton, Haywood, 


i ‘VEAS—Mesers. 


rcher, Atchison, Atherton, 
“Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, 
, Fairfield, Foster, Francis, 
son, Huger, Huntington, Jarna- 


Barrow, Bénton, É 
Crittenden, Dayton; 


a. 
a 


. gin, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Por- 


ter, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 


"Tappan, -Upham, Walker,- Woodbridge, Woodbury, and 
o > 


Wright—4 

NAY--Mr. Merrick—1. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

- Mr. EVANS then moved amendments necessary 
to make the bill conform with the amendment just 
adopted. 

hey were adopted. 
Mr. BUCHANAN asked the senator from Maine 
if his amendments made. any other alteration than 
that.of making the number of stamps to each mem- 


., ber of Congress equal. 


Mr. EVANS said that was the sole effect of the 


. alterations. 


No other amendments being offered, the question 
was on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 


reading; upan which question the yeas and nays 


were called for, and being ordered, resulted—yeas 


29, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.. Allen, Atherton, Bayard, Buchanan, 


' Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fartield, Fran- 


cis, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, Upham, Walker, White, Woodbridge, Woodbury, 
and Wright—29. . A 

NAYS—Messrs, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Brecse, 
Colquitt,. Foster, Fulton, Haywood, Huger, McDuttie, 
Mangum, Semple, and Sevier—14. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed a wish that the Senate 
would intimate, in some way or other, when it 
would be most agreeable to resume the discussion 
of the tariff question. It was all the same to 
him when it should be the pleasure of the Senate to 
hear him—to-morrow would answer; he was desi- 
rousa day should be fixed, but had no disposition 
to interfere with other business. 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the senator from New 
Jersey would consent to let the motion lie over till 
Monday. It was desirable that the post-office bill, 
and some other business, should get through this 
week. 

Mr. MILLER hoped his colleague would assent 
to the postponement. While up, he would move 
to make the bill for rechartering the banks of the 
District of Columbia the special order for Friday. 

The motion was adopted; and 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wennrspay, April 24, 1844. 

The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY hoped the gentleman from 
Ohio would withdraw that motion, that he might 
have the opportunity to correct a report, published 
in oneof the city papers, (the Intelligencer.) 

_ Mr. WHITE said he rose toa privileged ques- 
tion. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY remarked that his was a 
privileged question likewise. 

Mr, WHITE said, for the first time in his life— 
and he wished the reporters at both desks to take 
down every word he uttered—he felt called upon to 
notice a paragraph which appeared in one of the city 


pepers: l 
r. C. JOHNSON rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER simultaneously remarked to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that his explanation 
could only be made with general consent. 

Objections were made in several parts of the 
House. 

Mr. P. KING said it certainly could not be desi- 
rable to revive, on this floor, a discussion of the 
occurrences of yesterday, nor to open the door to 
anything that might lead to altercation. That whole 
subject had been referred to a committee, by whom 
the facts would be ascertained and reported to the 
House; and this matter should await the report of 
that committee. He trusted the House would re- 
fuse to suspend the rules at this time, to take up 
that matter, or anything connected with it. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the gentleman 
from Kentucky wished to correct a misreport of 
any ee his remarks. 

x. WHITE replied that that, to which he wish- 
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ed to call the attention of the House was in what 
purported to be a report of what had occurred in 
this House, but not in the usual current reports. 

The SPEAKER again said the gentleman could 
only be heard by general consent. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY repeated the expression of 
his desire to correct a misrepresentation of himself. 

Mr. WHITE said he had no doubt the House 
would hear the gentleman from Indiana and himself 
too. Such had been the course hitherto pursued. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked the gentleman from 
Kentucky if the editor of the paper alluded to had 
refused him the privilege of inserting a correction or 
explanation. 

Mr. WHITE was understood to say that he had 
made no such request. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON insisted on the question 
being taken on the motion to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE said this had always been consider- 
ed a privileged question. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS hoped the gentleman from 
Kentucky would be allowed to explain. 

The SPEAKER reiterated the decision, that it 
could only be done by general.consent of the House. 

Mr. WHITE appealed to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Werter) to withdraw his motion, that 
that obstacle might be removed. 


Mr. WELLER said if he was to come into the 


House to explain all that the newspapers said’ of 
him, he should often do it, and should consume 
much time. If, however, the gentleman had a per- 
sonal explanation to make, he (Mr. W.) would not 
persist in his motion; for he had no disposition to 
prevent the gentleman making a personal explana- 
tion. He therefore withdrew his motion. 

Mr. WHITE then inquired if there was any ob- 
jection to his explanation. 

Mr. ELMER objected. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS moved a suspension of the 
rules, to give the gentleman from Kentucky an op- 
portunity to proceed with his explanation. 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion, with the observation that he wished to 
record his vote against such a motion. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY rose to’ a question of order. 
He rose first, and desired permission to make an 
explanation; and he wished to know how it was 
that the motion in relation to the gentleman from 
Kentucky took precedence. 

The SPEAKER explained. 

Mr. KENNEDY remarked that he could make 
his explanation by a simple paragraph. 

Mr. COBB suggested to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. E. J. Morris] to make his mo- 
tion applicable both to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Wurre] and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. A. Kennepy.] 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS assented; and the motion 
was so amended. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules; and being taken, resulted 
thus—ayes 98, nays 64. 

So the rules were not suspended—two-thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabam, when his name 
was called, said that he had always regretted the 
practice of this House of indulging members in ex- 
plaining or correcting newspaper reports and para- 
graphs. The present, he thought, was a fit occasion 
to correct the error, without just cause of suspicion 
of unworthy motives, as the application embraced 
a member of each of the political parties. He there- 
fore voted against a suspension of the rules. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. WELLER then renewed his motion to go 
mto Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which was agreed to, and the committee 
took up the “bill "to modify and amend the act en- 
titled ‘an act to provide revenue from imports, and 
to change and modify existing laws imposing duties 
on imports, and for other purposes,’ approved 13th 
August, 1842.” 

The CHAIRMAN stated the pending question; 
and announced that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Brinkernorr] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF observed that a kind 
of fatality seemed to attend all attemps on his part to 
secure an opportunity to address the House. It 
would be recollected, that when a debate sprung up 
concerning the reference of a portion of the Pres- 
ident’s message, at the commencement of the ses- 


sion, he was prevented from participating in’ that 
debate, by a sudden and severe indisposition; and on 
yesterday, his remarks were arrested’ by the occur- 
rence of a scene, such as he had never before wit- 
nessed, and. such as he hoped he never would 
again—one which he would gladly blot out from the 
history of this Congress. It was not for him, a oung 
man and a young member, to lecture that ouse, 
if he should be so disposed; but he trusted he might 
be permitted to say, that much of the violence and 
heat which manifested itself there, arose from the 
habit which prevailed of speaking upon every other 
subject except the one especially under considera- 
tion. It wasa practice which he did not admire, and 
one which he did not intend to imitate. 

He would endeavor to confine himself strictly to 
the bill under consideration. It would be remem- 
bered that, in the debate to which he had alluded, 
that sprung up in the early part of the session in 
reference to this subject, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Barwarn] contended that it was in vain 
to look to Great Britain for a market for our sur- 
plus productions; and ventured the prediction that, 
in five years, Great Britain would become an ex- 
porter of agricultural productions. He (Mr. B.) 
on that occasion, in reply to the gentleman, had pro- 
ceeded to show that the tariff established by the 
British Parliament in 1815, was based upor the 
position that unless by legislation the prices of - 
breadstuffs were kept up to 80 shillings sterling the 
quarter, much of the cultivable land would have to be 
abandoned. He further proceeded to show that, 
in consequence of the reduction of prices which had 
occurred in Great Britain in consequence of the re- 
sumption of specie payments by the Bank of England, 
the English corn laws were remodelled in 1832, on 
the assumption that it was still necessary to keep 
up the price of grain to seventy shillings, or else 
an abandonment of the cultivation of much land in 
the kingdom must ensue; and it was a fact that 
such occurrences were not unknown. Great Britain 
had been a very large importer of grain from this 
country; and, under such circumstances, how could 
it be possible that she should ever become the rival 
of this country in the production of grain? 

He took the position that it was impossible’ to 
build up a home market in this country for our sur- 
plus agricultural productions. It could not be done. 

Mr. B. refuted the argument so often used, that a 
protective tariff furnished a consumption for the 
agricultural products of the country. He showed 
the small number of manufacturers’ and mechanics 
in comparison with the whole population of the 
country; and, deducting from these the shipwrights, 
bricklayers, carpenters, cabinet makers in the inte- 
rior, and other mechanics, who could in no way be 
benefited by a protective tariff, the number of son- 
sumers of agricultural products was too trifling to 
be computed. He argued that, until this govern- 
ment could build up an adequate home market— 
which could not be done for centuries—it would be 
of no value to the farmer, for the prices of the home 
market would be governed by the prices abroad. 
But a protective tariff, so far from furnishing a 
home market, to a great extent, prevented a foreign 
one; because, by prohibiting importations, exports 
were also diminished, because foreign nations would 
not buy our productions unless they could make re- 
turns in theirs. The absurd argument that a high 
tariff made lew prices had been so ably refuted by 
other gentlemen, that he would not touch on that 
point. There was one fact, however, in illustration, 
which came within his own knowledge, that was so 
apt to the purpose, that he could not refrain from 
mentioning it. The citizens of his neighborhood 
ware now engaged in the construction of a railroad 
from the town he lived in to the lakes, for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the transportation of their prod- 
ucts, Many of the stockholders were good whigs 
and high tariff men, and of course subscribed to 
the doctrine that a high tariff made low prices. 
These gentlemen were petitioning Congress to re- 
duce the duties on their railroad iron, and writing 
to him, urging him to aid them. Now, ifa high 
tarif made low prices, why did not these gentlemen 
petition Congress to raise the duty? In reply toa 
question asked by Mr. Bwracr, Mr. BRINKERHOFF 
said that he did not consider the tariff in the pill 
before them a perfect one: if he had his way, he 
would reduce the duties on sugar and iron; but as 
an alternative between it and the tariff of 1842, he 
would cheerfully take it. He would answer the 
gentleman further. He knew that it had been the 
policy of the country to admit railroad iron duty free, 
and the eastern section of the Union, to a great ex- 


tent had already-been the benefit of it. Now, how- 
ever, that the poor West was seeking to obtain the 
benefits of the same policy, the protective tariff par- 
ty were for discontinuing it. He objected to the 
existing tariff law, not only on account of the high 
duties it levies, but in “consequence of the odious 
discriminations it makes in favor of the rich, and 
against the poor. Now he had taken the trouble to 
make a table, showing the contrast presented by the 
duties imposed on the articles consumed by the rich, 
and those consumed by the poor and middling 
classes.’ Mr. B. read this table to the House, and 
after a few more remarks concluded, at the expiration 
of his hour. 


Mr. WETHERED obtained the floor, and ob- 
served that the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Owen] 
who first spoke on the subject, commenced by say- 
ing that he intended to call things by their right 
names. He intended to follow the gentleman's ex- 
ample, and would therefore call this tariff billa de- 
structive British ‘bill, calculated to destroy the manu- 
facturers and mechanics of the country, break up 
their work-shops, and encourage the manufacturers 
of Great Britain. The gentleman from Indiana, so 
lately the subject of Great Britain, with all his pre- 
delictions for the land of his birth, made an elabo- 
vate speech in favor of this bill; and he had no doubt, 
if the gentleman would take his speech in one hand, 
and the bill in the other, and make his bow to Queen 
Victoria, and kneel down, he would receive in re- 
turn a gentle tap with her sword as a reward for his 
devotion. England always rewarded those who 
promoted her interests; and he had no doubt but the 

entlemen who supported this bill, if they went to 
England, would be made earlsand dukesin reward 
for their services. He had. examined the bill 
through, and every article except sugar and iron, 
was suited with a duty calculated to protect Byjtish 
interests. These two articles were protected in 
order to hold outa bait to the States of Louisiana and 
Pennsylvania. He regretted to-see this discrimina- 
tion. He thought the framers of the bill should 
have acted consistently; and while they were break- 
ing down so many of the important interests of the 
country, they should have broken down all altogeth- 
er. if the bait took, the next Congress, carrying 
out the principles of free trade, would destroy 
these interests in their turn also. Mr. W. then went 
on to examine the various duties on the different 
articles in the bill, for the purpose of showing how, 
in his opinion, domestic manufactures were injured 
by them. 

In the course of his argument he contended for a 
protective system, which he said was necessary to 
every branch of industry. He denied that the pro- 
tective policy had had the effect of increasing the 
price of any article; and he went into some illustra- 
tive statements to support his position. He said 
the hat which he wore cost him $5, and before that 
article was protected, one of the same quality could 
not be obtained ‘for less than $8. But, above all 
things, the country required something like fixed 
and permanent legislation. 

He quoted statistics of manufactures, trade, and 
agriculture, and argued that even the agriculturist 
was greatly benefited by protection. 

We have, said he, within us, all the elements of in- 
dependent existence. We have the raw materials 
for every branch of manufacture in our own coun- 
try—cotton, iron, lead, copper, salt, &c., in abund- 
ance. Why, then, should we send them to a foreign 
country for manufacture? It was impossible for any 
nation to become rich while it exported its raw ma- 
terials, and exchanged them for the manufactures of 
other nations. Were.gentlemen aware that England 
would receive our cotton and pay 75 cents a pound 
for it, and return it to us manufactured and charge 
us $20 a pound? He had the curiosity to weigh a 
pair of stockings made in England, and they weighed 
just one ounce; which, at the price the stockings sold 
at, would bring them up to $20a pound. Where 
had this twenty dollars gone to? It had gone to 
build up the greatness of England. She had her 
agents and her presses amongst us disseminating her 
doctrines; and he was sorry to find among her advo- 
cates, some members on this floor. He was glad, 
thougħ, to find that there was no true-hearted whig 
among them, who was willing to endorse such de- 


structive doctrines. 
Mr. J.P. KENNEDY having next obtained the 


floor, : 
Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman to allow him 

five minutes of his time, in order that he might re- 

ply to so much of the remarks of the gentleman 


` shoet space of time allotted to him. 
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who had just taken his seat {Mr. WerHERED] as 
were personal to himself. i 

Mr. KENNEDY declined givihg up any of the 

t Mr. K. said 
that it was hardly his purpose, on this occasion, to 
makea speech strictly on the subject of the tariff. 
He felt sensible that a question so complicated in 
detail, and so difficult to be illustrated on principle, 
could scarcely be brought within the limits of the 
hour allotted him. He felt the less reluctance in 
passing it over lightly, because the intelligence of 
the country stood in little need of what might be 
Said in regard to it on this floor. Happi- 
ly the discussion of the subject was. perva- 
ding all parts of the country, and the people 
were daily gaining new light in regard to it. There 
was a time when this question was but little debated 
in this country. From the time of the revolution 
up to the time when parties began to array them- 
selves against each other, the general sentiment of 
the couatry was in favor of the policy of building 
up the manufactures of the county. Of late years 
that sentiment was gaining ground in the country. 
He had seen very recently a series of resolutions 
passed ata democratic meeting in Pennsylvania, in 
one of the democratic strongholds of that State, 
defending General Jackson against the charge of be- 
ing an enemy to the American system. He had 
said that the country was. coming back to the re- 
cognitition of this policy; and what had they seen 
here? One of the most significant signs of the times 
was the disposition manifested on the part of the 
majority to suppress discussion. The report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was brought into 
the House, accompanied by a demand for the print- 
ing of 20,000 extra copies, which was ordered by 
the House; but when the minority of the committee 
asded a similar indulgence, there was not only a 
disposition to refuse the extra copies, but a dispo- 
sition to refuse any publication of it whatever. 
What more? When the report of the Committee 
on Manufactures on the subject of the tariff was 
brought in, there was a denial of any publication 
whatever. On a question which occupied every 
forum in the country, filled every mind and heart, 
and involved the deepest interests, that there should 
be a disposition to present only one side of the ar- 
gument, and stifle discussion on the other, was one 
of the most significant signs of the times. He 
asked gentlemen on the other Side, what greater 
folly they could commit, than to throw out such an 
abundance of documents on one side, and yet at- 
tempt to prevent discussion on this, the most inter- 
esting question of the session? Why was it that so 
many documents were printed, when this was re- 
fused? The best report on the tariff side of the 
question was the one that gentlemen had refused to 
publish. What did that imply? Was it not their op- 
ponents’ weakness? He then reminded the House of 
the attempt he had made to get certain memorials pre- 
sented to the House, and printed, in which, how- 
ever, he had failed; and the only course left to him, 
was to lay them silently on the table, where they 
would be unnoticed; for all memorials presented in 
that manner became mere dead papers, and were 
productive of no good. He then proceeded to give 
a little of the history of parties on this tariff matter, 
at the present day, the state of the revenue and re- 
sources of the government, and the relative praise 
or blame to which parties were entitled for the re- 
cent and present state of things. He highly ex- 
tolled the tariff of 1842, and the whig party for its 
adoption. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman to allow him 
five minutes of his time, to enable him to reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Weruerep] which were personal to himself. 

Mr. MORRIS declined. Mr. M. then commenced 
his remarks by referring to the act of 1842, and 
with an inquiry whether it was essential to the great 
interests of the country and the wants of the peo- 
ple, and whether it would have been better to dis- 
pense with it, and let the compromise act continue 
in force. He then went on to make a comparison 
of the impofts and exports, and the receipts and ex- 
penditures, for the four years of Mr. Van Buren’s 
administration; from which he drew the conclusion 
that our imports had exceeded our exports, and the 
balance of trade was against us; that the expendi- 
tures of the government exceeded the receipts into 
the treasury, and that there was a deficit, at the end 
of that four years, of fourteen millions of dollars. 
There was, he said, a large debt contracted—the bal- 
ance of trade was against us—our expenditures ex~ 


ceeded our income—and le was loaded with 

petitions, not only from the manufacturers, but from © 
the merchants, and all the great interests ‘of the | 
country; calling on Congress to interpose, and 
provide some remedial measure to relieve the em- 

arrassments under which not only the government, ° 
but the whole country was laboring. - It was in cone 


Sequence of this state of things that the act of 1849 © 


was passed. .Now, he was aware that the gentle- | 
men of the South contended that, in passing the 
compromise act, there was a pledge that it should 
be permenent; but it must be remembered: that it 
was a pledge made by one Congress, which had no’, 
right to bind its successors. When the Congress of 
1842 met, and found that there was debt contracted}: 
that the interests of the country were prostrated; ` 
and that, under the existing state of things, there ` 
was no prospect of relief, it was a wise act in them ` 
to destroy the compromise act. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to make an estimate of 
the reductions of duty that would take place under 
the bill before the House, and its effects on the dif- 
ferent branches of manufactures. í 

He spoke particularly of the iron interests, more ` 
especially of railroad iron, and glanced generally at 
the provisions of the bill of 1842, adding that the 
protective system was common to every civilized 
country on the face of the globe. 

Mr. W. HUNT obtained the floor; but gave way, ` 
at his request, to Mr. Owen, to enable him to’ make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. OWEN said: I have been anxious to obtain 
the floor, in reply to the personalities of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr Weruerep,] because, if 
such trifles are to be replied to at all, it is better it 
should be at once; they are not worth sleeping over. 

I ever regret when a discussion degenerates into 
such irrelevancies. ‘They can add nothing to an ar- 
gument. What matters it whether I be (as the gen- 
tleman has truly said I am) a foreigner born, or 
whether he be (as he is) a manufacturer? - How 
shall it influence the queen in discussion, whether 
I have “British predilections,” or he “manufacture ` 
ing predilections?” Shall we sit in judgment on 
each other’s secret motives? That ‘belongs to a 
higher tribunal than ours. ‘That he should attribute 
to me foreign feelings, or I to him mercenary. inten- 
tions, would be equally unparliamentary, irrelevant, 
and unfair. o 

The gentleman spoke of me as one “so lately a 
subject of Great Britain.” I don’t know what the 
gentleman. understands by “lately.” Eighteen 
years ago (then just entering on manhood) I left 
the British monarchy, and came to these shores. If 
that was a crime, it was one that has often been 
committed by the wisest and best. It was the crime 
of the pilgrim fathers. The gentleman’s own ances- 
tors—he is not of Indian birth, I presume, sir—(laugh- 
ter) and if he be not, his own ancestors committed it. 
Eighteen years ago, I came to make my home in 
this republic. Eighteen years ago, I settled in the 
West; then almost the frontier West, and kindly and 
indulgently did my adopted State receive me, and 
well do I love her for it. Eighteen years ago, I re- 
nounced allegiance to every sovereign upon earth, 
save one—a free people. ‘That is my offence! That 
is the extent of my crime! ; 

But the gentleman from Maryland takes exception 
to it, that l a naturalized citizen only, should have 
opened sucha debate as this. Sir, when I look 
around this hall, I see two portraits; and but two," 
adorning its walls. The one, that of the father of 
his country; an American truly by birth; an Amer- 
ican far more by the noble principles he cherished, 
by the glorious deeds that have made his name the 
first—the brightest—on the page of human history ! 
The other—ay ! sir, whose is the other? Let the 
gentleman from Maryland answer me, whose por- 
trait is the other? A European’s; an aristocrats, if 
to be born among.an aristocracy makes a man one 
of themselves; a subject of a European king; one 
bred up in the very atmosphere of a court. 
What does his portrait there? Would it not 
be well for the gentleman, the first day that res- 
olutions are in order, to introduce one for the 
purpose of taking down—of snatching from 
its station there—the portrait of that man; of 
the good, the wise, the great, the venerated Lafayette; 
of him whom this nation delighted to honor; of him 
who, when he sought these shores, was received by 
America as never nation, till then, received a man?. 
IFI, because I am foreign born, be unworthy to 
open such a discussion as this, that portrait is un- 
worthy to look upon it. Yet what sacrilegious 
hand dare pluck it thence? i 
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Sorry am I, sir, to. récognise this bastard spirit of 
native Americanism here. [know that it has had 
its brief hour in New York; but I did not know that 
it was to find its advocate, its partisan, in a member 
of this House. Unworthy, sir—utterly unworthy 
is that narrow and illiberal spirit to find a represent- 
ative in any legislative hody—least of all, on the 
floor of the Congress of America. America is the 
land—not of one class, one tribe, one people—a 
home, not for those only to whom favoring fortune 
has granted birth within its borders. The world 
claims birthright in America! The world admits 
America’s own claim to be “‘the land of the free and 
the home of the brave.” The free claim this for 
their country; the brave claim it for their country; 
I—foreign-born though I be—I rightfully claim it 
for my country. It is mine by free selection, by 
deliberate preference; the gentleman’s by accident 
only. And now I am wiling judgment shall go, 
and the decision be made which of us has the best 
of it. 

Mr. WETHERED said that there was this dif- 
ference between the gentleman and the portrait on 
this side the hall, [Lafayette,] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Owen] on the other. That gentleman, 
said he, (pointing to Lafayette,) fought for the liber- 
ties of the people of this country; and that gentle- 
man (pointing to Mr. Owen) wished to deprive them 
of their liberties. [General laughter.] 

Mr. W. HUNT’ observed that the first question 
which presented itself was that of constitutional 
power—whether this government, under the consti- 
tution, possessed the power to impose duties for the 
purpose of protecting the interests of the producing 
classes of the country. It was hardly necessary to 
go much at length into the argument of that part 
of the question. If there still remained any doubt 
on the subject, it appeared to him that the question 
had been put to rest by the concurrent authority, 
not only of all the Presidents of the United States, 
but by the contemporaneous construction of the first 
Congress which sat after the adoption of the consti- 
tution. 

The experience of the world had shown that 
those countries where manufacturing industry was 
protected, were the countries in which was found 
the greatest degree of prosperity. In them were 
found wealth, employment for labor, and the great- 
est improvements in the arts. Protection caused a 
subdivision of labor, which led to perfection and 
profit. Allusion had been made to the prevailing 
distress in England under its protective policy, but 
that he deemed incident to the density of her popu- 
tion. He defended at some length the protective 
policy: he said it was advantageous to the agricul- 
turists, and that class cherished it; it was also prof- 
itable to the cotton grower of the South. 


Mr. HAMMETT assured the gentleman that 
nineteen-twentieths of the people of his State would 
atisfy that gentleman that it was injurious to them. 

Mr. HUNT went on to sustain his position that 
the protective policy was promotive of the interests 
of all classes. : 

Mr. BELSER obtained the floor, but gave way to 

Mr. HUDSON, who moved that the committee 
rise; which motion being adopted, the committee 
rose and reported progress; and 

The House adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. C. M. READ: The memorial of P. 8. Cole, esq., 
and seventy citizens of Warren county, Pennsylvania, ap- 
proving of the tarif of 1642, and remonstrating against 
any modification by Congress. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR of New York: The petition of the 
trustees and directors of the Troy and New York Steam- 
boat Association, pray sion to change the name of 
the steamboat Albany: referred to the Conunittee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BENTON: The petition of Reuben Hildreth, of 


Herkimer, New York, asking for rearag wsion: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
By Mr. NORRIS: The several petitions of Jane D. Alex- 


ander, Sarah Byam, Hannah Ball, Matilda Brace, Amey 
Bartlett, Sarah Bowers, Lydia Brigham, Bettee Boynton, 
Ruhamah Burnham, Ruchel Cutler, Polly Dunster, Rebecca 
Diamond, Abigail Dart, Rachel Davis, Hannah Derby, Ke- 
siah Emerson, Usebia Evans, Lucy Elliot, Esth a 
Naomi Felt, Betsey Foster, Eunice Faulkner, Elizabeth 
Green, Asubah Gerould, Ruth Hemmingway, Anna Eunt, 
Lucy Hardy, Rebecca Joslin, Lucy Kimball, Submit Law- 
rence, Lois Lakin, Sally Matthews, Ruth Metcalf, Sarah 
McMurphy, Hannah Morse, Sybil Palmer, Hannah Prentiss, 
Lucy Pevey, Mary Priest, Susanna Pratt, Susanna Peters, 
Mary Robins, Olive A. Phillips, Elizabeth Richardson, Polly 
Stratton, Rebecca Stacey, Lydia Stone, Betty Taylor, Mary 
Wright, Sarah Whitney, Mary White, Lydia Wise, Sarah 
Washburn, Dina Wilcox, Sarah Whitcomb, Mary Chad- 


wick, and Mary Chase; severally praying further allowance 
of two years’ pension from the 4th of March, 1841, to the 
4th of March, 1843. í 
On motion by Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The papers in the 
case of George Kinder, Jubilee Posey, and Joel Whitésides, 
raying Congress to, make good the deficiency in certain 
ands, purchased by them of the government, were taken 
im the files ofthe House, and referred to the Committee of 
aims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1844. 
Immediately after the reading of the journal, a 
message was received from the House of Represent- 
atives, announcing the 
DEATH OF THE HON. PETER E. BOSSIER, 


a representative of the State of Louisiana, and com- 
municating the resolutions of condolence and respect 
adopted by that body on the occasion. 

The resolutions were read by the Secretary of 
the Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, in a few brief remarks, very 
imperfectly heard in the reporter’s gallery, stated, 
in substance, that it had become his duty to 
address the Senate on this painful occasion. He 
had been informed that the event which rendered 
this necessary, had occurred last night, in this city, 
after a lingering disease, which the deceased 
bore with christian fortitude and resignation. 
Summoned from the scene of his earthly duties, 
although far removed from his home, he had the 
consolation of being surrounded in that trying hour 
by those best calculated to render soothing the last 
sad and tender office of smoothing the pillow of 
death. He resigned his spirit to Him who gave it, 
in the presence of the wife of his bosom, and of some 
of his most devoted friends. 

Residing in a different section of the State of 
Louisiana, he (Mr. J.) had not the pleasure of an 
intimate acquaintance with Mr. Bossier. He was 
a native of that State—a Creole by birth—and of 
that race distinguished for every noble and chival- 
rous attribute that dignifies human nature. The 
high station to which he had been delegated in the 
other branch of Congress, afforded ample proof of 
his own worth, and of the confidence and respect of 
those who could best appreciate it. 

He moved, as a tribute of respect on this occasion, 
the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives, an- 
nouncing the death ofthe Hon. Peter E. Bossmr, a repre- 
sentative of the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That, as atoken of their respect to the memory of 
the deccased, the members of the Senate will attend his fune- 
ral at 12 o’clock, meridian, to-morrow, and will wear the 
usual badge of mourning for thirty days; and, as a further 
mark of respect, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted, and 
the Senate forthwith adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1844. 

The journal having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS asked to be excused from serving 
on the committee appointed to inquire into the cir- 
cumstances connected with the rencontre between 
Messrs. Warre and Ratusun; which was agreed to. 


DEATH OF THE HON. MR. BOSSIER. 


Mr. SLIDELL rose and addressed the House as 
follows: 

Mr. Speaker: But a few short weeks have 
elapsed since | was called upon to discharge the 


melancholy duty of announcing the death of a sena- | 


tor from Louisiana. We have now to deplore the 
loss of one of her representatives on this floor. My 
colleague and friend, Pierre Evariste Bossier, 
died last night at his lodgings in this city, after a 
protracted, but not painful illness. He had been 
gradually declining in strength, and expired without 
a struggle or a groan. 

He preserved, through his long illness, the serenity 
of temper and cheerfulness of disposition which 
had distinguished him through life. His last mo- 


ments were soothed by the attentions of numerous’ at~ 
tached and sympathizing friends, and by the presence 


„óf an affectionate wife, who had, with untiring as- 


siduity, watched over, and ministered to him as 
woman only can do. 

Mr. Bossier was a native of Louisiana, of French 
descent, his family being among the earliest settlers 
of the colony. He was one of that ancient popula- 
tion which, in many parts of our State, still preserve 
the language, manners, and customs of their fathers; 
remarkable for their almost patriarchial simplicity, 
their unbending honesty, their chivalrous courage, 
their frank and manly spirit—a population sur- 
passed by none in all the wide expanse of this re- 
public, for its patriotic devotion to our free institu- 
tions. 

My colleague was the type of this class—unpre- 
tending in manner, courteous in deportment, alike 
inaccessible to the blandishments of flattery and the 
influences of intimidation, elevated above every mer- 
cenary consideration, gentle in his temper; but, 
when his rights were invaded, or his honor assailed, 
ever ready to defend the one and vindicate the other: 
homo antiqua virtute ac fide; or, in the language of 
his own Gallic ancestry, a “chevalier sans peur et 
sans reproche.” He had served for ten years in the 
senate of his native State, in a manner alike credita~ 
ble to himself and useful to his constituents, and 
was still a member of that body for an unexpired 
term, when he yielded to an unsolicited and sponta- 
neous nomination for Congress, and was elected, by 
a large majority, in a district which had been con- 
sidered as opposed to him in politics. Transferred 
to the councils of the nation, a long vista of useful- 
ness, upon this more elevated theatre, appeared to 
have opened before him. His attention to business, 
his excellent judgment, would have rendered him a 
most valuable representative. His modesty and dif- 
fidence might have prevented him from participating 
freely in the debates of the House; but, in the less 
brilliant but equally useful labors of ‘the committee- 
room, he would have done the state good service. 

He has been cut down before he had fairly started 
in his new career; but he had already acquired the 
respect and esteem of all who knew him. “Sic erat 
in fatis;” but, while we bow in submission to the 
decree of Providence, let us profit by the admonition 
it conveys. Since the last session of Congress, 
seven members of this House and three of the Sen- 
ate have been gathered to their fathers. We are, 
indeed, but “poor players, who fret and strut their 
hour upon the stage, and then are heard no more.” 
If this feeling could be more deeply impressed upon 
us all, it would tend to soften the asperities of de- 
bate—to check all violent ebullitions of party spirit. 
When, to-morrow, we shall follow to the tomb the 
mortal remains of him who but so recently partici- 
pated in our deliberations, would it not be well for 
each and every one of us, standing around his yet 
unclosed grave, silently to make the solemn pledge 
that no harsh recriminations, no personal alterca- 
tions, no unseemly broils, shall hereafter desecrate 
the sanctity of this hall? 

Mr. S. then offered the following resolutions; 
which were unanimously adopted: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with deep emotion 
the annunciation of the death of the honorable Peren E. 
Bossier, a member from the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting 
event; and as a testimony of respect for the memory of the 
deceased, the members and officers will go into mourning, 
by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. : 

Resolved, That the members and officers of the House will 
attend the funeral of the honorable Perer E. Bossier at 12 
o’clock m. to-morrow. 

Resolved, That when this House adjourns to-day, it will ad- 
journ to meet at 12 o'clock m. to-morrow. , 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate to notify 
that body of the death of PETER E. Bossier, late one of the 


represehtatives from the State of 

will take place from-the hall of this House to-morrow at 12 

o'clock m., and that the Senate be invited to attend the same. 
Resolved, That this House do now adjourn... 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frispay, April 26, 1844. 


FUNERAL OF THE HON. P. E. BOSSIER. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at 120’clock, pur- 
suant to the adjournment of yesterday, and the min- 
utes of yesterday read and approved. After which, 
the funeral ceremonies of the Catholic Church were 

erformed over the remains of the Hon. Perer E. 

OSSIER, 
United States from the State of Louisiana, by the 
Rev. Dr. Ryder, of the Georgetown College, assisted 
by several Catholic clergymen, &c., in the presence 
of the President of the United States and his Cabi- 
net ministers; the Commander-in-chief of the Army, 
Maj. Gen. Scott, and his aid; the Senators of the 
United States; the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; the friends of the deceased, and others. 
An appropriate address was also delivered by the 
Rev. Dr. Ryder, in the course of which he explain- 
ed the ceremonials which had been observed, and 
why they were used. Immediately thereafter, the 
procession moved to the Congressional Burial- 
ground, in the following order, as laid down in the 
printed programme: i 

The Chaplains of both Houses of Congress. 
The Catholic Clergymen. 
Physicians who atiended the deceased. 
Committee of Arrangements: 

Mr. Slidell, of Louisiana, Mr. Clinch, of Georgia, 

Mr. Cross, of Arkansas, Mr. Dunlap, of Maine, 

Mr. Cave Johnson, of Tenn, Mr. Simpson, of S. Car., 

Mr. Barnard, of New York. 
Pall-bearers. 

Mr. Vance, of Ohio, ` | Mr. Cullom, of Tennessee, 

Mr. Burt, of South Carolina, | Mr. Deberry, of N, Carolina, 

Mr. Phenix, of N. York, Mr. Brown, of Indiana, 

Mr. Coles,’of Virginia, | Mr. Relfe, of Missouri. 

The family and friends of the deceased. 


The Senators and Representatives from the State of Louisi- 
ana, as mourners. 


The Sergeant-at-arms of the House of Representatives, 


The House of Representatives of the United States, preceded 
by their Speaker and Clerk, 


The other officers of the House of Representatives. 
n The Sergeant-at-arms of the Senate. 
The Senate, preceded by their President and Secretary. 
The other officers of the Senate. 
The President of the United States. 
The Heads of Departments. 


The Chief Justice and ‘Associate Justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States and its officers. 


The Diplomatic Corps. 


The Comptrollers, Auditors, and Heads of Bureaus of the 
several Departments of the Government, with 
their officers. 


Officers of the Army and Navy at the seat of Government. 
The Mayor of Washington. 
Citizens and Strangers. 


Louisiana; that his funeral 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurnay, April 27, 1844. 
VACANCY IN THE MILITARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HARALSON remarked that, in consequence 
of the death of the Hon. P. E. Bossier, a vacancy was 
occasioned in the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which it would be necessary to supply. He there- 
fore moved that the Speaker be directed to supply 


such vacancy by the appointment ofsome gentleman | 


to act on that committec. The motion was agreed to. 
TERMINATION OF THE TARIFF DEBATE. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was necessary and 
proper that some time should be fixed, in advance, 


at which all debate should cease on the bill to | 


amendand modify the tarifflaw; he therefore sub- 
mitted a resolution to fix the hour of 4 o’clock on 
Monday, the 6th May, for that purpose. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY suggested that, as two | 


days had been so recently lost, the day mentioned 


in the resolution should be fixed two or three days | 


later. 
: Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL also reminded the House 


that the three first days of May were assigned to the 
business. of the District of Columbia; and he in- 

uired whether those days were to be devoted to 
the business to which they were appropriated. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY begged to say that he be- 
lieved there had been a general understanding that 
both sides of the House would assent to a resolution 
ta terminate this debate on Monday, the 6th day of 


a representative in the Congress of the . 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May, founded on the idea that the business of the 
District of Columbia was to gò over to some other 
time; but, as several days had been lost during the 
present week, he again suggested a postponement. . 

Messrs. BARNARD, HARDIN » SLIDELL, J. 
R. INGERSOLL, and others, were on the floor 
simultaneously, and made some observations that 
were not distinctly heard. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the resolution which he 
had offered, had been offered after consultation with 
several gentlemen without distinction of party. 
The opinion was, that some day next week should 
be fixed, but he had yielded to the suggestions of 
others, and inserted the day named in his resolution. 
The business of the District of Columbia would be 
no obstacle, for a majority could postpone that order 
of business to a later period; he therefore hoped the 


` resolution would be adopted. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK, as a member of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, said he had 
no objection to the postponement of their business 
to a more convenient day. 

Some conversation ensued on that point between 
Messrs. WELLER, BARNARD, and C.J, IN- 
GERSOLL. 

The SPEAKER, in reply to their observations, 
said that the District business was not a special 
order; and hence, a majority could postpone it. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL understood that, accord- 
ing to custom, three days would be taken out of. the 
next week to change the carpets, and otherwise im- 
prove the hall in which they sat. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the limitation of debate 
now proposed so long in advance, was intended to 
Operate in fairness and equality, which a-resolution 
might not do, if it were passed when a majority in 
this House should think debate had progressed far 
enough. Besides, by fixing the period more than a 
week in advance, (and fairness and justice required 
that proper notice should be given of the day on 
which the House would come to a vote on a measure 
of so much importance,) absentees would have no- 
tice to come on and vote; for it was very desirable 
that, at such a time, there should be a full House. 
He had consulted many gentlemen res ecting the 
day which should be fixed, and he choald have con- 
sulted others if they had come in his way; he con- 
sulted gentlemen without regard to party, and all ad- 
mitted that it wasan act of fairness and e uality, 
and of liberality, to fix the day so far in aine 
Every body must admit that the question must be 
decided at some time or other, and there was hardly 
a gentleman who would not say that, whenever it 
was decided, the debate must be terminated by order 
of the House; and surely, by Monday week there 
would be ample time, in addition to the time already 
consumed, fully to discuss this whole question. If 
there should not, however, be time enough for 
every gentleman to speak on this measure who 
might desire to do so, he was of opinion 
they should look at what was due to the country. 
He should forego any desire he might have to ad- 
dress the House, for the promotion of the business 
of the country; and he hoped it would be the pleas- 
ure of the House to adopt the resolution. 

Mr. HARDIN called for the reading of the reso- 
lution, and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL objected to the resolu- 
tion, and contended that it did not give sufficient 
time for the discussion of this question, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped it would be the pleas- 
ure of the House to agree to the resolution. He 
was sure as much time would be given by this reso- 
lution to the discussion of the tariff, as could with 
propriety be given. It had been fully discussed by 
the country heretofore, and if he had consulted 
his own views, he should he should have advocated 
a still earlier day than that now named. With re- 
spect to the business of the next week, he hoped the 
business of the District of Columbia would be post- 
poned, and in addition, he hoped the House woul 
agree to meet at 10 o’elock; and thus, with late sss- 
sions, eight speeches a day might be delivered for 
the whole week. In relatien to the renewal of the 
carpets, he hoped the suggestion made would not 
meet the approbation of any gentleman who ex- 
pected to go home on the 27th of May, and he un- 
derstood a desire to adjourn on that day existed 
among many members on that floor. He again ex- 
pressed his desire that the House should adopt this 
resolution. .. 

Mr. VINTON replied in opposition to the resolu- 
tion. 3 
Mr. WELLER supported it. 

Mr. SCHENCK contended that, by the moat age 


curate. calculation, there could not be- more: than 
thirty-five or thirty-six speeches delivered previous 
to the hour fixed by the resolution for the termina- 
tion of the debate; and he thought it highly probable ... 
that the number allowed to be made on that side of- 
the hall ‘would not be'more than ten or twelve. - The: 
people of the-country would not consider the time ; 
thrown away that had been consumed in a fair and 
liberal discussion. For one, he would-have the de- 
bate on this subject hard to be got into and hard to 
be got out of. He should vote against the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN observed that from the manner in 
which the discussion on this resolution had: been 
running, he apprehended: that they never should ap- 
proximate to the decision of the main subject to 
which this resolution related, unless they fixed on 
some time for terminating the debate on it. He 
concurred generally in the views expressed by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromaoore] who of- 
fered the resolution. It was true that the day for 
terminating this debate should be fixed on, and it 
should be done in advance, to the end that every 
gentleman should have an Opportunity of voting on 
it. He believed that the time allowed by the reso- - 
lution was sufficiently ample for. a fair discussion. 
Individually he would, like other gentlemen, pre- 
fer a longer time for debate, but there were 
high public interests paramount to the personal :# 
views of members, which required an early deci- 
sion of this question; and he thought that members ` 
should forego their own personal feelings and 
wishes in deference to the public good. Who did 
not know that, in two weeks’ time, a full, fair, and 
free discussion might be had? It was true, that the 
bill might not be discussed in all its details, but that 
he did not consider essential to such an understand- 
ing of the subject as would en&ble the House to 
vote on it. Every gentleman would have sufficient 
information to enable him to make up his mind on 
the subject. Mr. H. concluded by moving the pre- 
vious question. 

The question on seconding the previous question 
was put, and decided in the negative—ayes 70, 
noes 71. 

Mr. C.. J. INGERSOLL moved to amend the 
resolution, by striking out Monday and inserting 
Thursday. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion, which were ordered; and, on taking 
the question, it was decided in the afirmative— 
yeas 88, nays 83, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Belser, Blackwell, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buttington, Burt, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Ellis, Fish, Flor- 
ence, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, “Daniel P. 
King, Leonard, Lewis, McConnell, Marsh, Mathews, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moselcy, Murphy, Nes, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Polock, Elisha R. Potter, Pres- 
ton, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Roberts, Rockwell, Ko 
gers, Russell, Sample, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Andrew Stewart, Thompson, Tibhatts, Tucker, 
tyler, Vance, Vinton, White, Wiliams,;Winthrop, and 
Wooiward—38 


David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 


Seymour, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Rebert Smith, Steenrod, 

ih 3 ys, Taylor, Thom- 
atworth, Wethered, 
t---83, 


as 
Wh 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of continuing the 
debate on the tariff bill. 

Mr. BARNARD desired the House to dispose of 
the bill in relation to eastern harbors and rivers; and 
here he called for the yeas and nays, which being 
ordered, resulted—yeas 105, nays 52, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Clingman, Clintan, Coles, 
Collamer, Cullops, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Jehu 


560° 
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W: Davis, Dromgoole; Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
Ficklin French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin; Hammet, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hiubard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, 
McConnell, McDowell, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pollock, Emery D. Potter, 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Russell,, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simp- 
son, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Brengle, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Chil- 
ton, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dickey, 
Fish, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph. R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, D. P. 
King, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Charles M. Reed, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David. L. Seymour, Summers, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wethered, Winthrop and Yost—52, 

So the House agreed to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Dromcooze.} 

The House-then resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr: Horxims in the chair,) and ro- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to amend and 
modify the tariff act of 1842. 

Mr. BELSER, who was entitled to the floor, rose 
and said, if he was not mistaken in the views which 
he entertained in relation to the division of parties 
in this country, there were now some four divisions 
on this great national question. There was, in the 
first place, the avowed protectionist, the friend 
of special bounties and privileges, the advocate of 
the most enlarged monopoly. Of this class were 
the patricians of this government, with their devoted 
adherents. 

There was another class of politicians on this 
subject, who went for what they called fair and 
moderate, but certain and stable encouragement to 
all branches of industry—a_ thing, in his opinion, 
too general in its terms to be made paacticable—too 
diplomatic in its character, and too much akin (if 
he might use an illustration) to the reply of Lord 
Aberdeen to the Texan secretary of legation, 
when he said that Great Britain would use no im- 
proper means in regard to the abolition of slavery 
in that republic. 

There ‘was another class of politicians in this 
country—the incidental protectionists, the half-way- 
house men—men who were opposed, perhaps, to 
banks and to monopolies in general, except those in 
which they are interested. "There was, likewise, a 
fourth class of politicians—a class to which he (Mr. 
BeLrser) claimed to belong—who go for levying no 
more revenue than is necessary to defray the ex- 
penses of this government; and who, when levying 
duties for that purpose, have no kind of protection 
whatever in view—who are unwilling to protect one 
class at the expense of another: in short, a party 
who go for laying duties, so as to raise the lowest 
amount of revenue that is necessary to defray the 
expenses of this government economically adminis- 
tered—a party that goes for limiting the powers of 
this government, and not leaving things to a wild 
discretion and latitudinous construction, which are 
calculated to overthrow our free institutions. He 
recollected being forcibly struck, on reading an 
article some time ago, which assimilated” this 
government, as it ought to be, as nearly 
as possible to the government of Ileaven. He was 
struck with the beauty of that observation; and its 
truth must be admitted. No one would undertake 
to deny that that government was the best which, 
in the distribution of its benefits, approximates 
most nearly to the divine government, which dis- 
penses its blessings and bounties on earth to no par- 
ticular class of individuals, but alike to all who are 
the subjects of divine government. Our forefathers, 
when they formed this government, had seen enough 
of human despotism, in its examples presented in 
other countries, to warn them against monopolies 
and tyranny of any description; and they desired to 
form such a government as would the most nearly 
approximate to the divine government. Todo this, 
they saw the necessity of limiting the power of the 
government which they were about to form; anda 
part, and a necessary part of their plan was, at the 
outset, the adoption of a written constitution, in 
which certain powers were given to this government 
to be exercised by it for national purposes, the rest 
being reserved to’ the States of the Union, and to 
the people. 

Among the powers thus delegated to Congress, 


was the power to lay taxeson excises and imports 
to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fence and general welfare of the United States; and 
also the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes. And he would say that, if there 
was any power given in this instrument which au- 
thorized the Congress of the United States. to pro- 


` tect any branch of the industry of the country to 


the exclusion of all the rest, it must find its founda- 
tion in the power to lay taxes, or the power to 
regulate. commerce. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, in perhaps one of the most important 
cases ever adjudicated in this country, and which to 
this day might stand as a text-book for latitudina- 
rians, expressly declared that the power to lay taxes 
and the power to regulate commerce were two sepa- 
rate and distinct branches of power. They have said 
that the power tolay taxes could notbe mingled 
with the power to regulate commerce; and he held 
it as the same doctrine that, under the power to reg- 
ulate commerce, Congress had no right to protect 
manufactures. The utmost extent to which Judge 
Story carried the doctrine was, that under that pow- 
er, Congress could only protect manufactures by 
laying countervailing duties. The Supreme Court 
had decided that the power to regulate commerce 
extends to the regulation of the navigation of the 
country, and the intercourse with foreign nations and 
among the several States: for that purpose, the 
power was vested in Congress; and for that, and 
any similar purpose, it might be exercised; but he 
denied that there was any respectable authority for 
the doctrine that Congress had the right to protect 
manufactures under this clause of the constitution. 
Mr. B. then went on to argue that the other 
clause of the constitution which authorizes 
Congress to make general laws to carry 
particular powers into effect, is confined to 
cases where the end is legitimate, and within the 
scope of the constitution; and therefore Congress did 
not possess the power to protect manufactures un- 
der this clause. It was upon one or the other of 
these three clauses of the constitution that a pro- 
tective tariff can be maintained; and to bring it with- 
in these powers, it was necessary to show that the 
end was legitimate. The first question, then, was, 
was the power to protect manufactures within the 
scope of the constitution, and within the legitimate 
end that was to be derived from it? Mr. B. then 
went on to argue that it was not within the legitimate 
end of the power to regulate commerce, for that-was 
given to regulate navigation only; that it was not a 
legitimate end of the taxing power, for all duties 
were to be uniform; and there was not only uni- 
formity necessary in the laying of duties, but the 
should also be laid as nearly equal as possible on all 
sections of the country, according to the mode of 
raising revenue which may be adopted by the gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. B. continued for some time the constitutional 
part of his argument, and then proceeded to portray 
the baleful effects of the system—its taxing one sec- 
tion of the country for the benefit of others, and 
its leading to an extravagant system of expenditure 
which must flow from it. e showed its delete- 
rious effects on the several States of the Union— 
begetting systems of extravagance, extending credit 
to States and citizens, and binding them to foreign 
capitalists. He then proceeded to give a history 
of the origin and progress of the protective tariff sys- 
tem, and made a comparison of the effects of the 
tariff laws that have been passed since 1828, refuting 
the various arguments that have been used in sup- 
port of a protective tariff. 

Mr. B. then read the following: 

These customs are, then, we see, a tax immediately paid 
by the merchant, althongh ultimately by the consumer. 
And yet these are the duties felt least hy the people; and, if 
prudently managed, thy people hardly consider that they 
pay them at all: for the merchant is easy, being sensible he 
does not pay them for himself; and the consumer, who real- 
ly pays them, confounds them with the price of ihe com- 
modity—in the same manner, as Tacitus observes, that the 
emperor Nero gained the reputation of abolishing the tax 
on the sale of slaves, though he only transferred it from the 
buyer to the seller, so that it was, as he expresses it, “remis- 
sum magis specie, quam vi quia,cum venditor pendere juberetur,in 
partem pretii emptoribus accrescebat.” But this inconvenience 
attends it on the other hand, that these imposts, if too heavy, 
are a check and cramp upon trade, and especially when the 
value of the commodity bears little or no proportion to the 
quantity of the duty imposed. This, in consequence, gives 
rise also to smuggling, which then becomes a very lucra- 


tive employment; and its natural and most reasonable pun- 
ishment—viz: confiscation of the commodity—is, in such 


cases, quite ineffectual; the intrinsic value of the goods, - 


which is ell the smuggler has paid, and therefore all that he 
can lose, being very inconsjderable, when compared with 


his prospect of advantage in evading the duty. Recourse 
must therefore be had to extraordinary punishments to pre- 
vent it—perhaps even to capital ones—which destroys all 
proportion of punishment, and puts murderers upon an 
equal footing with such as are really guilty of no natural, 
but merely a positive, offence. 

There is also another ill consequence attending high im- 
posts on merchandise, not frequently considered, but indis- 

utably certain—that the earlier any tax is laid on a com- 
modity, the heavier it falls upon the consumer in the end; 
for every trader through whose hands it passes must havea 
profit, not only upon the raw material and his own labor 
and time in preparing it, but also upon the very tax itself. 
which he advances to the government; otherwise he loses . 
the use and interest of the money which he so advances. 
To instance in the article of foreign paper. The merchant 
paysa duty upon importation, which he does not receive 
again till he sells the commodity—perhaps atthe end of 
three months. Heis, therefore, equally entitled to a profit 
upon that duty which he pays at the custom-house, as to a 
profit upon the original price which he pays to the manu- 
facturer abroad, and connsiders it, accordingly, in the price 
he demands of the stationer. When the stationer sells it 
again, he requires a profit of the printer or bookseller upon 
the whole sum advanced by him to the merchant; and the 
bookseller does not forget to charge the full proportion to 
the student or ultimate consumer, who, therefore, does not 
only pay the original duty, but the profits of these three in-- 
termediate traders, who have successively advanced it for 
him. This might be carried much farther in any mechani- 
cal or more complicated branch of trade. í 

This, he said, was from Blackstone, vol. 1; pages 
316, °17, and °18, a rather ancient writer; and he 
commended it more particularly to the gentlemen of 
the West, who, the farther they lived from the ports, 
had the more to pay for the articles which they 
purchased. 

But, to proceed, the protectionists contended that 
protection cheapened goods. He here briefly re- 

lied to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 

ETHERED,] who had exhibited various specimens 
of manufactured goods on this floor. 

But what, he asked, were the reasons for this in- 
creased chcapness? He went on to show that it was 
occasioned by the improvement of’ machinery 
throughout the world, the change of the trade and 
of the currency, the reduced demand for manu- 
factured articles, and the reduction in the price of 
labor. He added, however, that the argument of 
their opponents could only be maintained on the 
ground that protection now will subse peny ena- 
ble American manufactures to suppl the place of 
English manufactures; and that English manufac- 
tures had not cheapened also. To make the argu- 
ment effective, hesaid the laborers in this country 
must work as cheap as the laborers in Europe, of 
whose condition the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Owen] had presented so graphic a sketch. Let not, 
then, the gentlemen opposite denounce the pauper 
labor of England, while they were proposing to 
cheapen our labor to the same standard, and to 
bring ourselves to the same wretched state of human 
dependence, which is brought about by taxation and 
extravagant expenditures m England. 

Now, on one important part of the subject which 
this question involved, he wished to oppose one 
Boston writer to another—a merchant against a 
manufacturer. Mr. Appleton, of Boston, had been 
recently in Europe, and he spoke of this subject of 
protection, and no doubt advisedly, as “a question 
of labor—of the protection of our high-priced, full- 
fed, intelligent labor, against the cheap, starving Ja- 
hor of other countries.” But what were the facts? 
A “Boston merchant” says, on the subject of a 
comparison of wages in. the cotton mills in Lan- 
cashire and the United States, let them give the 
comparison of Robert Hyde Gregg, esq., late mem- 
ber of Parliament for Manchester, against Mr. 
Schenck, of Matteuwan, each the largest manufac- 
turers of fustians in their respective countries; 
Messrs. Bayley, of Staleybridge, Lancashire, large 
manufacturers of sheetings, printing cloths, &e., 
against those of Lowell, in Massachusetts, and 
Manchester, in New Hampshire; and it will be 
found that wages are about 10 per cent. less 
on the average in the cotton mills of England than 
those of New England; while in the cost of the 
staple of cotton, New England has an advantage in 
price, of 15 per cent. at least. Wagesin New Eng- 
land cotton mills average about $3 per week each 
person. Wages at the mills of Lancashire, accord- 
ing to statements published by Messrs. Taylor, of 
the Manchester Guardian, July, 1842, and by 
Messrs. Whittaker, as reported in a late speech of 
Mr. Cobden, at London, averaged 11 shillings ster- 
ling, or $2 66 decimal currency per week. The 
wages or carpenters, brick-layers, and other domes- 
tic artificers, as well as machinists, in Greenwich, 
England, from 1819 to 1840, by. published returns, - 
was 33 shillings sterling, or $8 per week. : ne 
Thus the largest manufacturers of sheetings and 
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almost 10 per- cent. in favor of the cheapness of 


English'labor, and “15 per cent. ot thereabouts ad- - 


vantage to the American manufacturer in the cost of 
the staple cotton of New England; that the wages 


in ‘New England, per week, each person, are 


$3; iü old England, in . 1849, about -$2 66; 
sħowing a difference of 34 centa per week; and 
that ‘the `wages of carpenters, bričklayers, do- 
mestic artificers, and machinists, in Greenwich, Eng-- 
land, from 1819 to 1840, was about $8 per week; 
and this was not pauper labor. Gentlemen talked 
about pauper labor; but they did not stop to‘inquire 
why it existed. Here, however, was the reason. 

That pauper labor. exists in the. manufacturing 
districts of England, no one denies... Why it exists, 
but few stop to inquire. It is the substitution of 
the power-loom for the hand-loom. 
loom can do at least three times the work of a hand- 
loom... In England, in 1820, the number of hand- 
looms at work was 24,000; of power-looms 14,000. 
In 1830, the former remained at 24,000,. while the 
latter had increased to. 55,000; showing an increase 
in the amount of work done by the power-looms 
ay to.the work afforded by 122,000 hand-looms. 
The successful competition of power against hand- 
looms has reduced the earning of hand-loom weav- 
ers to a point below that of cost of subsistence. The 
consequence is, that pauper labor is confined princi- 
pally to the hand-loom weavers, a. large proportion 
of whom.are now old and decrepit. 7 

After some obseryations on the facts here stated, 
he proceeded to show that the system of taxation 
which did so much to produce paupers in England 
was resorted to for the ‘support of her army, her 
navy, her civil list, &e. 
tion. was resorted to in every conceivable form. . It 
was to build up.a patrician order, to ride booted and 
spurred: over the poor plebeian of that country—a 
system to which, he. regretted to see, we were ap- 
proximating here. They talked of protecting’ the 
abor of the manufacturer; or, in the language of 
the day, they were to give a fair and moderate, but 
certain and stable, encouragement to all branches’ of 
industry. They talked about protecting the agri- 
culture of the country; but how did they obtain the 

ower to do that? Could they cause the dews. of 
eaven to descend upon it, or preserve the fruits of 
the earth from the: worm and the caterpillar. They 
possessed no such power; and for the protection of 
riculture, they, were dependent .on that God whose 
blessings fell both on the. just and the unjust. 

He held in his hand an exposition of party prin- 
ciples recently set forth at Raleigh, of which he 
would say that they meant. anything or nothing. 
The first item was “an hońest and economical ad- 
ministration of the government,” and: it was an ex- 
cellent’ proposition. The next was “a sound cur- 
rency of uniform value,” which we now have with- 
out a bank, : promoted by placing  proper-restraints 
on credit. he third was “fair-and moderate, but 
certain and stable. encouragement-to all branches of 
industry,” which would perhaps be good if it, could 
be equalized and applied to-all branches. Butit could. 
not be done. ‘The next was “peace and ‘union; 
peace as long as it can be preserved. with honor; 
preparation for vigorous war when it is inevitable; 
union-at all hazards.” Yes, union at all hazards. . 
He -hadi seen the day when he loved this Union. 
He loved it yet. He still loved. the work of the 
mighty’men who had passed off this stage of action; 
but he could not sing -hosannas to it as he once 
did. He loved this Union—not deformed as the 
monopolists would make it, but as it existed with 
their forefathers; and. he would adhere to it as long 
as it was preserved to them; but if the system was 
to be riveted upon them by which labor was to be 
robbed of its reward, and an aristocracy was to be 
created—if the two classes of patrician and plebeian 
were to-be- created by it out of the mass of our 
population, as they exist in. Europe, he would say, 
in the.name of God let the Union exist no longer. 

The next article of this creed was, ‘men only of 
character, fidelity, and ability, appointed to public 
office;” but all parties were apt to believe that their 
men were the right men. The sixth article was 


printing-cloths in England and America show these, 
facts as-to the price of labor: First, a difference. of: 


Every power- ° 


For these purposes, taxa- _ 
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|- “Just limitations and. restraints upon the executive 


power. r, On this point he would observe that there: 
‘was as much danger from congressional as from èx- 
ecutive usurpation.-- He deemed it necessary to pré= 


serve thé.checks and balances of our system; other- } 
“wise:the weaker portions would become subservient 


to the strong. He ‘was for Jetting the constitution 
remain as itis. “It was: the work of mighty hands; 
and it was’ the great shield of our liberties, around 


which devoted patriots could rally inthe hour. of | 


tribulation. It was necessary that it should be pre? 


There were other items in this creed, which were 
as follows: A distribution of the proceeds of the salės 
of the public.lands among all the Sates on just and 
liberal terms; a just administration of our common 
constitution, without any addition to, or abstraction 
from,.the powers which it fairly confers, by forced 
interpretation; and the preservation, exclusively by 
the States, of their local and peculiar institutions. 
Now, the distribution policy would create the neces- 
sity for unequal taxation, and lead to the system by 
which classes—patrician and plebeian—would be 
created in this country. - The ‘next item was de- 
signed to enlarge the interpretation of that clause of 
the constitution which, authorizes Congress to make: 
laws to carry: delegated: powers into effect; and as a 


commentary.on the. last and concluding one, he’ 


would point to the attempts: to cause a dissolution 
of the Union’ by. the adoption of- resolutions to dé- 
stroy slave representation, and other kindred acts of 
some of the leaders, and many of the rank and file 
of one of the parties of a portion of this country. `. 


But there was another view of this subject of pro- 
tection ‘to which he would advert. Much was said 
of national independence, and they were told it was 
necessary that it should be protected. He here went 
into an examination of this portion of the. subject, 
but we can only simply allude to the course of his 
argument. After making some remarks on the inde- 


, pendence of these United States, he considered their 


commercial dependence, and coiitendéd that the ob- 
ect of government was to create mutual dependence 
by abolishing natural and creating civil’ rights. He 
showed that it had always existed amongst men; it 
existed amongst the people; it existed amongst 
States, and should exist amongst the nations of the 
world. He commented on. this mutual dependence 
so far-as regarded the products of the West, 
and the South, with other countries; and said this 
exchange of products between. the South and the 
West, and other States, gave increased activity, and 
rendered mutual dependence necessary and proper. 
The markets of the North (he said) were not suffi- 
cient for the consumption of her own produce, and 
the produce of the West. He said he did not wish 
to be:misunderstood on this great question, nor did 
he. wish to put other gentlemen in. a wrong position; 
but if the system, as It was being developed, was to 


: be persisted in, where were they to look- for the re- 
. sults? It would then perhaps become necessary to 


calculate thë value of this Union; he would say, in 
all seriousness, that he had began to calculate it 
already.’ Under the declaration of independence, the 


` right todo so. existed; and whenever the connexion 


became too rigorous. to be borne, any ‘who were àg- 
rieved might say, cut us asunder, and let us go. 

nd in that day, where would-be the South? If, for 
the promotion of this system, agriculture (the 
foundation of every thing) was to be partially destroy- 
ed, and commerce to be paralyzed, that manufactures 
might prevail, and privileged classes be created— 
if monopoly was to be the prevailing feature of 
this government, he repeated it would be necessary 
to calculate the value of this Union. And where 
would be the South in the contest that would 
come? Where would be the West? And where 
the plebeians of every section of this Union? 
Where, he asked, would be the descendants of the 
Huguenots, who fled from France in defence of 
liberty? Where the free-trade men of 1832, 
who. were then for driving things to a crisis? They 
would rise, and with one united voice cry, “Down, 
down with this tyranny.”’ He would venture to 
say that they would all rush to „the rescue, that the 
principles on which this Union was established, 
might be maintained; and that they might preserve, 
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- unanimously.in favor: of the protective pol 
j Maintained that all our chief. magistrates, 
- the origin of the gogernment down .to- this 


: 3 > pre- if- He contended that free trade Was’ a 
served unchanged for the protection of even minori- |} 
` ties; and in the name of God let it stand. ~ = 0 - 


yiveania: was 
iey, and 


had held the protection of American industry.) 
one of ‘the cardinal principles of republicanism: 
topian idea 
that never.could be. carried into effect, withthe con- 
sent of the people, as it mist be accompanied- with 
diréct taxation; and that as the support of ‘the gov- 
ernment by duties in foreign importations was Ne= 
cessary, these duties. should. be. laid in such a way 


} as to discriminate in favor ‘of the American man- 


ufacturer. He also argued: that: the present:tariff 


was.producing the most beneficial results, and that 


it would be unwise to disturb it. ian : 

Mr. SLIDELL addressed the House in favor of 
the bill up to. the expiration of the hour allotted 
him; but, béing cut short by the Chairman’s ham- 
mer before he had concluded his remarks, he intl 
mated, as he probably would’ hot have another 
opportunity to finish what he intended to say, that 
he would write out his speech in full, and publish 


| “it as he intended to have ‘delivered it. 


Mr. STEENROD next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee in an argumentativespeech 
in favor of the bill up to the end of his hour., He 
went at length into the injustice and inequality of 
the protective system, its bounties to one class of 
citizens at the expense of the others; and partiou~ 
larly dwelt on its effects as a revenue measure, ar- 
guing that a high tariff would .raise less ‘revenue 
than a moderate one. a one 

Mr. WELLER next obtained the floor, but he 


| gave way for a motion to rise. 


The committee accordingly rose and reported 
progress. - . e 
On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, certain papers 
were referred to. the Committee of Ways cand 
Means. ; E T 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from a.select committee, re- 
ported & bill to provide for the establishment of a . 
national foundry; and it was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. | 
The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: $ 2 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of S. Y. St. John and 
26 other citizens of Lewisboro, N. Y.,for reduction of the 
rates of postage, and abolition of the ranking privilege... 

y. Mr. MeCLELLAND: The claim of Hiram Burn- 
ham, of Saline, Michigan, for services, &c. Claim -of Capt. 
Francis Cicoke, of Detroit, for damages done by the Indians 
during the last war. Iwo petitions of citizens of Wayne 
county, Michigan, fora new mail route from. Oakville to 
Wayne, in said State. ae ohh se ; 

By Mr. .McILVAINE: The. remonstrance of P, Frazer 
Smith and a number of others, citizens of Chester County, 
Pennsylvania, against any alteration of the present tariff 
law. f : 

‘By Mr. CROSS: A petition of the citizens of Clark and 
Hempstead counties, in the State of Arkansas, praying for a 


’ mail route from Arkadelphia, in the former, to Clarksville, 


iu the latter county: referred to the appropriate commiltec, 

By Mr. DANA: The petition of Elisha Morrell, adminis, 
trator of Joseph Icard, deceased, for the payment of Icard’s 
proportion of the money awarded to the owners of the ship 
Cadiz, withheld to satisfy a claini of the United States 
against John S. Roulett.another joint owner of said ship: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WETHERED: A petition from E, T. Griffin and 
others of the city of Baltimore, praying Congress to abstain 
from all legislation.on the subject of the tariff. 

By Mr. BENTON: The petition of Henry Sits, of Stark, 
Herkimer county, N. Y., asking arrearages of pension: refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition of Edward A. 
Lambert, praying an allowance on account of error in con- 
tract to Garnish the New York custom-house with blank 
books: referred to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 29, 1844. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented two memorials signed hy 
citizens of Middletown and Norwich, Connecticut, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas to. the United, 
States: referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials sigied by g 


arge number of citizens of > , Delaware, remor 
eee against the annexation of Texas to. the United 
‘States; which was referred to the Committee: on Foreign’ 
Relations. e : 
‘of Hartland, without. distinction of party;, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas, by treaty or otherwise, to 
the United States, onthe ‘ground that it-would violate-the | 
constitution of the United States, vielate-our ‘treat. stipula- 
tions with Mexico, and involve us ina war with that coun- 
try: ‘referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PEARCE ‘presented 2 memorial signed by. a large 
number of merchants in ‘the city of Baltimore, asking for a 
drawback on exports of domestic distilled spirits from. im- 

orted molasses equal to the duty päid on the imported -mo- 

sses: referred to the Committee on “Finance. _. ris 

Mr. DAYTON- prešented a-memorial from: inhabitants of 
townof Woodbridge, Middlesex county, New. Jersey, re- 


Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance,'signed by Citizens ` 


monstrating against any modification of the. existing tariff - 


daw: referred to the Committee on Finance. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from the Phenix 
Xnsurance company of Philadelphia, and another from the 
Bank of Delaware county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
to pass a law for the redemption of certain treasury notes, 
being some of those stolen, and not having on them the 
marks of cancellation: ordered to lie on the table, a general 
billto-meet the object of the memorials having been already 
reported to the Senate. 

_ On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, leave was granted.to 
withdraw from the files the petition and papers of Mrs. Ag- 
nes Slack. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented three memorials from citi- 


zens of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against any change ' 


of the present tariff law: referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance, : t 

. Mr ATHERTON presented a-petition from Deborah Ma- 
son, praying for an extension of the pension law of 1838: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from Nancy Smith, 
of Tennessee, the widow of Charles-Smith, praying for the 
allowanice of a pansion: referred to the Committee on Pdh- 
sions, 
` Mr. RIVES ‘presented a memorial signed by citizens of 
the county of Henrico, Virginia, against the repeal or any 
moditication of the existing tariff law: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. f 

Mr. R. also presented a memorial signed by citizens of 
the county of Prince Edward, Virginia, urging, in strong 
‘terms, the early annexation of Texas to the United States: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

_ Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from a number of 
citizens of Holt county, Missouri, asking for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the western rivers: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the tiles the memorial and documents of the 
widow of James Milligan. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a remonstrance from citizens of 
Mount Pleasant, Jefferson county ,Ohio, against the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States: referred. to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented two momorials from mem- 
bers of the bar of the State of Kentucky, asking Congress to 
adopt some mode to secure the publication, in a condensed 
form, of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUGER presented a. memorial from Robert Mills, 
representing that he had devised a plan by which. greater 
facility was offered in makiug the trigonometrical surveys of 
the United States, and asking that the same may be tested by 
the proper officers of the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Catherine Gale: 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommendation that 
they do pass, the following bills from the House, viz: 

An act for the relief of Samuel B, Folger; 

An act for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck; and 

An act for the relief of George M. Jones. 

Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolution; which 
was read and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
criminal jurisdiction of the United States district and circuit 
courts for the district of Arkansas over the Indian circuits, 
adjacent to the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that various memorials and reso- 
lutions had been referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in relation to making certain improvements in the harbor of 
Pensacola. That committee desired some additional evi- 
deuce in relation to the actual condition of the improve- 
ments there; and he had been instructed to submit a resolu- 
tion, and ask forits adoption at that time. 

The resolution was read and adopted, as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate—Ist. A plan for the improve- 
ment of ihe navy-yard at Pensacola, with a detailed estimate 
of the cost of such improvements, and the order, in point of 
time and usefulness, in which the different parts of the im- 
provement should be conducted. -2d. The depth of water 
upon the barat the entrance of the harbor. and the class 
of vessels to,which itis now adapted; whether it be expe- 
dient to deepen the entrance; and if so, in what manner it is 
proposed to be done, and at what cost. 

Mr. SEMPLE, on leave, introduced a bill to establish an 
armory at Massac, in the State of [Ninois; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The adverse report of the standing committees in the 
cases of Benjamin R. Tinslar, William J. Moody, and Wm. 
& J. Howard, were taken up and concurred in. 

POSTAGE BILL. 

_ The bill entitled “an act to reduce the rates.of postage, to 
Limit the use and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, 
and for the prevention of frauds on the Post Office Depart- 
ment,” was taken up, and read the third time; and the ques- 
Hon being, Shall the bill pass? 
| Mr. BAGBY said it was not his intention te revive the 
getate upon the general merits of the bill. His, only object 


nim rising: w ; position inregard 
* pill-contained one provision for which he had been ihs 


. consequently a burden to the people. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


rising’ Was to defi 


truct- 
ed te-vote by the legislaturé-of Alabama: ` No-one admitted 


-more fully than he did, the right of instruction, in its utmost 
plenitude. - And-ifhe found the provision for which: he had 


been instructed.to vote, alone, or in good company, it would 


Wi 
i 


not only be his duty but his'pleasure to votefor it. Butthis | 


. was not the case. He was also in favor of reducing the rates 
of postagé; and equally in favor of correcting abuses of the- 


franking. privilege, if such existed: But as he'was uncon- 
scious of any abuse of that privilege himself, he was unwil- 
ling to inipute it to others. The franking privilege was a 
matter. of great convenience to the people.” It was the greet 


f Means of communication: between them and their public 


servants. ‘That it might have been abused, he had no doubt. 
But all good. things are: liable to abuse. And if we abolish 


- évery thing that is liable to be abused inthe use, we shall > 
have but little left. His main objection to the bill was, that 


it would have the.efféct of making the. Post Office. Depart- 


ment—which was intended to be a convenience and a bene- ' 


fit to the country—a charge upon the general treasury; and 


‘In the remarks he submitted, it was not his intention to 
detract, in the slighest degree, from the merit of the exer- 
tions ofthe senator atthe head of the Post Office.Committee. 
On the contrary, he accorded to that senator great credit 
for the industry-he had exhibited in the preparation and ar- 
rangement of the bill, and for the zeal and perseverance 
with which he had defended its various provisions, 

His opposition was founded upon the thorough conviction 
that it-would. be injurious in its operation. He should, 
therefore, vote against it. ee 

Mr. BENTON said that he had voted against the engross- 
ment ofthe bill for the third reading, and he wished it to be 
distinctly understood that he had so voted on account of 
some details in the bill, which he could not sanction, and 
because the immediate effect of the bill would be, according 
to the opinion ofthe Postmaster General, to throw the sup- 
port of the Post Office Department, to a considerable extent, 
on the federal treasury for support. He was in favor of 


reducing postage—in favor of conforming the charges to the | 


denominations of our federal coin—and in favor of reforming 
the abuses of the franking privilege. In other respects, 
Mr. B. was infavor of the general object of the bill; and if 
this bill did not pass, he hoped another would be brought 
forward to accomplish its objects without being subject to 
its objections. 

Mr. MERRICK said he thought both of the honorable 
gentlemen were mistaken in regard to what was said by 
the Postmaster General. He had never heard any-declaration 
of that gentleman to the purpose of which they spoke. He 
heard that the Postmaster General had stated that if the pas 
sage of the bill would relieve the department ofthe expense 
of transporting the mail on railroads, which now amounted 
to $450,000, he would not object to it. Now, the committee 
deemed that they could save more than that sum by this 
bill. He (Mr. M.) was not aware that the Postmaster General 
had made any communication to Congress. on this subject. 
That he was opposed to the bill, he (Mr. M.) was aware; 
but he did not know of any such declaration having been 
made as that referred to by the senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Bacsy,] and the senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benron]—that 
the passage of the bill would throw that department as a 
general charge upon the treasury. : 

Mr. BAGBY observed that he did not speak of any public 
communication made by the Postmaster General. He spoke 
from his own knowledge of the fact. 

Mr. MERRICK did not doubt that ‘both gentlemen meant 
to speak correctly. The Senate had heard the matter dis- 
cussed; and the advocates of the bill were perfectly satisfied 
that, so far from having the effect intimated by the Postmas- 
ter General, it would be the only effectual means of reliev- 
ing the treasury from the burdens imposed upon it by the 
existing regulations. It was known on ell sites, that the 
Post Office Department must fall, unless’ relieved from its 
present embarrassmonts.. The revenue had fallen off du- 
ring the last year, $250,000; and the probability was, that it 
would fall off during the present year $500,000, unless 
Corgress did something to relieve it. This bill, so far from 
diminishing the revenue, would be the means of augment- 
ing it, and producing an extension of the mail facilities 
throughout the country. 

Mr. HANNEGAN remarked that having, within the last 
two or three days, had a conversation with the Postmaster 
General, in relation to this bill, it might not be improper to 
state to the Senate what the result was. The communica- 


tion made to him was, that if this bill became a law, it 


would throw the Post Office Department on the common 
treasury for not less than $1,200,000 a year. He would state 
now, in addition to what he had stated heretofore, that 
since the annual report of the Postmaster General, commu- 
nications had been received from Great Britain, showing 
that, during the year past, the attempt at post office reform 
there had so far failed as to throw the post office department 
upon the general treasury for its support. The late report 
of the English Postmaster General showed how far below 
the expenses of the department the revenue had fallen. He 
asked, then, what was to be the result of the passage of this 
bill, He asked, what was to be the result to some of the 
States which were not along the line of the public thorough- 
fare. The inevitable result was to be, that the whole West 
and Southwest were to suffer, and to suffer alone. No reduc- 
tion of the facilities occurring along the line of the railroads 
would be made. All the facilities and advantages were to 
be derived by these States through which railroads and 
canals ran, and all the disadvantages were to fall upon that 
portion of the country which was pre-eminently entitled to 
the protection of the government, if any portion should 
have it—resulting froma general dissemination of intelli- 
gence. They who lived remote from cities, when, at the 
close of the week; after their labors, they sat down to look 
for all the information that they had an opportunity of ob- 
taining, were to suffer. Upon them the injury would fall. 
It was in consequence of this injustice that he had so urgent. 
ly protested against the passage of this bill. He asked for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then put, and the bill was passed by the 
following vote, viz: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bayard, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Fairfield, Francis, Henderson, 


“Hunti 


gton; Ternak » Mangum, Merrick, Pearce, Porter, 
Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, White, Woodbridge, 
-and Woodbury —23. -- ; eee eee 
- NAYS-—Messrs.. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Foster, Fulton, Hannegah, Huger, Johnson, 


McDuffie, Semple; and Sevier—14. 
THE .TARIFF—-THE COMPROMISE ACT. - 


On motion by CRITTENDEN, the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Finance for the indefinite postponement of the bill 
introduced by Mr. McDurrix far the reduction of the. rate 
ofduties under the present tariff, to the standard of the com- 
promise act. ns ; 3 `i os a 

Mr. DAYTON addfessed the Senate for about two hours. 
He remarked, in the outset, that he was one of those who 
believed the country needed repose inrelationto the sub- 
ject now. under consideration. He saidhe- had looked to 
the manifold benefits which had resulted from that benefi- 
cent measure—the act of 1842; and the more he reflected 
upon them the more convinced he had become that it had 
been the salvation of the country. It was an act greatly 
misrepresented in respect to its effects on the agricultural 
interests. It was his conviction that-no industrial class in 
the community had derived more lasting -benefits from it 
than the agricultural class... ey SS 

Mr. D. here tooka general review of the protective sys- 
tem from the year 1816 to the present day. He adverted to 
the condition of the country immediately after the late war, 
with a view of showing that the Congress of 1815 and.1816, 
understanding fully from experience the peculiar’ circum- 
stances which had rendered ita national object of indispen- 
sable necessity to guard against the recurrence-of evils 
which had pressed ruinously on American industry, legis- 
lated with the paramount view of affording the most per- 
manent and effective protection to agriculture by securing 
protection to those other interests which sustain agricul- 
ture. He quoted passages from the message of the Fresi- 
dent of the United States, who recommended the act of 1916; 
the opinions of the then ex-President; speeches of .Mr..Cal- 
houn, Mr. Clay, and others, both in 1816 and. 1824, to show 
that all parties concurred in the principle that the ultimate 
object ofthe protective tariffs of those dates were the pro- 
tection and sustenance of the agricultural interests. 

He next proceeded to argue, that although, at the present 
moment, the South may think the southern States aggrieved 
by the operation of protection, yet the tie could not be 
far distant-when the competition. of new and fertile lands 
must drive the older and more worn-out.southern States to 
divert a large portion of their capital to other sources of 
production than that of the growth of cotton, and they will 
themselves have to turn their attention to manufactures. 
They would then find no impediment but one to their suc- 
cessful competition with the manufacturers of the North 
and East. That impediment would be found in the want. of 
equal intelligence in their operatives; but that was an ob- 
jection easily remedied by the selection or admixture of the 
same description of operatives employed by the manufac- 
turers of the North and East. : 

Reverting to the historical review of protection, Mr. D. 
quoted various statistical tables, to show that the duties on 
farming products imported were not altogether nominal, as 
had been alleged on the other side; for, inseveral instances, 
hotwithsandmi the high imposts on, foreign grain;: large 
importations of wheat- had been made, overriding the du- 
ties, and competing with the producers of domestic grain. 
He specified the imports of foreign agricultural’ products in 
1840, with a view of showing that, if so much (even though 
smallin comparison with the consumption of the country) 
came in under what might be considered a high duty, had 
the duty been low, the quantity imported, it might be ex- 
pected, would have been sufliciently large to affect injuri- 
ously the home agricultural interests. Hence he argued 
that the high protective duties of the act of 1842, in favor 
of home agricultural products, were practically beneficial 
to farmers. as well as were the duties on manufactures bene- 
ficial to the manufacturers. 

He controverted the tables, and the deductions from them 
adduced by the senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Woop- 
gury,) alleging that his position wag fallacious, which as- 
sumed that the duties of the act of 1842, in reference to ag- 
ricultural products, were just as much a humbug as if a pro- 
tective duty were offered to the Granite State, prohibiting 
the import of ice or granite into it. g 

He reviewed the tables also adduced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire in reference to leather, linseed oil, wool- 
lens, corks, rags, paper, &e., for the purpose of showing that, 
in the mode of averaging the duties on these articles, the 
senator, in calculating the minimums, had made some mis- 
takes, which would have been avoided had the specific arti- 
cles and specific duties been given. 

Mr. D. then took up the subject of a “home market,” and 
reviewed the arguments heretofore offered in debate to de- 
preciate the value of that operation of the protective system. 
He considered the population of the North and East depend- 
ent upon domestic manufactures, and agriculture sustained 
by them, as more in number than the population of the 
South supposed to be dependent onthe foreign market for 
their staple exports. . 

He entered into some statistical statements which showed 
thatthe two States—New Jersey and Pennsylvania—which 
had received most benefits from the American protective 
system, proved that the benefits of that system extended 
also to the farming interest; for the census exhibited the 
fact that Pennsylvania yielded, per capita, the largest agri- 

‘cultural product in the Union, and New Jersey the next. 
Hence he inferred that the ultimate beneficiaries of the 
American system are the agriculturists. A 

Mr. D. next adverted to the opinions of Dr. Franklin, as 
quoted by the senator from New Hampshire. He dwelt par- - 
ticularly to that passage in which Dr. Franklin speaks as 
follows: : $ . 

“Great establishments of manufacture require great num- 
bers of poor to do the work for small wages; those poor are 
to be found in Europe, but will not be found in America till 
the lands are alltaken up and cultivated, and the excess of 
people who cannot get land want employment. The manu- 
facture of silk, they say,.is as natural in France as that of 
cloth in England, because each country produces in plent} 
the first material; but if England will have a manufacture of 
silk as well as that of cloth, and France of cloth as well as 


.fhatof silk, these unnatural- operations must be supported 
_-by- mutual: prohibitions, or high daties on the importation 
T each other’s goods; by which means the:-workmen are 
‘gabled to tax the home consumer by greater prices, while 
` thehigher wages they réceive makes them neither happier 
« nor-richer, since they only drink more and work less. 
Therefore, the governments in America do nothing to en- 
, courage such projects.” 
~He (Mr. D.) had felt it to be something extraordinary that 
asenator of the United States, and particularly from New 
“England, could have endorsed that sentiment. 
. = Mr. WOODBURY said, if the. gentleman would indulge 
hima moment, he would observe that the quotation just 
read had again and again been stated to be his language. 
Hehad neither uttered nor intended to adopt it. The quota- 
tion had been made to show that those who had represented 
Dr. Franklin to have been favorable to a high tariff, were in 
error. And to prove this, Franklin’s writings.were read, 
which had been compiled—not lately, nor as to Americans, 
but many years ago, and. in relation to the operation of the 
system formerly in Europe. Mr. W. disclaimed ever having 
said or thought anything of the kind imputed to-him—as to 
Or. : 

Mr. DAYTON was glad to find that the senator from New 
Hampshire disclaimed the sentiment and conclusion quoted 
from Dr. Franklin. He offered some reasons apologetic for 
those who had inferred, from the context of the senator’s 
speech, that he had quoted Dr. Franklin approving] j and 
then continued his remarks, in the course of which he en- 
tered into a historical sketchef the legislation of England 

. for the last six or eight centuries in relation to the wages of 
labor, and cited the various acts of Parliament passed during 
the reigns of several monarchs for the regulation of labor, 

` with a view of showing that the condition of agricultural 
` laborers was wretched in the extreme until manufactures 
were developed over the country, and produced a middle 
class between the feudal lords and their debased serfs, to 
which middle class the great improvements in the mass of 

-society in Great Britain were due. Hence he deduced that, 
without the encouragement and advances of manufactures 
in England, the condition of her population never would 
have been elevated to the pre-eminence which it subse- 
quently attained. Although pauperism was to be found 

> there yet, and a poor-house system was necessary, the con- 
trast. between the condition of England and the English 
eople collectively, now and at the period when the king- 
Hom was purely agricultural, showed the value and ten- 
dencies of the activity of manufactures. The effects were 
not merely physical—they extended to intellect. Intelli- 

: gence and civilization were the handmaids of commerce and 
manufactures. Wherever the latter had been encouraged 
and fostered, the former made the most rapid advances. To 

` enable this country to reach the high destinies awaiting it, 
` hbe considered it indispensably necessary to continue the 


_ American system, and allow it to produce those great na- 
_ tional resulis of which it had already given such flattering 
promise. x 
Mr. D. having concluded— 
On motion of Mr. EYANS, the resolution was laid on the 
table for the present. ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. of the Senate laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States, 
` enclosing a report of the Secretary of War, in answer to a 
resolution of inquiry touching the Stockbridge Indians; 
which, on motion of Mr. WRIGHT, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business; and, ‘after some 
time spent therein, adjourned. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, April 29, 1844. i 

The journal having been read, k 
Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, presented the pro- 
ceedings of a convention of delegates from'the 4th, sth and 
6th wards of the city of Washington, containing a plan for 
- acharter of said city; which was referred to the Committee 

of the Whole on the State of the Union. : 


` FLORIDA INDIANS. 
Mr. LEVY, by general consent, ottered the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
ish to this House copies of all correspondence between the 
` department, or any of its bureaus, with the commanding ofti- 
. cers in Florida since the first of November, 1842, respecting 
the Indians remaining in said Territory; and the orders 
which have been given to said oficer with respect to the 
removal of said Indiaus from that Territory, or their contin- 
uance in it; together with all letters from any citizens of 
Florida which may have been addressed to the department, 
or referred to it, respecting the proper policy to be adopted 
with said Indians; and that he also transmit to this House 
copies of whatever information may have been received at 
the department respecting the recent Indian aggressions 
and murder in West Florida. 


Mr. LEWIS offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That. the President ofthe United States be re- 
quested io communicate to this House copies of such por- 
tions of the correspondence, public or private, in the years 
1616, 1817, 1818, 1819, and 1820, between our ministers at 
the court of Madrid. and -the Department of State, between 
those ministers andthe Spanish Secretaries of State, and be- 
tween the Department, of State and the Spanish: ministers 
aceredited to this government, and which correspondence 
may not have been , hitherto communicated to:either House 

- of Congress and published under the authority of either. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF objected. =- ‘ we CEPTA 

Mr, LEWIS moved a suspension of the. rules, which was 
carried by yeas and nays—yeas 119, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs: Ashe, Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bar- ` 


nard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, J. A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus: A. Chapman, Chappèll;:Chil- 
* ton, Clingman, Coles, Cross;:Cullom, 


. Inson, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Fickli 
Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Byra 


anjel, Garrett: Davis,° 
- Richard D. Davis, Jehn W: Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Diek- 


Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins; Houston, Hudson, Joseph. R. In- 
gersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mcllvaine, Edward J. Morris, Murphy, Nes, Norris, Owen, 
Peyton, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Ramsey, David. $. Reid, Ritter, Roberts, 
Robinson, Regers, Russell, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop Woodward, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—119. K . n 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Brengle, J. Brinkerhoff, 


-~ Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington; Clinton, Cren- 


ston, Dean, Grider, Hamlin, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Preston King, McCauslen, Marsh, Mathews, 
Moseley, Reding, Rockwell, Tilden, and Tyler—23. - 

Mr J. W. DAVIS movéd the previous question on the res- 
olution.. © _ ` ` 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman to withdraw his motion 
to enable -him to offer an amendment, striking out the pro- 
viso-at the end of the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS withdrew the motion on condition that the 
gentleman would renew it, after offering his amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS offered his amendment striking out the pro- 
viso. 

The CHAIR said the amendment was not in order, wìth- 
out the consent of the gentleman who offered the res- 
olution. ` 

Mr. LEWIS said that a call on the executive for informa- 
tion, without the proviso in the resolution. was altogether 
unusual, otherwise he would accept it with pleasure. 

- Mr. ADAMS said there had been numerous cases where 
resolutions calling for information had been adopted without 
the proviso. f 

_ Mr. LEWIS then accepted the amendment as a modifica- 
tion, presuming that the President would have no difficulty 
in answering the call; and = 

The previous question being then seconded by the House, 
under its operation the resolution was passed. 

Mr. HARPER asked the general consent of the House to 
make a report from the Committee on Patents. 

- Objections being made, 

_ Mr. HARPER moved to suspend the rules; but there be- 
ing only 65 gentlemen voting in the afirmative, the ques- 
tion was decided to be lost. 


THE TARIFF. 


On the motion of Mr. NORRIS, the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 
Mr. Hopkins in the chair—and resumed the consideration of 
the bill to amend and modify the act of 1842, imposing du- 
ties on imports. 

Mr. WELLER, who was entitled to the floor from Satur- 
day last, rose. and proceeded to address the committee in 
favor of the bill. After some prefatory remarks on the im- 
portance of the question, especially to that portion of the 
country from which he comes, he said some gentlemen on 
that floor have demanded protection for particular interests; 
but against what, he inquired, was this protection to be 
given? Was it against fraud, or against violence, or oppres- 
sion? No; it was against low prices, or, as gentlemen some- 
times expressed it, against the cheap pauper labor of Eng- 
land and other foreign countries. But how was this protec- 
tion to be afforded? “There was no way but te increase the 
duties on imports, and thus increase the price of manufac- 
tures by giving the manufacturers the control of the home 
market. But by doing this, they would increase the price 
of manufactured articles. to the consumer, while they di- 
minished the revenue raised for the necessary expenses of 
government. There must be twenty millions of dollars 
raised for that purpose, either by direct taxation, or by im- 
posts on foreign goods; and if there were five classes ofar- 
ticles on which the-twenty millions were to be raised, that 
would leave four millions to be raised by each. Suppose 
woollen goods to be one class, and the woollen manufac- 
tures called for the protection of that article, and to accom- 
plish that object such a duty was imposed as had the effect 
of lessening the importation of woollen goods inte this coun- 
try: was not the revenue ofthe country thereby diminish- 
ed? And if the four millions to be raised by the importation 
of woollen goods should be reduced one half,did it not follow, 
as a necessary consequence, that the government must levy 
two millions more on the other taxable articles, the injus- 
tice and folly of which were plain and palpable? 

But it was said that protection now would enable our 
manufacturers to compete with those of foreign countries, 
and would lead to a reduction of the article protected to the 
consumer. With the average rate of protection by this bill— 
to which must be added the rate of insurance and other ex. 
penditures—there was a protection of 45 or 40 per cent. for 
the manufacturers: and was not that sufficient? But had they 
made the progress that was promised? In 1790 the average 
rate of duties was 7} per cent.; and, with that protection, it 
was represented that they would soon be enabled to get 
along very well: but what was the fact? In 1816 the aver- 
age rate of duty was 25 per cent.; in 1824 it was 334; and in 
1542 they got along with the very moderate average rate of 
duties of 40 per cent. Ina period of 50 years, they had thus 
progressed from 7% to 40; and how long, then, he would ask, 
would it take to bring them to the promised reductions? He 
next proceeded to show the increased rate of duties on par- 
ticular articles at various periods up to the present time, and 
then gave statistical statements of exports and imports to 
show that our exports—which he assumed as evidence of 
prosperity—were greater under a low than under a high 
tarif. During the period from the year 1829 to 1832, our ex- 
ports were $239,600,000; but from 1838 to 1841, a period when 

we had a low tariff, our exports were $420 ,000,000 of domes- 
tic goods—being $180,000,000 more for the same period -of 
four years, under low than under a high tariff. For the 
period from 1834 to-1837, inclusive, (the four years of the 
compromise: law,).this country imported $607,000,000 worth 
of goods, and during the same period exported $542,000,000 
worth of domestic Poduce bese. an excessof imports of 
$45,090,000, From 1628 19-1841, (being four years.of's low 


` 563 


tariff,) our imports: were -= $510;000,000; and: our. exports 
` $526,000,000, or $26,000,000 of excess:..of exports over im- 
ports.’ % Le E E AS te 

He also adduced other statistical. proofs: of the position 
which he assumed, and then proceeded to notice the aceu- 
sation which had been made by. gentlemen in opposition, 

“that the advocates of. this bill were the advocates and 
friends of British interests. He-noticed the tenderness 
which those gentlemen themselves manifested towards 
Great Britain when some gentlemen on this floor, some 
weeks ago, contended for the termination.of the joint occu- 

ancy. of Oregon; and added, that he had no attachment to 
šreat Britain or her institutions. He recollected that that 
government had attempted to perpetuate the yoke on the 

‘necks of our revolutionary fathers; norcould-heforget her 
subsequent outrages on our rights. He had, therefore, no 
attachment for her; and he desired to see our ‘flag. planted 
on the Columbia river, and all British authority there extir- 
pated. Ít now, however, suited the tactics of the party op- 

oséd to him to seek to drive this government to impose 
high protective tariffs to operate against “the pauper labor 
‘of England.” But whence did those gentlemen derive their 
protective system? No government on the face of the earth 
had carried this protective system to a greater extent than 
Great Britain; and what effect did it produce on the laboring 
people? Misery and starvation, distressing accounts o8 
which were continually Coming over to us. And why was 
this, when we, who were but sixteen or eighteen days’ sail 
from England, produced so much more than we can con- 
sume of the fruits of the earth? 

In Great Britain, the whole of the realestate was in the 
hands of about 35,000 or 40,000 people; and in order to give 
them protection, the government has imposed a duty on 
breadstufts so high as to amount to a prohibition of their 
importation under the operation of the corn laws. The titled 
aristocracy of Great Britain, who principally own all the 
lands, have become wealthy and powerful; but has not that 
wealth been extorted from the mass of the working men of 
the country? The gentleman told the House that there was 
to be no humbug here. Now, if this charge which the gen- 
tleman made of the democratic party being under British 
influence was not a humbug, he did not know what one 
was. A few days ago, they were told that the people could 
be gulled and deceived no longer: He had hopes that the 
canvass this fall was to be conducted on no other principles 
than appeals to sober reason; but here was a charge. made 
from that quarter of the House which has always been 
termed a British party, and who have invariably sided with 
England, that the democratic party was under British in- 
fluence. But (said Mr. W.) let us examine the argument of 
the gentleman on the. other side. They say that Great Brit- 
ain will not admit the importation of our agricultural prod- 
ucts, and that the democratic party, notwithstanding, are for 
admitting her manufactures ata low rate of duty, and in this 
way reduce this country to a state of colonial dependence. 
In reply to this, one single fact was worth a dozen argu- 
ments. How stood our trade with England? Now, it was 
shown by the public documents, that from the year 1823 
to 1837, a period of high duties, we exported to -Great 
Britain and her possessions one hundred and sixty-six mil- 
lions’ worth of our products, and imported from that country 
one hundred and eighty millions’ worth of her manufactures. 
From 1837 to 1841, when the tariff had been brought down 
by the compromise act, we exported to Great Britain and 
her possessions forty-eight millions of dollars’ worth of our 
products more than we imported. This was during a period 
when there was no high tarif. Iu the period of a high 
tariff, (1834 to 1837,) we imported twenty millions more than 
we exported. And yet gentlemen told us that Great Britain 
would buy nothing from us. In 1842, the whole amount of 
flour exported abroad was seven millions, and of this more 
than one-half was carried to England. Of pork, beef, live 
stock, &c., the whole amount exported was two millions 
and some odd thousand dollars, and England alone took one 
anda half million of it. So much for the argument that 
England would not take our agricultural products. But 
they were told that it was necessary to build up a home 
market for our breadstuffs, and that the way to do so, was tu 
protect American manufactures. The gentlemen who were 
in favor of protecting manufactures, by the imposition of 
duties on imports, endegvored to persuade those who 
represented the agricultural interest that it was for their in- 
terest to stand still and be taxed, on the ground that they 
were going to furnish a home market for the products of 
their agriculture. 

It was worth while to look at the number of persons em- 
ployed in manufactures, as compared with the rest of the 
population of the United States, to ascertain to what extent 
a home market had been afforded by the operation of the 
high tariif system. Mr. W. here reed from the tables in the 
census, a statement showing the number of persons engaged. 
in the different branches of manufacture, from which he 
made out the whole number engaged in manufactures of all 
kinds to be 179,685 persons. The very statement of the 
number was sufficient to show the absurdity of supposing 
thatthe manufacturers could consume the surplus agricul- 
tural products of the country. ; 

Now, if it would take fifty years to produce manufacturers 
enough to consume as much food as 179,685 persons would. 
require, how long would it be before there would be mani- 
facturers enough to consume the balance of these surplus 
agricultural products. The most strenuous opposition to 
the bill before the committee was from the members from 
those States interested in the trade in coal and iron. “How 
many persons were there in Pennsylvania interested in the 
iron and coal trade, and the business of hardware and cut- 
lery? The tables stated the number to be 17,067 persons, 
while the population of the State of Pennsylvania was 
1,700,000; and here it was | proposed that this 1,700,000 of 
population should stand still and be taxed for the benefit of 
these 17,067 persons engaged in manufactures, and who 
were tofurnish the home market forJthe agricultural prod- 
nets of the State. Why, he could show that the county’he 
lived in alone could feed. the whole of the manufac- 
turers in Pennsylvania. Z 

In reply to Mr. Weruereo, who: had read an extract 
from a message of Mr. Jefferson in favor of protecting man- 
ufacturers, Mr. W. said that this message was written -in 
1802, in the infency of the government, before Mr. Jeflérgon 
had time to see the operation of the system; but he would 


‘read, for the gentleman’s edification another extract from the F 


writings of Mr. Jefferson, written at a later périod, when ex- 


-périence had shown the evil effects of the system.: Mr. W. - 


then read some: extracts from Mr. Jefferson’s' works, in- 


which he spoke of the system.6f* protection to-one portion. - 


of theindustry of the country at the-expexse ef another, im 


terms.of the severest reprobation, and denounced it asa: 
system which went to enrich the mantfacturer at the ex- : 
pense of the plundered ploughman and beggared yeomanry : 

ow the 'effects:of -. 


ofthe country. .My. W. then wert on to s 
a high tariff on the pricés ef produce.. ; se : 

From-1828 to 1837, a perio of high duties, the ‘average 
pricé:of: fiour in.the-Philadelphia market was $4-60-per bar- 
„Yel; but from 1837 to 1841, a period of-low duties, the aver- 
age price of four inthe same market was $5 37 per barrel. 
Mr. Wy. showed, also, the same results as to the prices of 
wheat and. corn, and pork and ‘beef, in Ohio. Now, with 


all this: evidence before him, he-was asked, as a. representa- ~ 


tive from an agricultural State, to tax his constituents, with 


the fallacious idea of building-up a home. market -for the © 
products of their industry. Mr. W. then went on to show . 


the enormous profits of the mianufacturers—over 20. per 
cent.; and contrasted them with the diminished. profits òf 
agriculture—not amounting to 4 per cent.: Notwithstanding 
which, agriculture, which was the most depressed interest, 
was to be taxed in order to foster-and cherish manufactures, 
which: was the-most prosperous interest. 

Mr. RAMSEY next addressedthe committee in opposition 
to the bill.: He spoke mainly of the iron interests in Penn- 
sylvania, the capital invested therein, the number. of per- 
sons:to whom it gave employment, and the importance of 
that pursuit and manufacture not oniy to the State of Penn- 
ryene, but to all the other States of the Union. He enter- 
ed into a long argument in favor of protection, and against 
the disturbing of a system which.he contended worked ad- 
vantageously. ` : 

Mr. COLLAMER (who is a member of the Committee on 
Manufactures) limited his argument to the article of wool, 
an article largely.produced in -his, own State of Vermont. 
He entered into a history of its culture, originally in Spain, 
and afterwards in the United States, whither the sheep were 
transported; and noticed the influence our climate had on 
that article ofour produce; and then argued that, to permit 
the importation of foreign’ manufactured woollens at low 
duties, would be the destruction of that interest in Ver- 
mont and other States. 

My. LEONARD discussed the operation of the tariff laws 
on the interests of his constituents, through his hour, go- 
ing through many. statistical facts and reasoning thereon, 
to show the injurious tendency of high tariffs. 

Mr. McILVAINE observed that, in considering this sub- 
ject, the first inquiry that presented itself was, where was 
the necessity for making any changein the existing laws 
imposing duties ọn imports. The message of the President, 
and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, did not 
show that any alteration was demanded by the state of the 
revenue. On the contrary, the Secretary of the Treasury 
said that he had not been able, as yet, to learn enough of the 
practical operation of the last revenue law to form an opin- 
ion on the subject. No change had been asked for by the 
people. After having been here for five months, not a sin- 
gle petition had been received fora reduction of the duties, 
while, on the other hand, they had received several remon- 
ranog against interfering in any way with the existing 

aws. 

Às a revenue measure, the tariff of 1842 had been found to 
work well, and to produce a sufficiency of revenue for the 
purposes of the government. If this ‘act, then, was sufii- 
cient for revenue purposes, then the only objection that 
could be raised against it was, that it was a protective tariff. 
Of the policy of protecting the munufactures of the country, 
every President, from General Washington down, had been 
in favor of it; and as to the. results ofsuch a policy on the 
business of the country, the experience of the last year had 
shown that it was most favorable. Prosperity had again 
visited every part ofthe country in consequence ofthe 
workings of the system. Commerce and agriculture were 
flourishing as well as manufactures, and this was in conse» 
quence of the protection afforded by the act of 1842. The 
cotton of South Caralina, and the sugar of Louisiana, had 
Nasa benefited equally with the manufactures of the 
North. 

Mr. McI. went into an examination of the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and contended, in 
opposition to it, that agriculture was best encouraged 
by progone manufactures, and in this way a home 
market would be built up for the products of agriculture. 
He next went into the effects of a protective tariff on 
prices, and gave the present and former prices ofa number 
of articles for the purpose of showing that a protective tariff 
had reduced prices. He took a view of the state of the 
different branches ofmanufactures in the State be repre- 
sented, (Ponnsylyania,) described their present flourishing 
condition, and adverted to the state of depression they 
would be reduced to by a repeal of the protection under 
which they had grown up. Mr. Mci. continued his re- 
marks in favor of the protective system up to the expira- 
tion of his hour. 

Mr. ALBERT SMITH obtained the floor, but gave way to 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS, who moved that the committee rise. 

On taking the question, the ayes were 24, and the 
noes 36. 

No quorum voting, the committee rose, and reported that 
factto the House. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. DICKEY moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays; which 
being ordered, 

Mr. DICKEY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. REDING that the House again resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to doing any business without a 
quorum. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a call of the House; upon 
which motion the yeas and nays being ordered, 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BURKE called for the ges and nays; which being or- 
Cared, the question was taken, and resulted in yeas 46, 
nays 50. ? 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


CONGRESSIONA 


= The ; vaestion, 
“then tok 


-= The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to | 


~where:a bill is pending for said improvements. 


j “Shall there be-a call of the House- was 
en by yeas and-nays, and resulted thus: yeas 40, 


nays ôl.. 3 : 
The House then adjourned, =- pe o7 


the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: The ‘petition of Joseph `O. 
Jones, axid'206 other citizens of Vigo county, Indiana, asking 
foran appropriation of lands in Indiana and Hlinois, of the 
vacant -lands in Vincennes, Shawneetown, and Palestine 
land districts, for the purpose of aiding in the improvements 
of the rapids‘of the Wabash river, and for the purpose of im- 
proving said river generally; which was referred to the 
Committee of the-whole House on the state of the Union, 


By Mr. WRIGHT of Indiana: The petition of John G. 
Floyd, and 243 other citizens of Vigo county, Indiana, setting 
forth that the Cumberland read is ina state of dilapidation, 
the materials collected for its construction are wasting, the > 
work still unfinished is going to decay, and the road itself 
nearly impassable; and that in view ofall this, anid more par- 
ticularly the pledged faith of the government, they felt called 
upon to urge appropristions for the benefit of the work, as 
the state of the finances will warrant; which was referred 
to. the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, where the bill for said appropriations is pending. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabama: The petition of S. Wil- 
liams of de Kalb county, Alabama, for revolutionary pension; 
John Duncan, Jackson county, Alabama, for revolutionary | 
pension; Obadiah M. Binge, de Kalb county, Alabama, for 
revolutionary pension. 

By Mr..DAVIS of Indiana: The petition of Josiah John 
son, and 46 other citizens of Indiana, praying an appropria- 
tion of public lands to complete the Wabash and Erie canal 
to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Memorials sign- 
ed by a great number of the citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the passage of the tariff bill reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and deprecating any change 
in the tariff of 1842, which they represent as now rapidly 
restoring the national prosperity: re ferred to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. S. also presented a memorial from Pennsylvania, in 
favor of a reduction of postage: referred to the Committe on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CROSS: The petition of citizens of Lawrence and 
Fulton counties, Arkansas, pra ing the establishment ofa 
mail route from Jackson jn the former, to the court-house in 
the latter county: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: The petition of citizens of 
the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Milwaukie, via Hasts’s rapids, in the coun- 
ty of Dodge, and Columbus, in Portage county, to Fort 
Winnebago, in said Territory : referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post-Roads. 


IN SENATE. 4 
Tuespay, April 30, 1844. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Jonn M. Nies, who was elected by the legis- 
lature of Connecticut a senator from that’ State for 
six years from and after the 4th day of March last; 
which being read— i 

Mr. FAIRFIELD informed the Senate that the 
gentleman was present, and was prepared to take 
the usual oath of office. è * 

Mr. JARNAGIN hoped that the President pro 
tem. would not proceed, under the circumstances of 
the case, to administer the oath. They could not be 
uninformed of what was a matter of history, but of 
which, at that time, he did not choose to speak, of 
the condition of that gentleman; which condition 
was believed to disqualify him as a senator to rep- 
resent the State from which he was elected. There 
are circumstances attending the transaction, which 
made it imperiously his duty to move the Senate to 
appoint a committee (if it be within its constitutional 
power to investigate the qualifications of senators) 
to investigate the eligibility of this gentleman to a 
seat. The common report was, that that gentleman, 
however unfortunate it was, had been afflicted by 
the dispensations of Providence in such a manner as 
to prevent him, though he had been several weeks 
in the city, from presenting himself, until now, 
for qualification, and for a seat in that body. 
He had been in Washington for several weeks, and 
had not presented himself, for some reason, he knew 
not what. The people have a deep interest in the 
matter, and it was due to them that that individual 
should not force himself into a seat, before an inves- 
tigation was had into his quaiification for a seat. It 
was due to the people—to the Senate—to ascertain 
whether the afflictions of this gentleman were such 
as rendered him ineligible as a senator. It was due 
to the individual himself that the facts should be 
known. If there was any alienation of mind, as 
was the general rumor, it was right and proper that 
the examination he (Mr. J.) suggested should take 
place. In either point of view, it was due to the in- 
dividual, in the first place, if it turned out one way, 
and to the American people, if the investigation re- 
sulted in another way. The common report was, 
that the gentleman was afflicted by some malady; 
and he therefore felt it to be his imperious duty to | 


t call upon the Senate to. set on foot an investigation, 
H suchi a “wa 


as would be. satisfactory, to ‘see 
whether he had recovered so far’ as to enable him to 


` bea fit representative of the State from -which he 


was elected. He believed, from the reading of the 
constitation, the Serate had the power to make the 


investigation.. The committee could report upon 


the capability of the individual. ; f 
. Mr: FAIRFIELD said that, having “been a fel- 
low-boarder of the senator from Connecticut sifice 
he had been: in the city, it was in -his power to say 
—and it-gave him great pleasure to say—that, among 
the thousand rumors in‘regard. to a supposed mental 
alienation of the senator from Connecticut, not ore 
of them was well-founded. Mr. F. said he had also 
had the pleasure of being a fellow-boarder with that 
gentleman several years ago, when he (Mr. F.) had 
the honor of a seat in the House of Representatives; 
and he could truly say that, so faras he was capa- 
ble of judging, the mind of the senator was as strong 
and clear now as when he was formerly acquainted 
with him. It is true, he is laboring under a consid- 
erable degree of physical debility, and consequent 
depression of spirits; but no debility or disorder at- 
taches to his mind; that is as sound. and. dear 
as the mind of any member of this body.’ His 
coming here was a matter of experiment, under- 
taken by the advice of his physician, intending to 
take his seat if his health should improve, or. at 
least net suffer, by the journey. His health. has 
been gradually improving since the first day of his 
arrival; and he now feels that itis so far restored. as 
to authorize and require him to take his seat... The 
competency of the Senate to object to his being 
sworn, and to institute such an inquiry as the sena- 
tor from Tennessee proposes, for one, I am (said 
Mr. F.) by no means willing to admit. He was, 
however, authorized by the senator from Connecti- 
cut to say, that, in view of the many unfounded 
newspaper rumors, and misapprehensions of many 
persons in reference to himself, he not only waived 
all constitutional and legal objections to the compe- 
tenċy of the Senate to take the course suggested 
the senator from Tennessee, but he invited it; and 1 
am glad (said Mr. F.) thatthe senator from Con- 
necticut has consented to this course. He (Mr. 
F.) was sure that an investigation would satisfy any 
committee that may be appointed, that: no man in 
this body possesses a sounder mind, or is more. ca- 
pable, so far as mental and moral capacity are con~ 
cerned, to discharge the duties pertaining to this 
high office; than the senator from Connecticut... 
r. JARNAGIN said if these rumors should 
turn out to be unfounded, there was no one on. that 
floor who would take more pleasure in witnessing 
the gentleman from Connecticut take his seat than 
himself. His purpose in moving the investigation 
was as much to do an act of justice to that gentle- 
man as a duty to the Senate and the people of the 
United States. ` 
Mr. J. then submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the credentials presented to the Senate of 
the election of John M. Niles to be senator of the -United 
States from the State of Connecticut be referred te a select 
committee, to consist of five, who shall be instructed to in- 
quire into the election, returns, and qualification of the said 
John M. Niles, and into his capacity at this time to take the 
oath prescribed by the constitution of the United States, 


Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out all that part of 
the resolution referring to the capacity of the: gen- 
tleman. The word “qualification” was a term suffi- 
cient to give general scope to the inquiry. 

Mr. JARNAGIN accepted the modification. : 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said that some senators around 
him had’ suggested that it was incompetent for the 
Senate to take such a course; and it would be setting 
a very bad precedent, to authorize (under the power 
given the Senate, by the constitution, to inquire into 
the election, returns, and qualification of senators) 
an inquiry into the mental qualification of senatérs. 
To avoid the force of such an objection—of forming 
a dangerous precedent—he would move ai amend- 
ment, that “said senator clect, hereby waiving all 
constitutional and legal objection to the course pur- 
sued.” 

Mr. JARNAGIN said he would dislike very 
much to incorporate in his resolution, as a part of it, 
the words suggested. He should be very happy 
that the waiver appear—that the senator elect had 
waived all constitutional objection which might ex- 
ist—but not appear in this resolution. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN felt, he was sure, what was 


the very common feeling of the Senate. He regard- 
ed this, as it involved an important precedent, as a 


: little 


ject-wrhich ienidered it of N01 
of -the resolution. sho 


‘subj att pi 
thatthe- terms uld :be well-con- 


sidered before. they were adopted. . It struck him, -|f 


that thë resolution, as now-modified, to exclude the 
part, touching the capacity of the senator elect, would 
not give rise to the question intended to be involved, 
and: which: was the object of the inquiry. The 


words “election, qualification, and returns,” in the | 


sense.and meaning of the constitution do hot em- 
“brace the present question. He understood by the 
word: “qualification” ‘nothing more than. the.consti- 
tutional. requirements of age, residence, &c. No- 
body.doubted the due election of this gentleman. 
The question-now proposed to be raised was, wheth- 
er;.from- the act of insanity, the senator elect:became 
ineligible to his seat. This question rises out of the 


principles of the constitution, and not under that | 


power. given the Senate to inquire into the elec- 
tion, réturns, and qualification of its members. 
He would rather suggest, as the Senate was very 
thin this morning,’ and the question was of very 
Great delicacy, that the resolution be allowed to lie 
on the table, and the presentation of the credentials 
be postponed. Without making any distinct motion, 
he suggested that the whole matter be postponed for 
the present, as the Senatè was thin, and would con- 
tinue so for’several days. | : tie f 

Mr. ALLEN expressed the hope that the ques- 
tion of reference would be decided then. It was not 

roposed to decide the issue made-on the matter. 

he question then before the Senate was as to the 
best mode of obtaining testimony touching the capa- 
city of the senator elect.. The senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Crrrrenpen] properly observed that 
this was a delicate matter; and in consequence of its 
being a matter of a delicate character, it seemed to 
him (Mr. Auten) that it ought not to be made a sub- 
ject-matter of debate and question there, instead. of 
before a committee. As to the form of the resolu- 
tion, so:far as the individual was concerned, he was 
willing that it should, take ‘any form, and allow: of 
any latitude, which would do justice to him. There- 
fore, he hoped there would be-no delay on account 
of form. Ifthe senator from Kentucky would put 
such words in the resolution as would satify himself, 
there would be no objection to the form by the party 
was most interested. 

‘Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the Senate 
‘would pereeive at once that this question was one of 
more importance to the Senate than to the individual. 
The importance of stich a question was, that it in- 
volved the right and interests of that body then, and 
it might be, as a precedent, to a greater extent there- 
after; and it should be disposed of solemnly and de- 
liberately. His own distinct and clear judgment 
was, that the resolution offered by the senator from 
Tennessee did not embrace. the matter’ which he 
proposed should be the subject of inquiry. The 
term ‘‘qualification;”’ as stated in the.constitution, had 
a distinct sense, arid. excluded the. question proposed 
to be raised. altogether. The present form of the 
resolution did not meet the object, and was unne- 
cessary. : Any committee raised under it would 
transcend their duty, if they attempted to investigate 
the question of fact as to mental alienation. He 
proposed, therefore, so to amend the resolution as 
to insert the words “mental competency.” 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that the Senator elect 
expressly desired the words stricken out of the res- 
olution to.be restored; and’ that the inquiry. have the 
fullest scope. oo 

Mr. TARNAGIN suggested other modifications; 
but it was determined, by general acquiescence, 
hat the original form of the resolution was the 

esi, l 

Mr. TAPPAN doubted the constitutional power 
of the Senate to make such an inquiry. He knew 
no authority that they. had to enter into. an investi- 
gation ofa question of competency. They could 
not foresee to what on extent it might be carried if 
they once admitted the right of that body to inquire 
into and decide on the competency of senators. It 
struck him that the constitution did not give them 
any such right. If itwas once exercised, it might 
lead to dangerous practices, such as would strike at 
the very existence of the body. He would therefore 
vote against the resolution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished very much that 
this subjéct would. be postponed till there should be 
afull Senate. The remarks made by the honora- 
ble senator who had just taken his seat [Mr. Tar- 
PAN] were very well worthy of consideration. It 
was a question not without its difficulties on all 
sides; and. one which was deserving of the most 
careful consideration, and the careful consideration 


“of-a.-fall--Sena 


xortance | Senate... A -co 
|: here presented—one of the: 


A -constitutional q 
greatest. consequence, 


affecting the organization: of : this -body. “What - 


might be its different shades, he did not know. He 


would, for: the purpose of bringing it- more distinct- | 


ly before the Senate, move that the application, 
with, the credentials and’ the resolution; be post- 
poned till Monday. hes BIL te 6 ; 

- Mr. ALLEN hoped ‘this course would. not be 
pursued.. If any constitutional question should be 
raised, it could be decided by the committee. While 
the Senate sat, the State from which the gentleman 
came was entitled to a full representation upon this 
floor. All the evils which might.result from a pet- 


manent exclusion of any. member of the Senate | 


froñ his seat, might equally result from his tempo- 
rary exclusion from it. The evils suggested by his 
colleague, which might result from the political. as- 
cendency of one party of men in this body, in the 
one case, might equally result in all cases of major- 
ity. He was sure there was not a man in this boay 
who was not. actuated by the best motives in this 
matter. He repeated, that the same evils resulting 
from. the total exclusion of a member from this 
body, naturally followed his temporary exclusion. 
The individual presenting his certificate here, and 
claiming membership with other senators, had, upon 
the face of it, a right to his membership. The Sen- 
ate had aright to inquire into his eligibility; but be- 
fore exercising that privilege, where was its right to 
exclude him? “He said, therefore, that he hoped 
this matter would goto a committee.. The commit- 
tee would investigate it, and afford an opportunity 
to the Senate of judging the question. But he'saw 
no reason for delaying the case. The resolution had 
been put in the shape which he believed would 
reach the very object which the Senate ought to in- 
quire into; and that being the case, he could see no 
reason for delay. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said this was a question of ex- 
treme delicacy; and he could desire that the Senate 
should act with perfect unanimity with regard to it. 
Surely, it was not a question. which, in its nature, 
was calculated to create any feeling whatever. All 
present, he had no doubt, were actuated by the same 
motives; all desired to do justice; and yet, if it werea 
question which ought to be delayed or postponed, he 
would undoubtedly acquiesce in that course. In this 
instance, however, the honorable gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Nites] would be placed in a very 
awkward position before the world, by having the 
subject hung up till Monday next. If there was 
any reason for the delay, he should agree to it at 
once. The constitutional question, if there was any 
involved, could as well be considered by the com- 
mittee as any other question. It mightbe that no 
constitutional question would arise. He had entered 
into an understanding himself with some of the sen- 
ators who were absent, that nothing of importance 
should be taken up during their absence; and he 
would ask that this should not be taken up, if he 
could see that it was calculated to injure any person 
in the slightest degree. Why, then, could not a 
committee be appointed by the President of the Sen- 
ate? Why could. they not proceed to the discharge 
of their duty? and if any question should arise like- 
ly to involve the Senate, he pledged himself to go no 
further until the Senate was entirely full. He 
thought this would be the proper course. If he could 
perceive that it would do injury to anybody, he 
should be in favor of postponing the matter; but he 
could not perceive that such was likely to be the re- 
sult; and he thought that, as all parties had agreed 
as to the form of the resolution, it had better be con- 
sidered, and voted upon at once. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said it was suggested by an 
honorable gentleman near him, that the Senate 
could not adopt a resolution to appoint a committee 
for the purpose of carrying out an object which they 
had not the constitutional power to act upon. As 
to the time, a committee was to be raised, and some 
of the gentlemen who would probably form it were 
absent. There were others absent who had a deep 
anxiety upon this question. He understood that the 
gentleman most deeply interested. was laboring un- 
der great physical debility, and therefore it could be 
a matter of no great consequence to him to have it 
delayed for a few days. Under all these circum- 
stances, he could not see why there should be any 
objection to the postponement. 

Mr. WRIGHT wished to say a single word in 
relation to the motion of the senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Crirrenpen.] It appeared to him that senā- 
tors would all perceive, that if the Senate desired to 
make an inquiry of this sort, it must necessarily be 


think ofdeciding | a 


be admitted to his séat, Without making that: inquis 
ry; and he said forhimself, as had been said by the 


senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr Buenanan,] that, 
in expressing.a strong hape that the Senate would 
permit the resolution to pass, and.a committee to be. 
appointed, it was with no view that the report of the. 
committee should be acted upon until, the Senate. 
should be full. Arrangements with “ihe senators 
absent had been spoken: of, which he knew nothing 
about, and to which he was. no paty; but Jt ap- 
peared.to him, in contemplating the whole ‘matter, 
*that after delaying it till Monday, the. first: move- 
ment would be to institute this committee; and the’ 
delay would consequently be a loss of so much 
time, and also be the means of placing the individ- 
ual, now in a sufficiently: painful situation, in a 
much more painful one. “There could be no objec- 
tion to appointing gentlemen who were absent, upon 
` the committee. -He hoped the Senate would adopt 
the resolution. = ` T . 
The question was then taken on. the resolution, 
and it was adopted. eae oe a 
On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the Chair was 
authorized to appoint the committée;. and he ap- 
ointed -Messrs: Jarnacin, Brwron, BERRIEN, 
nent, and McDurrie to constitute it. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War. Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 3d ‘instant, a statement of disburse- 
ments by William H. Thomas, as Cherokee agent; 
which, ; : 
On’ motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, was, with oth- 
er communications from. that department on ‘the 
same subject, referred to the Committee.on Indian 


ffairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from. sun- 
dry citizens of Ontario county, New York, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas’ to the 
United States; which was referred to’ the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. A ae 

Mr..W. presented a letter, in the nature of'a pe 
tition and certain papers and drawings from Chas. 
Clinton, of Orange county, New York, in relation to 
certain improvements made in shot shells:: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the proceedings of a town meeting’ held. in 
the city of New York, at which Mr. Albert Galla- 
tin presided, on the subject of the annexation of 
Texas to the United States, ‘and in opposition to 
such annexation: referred io the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. $ : 

Mr. WHITE presented resolutions of an asso- 
ciation called the North Bend Clay Club, in Indi- 
ana, in favor of the protection of American indus- 
try, and against the repeal or modification of the tar- 
iff law of 1842: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. J 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from James 
Chappell and others, citizens of Arkansas, praying 
for the establishment ofa mail route from the town 
of Batesville, Independence county, Arkansas, to 


Lebanon: referred to the Committee on. the Post 
Office and Post Roads. a 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial, signed. 
by sundry citizens of . Delaware, remonstratin 
against: the. annexation of .Texas to ‘the Unite 
States: referred ‘to the Committee on Foreigh Rela- 
tions. - f 

Mr. MILLER presented three memorials from the 
counties of Passaic and Orange, New Jersey, against 
any alteration of the present tariff: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. = | 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from John 
Cocke of Tennessee, praying Congress to pass a 
law to authorize the accounting officers of the treas- 
ury to admit certain vouchers for disbursements, 
in the settlement. of his accounts: referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ' 

Mr: BREESE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill to 
extend the national road to the city of Alton, on the 
Mississippi river. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was ordered, that 
leave be granted to withdraw from the files the me- 
morial of certain citizens of Ilinois, praying the re- 
moval of the land office from Dixon to Galena. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a re- 
commendation thatit be rejected, House bill for the 
relief of Allen Alborne. 


., On motion of Mr. SEVIER, leave was gran 
withdraw. from. the files the papers:of John McHat- 


ten, deceased, a revolutionary-soldier. ©) 
<1 Os DHE. OREGON BILL: =. 


, “On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the bill toen- 
courage the settlement of the Territory. of -Oregon, 
was taken up, and made the special -order of the 
day for Monday pezi a 5o: AN 
On motion of Mr: TAPPAN, the- previous orders 
ofthe day were postponed, and the bill.for the relief. 
of Daniel Rock was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, considered, reported to the Senate, -and or- 
dered tobe engrossed for a third reading. : i 

‘On motion of Mr. WHITE, the: previous orders 

of the day were postponed, and the bill for the relief. 
of William R. Davis, of Indiana, was taken up, as 
in committee of the whole, considered, reported: to 
the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. ` ` : f ; 

'.Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 

reported a bill for the relief of George Harrison and 

his: securities; which was. read, and ordered to a 

second reading. ; 
eee GENERAL ORDERS. © > 

` The Senate then took up the general orders; and 
the following bills were considered as in committee 
of the whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading: 

A bill to authorize the school trustees, or other 
lawful ‘authorities, having charge of the subject of 
common schools, in surveyed township 48 north, of 
range 18 west, in the county of Cooper, and State of 
Missouri, to entera section of land in lieu of section 
16, in satd township, for the use of schools. 

A bill for the payment of the fourth regiment in 
the second brigade of third division of Vermont 
militia, for services at the battle of Plattsburg, on 
the 11th September, 1814. 

A bill for the relief of Hiram March. 

A. bill for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Newman. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Campau. 

A bill authorizing a patent to be issued to Joseph 
Campau, for a certain tract of land in the State of 
Michigan. 

A bill for the relief of George Duval and other 
Cherokees. : 

The following bills were considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, amended, reported back to the 
Senate, the amendments concurred in, and the ques- 
tion of engrossment being on each, if no further 
amendment were ordered, they were postponed till 
to-morrow for further consideration: 

A. bill for the relief of citizens of towns upon the 
lands of the United States, under certain circum- 
stances. 

A bill to grant to the Great Western Railway 
Company a right of way through the public lands 
of the United States, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the Senate then ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 30, 1844. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to he the call on committees for reports. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN desired permission to offer 
a resolution, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped the regular order 
of business would be adhered to. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engraving, 
offered two resolutions in relation to the printing of 
ecrtain maps; which were agreed to. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN sent the resolution which 
he desired to offer, to the Clerk’s table, to be read 
for information; and it was read accordingly. It 

roposed to fix 1 o’clock on Wednesday, the 8th of 
May, for the termination of debate on the tariff 
bill. 

Objections were made, and the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. STEENROD moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and a division 
being called for, the House was counted, and the 
vote announced to be 58 in the affirmative and 53 in 
the negative, which the Speaker said was less than 
è quorum, and tellers were called for. On reflection, 
the Speaker stated:that there was a quorum present; 
the Speaker himself, who had not been counted, 
making the proper number. Tellers, however, 


ted: to | 


“CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


were called for, and Messrs. Burge and THOMASSON 


were appointed, and, they reported 64 in the affir- 


mative, and:59 in the negative: the House, therefore, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, and re- 
sumed the consideration of the tariffill. a 
“Mr. A. SMITH was entitled to the floor, and he 
spoke’ through his hour, but in too low a tone of 
voice to: be heard: eae ° 
Mr. BOYD next obtained the’ floor, and com- 
menced with some remarks on the deep interest 


. which his constituents felt in this tariff question. 


He said they were in favorof a revenue’ tariff, and 
were distinctly. opposed to the principle of protec- 
tion. They were an. agricultural people; and they 
came not here for the purpose of importunjng Con- 
gress for favors of any kind, although the wealth 
capitalists and nabobs assembled and came here wit 
a front “more terrible than an army with banners,” 
to demand legislation by which they obtained tariffs, 
and banks, and monopolies of various kinds, to in- 
crease their already overgrown and inordinate 
profits. His constituents, while this was being 
done, were found on their farms or in their work- 
shops, by the exercise of their skill and indus- 
try, providing for themselves both necessaries 
and comforts; and all the protection they asked was 
protection from injurious change; all they asked 
was to be let alone in the pursuit of their honest avo- 
cations; and the request was so just and so equita- 
ble, that this Congress could not deny it to them 
with justice and propriety. 

But he did not rise to make a speech on the tariff. 
Having been deprived of the opportunity on a pre- 
vious occasion, when the House was addressed by 
his colleague, [Mr. Wuirs,] in relation to a letter 
which he (Mr. B.) had addressed to two representa- 
tives from Virginia, [Messrs. Horxins and eel 
touching the presidential election of 1824, an 
Mr. Clay’s course in regard to, it and the bank- 
rupt law in 1841, he should now avail himself of 
the opportunity afforded him to make a few obser- 
vations in vindication of himself} and in support of 
the position he had assumed. And in approaching 
that subject, he must be permitted to say to his col- 
league, and to this entire nation, that he should be 
the last man on this floor that could be found either 
unjustly or ungenerously to attack the reputation of 
any man under Heaven for political purposes; and 
if his colleague, or any other human bein , woud 
point out to him any error into which he had fallen 
on that subject, he would say now that he had no 
pride of opinion that would prevent him from makin 
prompt and ample representation. But he woul 
say further, that in relation to this or any other 
matter of public concernment—whether affecting 
public men or public measures—there was no power 
under Heaven that could prevent his marching up 
to it boldly, and investigating it firmly. 

The letter to which he alluded, assumed, eith- 
er directly or by implication, that Mr. Adams 
—he (Mr. Boyp) referred to Mr. Adams as a 
candidate for presidency of the United States— 
was unpopular with the westerncountry, and 
particularly with the people of Kentucky. . That 

etter also assumed that, between Mr. Adams 
and Mr. Clay, during the canvass. of 1824, 
there were unfriendly relations, which began as far 
back as the negotiation of thetreaty of Ghent, and 
continued down to the period when the popular vote 
was cast between those two gentlemen. To these 
facts he begged to call the attention of the Flouse; 
and to their proof he would address himself; and he 
would appeal to the people of the western country— 
to their public men, and to their public prints, to show 
what they had said in relation thereto. We would 
point to a certain article written by a writer who 
signed himself “Wayne.” He might not have time 
to read even an extract from that article; but it 
charged the venerable gentleman with being disposed 
to barter the rights and privileges of the people for a 
mess of codfish. Whether the evidence would be 
deemed conclusive or not, he would not undertake 
tosay; but he would present it, and the House 
should judge for itself. That evidence would show, 
as he believed, that Mr. Clay had some agency in 
that publication, and he adduced it as one fact which 
satisfied his mind that there were unfriendly réla- 
tions between Mr. Clay and Mr. Apams. He 
would also point to the book on the fisheries, writ- 
ten by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Avams] himself. 

Mr. WHITE desired permission to ask a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOYD hoped the gentleman- would be very 
brief, as his time was limited. 


who called “himself “Wayne” was understood to be. 

‘Mr. BOYD said he had always understood it to be 
Mr. Amos Kendall. - oo 
-.Mr. WHITE. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. BOYD then proceeded to say that that article 
was published, making certain. charges; and he 
should uote the opinions of the press, and of public 
men of Aiat day, to show that they were generally 
believed; and such was the extensive prepossession, 
and the abuse levelled against Mr.. Apams in the 
West during that period, and -particularly in regard 
to the transactions at Ghent, that that gentleman 
thought it proper, anda duty to himself, to come out 
with a book, (which, in the West, is called his book 
on fisheries,) in which he talked about subsidized 
slander, pointing directly to Mr. Clay as a party to 
those slanders. | ; 

Then followed Mr. Clays celebrated letter on 
the question of veracity, in ` which he not- only said 
Mr. Adams was in error both as to facts and opin- 
ions, but he promised that, at a more. propitious 
moment, when he could do so without being open 
to an accusation of improper motives, he would €x- 

ose those errors of Mr. Adams. He. should re- 
er to other documents, amongst which was the re- 
cent letter of Mr. Adams in defence of Mr. Clay, 
in which he had expressed his willingness to ad- 
journ that question, and appeal to a more-aigust 
tribunal than any on earth. “He (Mr. B.) did not 
pretend to quote his language, but such was the 
idea conveyed; and that question, it was. known, 
was adjourned;. at least, it had remained unex- 
plained, and it might possibly, according to the 
prophetic language of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts; (Mr. Apams,] remain unexplained until 
they should all be called to answer for their acts 
before that august tribunal of which the gentleman 
had spoken. 


There was another publication in which, if he re- 
membered right; the policy of the venerable. gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts was characterized as a 
policy that would light up the flames by which the 
cabins of the West would be consumed; by which 
the sods of their green fields would be crimsoned 
with the blood of their people; and by which he 
would sacrifice their wives and children, their rights 
and liberties, for a mess of fish. He. was charged 
directly with violating his. instructions at Ghent, 
by the writer “Wayne,” (the venerable Amos Ken- 
dall;) and he would show, on the testimony of Mr. 
Tanner, now the editor of a paper called the’ Yeo- 
man, published in Kentucky, that Mr. Clay paid 
him $100 for the publication of those letters of 
Amos Kendall. 


Mr. WHITE remarked: that Mr. Tanner was a 
thorough-going democrat, and the editor of one of 
the most rabid democratic papers in the State of 
Kentucky. 


Mr. BOYD wished it to be understood distinctly 
that Mr. Tanner's testimony was taken under oath, 
by the legislature of Kentucky, and he had. not 
heard of its being ever contradicted. But again he 
would refer to a letter written by Mr. Clay, to show 
that kindly feelings existed between Mr. Clay and 
Mr.. Kendall. He would also produce the testi- 
mony of Thomas P. Moore, a member of Congress, 
who asserted that he denounced Mr. Adams all 
over his district, on the authority of Mr. Clay him- 
self, And one of Mr, Clay’s leading friends, the 
late Mr. Trimble, by testimony which he would 
produce, characterized the elder Adams asa fede- 
ralist, and said that the younger Adams wasa chip 
of the old block. Such was the language used in 
the West at that time: 


Mr. WHITE made some remark which was not 
distinctly heard. 

He need not refer again to the course of all 
the papers is the entire West in the interest of Mr. 
Clay, teeming with matters of thiskind. He wished 
that he had the time to refer for a single moment to 
what appeared in a Kentucky paper printed bya 
friend and relation of Mr. Clay, and in his own town. 
Any man who would refer to the papers of that day, 
and consider the relations then existing between 
Mr. Clay and Mr. Adams, and then come to the 
conclusion that there was no unfriendly feelings be- 
tween them, must arrive at conclusions very differ- 
ent from what the evidence had brought his mind to. 
But while there was good evidence of an un. 
friendly feeling between Mr. Clay and Mr. Adams, 
there was abundant evidence of a friendly feeling 
existing between Mr. Clay and General Jackson. 
There was also the most abundant evidence of the 


unpopularity of Mr. Adams in ‘thé: State of Ken- 
t dy afthat day. 00 O e e 
` With regard to the unpopularity of that gentle- 
man, he'did not know what better test to put that 
matter to, that would be more clear than the popu- 
lar vote of the State.in the presidential election, and 
the action of its legislature. , Of the whole electoral 


‘vote, General Jackson received: - ~ >°. 99 
Mr, Adams > -~ = - 8. 5, 84 
‘Mr. Crawford 0-0 +) - = Al 
“Mr. Clay - eee Ae = 37 


` Of the popular vote in eight western States, it ap- 
peared that General Jackson received 46,512 votes 
more than Mr. Adams; 24,201 more than Mr. Clay; 
and 2,645 votes more than both together. ` How was 
itin regard to the popular vote in all the States? 
General Jackson’s vote was.47,628 over Mr. Adams, 
and 961 over both Mr. Clay and Mr. Adams to- 
gether. ort. 3 E 

«My, WHITE here inquired of the gentleman 
what authority he was reading from. 

Mr. BOYD said he was reading from the United 
Sates Telegraph, and the publication of the Jackson 
central committee. He should quote his authorities 
so clearly as to leave no man in the dark. How was it 
in regard to the popular vote of Kentucky in 1824? 
The vote of Mr. Clay was 17,331, and that of Gen- 
eral Jackson 6,455. How many votes did Mr. Ad- 
ams receive? He would point to the National Intel- 
ligencer of the day, where it would be found that he 
did not get a single vote. In his remarks the other 
day; he might have said, speaking from memory, 
that Mr. Adams might have received, perhaps, as 
many as.a hundred votes; but, on looking at 
the Intelligencer of that period, he ‘found that 
he had not received one. If more proof were 
needed of the fact that. Mr. Adams was 
unpopular in Kentucky, and that General 
Jackson was exceedingly popular, he could point 
to the vote of the legislature of that State, re- 

- questing its members of Congress in this House to 
vote for General Jackson for President. This reso- 
lution was passed by a vote of 69 ayes to 21 noes. 
In another resolution of the Kentucky legislature 
pointing to General Jackson as the choice of the 
people of that State after Mr. Clay, in preference to 
either Mr. Adams or Mr. Crawford, the vote was 
73 to.11in the House, and in the Senate@mearly 
unanimous, though he was. unable to give the pre- 
cise vote. The evidence was so strong that General 
Jackson was the first choice of the people of Ken- 
tucky after Mr. Clay, that no man had ever ques- 
tioned it. Indeed, he had never heard it doubted by 
any one at the time. Under these circumstances, 
there was no wonder that the people throughout the 


Union, and especially in Kentucky, were ‘shocked * 


and astounded, on learning that the vote of Ken- 
tucky had been cast for Mr. Adams; and particular- 
ly so when. that vote was followed by the circum- 
stance of Mr. Clay’s being appointed Secretary of 
State. . He knew that many of the people of that 
State felt the deepest mortification and. the deepest 
indignation on that occasion. They felt that their 
dearest interests had beén betrayed into the hands of 
aman whom they had-been taught to regard as their 
worst enemy. : ` , 

- But the proof to his mind was conclusive, that 
the friends of Mr. Clay did support the election of 
Mr. Adams to the presidency, and did carry it 
through with a view to the promotion of Mr. Clay. 


He would point to evidences-on this head so strong - 


that it would not be easy to refute them. 

Mr. WHITE begged leave to ask his colleague 
whether Mr. Clay’s congressional district had ever, 
since’ that time, elected any other representative 
than an anti-Jackson man? 

Mr. BOYD replied that he was not aware that it 
ever had. There could be no doubt, however, and 
the evidence was conclusive on this point, that Mr. 
Clay’s congressional district preferred General Jack- 
son for the presidency to Mr. Adams. To pursue 
the matter farther, he now proposed to examine 
how far Mr. Clay sanctioned or encouraged these 
proceedings of his friends in. his behalf. 

They pretended that it was patriotic to do what 
they had done, and excused themselves to their 
constituents by alleging that it was better for Ken- 

-tucky and the’ West to have Mr. Adams President, 
with Mr. Clay Secretary of State, than to have 
General Jackson President, who it was ascertained 
would not appoint him to that office. i 

Here was what his colleague [Mr. Wurre] said, 
the other day, when speaking on the subject of his 

My. B.’s) letter to Messrs. Coles and Hopkins. 
is colleague called his particular attention to a par- 


agraph in that letter. 
passed between his colleague and himself on that 
occasion, he would merely say that he had stated, 
in the letter to Messrs. Coles and Hopkins, that, 
pending the presidential election of 1824, there was 
a rumor that the vote of Kentucky was to be given 
to Mr. Adams;. and that, in return, Mr. Adams was 
to make Mr. Clay Secretary of State. The charge 
was stated ina letter said to be written by Mr. 
George Kremer, a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and it was denied by. Mr. Clay. He 
had not time to read these letters, though he had 
both by him. This rumor went to Frankfort, in 
Kentucky; and, in consequence, the matter was ta- 
ken up by the legislature. ; ` 

_ By a recurrence to the proceedings of the House, 
it would be -perceived that W. G. Robertson (speak- 
er ef the House) moved to lay the resolutions on 
the table untila day beyond the close of the ses- 
sion, and gave as his reasons— 


That their adoption would be unjustto their members of 
Congress who knew the will of the people better than they 
did; that it would be indelicate to Mr. Clay; that it would 
Jessen the weight of Kentucky in the next administration; 
that it was better to leave their members of Congress to 
act according to contingencies; that the weight and im- 
portance of the State and the western country could in that 
manner be best secured; that our members on the spot 
would be best judges of what was best and expedient; that 
the resolutions would not only degrade their respected fel- 
low-citizen, but throw Kentucky in the electioneering arena 
in Congress completely handcuffed. . 

Mr. Shepherd, a member of the House, said in 
reply, that “some of the friends of Mr. Clay, he had 
no doubt, wished to defeat the resolution and leave 
it to that gentleman to make the best bargain he 
could; but he did not wish the vote of Kentucky” 
to be bartered away, or that Mr Clay should be 
Secretary of State to the exclusion of General Jack- 
son as President. But to return to the letter to 
Messrs. Coles and Hopkins. In that letter, he (Mr. 
B.) said that the rumor that the vote of Kentucky 
would be given to Mr. Adams, was traced directly 
to a letter or letters written early in January, by 
Mr. Clay himself, to some of his friends in Ken- 
tucky, not perhaps using the very words, but ex- 
pressly conveying the idea. Now for that letter; 
and but for that letter, he would not have replied to 
his colleague at all. Sir, (said Mr. B.) here is an 
extract from a letter, which appeared in the Ken- 
tucky Argus of that period; and from that paper it 
was copied into all the Kentucky papers, at least in 
all of them that were friendly to the election of Gen- 
eral Jackson. The date is 8th January, 1823; and 
it was a letter written to Mr. F. P. Blair, then a res- 
ideryp of Frankfort, Kentucky; 

A friend of Mr. Adams comes to me, with tears in his 
eyes; and says: Sir, Mr. Adams has always had the greatest 
respect for you, and the highest admiration for your talents. 
There is no station to which you are notequal. You were 
undoubtedly the second choice of New England; and I 
pray you to consider whether the public good and your 
own future interests do not distinctly point you to the course 
you ought to pursue. My friends entertain the belief that 
their kind wishes towards me will, in the end, be more like- 
ly to be accomplished by so bestowing their votes. Your 
representative is inclined to concur with us in these senti- 
ments; and, as I Know his respect for your opinion, I re- 
quest, if you concur in our views, that you will write to 
him by return mail, to strengthen him in his inclinations. 
Show this to Crittenden alone. 

Now, Mr. B. asked, did such a letter exist? That 
was the inquiry to which his colleague the other 
day said: 

This was too grave a charge to be made on such vague 
and uneertain grounds. Until that letter was produced, 
there was not, in his judgment, any evidence before the 
country that thet letter had been written; and he now chal- 
lenged his colicague, and he would be responsible for.it, 
that, if Nr. Clay was called on, he would take offevery 
shackle from the correspondence. And unless his colleague 
produced the letter, he said his allegation stood-condemned 
before the American people and the civilized world. 

In another place his colleague said: 

That he had never heard of the letter till he saw the let- 
ter of his colleague. He had never seen itin his life. And 
he had only to say, in relation to it, that ifthere was any 
such letter, and his colleague would address a line to Mr. 
Clay, he would throw off all the shackles and disclose to 
him all the correspondence. 


As his colleague had proposed to him to make a 
call on Mr.. Clay in relation to this letter, he would 
now propose to him that they should both join in 
that call; and for this purpose he had drawn up a 
letter, addressed to Mr. Clay, which he hoped his 
colleague would join him in signing. It was due 
to the country, and due to Mr. Clay himself, that 
this matter, considering the importance that had 
been attached to it, should be settled; and he would 
now say that if Mr. Clay could show that such a 
letter did not, and never did, exist, he should eheer- 


Without reading all that f 


. signing. 


| 


character: from. the- Pliglitest wes tation 


in 
it... He would here ask the-Clerk to. read th 
he had drawn-:up ‘for his colleague ‘to join: him: 


The letter wag then ‘handed to. the Clerk, and 
read, as follows: ° =: aa i 
i House or Reparsentarives, © 
i EE ~ April 28, 1844." 
Sır: The publ'c notice having beén calléd.to a letter saig 
to have been written by you at Washington City the sth of 
January, 1825, addressed to Francis P. Blair, then a resident 
of Frankfort, Kentucky, touching. the then penging presi- 
dential election, in Which it. is’ charged ‘you said-to Mr. 
Blair, among other things, in substance as folléws: i). x’ 
> “A friend of Mr. Adams comes tome ‘with’ tears in’ his 
eyes, and says: Sir, Mr. Adams has always had the great- 
est respect for you, and the highcst admiration for your tal- 
ents. There is no station to which you are not equal.” You 
were undoubtedly the second choice of New England, and F 
pray you to consider whether the public good and yourown 
future interests do not distinctly point ‘you ta the course 
which you ought to pursue. >` ` ` 
“My friends entertain the belief that their kind wishes to- 
wards me, will, in the end, be more likely to be accomplish- 
ed by so bestowing their votes. Your representative is in- 
clined to concur with us in these sentiments; and as 1, know 
his respect for your opinions, I request, if you concur in 
our views, that you will write to him by return mail to 
strengthen him in his inclinétions. Show this to Critten-, 
enden alone.” : a 
To avoid all misapprehension, therefore, and to.the end 
that even-handed justice may be done to all, we respectful- 
ly asked to be informed whether such a letter ever existed, 
and if so, that you will furnish for publication (if within 
your reach)-the original, or ‘a copy of said letter; or if not 
within your reach, that you will give full authority to Mr. 
Blair to publish said letter, or a certified copy ofit.°  ~ 
-. Respectfully, your obedient servants, 
Hon. H. Cray. 2 


Mr. WHITE had only to say to his colleague, 
in reply to his proposition to unite with him in a call 
on Mr. Clay, that he could not enter into any such 
partnership. He could say to him, that if he would 
address that letter to Mr. Clay, he had no doubt he 
would receive a prompt reply, ,and every explana- 
tion that wag necessary. ÈP ae 

Mr. BOYD said he chose to address Mr. Clay 
and his friends in his place as a representative of 
the people; and he could not subject himself to the 
abuse he would be likely to receive, unless protected 
by: the shield of his, colleague. He here in his 
place, and in the character of a representative of the 
people, addressed Mr. Clay, and he called on him 
and his friends to explain all the circumstances con- 
nected with this letter, and if it did not exist, to show 
it. He (Mr. B.) believed in his conscience that the 
letter did exist, to the purport, if not in the exact 
words he had quoted. He had additional evidence 
to prove that this letter existed. Mr. Olay was 
called on to publish it, but refused, alleging 
that it would not be decorous to do so, be- 
cause there were some things in it that 
were of a private nature; but that the letter 
had been placed in the hands of a committee 
of his friends; and any person who wanted to see it 
might do so. Many ži see it, and in this way the 
copy was taken that was published. But there was 
other proof to sustain tke fact that such a letter was 
written. There were letters written to David White, 
the representative spoken of in Mr. Clay’s letter to 
Mr. Blair, to strengthen him in his inclination to 
serve Mr. Clay, by voting for Mr. Adams. Mr. 
Crittenden wrote a letter to strengthen Mr. White in 
his inclinations, and so did Mr.. Blair. Others of 
Mr. Clay’s friends wrote letters:to him with the 
same object in view; and these appeals proved to be 
so strong that he finally voted for Mr. Adams, and 
the vote of Kentucky was by this means given to 
that gentleman. Mr. White afterwards came out in 
an apology to the people of his district, and gave as 
his excuse for the vote he gave, the urgent letters he 
had received on that subject; and said that, in giving 

e, he voted for Mr. Clay, and not for Mr. 


* His colleague the other day had asked why he 
had not read an extract from the testimony of Jep- 
tha Dudley. Of Mr. Dudley he would remark that 
there was nota more highminded, honorable man 
in Kentucky than he was. 

Mr. WHITE remarked that he agreed with 
that. 

Mr. BOYD continued. He could not, therefore, 
be accused of being afraid to hear what Mr. Dud- 
ley said. He then read the following extract: 

J. Dudley, a member of the Senate, being called on, stated, 
on the floor of the Senate, that, in January, 1925, F. P. 
Blair (the intimate and confidential correspondent and 
friend of Mr. Clay, who, as was proved by another witness, 
had stated three .or four Weeka before the præidential 


election, that Mr. Clay would be Secretary of State if Mr. 
Adams was made President, and who had refused to swear, 


he 


z Fad ; a friendly communications 
NA private correspondence, ‘which he- deemed. Suhfidentigh) . 
came into the Senate chamber, seated ` ear me, an 


inquired my opinion on the resolutions’ passed, requesting 
at members of Congress to’ vote’ ‘for General Jackson a3 
President of the: United States. ` Mr: B. desired that I would 
write letters requesting the members, and particularly. D. 
White, from this district, to. consult: with Mr. Clay, and vote 
as he might desire. Po this T objected, and gave my reasons 
therefor. Ee eee tee ate 
a B. appeared surprised: that. I should raise any objec- 
tions; particularly as I was opposed to the resolutions, “He 
sadid that 'a number of members of both ouges, who: voted 
for the resolutions, had written such letters, and ‘that Leould 
do it with more propriety.. He said, 7 Mr. White could bein- 
duégd to vote fori Adams, he would obtain the vote. of Ken- 
tucky, and: with it, the votes of most of. the western States, 
which would élect hims in which case Mr. Clay would obtain the 
appointment of Secretary of State: 1 theri inquired how that 
fide had been’ascertained. His answer ‘was, that letters had 
been received from. gentleinen of undoubted veracity at Wash- 
ington city, containing such information, -and Imight rely 
with confidence on that statement. ` 7 i 
`- This was the testimony to which his colleague 
alluded the other day, and then asked if he could 
read it without a. blush. Now his colleague- must 
look to other cheeks. if he expected to find a blush 
on the reading of such testimony as that, i 
‘Mt.’ WHITE explained. He had not alluded to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 
. Mr. BOYD. Well, that was the testimony of Jep- 
tha Dudley; and with other testimony, it went to 


show that.a letter had been there, and that it had.done 
‘HS work. David “White said that he had received 
many letters, and that he cast his vote with the ex- 
ress view of making Mr. Clay Secretary of State, 
elieving that he should be pleasing his constituents 
by doing so. ` 

‘After a few other observations, he adverted to the 
remarks of the. gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Ware] in relation to evidence furnished by Mr. 
Benton, General Lafayette, the editor of the Rich- 
mond Enquirer, &., and he expressed surprise that 
his colleague had not made some reply to the notice 
which Mr. Ritchie had taken of his speech, in which 
hotice-there was.an accusation of making garbled 
extracts. ; 

Mr. WHITE asserted that he had given his ex- 
tracts fairly. 

Mr. BOYD then proceeded to notice the declara- 
tion of his colleague, that he had not heard of this 
letter until hesaw it mentioned in his (Mr. Boyn’s) 
communication; and after reca itulating the testi- 
mony adduced, he proceeded. Mr. Trimble said he 
voted for Mr. Adams, because it was distinctly as- 
certained that he would make Mr. Clay Secretary of 
State. General Metcalfe said they “could not pos- 
sibly get Mr. Clay made Secretary of State without 
voting for, and electing Mr. Adams.” Mr. F. John- 
son said he voted for Mr. Adams to get Mr. Clay 
made Secretary of State, This was the testimony; 
and from it there was but one evevitable conclusion, 
‘But in addition, he had what a very distinguished 
man [Mr, McDurriz] thought of that transaction; 
he believed the evidence of the transaction was clear 
enough to satisfy any court of justice: 

I assert, (says Mr. McDufiie, of South Carolina,) and 
am willing to stake my humble stock of reputation upon the 
truth of the assertion, that the circumstances of the extruordi- 
nary coalition between Adams and Clay furnish as strong ev- 


idence of an abandonment of political principle on the part of 
Mr. Clay, and of a corrupt political hargain between him and 


Mr, Adams, as is ordinarily required to establish the guilt of 


those who are charged ina court of quarter sessions with the 
common crimes kamon to the law. 

His colleague, in his remarks, pointed to several 
distinguished men, and he (Mr. B.) would also 
point io some. He would point to a distinguished 
whig member of Congress from Virginia, now on 
‘this floor, who was said to have joined in a resolu- 
tion of this sort. 

Mr. WELLER inquired to whom the gentleman 
alluded. 

Mr. BOYD replied, Mr. Win.ovensy Newron. 
The resolutions were as follows: 

Resolved, That we regard the evidence already before 
the public as amply sufficient to verify the charge of a 
corrupt understanding between John Q. Adams and Henry 
Clay, by which they were enabled to elevate cach other to 


office, contrary to the strongest indications of the wishes of 
the people. 


Resolved, That we regard the example thus set, of ex 
posing to auction the highes offices of Statc, as an indelible 
Stain on the republican party ofour country,and as marking 
the approach of that decay of public morals, which is the 
constant forerunner of the ruin of republics, 

He then quoted, in support of his position, like 
testimony of Mr. Badger, a member of the late ad- 
ministration; but,.as his time was nearly exhausted, 
he hurried On tothe question in relation. to Mr. 
Clay’s vote on the repeal of the bankrupt law, than 
which there was -never a more direct violation of 


ublic sentiment by 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


resentative of @he. 6 


he opinion of Kentucky was well known on that 


subject; and Mr. Clay had professed to hold it to be’ 


the duty. of the representative to carry out the wish- 
es of his constituents, no matter How a knowledge 
of those. wishes was obtained. ` Such were his opin- 
ions before 1824---before he turned his back on de- 


' mocracy, that he might be, as he has ever sinte 


been, locked in the embrace of federalism. 


~ Here the Chairman’s mallet announced the expi- | 


ation of Mr. Boyp’s hour, and he resumed his 
Seat. ee ee ane 7 ; i 
Mr.C. B:SMITH next obtained the floor, and 


_ proceeded to defend the protective system, stating 


that ‘in Indiana both parties were for leaving the 
present tariff act untouched, deeming it a settlement 
of the question. In adverting to the remarks of a 
colleague [Mr. Owen] in relation to the poverty and 
wretchedness of the English citizens, he contended 
that it was occasioned, not by her protection of her 
manufactures, but of her breadstuffs, and in conse- 
quence of her aristocracy, her pampered hierarchy, 
&c. He asserted that there was no analogy be- 
tween the systems of the two countries. He 


| then entered into some historical illustrations of the 


operation of the tariff systems and free trade, quo- 
ting largely from Alison’s History. 

_Mr. S. denied that the farmer was taxed, as al- 
leged by the opponents ofthe protective system, for 
his implements ef husbandry. He asked the gen- 
tleman from Indiana if the people of his district did 
not buy their iron cheaper now than they did before 
the passage of the late tariff act. The opponents. of 
a protective. tariff assumed that’protection to manu- 
factures increased the prices of the articles of gen- 
eral consumption. Now, to agree to this, he must 
resist the evidences of his own senses. He knew 
that upon every article upon. which the duties had 
been increased, the price had fallen. He never had 
contended that the tariff alone brought down the 
prices of articles of consumption, but that diminish- 
ed prices were the consequence of it. How, there- 
fore, the people could be taxed on those articles, the 

rices of which had been reduced, wasa mystery to 
fim. It was true that the prices of cotton and wool- 
len goods had lately been raised; but this was a 
consequence of the enhanced price of cotton and 
wool, and of labor; and it was princi ally because 
the protective principle, when carrie out, would 
increase the price of labor, that he went for it. 

His colleague [Mr. Owen] expressed his surprise 
that the advocates for a protective tariff, who main- 
tained the doctrine that protection reduced prices, 
should petition fora reduction of duty on railroad 
iron. Now he could explain that matter satisfacto- 
rily to his colleague. There was little or nagrail- 
road iron manufactured in this country, and that was 
the reason (there being no competition with thé for- 
eign products) that the price had not fallen; but let 
a sufficient protection be given, so as to build up that 
branch of manufactures, and he had no doubt but 
that his friends in Pennsylvania would in time pro- 
duce it cheaper, and of better quality, than the Erg- 
lish articles. But his colleague had admitted that a 
protective tariff enabled the American manufacturer 
to sell his goods cheaper; and he thanked him for the 
admission. 

Mr. SMITH yielding the floor for explanation, 

Mr. OWEN said, he had not intended either to 
assent or deny that those benefited by an exclu- 
sive market, could afford to sell cheaper on that 
account; his argument was, that even if that be so, 
it remained then to be proved that they would, in 
point of fact, sell cheaper. 

Mr. SMITH said, he had taken the report from 
the National Intelligencer. 

Mr. OWEN supposed the reporter might have 
somewhat misunderstood him, though the reports 
given in that paper of his remarks had been in gen- 
eral very accurate and fair. 

Mr. SMITH, in continuation, said that if it was 
true that the imposition of duties raised the rice of 
an article, how happened it that the price of wheat 
had not been affected by it? Suppose the-duty were 
to be inereased 50 per cent.. on forcign wheat: 
would that increase the price of the article? No 
man in his senses would say that it would; and yet 
it was pretended that the duty on coarse cottons in- 
creased the prices on them. Mr. S. continued his 
argument, showing the effects of the present tariff 
on prices; and, in conclusion, took a general view 
of the whole subject of protection, contending that 
the system was best calculated to promote the wel- 
fare and happiness ef the country. 

He spoke to the end of his allotted time in a dis- 


cussion ofthe general question involved inthe meas- 
üre. before the House. ye al aT a 
= Mr: P KING next obtained the floor, and com. 
menced. by observing .that no party in this govern- 
ment could desire - the adoption of a system of di- 
‘rect taxation, ‘and hence ‘some indirect Mode must 
be resoried to; and a tax on imports was found the 
‘least objectionable. and the most convenient. He | 
then delivered an elaborate speech in opposition to 
the present tariff, which will be published hereafter. 

Mr. MARSH addressed the committee ig favor 
of the protective system,..of which he. took a view 
from its commencement down to the act of 1842. 
He contended for its conititutionality and expedi- 
ency, and that it was eminently calculated to pro- 
mote the growth and prosperity of the country. He 
argued that protection to American manufactures 
was necessary to build up a home market for the 
products of agriculture; for foreign nations never 
would receive ther unless compelled to do so, and 
there was no other mode of obtaining a.market, but 
by building up one at home. . He algo ‘contended 
that the operation of’ the present tariff was. mild 
and beneficent; denying that it operated as an op- 
pressive tax, or that it increased. prices. to the con- 
sumer. s 

Mr. BIDLACK, on Mr. Marsws concluding, 
obtained the floor, and spoke for a few moments ‘In 
favor of the protective system; when he gave way to 

Mr. HUDSON, on whose motion the committee 
rose, and reported progress. . 

Mr. BRODHEAD offered a resolution to termi- 
nate debate on the tariff bill next Wednesday week 
at 1 o’clock. f . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend, by striking 
out “L o’clock Wednesday week,” and inserting 
Monday next, at 2 o'clock. Mr. D. then demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the House 
adjourn: rejected—ayes 25, noes 71. 

r. WHITE moved a call of the House: re- 
jected—ayes 4, noes 95. i 

Mr. WHITE offered a resolution, as a privi- 
leged motion, that the House adjourn over till Fri- 
day next, for the purpose of taking up the carpets 
and cleaning the hall. 

No quorum voting'on this motion, 

Mr. R. D. DAVIS moved that the House ad- 
Journigyhich motion was rejected. $ 

Mr WHITE then moved a call of the House; 
which motion was rejected; and then ` 

The House adjourned, 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
oe to the reporters by the members presenting 

em: 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Carroll county, Ohio, praying for a donation of land fora 


certain schoo) association in said county: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DEAN: ‘Ihe petition of J. W. Crawford, and 38 
others, citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying Congress 
to extend the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, regulating 
the Northwest Territory, over the 7 rerritory of Oregon: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Brown and 65 others, of Starke 
county, Ohio, praying the reduction of postage on letters 
and newspapers, and to abolish the franking privilege: refer- 
red to the Committee on the fost Office and Post Roads. 

„By Mr. A. KENNEDY: Four several remonstrances of the 
citizens of Allen; one of Steuben; two of Noble; two of De. 
Kalb; one of Huntington; two of Adams; one of Blackford; 
and one of Grant, counties, in the State of Indiana, numer: 
ously signed, all remonstrating against removing the land 
office from the city of —~-——, where it is now located: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, to whom was refer- 
red a biH on the same subject. : 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of George Anderson and 
47 others, citizens of Washington, Guernsey county, Ohio; 
of William A. Talbott and 32 others, citizens of Beaver 
township, in said county; of John T. Herbert and 13 others, 
citizens of Knox township, in said county, praying that the 
present tariff law may not he disturbed. 

By Mr. RELFE: Mhe petition of C.T. Woods and 39 
others, inhabitants of Crawford county, Missouri, asking 
the establishment ofa post route from Port William to Little 
Prairie, Crawford county. 4 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: A petition from citizens of Ship- 


` pensburg, Pennsylvania, against any modification of the tar- 


iff of 1842; and two memorials from Citizens of Clark’s Ferry, 
Pennsylvania, against a repeal of the tariff as prejudicial in 
the highest degree to the prosperity of all branches of Amer- 
ican industry. Alsu, a memorial from H. Mandesfield and 
others, citizens of Philadelphia, asking the establishment of 
a dry-dock at that port: 

By Mr. WRIGHT of New Jersey: The memorial of Wm. 
Pennington and 573 others, citizens of Newark, New Jersey, 
remonstrating against any alteration of the existing tariff 
jaw. Also, the memorial of George D. Cabot and 79 others, 
citizens of Springfield, Essex county, New Jersey, protest- 
ing against any change of the present tariff. 

By Mr. Sr. JOHN: The petition of Thomas Morrison and 
66 citizens of Hancock county, Ohio, asking the establish- 
ment ofa mailroute‘from Findlay, in Hancock county, to 
Roundhead, in Hardin county, Ohio. The petition of Jacob 


Rosenberg and 13 
nam, and ‘Allen cou. e Stat Mhio; 1 
tablishment ofa mail-route from Findlay; in Hancock coun- f 
RA to Roundhead; in Hardin county, Ohio: referred to the 

‘ommittee on the Post Office and- Post Roads. - 

By. Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of D. E. Lory. and-75 
other citizens ofthe Fort Wayne and Winnemac land dis- 
tricts, inthe State of Indiana, praying that some regulation 
be made by Jaw for the reclaiming the. wet lands in those 
districts by drainage. The petition of James T. Water- 
house.and 35 other ‘citizens of the same districts, for the 
same object. ‘ a ot 
By Mr.. CATLIN: . The petition of Anna, Yerringten,.of 
Salem, Connecticut, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee‘on Revolutionary Pensions.’ Also, the petition 
of the Washington Total Abstinence Society, praying that 
the spirit ration in. the army and havy be abolished: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ae ` 


IN SENATE. _ 
‘Wepnespay, May 1, 1844. 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition from the - heirs | 
of.Geo. White, for commutation pay: referred: to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the proceedings of 
democratic citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, in 
favor of the reannexation of Texas as a portion 
of the territory of the United States: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. _ . 
` Mr. WALKER presented a letter from J. L. 
O'Sullivan, showing the necessity of legislation on 
the subject of punishment: for piratical robheries 
committed on the high seas, according to the degree 
of ‘criminality: referred tothe Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. $ i 

Mr CHOATE presented the petition of the se- 
lectmen of Springfield, Massachusetts, concernin 
the boundary line of lands belonging to the United 
States, in that town: ‘referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 7 f 

‘Mr. HAYWOOD presented the proceedings of 
& large meeting of the citizens of Mecklenburg coun- 
ty, North Carolina, at which strong resolutions 
were adopted in favor of the reanncxation of 
‘Texas, as a portion of the territory of the United 
States: read, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. ` i E 


Mr. BAYARD presented the proceedings of a 
meeting held in the city of Wilmington, Delaware, 
at which resolutions were adopted in favor of the 
annexation of Texas to the United States as part of 
their territory. He also presented a memorial of 
persons who attended the same meeting, addressed 
to Congress, and praying for the ratification of the 
pending treaty between the United States and Tex- 
as: both referred to the Committee.on Foreign Rela- 
tions. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of the 3d congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, asking the Senate to ratify the treaty 
for the annexation of Texas; and if that could not 
be done, respectfully asking that Texas be received 
by: both Houses: of Congress into the Union, as a 
territory.of the United States. He was acquainted 
with several of the signers of this memorial, who 
were highly respectable men. As it was short, he 
‘would ‘ask that it be read. The memorial was ac- 
cordingly read. - : 

He also. presented the protest or memorial of a 
number of citizens of the county of Washington, 
State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the treaty to annex Texas. Having. 
had the one read, he hoped the other might be read 
‘also. It was accordingly read. Both memorials 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. , 

Mr. WRIGHT had been requested to present the 
remonstrance of certain citizens of Onondaga coun- 
ty, State of New York, against the ratification of the 
treaty to annex Texas, which, without reading, he 
moved might be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations: referred to said committee. ___ 

‘Also, a similar memorial signed by sundry citizens 
of the county of Ontario, in that State, which he 
moved might be referred to the same committee: it 
was so referred. 4 

He had also been requested to present the memo- 
rial of W. B. Davis, which stated that he (Mr. D.) 
believed he had invented a boat for the removal of 
sand-bars, which would be a great improvement in 
the navigation of rivers. The memorialist desired 
to submit his plan to Congress, with a view to its 
employment, if it could be brought into use: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered tu be 
printed. ; 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memorials 
from citizens of Oneida county, in the State of New 


“York, re 


XOrkK, re gB against any 
tariff: referred to the Committee on Fin: 
‘The following bills, or 
terday, were read a third time, and passed: -~ 
“A Will for the relief of Henry Newman. 
“A bill for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson. 
A billto authorize the school trustees, or other 


ec 
ordered to he. engrossed yes- 


lawful authorities having charge of the subject of 
common schools. in surveyed township 48 north, of 
range 18 west, in the county of Cooper, and State of 


Missouri, to enter a section of land in lieu of section 

16, in. said county, for thè use of schools. : 
_A bill for the relief of Hiram March. 

“A bill for the relief of Joseph Campau. ; 
„A bill authorizing a patent to be issued to Joseph 


Campau, far a certain tract of land in the State of 


Michigan. i : 
A bill for the relief of George Duval and other 
Cherokees. i 
A bill for the relief of W. R. Davis. 
‘A bill for the relief of David Robb. 
- The Senate then adjourned to Friday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, May 1, 1844. 
- The journal of yesterday having been read, 
Mr. WHITE rose to move a correction. It was 
stated in the journal that he had moved that when 
the House adjourned, it should adjourn to meet on 
Friday. . Now, he stated, when he made that mo- 
tion, it was for the purpose of having the carpets 
taken up, and the hall cleaned; and he therefore 
wished the motion to be entered on the journal as he 
made it. ; f 
Mr. WELLER said that was the argument of the 
entleman. He made the motion to'adjourn over to 
riday, and gave, as areason for it, that it was to 


. have the carpets taken up. 


Mr. DUNCAN said it was not usual to put the 
rebsons for a motion on the journal, and he should 
object to it. 

r. WHITE said that his motion was to adjourn 
over to Friday, for the purpose of having the carpets 
taken up. That was his motion, and he wished the 
reporters to notice it. 

Mr. WELLER said that was the reason given 
by the gentleman; but the real object was to attend 
the Whig convention. 

Mr. WHITE said, perhaps the gentleman from 
Ohio might know more of his motives than him- 
self; but he had stated his object truly. He with- 
drew his motion. 

Mr. WELLER made some reply not heard. 

` DELEGATE FROM FLORIDA. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS offered a resolution to take 
from the files the petition contesting the election of 
the honorable Mr. Levy, delegate from Florida, and 
refer it to the Committee of Elections. 

The CHAIR said the resolution was not in order, 
but by general consent. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON and others objected. 

Mr. LEVY wished to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania at whose instance his resolution was 
offered. He wished to know if it was at the in- 
stance of any of his constituents. i 

The SPEAKER remarked that the resolution was 
not before the House, and such questions were out 
of order. 

Mr. MORRIS rose to reply to the inquiry made 
ofhim; but 

Mr. C. JOHNSON and others objected; and he 
took his seat 

DEBATE ON THE TARIFF? 

The resolution offered yesterday evening by Mr. 
Bropueap, to take the tariff bill out of committee at 
1o’clock on Wednesday, the 8th inst., on which 
the previous question had been moved, came up for 
consideration, the question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Dromeooxe to substitute Monday next. 

The question was put on seconding the previous 
question, and the vote was, 57 ayes, 44 nays. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House. 

Some conversation took place, when the motion 
for a call of the House was withdrawn, there be- 
ing evidently a quorum present; and 

The question was again taken by tellers on sec- 
onding the previous question, and carried—ayes 70, 
noes 51. 

The main question was then ordered; when 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the vote was taken on his 
amendment, and rejected—ayes 38, nays 101. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose before the vote was 


cord his vote. 


‘Permission was not gt 


pend the rules, to give him an opportunit 
as not 


resolution; but his motion 

few votes being ‘given in 

BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM 
On the motion of. Mr. KIRKPAT TOR, 


tariff. 
f THE TARIFF. ; 

On the motion of Mr. McK AY, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hopxrns in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the tariff bill, > 

Mr. BIDLACK resumed. his ‘speech; which hé 
suspended yesterday for a motion to tise, observing 
that he should labor under much embarrassment, in 
consequence of the limit to which he must ‘confine 
his remarks. If he had had sufficient time; “he 
should have liked to have gone into the comparative 
merits of the law of 1842, and of the bill under con= 
sideration; but his time would not permit, and‘he 
should, therefore, more particularly speak of the 
iron interest, which, in his State, was one of grèat 
importance. But he would first observe that; as a 
general rule, he would be disposed to tax the luxu- 
ries of life, and such articlés as came in‘competition 
with domestic productions. He would so. tax’ im- 
ports as to enable the domestic fabricator to com- 
pete with the foreign manufacturer, while neither 
was permitted to impose upon the consumer; and’ if 
other duties were necessary, he would:impose. them 
on the luxuries of life, admitting free of duty ‘such 
articles as are of prime necessity, but not produced 
in this country. ‘ oe ase 

After giving a passing notice to the.remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Betser,] in relation 
to the English corn’ laws, and the imposition of due 
ties generally for the support of the army and navy 
ofthat country, he said this country, too, had to 
support an army and navy, for the protection’of its 
citizens and their commerce. Of the. importance of 
our commerce, some idea might be formed from’ the 
fact that there was paid to the British government 
duties on the importation of American produce, 
which, in the year 1839, amounted to upwards of 
8,000,000, and in 1840 to upwards of $28,000,000. 

e went through various statistical statements on 
this subject, and noticed the interests of Pennsylva- 
nia, particularly her coal and her iron, which he 
was continuing when the chairman announced ‘the 
expiration of his allotted hour. : 

r. BUFFINGTON next addressed the commit- 
tee in favor of the protective system, and displayed 
at much length its effects on the prosperity of con- 
tinental Europe and of England. It was, he said, the 
established policy of the world when our govern- 
ment went into operation, and asa natural and ne» 
cessary consequence it was established here... Under 
the old confederation it wasthe favored policy of the 
government, and was continued as such on the adop 
tion of the federal constitution. Mr. B.. then went 
into the constitutionality of the question, and argued 
that the power to protect domestic manufactures, by 
laying duties on imports, was expressly granted to 
Congress by the constitution. Tnis power was not 
only granted to Congress by the constitution, but the 
exercise of it was prohibited to the States. The 
constitutional power, therefore, he considered as set- 
tled beyond a doubt. If the government. did not 
possess the power to protect its own domestic indus- 
try, that power was extinct—lost forever; and our 
government stood alone in the family of nations, 
without any power to protect itself from the injuri- 
ous commercial regulations of other nations. Hav- 
ing concluded the constitutional part of his argu- 
ment, Mr. B. proceded to argue in favor of the ex- 
pediency of the protective system. This govern- 
ment, he said, was established fot the purposes of Pro- 
tection. The whole government, from the highest to 
the lowest of its functions, was instituted for that ob- 
lect. What was the object of the navy, but for the 
protection of commerce, and the protection of the 
country from foreign invasion? What was the obe 


jee of. expending millions for the support ofan army; 


put. for the protection of the-citizens and-territory of - 


~ the United States? ‘The whole object of government 
was protection—to protect the weak against the 
strong, and the simple against the designing. `. 


‚wealthiest nation that ever existed: <- - 
:- Mr. HAMLIN  (speakizig-across the floor) said: 
She owes.a debt. that is more than-all she is worth, 
and that all the money in the world is not enough 
to pay; while the. great mass of her population is 
starving. Fike aS 
Mr. SUFFINGTON said the secret that explain- 
ed the great wealth of-Great Britain was, that she 
protected her commerce, her manufactures, and her 
agriculture. But it was urged that Great Britain, 
though wealthy, oppressed the great mass of her 
citizens, and that b 
condition. . Now he contended that this was not a 
consequence of her protective system, but of her 
form of government. In England. there was an es- 
tablished church, anda numerous body of clergy, 
supported at the expense of the people. There was 
also an-experisive government, with a large military 
and naval establishment, and. a. hereditary aristoc- 
racy, who were supported in the same manner. All 
these kept the people down, and caused the misery 
and destitution which was so extensively felt in that 
country. Mr. B: then went into an argument to 
prove that a protective tariff did not increase the 
rice of imported articles, and contended that the 
uty did not, aa had- been argued on the other side, 
fall’ on the consumer. He laid it down that where 
an article of foreign manufacture was not produced 
at all in this country, theh the consumer paid 
the duty; but where the article was manufactured 
in this country, the competition of the American 
manufactures in the foreign market kept down the 
price, and made the duty fall partly on the consumer, 
and partly on the foreign producer. 
` He contended that, by the protection of railroad 
iron alone, a very large amount of money would be 
saved to the country, to the advantage of all its do- 
mestie interests, particularly the farming, which was 
peculiarly favored by the protection of the manufac- 
turers.. Fie then commented on the duties for the 
protection of salt, and expressed his astonishment 
that any one should have proposed the reduction of 
‘the duty on salt, and thereby flood the country with 
a, foreign article; to the destruction of the domestic 
article and the injury of the revenue, at a time when 
the treasury needed all the supplies it could procure. 
-He then mad an appeal to the committee in behalf 
of the farming interest, with which he was con- 
nected. 

Mr. HUBARD, on rising, observed that having 
on a former occasion delivered his opinions pretty 
much at length on the subject of a protective tariff, 
he should, on the present occasion, contend himself 
with stating very concisely the reasons why he 
should vote for the bill before the committee, and 
why he was opposed to the tariff of 1842. Heshould 
not go into any constitutional argument of this ques- 
tion, but purposed to make a plain, common-sense 
speech. He wasin favor ofa revenue tariff which, 
while it afforded an adequate support for the gov- 
ernment, would give as much protection to manufac- 
tures as was necessary. To this extent he was wil- 
ling to protect manufactures. If we look back, said 
Mr. H., to the administration of Presidents Wash- 
ington and Jefferson, we shall find that manufactures 
were more prosperous than they ever have been 
since; we shall find that commerce and agriculture 
were both more prosperous, and indeed the. whole 
country enjoyed a greater share of prosperity than it 
ever had done in later times. He invited gentlemen 
to look back into the early period of the history of 
the republic, for the resultshe had described. Up to 
1816, the duties had varied from 10 to-15 per cent.; 
and under those low duties it was found that our 
commerce, manufactures and agriculture were pros- 
perous and increasing. Now, when gentlemen 
pointed to Great Britain as a model for our imitation, 

e would call their attention to the fact that the 
tariff of Great Britain never was for the pro- 
tection of. manufactures, but for the protection of 
the landed interest. He had it from the report of 
Mr. Hume in the House of ‘Commons, that the re- 
venue accruing from duties imposed for the protec- 


‘tion of manufactures did not amount. to half a mil- 


er population was ina starving . 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jion of pounds sterling. In England, the tariff was 
imposed for the protection of agriculture; here, it was 
imposed for their protection of manufactures. There, 
the revenue for duties on the importation of manu- 
factures did not amount to half a: million of 
pounds sterling; here, three-fourths of our reve- 


nue was derived from. duties imposed for the . 


‘protection of manufactures. . He would invite the 
attention. of gentlemen who were in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff, to another fact, stated in Mr. Hume’s 
report; and that was, that the cotton manufacture, 
being the branch. that was the least protected in Eng- 
land, was the most flourishing; whilé the silk manu- 
facture, which had been protected, was a small, 
dwindling concern. -In France, on the other hand, 
where the silk manufacture was not protected, it was 
the most thriving of any of the branches of industry 
of that country. He would ask gentlemen tolook at 
the prosperous condition of our commerce, manu- 
factures, and agriculture, in the times of General 
Washington and Mr. Jefferson, when the duties 
were low, and then, turning their attention to the 
depressed condition of all these branches. under a 


system of high duties, explain, ifthey could, why it. 
` was that their favorite system had been followed by | 


such results. 

In connexion with this part of the subject he 
would hand up to the Clerk, and ask him to read,a 
report made by Mr. Gallatin (the then Secretary of 
the Treasury) to Congress in 1810. The Clerk 
then read extracts from this report; in which, among 
other things, it was stated that the manufacturing 
industry of the country was in the most prosperous 
condition; that a number of articles of manufacture 
which are stated in the report, were manufactured to 
a sufficient extent to supply the consumption of the 
country; that a number of others, which were also 
enumerated, were established on a firm and stable 
basis, and were prosperous and increasing; and Mr. 
Gallatin attributes the flourishing condition of the 
manufacturing industry of the country to the ab- 
sence of those restrictions on trade and commerce 
which operated so injuriously in other countries. In 
this country, the report added that every species of 
trade was untrammelled, and open to all. 

Mr. H. then showed, from the same report, the 
flourishing condition of our commerce at the same 
period, and the great amount of our exports com- 
pared with what they have been under a system of 
high duties. It appeared by the facts he had ad- 
duced, that our protective-tariff system had cut 
down the commerce of the country, and thrown the 
manufactures ahead, but had not thrown them 
ahead to the extent that they were progressing in 
the days of General Washington and Mr. Jefferson. 
This proved conclusively that the tariff system was 
oppressive and injurious on the commerce of the 
country. He begged gentlemen to notice and reply 
to these facts. Mr. H. then replied to the argu- 
ment so often used by the protectionists, that a high 
tariff produced low prices. If this was so, he ask- 
ed of them what they wanted with high duties as a 
protection. Their interest as manufacturers re- 

uired high prices for their productions. Why, 
then, did they clamor for a system which, as they 
said, had the effect of reducing the prices on their 
commodities. Mr. H. replied at length to this 
part of the argument. 

He submitted that to the committee for considera- 
tion, and it would be seen that, if a high tariff re-- 
duced prices, that policy would be suicidal. If that 
doctrine were true, the policy of the manufacturer 
would be to go for free trade, as, according to their 
views, its tendency would be to increase prices. 
But they, evenness: came here and asked for the 
passage of a tariff act, as a protection against the 
pauper labor of England, and to keep up prices; and 
when obtained, they turn round and say, this boon 
which you have given us is a curse, instead of a 
blessing. Now, instead of reducing, he contended 
that a tariff increased the price of goods; but if it 
was seriously contended that the tariff reduced 
prices, what would be thought of it by our farmers 
and tobacco growers, for whose interests some gen- 
tlemen professed to have so much regard? 

Having stated some objections to the act of 1842, 
he now proposed to give a few reasons why he 
should support the bill before the committee. There 
were some things in this bill of which he did not 
entirely approve, but he preferred it to the act of 
1842. In the first place, he opposed the act of 1841 
and 1842 because they increased the taxes for the 
benefit of the manufacturers; whereas the bill now 
under consideration would reduce taxation. The 


whig party had appeared to think that high taxes 


were a felicitous mode of relieving the country, and 
by their_tariff acts they had greatly increased the 
taxes. .Mr> Fillmore, in an explanation of their 
‘plan, statéd that it was designed to raise $27,000,000, 
eing $11,500,000 more than was raised by the pre- 
ceding system. Tlie whig administration . came 
into, power as a “reform, ‘retrenchment, and econo- 
my” administration; but how had they exhibited 
the appropriateness of their character? The whig 
party increased taxes, while the democratic party 
had réduced taxes.. He stated many. statistical 


| facts here, in support of his assertion, and then pro- 


ceeded to notice the effects of the whig tariff on par- 
ticular interests. He read letters from Mr. Wash- 
ington Irving, ‘our minister to Spain, and Mr. 
Wheaton, our minister at Berlin, addressed to Mr. 
Webster, then Secretary of State, to show the inju- 
rious effects of the tariff on the tobacco trade. 

He next replied to the argument which had been 
made against the position that low duties increase 
the amount of revenue, based on the diminished rev- 
enue since 1833, ‘under the reduced duties of the 
compromise act. This, however, he attributed to 
the increase of the free list. He concluded with the 
remark that he would not consent toa policy b 
which any interest would be sacrificed for the benefit 
of another. He was willing that each should be 
cherished with the like care, but he would not as- 
sent to injustice to any. i 

Mr. GRIN NELL next addressed the. committee, 
and gave some reasons why he opposed the bill be- 
fore the committee. ; 

Mr. G. took a view of the effects of the duty on 
salt, and the number of saltworks on the seacoast, 
for the purpose of showing the advantage of the pro- 
tection given to thatarticle, and the injurious effects 
that would result from a withdrawal of that protec- 
tion. In that event, he said all these saltworks 
would have to be abandoned, and the people en- 
gaged in them would be driven to agricultural pyr- 
sults, and would enter’ into competition with the ag- 
riculturists, who were already too numerous. Iie 
did not believe that the taking off the duty would 
lower the price of the article, though it would de- 
stroy the domestic manufacture. Mr. G. said his 
chief objection to the bill, that it’ would not produce 
a revenue adequate to the support of the govern- 
ment; and for this reason alone, if others were 
wanting, he would oppose it. 

It had been urged, as an argument against the pro- 
tective system, that the profits of the manufacturers 
were enormous: and, in answer to that, he would 
state that, for the two years previous to the last, the 
manufacturing establishments had not made an 
money; but, in the last year, they had sold off their 
surplus stock on hand, which enabled them to de- 
clare the dividends. about which so much had been 
said. He had no hesitation in saying that these 
manufacturing establishments would not divide, un- 
der the present tariff, exceeding six per cent. for the 
next five years. The number of these establish- 
ments was increasing, and the competition to be 

roduced by them would bring down their profits. 

he principle business of his district was the whale 
fishery; but his constituents were all in favor of 
protecting manufactures by a system of duties, be- 
cause they felt that their own interests were best pro- 
moted by such a course of policy. 

Mr. DUNLAP said he rose with some reluc- 
tance to offer his views on the bill then under the 
consideration of the committee, the importance of 
which was conceded by all. In discussing a sub- 
ject on which such a diversity of opinion existed, 
itshould be their aim to examine it with becoming 
fairness and candor; and to act on it as among 
brothers and friends, and not as if among foes and 
enemies. It was the avowed object of every gen- 
tleman; in examinations like this, to search after 
truth; and no man, capable of exerting any influ- 
ence over the people, should seek to attain his object 
by covering it up. Truth was modest and unas- 
suming; and they should make themselves like her, 
and support their opinions with moderation and 
fairness. While patience and perseverance would 
unlock the vault, they wished to explore and place 
the treasure they sought within their reach, it would 
be unwise, with a rash and impetuous hand, to 
force the door. There was no clearer principle in 
morals than that prepossession had the power of 
swaying the judgment. On this principle, a judge 
was disqualified from sitting in judgment in his own 
case. The principle was equally true in theory as in 
practice. Now, (said Mr. D.) if we come to this 
discussion with one particle of prejudice, our judg- 


ments are swayed to:adegree.in proportion to the 
prejudice we entertain. . Letus, then, (he added,) 
come to this discussion not as northern. men, not as 
southern men, nót as western men, but let us throw 
off.the garments we wear at home, and here unite to- 
gether in the investigation of truth, Let-us-find out, 
if we can, what is truth for the northern States, 
what is truth for the middle and southern States, 
and what is truth for:the western States; and then 
let the great and important interests of these different 
Sections of the country, with extended hands, march 
to the centre, and there make a compromise which 
will be advantageous to all—each giving, each re- 
ceiving, each sacrificing, and being -sacrificed, in 
such a manner. that the amount given, and the 
amount received, shall be equal. : 

It appeared to be a law of nature that alla man 
hath will he give for his lifes. but one man 
could not be expected to pay for the life of another. 
There'was great propriety in each man paying for 
himself; but how should the necessary revenue for 
the government be raised? He proceeded to con- 
tend that a poll-tax was highly objectionable, and 


that duties on imports was. the proper mode of | 


raising revenue. He next examined the effect of 
imposts. on the country. He was opposed to a 
tariff that would be largely productive, because the 
_ people desired the government to be economically 
administered; and a rédundant treasury, whether in 
the individual or the State, engendered extravagant 
habits and tastes, which produced ultimate calamity. 
And again: it could notsurely be a wise policy to raise, 
by tax, any sum, and return it again to the persons 
by whom it was paid.. The evil of such a system 
was palpably evident. 
He contended that the contributions from the 
General government to the States, being received at 
ifferent times, the consequence would be a general 
derangement of the currency. He next proceeded 
to inquire whether Congress had the power to im- 
pose duties for the purpose of protecting manufac- 
tures. He admitted that Congress had the power 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
and to provide for the general welfare of the United 
States; and it was contended that, for these objects, 
Congress had no restriction but its own will. This doc- 
trine he denied. The constitution was a touch-stone,by 
which all the measures of Congress were to be tried; 
and this power not being found in the constitution, 
there was nothing to authorize it to be taken as an 
incident. Mr. D. then went into an argument at 
length, and showed that the exercise of the power 
was unconstitutional. On the subject of the distri- 
bution of the public lands, he laid down the position 
that the public lands were the property of the gov- 
ernment, and contended that there was no power 
granted to Congress to give it away. It wasa re- 
served power, and could not belong to Congress till 
granted by the States. When the revenue de- 
rived “from the sales of the lands was in the 


treasury, it was to all intents and purposes 
the property of the government, and Congress 
Tf Con- 


had not the power to give it away. 
gress põskessed: the power to give away revenue col- 
lected into the treasury in this way, it followed as a 
necessary consequence that Congress could impose 
duties for-the purpose of collecting money to be dis- 
tributed to the States. This was a doctrine that no 
man would have the hardihood to support. Mr. D., 
after arguing in extenso.on this head, returned to 
the subject.of a tariff, and entered into an examina- 
tion of a revenue tariff and a protective tariff. -The 
prohibitory tariff would prevent revenue, and leave 
the government to be supported by a direct tax. 
This was-the extreme of the case. here was ano- 
ther extreme, the result of which, as to revenue, was 
the same;and that was, where there was no duties at 
all. It therefore seemed to him that there was a me- 
dium between. prohibition and free trade, which 
would produce the greatest amount of revenue, and 
this was the policy he thought best for this country. 
A few more remarks were made by Mr. D., when 
the Chairman’s ‘hammer fell, announcing that Mr. 
D.’s hour was out. 

Mr. POLLOCK. then obtained the floor; but gave 
way to 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, who moved 
that the committee rise: rejected. 
© Mr. POLLOCK then expressed his willingness to 
go on with his remarks now. He commenced by 
declaring that he was perfectly disinterested in this 
question; that he was not personally interested either 
in the manufactures, or in the iron and coal trade 
of Pennsylvania; and that he possessed but a 
small interest in the agriculture of that State. 


TEE 


had the welfare of the people of his State at heart. 


. He deemed it almost a work of. supererogation to 


address the committee in favor of the American sys- 
tem. He considered that the tariff act of 1842, 
which it was now attempted to repeal, was its own 
best defender and its own best advécate; and he ad- 
vised gentlewién who doubted the expediency of the 
American system, to look back at what the condi- 
tion af the country was previous to the enactment of 
that law, and now see what it is under its opera- 
tions. He would ask. these gentlemen what they 
attributed the change in the condition of the coun- 
try to, if not to that law. He considered the opera- 
tions of that act as superior toll the statistical tables 
that had ever been compiled, ani containing more 
valuable information than could be found in all the 
writers on political economy, from Adam Smith 
down to this day. Mr. P. then went into a general 
argument on the constitutionality and expediency of 
the protective system, and endeavored to show that 
the act of 1842 had operated most beneficently. 

Mr. COBB next obtained the floor; but it being 
nearly 5 o’clock, gave way to 
_ Mr. WELLER, on whose motion the committee 
rose; and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petition was presented to-day un 
der the rule: ; 
By Mr. RATHBUN: A remonstrance, signed by John 


MeVitt, Slocum Howland, and 94 others, against disturbing 
the present tariff law , 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
. May 1, 1844. 

GENTLEMEN: In the brief notice taken by your reporter of 
my remarks in the House on yesterday, upon the subject of 
the tariff, Iam represented as ‘saying “that, in Indiana, both 
parties were for leaving the present tarit act untouched, 
deeming ita settlement of the question.” 

In this I was misunderstood, as I did not use the remark 
attributed to me. I do not suppose that the democratic 
party in Indiana are in favor of the existing tariff. So far 
as I know anything of their opinions, I believe the great 
mass of them are.in favor of reducing the present duties. 

By publishing this correction, you will oblige yours, &e., 

CALEB B. SMITH. 

Messrs. Bian & Rives. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspvay, May 2, 1844. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union, for the purpose of proceeding with the con- 
sideration of the bill to modify and amend the tariff 
act of 1842. 

Mr. DUNCAN requested the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw that motion to enable 
him to move a reconsideration of the vote by ,which 
the House yesterday agreed to set apart for the bu- 
siness of the District of Columbia, the three first 
days succeeding that on which the tariff bill should 
be disposed of. His object was to get up the elec- 
tion bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the postponement of the 
consideration of the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio till to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE suggested a still later day. 

Mr. HOPKINS remarked, that as the tariff bill 
would be disposed of on Wednesday next, he world 
modify his motion so asto postpone to Thursday 
morning, when the motion to reconsider could be 
taken up. 

In that shape, the motion to postpone was agreed 
to. 

POST OFFICE BILL. 

Mr, HOPKINS asked the House to take up the 
bill from the Senate “to reduce the rates of- post- 
age; limit the use, and correct the abuse of the 
franking privilege; and to prevent, frauds on the 
Post Office Department,” so that it might be refer- 
red to the. Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. . 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 

Mr. WELLER suggested that there were various 
bills from the Senate on the Speaker’s table, and 
that they had better be disposed of. 

The following bills were accordingly read a first 
and second time, and appropriately referred: 

An act for the relief of Henry Newman. 

An act for the relief of Ephriam D. Dickson. 

An act for the relief of Hiram Murch. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Campau. 


He was, therefore, disinterested, excépt so far as he» ega 
. of George Duval and other Cherokees 


An act for the relief of the k 


An act for the relief-of Wm. R; Davis 
An act for the relief of David Robb: © 2. : 
An act to authorize the school trustees, or other 
lawful authorities. having charge of the. subject of 
‘common schools in. surveyed: township 48 north; ‘of 
range 18 west, in the county of::Cooper, and. State 
of Missouri, to enter & section of land in liew of sec- 
tion ‘sixteen in. said township, for, the. use ./of 
schools.. H j ; aes S 
An act anthorizing a patent-to-be. issued to:Jo- 
out Campau, for a certain tract. of Jand- in the State 
of Michigan. PENS ga es 
An act for the purchate. of certain copies a 
History of Oregon, California, and the other Terri- 
tories, on the northwest coast of North America. ~ 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ` 
The standing committees were next called for re- 
ports; limited, however, to such as would not give 
rise to debate: and the following were presented: 
Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to authorize the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury to allow the names of ‘registered 
vessels tobe changed; which. was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee ofthe 
Whole House. >: : 
Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the resolution 
of the House of the 25th of March last, upon. the 
subject of pre-emptions to lands in the counties of 
Tipton and Richardsville, in Indiana, for count 
seats, made a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
granting the right of pre-emption to a quarter section 
of land to. the counties of Tipton and Richardsville, 
in the State of Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. i 
On motion of Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, : 
Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition’ of ‘Robert. 
Scybold; and that it be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. ; i 


Mr. HUBARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report upon the subject of autho- 
rizing scrip in exchange for Virginia military boun- 
y land warrants, accompanied by a bill authorizing 
the issue of scrip in exchange for military bount: 
land warrants; which was read a first and sets 
time, and committed to the Committee of the ‘Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

«On motion of Mr. HUBARD, by leave, 

Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the report 


from the Committee on Public Lands on military bounty 
land claims be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee for 
the District of Colambia, reported a bill for repair- 
ing the roof of the court-house in Alexandria, ac- 
companied by areport in writing; which bill was 
read a first and second time, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon, the pe- 
tition of Mary W. Telfair, accompanied by a bill for 
her relief; which was read a first and-second time, 
and. committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. | Ta ee 

Mr. SEVERANCE, from the Committeé on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Archibald D. Palmer; which report. was 
laid upon the table. 28 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the same committe, made a 
report upon the petitions of Francois Christien and 
widow Baptiste Berard, accompanied by a bill for 
their relief; which wasread a first and second time, 
and comfifftted to Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 
petition of Marcay: Olds, widow, of John Stewart, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to a-Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, to which was referred the bill from the Sen- 
ate entitled “an act to direct the transfer to the State 
of Maryland of the stock held by the United States 
in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal upon certain con: 
ditions,” reported the same without amendment; and 
it was referred to the Commitiee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on the Public 
Buildings, made an adverse report upon the resolu« 
tion of the House of the 25th of March last, in relat 
tion to changing the Congress library room into a 


presentatives; which report. was laid upon 


: COLLAMER,: from, the Committee-on the 
Public Lands, to: which was referred the bill to grant 
to the State of Illinois a right of way through the 
public lands of the: United. States, ‘and for other pur- 
poses, reported an amendatory- bill, accompanied by 
areportin Writing. = s.c- Pelee . 
: C., fromthe same committee, made an. ad- 
report upon the bill to grant re-emption rights 
to iat settlers on landsacquired by treaty from the 
Miami Indians, in Indiana;-which report’ was laid 
upon the table. : j 
“Mr, BENTON, from ‘the; Conimtttee on Indian 
Afairs, to which was referred the ‘letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to trespasses 
upon Indian lands, madea report thereon, accompa- 
nied by a bill to prevent trespasses upon the Indian 
lands; which bill, by general consent, was carried 
through its different stages, and passed. 
Mr.: THOMPSON, from the Committee on In- 
dian. Affairs, reported an act for-the relief of F. A. 
Kerr; which: was read twice, and referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. $ 
: Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 

y Affairs, reported a bill from the Senate for the 
relief of Caroline C. Clitherall, widow of Dr. George’ 
G. Clitherall; late a surgeon in. the, army of the 
United States, and recommended that the said bill do 
not -pass which- was referred to a Committee of 
the;Whole House... i" : 

«Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; to which was referred the bill fromthe Sen- 
ate entitled “an act for the relief of James M. Meln- 
tosh, a commander in the navy of the United 
States,” made a report thereon, and recommended 
that the said bill do not pass. 

_ Mr. MURPHY, fromthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted a report of a minority of the said 
committee in relation to the bill from the Senate for 
the relief of James M. McIntosh, a commander in 
the navy of the Untted States; which was commit- 
ted to a Committce of the Whole House. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an adverse report upon the claim 
of, Khomas W. Gordon; which was laid upon the 
tables - 

"On motion of Mr, C.J. INGERSOLL, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Afairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of Catharine 
Raguet, widow of Condy Raguet; which: petition was laid 
on the table. 
` Mr. C.J: INGERSOLL, from the same commit- 
tee, reported the following resolution: è 
' Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to interpose his good offices with the British gov- 
ernment for the releas: of Benjamin Mott, of Albureh, Ver- 
mont, Samuel Newcome, of Chataugua, New York, and 
oiher American. prisoners of Van Diemans Land: Agreed 
0. i 
~ Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on Revo- 
Intionary Pensions, made a report npon the case of 
Susanna Warner, accompanie by a bill for her re- 
lief; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions were discharged from 
the consideration of a number of cases contained in 
the report. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the 
reported, without amendment, a 
of Stanley’ White, accompanied 
writing. 

On motion of Mr. PRATT, 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds he authorized to have printed the reports, specifi- 
cations, and estimates of all the proposed plans of alterations 
and additions to the Capitol, and other public buildings now 
before the committee. 


ENGRAVING OF MAPS, 


Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, rose and said it would be recollected that, 
some weeks ago, he had called the attention of the 
House to the fact that the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Land Office had not been laid 
upon their tables by the public printer; and he now 
begged to call the attention of he House to the fact 
that the House had not yet received that report. 
In justice to the public printers, he should say that 
the report had been printed from two to three 
months, and thatit was delayed because the person 
employed to lithograph the accompanying maps had 
not furnished them to the printers so that they 
might accompany the report. He felt it necessary, 
In view ofthese facts, to ask the House to give au- 
thority to the Clerk to call upon the printers to fur- 


same committee, 
bill for the relief 
by a report in 


-nish: the commission 
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r’s report- without. the ` maps 
that should accompany it, and that. the order for 
the maps should be rescinded; and surely, under all 
the circumstances,“ they. could ‘not.be expected to 
pay for them. Four months had now elapsed since’ 
the commissioner's report was made to the House, 
and the session. was approaching its. close without 
their having. the benefits of that report. Why, 
they should have another report (at the commence. 
ment of the next session) almost as soon‘as they 
should get this; and - quite as soon, if it was not put 
upon their tables beforé the approaching adjourn- 
ment. He submitted the motion which he had in- 


| dicated; and’ on that he moved the previous ques- 


tion. 

Some conversation ensued. - 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he was informed that the 
maps would be ready in the course of two or three 
days; and if so, he had no desire to press this mo- 
tion; but he gave notice that he should renew it on 
Saturday, or Monday, if the maps were not supplied 
in the mean time. |” 

The motion was then withdrawn. 


DEBATE ON THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Hop- 
xis, of Virginia, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill to modify and amend the 
present tariff laws. 


Mr. COBB observed that, so far as he had been 
able to give any attention to the discussion on this 
subject, it appeared to him to be one of peculiar in- 
terest. If there was any portion of the country 
deeply and vitally interested ina fair and proper 
settlement of the question of the tariff, he conceived 
it to be that section of the country which he in part 
represented. Every one acquainted with’ the his- 
tory of political parties in this country, and with 
the history of this all-absorbing subject, must know 
that the people of Georgia have ever battled with 
all their energies against the system of protection 
to any portion of the industry of the country where 
it operated to the injury of other portions.” In the 
course of this debate, the people of the South, who 
are opposed to this system, had been charged with 
being opposed to American industry, American man- 
ufactures, American commerce, and (irange to say) 
to American agriculture. It shoul be,his part, in 
the course of the few remarks he was about to make, 
to show how unfounded this charge was. The 
feeling entertained in his section of the country for 
the manufacturing interest had always been of the 
most kind and friendly nature. Yet they were not 
prepared to strike a suicidal blow at the agriculture 
of the country for the purpose of building it up. 
Gentlemen Who had addressed the committee in 
favor of the protective system, had argued this ques- 
tion, not in reference to the welfare of the whole 
country at large, but all their energies were ex- 
erted in favor of what they believed to be the 
interests of their own section of the Union. At 
one time, he thought they went still father, and 
advocated the interests of themselves and their con- 
stituents; for they went largely into detail, and ex- 
hibited statistical tables, showing the extensive in- 
terest that was benefited by the system of protec- 
tion, His attention: had been directed to another 
point in the debate; and to that he would direct the 
notice of those gentlemen belonging to the whig 
party, who represented the South, "The friends of 
protection to manufactures went into arguments to 
show that protection was not only for the benefit 
of the manufacturers of the North, but they went 
one step farther, and solicited the aid of Congress, 
on the ground thatthe West will finda market for her 
agricultural productions, by building up manufac- 
turing establishments. He had listened, however, 
in vain, to hear one single argument addressed to the 
cotton-srowers of the South to go for the system. 

On the subject of a home market, inducements 
were held out to the farmers of the West to rally in 
aid of the manufacturers of the North; but were the 
consumers and the cotton-growers of the South en- 
titled to no consideration? He, however, denied 
that they could create such a home market as would 
take all the productions of the country. They had 
been told that the father of his country approved a 
protective act; but what was it? It was an act for 
the raising of revenue, and the protection of domes- 
tic manufactures—a protection which was widely 
different from that of the present day. It was a 
protection that was necessary for the raising of rey- 
enue; butagain, he asked, what wasit It was a 
protection of 7} per cent, for the domestic manufac- 


LOBE. 


„tures, ‘arid. at a ‘time when: manafactüres were in 


` foreign goods could not be brou; 


their, aifancy, and when they requiréd the fostering 
care of the government. That fostering care: ex. 
tended a -protection of 7} per cent. to our infant 
manufactures; but they had now grown- up to 
vigorous manhood; and now, in-its giant strength, an 
infinitely larger amount of protection was required 
than was needed by the infant. Now, could. this be 
acceded to with a due regard to the other interests 
of the country? Could they they thus sacrifice to 
one, all the other interests of the country? And yet 


` such a system was called a protection of American ` 


industry. . ; 

He then alluded to the arguments of the gentlemen 
who'had preceded him,-by which they had designed 
to show that ahigh tariff cheapened the price of 
goods. By the exclusion of foreign manufactures, 
they (it was said) were enabled to sell a larger 
amount of goods, and hence they could afford to sell 
cheaper; but how was the market to be’ increased? 
They must, to accomplish “it, exclude all foreign 
goods from competition; and that could only be the 
result, so long as the duties were so high that the 
ht into competition, 
subject to those high duties. Now, he would ask 
the advocates of the act of 1842—who contend’ that 
its operation is to reduce prices—whether they in- 
tended that it should be prohibitory. If such was 
not their intention—if foreign goodsare still to come 
into competition with American productions—how 
was it that the protection afforded by that bill was to 
diminish the price of goods? ; 

He alluded to the argument of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winrsror] against an early 
operation of this bill, on the ground that it would be 
injurious to the importers, and the importing mer- 
chants; and again asked if this bill should be passed, 
and go into operation at an early period, thereby re- 
ducing the duties on importations, and, according to 
the theory of the gentleman’s friends, increasing 
prices, how it could be injurious to those classes? 

Mr. WINTHROP explained. He said mainly 
that the gentleman from Georgia had greatly exag- 
gerated the doctrines which his side of the House 

eld on this subject, and that the reduction of prices 
would be a work of time. f 

Mr. COBB was happy to hear, the explanation. 
He was now relieved from a great difficulty in which 
he had been involved. He was now tol that the 
reduction of prices, by the operation of a high tariff, 
must be progressive; ‘the act of 1842 had not had 
time enough to produce such “effects; and yet the 
friends of that act were contending that ithad already 
caused a reduction of prices. In this, he alluded 
more particularly to the arguments of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Wernerep,] and said he had 
now the authority of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Winrurop] for denying that the act-of 
1842 had reduced prices. 

Mr. C. then examined the argument used by the 
friends of protection, that a high tariff cheapened 
the price of manufactures to the consumer, which 
he proceeded at length to refute; and went into a 
train of argument to prove that such a reduction of 
prices could only be effected by a prohibitory tariff, 
which no gentleman on that floor was, as yet, willing 
to go for. 

Mr. C. next spoke of the state of feeling in the 
South on the subject of a protective tariff, and 
showed that, from the tariff of 1828, the whole 
South, without distinction of parties, had been op- 
posed to it. The southern members of Congress 
all opposed the tariff of 1842; and Mr. C. read ex- 
tracts from the speeches of Messrs. Meriwether and 
Alford, of Georgia, strongly denouncing the act of 
1842, and the whole system of protection. He did 
not know what cause to attribute the late change of 
opinion to in favor of a protective tariff by the whigs 
of the South; but up to the tariff of 1842, they had 
always been the uncompromising opponents of the 
protective system. 

Mr. McBOWELL, after a few preliminary ob- 
Servations, said he was in. favor of a tariff which 
would produce a revenue sufficient for the economi- 
cal administration of the government, with such 
discriminations in favor of domestic industry ag 
should look to revenue only, and nothing else. He 
found the power he advocated in the 8th section of 
the constitution; and he should attempt to show 
that that section never was designed, nor, by any fair 
interpretation, could it be made,to mean anything else 
than the construction he had given it. That article 
said: “That Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to 'pa 
the debts, and provide for the common defence and 


:What was the purpose: for which this power was 
conferred by the constitution? ~ ae 
Here followed the limitation: “to pay the: debts 
and provide for: the common defence ‘and: general 
welfare of the United States.” That is, after aving 
laid and -collected the duties, and‘ got the money 
into the treasury of the United States, it shall be-ap- 
propriated to pay the debts, and - provide’ for’ the 
common defence and general: welfare ‘of. the 
United States. Now did not this refer to. the 
money collected? ‘What else did it refer to? 
Now if gentlemen wished to. carry out their 
doctrines, they must agree, that after Congress 
has collected these imposts, duties and exercises, and 
got the money into the treasury, it should have the 
power to distribute it in bounties. to the manufac- 
tures. No power was here given to protect manu- 
factures ; nothing like it was contemplated by the 
framers of the constitution. Were gentlemen wil- 
ling to. come up to that point, and distribute the 
money after it has been collected into the treasury? 
Gentlemen would not agree to go this far; but they 
were for mystifying the matter, and putting into it a 
few catch words, such as “home industry,” “pro- 
tection to American manufactures,” &c... Now if 
the government had the undoubted right to protect 
manufactures, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
declared, they had the right to do it in any way they 
saw fit, . T , 
`. Suppose a representative on this floor should in- 
troduce a bill, ànd ask Congress to pass it, to com- 
pell the people of Virginia to purchase all the articles 
which.they. consume from Massachusetts; and sup- 
pose Congress was to take upon itself such an exer- 
cise of power as to forbid the people of this countr 
from purchasing from France or from England, 
would it hot come in collision with the freedom. of 
the people of the United States’ and would the peo- 
ple acquire in its exercise? And yet he would ask 
the gentlemen who advocated the act of 1842, 
wherein that act differed from the position which he 
had just supposed? The object and the result were 
the same, mystify itas they might by catch words; 
and Ma the advocates of that act were loudly-vaunt- 
ing lovers of the constitution, and of the people, and 
_of the liberties of the country. They thus assailed 
the very rights and liberties of the people; and then 
had the hardihood to come up here and accuse the 
democratic party with being a British party, because 
they sought to reduce these imposts which pressed 
sò heavily -on the people. The decision of that 
question, however, he (Mr. McDoweLL) was will- 
ing to leave to the people of the United States, who 
were able to judge which was the American and 
which the British party. 

He then proceeded to notice the operation of the 
tariff act. It was designed by its framers to be a 
protective tariff; and to be so, it must necessarily be 
so high as to be prohibitory. In being so, it in effect 
said to the producer ‘‘you shall not purchase from 

* France or from England;” although the producer 
sold his produce to those countries at as high a 
pricé as he could possibly procure. He denied that 
one interest could be thus protected by trampling on 
another. He had stated the constitutional objects 
for which taxes were to be raised; and if any Inci- 
dental protection resulted, he had nothing to say; 
but the object should not be protection, and the in- 
cident. revenue. Revenue should be the object, and 
protection the incident. `. 

, It had been assumed on this floor that the com- 
promise act of 1833 had brought this country to al- 
most irretricvable ruin; but by reference to a mass 
of statistical facts, he showed that the exports of the 
country were greater under that act than under a 
high tariff} and, consequently, that under its opera- 
tion, a greater amount of specie was brought into 
the country. It was the industry of the country, 
then, that brought into it the precious metals. He 
gave statistical statements of the exports, amount of 
tonnage and manufactures by them all, to show that 
- the country had retrieved itself under a low tariff, 
and recovered from the effects ofa high rate of duties 
He noticed the embarrassment created a few years 
ago-by a deranged currency, and argued that it was the 
industry of the country alone, and the exportation 
of its produce, which had restored it to a state of 
prosperity. ‘he manufacturer enjoyed the pros- 
perity which the producer had occasioned; but to 


the manufacturer they could not attribute this m- |i 


crease of- capital... He _ illustrated. this” position - 
largely, by supposing “an investment’ of -money in 
Ross county, Ohio, in the grain - produced in‘that 
and the adjoining counties, its conversion inte flour, 
and transmission to, and sale in, England. It was 
there sold at a profit, after paying the English im- 
port duty, ‘and a return. cargo in part, and specie 
payment in other part, added both to the capital for 
future operation; and to the revenue of the country 
by the duties on the return cargo, which were paid. 

e said his constituents were chiefly farmers, and 
all they asked was to be let alone. He then noticed. 
the injurious effect on the shipping and ship-build- 
ing interests, of a high protective tariff, : 

r. McD. next examined the argument that the 
protective system tended to cheapen goods to the 
consumer; and he proceeded, by a variety of argu- 
iments and illustrations, to expose the fallacy of that 
doctrine. Mr. McD., in conclusion, said that the pro- 
tectionists, by the extravagant extent to which they 
were carrying the system of. bounties, were driving 
the country fast to a system of direct taxation. 
They had.stigniatized the opponents of a high tariff 
as being the advocates of free trade, and, conse- 
quently, of direct taxation; but he told them that 
they alone were the favorers of direct taxation; for 
their doctrines led to it. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL addressed the commit- 
tee in favor of the protective system and the tariff 
act of 1842, and argued to them that this act had 
greatly tended to promote the welfare and prosperity 
of the country. 

He went into an examination of the arguments 
used on: this floor, drawn from the squalid misery 
in’ England under the protective system; and he 
said the authorities which depicted that misery and 
wretchedness, also described the splendor and marks 
of wealth which that country everywhere presented. 
He denied, then, that this system produced all the 
evils that were there so painfully visible; much must 
be attributed to the density of its population, and 
much to the improvident habits of the people, their 
slothfulness, &c. There were likewise other causes 
tending to the same end. He entered into the sub- 
ject at great length. 

Mr. SEYMOUR next took the floor, and made 
an argumentative speech in opposition to. the bill, 
showing the evils that would result from the with- 
drawal of the protection it afforded to domestic in- 
dustry, and dwelling on the benefits that had result- 
ed from the protective system. 

Ín the article of wool, he said the duties had been 
so fluctuating as to be almost destructive; and he 
contended that the country required some fixed: 
policy. He went largely into illustrative facts, and 
then went into an examination of the English sys- 
tem, showing the great. discrimination made by that 
government between the duties on importations 
from her own colonies and from foreign countries. 
He quoted statements of the number of deaths by 
starvation in England, Ireland, and Scotland; and 
showed the increase of the poor rates. The dis- 
tressing’ state of the population of England was 
shown by various other facts; and yet the British 
minister refused to change his system by which 
American products were excluded; and then he 
asked if they were here so to alter the system adopt- 
ed in this country, as to permit that pauper labor of 
Great Britain to be brought into competition with 
the labor of our own artisans and mechanics. 

Mr. CHAPPELL then obtained the floor, and 
gave way to 

Mr. WELLER, on whose motion the committee 
rose; and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of sundry inhabitants of 
Delaware county, New York, praying.for the reduction of 
postage and the abolition of the frauking privilege: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 

By Mr. DANA: The petition of 72 inhabitants of Ulysses, 
Tompkins county, New York, for a reduction of postage 
and abolition of the franking privilege: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, additional 
documents in relation to the claim of Elisha Morrell, admin- 
istrator, &c.: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYS: The papers and documents of the heirs of 
David Crosby, a soldier of the revolutionary war, praying 
relief. Also, the papers and documents of the heirs of George 
Clark, a revolutionary soldier, praying forrelief. Also, the 
papers and documents of the hcirs of Abraham Farrar, a sol- 
dier of the revolution, praying relief. Also, the petition and 
documents of Nathaniel Squier, a soldier in Wayne’s cam- 
paign, praying for relief: referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions. A : 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of Abraham Cren- j 


dall; proying Congress. to. allow hima pension: 
quence. of disability from sickness brought.on: by’ 
the late :war-against Great Britain: referred’ to: 
tee on Pensions.” pede ae Aes 


- IN SENATE: ~ 
F -ERvAY, May 3; 1844.. 

Mr, TALLMADGE. 
Whitiker; an officer of the revolutionary war, aski ptes 
rest on the commutation he has: heretofore received: refe- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions: .,:: be 
Also, a memorial from. citizens of. Oswego. county, New 
York, remonstrating against any alteration of the present 
tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance... yiyit 
Also, a memorial from. Ontario, New: York; rem 
against the annexation of Texas to the: United 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 0. y 
Mr. ATHERTON ‘presented a petition: from -John: Stang; 
asking fora pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions 
Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Fanny, Murphy, 


fesented the: petition of Ephraim 


: asking for a pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the memorial of sundry 
citizens of Lee county, Mlinois, praying that no change: may 
be made in the present tariff law: referred to.the Committee 
on Finance. ie sy 

Also, a memorial signed by three hundred and twenty-five 
citizens of Detroit, remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. : i ; 

Mr. BREESE offered the following resolution; which was 
adopted: : : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail-stage route from Olney, in Richmond county; 
to Louisville, in Clay county, and thence, by Nicholsville 
and Jerold’s, to Vandalia, in Fayette county, in the State of 
WHinois. ~ 

The general orders were then called, but not proceeded 
with, a quorum not being present, nor expected to be present 
till Monday; whereupon, 

The Senate adjourned to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 3, 1844, 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce bills of the following titles, viz: - 

A bill to dispense with certain custom-house oaths. 

A billto facilitate the proof of the marriage of persons 
claiming to be widows of officers and soldiers of the reyolu- 
tion, in making their applications under the pension laws. of 
the United States. i a ky 

A bill to prohibit public executions of criminals under the 
laws of the United States. fe Stet? 

A bill to confer on the United ‘States consuls, resident in 
British ports, jurisdiction in controversies between Ameri- 
can citizens. : i 

Mr. VANCE, by leave, from the committee of Claims, to 
which was referred ths bills from the Senate of the follow- 
ing titles, viz: : : 

An act for the relief of Ephriam D. Dickson; and ` 

An act for the relief. of Wm. R. Davis; Se iat oy 

Reported the same without amendment; and they were re: 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole, > > 7 : 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved the reconsidergtion of the vote 
of yesterday on the adoption of the resolution directing the 
Committee on Public Buildings to have certain reports, 
specifications, plans, and estimates of the various proposi- 
tions for alterations and improvements in the public build- 
ings, printed. y N 

Mr. PRATT, chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings, explained the necessity of having proper estimates and 
diagrams for the war and navy buildings, which subject 
would soon be brought before the House; that his object 
was to place it fairly before the House, that each member 
might act understandingly. lt was a mere trifle of expense, 
and he was the last man that would ask anything but what 
he could show to be of absolute necessity and true econo- 
my.. He regretted to state that there never had been a map 
of the public grounds furnished for the use of the Committee 
on Public Buildings, though it was an aecommotion exceed 
ingly desirable. However, he was perfectly willing the 
matter be referred to the Committee on Engraving. ? 

The motion having been carried, Rae n 

On motion of Mr. G. W. JONES, the resolution was re-, 
ferred to the Committee on Engraving. 


DEBATE ON THE TARIFF... `^ 

On motion by Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Hopurns in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. g 3 

Mr. CHAPPELL, who had the floor, observed that, if this 
government, could be contented to confine itself within its 
legitimate, constitutional sphere, the business. which was 
this morning engaging the attention of the committee would 
be marked by a perspicuous and easy settlement. The 
question was one of raising the ways and means for sup- 
porting the government of the country, and of meeting its 
obligations. Such, he repeated, was the pure question be- 
fore the committee; and in the determination of that ques- 
tion, the cardinal consideration, which should overpower 
and silence all others, was the extent of the wants of the 
government, and the extent to which it was necessary to 
lay burdens on the people, for the purpose of meeting these 
wants. Who would controvert that proposition? Who 
would rise before this House, and this country, and deny it 
in terms? Who would face the American people—the tax- 
paying, burden-bearing, goverment-supporting people of 
this country—and controvert the proposition that, on a 
question of imposing taxes and burdens on them, the over- 
powering considerations were what he maintained, viz: the 
extent of the wants of the government, and the extent to 
which the burdens should be laid on the people. He would 
not detain the committee with an argument to demonstrate 
the truth of a proposition which carried its truth on its face. 

It seemed to have been the opinion of many that this was 
a country in which the people were lightly burdened for. 
public and politicel purposes—a country in which the des 
mands upon the earnings of labor were small, for the frugal 


rt of our free institutions;.and for.gught. heknew, it 
be that this supposition—this’ false “imagination 
eemed to have: -t 
had: ‘also-induced: the ‘belief that there was: little. aug- 
mentation .of the burdens of the people beyond- what 
Was -necessary for the support, of the government. Ay, 
sir, (said. Mr.. CHAPPELL) "so. cheap is the govern- 
ment under which we live, so'ltttle do the people pay for its 
support, that they have something to spare from their la- 
betieus earnings, and frdm their tlirifty savings, for the 
houtishment and -advancement öf individuáis -and classes. 
He asked the attontion of the conimitice and ‘the country to 
the:state of facts’ in relation to the burdens which. now rest 
onthe people—burdens’ which must be.met by taxation. 
‘We have been (said he). to much in the. habit of supposing 
that all-the exactions to which the ‘people are subjected are 
what are wanted for the support of the government, -hot 
turning our eyes, to the whole extent of the question, and 
not comprehending the various and complicated machinery 
by which their hard carnings ‘are wrung from them. We 
have (said he) been somewhat thoughtless ‘in imposing the 
burdens which-the people must necessarily bear, and-somé- 
what inconsiderate.in placing on them burdens not nécessa- 
ry for the support of government. ‘In addition to the twenty 
millions of money annually; Which, on all hands, it is con- 
teded is nécessary for the guppOrt of government, the peo- 
ple are subjected to the expense of supporting twenty-six 
tate governments. : È 
He would not attemptto vouch for the precise amount of 
taxation to which the people were subjected for the support 
ofthe government of this country; but, from the knowledge 
which he possessed, he would suppose that, on an average, 
the sum was not less than $200,000 per annum for the sup- 
port ofeach separate State government. There was, in ad- 
ition, the District of Columbia and the government of the 
Territories, for which the people must ‘bear taxation, rais- 
ing the sum probably ‘to the amount of $6,000,000. There 
Was, besides, not only this government, but, in every State, 
county, Purposes for which taxes were imposed, and also 
eity and corporate towns, with their local governments and 
institutions. For all these purposes, the people were taxed 
toan amount probably not féss than $30,000,000 every year; 
and he asked, under what pretext a people so burdened 
could be heavily taxed, on the ground ofthe lightness of the 
taxes to which they are subjected?) And taxed for what? 
For the sake of sustaining, cherishing, promoting, and en- 
riching the manufacturers and certain other great interests, 
with which this government seemed to have fallen in love. 
The true and only principle by which they could be justi- 
fied in thus drawing money from the pockets of those 
whom they represented, and for whom they legislated, was 
that the government needed the money; but there would be 
ne justiloatioi found in building tp individual or sectional 
interests, 


He proceeded to show that, in the earlier and purer stage 
ofour history, no such unjust legislation was attempted; 
but the growing strength of the manufacturing interest had 
emboldened them, and enabled them to demand and obtain 
legislation by which the whole country was put under a 
sytem Of taxation for thé aügmenstätlön of their strength, 

e traced the progress of that system to the period of iifli. 
fication and the compromise act, and said that if there were 
ite ciroumstances under which the people of any State of 
this Union would be authorized, without blame, to resort to 
the high and perilous sovereign remedy of nullification, it was 
in such a oase as that which reached the acme of aggrava- 
tion, by the tariff act of 1828. He briefly noticed the proviso 
of the tariff act of 1842, by which the distribution policy was 
suspended whenever duties exceeded 20 per cent., accord- 
ing to the artaigément df the compromise act; and then pro- 
ceeded to show that, when this céuntry was involved In a 
debt amounting to $200,000,000, no such duties were pro- 
posed as those which were levied on the people at this pe- 
tod of inconsiderable indebtedness. 

Mr. C. referred to the dehts.ofthe several States, and of 
the incorporated cities of the Union, at the time the act of 
1642 was passed; and, in addition to that, portrayed the state 
of distress and embarrassment then prevailin throughout 
the country, when the ‘additional burdens of that bill were 
imposed on the people, Passing by the general distress of 
the country, thè embarrassments of the States, and the 
heavy burden already laid on the people for the support of 
the governinciit, he guid that the whig Congress of 1842 had 
passed a tariff imposing on all the necessaries of lite duties 

loubly, trebly higher than revenue purposes required; and 
he submitted whether a consideration of these circumstan- 
ces did not require of Congress to undo this deed of injus- 
tice and oppression. 

Mr. C. then noticed the various arguments used by the 
friends of the protective system, as an excuse for fastening 
it upon the country—such as “the necessity of a home 
market,” “the balance of trade,” “specie leaving the coun- 
try,” and the necessity of being prepared for a siate of war. 
Mr. C. concluded his remarks by replying to and refuting 
all these Propesitions. 

Mr, SEVERANCE observed that the gentleman who pre- 
ceded him had enlarged somewhat on the obligation which 
he supposed was imposed on Congress to preserve the com- 

romise act. Now he acknowledged no such obligation. 
Neither his constituents nor their representatives, at any 
time, had been parties to that compromise; and they were 
not disposed to abide by it. 

He believed that the true interests of the country re- 
quired a protection in its manufactures; and this protection, 
he believed, enured to the benefit of the laborer rather than 
the capitalist. The gentleman who preceded him said that 
all our protective laws were for the benefit of the rich cap- 
italist. ‘This was a mistake. All our protective laws were 
for the benefit of labor. There was no duty on money, and 
the foreign capitalist had a right to come into the country, 
and establish a manufactory. The protection, therefore, 
‘was to the laborer only. The controversy that was now 
going on in this country, in relation to the policy of pro- 
tecting manufactures, would, he was happy to say, result in 
a victory by the friends of protection.” He knew there 
were many who were for half-way measures, and giving in- 
cidental protection, under the name of a revenue tariff; but 
the system of protection itself must in the end prevail. We 

lay (said. Mr, 8.) a prohibitory protection for the benefit of 
sommerce in many respects. Foreign vessels cannot enter 


en posséssion. of those: minds, | 


ports 


a 
of protection, and contended that low duties would destroy 


try He examined it somewhat in detail, to show that his 
position was sound end tenable. = > - : F 

Mr. MURPHY then obtainéd the floor, and addressed the 
committee at lerigth in favor of the bill, ~~ 


. MrsROCKWELL, after somé preliminary remarks, ob- 


‘served that the subject undét debsite-was the bill brought in 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, aiid the sibject un- | 


der consideration was the amendment of the honorable gèn- 
tleman from New York, to increase the duty fixed by the. 
bill on coarsewool. As the gentleman who offered. the 
amendment, after speaking on the general subject, was pre- 
vented by the operation of the hour rule from advocating it, 
he would endeavor to say a few words in its behalf. 

He quoted from a table to show thé effect of the tariff of 
1841, on coarse wools; and next examined the constitution-. 
al power to raise revenue ‘by, duties on imports. He con- 
tended that the tariff of 1842 was not productive of more 
revenue than the exigencies of the country-required; and 
he opposed the bill ‘under consideration because it would 
unsettle a s}ystein Which Was good both to the govern- 
ment and to all the interests wliich were affected by it. He 


-elaborated his argument at great length. 


Mr. DARRAGH addressed the committee in favor of thë 


protective system, contending that it had always operated -~ 


beneficially on the country.. The’ act of 1942 particularly 
had produced the most favorable results; and he traced the 
return of the country.to prosperity, partly to the operations 
of that law. He looked upon the protective system as the 
settled policy. of the country; and, though often assailed, it 
had always triumphed. If was not nowa sectional or a 
party question; it was advocated by men of both parties, 
and from all sections of the country, and must, therefore, 
triumph in the end. He said that the assaults which had 
been made on this system were not prompted by principle, 
but were made for political effect; and instanced the agi- 
tation of this question always at periods preceding the 
presidential election. 

Mr. D., entered intoa brief argument to show the con- 
stifutionality of protectioii to mianufactures, and then re- 
turned to the act of 1842, which he advocated and defended. 

He took arapid review of the system pursued by the British 
government from an early period to the present day, both in 
that country and towards this, (then her colonies,) for the 
protection of her manufactures; and insisted that it was the 
duty of the government to protect the industry of the coun. 
try, and to establish a system that shall be permanent. 

Ont motion by Mr. KING of Massachusetts, 

The committee rose, and reported progress. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered a resolution to grant the 
use of the hall on Sunday evening next to the Friends ‘of 
Peace to hold a meeting. p 

Mr. REDING objected. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules; butà quo- 
rum not voting— 

Ox motion by Mr. WELLER, 

The House adjoirtied. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The memorial of citizens of Louisiana, 
‘in favor of Benjamin Kitchen, an officer of the revolution, 


-applying for a pension. 


y-Mr. LA BRANCHE: The petition of Jacob Barker, for 
compensation for diference of a loan made, &e., heretofore 
referred: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of M. Robinson, John J. 
Clyde, and numerous others, citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any interference with the 
tariff of 1842. 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of G. C. Buell, and 34 
others, citizens of Indiana, praying the establishment of a 
mail route, from Lafayette to Michigan city, via Rensselaer, 
John Jones's, Valparaiso, and City West. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: ‘The memorial of the corporation 
of Georgetown, requesting an appropriation of $5,000, to test 
the project of W. S. Colquhoun, for removing sand bars; 
which was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of New Jersey: The memorial of 
Silas Merchant, and 115 others, citizens of Newark, New 
E ersey, protesting against any change in the present tariff 

aw. 

By. Mr.. BOWLIN: The petition of John Bennet, and 
others, citizens of Franklin county, Missouri, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Port William, in Franklin 
county, to the Little Prairie, in Crawford county Missouri. 
Also, the petition of Charles R. Jeffries, and 97 others, citi- 
zens of Franklin county, Missouri, praying the establish- 
ment of a post route from Port William, in said couniy of 
Franklin, to Little Prairie, Crawford county, Missouri; which 
were both referred to the Committce on Post Offices and 
Post Reads. 

By Mr. LYON: The petition of Isaiah Burson, of Kalama- 
zoo couuty, Michigan, asking Congress to repeal a certain 
portion of the patent law of 1836: referred to the Commiitee 
on Patents. Also, two petitions from citizens of the county 
of Kalamazoo, Michigan, asking Congress to provide for im- 
proving the entrance into the mouth of the Kalamazoo riv 
er: relerred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Also, the petition of 64 Inhabitants of the coun- 
ty of Allegan, Michigan, asking the establishment of a post 
route from Grand Rapids, in Kent county, by way of Alle- 
gan, the county seat of Allegan county, to Paw Paw, the 
county seat of Van Buren county in said State. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, May 4, 1844. 
Mr. E. J. MORRIS, by leave, presented a resolution of the 


legislature of the State of Pennsylvania in favor of an appro- ` 


priation for rebuilding the piers erected in the river Dela- 
ware, at or near Port Penn; which wes laid upon the table, 


‘laid upon the table. 


Mr: RHETT, by leave, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report upon the petition of ihe 
American Colonization Society and others, for an appropri- 
ation of money. in aid of said society; which report was 
: . “THE TARIFF.. EEEE 
On the métion of Mr. MéKAY; the House resolvedtitself 
into Committee of this Wholé on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Horus “in: the. Chair,) aiid resained the consideration of 
thé bill to aménd and modify the tariff act. : : 
Mr. A. KENNEDY said, until yesterday he had had no im- 
tention to participate in this debate on the bill; but some 


` remarks which were. made in the course of yesterday had 


prompted him to say a word or two: He was a member of 
this House when the tariff bill of 1842 was passed, and; uxt- 
til yesterday, he had heard all.the defenders of that bill de- 
fend it on the ground that it. was a revenue tariff only; but 
yesterday one génflewien [Mr. Dannacu] had avowed 
that it was not a reventié bit; but a bill to protect one elasa 
of the industry of the country at the expense of another. 
That gentleman said to the people of the West, in very in- 
telligible language, The people of Pennsylvania are so deep- 
-ly involved in debt that, for Heaven’s sake, do not refuse te 
give us this bounty until we redeem ourselves. Now, if 
that was the true intent of the tariff act, he (Mr. K.) should 
like it to be clearly presented to the American people, 
Hitherto no man had ventured to defend a protective tarifi~ 
even the whig candidate for the presidency had disavowed 
“protection for protection sake;” but the gentleman ‘from 
Pennsylvania had taken new ground: he insisted that pro- 
tection; anid not revenue, was the object ofthe act of 1842; 
and he stated that the banners used in the Baltimore proces- 
sion showed the feelings and wishes of the people to be in 
favor of a protective tarifi, a 
>- He begged distinctly to be understood as. saying, that no 
man, in his section of the country, was opposed fo a tarif 
as a tax measure. There was. uo person who expected to 
receive the benefits of the American government, without 
furnishing the necessary means to carry the government oni; 
but when the government went beyond that point, and ex- 
ercised the power to protect particular classes of the coum- 
ty, it travelled out of the limits of the constitution, and of 
all just government; and he might be permitted to say, that 
any people, who were situated as his constituents were, that 
would submit to-have the power of this government used 
to take out of their pockets the product of their hard labor, 
to be given in the shape of bounties to their fellow-citizens 
in other portions of this Union, would be no longer worthy 
to form ‘part of the household of this great republic. it 
might be said that the manufacturers required these boun- 
ties. to enable them to avoid the dire necessity of going to 
the western country, and making their home among the 
savages ofthe far West, (as they were considered,) and be- 
coming demi-savages themselves; but if they supposed the 
people of the West would tax their industry to keep the 
manufacturers in their distinctive character, they were very 
much mistaken. Such a supposition would argue thatthe 
western farmers were held to be inferior to the manufac- 
turers; and that, as inferiors, or serfs, they could be de- 
ce of the product of their labor for the advantage of 
those who affected a superiority over them. He begged 
gentlemen nőt to deceive themselves. The manufac- 
turers had chosen their locality and their pursuits, and 
they must be satisfied with their condition: and their 
circumstances. Why should the West thus be taxed 
for the benefit of any portion or interest of this coun- 
try? Would the manufacturer base it on the richness of the 
western soil, and the superior advantages and -possessions 
of the western farmer? Let the manufacturer, then, aban- 
don his pursuits, if they are not productive; and join the 
western farmer, and participate in his labors, and the prod- 
uct of his labor; but, in God’s name, let him not expect the 
products of the industry of the West to be transferred to the 
pockets of the manufacturer of any other portion of the 
country. The people of the West were not opposed to the 
manufacturing interests, orany branch of those interests; 
but they expected every branch to support itself. He would 
advise the tariff gentlemen not to push their schemes too 
far. Even a revenue tariff imposed a tax on the consumer 
to the advantage of the manufacturer, as a matter of neces- 
sity. The country must have revenue, and they did not ob- 
ject to the incidental protection which was afforded by & 
revenue tariff; but to expect that they would submit to 
more, was to suppose theni unworthy of the blessings of a* 
free government. The only ground on which a protective 
tarif had. been defended was, that it reduced the price of 
commodities to the consumer; but that was too shallow a 
humbug to be available longer as a deception of the people. 
The consumer now not only paid the amount ofthe revenue, 
but the expense of its collection; and to this extent the man- 
ufacturer was protected, and with that he should be satis- 
fied. The time had been when the compromise act was ad- 
vocated by all parties; but he did not now blame the repre- 
sentatives of the manufacturing interests for using their ex- 
ertions to procure bounties for those whom they ‘represent; 
but he would ask ifthe western consumer would be deemed 
worthy of his participancy in this free government, if he 
submitted to it. an 

Mr. K. said that the agricultural portion of the community 
would submit along time to oppression while there was a 
hope of ultimate relief; but so soon as it should be ascer- 
tained to be the settled policy of the country that one por- 
tion of it was to bear not only the whole burdens of govern- 
ment, but be taxed for the sake of giving bounties to other 
portions, then society would be dissolved into its original 
elements. The people would not long submit to this sys- 
tem of legalized robbery; and whenever that miserable hum- 
bug that a high tarif made low prices should be exploded— 
and it would take long to do that—they would rise in the 
majesty of their strength, and pronounce its condemnation. 
There were no differences between the North and the South, 
and the East and the West, that could not be easily harmon- 
ized, The whole continent might be taken into the Union, 
and there would be no conflicting interests to distract our 
counsels, provided the government would do its duty and 
not seek io aggrandize one section at the expense of an- 
oiher. If the government would confine itself to its legiti- 
mate sphere of action, nothing but peace and harmony 
would prevail. But whenever the government wields tha 


sumer, ee i $ 
Mr. DICKEY, prompted by the grestinterest which his 
constituents had ina protective tariff, proceeded. to make 


some yémarks'in its favor. Ifthe bill. now before the com- 


mittee should become a law, his constituents would be very. 
sėriously injured. They had hoped that this subject would 
not be agitated at the present session, but that they and the 
country would have been left in the enjoyment of the bles- 
sings of which-the act of 1842 was so productive; but in that 
expectation they had been disappointed, for this bill had been 


brought forward (notwithstanding the act of 1842 was pro-- 


ducing ample revenue for the government, and reviving the 
trade and commerce of the country) against the wishes of 
ofthe people, and ofa majority of the representatives on 
his floor, whe, early in the session, refused to instruct the 
Committee of Ways and Means to report sucha bill. The 
object of this bill was evidently to break down one branch 
of industry in the country—the manufacturing; and for 
no. other purpose, that he could discover, than to encourage 
the labor and manufactures of foreign countries. 

~The act.of 1842 had teen denominated an oppressive act; 
but oppressive to whom? Western gentlemen toldthem 
that their markets were in foreign countries, and that if 
foreign manufactures were excluded, the market for the 
western products would be closed.. But what, he would 
ask, was to prevent the export of western products? for. we 
had no export duties. So far, then, there was no restriction 
on that foreign trafic. But they were told thathigh duties 
on foreign imports increased the cost of the foreign com- 
modity, and became oppressive to the consumer. Now he 
did not admit that, in all cases, duties on. foreign goods en- 
hanced their price to the consumer. In some cases, the du- 
ties fell on the producer; in others, partly on the the pro- 
ducer and partly on the consumer; and in some oth- 
ers, onthe consumer alone, This wasa matter that was 
regulated by supply and demand; and, so far the present 
tariff act was concerned, it had not operated RA tax on the 
consumer; for if the price had been increased, it was so 
inconsiderable an increase as not tobe perceptible. But 
suppose it did enhance the price: did the gentlemen of the 
South and the West pay any morethan the amount on the 
articles which they consumed? | Certainly not. But if the 
gentlemen of the South or the West exported their staples 
and imported foreign manufactures in. return beyond the 
amount for their own consumption, was not the increased 
price on the excess of imports beyond their own wants 
productive of profits to. those southern’ and western ex- 
porters? How, then, was the South and the West oppress- 
ed? The South and the West were not alone consumers; 
for, by, published statistical tables, it was shown that the 
middle, northern, and New England States were the great- 
est consumers. He then wet into a long, elaborate argu- 
ment, in the course of which he quoted largely from Tuck- 
er’s Statistics to show the value and importance of the man- 
ufactures of this country. 

Mr. HUDSON entered into an elaborate argument in de- 
feuce of the protective system and the act of 1842. 

He took notice of the reasons given by the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means for exempting the articles of sugar and 
iron from the general rule of reduction they proposed, and he 
contended thut the same reasons would show the necessity 
of exempting in like manner all the other articles now pro- 
tected by a high duty. There was no reason for continuing 
the protection on sugar and iron, that would not show the 
propriety’ of continuing the protection on cotton, wool, &c., 
since the interest invested in these manufactures was as great 
as that vested in the other. Ifiron was necessary for national 
defence; as the committee alleged, were not the products of. 
hemp-cqually as necessary? Nor was this all, our seamen 
and our soldiers must have clothing and shoes ; and it is just 
as necessary for national defence to protect the woollen and 
leather interests, as iron. . The soldier, it is true, must have 
muskets, but he must also have clothes, shoes, and hats. 

‘But government was under no greater obligation in time of 
war, or.in preparation for-war, to protect the interests of the 
country, than in time of peace. Mr. H. next proceeded to 
defend the tariff report of the Committee on Manufactures, 
presented some days since by himself, which had been 
assailéd'in the course of the debate. 

Mr, COLLAMER moved an amendment, which led to 
some. conversational discussion, and to the suggestion of 
some points of order, to escape from which the amendment 
was withdrawn. ` i : 

Mr. DUNCAN next obtained the floor, and said he had 
various notes and some banners, prepared as the staple of a 
speech, but, as the day was advanced and as it was Satur- 
day, on which day some reduction of and relaxation from 
labor was granted, even to slaves, he moved that the com- 
mittee rise. This would afford him an opportunity to make 
greater preparation for his speech on Monday. : 

The committee accordingly rose and reported progress. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Several executive communications were presented to the 
Honse by the Speaker. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. THOMASSON desired to say a few words, explana- 
tory of the conrse he felt it his dnty to pursue in relation 
to a subject of great public interest. 

No objections being made— 

Mr. THOMASSON said that he had received instructions 
from-a number of his constituents, instrupting him to vote 
for ‘the annexation of Texas to the United States, and he 
desired to Jay them on the table and make some explana- 
tions injustice to himself; because, as at present advised, he 


could net conform to those instructions; and because of | 


the peculiar manner in which this question had been mana- 
“ged in his district, A 
The Instructions were directed io himself, not in the 


manner of a petition to Congress, but 


action, and. were. icoompanibd -D$ 
ouse, an 


at the expense ofa war. He understood that the armistice 
which had subsisted for some time between Texas and Mex- 
ico would soon be at an end; and it would soon be seen 
whether Mexico intended to prosecute the war or not. If 


Mexico recognised the independence of Texas, or consented | 


to the annexation, he would go for it; but not without. He 
believed that we ought to treat Mexico with the same jus- 
tice, and as religiously observe our treaty stipulations with 
her, as if she was a stronger power. If Mexico appealed toa 
third power in Europe, and that power should interfere, 
then he was for annexation, even at the expense of war. In 
fine, he took for his rule of action the principles laid down 
in Mr. Monroe’s message, in which he speaks of the inter- 
ference of European powers with the affairs. of this conti- 
nent. He would not consent that any one of them should 
either hold Texas, or interfere with the question between 
this government and Mexico. . 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked what was the question 
before the House. Was it in order to debate the subject of 
Texas? 
The SPEAKER said there was no question before the 
House, unless the gentleman from Kentucky presented his 
instructions. 
Mr. THOMASSON said that he would withdraw them. 
On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, 
The House adjourned. 
The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them : 
By Mr. PERLY B. JOHNSON: The petition of Zacha. 
riah Lawrence, of Ohio, praying for compensation for the 
capture of the British sloop Venture, in 1813. | 
By Mr. ROCKWELL: The memorial of 31 citizens of 
Alford, Massachusetts, praying for a reduction of the rates 
of postage, and the abolition of the franking privilege. 
By Mr. Sv. JOHN: The petition of Anthony Brasher and 
eighteen other citizens. of Crawford county, and State of 
Ohio, asking the establishment of a mail route from Bucyrus, 
in Crawford county, Ohio, to Findlay, in Hancock county, 
in the State of Ohio; also, the petition of Mr. Vance and 
one hundred and sixty-five other citizens of Crawford 
county, asking the establishment of a mail route as above. 
By Mr. SEYMOUR: The petition of Skelton Falton, of 
Troy, New York, praying for a compensation for losses 
sustained in the last war: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May, 6, 1844. 


Mr. SEMPLE presented a memorial from Joseph 
Smith, of Nauvoo, Hlinois, in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas, and the occupation of the Territory 
of Oregon: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. ; 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Joseph 
Bell, of Louisiana, asking Congress to passa law 
giving him permission to entera certain tract of 
land in the parish of Concordia, under the pre-emp- 
tion law: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, presented a memorial from the members of 
the bar residing in the western judicial district of 
Indiana, asking Congress to pass a law. abolishing 


_ that judicial circuit; and to give to the eastern judi- 


cial district jurisdiction over the whole State: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 4 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from a 
large number of citizens of Ohio, representing that 
the business of the country is ina more prosperous 
condition since the enactment of the tariff of 1842, 
than before, and that any modification of its provi- 
sions would be disastrous, and expresses the hope 
that. no change may be made in it this session. 

Mr. M. said he was happy to have it in his pow- 
er, so far as he had heard any opinion expressed, to 
say. that the wishes of the petitioners were likely to 
be gratified: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS presented the proceedings arid reso- 
lutions of a public meeting held in the town of 
North Yarmouth, in the State of Maine, remonstra- 
ting against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

.Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition from the 
Mexican Gulf Railroad company of Louisiana, and 
of F, de Lizardi & Co., praying io be relieved from 


-` Mr. STURGEON p 


he payment of duties on certain 
ported by said: company: referred tg 


payment: 


on Finánee: =s" oy “ ee 
Mr. BAYARD -presented a petition. from th 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying. fo 
ratification of the treaty for the annexation of Ti 
io ‘the United States: re! > the it 
Foreign Relations. 


sented ‘resolutions 
legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting 
and representatives in Congress: from that State to 
use their influerice to procure-an early appropriation ` 
for rebuilding the piers at: Port Penn, im the Dela- 
ware river: referred to the Committee. oh Comméice, 
Mr. ATCHISON presented'a memorial. from’ a 
number of citizens of Adair county, State of M. 
souri, asking Congress to make an appropriati 
improve the navigation of the western Waters: 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce...) = 7S 
Also, a petition from Scott county,.Missouil, 
asking for the establishment of a mail-route: frott 
Mills’s point, Kentucky, to the own of Benton, in 
Scott county, Missouri: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of the county of Rutland, Vermont, remon- 
strating against any change of the present tariff: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. es 
Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial nü- 
merously signed by citizens of Bridgeport, Connec- 
ticut, remonstrating against any change in the existe 
ing tariff: referred to the Committee on Finance: 
Mr. BATES, from the Committee oi Pensions, 
made adverse reports in the cases of John Stone, 
Martha Emmet and others, and Sarah Cardoza; 


j=. 


. which were ordered to lie on the table and be print- 


ed. ‘ ; . 
The bill to apply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain towards the competion of works of 
internal improvement in the State of Michigan, was . 
taken up as in committee of the whole, considered 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. ee ee 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, the previous. orders 
ofthe day were postponed; andthe bill to grant cer- 
tain lands in the State of Indiana, the latter to etia« 
ble the said State to extend and. cotnplete the Wa», 
bash and Erie canal from Terre Haute to the Ohio 
river, was taken up as in committee of the whole, 
considered, amended, reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | °°. 
On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the: previous or: 
ders of the day were postponed; andthe bill from 
the House for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Samuel Shannon, deceased, was taken 
up as in committee of the whole, considered, rë» 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be read a third 
time. : 
On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill for 
the relief of George Harrison and his sureties was 
taken up as in committee of the whole; and after a few 
remarks by Mr. CRITTENDEN in explanation of, 
and in favor of the bill, and by Messrs.W RIGHT and 
PHELPS in opposition to it, the last named sena- 
tor proposed so to amend it, as to exclude.an allow- 
ance. for certain clothing for which Harrison, as pay- 
master, was responsible. ‘The amendment was re- 
jected; and the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. . 
The bill for the relief of citizens of towns on the 
lands of the United States, under certain circum- 
stances——that is granting them pre-emption rights to 
town lots—came up in order before. the Senate on 
the question of engrossment. T'he bill was debated 
by Messrs. HAYWOOD, JARNAGIN, PHELPS 
and WOODBRIDGE, and passed over informally 
ull to-morrow. ; 
DISTRICT BANKS. 
Mr. MILLER gave notice that he would, on 
Wednesday, call up the bill to recharter the banks 
of the District of Columbia. 


SPECIAL ORDERS. 

The first bill among the special orders: called up. 
was that of Mr. McDurrix, for restoring the tariff 
to the standard of the compromise act, the pending 
question being on the resolutions of the Committee 
on Finance for its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. EVANS observed that the motion lay ov 
the table at present, to be called up at the in- 
stance of any senator desirous of expressing his. 
views on the subject. He should merely give notice 
that to-morrow he would move to take up the res» 
alutions that the senator from Alabama [Mr, Bacay] 


Lone # OREGON. 5 
“The next bill õn the special orders was Senate 


bill 23, to encourage the settlement of the Oregon - 


Territory. 


~ Mr. ATCHISON cbserved that when the resolu- 


tion to give notice to the British government of thé 


discontinuance of the convention of joint occupation _ 


was up, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, had from’a source. deemed authentic, inform- 
ed the Senate that a negotiation was on foot, which 
probably would adjust the, Oregon, question before 


the close of the presentsession; and the arrival of a 


British minister to carry-on that negotiation had 
been urged as a reason for postponing action on the 
present bill till alate period of the session. 

He now understood. from the chairman ‘of the 
Committee on Foreign. Affairs, that probably 
some days would clapse before he could say what 
would be the result of the negotiation. Under these 
circumstances, he (Mr. A.) would not now press 
for the consideration of the bill, but would wait a 
few days, with an understanding that it should be 
acted upon in sufficient time before the close of the 
session. ' 
` Mr. ARCHER was understood to say that he 
would take the earliest opportunity of giving the 
senator the necessary information, to enable him to 
fix a day for calling it up agairf. 

The general orders were then resumed. 


COMPENSATION IN THE NAVALSERVICE FOR 
LOSSES AT SEA. 


The Senate bill, 101, supplementary to the act 
entitled “An. act to regulate the pay of the navy of 
the United States,” was next taken up; and its con- 
sideration, as in committee of the whole, was re- 
sumed, the question pending being on the amend- 
ments offered by the senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Croats] when the bill was before under dis- 
cussion, ; 

Those amendments were, in the second section, to 
make the compensation, by shipwreck or accident, 
in case of the loss of the vessel, for any petty officer, 


sergeant, or corporal of marines, $60, instead of $25, - 


proposed by the bill; for a seaman, marine, lands- 
man, on service, or fireman $50, instead of $20; and 
for a boy $20, instead of $15. 


Mr. BAYARD objected to this increase of com- 
pensation. It would, in the case of a first class 
frigate being lost, make an addition of fifty per cent. 
to the amount conceived necessary for compensa- 
tion to the class coming under the denomination of 
petty officers, seamen, and marines. The allowance 
proposed by the bill would, on a first class frigate, 

e for them about 820,000; to which the amend- 
ments, if adopted, would add $10,000. It was not 
proposed nor intended to give full compensation for 
everything lost by the crew; the object was to make 
a reasonable and ratable compensation for part of 
éach individual’s loss. ‘The committee had been 
guided in fixing the rate of compensation by the 
regulations in the English naval service, with this 
exception, that.a much larger proportionate allow- 
ance was made for losses sustained by the petty 
officers, seamen, and marines, than in the British 
sefvice. 

Mr. CHOATE reiterated the arguments he had 
used in support of his amendments when they were 
before under consideration; and maintained that, to 
make the bill equitable, it was but just to allow $60 
to a petty officer whose actual loss was at least 
$100; and $50:to a sailor, marine, or ordinary hand 
in the service, whose’ actual loss was $80, so as ‘to 
make the proposed allowances proportionate to 


ordering the bill to 


‘yeas-and nays — 


‘ments proposed by the-senator. from Massachusetts. 


-the scale: laid down... They had consultéd with èx- 


officers, read extracts from the letter he had quoted 


osses weré not greater | 


roportion. a ee Se ae 
r: ‘WOODBURY. was in favor -of the amend- 
He considered the whole matter resolved itself into 
this: that a maximum allowance. was to be fixed by 
the bill, beyond which the Navy Department could 
‘not go. -But“it-was clear that the department would 
have to investigate’ each: application, and where no 
loss was incurred; no allowance would be made; but- 
the compensation would be in reference to: the actual 
loss, keeping in view. the maximum allowance, 
which was not to be exceeded. ven 

Mr. “BAYARD explained, that the committee, 
in framing the bill, had taken great paitis to fix upon 


perienced naval officers, who approveđ of this scale. 
e therefore saw no necessity for the extension now 
proposed. ` 


Mr. CHOATE, as a counter evidence of ‘naval 


from on a former occasion, showing that the aver- 
age of loss sustained by each petty officer on the 
Missouri was $100; and each’seamen, marine, and 
fireman $80. : 3 a, oe 

The question was then taken on Mr,- Cuoare’s 
amendments, and they were adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN renewed his motion; made-when the 
bill was before under discussion, to strike out the 
sebond section, [that specifying the scale of compen- 
sation, as a general law.) ° f 


Mr. HAYWOOD ‘moved to amend the second 
section before the question was put on striking it 
out. His amendment was to strike out the word 
“otherwise” in the beginning of the section which 
runs thus: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
any ship or vessel of the United States shall be lost 
by shipwreck or otherwise, an allowance shall be 
made to the officers and crew of said ship, for losses 
sustained by them, according to such scale and un- 
der such regulations as shall be established by the 
Navy Department: Provided, &c. [specifying the 
grades of officers and crew and respective allowances] 
and insert in place of it the word “capture,” so that 
it would read “lost by shipwreck or capture,” &c. 
His object was to exclude such a wide latitude as 
the word “otherwise” admitted of, and to confine 
the general law to mere cases of shipwreck or cap- 
ture. l 


Mr. ALLEN suggested to his friend from North 
Carolina that it would be better to suspend his mo- 
tion to amend till the question was taken on stri- 
king out the section, as that reached at once the 
whole principle. 

The CHAIR observed thatthe usual course was 
to perfect the section by amendment before the ques- 
tion of striking out was taken. 


Mr. ALLEN did not oppose the course pointed 
out; he only suggested the propriety of testing the 
sense of the Senate on striking out the section; 
which might save the time of amending it. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the course sug- 
gested by the senator would not exactly reach the 
object-he had in view; for, if his amendment were 
adopted; it would render the section acceptable. to 
him, because it would exclude the case of the Mis- 
souri, which he wished to see put upon its own mer- 
its as a separate méasure. If his amendment were 
not adopted, he should vote for striking out the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that the Navy Depart- 
ment would have control of the matter. He would 
have no objection to adopting the language of the 
act of 1800, which was, ‘vessels wrecked, lost, or 
destroyed.” 

Mr. HAY WOOD thought the word “destroyed” 
equally indefinite as the word ‘‘otherwise.” It 
was only in an extreme case, such as-shipwreck or 
capture, that a general provision should be 
made, compensating innocent sufferers for indi- 
vidual losses. The mischief of holding out com- 
pensation for losses by fire, while a ship lay at 
anchor in harbor, was apparent. It might lead to 

_negleet’of duty, or exertion to save the vessel, the 
chance of escape being at hand. ; 

This point was discussed at considerable length 
by Messrs. BAYARD, CHOATE, and HAY- 
WOOD; after which, the vote was taken on Mr. 
Haywoop’s amendment, and it was rejected. --- 

Mr. BAYARD observed that, as an opportunity 
would offer when the case of the Grampus came up, 
to include the case of the Missouri, he would, in or- 


i der to divest this general law of all special legislas 


| tion, m 


_tion was stricken out. 


_ amendment, 


ove to strike out-the fourth section, [relating 
tothe: Missouri steam frigate. J ~.. 
_ This amendment was adopted, ` So the fourth sèc- 


“The question then. recurred on Mr: ‘ALLEN’s mo- 


| tion to strike out the second section; upon which. 


“Mr. BREESE: called ‘forthe yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. = 5o, o0 
“Mr. TAPPAN moved- to`amend. the section in 
the third line, before the question was put on striking 
out. - His amendment-was, to' insert after the word 
otherwise, [before  quoted,] the words. “except cap- 
tured by anenemy.” =. >o 0. bo 
The amendment was rejected. ; 
The question recurring on striking out 
section, ` ey is aes J 
Mr. ALLEN recapitulated his arguments.on the 
subject when the bill was: before under considera- 
tion, and showed that the only safe course was. to 
trust to special: legislation upon ‘each’ case: as: it 


the second 


_ should arise in the naval service. “As a new point, 


he showed that it was absurd to ground the merits of 
this bill on the experience of the British. naval 
service: for that experience for. two hundred years 
had beer against any general law on the subject; and 
the only real experience of this new principle, which 
could be relied upon, was that which resulted from 
the adoption of the order in council of 1840. But 
no proof had been offered even of that short expe- 
rience. It was altogether an experiment yet to be 
tried in the British naval service. It was onè which 
he did not wish to -see tried in the American naval 
service. : 
Mr.. BAYARD replied that the commission ap- 
pointed by the British government to inquire into 
the expediency of such a law in 1838, had been com- 
osed of.the highest and most experienced officers 
in the military, naval, and civil service of the coun- 


‘try, and, after two. years of labor and investigation, 


and the examination of agreat number of witnesses, 
they had come to the conclusion that such a regula- 
tion was indispensably necessary for the good of the 
service. It was no argument to say that improve- 
ments should not be adopted, because for centuries 
the world had done -without them. The necessity 
for this improvement had been éstablished by long 
gs tage eh oe ; 
he question was ther taken on Mr. ALLEN’S 
motion to strike out the second section, and resulted 
—yeas 13, nays 23, as follows: : i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton; Breese, 
Fulton, Haywood, McDuttie,, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, and Wright—13. : oD 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Fairfield, Koster, Henderson, 
Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, Miller, 
Phelps, Rives, Simmons, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- 
bury-—23, i 

So the motion was negatived. i 

The bill, as amended, was then reported back to 
the Senate, and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that he was sure. his 
offered in committee of the whole, 
had not been understood, or it would not have been 
rejected. . He should, therefore, renew his motion 
to amend the bill in the third line of the second sec- 
tion, by inserting, after the words “whenever any 
ship or vessel of the United States shall be lost, by 
shipwreck or otherwise,” the words, “except by 
capture.” His object was to exclude from the 
compensation proposed, all cases in which a 
vessel is suffered by the crew to be captured 
by an enemy. It was obvious that, to com- 
pensate the individuals who were to maintain. their 
ship, for losses in case of capture, would be to. hold 
out some inducement to them to surrender sooner 
than if no such inducement existed. He thought 
there should be no inducement whatever held out 
in such cases. On this question he called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. à: 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tarpan’s 
amendment, and resulted—yeas 21, nays 12, as fol 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs Allen, Archer, Atchison, Atherton, 
Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Choate, Crittenden, 
Foster, Fulton, Henderson, McDuffie, Miller, Sevier, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Clayton, Evans, Fairtield, Hay- 
wood, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, Phelps, Rives, 
and White—i2, 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, as 


` amended, for a third reading. 


_On motion -of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 
into executive session, and after a short time spent 


therein, - ; ` 
Adjourned, ‘ 
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The journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS rose and moved a correction of the 
same, by striking out from the communication of 
the Secretary of State, (in answer to a resolution of 
this House, inquiring whether any gross errors had 
been discovered in the printing of the sixth census,) 
as copied upon the journal, the following words: 
“That no such errors had been discovered.” 

Mr. ADAMS accompanied his motion with some 
remarks, but in so low a tone that the reporter could 
with difficulty gather their import. 

It could not possibly (Mr. A. said) be a correct 
representation, because very gross errors had been 
discovered, as he intended’ and would pledge him- 
self to show. . 

The SPEAKER remarked that whether errors 
existed or not would be a matter for investigation. 
In the opinion of the Chair, there was no error of 
the journal, because it contained only a faithful 
transcript of the communication made by the Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. ADAMS persisted inhis motion. It was (he 
said) the most extraordinary communication ever 
made from the State Department. 

Mr. WELLER observed that, inasmuch as the 
journal contained only a transcript of the communi- 
cation, there was no error to be corrected. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would pledge himself to 
produce documents to prove that gross error did ex- 
ist. He would adduce such proofs as no man 
would be able to contradict. 

My. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that, if he un- 
derstood the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, it was to correct a mistake of the Clerk in 
journalizing what was stated in the communication 
from the State Department. If this were so, it ap- 
peared to him the motion ought not to succeed. The 

ecretary of State having reported to the House that 
there were no mistakes, he presumed that it must be 
so journalized. 


Mr. HOLMES said whether the journal should 
be altered or not was one question; and whether the 
assertion of the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
Opposition to the assertion of a high functionary of 
the government, was to be the issue before ‘this 
House, was another question. The gentleman, in 
a summary mode, attempted to negative the asser- 
tion of the Secretary of State upon whom they had 
called for information. And if the House should 
accede to the motion of the gentleman, it would be 
in effect declaring in advance that what the Secre- 
tary had stated was false. This appeared to be the 
clear and explicit object of the gentleman who made 
the motion. He thought the House ought not, on 
the mere ipse dixit of any man, however sagacious, to 
negative the deliberate statement of a high function- 
ary of the government. 


Mr. WELLRR said he thought they were ma- 
king a bad commencement of the week by consu- 
ming the time in a discussion so utterly useless. He 
supposed the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
now attained his object by making an attack upon 
the Secretary of State. As to whether the report of 
the Secretary was true or not, was an issue between 
the gentleman and the Secretary of State. The 
gentleman alleged that the Secretary had made a 
false report, in stating that no gross errors had been 
committed. This was not the question, however, 
presented to the House by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. The only question for the House to 
decide was, whether the Clerk, in making up the 
journal, had made it conform to the report of the 
Secretary of State. It was apparent, on inspection, 
that it did conform to the report; and, therefore, 
there was no error to be corrected. He demanded 
the previous question. 

r. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered to be now 

ut. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to amend the journal; on which demand tel- 
lers were called for. 

Messrs. Gatwnent and Harauso were appointed, 


| 
} 
| 


MONDAY, MAY 13, 1844. 


and they reported 26 in the affirmative, and 96 in 
the negative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, and they re- 
sulted thus—yeas 32, nays 126. 

So the journal was not amended. 

Mr. McKAY renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

- Mr. ADAMS asked if it was in order to move to 
refer the subject just disposed of to a select commit- 
tee, with instructions, 

‘The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose and asked if an amendment 
of the journal did not take precedence. 

The SPEAKER replied tn the affirmative. 

Mr. SCHENCK then moved to amend the jour- 
nal, by inserting thereon the entire communication 
received from the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and decided 
that the motion appeared to be lost. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for a division, and also 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
for the yeas and nays; and as 16 only voted in the 
affirmative, it was declared to be lost. 


The SPEAKER next put the question on the 
motion to amend the journal, by inserting the com- 
munication of the Secretary of State; which was 
negatived. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked for a division on the call 
for the yeas and nays. [Cries of “it’s too late.”] 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman’s motion 
came too late, for the question of amendment had 
intervened, and was negatived. 


THE RECENT RENCONTRE IN THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. SAUNDERS asked the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw his motion to go into 
committee, to allow him (Mr. S.) an opportunity to 
make a report from a Select Committee. He would 
make a brief explanatory statement of the report 
which he was about to make. It was from the Se- 
lect Committee, appointed to inquire into the circum- 
stances of the late rencontre between the gentleman 
New York, [Mr. Rarxsun,] and the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Wuire,] and the circum- 
stances attending the wounding of a police officer by 
an individual named Wm. S. Moore. On the first 
branch of the subject submitted to the committee— 
that in relation to the rencontre between two mem- 
bers of this House—the committee had examined 
thirty-four witnesses, whose statements were sworn 
to: of those examinations—the committee had re- 
ported such portions as they deemed necessary, but 
the committee considered that they had no authority 
to report any resolution; and therefore the commit- 
tee left the case with the House for its disposal, 
submitting a report of the facts and the testimony 
only. In the secand branch of the case—as 
to the assault by Wm. S. Moore on a police 
officer—the committee had examined sixteen wit- 
nesses; and in their report on that branch of 
the case they had stated all the material facts. 
The committee had exoressed, in distinct terms, the 
power of this House to exclude offenders against 
decorum from its presence, and to punish for con- 
tempt committed within its presence, or the viula- 
tion of any of its acknowledged privileges. But as 
it had been decided by the United States Supreme 
Court, in cases which the report set forth, that the 
House had no power to punish for contempt be- 
yond imprisonment, which coutd only last during 
the continuance of the session of the House, the 
committee had thought proper to report a resolution, 
although the committee were only called upon to re- 
port the facts of the case. They had deemed it ad- 
vised to report a resolution to enable the House to 
act directly on the question, both as regarded the 
individual (Moore) and themselves. And whilst 
the committee deemed it competent in this House to 
punish individuals for a violation of its privileges, 
and whilst such a punishment would be no bar to 
any future prosecution, the committee was of opinion 
that no such punishment should be inflicied by this 
House; but that the individual (Moore) should be 
turned over to the judicial authorities of the coun- 
try, He would further state that sufficient evidence 
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had been taken by a magistrate whereon to issue a 
warrant, and an officer would be ready to take 
Moore into custody as soon as he should be dis- 
charged from the custody of the sergeant-at-arms. 
There was another branch of the subject submitted 
to the committee—that in relation to an enactment. 
to punish future outrages within the Capitol; and in 
respect to that, he begged to say that the committee 
still had it under consideration, and that the report 
now made was but a report in part. Hethen sub- 
mitted the resolution, which declared that it was in- 
expedient to take further steps in the case of Wm. 
S. Moore, and that he be delivered over to the civil 
authorities; and on this resolution he moved. the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the gentleman 
from North Carolina the propriety of allowing this 
subject to go over to a future day. 

Mr. SAUNDERS made some remarks which were 
not distinctly heard. ; 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the 
report, and it was read as follows: 


(The report, in substance, states that, after having 
examined a great of number witnesses, on oath, the 
facts established were, that while the House was in 
session, anda debate going on, Mr. A. KENNEDY 
had made a statement in relation to a certificate 
given by him and some other gentlemen in regard 
to the authenticity of an extract of some remarks 
of Mr. Clay. That Mr. Rarusun said, when Mr. 
K. coneluded: “Yes, we can prove it, all around 
the House. To which, Mr. Warre, turning to- 
wards him, replied, “If you do, you will prove 
a damned lie—swallow that;” that immediately 
Mr. Rarusun struck at Mr. W., and blows passed. 
between thegentlemen; but that they were imme- 
diately separated by the gentlemen near them. 

In relation to the case of Mr. Moore, the report 
states, that when the rencontre took place between 
Messrs. Wuire and Rarusvun, he was found within 
the bar, and resisting the sergeant-at-arms; that 
Mr. McCavusien removed him from the hall, and. 
pushed him out of the door; that on Mr. McCaus-~ 
Len’s leaving him, and returning into the House, 
he fired a pistol, by which Mr. Wirt, one of the 
police, was wounded in the leg; that he was then 
seized by the persons near him, and secured, and. 
another pistol and a dirk were taken from him. 
The committee recommended the turning of this 
person over to the civil authorities of the District.] 

Mr. WHITE asked if the previous question was 
applicable toa case of this nature. — A 

The SPEAKER replied that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, it was. 

Mr. WHITE said he would not take an appeal; 
but he desired to know if the proposition was ta 
print the entire paper. : 

Mr. SAUNDERS said that the motion was to 
print the report and the testimony, and lay them on 
the table, to be taken up at the pleasure of the 
House. 

Mr. WHITE asked if it was the intention of the 
gentleman from North Carolina to move to take up 
the report now. ` 

Mr. SAUNDERS said it was not. 

Mr. WHITE then desired the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw the call for the previous 

uestion, to allow him to suggest a material error in 
the report which no doubt the committee uninten- 
tionally made. f 

Mr. SAUNDERS withdrew the call for the pre- 
vious question on condition that the gentleman, 
after making his explanation, would renew it. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, ifit would not be better to lay the 
subject over till Monday- , 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. I desire to correct the 
error now, as much for the committee’s sake as my 
own. The error consisted in omitting to state a 
material fact, and he called the attention of the com- 
mittee to it. It was this: the committee did noz 
state that, in the reply he made to Mr. Rathbun, 
using the epithet quoted by the committee, he 
leaned over to Mr. R. and pronounced that epithet 
in a very low tone of voice, so as only to be heard 
by Mr. R. and those immediately near him, and not 
bythe House, This fact was testified to by every 
witness who had been examined on the subject; and 


BIS Ye 


yet the committee omitted to. notice it... He now 
appealed: to the ‘gentleman’ from North Carolina.to 
state that fact. 2. ZERA yo: 

‘Mr. SAUNDERS said that the reply of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, and the manner of the reply, 


“were both taken into consideration by the commit- 


tee; but they had not deemed it necessary to say 
anything about the manner of either of the gentle- 
men, ith regard to the tone of voice in which the 

"gentleman from Kentucky used the remark impu- 
ted to:him in the report, it was true, as the gentle- 
man said, that he spoke in a low tone of voice; but 
inasmuch as the gentleman spoke sufficiently loud 
to be heard by Mr. Rarazuw, and those ` immediate- 
ly-near him, the committee did not consider it of any 
importance whatever. 

Mr. WHITE said he would ask if it was not the 

` determination of the committee, at one time, not to 
make any other report than the testimony. He had 
understood this, and it struck him with surprise 

` this morning when he heard the gentleman from 
North Carolina make the report he did. 

Mr. W. said that, under the pledge given to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, he would renew 
the call for the previous question; butinasmuch as 
the gentleman would not agree to correct his report, 
he hoped the House would vote down the motion 
for the previous question.” The report did him in- 
justice in the particular he had noticed, and. he 
wished tomove to correct it. If the report went 
abroad in the present shape, it would be of no ser- 

` vice to-him to correct it a fortnight hence, 

Mr. ELMER asked, if the subject should be laid 
onthe table, ifit would be in future a privileged 
question, to be taken up at any time by a majo- 


rity. 
` The CHAIR said that it would. 

Mr. WELLER. desired to know if either of the 
gentlemen, particularly interested in the report, de- 
sired to speak on the subject. If so, it would be 
manifestly unjust to sustain the call for the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. RATHBUN observed that he was perfectly 
willing that the call for the previous question should 
be sustained. 

The question was put on seconding the call for the 
previous question, and carried—ayes 74, nays 38; 
and the main question having been ordered, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and the question was 
then taken, and resulted in yeas 117, nays 54. 

Mr. PETTIT moved a reconsideration of the vote 
justtaken; and he did so, he said, more with the 
view of giving expression to his opinion than with 
any expectation of carrying the question of recon- 
sideration. His object was to point out. the incon- 
sistency between the report of the committee and 
the resolution appended to that report. It would be 
recollected that, on the evening when this disas- 
trous difficulty occurred, he suggested that this 
House had no power to punish by imprisonment, 
He held this doctrine yet; and it was the only doc- 
trine by which the liberty of the subject could be 
secured. A majority, however, decided otherwise. 
‘The objection he made was, that the report of the 
committee recognises the power of the House to 
imprison until the end of the session; taking for grant- 
ed that the individual was guilty, without allowin 
him an opportunity to defend himself, If the House 
had this power, they ought not to adopt this resolu- 
tion. If they had the power to redress an indignity*of 
this nature, they ought to redress it; but he would 
endeavor to show why it was that they had not the 
power. 

Mr. SAUNDERS interposed, to say that the re- 
port did not express an opinion as to whether the 
man was guilty or not. 

Mr. PETT T continued. The report expressed 
the opinion that the House had a right to imprison. 

Mr. SAUNDERS remarked ihat that question 
had been decided by the Supreme Court. 

Ar. PETTIT said there were other cases as well 
as that, where the Supreme Court had decided er- 
roneously. That court decided that the alien and 
sedition laws of the elder Adams were constitutional. 
Let him not be referred to the decision of the Su. 
preme Court so long as its benches were filled by 
federal judges. If it were true that an offence had 
been committed within this House, and the House 
had the power to punish the offender, this resolu- 
tion ought never to have disgraced the House. The 
House, at a moment when they are exasperated and 
‘enraged, might do more, at one fell blow, to bring 
themselves into disgrace and disrepute, than could be 
sitected by any other possible means. Gentlemen 
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referred to. the power of the British Parliament. 
They had bette 
ther held their seats upon that floor. 

Mr. STEWART called the gentleman from In- 
diana to order for irrelevancy. 

Mr. PETTIT continued. to make some further re- 
marks, and then 
his motion; on which 51 voted in the affirmative. 

Tellerswere called for, and Messrs. Srewart and 
McCLernanp were appointed; and they reported 68 
in the affirmative, and 34 in the negative—being 
less than a quorum. : ` 

The SPEAKER said it-was evident there was a 
quorum present; and he requested gentlemen to vote 
on either one side or the other. 

The vote was again taken; and 80 voted in the 
affirmative, and 35 in the negative. 

So there was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be put, 
and the question recurred on the motion to recon- 
sider, which was negatived. i 

Mr. WHITE inquired if the select committee 
had consented to make the alteration in their report 
which he had suggested. i 

Mr. SAUNDERS replied that there was no ob- 
jection to the alteration; but the committee would 
insist on making still further alterations. 

Mr. WHITE said he felt constrained to offer a 
resolution for the recommitment of this report, with 
instructions to insert words descriptive of the tone 
of voice in which he used the words that were attrib- 
uted to him. ` He would not have made this motion, 
if there had been any discrepancy in the testimony 
of the witnesses on that point. 

Mr. HAMLIN rose to a point of order. The 
previous question had been moved, and sustained 

y the House, on the report of the committee and 
the resolution; and therefore it was not competent 
for the gentleman from Kentucky to go on with this 
debate. 

A conversation ensued between Mr. WHITE 
and the SPEAKER, in relation to the position of 
the business before the House. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution and 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky were not 
now in order; and he announced the question to be 
on the motion to lay the report on the table, with 
the accompanying documents. 

Mr. WHITE asked the permission of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to have such a correction 
made in his report as would accord with the admis- 
sions of that gentleman himself. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said that his motion was, that 
the report and accompanying documents be laid on 
the table and printed. 

After some coversation between Messrs. WHITE 
and SAUNDERS, 

Mr. WHITE modified his motion to recommit, 
by moving to recommit without instructions. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON rose, and was recognised by 
the CHAIR; but yielded to 

Mr. RATHBUN »Who submitted the following 
amendment: 

And report all the Januuage used by Mr. Warr to Mr, 
Raruevx; and also whether Mr. W, di not, at the instant 


o his answering Mr.R., raise his hand, and attempt to strike 
him, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said this matter seemed 
to be treated as if it was only a controversy be- 
tween the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Wuirr,} 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. RATHBUN,] and 
the gentleman at the head of the select committee, 
(Mr. Saunpenrs.] The whole question, so far as the 
order and dignity of the House were concerned, was 
overlooked; and no person seemed to have thought 
that the House should take any steps to vindicate 
its own violated order. He thought the matter 
should be taken up in the House and discussed, and 
that the House should consider whether it would 
take any further steps to vindicate its dignity. He 
confessed he heard the report of the committee 
with surprise. He expected that they would have 
recommended some course of action to the House, 
instead of confining themselves toa mere report of 
the facts. He thought, that instead of recommitting 
the report, it would be better to fix upon some day 
for acting on it. He had no earthly feeling in re- 
gard to this subject further than it might comport 
with the character and dignity of the House, and 
the influence it might have on the institutions of the 
country. 

Mr. A.STEWART mored the previous ques. 
tion; but at the earnest request of Mr. Wnirs, 
withdrew it to enable him to offer some remarks, 

Mr. WHITE said that the gentleman from Ten- 


r refer to the instrument under which `] 


moved the previous question on. 


"gentleman and 


neasee [Mr. C. Jonnson] had very calmly risen 


here, and delivered a very graceful lecture’ to the 
House on the subject of decorum, dignity, and or- 
der.. The gentleman said that it was not a question, 
between the gentleman from New York and him- 
self, (Mr. Warre,) but a question of the order and 
dignity of the House. ‘This swelled in the bosom 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, and he told the 
House that he was not for suppressing the matter, 
but for such action as the dignity and character of 
the House required. Did not the gentleman, twenty 
minutes ago, vote for the previous question to stop 
debate, and not unwilling to order the committee to 


correct an important error? Now, he wished the 


geatleman from Tennessee to understand, and the 
House to understand, tha the wanted no man’s voice 
silenced on this question. He (Mr. W.) did not 
vote for the previous question. He wanted _the 
whole truth Prouet out; and whatever it might 
be, he was prepared to bear it, not only in 
the face of the House, but of the civilized world. 
Whilst he said this, he should ever protest against 
the palpable injustice that report had done him. He 
would not have wished the committee to state any 
facts but such as were not disputed—such as there 
was no conflicting testimony in regard to. On 
this subject there was a variety of nflicting testi- 
mony; but the fact he wished to be noticed in the 
report was one about which there was no dispute. 
All the witnesses concurred in regard to it. The 
committee had reported the offensive language he 
used to the gentleman from New York, and the epi- 
thet accompanying it, leaving it to be inferred that it 
was loud enough to be heard by the whole House, 
and thereby violating its order; while in fact the epi- 
thet he used was intended for the ear of the gentle- 
man from. New York alone. I, said Mr. W., lean- 
ed down to the gentleman from New York, and 
whispered the offensive remark in. his ear, and it 
was only heard by him and by the few gentlemen 
immediately around him. If, however, the report 
should go out as itis, he should stand condemned 
as having been guilty of conduct creating disorder 
and confusion, and to the annoyance of the whole 


body. 

Mr. SAUNDERS made some remark, which was 
not distinctly heard. 

Mr. WHITE said he wished to state, that when 
he used the expressions to the gentleman from New 
York referred to inthe report, he was as cool and 
collected as he was this moment. He knew what 
he was about at the time, and replied to what he 
supposed was intended as an insult in what he con- 
sidered a: proper manner. He leaned down and 
whispered the reply in the gentleman’s ear, intend- 
ing no one to hear it but the gentleman himself, 

He had now aword to say to the orderly gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr.C. Jounson.] He wished to call 
the attention of the House to a scene in which the 
gentleman cut a figure not very long ago. There was 
a scene of disorder in the House on the occasion he 
referred to, and the gentleman was part and parcel 
of it. It was too obvious, too notorious, to have es- 
caped the notice of most of the gentlement present, 
and the epithets that were hurled backwards and 
forwards by the two gentlemen engaged could not be 
forgotten. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON. 
the gentleman alludes to. 

Mr. WHITE. Could the gentleman have for- 
gotten what took place between him and the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Hormes?}] Of all 
the gentlemen on that floor whose mouths should 
have been closed on the subject of order and deco- 
rum, the gentleman from South Carolina, who, the 
other day, moved his (Mr. W. ’s) expulsion, and the 
gentleman from Tennessee, who now discoursed so 
eloquently on the subject of order and decorum, 
should at least be silent. Had it escaped the memo- 
Ty of the gentleman that a scene of this nature took 
place between him and the gentleman fróm South 
Carolina on the floor of the House? The gentleman 
we could not have forgotten it, nor the epithets 
that he and the gentleman used on that occasion. 
He wished to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Tennessee to another fact. While he used the 
epithets to the gentleman from New York ina low 
tone of voice, the epithets that passed between the 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
were loud enough to be heard in the northwest part 
of the hall, where he sat. Mr. W., after a few 
more remarks, said he wanted the matter sifted to 
the bottom; and if they were going to rectify the 
morals of the House, let us (said he) take up all the 
disorders that have occurred. He therefore would 


I should like to know what 


amend his motion -by- moving to recommit: the re- 
. : port,-with instructions to inquire into the altercation 
_ that took place between the gentleman from Tennes- 
. see [Mr. C Jounson] and the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Houmes.] 

In conclusion, he hoped the House would not 
hesitate. Ifthe committee had not the power to 
make the angpdment, he hoped, at least, the report 
would not be permitted to go forth to the world 
. without being amended; for he declared, before the 
House and before the world, that if the committee 
would but report the testimony as given, he denied 
. that any imputation of guilt could rest upon him in 

the mind of any honorable man; and he would now 
move, in addition to his former motion, that the 
‘committee be instructed also to inquire into the dis- 
_ graceful transaction which occurred between the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. HoLmes,] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jounson.] 
After some further remarks touching this transac- 
tion, Mr. W. withdrew this latter proposition. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had not been 
at all surprised at the course which had 
been pursued by the gentleman fiom Ken- 
tucky towards himself. He supposed, from 
the course which the gentleman had pursued 
from the commencement of the affair, that if any 
gentleman thought proper to present his views in re- 
lation to the decorum and the dignity which it be- 
came that House to observe as the representatives of 
a great and powerful nation, he would be subject to 
. the rebuke of the gentleman from Kentucky; that 
that gentleman would rake up whatever his recollec- 
tion enabled him to bring forward in order to secure 
his conduct from censure. 


All that he (Mr. J.) had said was, that he thought 
the honor of the House required that they should do 
something more in relation to this affair; and he had 
pressed upon the House the necessity of having the 
papers laid upon the table that they might be exam- 
med. Not that he desired the gentlemen should be 
punished; what he wanted was, an opportunity of 
examining the evidence in order to see what it was 
the honor of this House demanded at their hands. He 
had uttered not a word disparagingly of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, yet that gentleman took fire; 
and what did he do? He brought up a scene which 
he said was more disgraceful. He stated that the 
word “untruc” had passed between the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hormes] and himself, 
(Mr. J.,) and that “untrue” meant “lie;” and that, 
therefore, the lie had been given. 

Mr. WHITE interposèd to explain; but explana- 
tion being objected to, 


Mr. JOHNSON proceeded. He would ask the 
gentleman if there was not a wide difference be- 
tween the two terms. The one implied a wilful 
mistake of the fact; the other presumed a mistake 
to have been committed. 'There was not, so far as 
he was aware, a single unfriendly feeling be- 
tween the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hormes] and himself. There was no excite- 
ment, no turmoil, created on that occasion; and yet 
the gentleman had characterized that occurrence 
as more disgraceful than that in which he was con- 
cerned. If the gentleman expected to screen him- 
self in this way, he would find himself grievously 
mistaken. The gentleman, instead of standing 
there with that meekness and humility which should 
characterize an individual who had violated the de- 
corum and dignity of that House, was, whenever 
the question was touched upon, a promment law- 
yer upon his own side of the case. 


Mr. WHITE said, in the Commonwealth where 
he resided, every man who was accused was allow- 
ed to be heard, either by himself or by counsel. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he could not give way for 
an argument from the gentleman until he had con- 
cluded what he intended to say. Look at the con- 
duct of the gentleman from New York; he was not 
obtrusive—he was modest and unassuming, rarely 
uttering a word; but the moment the case was touch- 
ed upon, the gentleman from Kentucky stood for- 
ward as principal lawyer, judge, and witness. The 
gentleman had proposed an investigation. into his 
(Mr. J.’s) conduct. He hoped he would go on 
with it, and that the same committee would conduct 
that investigation. 

Mr, WHITE asked the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to point out a single instance of disorder in his 
eonduct. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I can tell the gentleman of 
some instances, if he wishes me turn State’s evi- 
dence against him. ` 
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Mr. WHITE. After the gentleman is sworn, if 
e pleases. x 

MrJ OHNSON said he had been for some. years 
in this House with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
before and after the time when he was the presiding 
officer of the House. He certainly had no fault to 
find with the gentleman until he was placed in the 
chair; but he had abundant reason to complain of 
him béfore he left it. 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman to state ex- 
plicitly whether, at any time, his conduct had been 
disorderly. He defied the gentleman to point out 
an instance. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he need only go back to the 
commencement of this session of Congress: after the 
gentleman was driven from the Speaker’s chair and 
took his seat upon the floor of the House, he had 
had repeated difficulties with the Speaker. 

Mr. WHITE. No fight.] 

o fight; but as disorderly conduct, in his judg- 
ment. ‘There was no gentleman in the House who 
had produced more confusion than the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

He asked the gentleman from Kentucky when 
he had ever brought anything of censure to bear on 
the proceedings of this House. When he had ever 
even used even an unkind word. 

Mr. WHITE said the gentleman from Tennessee 
had protonnced the transaction between him and the 
gentleman from New York as disgraceful, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky and he ought to understand each 
other, and they should understand each other before 
long, as to this matter of contempts of the House. 
Andthe gentleman from Kentucky would always 
find that he had the moral courage to do his duty on 
this floor. The gentleman from Kentucky could 
very ingeniously draw distinctions between “God 
damn you, you are a liar,” and—— 

Mr. WHITE interposed, and said the gentleman 
from Tennessee was giving, as his language, that 
which he had never said. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON did not pretend to say that 
he was giving the precise terms; but such was the 
purport; itwas heard by many gentlemen on that 
side of the Flouse, (the extreme right of the chair.) 

Mr. WHITE remarked that the gentleman knew 
very well that a whisper could be heard there which 
could not be heard three feet from his desk, (on the 
extreme left of the Speaker’s chair.) He was un- 
derstood to say that he would allow no false impu- 
tationsto be made upon him wilfully. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON made some remark which was 
not heard. 

Mr. WHITE asked the Chair if the gentleman 
from Tennessee was in order in making personal 
observations to him. 

The SPEAKER said gentlemen were not in or- 
der in making personal allusions, or in addressing 
individual members, or in imputing motives to any 
one. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON was not conscious that he 
had been imputing motives to any one. He was, 
goingon to show what kind of whispering it was, 
if the gentleman from Kentucky would but hear 
him, Did the gentleman from Kentucky expect to 
brow-beat him, or drive either him or any other 
member of this House from his duty, and its faith- 
ful and honest discharge? 

Mr. WHITE made some remark, which was not 
audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON continued. For sixteen long 
years, excepttwo, he had been here, and not once 
had he elicited any unkind feeling of which he was 
aware. He had spoken of scenes of this sort before; 
andhe now said, as he had before said, that he 
thought them disgraceful. After a few other obser- 
vations, he apologized to the gentleman form New 
Hampshire for occupying so much of his time. 

Mr. HALE, in submitting his resolutions, said it 
was not so much with a view of producing an im- 
portant influence upon the action of the House, 
as to put himself right before his constituents, 
and that portion of the country who felt any interest 
in the actions of so humble an individual as himself. 
He concurred entirely in the view taken of the 
matter by the honorable gentleman from Tennessee. 
He believed something was due to the House, as 
the representatives of the dignity of the people. 
What was the position puw occupied by the House? 
It was admitted that while the House were in ses- 
sion in Committee of the Whole, one member had 
given the lie to another; blows had been_given; and 
an individual, not a member of the House, had 
fired a pistol in upon the House, and wounded one 


With these admitted 
facts before us, what were we about? taking any 


of the officers of the Capitol. 


measure to vindicate the insulted dignity. of the 
House, and the violated rights of the people? Not 
at all; but it was proposed to recomimit, for the pur- 
pose ofascertaining with what tone of voice the gen- 
teman from Kentucky had. used the offensive 
words—in a tone of voice a little louder than his 
usual manner, or the contrary. He did not-believe 
that the people were such casuists asto stop. to in- 
quire whether the tone was loud or not, so long as 
it was clear the offence had been committed. For 
himself, he must be permitted to say that, to his un- 
sophisticated mind, untaught .and unskilled as he 
was in the modern school of honor, it did strike him 
that if the affair was as stated by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, and the offensive words. were whis- 
pered or lisped into the ears of the gentleman from 
New York, instead of palliating, it magnified the of- 
fence. Ifthe gentleman was, as he alleged, cool as 
he was at the present moment—if the act had not the 
apology of heat, of warm blood, of excited passion 
for its apology—then it stood out in bolder relief, in 
all its baldness and nakedness, inviting the unmiti- 
gated censure of this House, which he, for one, was 
ready to administer. It is time that the country un- 
derstood this matter. It is time that it was known 
whether, in this hall, language was to be tolerated, 
such as, it was admitted, had been used in this case. 
It is time that it were known whether it were neces- 
sary for members to come here as representatives of 
the people, to transact their business armed to the 
teeth with dirks, bowie-knives, and pistols, to de- 
fend themselves from one another, and from the 
spectators by whom they are surrounded. Ifit be 
so, let it be known; and he would answer for it that, 
although the people whom he had the honor in part 
to represent did not acknowledge the obligations of 
that code of honor which was held in such high esti- 
mation by some, yet he could assure the House that 
if it were understood that members must come into 
this House upon such conditions, to defend them- 
selves and the rights of their constituents at such 
hazards, New Hampshire, and the frozen regiona of 
the North, would not be wanting in men who were 

repared to go wherever duty called them—if need 

e, to face the cannon’s mouth, or the attack of any 
other arms which may be brought against them. 
The men who inherited their liberties from those 
who won them on the tented field of battle, would 
still defend them by the same means, even in this 
hall, if the call of duty required it. 


Mr. H. concluded by remarking that although he 
had no motives of hostility to any gentleman prompt- 
ing him to the course he had taken, yet he would 
assure gentlemen that he should, by no means, be 
deterred from a fearless discharge of what he be- 
lieved to be his duty. 


Mr. WHITE and the SPEAKER entered into 
some conversation in relation to the applicability of 
the previous question. 


Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of order, and 
spoke upon it at some length, He contended, in 
short, that this House could not punish any mem- 
ber without a hearing, which would be the effect of 
the motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
The SPEAKER said it was not in order to de- 


bate the question. 


Mr. SCHENCK said the point he wished to make 
was, that the select committee, under this motion, 
having no power but to report a resolution of cen- 
sure, under an order of censure, it would be the in- 
fliction of a punishment; which the House had no 
power to do withouta trial and hearing of the par- 
ties. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked a question of the Chair. 
He desired to know whether, should the motion be 
adopted, and a resolution be reported in obedience 
to the order of the House, it would not then be 
within the control of the House to pass it or not, af- 
ter hearing the testimony. 

The SPEAKER said that it would. 

The question was then put onthe appeal, and it 
was decided in sustaining the decision of the Chair, 
without a division. 

Mr. BELSER inquired if the two resolutions were 
divisible. 

The SPEAKER ssid that they were. 

Mr. HARALSON, before voting, desired to know 
of the chairman of the select committee, whether 
both the gentlemen were allowed the privilege of 

i 


cyoss-examining. the witnesses, and whether they 
‘were present at the examination of the testimony. 

Mr. SAUNDERS replied that they were. i 

Mr. HARALSON. Then, I shali be glad to 
have the report and evidence read, that we may act 
in the matter at once. . 

Mr. HOUSTON made one or two remarks not 
distinctly heard. . : 

Mr. WHITE submitted-to the Speaker, whether. 
it was not his bounden duty to require the whole of 
the evidence to be read. ee i 

The SPEAKER said it would be read ifany gen- 
tleman called for it. Did he understand the gentle- 
man as writing the evidence to be read? : 

Mr. WHITE said that he did, if the resolution 
was persisted in. ee 7 : 

Mr HUNT of New-York said that, with the view 
that members might have.an opportunity of looking 
ever the testimony, he moved to lay the subject on 
the table. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON suggested to the gentleman 
that he had better move a postponement. 

Mr. ELMER was. in favor of a postponement, 
and the printing of the papers. — . 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF inquired whether it 
would be in order to move to postpone the subject 
toa day certain. a e 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order 
without a withdrawal of the pending motion. 

Mr. HALE withdrew his motion, and moved to 
postpone the subject till Monday next. 

r. BELSER said that he was opposed to post- 
oning action on this subject. He thought that the 
House wasas well „prepared toact on the matter 
now as hereafter. The committee have reported 
the facts to the House, and if they are incorrect the 
ouse can now have the testimony read for its in- 
formation. ‘ . 

The facts, as disclosed in the report, show that 
both of the parties are in equal fault. They fought 
willingly, in a public place, in the midst of the peo- 
ple’s representatives. This, in legal contemplation, 
às an affray, 

The question is, will the House pass by an eitray 
which takes place in the midst of its session, in full 
view of the Speaker? If they think such conduct 
does not merit censure, why, let them say so by rè- 
fusing the instructions asked for in the first resolu- 
tion. 

For himself, he would vote for the first resolution, 
and to reject the second. The parties were, in a legal 
rense, in pari delicto. They both had an agency in 
bringing about the transaction and the law could 
hold them responsible for it; and this House should 
do the same. 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
ELMER, DICKINSON, E. J. MORRIS, and 
SCHENCK. i 

The question being divided, on motion of Mr. 
SCHENCK, was first taken upon the postponement, 
and carried. Secondly, on printing the report; and 
upon this branch of the question the yeas and nays 
were demanded and ordered, and, being taken, re- 
sulted as follows—yeas 102, nays 58: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Dana, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, John W., Davis, Dean, Douglass, Drom- 

oole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
3yram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin. Lyon, MeCanslen, Maclay, McClelland, MeCon- 
nell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, David 8, Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Thomas H. Se ymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Stron , Sykes, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, W eaton, Williams, Wood- 
ward, Joseph A, Wright, and Yost—102. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellett, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hoge, Washington Hunt, Jenks, 
Perley. B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
McClernand, McDowell, McIlvaine, Edward J. Morris, 
Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Pollock, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Spence, Stephens, 


Andrew Stewart, Tyler, Vance ‘Wethered, Winthrop, and 
‘William Wright l i Pr 


Ro the report was ordered to be printed. 
TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 
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pose of resuming the consideration of the tariff bill; 
which motion, after a division, was carried, and the 
House resolved itself into committee accordingly, 
(Mr. Horxays in the chair.) 

Mr. DUNCAN being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee until the expiration of his 
hour.. - 

He noticed the remarks made by various gentle- 
men who had preceded him in this debate, one of 
whom had-spokeri of uhanimity amongst the whigs, 
and disunion on the question of the presidency 
amongst the democracy; and he took the liberty of 
telling that gentleman that his notes of triumph were 
sounded too soon. Whoever might be nominated 
by the Baltimore convention would receive his sup- 

ort, and the support of the entire democratic party. 
Fat was good democracy, and the democracy, with 
any’ of the candidates which were presented for their 
suffrages, would be able, at the proper time, to beat 
the oft-beaten candidate of the other party, however 
united they might be. He then proceeded to notice 
some of the promises of the whig party in the con- 
test of 1840, and to show the inconsistency of their 
principles. He also desired the Clerk to read an 
ode to be sung by the “united” whig party on their 
approaching voyage up Salt river, to the tune of the 
“Canadian boat song,” “Row, brothers, row!” 
After that he resumed his speech, and spoke of the 
principles of the whigs as contradistinguished from 
the constitutional principles of the democrasy. 

Mr. Duncan having given way, without conclud- 
ing his remarks, 

On motion of Mr. HAMMET, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE introduced his colleague, 
Mr. T. H. Bayry, lately elected a member of the 
House from the Accomac district, in Virginia, to 
Supply the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 
Mr. Wise; and the oath to support the constitution 
of the United States was administered to Mr. B. by 
the Speaker. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of Samuel Raub, jr’ 
relating to the bursting of steamboat boilers, and the ex” 
tinguishment of fires at sea: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of George $S. Harris and 
22 others, praying that some regulation may be made by 
law providing for the drainage of the wet lands in the 
ie and Fort Waync land districts, in the State of In- 

jana, 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Rey. Moses Miller and 
71 other citizens of West Hanly, Massachusetts, asking for 
a reduction of the rates of ostage. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of 69 citizens of Che- 
shire, Massachusetts, and vicinity, praying that such a re- 
vision of the tariff may be made as wi 1 compel the import- 
ers of foreign wool to contribnte a due proportion to the 
revenue, and give protection and encouragement to the nu- 
merous class of citizens engaged in agriculture and wool 
growing, equal to that extended to the woollen manufac- 
tures and other branches of American industry. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of Arthur Bronson and 
others, for disaffirming a certain act of the territorial legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, relating to deeds on sales of lands, &c. 
for taxes. 

By Mr. WETHERED: A memorial of E. Ellery, C. W. 
Whittemore, and others, remonstrating against any change 
in the present tariff law. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of John K. Cooke, 
asking compensation for expenses incurred by him when 
acting under an order of the government. 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petitions of John Cripps and 
David Johnston, for pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition of Thos. Parks for an in- 
crease of pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, May 7, 1844. 


Mr. WHITE presented a remonstrance against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States, 
adopted at a meeting of citizens of Michigan city, 
Indiana: referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the proceedings of a 


general meeting of citizens of New Orleans, in favor . 


of the reannexation of Texas to the United States: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
_ Mr. BATES presented the proceedings ofa meet- 
ing of the inhabitants of the town of Royalston, 
Massachusetts, remonstrating, in strong and decided 
terms, against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. : 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 


several citizens of Indiana, in favor of the estak« 


lishment, by the federal government, of an agricul- 
tural institute, and asking Congress to appropriate 
a part of the Smithsonian bequest for that purpose: 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that they do (iss, the follow- 
ing bills from the House of Representatives, viz: 

The bill making appropriation for certain im- 
provements on the western shore of Lake Michigan; 
and ae 

The bill making Appropriation to aid in com- 
pleting the harbor of Racine, on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan. ats . 

Also reported from the same committee a bill to 
provide for the appointment, and to regulate the pay, 
of engineers and assistant engineers in the revenue 
service of the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. : 

Several adverse reports of the standing committees 
on private claims were taken up and concurred in by 
the Senate. ne 

The following bills were reed the third time and 
passed, viz: : 

The bill to apply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain for the completion of works of inter- 
nal improvement in the State of Michigan, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill to grant certain lands to the State of In- 
diana, the better to enable the said State to extend 
and complete the Wabash and Erie canal from Terre 
Haute to the Ohio river; and 

The bill for the relief of George Harrison. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

The bill entitled An act for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, was read the third time; and the ques- 
tion being Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HENDERSON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and the question being 
taken, the bill was passed by yeas 20, nays 11, as 
follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bates, Benton, Breese, 
Choate, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Miler, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
White, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Clayton, Evans, Fair- 
field, Henderson, Huger, McDuffie, Phelps, Rives, and 
Woodbury—11. 


COMPENSATION IN THE NANAL SERVICE FOR 


LOSSES AT SEA. 

The Senate bill, supplementary to the act entitled 
‘An act to regulate the pay of the navy of the 
United States,” was next taken up, and read the 
eu time; and the question being, Shall the bill 
pass? 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and the question being put, the bill 
was passed by a vote of 23 to 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton, Evans, 
Fairfield, Francis, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jarna- 
in, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 


ives, Simmons, Sturgeon, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- 
bury—93. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Fulton, Hannegan, McDutftie, Semple, Sevier, 
Tappan, and Walker—1i3. 

[The above bill provides indemnity to officers, 
seamen, and marines, who have lost or may lose 
property on board the United States ships of war, 
which have been or may be lost by shipwrecks or 
otherwise, except by capture. ] 

Mr. BAGBY resented the credentials of the 
Hon. Dixon H. Lewis, who has been appointed 
by the governor “of Alabama a senator from that 
State to fill the place so long filled by the Hon. W. 
R. King; which being read, he presented himself, 
and was qualified. . 

The bill from the House to prevent trespass on 
the Indian lands, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee cn Indian Affairs, 

, Mr. BERRIEN from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the memorial and doc- 
uments relating to the extension of the criminal 
Jurisdiction of the United States district and circuit 
courts for the district of Arkansas, over the Indian 
country, reported a bill supplementary to the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace upon 
the frontiers; passed 30th J une, 1834, which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from the coun- 
ty of Madison, Virginia, urging the olicy of an 
early annexation of Texas to the Unite States: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia, reported a bill for the filling and 
grading of square numbered 249, belonging to the 
United States, in the city of Washington; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
PRE-EMPTION TO TOWN LOTS. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
` bill for the relief of citizens of towns on lands of the 
United States, under certain circumstances—the 
question pending being on the motion of Mr. Hay- 
woop to insert in the 4th line of the bill, after the 
word “occupied,” the words “before the passage of 
thts act,” so as to destroy the prospective pre-emp- 
uon right to lots in towns laid off on the public 
ands. 

Mr. JARNAGIN opposed this amendment, main- 
taining that he saw no good reason why those who 
located a quarter section of land, and laid off a town 
thereon, should not be as much entitled to the right 
of pre-emption to the lots in said town as those who 
located a quarter section for agricultural purposes. 
If it was right and justin the one case, it was in 
the other. If the policy were wise as to the past, so 
it would be for the future. He was therefore in 
favor of making the right of pre-emption to those 
town lots prospective as well as retrospective. 

The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the bill was so 
amended as to protect the several interests of the in- 
dividuals holding lots in any town laid off on the 
public lands. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the bill was further 
amended, so as to make it conform to the prospec- 
tive principle of rights of pre-emption. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and the 
several amendments being concurred in, it was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


THE TARIFF——THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Finance 
Committee for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill introduced by Mr. McDurrim, to reduce the 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the stand- 
ard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BAGBY addressed the Senate for nearly two 
hours, in opposition to the protective policy. In 
his prefatory remarks, he considered the subject of 
discussion under three heads: ‘irst, in relation to the 
question of jurisdiction; second, in reference to the 
violation of the compromise act; and third, with re- 
gard to the special tariff of 1842, 

On the first head he dwelt but briefly—admitting 
at once that he did not subscribe to the doctrine that 
the Senate had the power, under the constitution, of 
originating such a bill as that introduced by the 
honorable and distinguished senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. McDurrig;] and therefore he should 
give his assent to the resolutions reported by the Fi- 
nance Committee. But, the discussion on these res- 
olutions having embraced the widest latitude of de- 
bate on the general merits of the tariff policy, he 
had come to the conclusion that it was due to that 
section of country to which he belonged, and to the 
State which he had the honor in part to represent, 
that he should offer to the Senate, on the present oc- 
casion, the observations which it was his purpose to 
make in reference to the policy of the protective 
system. 

With regard to the second head—that relating to 
the compromise act—he never had viewed that mea- 
sure in the same favorable light in which it had been 
viewed by some of his friends. He had uniformly 
entertained the opinion that the compromise was 
calculated to do more harm than good—leaving the 
impression that one side demanded more than it was 
entitled to, and the other asked less than it consider- 
ed its just rights. This led to an assumption of 
pretensions which necessarily roused resistance—a 
resistance which he trusted never would be abated 
till it succeeded in abolishing the system of protec- 
tion, which threw the burden of taxation on the real 
labor and industry of the country for the exclusive 
benefit of a small and exclusive class. 

It was upon the third head—that of the tariffact of 
1842—that Mr.*B. more particularly dwelt. He re- 
viewed it as a measure of protection in contradis- 
tinction to a measure for revenue; showing that it 
was impossible to find authority for its principles 
or purposes, either in the constitution or in the dec- 
larations of the fathers of the revolution. He denied 
that the slightest grounds could be fairly deduced 
from these sources for the doctrine of discrimination, 
even for purposes of incidental protection—the only 
possible admission of the word discrimination being 


with reference to revenue, for the sake of revenue, 
and not for the sake of protecting any branch of in- 
dustry by contributions levied upon other branches 
of industry. j 

In the course of Mr. B's remarks upon the 
grounds taken by the senators from Massachusetts, 
[Messrs. Bares and Cnoare,] he expatiated largely, 
particularly in reference to the self-gratulation with 
which they denied the agency of that State in bring- 
ing about the tariff policy of 1816 and 1824, and 
their attempt to throw the origin of that system 
upon the South. He gave a minute historical 
sketch of the circumstances which had influenced the 
Statesmen of 1816. to resort to a tariff which they 
then conceived necessary in view of paying off the 
debt incurred by the war in which the country had 
been involved. And he showed, that, no sooner had 
Massachusetts tasted of the exciting stimulant of 
protection growing out of the tariffs of 1824 and 
1828, than she became intoxicated with it, and. re- 
versed her position. To contrast her present posi- 
tion with that which she occupied in 1820, he would 
ask the Secretary of the Senate to read, for the edifi- 
cation of the Senate,a very striking lesson from the 
book of Daniel. 

[Here Mr. Bacay forwarded to the Secretary’s 
table a manuscript sheet, which many present for a 
moment really thought was an extract from the 
Book of Daniel. It was read as follows, occasion- 
ing much laughter:] 

The following resolutions were moved by Mr. Webster 
in 1820, and adopted by atown meeting of the town of 
Boston: 

Resolved, That we have regarded with pleasure the es- 
tablishment and success of manufactures among us, and con- 
sider their growth, when natural and spontaneous, and not 
the effect of a system of bounties and protection, as an evi- 
dence of general wealth and prosperity. 

Resolved, That, relying on the ingenuity, enterprise, and 
skill of our fellow-citizens, we believe that all manufactures 
adapted to our character and circumstances will be intro- 
duced and extended as soon, and as far, as will promote 
the public interests, without any further protection than 
they now receive. 

Resolved, That no objection ought ever to be made to any 
amount of taxes equally apportioned, and imposed for 
the purpose of raising revenue necessary for the support 
of government; but that taxes imposed on the people for 
the sole benefit of any one class of men, are equally in- 
consistent with the principles of our constitution, and 
with sound judgment. 

Resolved, ‘That the supposition that, until the proposed 
tariff, or some similar measure, be adopted, we are, and shall 
be, dependent on foreigners for the means of subsistence 
and defence, is, in our opinion, altogether fallacious and fan- 
ciful, and derogatory to the character of this nation. 

Resolved, That high bounties on such domestic manufac- 
tures as are principally benefited by that tariff, favor great 
capitalists rather than personal industry or the owners of 
small capital, and therefore we do not perceive its tenden- 
cy to promote national industry. 

Resolved, That we are equally incapable of discovering its 
beneficial effects on agriculture, since the obvious conse- 
quence of its adoption would be, the farmer must give 
more than he now does for all he buys, and receive less for 
all he sells. 

Resolved, Thai the impositien of duties, which now are 
enormous, and dcemed by a large portion of the people to 
be unequal and unjust, is dangerous, as it encourages the 
practice of smuggling. 

Resolved, That, m our opinion, the proposed tariff, and the 
principles upon which it is avowedly formed, would, if 
adopted, havea tendency, however different may be the 
motives of those who recommend them to diminish the in- 
dustry, impede the prosperity, and corrupt the morals of the 
people. 

Mr, B. commented at considerable length on 
these resolutions, praising the sound democratic 
doctrine which they inculcated, and contrasted the 
principles they maintained with the avowed princi- 
ples of the present senators from Massachusetts. 

As Mr. B’s. speech will be published in full, 
it is not conceived necessary to extend this sketch 
further at present. When Mr. B. concluded, 

Mr. ATHERTON obtained the floor; and on his 
motion the subject was laid on the table. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD. 


The general orders were then called, and the first 
bill taken up was Senate bill 90, ‘to grant to the 
Great Western Railway company a right of way 
through the public lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes.” 

The purpose of this bill is to grant to the State of 
Ilinois, for the construction of the Great Western 
railroad, the right of way for 100 feet on each side 
of the track from Cairo, in that State, to the lakes, a 
distance of 450 miles, and to allow the State a pre- 
emption right, at the minimura price per acre for ten 
years, to the two sections of the public lands in 
width, on each side of the road, yet undisposed of, 
through the whole length. 

The bill was taken up as in committee of the 
whole, as printed with amendments heretofore 


adopted, and subject to further consideration and 
amendment. p 

No further amendments being offered, the bill 
was reported back to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments, as printed, were concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment, 

Mr: JARNAGIN. inquired what number of acres 


“would be granted by this bill, and what was the pro- 


posed length of the route. 

Mr. BREESE replied that the length of the route 
would be about 450 miles; and that no grant of lands 
was made to the State by the bill, which only gave 
the rights of pre-emption at the government price of 
the lands, for the contiguous sections. The gov- 
ernment would gain by the construction of the work, 
in the increased value of the public domain thus 
brought into market; and the State would be enabled 
to complete a work of great public utility. 

Mr. EVANS suggested a change necessary to 
confine the right of way and pre-emption to those 
portions of the route actually made or in use. He 
moved to strike out the words ‘may progress and” 
in the second and third lines of the first section, and 
to insert the words “in actual use.” 

The amendment was adopted. . 

Mr. EVANS objected to the term of ten years, as 
being an unreasonable time for continuing the right 
of pre-emption. : ; 

r. WOODBRIDGE explained the views of the 
Committee on Public Lands in reference to the great 
advantages which would result to the public domain 
from the completion of the road, and explained that 
until some such avenue of communication was 
opened up, those lands would not, for a length of 
time, come into market. 

Mr. EVANS thought five years would be long 
enough. He would not, however, press the onjece 
tion. He thought the right of pre-emption extended 
too far. It would embrace upwards of a million of 
acres, covering 16 miles in width, and 450 miles in 
length, of the public domain. This appeared to him 
unreasonable and unnecessary. DaS 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill in the 
16th line of the first section, by striking out the 
words “at each side of the road;” the effect of which 
would be to reduce the right of way from 200 feet 
in width, as proposed by the bill, to 100 feet, origi- 
nally contemplated by the committee, 

e CHAIR explained that, in this stage of the 
bill, a motion to strike out was not in order. 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that if the bill could not 
be so amended, he should be constrained to vote 
against it. 

The CHAIR remarked that by general assent, 
the amendment could be admitted. 

Mr. TAPPAN explained why the amendment was 
necessary. 

This ‘point was debated by Messrs. WOOD- 
BRIDGE, TAPPAN, and BREESE. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill was so 
amended, that the pre-emption right was confined to 
four miles in width on each side of the road, in- 
stead of eight. 

Mr. JARNAGIN objected, that in case of failure 
in the project, or the road falling into disuse, no pro~ 
vision was made for reversion to the United States. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE pointed out a section of 
the bill providing for such contingencies. 

Mr. HAYWOOD suggested a dificulty which 
might arise as to the competency of the State to 
transfer the granted rights to a private company. 

Mr. BREESE did not see any such difficulty; the 
State itself would arrange that matter. ; 

The question then being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and the yeas and nays 
having been called for and ordered, it was decided in. 
the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 9, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Jarnegin, John- 
son, McDuffie, Merrick, Porter, Semple, Simmons, Tappan, 
Woodbridge, and Woodbury —20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Clayton, Fair. 
field, Haywood, Lewis, Mangum, and Miller—9. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, as amend- 
ed, and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 
into executive session; and, after some time spent 
therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Terspay, May 7, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
TARIFF BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved iiself into Commi 
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tes of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ré~ 
sumed the consideration of the tariff bill. . 

Mr.. DUNCAN resumed and. concluded. his 
speech. He- maintained that the only legitimate 
purpose of imposing: duties upon imports was to 
raise revenue. sufficient for -an economical adminis- 
tration of the-government. If the dangerous prin- 
ciple were admitted, that they had a right.to go be- 
yond this, upon such principle they might raise any 
number of millions of dollars. Who, he asked, 
were to be benefited by a high tariff? The man- 
ufacturers, of whom there were not more than 350,- 
000 in the United States; and of these, 150,000. at 
least were subjects of Great Britain. What com- 
parison did. this number bear to the whole pop- 
ulation of this country?—a population comprisin 
nearly 18,000,000 of people. This iniquitous tariff, 
then, imposed an average duty of 50 per cent. 
on all articles consumed by 18,000,000 of people, 
for the benefit of 350,000, of whom 150,000 are 
foreigners. 

Mr. D.’s hour having expired, Pie, 

Mr. HARDIN addressed the committee in favor 
of the protective system, occupying his hour in a 
variety of statistical details, for the purpose of show- 
ing that the farming interest was greatly. benefited 
by the operations of that system. 

Mr RHETT next obtained the floor, and address- 
ed the committee:. The gentleman from Maine who 
addressed the House afew days ago spoke in con- 
temptuous terms of constitutional scruples. He 
(Mr. R.) confessed he was influenced by constitu- 
tional scruples. The patriots who fell at Lexing- 
ton, Concord, and the battle of the Cowpens, bled for 
constitutional scruples. If constitutional scruples 
were disregarded, what would become of the liber 
ties of the people of the United States? He meant 
to address himself to constitutional scruples. It 
was not the millions which were wrung from the 
people by the government, which had occasioned 
them the greatest anxiety and distress; but it was 
because they had stricken down the constitution, 
and practically enslaved the citizens of this confed- 
rat apie not of this confederacy, but of a portion 
of the confederacy. The question was not how 
much the government might take from the people, 
but whether it had a right to take at all. 

He had heard a great deal said about the benefits 
of the tariff, and they had a very labored report upon 
the subject; but one single line of foreign prices 
would blow up the whole theory. It was said that 
the labor of this country could not compete with the 
labor of Europe, without protective duties, because 
labor there costs but half as much as here, and capi- 
tal commanded but halfas much. There could be 
no protection but protection against foreign com- 
modities. Gentlemen said they would extend the 
benefits of protection all over the Union. But how 
could protection be protection, unless it were partial? 
{fit were universal, it would destroy itself. Ifall 
where cqpelly protected, then none were protected, 
Tt was all a humbug from beginning to end. It was 
impossible for protection to be universal; it was 
contrary to the order of Providence; it was perfectly 
inefficacious. If there was a country under the sun 
which ought to possess within itself every thing 
necessary for any nation, that country was the 
United States. 

‘What country under the sun comprehended so 
greata variety of soil and climate? Yet had they 
not a variety of interests which protection could not 
aid? This was the case with respect to the agri- 
cultural interest. Did agriculturists ask protection? 
Could this government give them protection. They 
wanted none, nor could they receive any. Protec- 
tion, therefore, was partial in’ its operation. The 
system could only benefit those with whom Euro- 
pean labor could come in competition. The opera- 
tion of the system was not only to take from one 
class of citizens, and give to another, but to enable 
one class to become tax gatherers, and, by their own 
act, to determine how much they should collect from 
other classes. He confessed he had constitutional 
scruples upon this subject. It surrendered up the 
laborer into the hands of the capitalist. 

Mr. R. warned the protection party that their sys- 
tem, if carried out, would, in the end, lead to what 
they so much deprecated—agrarianism. Let the 
principle be established that this government had the 
right to equalize the condition of the people, and the 
swarming millions of the northern hive will, in time, 
rise up and tear down the fabric they have erected. 
He contended that this system was not only contra- 
ry to the constitution, but contrary to the natural 
rights ofman. He laid it down as a principle, that, 


as individuals had no right to take property without 
the consent of the owner, neither had the whole 
body associated into a government the right to do it. 
He would suppose a familiar case. Suppose that there 
were but three men in the world, and one of them 


_ caughta coon and skinned him: would either of the re- 


maining two have a right to take the skin from him? 
Assuredly not. Suppose, then, these three men as-. 
sociated themselves into a government: would the 


majority of these three then have the right to take the ` 


coon skin from the owner, and give it to one of the 
others? If they had not the right before, how would 
the right be imparted by their associating them- 
selves into a government? He asked if the forming 
a government gave the right of taking property? 
No one would answer that it would. But the con-. 
stitution of the United States had not been left so 
bare as to given even by construction, so dan- 
gerous a power. The constitution provided that 
private property should not be taken for public use 
without compensation. Now, if the question was 
of taking private property for public use, the con- 
stitution would justify it; but it was taking private 
property for private use, and for the use, too, of 
classes and corporations. Gentlemen talked very 
sneeringly of free trade; and in all this they were 
consistent; and, in doing so, outraged the constitu- 
tion. “What was the constitution itself, but the 
mightiest effort for free trade? What formed the 
constitution but free trade, and the neeessity of pre- 
venting one State from impeding the commerce of 
the others? If this principle of protection was good 
between the United Bates and foreign nations, why 
was it not good between the States? Why should 
not Virginia protect her industry; or why should 
not South Carolina protect hers? If the system was 
good in one way, hy was it not good between the 
States? and why should it not exist? Mr. R. con- 
tinued his argument, showing the oppression and 
injustice of the protective system, up to the conclu- 
sion of his hour. 

Mr. CALDWELL next proceeded to address the 
committee. He said it was the duty of a people to 
provide for the support of its government; and the 
settled policy of this government appeared to be, to 
raise its revenue by taxes on imports; but the mo- 
ment the tariff was increased beyond a revenue 
standard, it became a system of legalized plunder. 
The question here involved was nota question be- 
tween this and foreign countries, but between differ- 
ent sections of this country; it was a question whe- 
ther a part of this country should be made to bear all 
the burdens of the government; and the question 
came to this: Shall we build up this manufacturing 
and ironmongering aristocracy at the expense of the 
hard earnings of the poorer citizens of this common- 
wealth? The first tariff ever laid in this country im- 
pored a duty of 5 per cent. on iron and on woollen 
manufactures, and 7} per cent. upon cotton manu- 
factures; and yet they were told that their rev- 
olutionary fathers went for a protective tar- 
if. No; those honest patriots had an instine- 
tive horror of heavy taxation on the people, 
and they had not learned the modern doctrine 
that the foreign producer paid the tax. He next 
made some allusion to the preceding tariff acts, and 
then proceeded to notice the tariff act of 1842, and 
some of the circumstances attending its enactment. 
He said the act of 1842 was passed in violation of 
the plighted faith of the 27th Congress; and that it 
was a fraud upon the country. This was suscepti- 
ble of proof; and, for that purpose, he quoted from 
several speeches made by Mr. Clay and other whig 
leaders, and showed the frequency of their profess- 
ed devotion to the compromise act. 

TIe went into a minute statement of the taxes 
levied by the act of 1842, on those articles which 
were of indispensable use to his constituents; and 
showed that his people were taxed on an average at 
the rate of 111 per cent. 

It was not the South only which the advocates of 
a high protective tariff would have to contend against; 
the light of truth was bursting upon the West. 
They begin to be aware of its iniquitous operation. 
The people of the West were not unwilling to be tax- 
ed for the government they love. They would, af- 
ter that, shoulder their rifles, and march wherever 
an invading foe invited them, in defence of their 
household gods and their firesides; but the mis- 
fortune was, that the tax, instead of going to 
the government, went to swell the purses of the 
proud capitalists, They of the West were deeply 
Interested in the prosperity of the South. As lon 
as the South was prosperous, they could command 
good prices for their productions; but when gloom 


and:disaster pervaded the South, it was thrown back 
upon the West in the form of utter desolation and 


ruin.: . “a 
Mr. C. adverted to the origin of the existing 


tariff law, and animadverted upon the acts of the 


whig party generally. 

"Mr STEPHENS said he came from a section of 
the country which had been said to be robbed by 
the protective system, and was to relieved from it 
by the destruction of that system. He would, 
therefore, in the remarks he was about to make, show 
that it had no such effect. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] said that the tariff of 
1842 was a violation of the constitution; and he 
wished the gentleman was in his seat, that he might 
ask him how it was so. He would ask that question 
of the gentleman from Alabama, who addressed the 
House the other day on the subject. He would 
ask him how that bill violated the constitution. 

Mr. BELSER, in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, admitted that this government was framed 
to protect life, liberty, and property, and to protect 
its citizens in the enjoyment of these blessings. 
But Mr. B. contended, that protection to manufae- 
tures never entered into their contemplation; that 
the protection spoken of by them was to secure to . 
the citizen the right to the enjoyment of those great 
privileges; that a tariff laid on imports, with an eye , 
alone to revenue, was constitutional; but when laid 
directly with an eye to protection, it was unconstitu- 
tional. That, so far as agriculture was concerned, 
it was out of the power of this government to pro- | 
tect that branch of American industry; and that, 
therefore, protection could not be extended generally 
to all interests, as contended for by the gentleman _ 
from Georgia. f 

Mr. STEVENS then said that he understood the 
gentleman that if the government, in raising a rev- 
enue, looked to the industry of the country, that was 
a violation of the constitution. The gentleman from 
South Carolina also said that the constitution wag 


established on the principles of free trade. Now, he 


was prepapared to show that so far from the consti- 
tution being for the establishment of free trade, one 
of its main objects was the protection of the indus- 
try of the country. Mr. S. next spoke of the opera- 
tions of the tariff law in the section of country he 
came from, and contended that so far from its being 
unjust and oppressive, it had operated there most 
beneficently. For his part, he knew that his sec- 
tion of the country was not oppressed by it. The 
people of his country felt none of the burdens 
which were so loudly complained of; and while . 
they sold what they had dearer, and bought what. 
they wanted cheaper, than they did before the pas~ 
sage of the law of 1842, it was hard to convince 
them that they were oppressed. Mr. S. produced a 
list of the prices of a number of the articles con- 
sumed in his country to show that they were lower 
than they were before. He then went on to argue 
that the bill on the table would not produce revenue 
sufficient for the annual expenditures of the govern- 
ment, and to provide for the public debt. 

Mr. Srepyens continued, and appealed to the 
reduction of prices under the tariff of 1842; and he 
asked the gentleman from Alabama how else it was 
to be accounted for. 

Mr. BELSER rose and'replied as follows to the 
question put to him by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. StepHens.] Heasked of the gentleman from 
Georgia if the reduction of the price of the articles 
spoken of by him was alone confined to this coun- 
try? He further inquired of him whether a more 
than corresponding reduction had not taken place in 
the price of the same articles in Great Britain. He 
still further asked him if the market of Great Brit- 
ain was In any manner affected in prices by compe- 
tition from the introduction of the manufactures of 
this country into that. Unless the gentleman from 
Georgia could show a different state of facts to exist 
in the premises, he believed that he would derive no 
advantage from his position. The same articles 
stated by the gentleman to have decreased in price 
here, having cheapened in at least a corresponding de- 
gree in Great Britain, without. being operated on by 
competition from this country, it clearly shows that 
the result of low prices here, spoken of by the gen- . 
tleman, must be attributed to some other cause than 
the tariff of 1842. He (Mr. B.) attributed it to 
Many causes, to wit: to a restricted currency; to a. 
lesser disposition to purchase in both countries, in 
consequence of the change in currency; to a grow- , 
ing spirit of economy on both sides of the water; 
to the improvement of machinery and a reduction 
In the price of labor. 
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Mr. STEPHENS replied that the tariff act of- 


1842 had had the effect of reducing the prices in 
England, and, he contended, to bring down the 
prices still more. He then proceeded with his re- 
marks, with which he consumed the residue of his 


r. 
f Mr. RATHBUN next obtained the floor. He 
“had been listening for many days to the discussion 
upon this bill, with a view to procuring some 
new light upon the subject; but the greater propor- 
tion of the speeches which had been made had wan- 
dered far from the question before the House. For 
his own part, he should confine himself to the imme- 
diate question before the committee. It was one of 
the most important subjects could be agitated before 
Congress. It was a question upon which different 
sections of the Union necessarily differed, and it 
could only be satisfactorily settled by mutual con- 
cession. The operation of the system was unequal 
and unjust, affording high protection to the manu- 
facturer, and little or no protection to the farmer. 
They had been told that high duties made 
low prices. This was not deserving of a seri- 
ous answer; it was an absurdity, and bore 
the evidences of absurdity on its very face. High 
duties upon a particular article, it was true, 
might produce a hot-bed growth, and force capital 
into that particular trade, and reduce the price; but 
to say that the reduction of prices was owing to the 
existence of high duties, was too gross an absurdity 
to require a serious answer. It was said that, under 
the operation of this tariff, the country is in the 
most prosperous condition, and that specie was 
flowing into the country. Would it not be as good 
an evidence of property, if it could be shown that 
our exports had increased, and that, instead of im- 
porting specie, we had imported an amount equal to 
our increaséd exportation of foreign productions? 

Mr. R. went on to say that almost every gentle- 
man who had addressed the committee in favor of 
the protective system had spoken of the prosperity 
that had resulted from the tariff of 1840. ow, 
where was this prosperity to be found? “Was it in 
the price of flour, which was selling in New York at 
$4 a barrel? was it in the price of beef and pork, 
which was selling at corresponding low prices in 
the same market? Gentlemen said that the influx 
of specie in the country was an evidence of this 
prosperity; which, in his opinion, was a great error. 

ut if the tariff of 1840 had produced so much pros- 
perity, he wanted to know if it had regulated ex- 
changes? Exchanges were now ina more healthful 
state than they ever had been before; in fact, from 
one end of the country to another, exchange cost no 
more than the cost of transportation and the risk and 
insurance. 

Now, ifthe whig party had succeeded at the extra 
session in getting a bank, they would have said that 
their bank had regulated exchanges. The gentleman 
from Georgia said that he wanted a national bank to 
regulate exchanges; but the gentleman knew that 
exchanges were managed better now without a 
bank than they ever were with one. The gentle- 
man also imputed all the calamitics of 1840 to the 
want of a high tariff. ‘The revenue (he said) fell off 
because the importations fell off. But did any gen- 
tleman give the true cause for the falling off of the 
revenue? Did gentlemen recollect the immense 
amount of State stocks which were sent to Europe 
and sold, and the proceeds brought back in British 
goods? The banks failed in every State, and 
even the States themselves could not meet 
their engagements. State stocks depreciated 
so that no more could be sent to England to buy 
goods? The banks having failed, were pressing their 
debtors so that there wasa scarcity of money; credit 
was paralyzed, and business was prostrated. Here 
was enough to account for the falling off of impor- 
tations, and the consequent loss of revenue, without 
attributing it to the want ofa high tariff. But they 
had been told much about free trade; and he sup- 
posed that it would be written out and published in 
all the whig speeches that the democratic party 
were in favor of free trade, and, consequently, di- 
rect taxation. Now, he had never heard such doc- 
trines advocated here; but, on the contrary, the 
utmost that the democrats went for was rev- 
enue—which, while it afforded a revenue suffi- 
cient for the wants of the government, would 
afford incidental protection to manufactures, 
but not to the extent of giving bounties to one class 
of the community at the expense of another. Mr. 
R. next adverted to the number of persons engaged 
in manufactures, showing how small a number they 
were in proportion to the whole population of the 


United States; and if (he said) the shipwrights, car- 
penters, bricklayers, millers, &c., were subtracted, 
whose labor, not coming in competition with foreign 
produstions, had no protection, the number left, and 

enefit such high taxes were imposed on the people, 


for whose was reduced to a very trifling extent. He” 


was not a Clay man; but he must insist upon it that 
the doctrines preached by Mr. Clay himself on this 
subject were infinitely better than what his followers 
preached on that floor. ; 

Mr. Clay said he was for a tariff producing suf- 
ficient revenue for the wants of the government, and 
giving incidental protection to manufactures. Here 

is followers avowed that they were for a tariff 
whose sole object was protection. In the South, Mr. 
Clay was for a tariff of 20 per cent. Now, while 
the democratic party were for giving a tariff with 30 
pe cent., the whigs charged them with a design to 
reak down the manufactures of the country. 

Mr. TIBBATTS next obtained the floor; and 
after speaking some time on the protective policy, 
made some remarks on the annexation of Texas to 
this Union, and caused the Clerk to read a letter 
from General Jackson in favor of annexation. He 
was proceeding to comment on that question, when 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order. He 
said he could not consent, so far as he was con- 
cerned, to the discussion of the annexation of Texas 
at this time. 

Mr. WELLER remarked that the colleague ofthe 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuirs] had been 
allowed to discuss the question of “bargain and 
sale,” and the gentleman from New York had not 
called him to order. And it must be recollected, 
that in Committee of the Whole great latitude of de- 
bate was allowed. Speeches had been made already 
on all other questions than the bill before the com- 
mittee, and his friend from Kentucky (Mr. Tir- 
BATTS] now only proposed incidentally to discuss 
the annexation of Texas to the United States, which 
had certainly more to do with the tariff than the 
“bargain and sale,” in connexion with the election 
of 1824. 

Mr. STEENROD hoped the gentleman from 
New York would withdraw his objection, as it 
would only have the effect of breaking up the com- 
mittee. ( t was now near 5 o’clock, and there was 
but a small portion of a quorum in attendance.) 

Mr. BARNARD said the annexation of Texas 
had nothing to do with the merits of the question 
before the committee, and he could not consent to 
its discussion. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he would show the gentle- 
man from New York that there was a connexion, 
before he got through. 

Mr. DUNCAN insisted that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had the right to talk as he pleased in 
committee. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he was going to show that 
Texas would make a good market for Kentucky 
bagging, if she was annexed to the Union; and sure- 
ly if the “bargain and intrigue” was pertinent, this 
would be in order. 

Mr. WELLER again urged on the gentleman 
from New York, that if he persisted in his objec- 
tions, the committee would be broken up; and there 
were many gentlemen who desired to speak to~- 
night, as only three speeches could be delivered to- 
morrow up to the hour (2 o’clock) at which, by a 
resolution of the House, this debate was to be 


stopped. 

Mr. DOUGLASS also urged that many gentle- 
men desired to speak to-night, as a reason why the 
objection should be withdrawn. 

r. TIBBATTS said he did not desire to speak 
out of order; but as he did not consider his remarks 
irrelevant, if the chairman sustained the objection, 
he should appeal from that decision. 

Mr. HOUSTON remarked that, if the committee 
came to a vote, it would be broken up, for it was 
evident there was not a quorum present. 

Mr. BARNARD said he had no desire to break 
up the committee, and therefore he would withdraw 
his objection. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS then proceeded with his re- 
marks, and discussed the advantages of the annexa- 
tion of Texas. 

Mr. T. here read an extract from the letter of Mr. 
Van Buren, which he said was the ablest on the 
constitutional point which had been written. _ 

Let gentlemen no longer say that the position oc- 
cupied by Mr. Clay and Mr. Van Buren were the 
same. They wereas far apart as the East from the 
West. From Mr. Clay they could never expect 
assent to the annexation, for it would be his politi- 


caldeath. As to Mr. Van Buren, all-they -had to - 
do was to get the assent of both Houses of Congress, 
and he was pledged, in that event, to aid in carrying . 


itinto effect. But there was another party; and He _ 
regretted that Mr. Van Buren was not at the head 
of that party. That party was’for the immediate an- 
nexation, and to that party he (Mr. Tissarrs) be- 
longed. They were looking out for a leader, and 
he had nodoubt they would find one. He was of 
opinion that the question should be no longer de- 
layed. He was in favor of acting upon the question 
now. 

Mr. T. spoke until the expiration of his hour in 
favor of the immediate annexation of Texas. War 
between Mexico and Texas had ceased since the 
battle of San Jacinto. All the subsequent warlike 
demonstrations had been but marauding expeditions 
which were a disgrace to any nation. He depreca- 
ted a postponement of the matter, because Great 
Britain would undoubtedly bring her influence to 
bear to prevent the ultimate and amicable adjust- 
ment of the question of annexation between Texas 
and this country. 3 

Mr. WELLER moved that the committee rise; 
which motion was rejected—ayes 18, noes 50. 

No quorum voting, 

The committee rose, and reported that fact to the 
House. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the House adjourn; 
but the yeas and nays being ordered, Mr. H. with- 
drew the motion. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, it then being a 
little after 5 o’clock, the took a recess until 7 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


At 7 o'clock, the Speaker took the chair, but 
there were very few members present. An adjourn- 
ment was moved, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered; and, as the roll was called, several other 
members appeared. The House agreed to the mo- 
tion to adjourn—yeas 22, nuys 14. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, “presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of J. K. Coffin, M, 
Tubb, and 123 others, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Koscuisko,JMississippi, via Conn Ferry, to Frank- 
lin, in said State: referred to the Committee on the Post OF | 
fice and Post Roads. 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Richard Bland Ran- 
dolph, of Virginia, praying for a pension on account of ser- 
vices rendered as an officer of the navy of the United States 
in the war of the revolution. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of the widow Hannah 
Dubois, praying fora pension for services rendered by her 
deceased husband in the late war: referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARLEE: The petition of A. R. Dennis and 124 
others, citizens of Warren conty, New Jersey, for a post 
road from Stanhope, in the county of Sussex, via Allamu- 
chy, Johnsonbury, Macksboro, Blairstown, and Walnut 
Valley, to Columbia, in said county of Warren: referred to 
the Committee onthe Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: The proceedings of a meet. 
idg ofthe democracy of the first congressional district in 
the State of Pennsylvania, held on the 3d day of May, 1844, 
favorable to the immediate annexation of Texas to this 
Union, and expressive of their confidence in John Tyler. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, May. 8, 1844. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the me- 
morial of Peter A. Carnes, praying indemnity for 
losses sustained by him while a sutler in the army; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. a 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance, to which was referred the memorial of a 
number of merchants of Baltimore, Maryland, pray- 
ing fora drawback on domestic spirits distilled from 
foreign molasses, exported, equal to the duty paid 
on the raw material, was discharged from its further 
consideration, the subject having been reported ad- 
versely upon heretofore. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back 
with an amendment, which was ordered to be print- 
ed, the bill from the House for the relief John Fra- 
zier and George A. Trenholm. 

Also, on motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee 
on Finance was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of John Frazier & Co., pray- 
ing that a sum of money exacted from them for a 
violation of the revenue laws may be refunded. 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass, the bill from the House 
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making.an appropriation to defray: the.expenses of 
the ‘session of the assembly of the Territory of 
Wisconsin, held. in December, 1842, and. January, 
1843: the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill. to pro- 
vide for the payment of the legal representatives of 
Joshua Kennedy, of Alabama, for the losses sus- 
tained by the destruction of his- property, in the 
year 1813, by the hostile Creek Indians, in conse- 
quence. of its having been occupied.as a fort or gar- 
rison by.the troops of the United States; which 
was read twice, and referred to the. Committee. on 
Indian Affairs. os . 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill for the 
relief of Commodore Charles Morgan was taken up, 
as in committee of the whole, considered, reported 
tothe Senate, and. ordered. to be engrosed for a 
third reading. 

PENSIONS-—-SCHOONER GRAMPUS. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill from 
the House for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen and marines of the United 
States schooner Grampus, was taken up as in com- 
mittee ofthe whole—the question pending being the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, as a substitute for the bill, which was read 
as follows: 


That for the purpose of fixing the time at which shall 
commence the pensions, under the existing laws, of the 
widows of the officers, seamen, and marines, who were lost 
in the United States schooner Grampus, as well as the time 
to which the pay of said officers, seamen, and marines, shall 
be allowed, the twentieth day of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-three, shall be deemed and taken to be 
the day on which the said schooner Grampus foundered at 
sea; and that, for the like purpose, the first day of. May, one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-nine, shail be deemed 
and taken to be the day on which the United States schooner 
Sea Gull was lost in like manner. 5 

Sec, 2, And be tt further enacted, That if any ofthe said 
officers, seamen, or marines, left no widow, but left a child 
or children under sixteen years of age, such child or child- 
ren shall be entitled to the same pension to which the 
widow, had there heen one, would have been entitled, for 
the like period of five years: Provided, That such pension 
shall cease upon the death of such child or children. 

Amend the title by striking out the words “schooner 
oe ind and inserting the words “schooners Grampus and 
ea 7 


Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to strike out from the 
2d and 3d lines of the second section, the words “left 
no widow, but left a child or children under 16 years 
of age, such,” and to insert the following: “shall 
have left no widow, or, having left a widow, she 
shall have died before the passage of this act, and 
there shall be living, at the date of the passage of this 
act, a child or children of said officers, seamen, or 
marines, under sixteen years ofage.”” 

In the fifth line after ‘the wor “one,” insert the 
words “as aforesaid.” 

He explained that the ‘object of the amendment 
was, in case of no widow, or the death of the widow 
before the passage of the act, to give the Pension to 
the child or children. 

The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was adopted. 

Mr. CHOATE submitted the following as an ad- 
ditional section; which was adopted, viz: 


Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That an allowance shall 
be made to the officers and crew of the United States steam- 
ship Missouri, for losses sustained by them,by the destruc- 
tion of that vessel; acenrding to such scale, and under such 
regulations as shall be established by the Navy Department: 
Provided, That the entire allowance to each individual, in 
the respective grades, shali not exceed the follow:ng sums, 
to wit: the sum of $800 to the captain, the sum of $350 toa 
lieutenant, surgeon, purser, captain or lieutenant of marines, 
chaplain, professor of mathematics, or master; the sum of 
$200 to passed midshipman, assistant surgeon, masters 
mate, mi/ishipman, or clerk; the sum of $150 to a boatswain, 
gunner, spilmaker, or carpenter; the sum of $60 to any petty 
officer, sergeant, or corporal of marines; the sum of $50 to a 
seaman, marine, ordinary seaman, landsman, musician, or 
fireman; and the sum of $20 to a boy. And provided further, 
That no allowance shall be made to any person beyond the 
amount necessary for just indemnity for his loss by the des- 
truction of the said vessel. 2nd provided further, That if, by 
the sentence of acourt martial, which is hereby directed to 
be holden to inquire concerning the loss of the said vessel, 
any blame shall attach to any of the officers and crew 


aforesaid, no allowance shall be mace to such person or per- 
sons. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD submitted the following amend- 
ment. as an additional section:- 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all the provisions 
of the third section’ of this act shall ve, and are hereby, ex- 


tended to the officers and crew of the United States ship-of- 
war John Adams, destroyed by fire September 3, 1814. 


The question was put on the amendment, and it 
was adopted. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate. 


‘the committee, in framing 
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Mr.’ EVANS remarked that it seemed to him 
ng. this substitute, had de- 
parted from the principles of the House bill. He 
would like to have some explanation as to the rea- 
sons. l i 

Mr. BAYARD said there was a bill in the House. 
of Representatives for giving to the widows and or- 
phans of those who were lost in the Grampus a cer- 


tain number of months’ pay. It was apparent that 


the committee on Naval Affairs of the House were 
not aware of the fact, that the existing pension laws 
gave pensions to the widows of those who were lost 
under similar circumstances. Upon inquiry, he as- 
certained that it was not intended to give them both 
pensions and three or four months’ pay. All that 
was necessary was for Congress to fix a day 
upon which the losses took place, in order 
that the accounting officer might date the pay from 
that period. The Commissioner of Pensions did 
not Know what he was to say, because he had no 
data upon which to act. It was only necessar 3 
then, to say upon what day the loss occurred. The 
first section provides that, for the purpose of fixing 
upon the time at which shall commence the pen- 
sions under the existing laws for the widows of offi- 
cers, seamen, and marines who were lost in the Uni- 
ted States schooner Grampus, the 20th day of 
March, 1843, shall be deemed and taken as the day 
on which the said schooner Grampus foundered at 
sea; and it was for the purpose of enabling the ac- 
counting officer, in the first place, to date the time 
at which the pensions should commence, that the 
period was fixed upon. 

Mr. EVANS observed that the second section 
merely provided that the children of the officers, 
seamen, or marines, should be entitled to the same 
pension to which the widows were entitled under 
the act of 1840. In the act of 1834 provision was 
made for the parents; but pensions were also given 
to children. The committee of the House were of 
opinion that the same policy should be pursued in 
regard to the children, if the widow should have 
died within the period of five years. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that in the original 
bill it was provided that, in case there were no 
widows or children, the benefit of a pension should 
be extended to the parents. 

Mr. BAYARD said that this never formed a part 
of the pension system. There was a law which 
provided that, when a vessel was foundered at sea, 
the widows, and, if there were no widows, either 
the children, or the father or mother, or collateral 
agent of the deceased officers or seamen, were enti- 
tled to three or four months’ pay. It was not the 
intention now to introduce any new principle at all. 
All that was designed in the amendments was to 
correct a mistake in regard to the pension law made 
by the committee of the House. It was only ne- 
cessary to designate the time, in order to carry out 
the provisions of that law; and the day was ascer- 
tained upon which the loss of the vessel took place, 
which enables the Commissioner of Pensions to say 
from what period the pension shall commence. The 
intention was not to Introduce a new principle, but 
to ascertain and fix upon the day upon which the 
loss of the vessel took place. The committee had 
done this; they had fixed upon the 20th March, 
which was the official date. There could not be a 
variation of more than forty-eight hours, or three 
days. The second section was merely an extension 
Ws the House bill, in conformity with the act of 

17. 

Mr. WOODBURY referred to another point, 
touching which he was not distinctly heard; and 

Mr. BAYARD further explained that that had 
formed no part of the system heretofore. 

Mr. EVANS observed that the committee had 
introduced the principle, or rather revived the old 
principle, of providing for the children, in case there 
were no widows. He wished they had gone a little 
further, and framed a bill in conformity with what 
was the design of the original bill; and that was, 
that where there were no children, the pension 
should go to the parents. There were extremely 
hard cases to be covered, where there were mothers 
entirely dependent on their sons for their suste- 
nance—much more dependent than the widows or 
children, orcertainly as much so as the latter could 
possibly be. He should have been very glad, there- 
fore, if the committee had gone so far-as to report 
an extension of the benefits of this bill to the pa- 
rents, as well as to the children of those lost, Fie 
moved to restore the provision of the original bill, 
by inserting after the word “children,” in the second 
section, “and if no children or widows are left, 


then the parents of such officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines,” &e. ` ; 

Mr. BAYARD said it was a very delicate matter- 
to resist an appeal of this kind. He had no doubt 
there we¥e instances of great hardship, as had 
been said by the senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans;] 
but the objection which he was bound to take to the 
proposed, amendment, was, that it was an enlarge- 
ment upon the pension system. Under that-system. 
there were no cases where pensions were granted to 
any others than to the widows and children, except 
special cases which were not a part ofthe pension 
system, but gratuities or bounties. Di 

There had been several cases of losses of vessels, in 
which Congress had thought proper’ to grant three 
or four months’ wages to the widows, children, or 
relatives of the individuals who had been lost. The 
senator from, Maine was therefore mistaken in re- 
gard to the extent to which the pensionsystem went. 
This was never a part of it; and it was only under that 
system that these special acts were passed. There 
was an act of the kind passed at the same time that 
the last pension law was passed; and it was because. 
of the uncertainty of a general law, that this par- 
ticular enactment was passed. Theywent into op- 
eration at the same time; but since that time, cases 
had been dependent on particular laws. ; 

His objection arose only to the fact that if parents 
were introduced, it would be an enlargement of the 
pension system. He had no doubt the dependence 
of the parent upon the son, as had been stated by 
the senator from Maine, was, in many cases, such 
as it had been represented to be; but it was undoubt- 
edly out of the ordinary course of nature. It would 
be striking at the cause of humanity to refuse her 
that support which she had derived from her son, 
for that short period; but still, as he said before, it 
was an extension, and, as such, it wasa dangerous 
extension, However, he did not mean to make any 
strenuous opposition, if it was the pleasure of the 
Senate to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WOODBURY did not know whether it was 
unintentionally, or through design, that the provi- 
sion of this amendment was left out by the com- 
mittee. It was a principle, however, which should 
not be introduced into the present bill. In effect, it 
was making the pension system a system for par- 
ticular cases; whereas, it should be a general provi- 
sion, and extend to other losses, as well as these 
particular ships. There were very many cases in 
the navy of the United States where sailors were 
lost overboard, who had parents entirely dependent 
upon them. Itshould, therefore, be an amendment 
to the pension system. A general bill should be in- 
troduced, which would apply to other cases as 
well as to this. The effect of the amendment pro- 
pa would be to afford relief in the present case, 

ut it would not apply to any similar case which 
might occur. 

The question was then taken, and the amendment 
rejected. 

The amendments of the committee of the whole 
were then concurred in. 

Mr. BAYARD moved further to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word “years” in the 6th line 
of the 2d section, the following words: 

But in case of the death or intermarriage ofthe widow be- 
fore the expiration of the said term of five years, the said 
pension, for the remainder of the said term, shall go to the 
child or children of the said deceased officer, seaman, or ma- 
rine, 

This amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested the propriety of includ- 
ing the case of the Peacock in the provisions of this 

ii. 

After some colloquial debate, in which Messrs. 
TAPPAN, BAYARD, and CHOATE took part, 
the bill, on motion of Mr. EVAN S, was laid on the 
table till to-morrow,”to enable the senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Tappan] to prepare an amendment in accord- 
ance with his suggestion. 


SOLICITOR OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands had, some time since, 
under a resolution of instruction by the Senate, re~ 
ported a bill for the abolition of the office of Solicitor 
of the General Land Office. He moved that the 
previous orders of the day be el aes and that 
that bill be taken up and considered. The question 
was carried in the affirmative; and 

The bill to amend the act entitled “An act to reor- 
ganize the General Land Office” was taken up as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The report of the committee which reported the 

bill, and a letter from the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office, were read, showing that the 


design in establishing that office had entirely failed; 
that such an officer as Solicitor of the General Land 
Office was a useless appendage to. that department; 
that the principles involved in all the litigated land 
cases were so well understood by the head and by the 
. whole of the officers connected with that department, 
and that the land practice had been so well establish- 
ed by the decisions of the courts, of the Attorney 
General, and in some cases the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that no difficulty could arise such as 
would require the investigation and decision of a 
solicitor; and that, if any complicated cases should 
arise, which might require investigation by a law 
officer, they could be submitted to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, as had been the practice in cases heretofore, 
notwithstanding the existence of the office of so- 
licitor, or to the head of the Treasury Department, 
as had been done in many cases. 

Mr. BARROW spoke some time in opposition to 
the abolition of that office, differing with the com- 
mittee, and with the head of the Land Office depart- 
ment, and maintaining that the office was indispen- 
sable to the proper administration of that depart- 
ment. He believed that the solicitor was a useful 
officer, and that his services could not be dispensed 
with. He alluded to the numerous land cases in his 
own State, and the other States where the public 
lands lie, which would require the action of a law 
officer, and contended that it was idle to say that 
the Attorney General of the United States, who had 
so much important business to attend to before the 
Supreme Court, could attend to those laborious and 
complicated land cases. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said that he did not antici- 
pate that this bill would lead to any discussion. He 
wished to observe, that however good the theory 
might be, which led to the creation of this office, the 
practice under it had given them lessons far more de- 
sirable. The office was found to be totally use- 
less; it had failed utterly and totally for all the uses 
for which it was established. 

_On motion by Mr. MILLER, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed till to-morrow. 


BANKS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the special orders; and took up, as in commit- 
tee of the whole, the bill to extend the charters of 
the District banks; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
charters of the several banks herein enumerated,as now 
existing and modified by law, namely, the Farmers and Me- 
chanics’ Bank of Georgetown; the Bank of the Metropolis, 
Patriotic Bank of Washington, and Bank of Washington, 
in the city of Washington; and the Farmers’ Bank of Alex- 
andria, and Bank of Potomac, inthe town of Alexandria, 
be, and the same are heraby, extended until the fourth day 
of July, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four: Pro- 
vided, That Congress may at any time hereafter alter, 
amend, modify, or repeal the charters of the said several 
banks, and the laws modifying the same, or either of them. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any of the 
said banks shall hereafter suspend specie payments, or re- 
fuse to pay, on demand, any of their notes, deposites, or 
other obligations, in specie, it shall be the duty of the Dis- 
trict Attorney for the District of Columbia, ex officio, to 
file a bill before the proper court, whose duty it shall be, 
upon legal proof of the fact, to decree the forleiture of the 
charter of such defaulting bank, and place it ina state of 
liquidation, and wind up its affairs, according to the rules 
and practice of a court of chancery. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That at any election 
hereafter to be held by either of the said banks, for officers 
thereof, no person shall vote upon such an amount of stock, 
to give such number of votes, as will make a majority of 
the whole number of votes given at such election; nor 
shall any person vote at any such election upon a proxy 
made and executed more than six months prior to such 
election. 


Mr. MILLER moved to amend the third section 
inthe last line by substituting the word three for 
six, limiting the authority of a proxy to vote for 
bank officers, to that executed within three months. 

The amendment was adopted. _ 

Mr. SEVIER moved the following amendment 
to come in as additional sections: 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That in case of the fail- 
ure of the said banks, or of either of them, to redeem in 
specie their respective notes or issues whenever presented, 
that then, and in such case, the directors for the time being 
of said bank so failing shall, in the first instance, be liable 
to the holders of the said notes for the amount thereof, with 
all interest and costs thereon; and, failing the responsibil- 
ity of the said directors, that then each stockholder, co- 
partnership, or hody politic, having a share or shares in 
the said banks so failing, shall be liable and held bound for 
any sum not exceeding twice the amount of his, her, or 
their share or shares in such bank so failing; and such in- 
dividual liability both of directors or stockholders shall be 
enforced as follows: That is to say—one or more trustees 
shall be nominated by the directors of the said bank so 
failing, subject to the approval of the President of the Uni- 
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ted States and Secretary of the Treasury, and of the chief 
justice ofthe circuit court of the District of Columbia, who 
shail give bond and security to be approved by them, to 


such amount as the said President of the United States, ` 


Secretary of the Treasury, and chiefjustice, shall deem ne- 
cessary for the faithful performance of the trust to be re- 
posedin them; and the said trustees shall then take pos- 
session of the assets of the said banks so failing, and within 
ten days make out a statement of the assets of such bank; 
in determining which no desperate or doubtful debt, no 
note, bill, or other evidence of debt not payable within six 
months from the date of such examination, and no real es- 
tate, shall be taken into the account. Jf the entire debt of 
such bank, ascertained as aforesaid, shall not be sufficient, 
in the opinion of the said trustees, when reduced to cash, to 
redeem the outstanding issues or notes of such bank, it 
shall be the duty of the said trustees to proceed immediate- 
ly to collect the residue from the directors of the said bank 
by means of a writ of scire facias, to be issused in the name 
ofthe United States, against all ofsaid directors who may 
be within the jurisdiction of the court issuing the said 
writ, requiring them to show cause why execution should 
not be issued for the amount necessary to redeem the said 
notes; and the execution may be ordered by the proper 
court atthe appearance term of said writ; and ‘in case the 
execution, so issued, shall be returned unsatisfied 
in whole or in part, for want of property being found suf- 
ficient to satisfy the same, the said trustees shall immedi- 
ately proceed to collect an amount sufficient to redeem such 
notes from the stockholders of said bank by means of awrit 
of scire facias against said stockholders, in the proportions 
aforesaid, which writ shall recite the proceedings against 
the directors of such bank, requiring the stockholders there- 
in named, to show cause why execution should not be is- 
sued against him or them; and execution may be ordered 
by the court at the appearance term of said writ: Provided, 
That in case any director or stockholder, as the case may 
be, shall pay to the said trustees his proportionate share of 
the judgment, according to the amount of the stock held 
before execution shall issue, then execution, under: said 
proceedings, shall not be issued against such director or 
stockholders, paying his or their proportioned share as 
aforesaid, of the amount necessary to be raised to redeem 
the outstanding notes of such bank; but such proceedings 
shall not operate to release the said bank from liability, nor 
from the provisions of the act of Congress, passed on the 
25th day of August, 1841. 

Sro. 5. And be it further enacted, That in case the stock- 
holders who hold a majority of the stock of either of the 
said banks, shall refuse, at general meetings, to be duly con- 
vened, to accept the provisions of this act, that then, and in 
that case, the corporate powers of the said hanks, or of 
such as shall refuse, be continued till the 4th day of July, 
1850, for the sole purpose of winding up the affairs of said 
bank so refusing, subject to all the provisions, restrictions, 
and enactments of the act of Congress of the 25th of May, 
1838, entitled An act to extend the charter of the Union 
Bank of Georgetown in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SEVIER explained, that this amendment 
was offered with the assent of the directors of the 
District banks. The three principal points secured 
by the additional sections are, first, the liability of 
the:directors; next, that of the stockholders; and 
lastly, the sanction of the President of the United 
States, Secretary of the Treasury, and Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court to the nomination of trustees 
in case of failure. 

Mr. MILLER observed that the amendment was 
such as he could not approve, because it imposed 
unusual restrictions on these banks; but, as he un- 
derstood the directors, and those immediately con- 
cerned, had given their assent to the amendment, he 
should not offer any opposition. 

Mr. MERRICK suggested an amendment to the 
amendment, which, from the reading, he thought 
necessary; and it was adopted: but, subsequently 
discovering that itwas by many considered likely 
to lead to ambiguity, the modification was, at his 
request, reconsidered, and withdrawn. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved an amendmend to the 
amendment, the effect of which would be to place 
the stockholders on the same footing as partners in 
trading firms, each being liable, individually, as 
well as collectively, for all debts due by the bank in 
case of failure. He considered banks as nothing 
but trading companies, the stockholders of which 
entered into that species of business, not with pa- 
triotic views, or for the public benefit, but for the 
sake of profit, and making money. It was only 
just and proper that they should be subject to the 
same laws as other individuals engaged in any 
branch of business, pursued for the like purpose of 
making money. 

Mr. MERRICK contended that, although the 
laws of the District made partners in trade liable in 
the manner pointed out by the senator, there were 
many States in which the liability did not extend 
beyond the capital invested by each individual. He 

ointed out the laws of special partnership in New 

ork and some other States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called to the recollection of the 
Senate that, when this bill was reported, he gave 
notice that he would move to recommit it, with in- 
structions to the committee to make the stockhold- 
ers personally responsible in those banks. After 
that time, he had some communication with a 
eashier of one of the banks, which induced him to 


Il 


prepare an amendment -with a view of securing: the 
noteholders from loss. He found the law of the. 
State of Ohio, in relation toits banks, well drawn} 
and he compared it with the laws of the States of 
Pennsylvania and South Carolina. With. these 
models in view, he prepared an amendment. which 
it was his purpose to offer when the bill should. 
come up.. The amendment of.the senator from Ar- 
kansas differed from his in a few particulars. One . 
essential difference was with regard to the nomina- 
tion of trustees in case of failure or suspension of 
specie payments, The senator’s amendment gave - 
the directors—the very parties implicated in the | 
failure—the nomination ofthe trustees, whereas his 
own amendment referred that. matter to the circuit 
court. His amendment also proposed to go backa 
year and make the directors, who, within the year 
preceding the suspension, had been in office, liable 
to the note holders, whether they had sold out their 
stock, or not, before the failure of the bank. The 
public mind had, within a few years, become great- 
ly enlightened on the subject of banking. Experi- 
ence had proved that nothing would render banks 
safe, but ihe individual responsibility of the stock- 
holders. In the State of South Carolina, where for 
forty years the principle had prevailed, (the stock- 
holders there being liable for double the amount of 
their stock,) not an instance of loss to the notehold~ 
ers had ever occurred. It is the very best check 
upon bankers and stockholders ever devised. The 
same kind of restrictions he understood existed in 
Rhode Island; but he had not been able to obtain 
the bank laws of that State. 


Mr. SEVIER remarked that there was very little 
difference between his amendmentand that prepared 
by the senator from Pennsylvania. As to the two 
particulars in which the difference consisted, he did 
not consider them very important. The nomination 
of trustees by the directors was subject to the a 

roval of the President of the United States, the 
Eeoretar of the Treasury, and the Chief Justice; 
and, with this control, it was but reasonable that 
those so immediately responsible should have the 
nomination. These, however, were points which, 
if necessary, could be set right when the bill came 
up in the Seuate as reported from the committee of - 
the whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired if the senator’s 
amendment made provision for advertising stock- 
holders. 

Mr. SEVIER epee that the list of stockhold- 
ers was to be published annually on the ist of Jan- 
uary; and, in the respective banks, at all times, 
there is to be a list of the stockholders, for all pur- 

oses of examination. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that his amendment 
provided that each bank should keep a list of its 
stockholders, to be put up at some convenient place 
in the public bank room; and that the same list be 
published once in every three months in the news- 
papers of the District; which publication shall be evi- 
dence of the liability of said stockholders in all 
courts of law and equity. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he would have no 
objection to a modification to that effect. . 

Mr PHELPS objected that the amendment of the 
senator from Arkansas would incorporate principles 
in bank charters against which he should protest. 
He would infinitely prefer the motion of the senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tarran,] which proposed placing 
the stockholders of these banks on the same footing 
as the partners in a trading company. He knew of 
no middle course that could receive his sanction. 

Mr. BENTON held that there should be no other 
principle of banking but that of immediate and per- 
sonal liability. The history of banking for the last 
150 years showed that when this principle was fully 
carried out, not an instance of suspension had occur- 
red. He approved of the amendment proposed by 
the senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MILLER asked if the senator from Pennsyl- 
yania had offered any amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN replied in the negative. 

Mr. MILLER did not deem it necessary to ¢on- 
sume time by any further observations than those 
he had already made expressive of his non-approval 
of the amendments. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays on 
his amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas 17, nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Colquitt, Fairfield, Hannegan, Lewis, McDufie, 
belpa; Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Woodbury, and Wright 
— 17. j 


NAYS—Barrow, Bates, Bayard; Berrien, - Buchanan, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Haywood, 
Henderson, “Huger, “Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Man- 

‘um, Merrick, Miller; Morehead, Porter, Rives, Sevier, 
Simmons, White, and Woodbridge —26. 


So the amendment to the amendmént was reject- 


Mn. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
amendment to the amendment, and it was adopted: 
“SEC. 6! And be it further enacted, That each of the said 
banks shall keep.a plain, true, and- accurate list ‘of the 
names: of its stockholders, their residence, and the amount of 
stock paid and owned by them,. posted up for public inspec- 
tion, in some convenient place in the public banking room; 
and shall cause the same to be published once every three 
months in at least two-of the newspapers of the District of 
Columbia; which said list, whether posted up-in said hanks, 
or published in said. newspapers, shall be evidence against 
the said banks and their stockholders in all the courts of 
law and equity. ` ` 

The question was then put on the amendment of 
the senator from Arkansas, as amended; and on this 
goesnon the yeas and nays were demanded and or- 

ered. 

Mr: PHELPS explained that his object in calling 
for the yeas and nays was to place his name on 
record as opposed to the principle of incorporating 
such provisions with bank charters, .. 

Mr. ALLEN, though utterly opposed to this 
banking system, had voted for the amendment of his 
friend and colleague, because the security it offered 
was better than any other; but that having failed, he 
should vote for the amendment as it now stood, 
believing the bill would be better with it than with- 
out it. He should, however, whether it was adopted 
or not, vote against the bill itself. 

The question was then taken, and resulted, yeas 
21, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben” 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Han- 
negan, Huger, Lewis, McDufiic, Semple, Sevier, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, White, Woodbury, and Wright—21, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Haywood, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, 
Simmons, and Woodbridge,—19. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments, 

Mr. STURGEON suggested that, before the ques- 
tion was taken, it would be advisable to have the 
bill, as amended, printed, that it might be seen 
whether further amendment wcre necessary or not, 

At this suggestion, on motion by Mr. PHELPS, 
the further consideration of the bill was postponed 
till to-morrow, and the bill, as amended, was ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion to that effect, the Senate went into exe- 
cutive session, and after some time spent therein, 
adjourned. 


ed 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnyespay, May 8, 1844. 


TERMINATION OF DEBATE ON THE TARIFF. 

Mr. WELLER rose, as soon as the journal had 
been read, and remarked that the House had herc- 
tofore agreed to a resolution to terminate debate on 
the bill to amend and modify the tariff act of 1842, 
at 1 o'clock this day. Now, he desired to offer a 
resolution to extend the time to Friday next, at 1 
o’clock. There were many gentlemen that were 
desirous to speak on that subject; and it was due to 
them that the time should be extended. He offered 
the resolution on his own responsibility; and per- 
haps it was due to himself to say that, as he had 
already spoken, he was not personally interested in 
the extension of time for debate which he now pro- 
posed. He was proceeding to make some other re- 
marks, when 

Mr. C. JOHNSON interposed, remarking that 
the question was not debatable. 

Objections to the reception of the resolution were 
made in various parts of the House. 

Mr. SUMMERS moved a suspension of the 
rules, that the resolution might be received. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded a call of the House. 

Mr. SUMMERS called for the reading of the res- 
olution. 

The clerk read it accordingly. It proposed to re- 
scind the resolution fixing I 0’clock to-day for the 
termination of the debate, and to fix 1 o'clock on 
Friday for that purpose. 

Mr. WELLER. inquired if a majority could 
adopt his resolution—the resolution which it pro- 
posed to rescind having been adopted by a majority. 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution was 
not yet before the House; when it was, he would 
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answer the geritleman’s inquiry: -It would, howev- 
er, require a vote of two-thirds to suspend the rules 
for the reception of the gentleman’s resolution. . 

Mr. COBB desired to make an inquiry from his 
friends opposite, (the whigs) on an answer to which 
his vote would depend; he wished to know whether 
the gentlemen onthe other side of the House de- 
sired to adjourn on the 27th of May. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Yes. : 3 

Mr. HARDIN also made an observation which 
was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. VANCE also rose to make some observa- 
tion. ` 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that all 
debate was out of order. ae 

Mr. VANCE said he should be glad if his col- 
league [Mr. Wetter] would alter his proposition. 

Mr. WELLER replied that he would listen to 
the suggestion of his colleague as soon as the rules 
were Buspendel var 

The SPEAKER then put the question“on the mo- 
tion for a call of the House. 1 

A division was called for; and 56 voted in the af- 
firmative and 53 in the negative. i 

So the call was ordered—a quorum not being ne- 
cessary to sustain a call of the House. : 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and having 
partially gone through the list; . ; 

Mr. VANCE hoped the call would be suspended, 
otherwise the remaining time allowed for debate 
would be consumed with these proceedings. There 
were several gentlemen desirous to speak, and he 
trusted they would be allowed to go on. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be suspended; which was agreed 
to. 

_ The SPEAKER then announced that the ques- 
tion recurred on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HENLEY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. l 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order. He 
contended that it was not necessary to suspend the 
rules for the reception of this resolution, as the 
House could at any time take it up. He relied on 
that branch of one of the rules of the House which 
provides that “the House may, at any time, by a 
vote of a majority of the members present, suspend 
the rules and orders for the purpose of going into 
committee of the whole on the state of the Union; 
and also of providing for the discharge of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the consideration of any bill referred to it, after act- 
ing, without debate, on all amendments pending, and 
that may be offered.” 

‘The SPEAKER overruled the gentleman’s point 
of order. The motion now before the House was 
not a motion to “suspend the rules and orders for 
the perpose of gong into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union,” nora resolution “pro- 
viding for the discharge of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union from the considera- 
tion of any bill referred to it”—the two points for 
which the rule quoted made provision; but it was a 
motion to vines the rules to enable the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WexuEr] to offer a resolution. 

The Clerk then called the yeas and nays on the 
motion to suspend, and they resulted—yeas 92, nays 
77, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bel- 
ser, Bidlack, Blackwell, Brodhead, Bufiington, Burke, 
Burt, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Cobb, Collamer, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Ellis, Foot, Foster, French, Willis Green, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hale, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, George W. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, McClernand, Mc- 
llvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Nes, Newton, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pol- 
lock, Preston, Ramsey, David S$. Reid, Relfe, Roberts, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Simpson, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, ‘Winthrop, 
Woodward, and William Wright—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Bayley, Ben- 
ton, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, Wm. J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Jere- 
miah E. Cary, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Giddings, Byram 
Green, Hamlin, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbell, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, MeCon 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, 
Pratt, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Senter, Thomas H, Seymour, David L. Seymour, Si- 
mons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone. Strong, Taylor, 
Wheaton, Williams, and Joseph 4. Wright—77, 


So the rules were not suspended, there being less 
than a majority of two-thirds. -. f 

Mr. BARNARD then moved a suspension of thé 
rules to enable him to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That all débate in Committee of the Whole on' 
the state of the Union on the bill No. 218, entitled a bill to 
modify and amend the act entitled “An act to provide rev. 
enue from imports, and to change and modify existing laws 
imposing duties on imports and for other purposes, shall 
cease at two o’clock on Friday next; and that the commit- 
tee then proceed to vote upon all amendments. pending, or 
which shall be offered, and report the same to the House. 


Mr. C. JOH N®ON rose and moved that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Commit:ee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BARNARD insisted upon his motion. 

The SPEAKER remarked that a suspension of 
the rules to admit the resolution, would require a 
vote of two-thirds. And further, there being an 
order in existence fixing a time for the termination 
of debate, the resolution itself would not be in order. 

Mr. BARNARD entered into an argument in op- 
position to this decision of the Speaker; and,-in con- 
clusion, appealed from the decision. 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he thought the shorter 
way to get rid of the matter, would be to move to 
lay the motion of the gentleman from New York on 
the table. He made that motion. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 110, nays 61, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Barringer, Bayley, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee,{Ficklin, Florence, Foster, French, 
Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbell, Hun. 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Perley B. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, New- 
ton, Norris, Owen, D. 8, Reid, ae Ritter, Robinson, 
Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomas- 
son, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, Joseph A. Wright and Yost—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Belser, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 
Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Darragh, Dellet,, Douglass, Fish, Foot, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, 
Preston, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Albert Smith, Cale’ B, Smith, Spence, Summers, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Woodward, 
and William Wright.—6l. : 


Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the State of the Union, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the tariff bill. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

On seconding the demand for the yeas and nays, 
tellers were demanded, and the affirmati#e votes be- 
ing counted by tellers, were 46. 

So the yeas and nays were ordercd, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 119, nays 59, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayley, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoft, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbell, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClernard, McConnell, McDowell, 
Mclivaine, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Pollock, Pratt, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, Saunders, Thos. 
H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John 
T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Ste- 
phens, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts,, Weller, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright and Yost-—112, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Brengle, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, 
Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Darragh, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, “Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P, King, Marsh, Ed 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Patterson, Peyton, 
Phonix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rockwell, 
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Rogers, Schenck, Senter, Albert Smith, Spence, Summers, 


yy, er, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, and. 


illiam A. Wright—59 


So the House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, (Mr. Hopxins, of Virginia, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] who was entitled to the floor, 
to yield it to him, to enable him to display some 
whig banners used in 1840. 

Mr. BURT having consented— 

Mr. BARNARD insisted it was not in order; 
and that the gentleman from South Carolina could 
only yield the floor for purposes of explanation. 

Mr. DUNCAN ‘displayed to the House several 
whig banners, with inscriptions and devices; during 
which time he was frequently called to order b 
Messrs. BARNARD, HARDIN, and CAUSIN. 

Mr. BURT then took the floor, and addressed the 
commit'ee up to the expiration of his hour, in an 
argumentative speech against the protective sys- 
tem. 

He had supposed that, at least in the United States, 
it was held as a principle of liberty that taxes were 
the voluntary contributions of the people; that they 
were the legitimate contributions for the wants of 
the government, given by the representatives of the 
people. But the effect of this system was to destroy 
that principle; and not only to destroy the principle 
of responsibility to pay taxes, but to bestow on 
those who impose taxes a direct pecuniary interest 
in their imposition. It was said, however, that this 
system compensates for the burdens which it im- 
poses; and it was said that the advantages of this 
system were felt even by the cotton-growers of the 
South. He proceeded at great length to examine 
the operation of the tariff on southern interests, and 
to show that it was disadvantageous. 

Mr. ELLIS next obtained the floor, and spoke 
until the hour of one o’clock, when the falling of 
the Chairman’s mallet announced the arrival of the 
hour at which all debate must terminate, pursuant to 
a resolution of the House. 

He stated his objections to the bill before the 
committee. He said he was opposed to any at- 
tempt at a modification of the existing law until it 
had been more fully and practically tested by expe- 
rience. He said that the people did not call for any 
change, and that the prosperity of the countr 
might be hazarded by any experiments which 
might now be made; that a change was not demand- 
ed the condition of the revenue, which would be 
Sale for the wants of the government; that fluctu- 
ations in the revenue laws of the country had done 
much heretofore to unsettle its ndustry, and ought 
not now to be renewed without imperative necessity. 
He admitted that the existing law is defective, and 
might be judiciously amended; but.not at a time 
when political feeling and excitementa unfit the coun- 
try for discreet action. He supported the doctrine 
of incidental protection—a competition tariff—but 
was utterly opposed to the rule laid down by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that the lowest 
duty which will produce the desired sum, is the true 
and legitimate revenue duty; which, he insisted, was 
legislating against incidental protection. He object- 
ed to the present bill as making radical changes, and, 
in some cases, ruinous; and that its tendency is to 

revent anything from being made here which can 
be brought from abroad. He objected, also, that in 
many cases it favors, by its reductions, many of the 
Juxuries, while in others it must operate against the 
labor of the country. He objected also to the es- 
tablishment of the horizontal duty of 25 per cent., 
as utterly subversive of all discrimimating protection; 
and also to the adoption of the system of foreign 
valuation, which would make the revenue dependent 
on the caprice of foreign prices, and enable the for- 
eign importer to defraud the revenue, and ultimately 
drive out the honest American importer. He in- 
sisted that the question should not be made a politi- 
cal one, and that the present law was passed by the 
support of a large number of democratic represent- 
atives, and carried in opposition to a much larger 
number of whig members, who more than once de- 
feated it in its progress. f 

Mr. WINTHROP obtained permission to make 
one or two observations; and then the committee 
proceeded to vote on the pending amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the pending 
amendment of Mr. Seymour of New York, which 
was to strike out from the fourteenth line of the 
first section, the word “fifteen,” and insert “thirty,” 
so that the clause, if the amendment were adopted, 
would read thus: 


On all coarse unmanufactured wool, the value whereof, 
at the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, shall be seven cents or under a pound, there shall'be 
levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead of 
the duty of five per centum imposed by the said act.” 

Upon this question tellers were ordered, and 
Messrs. Wiwruropr and C. Jounson were appoint- 
ed, who reported the vote as follows: 44 in the af- 
firmative, and 77 in the negative. 

The amendment was rejected. __ : 

Mr. REDING then moved to strike out the word 
“fifteen,” and insert “twenty-five,” and called for 
tellers. Messrs. WinrHrop and McDows.i were 
appointed, and having counted the votes, they re- 
ported 85 in the affirmative, and 65 in the negative. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CARY of New York offered the following 
amendments to the first section: 

1. Strike out all after the word act in the 15th 
line, and all of lines 16, 17, and 18, so as to leave 
the duties on wool costing over seven cents per 
pound the same as now established by law: re- 
jected. y 

2. Strike out the word “thirty” in the 16th line, 
and insert the word “forty” m lieu thereof: re- 
jected. ; 

3. Strike out the word “thirty” in the 16th line, 
and insert the words ‘‘thirty-five” in lieu thereof: 
rejected. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend by striking 
out from the 30th line the word “twenty,” and in- 
serting “thirty,” so that the clause would read as 
follows: 

On all milled or fulled cloth, known by the name of ker- 
seys or Kendall cottons, of which wool shall be the only 
material, the value whereof shall not exceed thirty-five cents 
the square yard at the last port or place whence exported, 
there shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valo- 
rem, instead of the duties imposed by the said act. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART of Connecticut moved to amend 
by striking out the word “ten” from the 38th line, 
and inserting “fifteen,” so that the clause would 
read thus: 

On all woollen blankets, the actual value of which at the 
place whence exported shall not exceed seventy-five cents 
each, there shall be levied a duty of fifteen per centum ad 
valorem. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of New York moved to strike 
out the 10th subdivision of the first section relating 
to ready-made clothing. By striking out this clause, 
the duty would remain as under the law of 1842. 

The motion was negatived. . , 

The first clause of the second section being as fol- 
lows: 

On all mannfactures of cotton, or of which cotton shall 
bea component part, not otherwise specified, and excepting 
such cotion-twist, yarn, and thread, and such other articles 
as are herein otherwise provided for, there shall be levieda 
duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem; and the pro- 
viso tothe second subdivision of the second section of the 
said act shall be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. STEWART of Connecticut moved to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert “thirty:”? rejected. 

Mr. CATLIN moved to amend by inserting after 
the words “ad valorem” the following: 

And on all manufactures of cotton there shall be levieda 
duty of forty per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REDING moved to amend the following: 

On all raw silks, comprehending all silks in the gum, 
whether in hanks, reeled, or otherwise, there shall be levied 
a duty of twelve and a half per centum ad valorem, instead 
of the duty of fifty cents per pound, imposed by the said act: 
by striking out “twelve and a half” and inserting 
‘‘nineteen;” and upon this motion he asked for tel- 
lers. 

Tellers were appointed, who reported 74 votes in 
the affirmative, and 62 in the negative. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FRENCH moved to strike out the article re- 
ducing the duty on cotton bagging, and Manilla 
and other grasses of which it is made, so as to leave 
the duty as it is under the present tariff: rejected, 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out, in the 42d 
line, “25,” and insert “30,” [the duty on cotton 
bagging:] rejected. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to strike out, in lines 44 
and 45 of section 3, “tarred and untarred cordage, 
yarns, twine, pack-thread,”’ so that the duties on 
those articles will remain as they are under the pres- 
sent law: rejected. 

Mr.FRENCII moved to strike out the words “cot- 
ton bagging, of whatever material composed, or any 
other manufacture, not otherwise specified, suitable 
for the uses to which cotton bagging is applied, of 
whatever material composed:” rejected. J 


Mr. McDOWELL moved to strike out “15, 
and insert. “12,” in line 8, page 7, [iron in Bars and 
bolts, not manufactured. by rolling:] rejected. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to increase thé duty on 
unmanufactured iron from 15 to 17 per cent.: re- 
jected. i : 
: Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out “20,” and 
insert “25,” in the 11th line, [i. e., on bar and bolt 
iron, made wholly or in part by rolling:] rejected. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to strike out “10 per 
cent.,” and insert “15 per cent.,”” [ow railroad iron,] ° 
so as to make the railroad companies pay as much 
duty as the farmer does for his axe: rejected. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out, in the sam 
line, “10,” and insert “¢25:” rejected. : 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved to strike out the whole 
of the clause relating to railroad iron: rejected—ayes 
47, noes not counted. : 

Mr. REDING moved to strike out “10,” in the 
15th line, [on railroad iron,} and insert “15:” re- 
jected. 


Mr. G. W. JONES moved"o strike out 15,” in 
the 7th line, and “20,” in the 10th line, and insert 
“40; also, to strike out “17,” in the 8th line, and 
insert “10,” so as to bring all other iron’ to the same 
rate of duty as railroad iron: rejected. 


Mr. G. W. JONES moved to strike out all that 
part of the section relative to iron, and insert in lieu 
thereof a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem: rejected. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved to strike out $20, the 
proposed amount of duty on railroad iron, and in- 
sert $15. 

It was negatived. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to add a proviso to 
that section, to provide that all railroad companies 
should give ample security that they will transport 
the United States mail at a rate not exceeding 25 
per cent. more than the cost of transportation by 
stage. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to strike out ‘the words 
“25 per cent.;” which was negatived. 


On the amendment tellers were ordered; and 
Messrs. McDoweis and WInTHROP were appointed, 
and they reported 69 in the affirmative, and 70 in 
the negative. : , 

The amendment was accordingly rejected. 

Mr. G. W. JONES said he would make one 
more motion in relation to this railroad iron. He 
moved to strike out “10,” and insert 18, so as to 
make the duty on railroad iron $18 per ton, instead 
of $25, as at present. 

he amendment was rejected. i ; 

The second clause of the fourth section having 
been read, proposing duties on pig iron, &c., 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out the whole 
section. 

The motion was negatived. ; 

Mr. BIDLACK then moved to strike out $7, the 
duty proposed on pig iron, and insert 99. 

The amendment was negatived. i 

Mr. HOGE proposed out the $7, and insert 30 
per cent. ad valorem; which was negatived. 

Mr. SIMONS moved to strike out $7 and insert 
$8; which was negatived. . 

The third clause was next read, which proposed 
a duty of $6 per ton on old scrap iron, instead of 
$10, as at present. P . . 

Mr. DANA moved to strike out $6 and insert $8; 
which was negatived. 

Clauses four and five were read and passed, 
without any attempt to amend them. ` 

Mr. STEWART of Connecticut moved to strike 
out clause 6, which proposed to fix duties on ja- 
panned wares, plated wares, papier mache, &c. 

The motion was negatived. , 

Mr. STEWART then proposed to increase the 
duty from 25 to 30 per cent; which was negatived. 

Clauses 7 and 8 were passed without any propo- 
sition to amend. ‘ 

The 9th clause was next in order. It proposed a 
duty of $1 per ton on coal, instead of $1 75, as at 
present; and on coke and culm of coal, 30 per cent. 
ad valorem, instead of 5 cents per bushel, as at pres« 
ent. 

Mr. HAMLIN, with the approbation of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
proposed te amend this clause so as to impose a 
duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem on cord wood. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. HAMLIN then offered his amendment so as 
to provide fora duty of 29 per cent; which was 
negatived. i 

He afterwards offered it with the proposed duty 
reduced to 28 per cent.; which was also lost. è 
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He then moved tò amend by inserting 25 per cent.; 
which was adopted—62 to al. : 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to. strike out the whole 
clause; which was negatived. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to amend so as to make 
the duty on coal $1 75, instead of $1 per ton; and to 
strike the remaining portion of the clause. 

The amendment: was lost. ; 

Mr: McDOWELL moved to amend by inserting 
after the 110th line, the following: 

And on flax seed or linseed, there shall be levied a 


duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem: rejected. 


Mr. SEYMOUR of New York moved to strike 


out the 6th subdivision of the 5th section relating to 
tanned leather, boots, shoes, &e. By striking out 
this clause the duty would remain as under the law 
of 1842: lost. 

Mr. JOHN STEWART moved to amend by 
tiking out the words “except India rubber:” ré- 
jected. i ` 
d Mr. S. moved to strike out “twenty”. amd insert 
“thirty” in the following clause: “On feathers for 
beds, and on down & all kinds, on India rub- 
ber, oil cloth, webbing, shoes, braces, suspenders, 
or other fabrics or manufactured articles com- 
posed wholly or in part of India rubber, on all 
clocks, and on chrystals or glasses for watches, and 
on glass or pebbles, for spectacles or eye glasses, 
when not set, there shall be levied a duty of 20 per 
cent. ad valorem, instead of the various duties im- 
posed by the said act.” 

Upon this question tellers were appointed, who 
reported 70 votes in the affirmative, and 65 in the 
negative. The amendment was adoptedée> 

Mr, LABRANCHE moved to strike out the first 
clause of the eighth section, sò as to keep the duties 
on sugars, molasses, and sirup, as they are in the 
tariff of 1842: rejected, 

Mr. HALE moved to strike out the first clause 
of the eighth section, and to insert: 

On raw sugar and sugar cane, there shall be levied a duty 
of 30 per cent, ad valorem: rejected. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out “twenty~ 
five,” and to insert “thirty” in the following 
clause: 

+ On salt there shall be levied a duty of 20 per cent., in. 
stead of the duty of eight cents per bushel, imposed by said 
act; and on vinegar, beef, pork, hams, bacon, cheese, butter, 
and wheat, barley, rye, oats, Indian corn, or maize, wheat 


flour, Indian meal, and potatoes, there shall be levied a duty 
of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Tellers were appointed, who reported 48 votes in 
the affirmative—noes not counted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to strike out the whole 
clause from 49: to 59 inclusive; i. e. the duty on 
salt: rejected. 


Mr. CATLIN moved to strike out forty-two | 


cents, and insert one dollar; i. e. duty on spirits 
trom grain: a ee 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved to strike out 30 per 
cent., and insert 40 as the duty on wines of all sorts: 
rejected. 

Mr. PATTERSON moved to strike out the 
ninth section: rejected. : 

Mr. ELMER moved to. strike out the eleventh 
section, which establishes the way of ascertaining 
the market value: rejected. 

Mr. CARY of New York offered the following 
amendments to the 8th section: 

1. Strike out all in lines 49, 50, and in 51, to and 
including the word “act;” so as to leave the duty 
on salt as now established by law: rejected. 

2. Strike out the word “twenty” and insert 
“fifty” in the 49th line; increasing the duty on salt 
to that amount: rejected. 

3. Strike out the word “twenty” and insert “for- 
ty” in the 49th line: rejected. 

4. Strike out the word “twenty” and insert “thir- 
ty-five” in the 49th line: rejected. - 

Same, inserting “thirty.” 

Mr. CARY moved to amend the 9th section by 

1. Strike out the first clause so as to leave the 
duty on spirits same as now fixed by law: rejected. 

2. Strike out the word “thirty” in the 17th line, 
and insert in lieu thereof “fifty,” raising to that 
amount the duty on wines: rejected. 

Mr. CARY moved to strike out the 12th section, 
which proposed to reduce to 25 per cent. all ad val- 
orem dutiesabove that on the Ist September, 1845: 
adopted, ; 
_ Mr. STEWART moved an amendment repeal- 
ing that clause of the distribution bill which pro- 
vides that there shall be no distribution of. the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands when the duties exceed 
20 per cent: rejected—ayes 31, noes not counted. 
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Mr. REDING offered an amendment to come in 
as an additional section, fixing the rate of duty at 
20 per cent. ad valorem on all philosophical appara- 
tus and astronomical instruments, specimens of 
drawings, seulpture, cameo, medals, statuary, trees, 
shrubs, plants, roots, dye woods, and dye stuffs, 
&e., &e.- < 

This amendment was agreed to—ayes 81, noes 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved an amendment as 
an additional section, providing that ginger, cassia, 
black pepper, and pimento, shall be admitted duty 
free. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the 


. amendment by adding salt. 


On taking the question Mr. Wentworrtu’s 
amendment was rejected; and the question recurring 
on Mr. Huncerrorv’s amendment, it was also re- 
jected. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved an .amendment to im- 
pose a duty of 20 per cent. ad valoremon gold 
watches and jewelry; which was lost. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of New York moved that the 
committee rise and report the bill tothe House; 
which was agreed to: and the committee rose, and 
reported the bill accordingly, with its various amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McKAY said it had been his desire to ad- 
dress the committee on this bill, as he had reported 
it, but he had not had an opportunity to do so this 
morning, before the arrival of the hour to terminate 
debate. He would, therefore, proceed now to do 
so. (Cries of “adjourn.”) 

Some conversation ensued on the question, 
whether, if the House now adjourned, this bill 
would be the first in order to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say, that it 
would, after the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved an adjournment. 

Mr. HENLEY called for the yeas and nays 
thereon. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that any difficulty 
in the matter should be removed by some arrange- 
ment, whereby this bill could be made the special 
order for to-morrow. (Cries of “agreed, and from 
day to day, until it is disposed of.”) 


Mr. SCHENCK intimated, that if the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] was not now 
ready to goon with his remarks, there were other 
gentlemen that were. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, that would not inter- 
fere with his proposition. 

The SPEAKER was about to pot the question on 
the proposition to make this bill the special order for 
to-morrow and subsequent days until disposed of, 
when 

Mr. BARNARD rose and inquired if that motion 
would require a vote of two-thirds. He also ob- 
served that he was a member of the committee from 
which this bill was reported, and he wished to make 
some remarks upon it as a revenue measure. 

Some conversation ensued, and then the motion to 
make the bill the special ‘order for to-morrow and 
sabsequent days was agreed to. 2 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 9, 1844. 


Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial numerously 
signed, from citizens of the county of Chittenden, 
Vermont, remonstrating against the proposed an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from Sarah S. 
Bishop, widow of Calvin Bishop, deceased, late 
postmaster at Columbia, asking the payment of the 
claim of her husband against the United States: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented two memorials 
from citizens of the county of Ontario, New York, 
against the annexation of Texas to the United States: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials from 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
strongly urging the immediate annexation of Texas 
to the Union, and the ratification of the treaty for 
that object: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the memo- 
rial of the Shawnee Indians: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Naval 


> Affairs, made an adverse report, which was or- 
dered to be printed, on the memorial of Julia L. 
Weed, the widow of Elijah J. Weed. _ 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial, very nu- 
merously signed by citizens of the county of Brook, 
praying that the present tariff may not be disturbed: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Also, presented the proceedings of a meeting held 
in the court-house of Madison by citizens of Madi- 
son county, Virginia, in favor of the immediate an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the Post 


~ Office and Post. Roads, reported back, without 


amendment, and with a recommendation that the 
do pass, the House bill for the relief of Adam L. 
Mills, and the joint resolution authorizing the Post- 
master General to re-examine certain claims and to 
allow òne month’s extra pay to certain contractors. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of Rob- 
ert Poindexter, a soldier in all the wars of the Uni- 
ted States, and who was wounded in defence of his 
country, praying for an invalid pension: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate whether any additional clerks are 

` wanted in the office of the Comptroller of the Treasury to 
secure the despatch of business in that office; and if so, how 
many; and if not, what legislative action is required to se- 
cure that object. 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks on the difficul- 
ty of procuring prompt responses from that depart- 
ment to the calls for information. He hàd heard it 
attributed to the want of a competent force to trans- 
act the business of that department. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that he had been in- 
formed that there was not adequate force to transact 
the business of that department, He moved tọ 
strike out all of the resolution after the word “office,” 
which seemed to him to imply a censure on the 
Comptroller, i 

Mr. EVANS said it was not so intended. _ 

The question was taken on the motion, and it was 
disagreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


DEATH OF HENRY R. BRINKERHOFF. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by their Clerk, announcing the death 
ofthe Hon. H. R. Brinkernorr, member elect from 
the State of Ohio, and the passage of resolutions 
testifying the respect of that body for the memory 
of the deceased; which being read, 

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate as follows: - 

Mr. Preswwent: The two Houses of Congress 
have, during their present session, been, more fre- 

uently than usual, called to suspend for a while 
their ordinary duties, by the solemn voice of death. 
Many of our fellow members, and among them two 
of Ohio’s delegation, have passed to the grave. 
Some of them have been stricken down in our 
midst, whilst participating earnestly and faithfull 
in the labors of legislation; others have been cut off, 
without being allowed to reach the scene of those 
labors. Among the latter, was the honored subject 
of the message which the Senate have just received 
from the House of Representatives. On the 30th 
day of the last month, and in the fifty-sixth year of 
tqs age, General Brinxeruorr died at his residence, 
in the county of Huron, in the State of Ohio, a 
victim to the disease with which he was attacked, 
about the commencement of our session. He died, 
sir, not in the presence of strangers, or in the desti- 
tution of hope; but surrounded by his family and 
friends—in the sacred ordinances of religion, and in 
the full assurance of that reward which it offers 
to the just. His character had been formed 
under the severe discipline of a frontier life—in 
that school where the more manly qualities of the 
heart and faculties of the mind are brought early 
into requisition; where sagacity and judgment, 
fortitude and courage—where integrity, generosity, 
truth, industry and fidelity, are cultivated under 
the promptings of nature, unaffected by the enerva- 
ting habits and doubtful morals of a more aged and 
artificial society. A native of the county of Adams, 
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, he removed, 
when an infant, with his parents, to the county of 
Cayuga, in the State of New York—that region, now 
So populous, being then an unmeasured and tenant- 
less wilderness. It was there that he grew up to 
the maturity of his manhogg, with the rising com- 
munity, whose good will and unfaltering confidence 
he acquired by his merits, and never lost by a fault, 


Fe was one who, under the influence of that patri- 
otism ever so conspicuous among the hardy virtues 
of the frontier. settler, voluntarily periled his life in 
the service of his country. 

During the late war, he organized among his 
neighbors a company of volunteers, and led them in 
the terrible storming of the heights of Queenston. 
In that enterprise—one of the most desperate in our 
annals—he displayed a prompt and steady intrepid- 
ity; and for that, in connexion with his other per- 
sonal merits and endowments, he was afterwards 
promoted to the rank of a major general in the 
militia service of the State; and twice appointed by 
the people to a seat in the legislature. In the year 
1837, he removed to his late residence in Ohio, 
where the same qualities by which he had been dis- 
tinguished in New York enabled him to command 
the esteem of the intelligent community of whom 
he there became a member; and it was in that con- 
gressional district in which political opinions are 
poised in a doubtful balance, that he was elected a 
member of the present Congress, by a majority 
transcending the expectations of his friends’ He 
is now no more. He has left behind him a charac- 
ter of unspotted integrity to break the force of the 
afflictions with with his death has bruised the hearts 
of his bereaved widow and fatherles children. 

The customary resolutions of condolence, of going 
into mourning for thirty days, and of adjourning 
forthwith, as a token of respect, were adopted; and 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuvurspay, May 9,1844. 
The journal having been read, 


Mr. POTTER of Ohio rose and spoke as fol- 
lows: ` 


Mr. Sreaker: It has required no long member- 
ship of this House to familiarize one with the cus- 
tom of announcing publicly to its members the 
death of one of their number. 

Already have we witnessed in this hall, during 
the present session of Congress, the funeral obse- 

uies of three senators and six members of this 
ouse; and we are about to add another to the rec- 
ord of death amongst us. 

This seems to bea period in our history in which 
death has fixed a high aim for his shafts. He has 
but recently struck down the head of the nation, 
following up that sad blow by an unparallelled fa- 
tality to the heads of the different departments of 
the government; and, as if unsatisfied with the ordi- 
nary demands for victims, he has sought, in high 
places, to mark his power, reminding the great, the 
wise, and the ambitious, and through them the na- 
tion, that no place, however high and honorable, is 
exempt from the common lot of all; and that the 
end of all earthly glory is the grave. 

It has fallen to my lot to announce the death of 
my colleague, Henry R. Brinxernorr, latea mem- 
ber of this House from the State of Ohio; and in 
doing so, I cannot refrain from reviewing briefly 
kis history, as it is replete with instruction, and 
one out of the many thousand examples our coun- 
try affords of the benefits of free institutions to the 
development of the human mind, and of their ten- 
dency to raise it to the high destiny towards which 
it aspires. 

General BrinkerHorr was born of humble, but 


honest parents, in Adams county, in the State of ' 


Pennsylvania; from whence, in early boyhood, he 
emigrated, with his father’s family, to Cayuga 
county, in the State of New York, then a track- 
less wilderness. 

From the condition of the country, his opportu- 
nities for early education were but limited; yet, 
possessed of a mind which rose superior to every 
obstacle which it encountered, he became a man of 
much general intelligence, and enlarged views. 

On the breaking out of the late war with Great 
Britain, he repaired to the frontier, in command of a 
company of volunteers of the New York militia, 
and at the‘battle of Queeston Heights, distinguish- 
ed himself as a brave and patriotic soldier. 

For many years he held the office of major gen- 
eral of New York State militia, and ata time, too, 
when military honors were sought after, even in the 
military’ service of the country, by her best and 
ablest patriots, and inspired the respect of every 
citizen. 

He was twice elected a member of the New 
York legislature, where he was distinguished for 
sound practical sense, and a rigid adherence to the 
interests of his constituents. 
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In the spring of 1837, he removed to Huron coun- 
ty, Ohio; and here, amongst strangers, in the space of 
six years, he had acquired the unlimited confidence 
of a large constituency, and was elected a member 
of the twenty-eighth Congress, in a district opposed 
to him in politics. i 

When about to leave home for the scene of his 
contemplated labors here, he was attacked with the 
disease, which, although it flattered him with the 
hope of recovery, almost up to the day of his death, 
finally terminated his existence, at his residence, in 
Huron county, on the 30th day of last April, at the 
age of fifty-six years. 

In General Brinxeruorr are illustrated the beau- 
ties of our system of government; unaided by the 
iufluence of wealth, or aristocratic family connex- 
ions, he attained a distinguished position; and that, 
too, in a community where intellect was appreciat- 
ed, and ambition had its votaries. He was truly 
“a self-made man.” Need I go beyond these walls 
for further illustrations of this expression; and need 
I pay the institutions of our country a higher en- 
comium, than to point to her “self-made men?” 

General BRINKERHOFF, as his name indicates, was 
a descendant of the “Knickerbocker,” and he in- 
herited all the characteristics of his Dutch ancestry— 
prudence, discretion, firmness, and a scrupulous in- 
tegrity. He was a practical farmer, another eve. 
idence that the highest attainments in civil or mil- 
itary science are not incompatible with the culture 
of the soil. 

He was a kind and devoted husband, a tender 
and affectionate father; but the widow and the orphan, 
who deplore his loss, mourn not as for one without 
hope. e had long been associated with the Pres- 
byterian Church as a devout and exemplary member, 
and died in the full enjoyment of the consolations 
of that religion, of whose influence over the actions 
and conduct of mankind his whole life afforded the 
amplest evidence. 

His constituent have lost an able and faithful 
representative; his colleagues an adviser and friend, 
and the nation a good man from her councils. 

Mr. P. then offered the following resolutions; 
which were unanimously adopted: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibili- 
ty of the death of the Hon. Henry R. BRINKERHOFF, a mem- 
ber of this House, who died at his residence, Huron coun 
ty, Ohio, on the 30th ult. 

Resolved, That the members of this House will testify 
their respect for the memory of the deceased, by wearing 
crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

esolved, Asa further testimony of respect, that this 
House do now adjourn, 


The House then adjourned. 


The following petition, presented yesterday, was 
handed to the reporter by the member presenting it: 


By Mr. WM. WRIGHT: The petition of John Wood- 
bridge and §3 others, citizens of New Providence, Essex 
county, New Jersey, asking a reduction of postage. 


IN SENATE, 
Frivay, May 10, 1844. 


On motion by Mr BAGBY, leave was granted to withdraw 
from the files the papers in the case of Joshua Kennedy. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a remonstrance of ninety- 
six citizens of Oswego county, New York, against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings of a mecting of 
citizens of Madison county, Virginie, hela at Madison 
court-house, in favor of the annexation of Texas to the 
United States; and a petition signed by a number of individ 
ual citizens of the county of Madison, Virginia, of the same 
purport; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also, presented a remonstrance from citizens of Fluvanna 
county, Virginia, against any alteration of the present tariff: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The CHAIR presented to tKe Senate a petition from Henry 
Smith, of Sweetwater, now residing in Alabama, setting 
forth that he formerly resided on land lying in what was 
called Miller county, Arkansas, but which, since the running 
of the boundary line between the United States and Texas, 
was decided to be in Texas, and praying Congress to pass 
a law to allow him to bring therefrom into the United 
States, certain slaves which belongs io him, and which 
were removed by him into that county, in 1837: referred to 
the Committce on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAGBY remarked that he had received a communi- 
cation from Mr. Smith upon the same subject. He express- 
ed the hope that the Judiciary Commitice to which the 
petition had heen referred, would give the subject prompt 
consideration. eee 

Mr. SEVIER spoke of there being a number of individuals 
placed in the same condition by the running of the bounda- 
ry line—those,too, who were membersof the convention, 
which formed the constitution of Arkansas—which would 
require similar legislation. He thought the shortest plan to 
settle the matter would be to take Texas into the Union at 
once; which he hoped would be done before the adjourn- 
ment. If not, he would go for the bill to grant relief in the 
manner required. F 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, reported a 


bill for the relief of John H. McIntosh, which was read and 
ordered to a second reading; andto be printed, with ‘the re- 
port accompanying. 

Also, from the Committee on Patents and tke Patent 
Office, reported a joint resolution for the relief of Charles 
M. Keller, which was read and ordered to a second read- 
ing. j i 

CONSULAR ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back without amendment, and with a recommen- 
dation that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill to remodel 
the consular establishment of the United States. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented documents in support of the 
claims of Ebenezer Hickox for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

ær On motion by Mr. HUGER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Buildings and 
Grounds be instructed to inquire if it would not be more ap- 
propriate to remove the naval monument on the west of 
the Capitol to the navy-yard, and substitute in its place the 
statue of Washington by Greenough. 

„The following bills were read the third time and passed, 

vit: i 

The bill for the relief of Charles W. Morgan. 

The bill supplementary to theact entitled an act regu- 
lating the trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes and 
to preserve peace on the frontiers, passed 30th June, 1834. 

The bill forthe relief of citizens of towns on the public 
lands of the United States, under@ertain circumstances. 

The bill granting to the Great Westem Railroad com- 
pany, in the State of Ilinois, the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The bill entitled an act for the payment of the 4th regiment 
ofthe second brigade of the 3d division of the Vermont militia, 
for services at the battle of Plattsburg, was read the third 
time; and the question being, “Shall the bill pass?” f 

Mr. HAYWOOD demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. HAYWOOD then, in some remarks, opposed the bill 
on the ground that the troops were not mustered in the ser- 
vice. 

Messrs. PHELPS, MOREHEAD, and MERRICK, defend- 
ed the bill. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was passed bya 
vote of 33 yeas to 4 nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition from Nathaniel Hog- 
gatt of Mississippi, praying for the confirmation of certain 
entries of land heretofore made in the land office of Ouachita, 
Touisiana: referred to the Committee on Private Land 

aims. 

Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would, on to-morrow, 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William P. Cheever, deceased. -> 


THE ARMY RETRENCHMENT BILL. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed, the bill to 
regulate the pay of the army of the United States, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. EVANS et aay the wish that the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs would call up this bill at an 
carly day, and have it disposed of, as the army appropriation 
bill was awaiting the action of the. Senate npon it. P 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he would move for its 
consideration at an early day. 

Mr, WALKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the memorial of Joseph de la Francia, re: 
ported a bill supplementary to an act authorizing the Secre- 
tary of State to liquidate certain claims thérein mentioned, 
passed April 18,1814; which was read, and ordered to a sec 
ond reading, g i 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from citizens of Pe- 
tersburg, Virginia, praying that the present tariff may not 
be disturbed: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER called for the consideration of the unfinish. 
ed special order, which was the bill to recharter the banks 
in the District of Columbia. It was important, he said, that 
the bill should be acted upon to-day, as the House had as- 
signed but two days for the consideration of this District, 
business; one of which was to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MILLER demanded the yeas and nays on that mo» 
tion; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken and decided in the affirm- 
ative by yeas 29, nays 14, 

The Senate having spent several hours executive session, 
adjourned till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 10, 1944, 


The journal of yesterday wag read and approved. 

On motion of Mr. DEAN, it was ordered that the vacancy 
occasioned by the death of Mr. Fricx, in the Committee on 
the Militia, be filled. 

Mr. HAMLIN of Maine introduced his colleague, [Mr. 
Cary;} and the usual oath having been administered, Mr. 
Cary took his seat. 


The following communication from the Hon, Dixon H. 
Lewis, addressed to the Speaker, was reaä, laid upon the ta- 
ble, and ordered to be printed: 

Wasninaton Ciry, May 7, 1844. 

Sır: Ihave this day accepted the appointment ‘of senator, 
to fill the yacancy created by the retirement of the Hon. 
William R. King from the Senate of the United States, hy 
transmitting to the Governor of Alabama the resignation of 
my seat as a member of the House of Representatives from 
the third congressional district of that State, 

In thus disseyering myscl{ from a connexion which has 
so long united me to the House of Representatives, as, in 
point of continuous service, to have constituted me the se- 
nior member of that hody, I take leave of the House with a 
sentiment of respect, which has been progressively in- 
creased at each succeeding session, by a more intimate ac- 
quaintance with its members. It is a remark, confirmed by 
my own observation, that a superficial knowledge of that 
body generally overestimates thg qualifications of individų» 


“gle, as compared with the mass of its members; 


more thorough acquaintance’ with the Hotsé,and of its 


members, never fails: to: ‘increase the ‘estimate of that vast 


gregate of talent and intelligence always to be found in 
the ‘House of Representatives. © : j s 
In conclusion, allow me to say that I shall never cease`to 


. remember, witk pleasure and with gratitude, the many evi- 


“distinctio 


. or persons employed since March 4, 1837, 
au 


dences which, through a long service, I have uniformly re- 
ceived, of the cenfidénce and kindness of the body, individ- 
ually and collectively, and to assure its members, without 
( or difference, of my prayers for their continued 


' “prosperity and happiness. 
with sentiments of great réspect, 


very respectfully, 
Your obedient servant, 

: DIXON H. LEWIS. 
Hon. Joun W. Jones, . 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the vacancy in the Committee 
of Ways and Means, ocvasioned by. the resignation of Mr. 
Lewis, was ordered.to be filled. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was ordered that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce be discharged from the consideration 
of the petition of citizens of Keene, in the State of New 
Hampshire, for the protection of the colonies at Liberia. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the Committee of 
the Whole was discharged from the further consideration 
of bill No. 96, to fix the value of certain foreign moneys of 
account in computation at the custom-houses; and the same 
was referred to the Comittee ofthe Whole on the state of 
the Union. $ 

Mr, E. D. POTTER asked and obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files the papers in the case of —— Haycock. 

On motion by Mr. PARMENTER, by general consent, 
the business on the Speaker’s table was taken up and dis- 


Lam, sir, 


` posed of, 


“The following bills from the Senate were read twice and 
referred: 

An act to apply certain alternate sections of the public do- 
main towards the completion of works of internal improve- 
ment, in the State of Michigan: referred to the Committce 


` on’ Roads and Canals. 


An act for the continuation of the Cumberland road, in 
the States of Indiana and Illinois: referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

Ani act to'grant certain lands to the State of Indiana, the 
better to enable the said State to extend and complete the 
Wabash and Erie canal from Terre Haute to the Ohio 
river: referred to the select committee upon that subject. 

An act supplementary to the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the pay of the navy of the United States:” referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of George Harrison and his sureties: 
referred to the Comittee of Claims. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The following executive communications were laid be- 
fore the House, read, and referred: 

A letter from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a report of the Secretary of War in relation to agents 
without express 

hority of law, &c. 

A letter from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a report with accompanying documents, from the, Sec- 
retary of War, containing all the information that could be 
fornished by that department respecting the allowance of 
claims previously rejected; which letter and reports were 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. JENKS, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, made report upon the case of Peters, Moore, & 


- Co. accompanied by a bill for their relief; which bill was 


read a firstand second time, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole. 
Mr. RELFE, from the same committee, 


made a report 
upon the petition of Dunning R. McNair, 


accompanied by a 


« bul for his relief; which bill was read a first and second time, 


and committed to a Committce of the Whole House. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. McKAY called for the sporial order of the day; and 
the House accordingly proceeded to the special order, be- 
ing the consideration of the tariff bill, as reported with 
amendments from the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY being entitled to the floor, rose and remarked 
that, us the gentleman from New York, {Mr. Barnarn,] one 
of the members of the Committee of Ways and Means, was 
desirous of addressing the House, he would yield the floor 
for the purpose of enabling him to do so. 

Mr. BARNARD proceeded to address the House in oppo- 
sition to the views of the majority of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, as sct forth in their report. He examined 
the report in detail, controverting the positions taken by 
the committee. He contended that the bill which had been 
reported by the committee was neither a revenue measure, 
inasmuch as it would produce less revenue than the present 
tariff law, nor a protective measure, because it reduced the 
amount of duties upon almost all articles of import, 

Mr. McK AY was next awarded the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES rose toa point of order, the gentleman from 
North Carolina having alrealy had the floor. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from North Carolina 
had not addressed the House on this bill. y 

Mr. McK AY then proceeded. He said, having 
porad this bill from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it became his duty to say something in its 
defence, and more particularly in answer to some 
objections which had been made in the course of 
this debate against its passage. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Barnarp] stated that the 
Committee of Ways and Means had not been called 
upon at all for any revision of the tariff at the pres- 
ent session; or, at least, that they were not author- 
ized to do so by any statement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury; but the -gentleman forgot that’ the 
Secretary of the Trenu, in his annual report, 
communicated the fact that there would be a defi- 
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‘while a 


‘ciency in the revenue, and that means must be taken 
to meetit. It was true; the Secretary did not say 


` whether, by an increase or. decrease of the duties 
fixed by the act of 1842, the desired improvement in 


the revenue could be made; but the gentleman from 


- New York would not surely intend to say that the 


Committee of Ways and Means were not to look to 
any other sources of revenue than those that might 
be indicated by the fiscal officerof the government. 
It was their duty to look wherever they thought al- 


. teration was necessary; and wherever the committee 


deemed alteration advisable, it was their duty to re- 
port that fact to the House. J 

But ithad been said, by some others, that this 
was not a proper time to alter the tariff act, for that 
this was the eve of a presidential election, and that 
this subject should remain untouched until the pre- 
sidential election was settled. Now it was a re- 
markable fact, that since the adoption of this pro- 
tective system in 1816, to the present period, with 
the exception of the act of 1842, every single act 
levying antes on foreign imports, was passed on the 
eve of a presidential election. It was so in 1816, 
1820, 1824,1828, 1832; and so on at intervals of four 
years, in each case, just preceding a presidential 
contest. The only exception was 1842; and he 
would appeal to the House if there was anything 
in the character of that act, or in its details, to com- 
mend it as an example for imitation. He could not 
believe in thisdoctrine now so current, that they 
must look to the result of presidential elections for 
the settlement of allthe great questions by which 
parties in this country were divided. If that were 
to be the doctrine—if allthe great questions were to 
be postponed forifinal settlement to new admininstra- 
tions—they would surrender the powers of Con- 
gress into the hands of the executive, and give him 
not only the power of recommending measures to 
Congress, but something more than. the initiation 
of measures for this government. If, then, it was an 
appropriate time to pass tariff acts just before pre~- 
ceding presidential elections in the history of this 
government, he asked if it was not also a propi- 
tious time now to relieve the people from the 
burdens imposed by a tariff act. 

But it had been said by some other gentlemen 
that the Committee of Ways and Means did not 
pursue the course which was pursucd by the same 
committee in 1842; that they did not apply for in- 
formation to the manufacturers of the country. 
This remark, he believed, was made by -a gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Wernerep.] Now 
the committee was called upon to report to this 
House if there could be any improvement made in 
the revenue by an alteration of the act of 1842. It 
was not necessary to apply to the manufacturers; 
and if application had been made to them, would 
they have made any other recommendation than an 
increase of the rates of duties for their own benefit? 
All the committee did, was to apply to importing 
merchants for facts; and, in the. circulars addressed 
to the importing merchants, they were distinctly 
told that facts, and not opinions, were desired. The 
committee desired to know what was the operation 
ofthe tariff act of 1842o0n the articles imported. 
‘Was there any impropriety in thi? The Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means received, from the import- 

ing merchants to which the committee’s circulars 
were addressed, a number of statistical tables, which 
were in the room of the committee, and could be 
seen by any gentleman who desired to sce them; 


but the general result was appended to the report of | 


the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Having disposed of these-preliminary points, he 
now came to the main inquiry, Was there anything 
in the act of 1842 which required amendment? Te 
would admit, if there was nothing at all objectiona- 
ble in the details of that act, they should, of course, 
make no attempt to alter them at the present time, 
for it was no part of the duty of the committee to 
change simply for the sake of change; but it was 
the conviction of a majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means that the rate of duties was en- 
tirely too high for the purposes of revenue, and 
that those duties ought to be reduced. Every mem- 
ber of the House would have seen, by an inspec- 
tion of the tables which are appended to the report 
of the committee, that the duties ranged from a quar- 
ter of 1 per cent. up to 200 and more per cent.; and 
he would ask the House if this fact alone did not 
show that these enormous duties should be modi- 
fied, as being too onerous for the purposes of revy- 
enue? But, taking the Treasury tables as the 
standard, it would be seen that the average rate of 
duties on imports paying specific duties was up- 


| 


wardsof 50 per cent.; and on those paying ad valo- 
rem duties upwards of 24 per cent.—making a gen- 
eral average of 37 per. cent; and he would ask the 
House if this fact, independent of all other consid- 
erations, did not furnish sufficient evidence of the 
fact, that the tariff act of 1842 was necessaril 
highly restrictive? Why, could it be expected, if 
the doctrine which had been.broached here was 
true; that the foreign producer, and not the consu- 
mer, paid the duties on imports, that the foreign 

reducer, and not the consumer, paid the duties on 
imports, that the foreign producer would consent to 
be taxed at. something like the rate of 37 per cent? 
Could it be expected that they would send as many 
goods here as they would if the duties were more 
moderate? But, in addition, to this, this law had 
been operation, when the Committee of Wayx and 
Means were called upon to act, but from the Ist of 
September, 1842; they had been furnished with re- 
tums under its operation but for nine months; and 
the tables which the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Barnard] had referred to in his speech, had 
been furnished subsequently, and had not been seen 
hy the Committee of Ways and Means, when he 
made its report. But the tables which he furnish- 
ed with his report, showing the imports from the 
ist October, 1842, to the 30th June, 1843, were. be- 
fore him; and what did they show? Why, a very 
great falling off of duties paid into the treasury of 
the country. The duties had fallen down to ¢29,~ 
000,000. True, the free goods were upwards of 
$25,000,000. But how was it that there was a fall- 
ing off of the import duties? He would but go into 
details to show the effect produced on particular ar- 
ticles, as gentlemen could do that for themselves if 
they deemed it. 


He proceeded to compare the amount of imports 
at various periods, and the amount of revenue de- 
rived therefrom, to show that a greater amount of 
revenue had been the invariable result of a lower 
rate of duties. Why did gentlemen object so stren- 
uously to a reduction of the rates of duties? It was 
because the result would be a larger amount of im- 
portation, and consequently a competition with the 
manufacturers of this country. He referred to the 
estimates made at various times of the expected re- 
ceipts from duties on imports, to show how errone- 
ous were the views of the most sagacious and best 
informed upon the subject. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means who reported the 
bill of 1842, estimated the probable receipts’ under 
that bill at the net amount of twenty-five or twenty- 
six millions of dollars. But what was the fact? The 
net revenue derived from the imports under that act 
during the first year did not amount to sixteen mil- 
lions—ten millions less than was estimated by the 
friends of the bill. The trade in various articles up- 
on which high duties had been placed by that act, 
had almost ceased altogether. 


_ Mr. McK. referred to the authority of Mr. Ew- 
ing as one that ought to have great weight with 
many in that House. At the extra session, Mr. 
Ewing, in his report to Congress, estimated the 
amount of imports into the country, not for one, nor 
two, nor three days, but for a series of years, at one 
hundred and forty millions; and deducting from this 
only fourteen millions for free articles, he left an 
amount of one hundred and twenty-five millions of 
dutiable articles, on which he proposed a duty of 20 
per cent., which he said would produce twenty-five 
millions of dollars. Mr. McK. then quoted several 
tables in the reports of the Treasury Department, 
showing that the amount ef exports was always 
greater during the existence of low duties than ‘in 
the years when the duties were high. Mr. McK. 
then referred to the argument of Mr. Winturop 
that a high tariff would produce an influx of specie 
into the country, and referred to the tables in the 
treasury reports to show that the contrary was the 
fact. At first, (he said,) ahigh tariff was favorable 
to importations of specie, but ultimately it kept 
Specie from coming in. 

Here the Spraxen’s 
MeKay’s honrhad expired. 


i 

The question being on concurring in the report made in 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CULLOM demanded the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moyed a call of the House. 

Mr. PETTIT called for the yeas and nays; which being 
ordered, the question was takeh, resulting—yeas 109, nays 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 260 memhers an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. WELLER moved that all further proceedings under 
the call be suspended. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 94, nays 66, 


hammer fell, announcing that Mr. 


The question then recurred on seconding the demand for 

the previous question. ` 

-The effect of this motion would .be to cut off all amend- 
ments to the bill, and bring the House to a direct vote upon 

the amendments adopted in the. Committee of the Whole, 

and upon the bill as amended. 

Mr. C. JOMNSON called for tellers, and Messrs. GRINNELL 
. and C. SJounson were appointed; and they reported 93 in 
the affirmative, and 65 in the negative. 

. , So there was asecond. The main question was also or- 
dered to be now put. | 

The SPEAKER then announced the question to be on con- 
curring in the amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELMER said he believed it was now in order to 
move to lay this bill on the table. 

Mr. C.JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARDIN asked the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Emer] if it was intended hereafter to call up this bill 
if that gentleman’s motion to lay it on the table should pre- 
vail, or was this to be considered a test vote. (Loud cries 
from all parts of the House, “Yes, a test vote.”) They were 
then distinctly to understand that it was a test vote? 

(Loud cries of “Yes, a test vote.”) 

The SPEAKER interposed and said all debate was out ef 
order, 

The yeas and nays were then ordered and resulted thus— 
yeas 105, nays 99. 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, G. Davis, R. D. Davis, De- 
berry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. John- 
son, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Ritter, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sey- 
erance, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John 
T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, William Wright,and Yost—-105. 

NAYS—-Messrs, Anderson, Atkinson, Bayley, Belser, Ben- 
ton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Shepherd Carey, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, 
Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, 

- Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, 
Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Petit, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Rob- 
erts, Robinson, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Wel- 
ler, Wentworth, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright—99. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. IRVIN moved a reconsideration of the vote just 
taken, by which the bill was laid upon the table, and de- 
manded the previous question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House adjourn. 

Upon this motion the yeas and usys were dcmanded, and 
ordered, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the motion for reconsid- 
eration was entered upon the journal. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentlemen from Virginia 
that the motion was entered 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted—yeas 
77, nays 126, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayley, Belser, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Wm. 
J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, S. Cary, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Dawson, Dillingham, Drom- 

oole, Duncan, Dunlap, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, 

enley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCausien, Maclay, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
phy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D., Potter, David 
S. Reid, Rhett, Roberts, St. John, Saunders, Simpson, Sli- 
dell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Taylor, 
Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, and Woodward—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 

er, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brod- 

ead, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cald- 
well, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Da- 
vis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Del- 
let, Dickey, Dickinson, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, 
Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hopkins, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R., Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, McClelland, 
McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Mosely, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Peyton, Phenix, Pol- 
tock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Rayner, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Ro- 
gers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas 
H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John 
T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence. Stephens, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatis, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
meter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, White, Williams, 
‘Winthrop, William Wright, Jos. A. Wright, and Yost—126. 


CONGRESSIONAL € 


. Gocarn, was in attendance. The oath was administered 


_ by the Speaker, and Mr. Gocer took his seat. 


, The question then recurred upon the motion to recon 
sider the vote by which the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved acall ofthe House: not ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE moved that the question of reconsideration 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the Speaker if the effect of a post- 
ponement would not put the Dill in the same situation as it 
then was lying on the table, and requiring a vote or two- 
thirds to take it up. : 

_, The SPEAKER said he would decide that question when 
it came up. 

The question was then taken onthe motion to ostpone, 
and decided in the negative, yeas 98, nays 103, as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, French, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph 
Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. 
Potter, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Rob- 
inson, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
Wright—98. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Mil- 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buftington, J. E. Cary, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D, Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Giddings, 
Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, possley, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Eli- 
sha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Ritter, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, David L, Seymour, Albert Smith, J. T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stew 
art, Summers, Sykes, T’ohmasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost—103. 


The question recurring on the motion for reconsidera- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLF. moved that the House adjourn; and the 
yeas and nays having been ordered, 

Mr. HOLMES asked to be excused from voting on the 
question of adjournment. His rcason for at to be ex- 
cused were: a motion was made, which cuts off, for the pres- 
ent, legislation—legislation upon an important measure, 
which has attracted the attention of the whole nation, 
the eyes of which were upon the House. Now it was im- 
portant, that they should not avoid legislation, which was 
necessary to satisfy the demands of the people. 

Mr. ELMER called the gentleman to order for irrele- 
yancy. 

Mz HOLMES said he was showing why he -should be ex- 
cused from voting. The people were demanding of the 
House legislation on an impertant subject, and the motion 
to adjourn was to avoid it. On the one side a bill was to be 
voted for, the object of which was to repeal an existing 
law, which was antagonistical to it. Now he demanded 
that, the issue being made up, the House should understand, 
before he was compelled to vote on the motion, what was to 
be the effect ofit. As he understand the matter, one part of 
the House had said that the whole Union was injured by the 
existing tariff, while the other part had said that it was high- 
ly beneficial. As the ground, therefore, that was taken by 
many of his anti-tariff friends, was not tenable, he wished to 
be excused from voting; and he wished to be exeused be- 
cause he was placed ina position which admitted that the 
tariff was eminently beneficial to the country. 

Mr. HOPKINS and others called Mr. H. to order, and ob- 
jected to his proceeding. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was out of order. 

Mr. HOLMES wished to put a question to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman could not proceed 
without the leave of the Honse. ` 

Mr. HUDSON moved that the gentleman have leave to 
proceed in order. 

Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered; when 

Mr. HOLMES observed that he gave up—he would not 
take up the time of the House by acall forthe yeas and 
nays. He had better die as Cæsar did—with dignity. 

The question was then taken on the adjournment, and 
was decided in the negative—yeas 90, nays 112, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, Belser, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd. Brink- 
erhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Shepherd 
Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Elmer, Hole, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Henley, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy. 
Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, David S. Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett. Robinson. St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone. Strong. Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wheaton, and Joseph A. 
Wright—90. 


Mr. SUMMERS announced that his colleague, Wituiam 


NAYS—Messrs.. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Beker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack. Brengle, Brodhead, 


. Milton” Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, 


J. E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cok 
lamer, Cranston, Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Ellis, 
Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, :Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hopkins, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
atrick, Mclivaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ey, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ray- 
ner, Reding, Ritter, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert 
Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, and Yost— 


The SPEAKER again announced the question to be on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HARDIN called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered, and resulted—yeas 99, nays 103, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, ‘Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
met, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Rathbun, 
David $. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, St. John, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright 
—99, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot,.Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Elis, Elmer, Farlee, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Goggin, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll], Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Meilvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha 
R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Ritter, Rockwell, 
Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Sum- 
mers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wethered, White, Williams, Winthrop, William 
Wright, and Yost—103. 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to, and the 
bill is laid wpon the table. 

Mr. HENLEY gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
resolution to amend the rules. $ 

Mr. A. STEWART then said that, as a death had just oc- 
curred in the House, he moved that this House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and nays, but 
they were not ordered; and the original motion was agreed 
to. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By the SPEAKER: The petition of Catharine Jaekson, 
praying for a pension, by reason of the services of her late 
husband, John Jackson, in the revolutionary war. Also, 
the petition of citizens of Manchester county, Va., on the 
subject of the tarif. 

By Mr. JOHN T. SMITH: The peti ion of Jacob S, Mint- 
zer, R. B. Dodson, and 68 other citizens of Philadelphia 
county, praying for the immediate reannexation of Texas 
to the United States. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of George Fisher, Mar- 
tin Kendig, and 114. others, citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any change in the tariff of 
1842. 


Correction. —It was incorrectly stated in our report of 
Wednesday’s proceedings, that Mr. Tisrnarrs moved to in- 
crease the duty from 25 to 30 per cent. on cotton bagging. 
Mr. T.’s motion was to increase the duty on tow from 26 to 
30 per cent.; the duty on cotton bagging, as proposed in the 
bill, being already 30 per cent. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 12, 1844. 

The minutes of yesterday were read and approved. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then inquired if this and the two suc- 
ceeding legislative days were not set apart by resolution of 
the House for the consideration of the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative; but he said there 
was a motion pending to reconsider the vote by which the 
House ,had set apart these three days for that purpose: it 
was made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dunean,] and 
would have precedence. 

Mr. SIMONS desired permission to present a petition. 

Mr. DUNCAN said the gentleman could lay it on the 


Fees 


. Clerke table tinder’ thé rule, as he disposed of all “his peti 
` tions., . ; : 


Mr. SIMONS said he wished to have itread at the Clerk’s 


“table. 


Mr. DUNCAN inquired if it was likely to lead to debate. 

Mr, SIMONS said it would not. i g 

Objections were made, and the petition was not received. 
` Mr. DUNCAN briefly advocated the adoption. of his mo- 
tion, and explained his object to be to get up his bill to fix 


‘the election of electors of President and Vice President of 


the United States; for one uniform day throughout the 
United States, 


Mr. HAMLIN also advocated the adoption of the resolu- 


ion. ‘ 

‘ Mr. CAMPBELL opposed the motion.. If the bill of the 
entleman from Ohio should now become a law, it could not 
e carried into effect at the next presidential election with- 

out great difficulty and expense. Many of the States would 

be compelled to hold special elections. He had not strength 
to debate the subject, and he should move tolay the motion 

to reconsider on the table. : . 

Mr. DUNCAN called forthe yeas and nays; and they were 


ordered, and being taken, resulted thus—y eas 83, nays 76." 


So thé motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bills relating to the District of Columbia, and the 


‘and the same were referred to the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SYKES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills; re- 
ported a private bill, which was signed by the Speaker. 

On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, the House then resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on ‘the state of the 
Union, (Mr. J. R. Inaersoui inthe chair.) 


BANK CHARTERS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee take up bill 


_ No. 244, to extend the charters of the District banks. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired if a bill on this subject 
had not heen passed hy the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said the Senate had had such a bill 
under consideration, but the bill had not been passed, nor 
was it likely that it would be, within the three days set 
apart for the consideration of the District business. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he thought there could be 
no propriety in having two bills, upon the same subject, 
undor consideration at the same time, one in each House, 
producing a sort of cross fire. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN also objected to proceeding with the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL suggested tnat itwas too late now to 
object to take up the bill, as it was already before the com- 
mittee for consideration. 

Messrs. WELEER and others denied that the committee 
had, as yet, agreed to take up this bill; and, after some con- 
versation upon this point— 

The question being put by the CHAIRMAN, tellers were 
called for, and Messrs. WintHrop and C. Jonsson were ap- 
pointed; who, having counted the votes, reported 77 in the 
affirmative, and 8) in the negative. 

So the committee refused to take up the bill. 


INSANE ASYLUM. 
Mr. CAMPBELL then moved to take up Senate bill No. 
w; roviding for an insane asylum in the District of Co- 
ubia. 
j4 division being galled for, there were 81 votes in the af- 
firmative, and 31 In‘the. negative, , 
apne motonwas carried, and the committee took up the 
8 , 
At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, a statement made by 
Doctors Miller, Thomas, and Lindsley, setting forth the oD- 


. jects and advantages of the asylum, was read. 


oe Clerk then commenced reading the bill by “sections, 
when 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amendthe second section, by 
siriking out the salary of $250, Proposed tobe allowed to 
each of the inspectors. Mr. R. thought it was asking enough 
of Congress, to say the least of it, te furnish the building and 
provide for the support of the lunatics, without asking it to 
pay the salaries of the persons appointed to take charge of 
it: Inhis State the lunatic hospitals were managed for 
eighteen years without any salaries being given to the in- 
spectors; and now, notwithstanding their responsible duties, 
and the large disbursements they annually made, they were 
paid only $50 dollars a year. , 

In reply to the statement made by the corporation of 
Washington, that comparatively nothing had been done for 
the District, Mr. R. read a statement showing the appropri- 
ations made by Congress, from the year 1800 to this time, for 
the repair of streets, for the canal, forthe Columbian College, 
and for the Holland debt, &e., &e. 

Mr. CAMPBELL hoped the amendment would not prevail; 
for upon the inspectors, whose salary the gentleman pro- 
posed to strike out, depended the whole management of the 
institution. As to the charge that the gentleman made, that 
the citizens of the District were calling an the government 
to support their paupers, it was entirely without foundation, 
for their own paupers were provided for in an institution of 
their own, and would not be a charge on this asylum. In 
the last seven years, the citizens of this District had received 
into their own asylum 1,500 sick, and 700 paupers, who were 
taken care of until cured and discharged. 

He alluded to the increase of lunatics in this District, in 
consequence of this being the seat of government—a con- 
sideration which had induced Congress some few years ago, 
to make an appropriation for their support at Baltimore; and 
said the question was merely whether they showld be pro- 
vided for in this District, or their support in Baltimore paid 
for. He went on at some length to advocate the bill on the 
grounds of justice, humanity, and constitutionality. 

Mr. ELMER adyocated the bill; but he spoke in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman fram New York {Mr. 
Rarugsux.} Why (he asked) was it necessary to cast such 
a stigma on this District as to assume that three persons 
could not be found in it to accept gratuitously the honorary 
position ofdirector, when all the States in the Union found 
such mento conduct their establishment without any re- 
pouneration whatever? 


“remunerated in any way. 


-Mr. CAMPBELL explained that they had responsible du- 
ties; and it gould not be expected that men of business 
would sacrifice their own avocations, ifthey were not to be 


Mr. SEVERANCE said that such officers in the State of 
Maine were paid by the State government. 

Mr. ELMER said it might be so; but in most of the States 
these officers were honorary.’ He then went into some re- 
marks on the state of the District generally. 

Mr. WHITE said he had thought if there was any bill 
that would have received the just, the liberal, and even the 
kind consideration of this House, it was this bill. He spoke 
at some length in support of the bill. p 
yn RATHBUN madea brief explanation in reply to Mr. 

HITE $ 5 

‘ Mr. PETTIT opposed the'amendment, and advocated the 
bill, on the ground that the city was compelled to take care 
of non-resident paupers and lunatics coming from the States, 
and that humanity required that Congress should enable 
them to do so. ` y 

Mr. KING of Massachusetts spoke in oppositien tothe 
bill. He believed it was the duty of Congress to provide for 
the insane of the District; but, under. this bill, no suitable 
provision could be made for their care and treatment. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY asked for the reading of a letter 
which had been addressed to him on this subject; and it 
was accordingly read. 

Mr. P. B. JOHNSON offered the following amendment: 

Strike out allafter the enacting clause to the end of the 
eighth section, and insert— 

That the sum of four thousand dollars be, and the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any unappropriated money in 
the treasury for the support, clothing, and medical treat- 
ment of the insane paupers of the District of Columbia, for 
the fiscal yearending June 30th, 1845. Provided, That the 
amount paid for each person, shallnot exceed four dollars 
per week. 

9th section, appropriate 4,000, for the support ofthe 
lunatics of the District, at tke Baltimore Asylum. 

Mr. JOHNSON then proceeded to state his objections to 
the billin its present shape, which were—that the building 
was not fit for the purpose for which it was contemplated; 
because there were no means of warming the rooms, and the 
lunatics would perish with cold; there were no means of 
soperating the noisy and filthy from the rest of the lunatics; 
and not sufficient security in the building to prevent the 
escape of such as were disposed to fly. Under these circum- 
stances, he thought it more consistent with humanity, as 
well as economy, to make an appropriation for the main- 
tonanoe of the lunatics of the District at the Baltimore Asy- 

um, 


Mr. SIMONS said he had paid but little attention to the 
bill, and none until since it came up for debate this after- 
noon; and that theremarks made by the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Kine,] and those of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Jonyson,] had rendered 
it almost unnecessary to speak at all onthe subject under 
consideration; and that what he had to say would be to add 
to what they had said, for, as far as they had gone, they 
had spoken accordant to his views. They indicated by 
their remarks a knowledge of the subject under discussion. 
They showed practical understanding, and he did not 
doubt but they had practical knowledge on this subject. 

As to the legitimate application of money from the United 
States treasury for the purpose, he would not say a word; 
but, allowing that we have a right, and that it isa duty to 
do so, the question arises, whether this bill judiciously 
applies the appropriation to answer the ends of this charita- 
ble and philanthropic undertaking. If it is proper and 
legitimate to appropriate money for this object, it was a 
matter of minor importance what the sum should be. The 
object embraced in an amendment introduced by the honor- 
able member from New York, to strike out the paltry sum 
ofa few dollars, was what should not engage his attention; 
the magnitude of the object of such an institution forbade 
his attention to it. 

This is a subject (said Mr. S.) of vastimportance. It isa 
subject that embraces all of man that is man—the mind ofman 
—too vast to be set down against dollars and cents; and it is 
secondary to me whether it will cost more or less, if so 
be the sum is required to accomplish the great object in 
view. 

Jam told that the building. inthe northerly part of this 
city is the proposed retreat for the reception of this unfor- 
tunate class of our fellow-beings, andis to be denominated 
the retreat for the insane—an edifice in the midst of a bust- 
jing, boisterous city of strifes and political distraction; a 
low, contracted edifice, without a fit prospect, air, or ade- 
quate grounds, in which no sane man could long remain so 
were he to be committed there, especially in the company 
to which he would be subjected. 

This bill provides that paupers, lunatics and idiots, sick 
and disabled soldiers, marines, and seamen, and all idiotic 
and lunatic vagranis, shall be admitted into this establish- 
ment, called an asylum forthe insane; and this retreat to 
be placed under a physician or physicians, whose business 
it shall be to administer to the mental as well as physical 
diseases of man—diseases the most obscure, complicated, 
and intractable, to cure which the energies of the strongest 
mind, the wisest moralist, and the most ready adaptation is 
required; and this bill provides that he shall visit and 
administer to the inmates, and receive any annual sum not 
to exceed five hundred dollars. 

Sir (said Mr. S.) when the edifice, (being an old discarded 
prison refitted,) its location, and its arganization by this bill 
are ali taken into consideration, it shows conclusively the 
inadequacy of its author; it shews him to be behind the 
age, and unacquainied with improvements made within the 
last forty years to ameliorate and crre this most unfortunate 
class of our fellow-men. What! think of restoring one to san- 
ity in a crowded, confined prison, surrounded by idiots, sick 
paupers,and vagrants, under a steward to preside,who can be 
procured for five hundred dollars per annum, subjected to the 
medical and mental treatment of a physician worth five hun- 
dred dollars per annum orless. A physician competent to take 
charge of these most formidable diseases of the human mind 
should be a man whose talents should entitle himto a 
salary of not less than three thousand dollars. He must be a 
philosopher, a scholar, and peculiarly endowed with the 
highest order of intellect, to do justice to this class of unfor- 


tunate human beings. Mr. S. said he was unwilling to de- 
tain the committee, nor did he think it necessary longer to 
do so, for he presumed the ‘House would not manifest their 
insanity. by adopting this insane scheme; it would be a retro- 
grade move; it would carry us back forty years, and reé-es- 
tablish the old Bedlam treatment of lunatics, which consist- 
ed of prisons, punishments, and chains. j 

The question on it was then taken, and it was adopt- 
ed; and the bill was laid aside to.be reported to the House. 

The committee next took up the bill to abolish imprison- 
ment for debt-in the District of Colnmbia. 

Some debate and suggestions to amend oceurred, in 
which Messrs. SCHENCK, HALE, J. CAMPBELL, SAM- 
PLE, CHILTON, G. W. JONES, BELSER, and others, 
took part; all agreeing that imprisonment for debt should 
he aholished; but some contending that provision should be 
made to punish fraudulent debtors. f 

The committee rose and reported the bill providing for an 
insane asylum, with amendments. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them : 


By Mr. FISH: The petition of Ann Pearsey, widow of 
Jonathan Pearsey, fora pension. The petition of Edward 
Roach for a pension. 


By Mr. HAYS: The petition of Adah Smith, widow of 
James Smith, a soldier of the revolution, praying for relief: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, 
the petition ofthe heirs of Benjamin Haight, a revolutiona- 
ry soldier, praying for aid: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. Also, the petition of Elizabeth 
Pain, widow of Thomas Pain, a soldier of the revolution, 
praying for relief: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. Also, the petition of Hannah Smith, heir of 
John Maire, praying for remuneration for the services of 
her father, a revolutionary soldier: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 13, 1844. 


Mr. BAGBY presented preamble and resolutions adopted 
at a public meeting of the citizens of Mobile, Alabama, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the United. States, on 
the ground that it was demanded by a high state of necessity, 
such as warranted the government in the purchase of Lou- 
isiana from France. 

Mr. B. said as he should, in all probability, be called upon 
to present his views upon this great and interesting subject 
in another form, he would say no more at present than to 
bear testimony, which he did with great pleasure, to the 
talents, worth and patriotism of those who participated in the 
adoption of the resolutions. He knew them to be gentle- 
men of high talents, worth and patriotism. He moved that 
the resolutions be read and laid on the table. 

Ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr BREESE presented a remonstrance of Orville Pad- 
dock, and 88 other citizens of Springfield, Minis, against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: ordered to 
lie on the table. 


_ Mr. PAPPAN presented the proceedings of a public meet! 
ing of Meigs county, Ohio, at which were adopted resolu- 
tions against the ratification of the Texas treaty: ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings ofa large meeting 
of the citizens of Fauquier county, Virginia, without dis- 
tinction of party, and resolutions ade ted thereat, in favor of 
the annexation of Texas to the United States, 

Also a memorial signed by numerous citizens of the coun- 
ty of Prince Edward for the same object; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, leave was granted to with- 
woe the files the petition and papers of Nathaniel 

ood. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from citizens of 
Wayne county, Pennsylvania, strongly urging the re-an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from B. F. Messenger 
and other citizens of Illinois, praying for some legislation 
in regard to the half-breeds tract of land in Iowa; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented certain resolutions of citizens 
of Marion district, South Carolina, in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie on the 
able. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back, with an amendment, which was ordered to be printed, 
House bill entitled An act for the relief of Lois Crouall, 
alias Croukhite. 

Also from the same committee made adverse reports 
(which were ordered to be printed) on the bills from the 
House for the relief of Daniel Ingalls and Elijah Blodget, 
and the petition of Loami Kelton for a pension. 

Mr. BATES, from the nmittee on Pensions, made an 
adverse report on the petition of Robert Poindexter for a 
pension; which was ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to communicate to the Senate a copy of all regula- 
tions which have been prescribed since the 30th August, 
13842, for the inspection of all sugars and molasses imported 
from foreign countries, in order to prevent frauds. and to 
prevent the introduction of sugars, sirup of sugar, sirup of 
cane, or bottling sirup. under the title of molasses, or in any. 
other improper manner; and further, that he inform the Sen- 
ate whether any frauds upon the revenue (and if any, 
what) have heen attempted by importers of sugars or mo- 
lasses, or any kind of sirup. 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, it was 

Resolved, That the Commiitee .on Pensions he, and they 
are hereby, required to report on the expedicney of placing 
George West, late of company D, first regiment of the 
United States infantry, on the pension roll for disability con- 
tracted in the Florida war. 

Mr. S. also presented certain papers in support of the 
claim; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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[Continued from No. 37.] 


i Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition of C. R. Mitt of Lou- 
isiana, praying for thé confirmation of a certain tract of 
land: referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


THE DISTRICT BANKS. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the Senate bill No. 86 (to ex- 
tend the charters of the banks of the District of Columbia) 
was taken up, the question pending being on concurring in 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to amend the amendment added 
as a fourth section, by striking out the following portion 
in relation to the enforcement of individual responsibility: 
“One or more trustees shall be nominated by the directors 
of the said bank so failing, subject to the approval of the 
President of the United States, who shall give bond and 
security, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the chief justice of the circuit court of the District of 
Columbia, to such amount as the said President of the United 
States, Secretary of the Treasury, and the chief justice 
shall deem necessary ;” and to insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “On the application of such banks, or of any holder 
of the notes of the same, three trustees or receivers shall be 
appointed by the circuit court of the District of Columbia, 
being neither stockholders nor noteholders of the said bank 
or banks so failing, who shall give bond and security.” 

Mr. SEVIER objected to the alteration proposed by this 
amendment. He considered it reasonable that the directors, 
whose immediate liability was so great, should have some 
participation in the nomination of trustees. 

Mr. RUCHANAN, at so late a period of the session, was not 
disposed to enter’ into a prolonged discussion on this matter. 
The difference between the senator and himself was upon 
this question: whether trustees for the benefit of the credi- 
tors, should be chosen by the circuit court, from amongst 
competent, responsible and disinterested individuals, or 
whether the parties by whose mismanagement the failure 
has been occasioned shall be permitted to nominate the in- 
dividuals who are to wind up the concerns of the bank 
which they have mismanaged. Ifsuch a matter were re- 
ferred toa court of chancery, the court would at once 
make the selection on its own independent judgment. 
There could be no reason why the district judge should not 
have the nomination. 


Mr. SEVIER continued still of opinion that it was better 
to leave his amendment as it was, without the modification 
proposed. 

r. CRITTENDEN thought it was of very little conse- 
quence whether the modification was made or not. If 
adopted, there could be no doubt that a prudent judge 
would consult the directors as to the choice of trustees. 

Mr. MILLER did not see much difference in principle be- 
tween the modification proposed by the senator from Penn- 
sylvania and the original provision of the bill. He agreed 
with the senator from Kentucky, that there could- De no 
doubt that a prudent judge would consult the directors in 
the choice of trustees. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that, on reflection, he con- 
sidered the amendment of the senator from Pennsylvania 
more consonant to the practice of appointing trustees than 
the amendment of the senator from Arkansas. There could 
he no propriety, as there was no necessity, for mixing up 
the aftairs of these banks with the duties of the President of 
the United States. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BucHanan’s amend- 
ment of the amendment, and it was adopted. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the amendment just adopt- 
ed, by designating to whom, and for what purpose, the 
bonds should be given. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that,as a matter of course, 
that would be done by the judge of the court; but he had 
no objection to the designation proposed. 

The addition proposed by Mr. Seven was adopted, as fol- 
lows: After the words, shall gine bond and security, “to 
the Vnited States for the use of the creditors of the said 
banks.” 

Several verbal amendments, moved by Mr. MILLER and 
Mr. CHOATE, were adopted. 

On the recurrence of the question of concurring in the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole, as amended, 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered, 

The question was then taken, and resnlted—yeas 22, nays 
15—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
ton, Buchanan, Choate, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, 
Fulton, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, McDuflic, Man- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Rives, Sevier, and Wood- 


bridge—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Colquitt, Fairfield, Haywood, Huger, Lewis, 


Phelps, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury and Wright—15. 

So the amendments were concurred in. 

‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Ata subsequent stage of the proceedings, the bill, as en- 
grossed, was taken up and read a third time; and the ques- 
tion being on its passage; 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered. My. P. explained his reasons for voting against 
the bill. He should do so because he could not recognise 
the principle incorporated in the amendment adopted as a 
fourth section. Jt was utterly opposed to the true principles 
of banking, which were founded on the expectation that 
the stock would be made up of surplus capital, and held by 
men whose object was to lend money, and not to borrow it. 
The fourth section of the bill, as it now stands, he considered 
calculated to deter persons of capital from becoming stock- 
holders, and to invite mere men of straw to become direct- 
grs—for none else would incur the responsibilities, their 
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object being to become borrowers to a much larger amount 
than that of their resporsibilities. On these grounds he 
should vote against the bill. i 

Mr. MILLER rose to reply, but => 

Mr. BENTON remarked that he should move to go into 
executive session . an ` 

Mr. MILLER requested the senator would allow the 
question to be taken. He would not detain the Senate by 
the reply heintended. > ` 

The question was then taken, and resulted—y eas 22, nays 
14, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bayard, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Choate, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Henderson, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, McDutiie, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Porter, Sevier, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 


_ bridge—22. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Phelps, Semple, Tap- 
pan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—14. 


So the bill was passed. 
THE GRAMPUS, SEA GULL, JOHN ADAMS, MIS- 


SOURI, AND PEACOCK VESSELS-OF-WAR. 


The House bill No. 36, in relation to the relatives of the 
officers and crew of the United States schooner Grampus, 
was taken up as in committee of the whole, and the bill, as 
amended by the Senate when before under discussion, was 
read, including provisions for the cases of the Sea Gull, 
John Adams, and Missouri. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to include the case of the Peacock, 
lost at the mouth of the Columbia river, in the exploring 
expedition. 

Mr. BREESE objected to exempting this case from the 
rele of having a decision by court of inquiry or court mar- 
tial, to show that the claimants did not forfeit their claim by 
negligence. 

Mr. PAPPAN observed that the department had already 
investigated that matter, and that was the reason further 
inquiry seemed unnecessary; not that there was any ob- 
jection to a court martial on the part of the officers. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the amendment was so modi- 
fied as to place it within the same rule as the case of the 
Missouri. 

The amendment of Mr. Tarran, thus modified, was 
adopted. 


Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill by an additienal 
section, providing that the balance of $5,909, appearing 
against the purser of. the Grampus, on the books of the de- 
partment, and for which his securities weke now responsible, 
be remitted. Mr. E. explained that this Was a sum, as usu- 
al in all cases of vessels of war fitting out for a cruise, ad- 
vanced by the department to the purser to lay in stores for 
the crew, and to furnish money to advance them, according 
to their necessities, at such ports ag they might touch at. 
No doubt could exist that the whole amount ofthe advance 
was on board, in either money or necessaries purchased 
with it, when the vessel foundered, and that it was thus 
lost. It was notright, under those circumstances, to let the 
balance remain on the books ofthe department against the 
securities of the purser 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then reported back from the committee, and 
the amendments were concurred in, with the cxception of 
that relating to the John Adams; which, at Mr. BAYARD’S 
request, was reserved for a separate question. 

Ox tae question of concurring in the amendment relative 
to the case of the John Adams, 


Mr. BAYARD remarked that, in consequence of amend- 
ments made to the general bill, recently under discussion, 
cases of capture were excepted from its operation; and he 
conceived this case would come under that exception. He 
read from a volume of the Naval History of the United 
States a narrative of the facts connected with the case of 
the John Adams, which was burned by Commodore Morris, 
in 1814, to prevent the enemy from getting possession of it. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD contended that this was not a case of 
capture, but of the most meritorious and brilliant character. 

Mr. CHOATE advocated the cause of the John Adams. 

The reason ofthe exception in the general law was the 
danger of prospective provision for cases of capture. Even 
ifthe case of the John Adams was one of capture, which he 
contended it was not, it was not prospective: it related to a 
gallant and brilliant transaction which took place thirty 
years ago. 

This matter was debated at considerable length by Messrs. 
BAYARD, FIARFIELD, and CHOATE; after which the 
amendment was concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. HENDERSON 
moved to strike out the second section, (relating to children 
being entitled in cases where there are no widows.) Mr. 
H. proceeded for some time in explanation of his resistance 
to this extension of the pension system; but 

The CHAIR decided that the motion to strike out was not 
inorder after the Senate had’ concurred in the amendments. 

A short debate on this question of order ensued, and the 
difficulty was removed by assenting to a motion of reconsid- 
eration, by which the bill was again placed in the condition 
of haying the guestion put on concurring with the com- 
mittee of the whole in the amendments. 

Mr. IIENDERSON then moved to strike out the second 
section; and called for the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered. - 

Messrs. BAYARD and HUNTINGTON opposed the mo- 
tien to strike out. g 

On that question the yeas and nays resulted—yeas 12, 
nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Hay- 
wood, Henderson, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, and Wright—hR. i ` 


| 


NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, 
Hannegan, Huger, Huntingten, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Simmons, Tallmadge;. White, Wovdbtidge, 
and Woodbury—22. Š . 

So the second section was not stricken out. ` 

The amendments were then concurred in, and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. i 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went into execu] 
tive session; and after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned, | ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 13, 1844. 

The Journal having been read, 

MrgCAVE JOHNSON observed that this was the day to 
whicl'the resolution of thé Senate, fixing the day of the ad- 
journment of Congress, was postponed. He moved now 
to postpone the previous orders, so as to take np that reso- 
lution, and dispose of it. 

Mr. DICKINSON asked if this day was not specially 
assigned for the consideration of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER said that when the resolution came up in 
its order, it was postponed until to-day, but it was not made 
a special order. : , 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved a call of the House, which 
was agreed to: ayes 87, noes 34. 

The roll having been called by the Clerk, 175 members 
answered to their names. 

The absentees were then called, and it was ascertained that 
195 members were present. 

On motion by Mr. C. JOHNSON, all further proceedings 
under the call were dispensed with. 

The question recurring on Mr. C. Jounson’s motion, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ` i 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if this was a debatable 
question. © 

The CHAIR said that it was. 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL said that as he had one or two 
remarks to make onthe subject, he mightas well make 
them now. a -s a 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggosted to the Chair, that asthis wag 
a question relating to the priority of business, it was not 
debatable. : i 

The CHAIR remarked to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that his attention was not drawn to the state of the 
question when he told him it was a debatable one. Regu- 
larly a question of postponement is debatable; but this mo- 
tion was to postpone the business before the House, in order 
to give priority to other business. It was therefore not de- 
batable. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonxsos’s motion, 
and resulted in 137 yeas, 60 nays. j 

So the previous orders were postponed. g 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the resolution; 
and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL rose, and desired to make some 
observations on the resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped his friend from Tennessee 
would not make a specch on the subject, and then move the 
previous question, to cut off others from the same priv- 
ilege. i 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the House was perfectly familiar 
with the subject; and it was well known that, forthe last 
ten or twelve years, nearly all the business of the session 
had been done during the last few weeks, if not the last 
two weeks. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL again interposed, and said he de- 
sired, in the most friendly way, to inquire ifthe pentleman 
from Tennessee intended to- make a speech, and then to 
move the previous question. He asked for information. 

Mr, SAUNDERS asked the gentleman from Tennessee to 
give way, that he might move an amendment to strike out 
the 27th of May, and insert the 17th of June. | If the gentle- 
man from Tennessee would allow that amendment to be 
moved, he (Mr. S.) would then vote for the previous ques- 
tion. ‘ 

Mr. McKAY suggested an amendment to fix the 10th of 
June. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the gentleman from Tennes- 
see had not answered his question. s 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said, when he heard the question, and 
quiet could be restored, he would say what he intended to 
say. He should have finished long ago, if he had not been 
interrupted. 

Mr. PARMENTER said he perceived that the resolution, 
in its present form, proposed to fix the 27th of May nert for 
the adjournment; but if it passed in that shape, it would 
keep them here twelve months longer; and he wished te 
know if that was intended. (Laughter.) 

Some further conversation ensued. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved the previous question. 

On seconding the demand for the previous question, tel. 
lers were called for; and ordered; and Messrs. Brrr and 
WIstHrop were éppointed; and they reported 56 in the af 
firmative, and 112 in the negative. 

So there was no second. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to strike out the “27th of May,” 
and insert "the 17th day of June;” and asked for the previous 
question. 

Mr. C.J. INGRRSOLLI desired the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to allow him an opportunity to move an amendment 
to postpone the question altogether. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, in calling the previous question he 
had followed the example ofthe gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. C. Jounxson,] and he did not like to lose the ground he 
had got, although he was in favor of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, [noergous.] 


‘Mr INGERSOLL, then moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table...” : ; z 
MF, DIGKINS( N -called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and being taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 178, 
as follows:. k : 2 
- ` YEAS—-Messra.. Atkinson, Bayley, Belser, Benton, . 
Edward. J. Black, Reuben ¢ Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, 
Dawson, Douglass, Haralson, Hays, Holmes, Charles J. 
fogersoll;-McClermand, Payne, Rhett, Roberts, Saunders, 
Stiles, Tibbatts, and Tucker—22. g 7 
NAYS—Messrs. „Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Arrington, 
Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Bren- 
` gle, Brinkerhof, Brodhead; Milton Brown, William J. 

rown, Buffington, Burke, x 3 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Coles, Colla- 
mer; Cranston, Gross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 
cole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Fra. Florence, Foot, French, Giddin: s, Goggin, Willis 
Green, Byram Green,’ Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, ‘Hoge, Hopkins, ard, 
Hubbell, Hudson, “Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Cave John- 
son, Perley Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Edward J. Morris, 
Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, ‘Murphy, Nes, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D, Potter, Pratt, Preston, 
Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers,. Russell, St. 
Jobn,- Sample, Schenck, ‘Senter, Severance, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L, Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smithy Thomas Smit , Caleb B: 
Smith, Robert. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Whea- 
ton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—178,- , 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Housron’s amend- 
ment, > x 

Mr. BIDLACK said he hoped the gentleman from Ala- 
bama would allow his motion to be amended so that they 
might have the alternative of the 17th or the 10th. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the difference between the 10th and 
the 17th was but small; he thought it as well to adhere to his 
amendment. 

The demand for the previous question was seconded, and 
the main gestion ordered to be now put. 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and,-being taken, resulted thus—yeas 114, nays S, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Bayley, Bel- 
ser, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Brengle, Brink- 
crhoff, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Camp- 
bell, Shepherd Cary, Catlin, Causin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Dana, Dan 
iel, Darragh, R. D.Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, Doug- 
lass, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Foot, Foster, Frere t, 
Hale, Hammet, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houeton, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDow- 
ell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Newton, Nor 
ris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Pettit, Elisha R. 
Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Rathbun, David 
8. Reid, Rhett, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, St. John, 
Sample, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Slidell, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and 
Joseph A. Wright—1 14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Bower, 
Bowlin, Milton Brown, Buftington, Caldwell, Jeremiah E, 
Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Cross, Cullom, Garrett Davis, John W, Davis, Deber- 
ry. Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ficklin, Fish, 
Florence, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, C. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P, 
King, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Peyton, Phenix, 
Pollock, Rayner, Charles M. Ree , Reding, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, Strong, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton. Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Win- 
throp, William Wright, and Yost—ss. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question was then put on the resolution 
end it was agreed to without a division, 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT, 


On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, the House resolved itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Yr J. R. Ixnceasons in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill regulating arrests on mesne process in 
the District of Columbia. 

Eome verbal amendments were then made, on the motion 
of Mr Caxvreu, 

The CHAIR stated that when the committee was last in 
session, the question was pending on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hare) to strike out 
ail efter the 4th line, and insert “that hereafter no person 
shall be held to bail, or committed to custody, on any civil 
action in the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BRENGLE observed that, as he understood the dill 
with the amendment of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, it provided that nebedy should be hareaiter held to 


as amended, 


Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, - 


= 


District of Columbia. Now, the only law inthe District 
by which a defendant’s appearance can be enforced, is bya 
writ of capias.ad respondendum; so that, if the bill with the 
amendment of the gentlemanfrom New Hampshire became 
a law, it would discharge all the debtors in the District from 
their debts, except those who made voluntary payment. 

Mr. TIBBATTS regretted that he was not here on Saturday 
when this matter was. brought up. He would now (as he 
had informed the chairman of the committee) make a few 
remarks on the subject. When he arrived here, he exam- 
ined into the laws of the District, and he found them, so far- 


` as related to imprisonment for debt, in a very bad condition. 


He had been under the, impression that, under the act of 
1848, imprisonment for debt was abolished; but he found in- 
stead of that, it was left in a worse condition, so far as re- 

arded the class of citizens who most stood in need of the 
law, than under the old laws. It seemed that, by a construc- 
tion given to that law by the courts here, the act of 1843 did 
not apply to debts under fifty dollars; and it appeared to 
him that ifany class of citizens ‘should receive the benefits 
of that law, it was those owing sums under $50, for they 
were generally laboring men whose families conJd not sub- 


sist without their support. Finding this to be the case, he - 


had, at the early part of the session, introduced a bill exact- 
ly similar to the law as it now existed in his State (Kentuc- 
ky) on that subject. Mr. T. then handed up to the Clerk 
the act of the Kentucky Legislature of December, 1821, on 
the subject of arrests for debt; and it was read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

He thought, in introducing such a bill, he should meet 


“the wishes of his constituents, if they understood the state 


of the case here, they having themselves had such a Jaw 
for near a quarter ofa century. It would be seen the legis- 
lature of Kentucky struck at once at the doctrine of im- 
prisonment for debt—holding his property and not his liber- 
ty for the discharge of his debts. He (Mr. T.) held that a 
man could not barter away his liberty;and that the gov- 
ernment could not do it, except for crime. 

He then quoted largely from a letter from the Secretary 
of State, furnishing statistics of persons imprisoned in 
this District, and the very small number that was charged 
with being fraudulent. He knew whena man became em- 
barrassed, acensorious world weuld charge fraud upon the 
debtor; but by the returns which he held in his hand, out of 
many that were imprisoned, it was shown that but a very 
smali number had heen charged as fraudulent; and the in- 
stances were very rare in which the accusation of fraud was 
sustained. Inthe year 1834, there were 1098 males and 3 
females imprisoned in the county of Washington; and of 
that number there was but one solitary individual charged 
with fraud. In the same year there were 54 males and }fe- 
male impisoned in Alexandria, and not a single allegation of 
fraudin the whole. He furnished similar statements for 
other years, ofa like character, and concluded that branch 
of his statement with the remark that, of 5,000 persons 
imprisoned for debt, but 3 had been declared to be fraudue 
lent debtors; But to show the oppression which was en- 
dured under this law of imprisonment for debt—alaw which 
neither benefited debtor nor creditor—hejquoted statements 
of persons imprisoned for small amounts, the period of their 
incarceration, and the amount paid by the creditor as pris- 
on fees. In one case, a person was imprisoned fifty-six 
days for adébt of $23 63; the creditor, on whose suit the 
debtor was imprisoned, paid $20 40 prisonifees; and the debt 
was lost after all. Many other such cases he quoted. He 
further stated that two colored persons had been imprisoned 
for debt, and being unable to pay, they were. sold to satisfy 
their creditor—two human beings, declared free, were sold 
into slavery for the payment of a small debt, which they 
were unable to liquidate; and this he held to be contrary to 
the spirit of our institutions. He spoke st some length in 
ee ofthe immediate abolition of so barbarous a legal 
remedy. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. FISH offered an amendment, by which fraudulent 
debtors would be subject to imprisonment; but in all other 
cases he favored the abolition. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the Kentucky bill, which had 

been read by the Clerk, as a substitute for the bill before 
the committee. _ 
, Mr. ATKINSON inquired if the gentleman from Kentucky 
intended to abolish imprisonment on final judgment. g 
__ Mr. TIBBATTS replied that his intention was to abolish 
mpriionment for debt in all cases, and subject the property 
only to the payment of debt. 

Mr. ATKINSON said-he was opposed toa law by which 
a creditor would be prevented holding his debior in custody 
until he surrendered his property; and he spoke at some 
length in support of his views. Jf you (continued 
Mr. A) pass this law, and abolish the right of the 
creditor to take in execution the body of the defend- 
ant, you will put it in the power of the debtor to sell 
his property, and put the money in his pocket, and pre- 
vent the creditor from recovering, although he may be 
well able to pay. Where was the hardship, so long as 
the debtor was enabled to discharge himself from imprison- 
ment by taking the oath of insolvency? 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he was not very well acquainted 
with the lawsof this District; but he would ask how it hap- 
pened that two persons had been sold in this District? 

Mr. ATKINSON said he was not aware of the existence 
of any Jaw by which this could be done. ye 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would refer the gentleman to the 
law on this subject. i 

ra G. sent the statute to the Clerk to be read, aid it was 
read, 

. Mr. ATKINSON eaid the statute just read had no rela- 
vancy to the, pointin issue: It referred only to blacks— 
& subject on which the mind of the gentleman seemed con- 
stantly to dwell. The gentleman reminded him of a young 
lady whose thoughts were tixed upon matrimony—contrar 
to the habits ofthe ladies generally, he supposed—and ‘the 
gentleman who sat beside her remarked that the evening 
was cloudy. “Why, sir, she said, just as papa pleases; if 
he is willing I am.” H 
The great question now was as to the right of property. 
He had known, in his own State, a man to remain incar- 


£4 cersted for twelve months fora dabt which ha was able to 


bail, or be committed to custody, ina civil action, inthe ` 


non-resident defendants, who did not reside in the 


ay ten times over; and being able to pay, there was no 
hardshi “whatever in permitting his imprisonment so 
long as he- refused to surrender his property. He did not 
ropose that they should seize a man and sell him, 
But that he might be taken in execution, unless he 
would surrender his property. In such case he would not 
be compelled to remain.in prison one single hour. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he would prefer that the vote should 
he taken, for he was anxious that the business should 
rogress as speedily as possible; he would therefore refrain 
from detaining the committee with any remarks. 
The question was then taken on the amendment, and de- 
ided in the negative. fe 7 
. Me: BELSER proposed the following amendments: to 
strike out all after the word “Columbia,” in the fourth line, 
down to “discharged,” in the thirteenth line, and insert the 
following: , 
“Unless the party desiring to hold another to bail shall 
first make an affidavit, in writing, before some competent 
authority, which shall be filed with the papers in the cause, 
stating the amount owing to him by bond, note; or open 
account, or as the case may be, after allowing to him all 
just set-off; and that the person thus indebted to him is a 
resident of the District of Columbia, and that he has fraud- 
ulently withheld his money or effects or property from the 
payment of his just debts; and any person thus held to bail, 
under this act, may discharge himself from arrest, by 
making affidavit, before some competent authority, which 
shall Ukewise be filed with the papers in the cause, stating 
that he has no effects in money, goods, or other property, 
above fifty dollars, in his possession, or in the possession of 
any other person subject to his control,.and to the payment 
of his debts.” 


And the following, to come in as a proviso at the end of 
the bill: ` 

“And provided further, That so much of this act as pro- 
vides for imprisonment by final process shall not a ply A 
istric 
of Columbia at the time that the original debt was con. 
tracted.” i 


Mr. B. was opposed, as much as any man was, to im- 
prisonment for debt, but he was not disposed to license a 
debtor to defraud his creditor. He would have them both 
pieced upon an equality, as far as this could be accom. 

ished. 
$ Mr. CAMPBELL made some observations in opposition to 
the amendments; after which, 

Mr. BELSER consented to withdraw the amendments. 


Mr. RATHBUN offered an amendment, striking out the 
word “civil.” and inserting after the word “actions” the 
words “arising from contracts expressed or implied, except 
Contracts of marriage or debts fraudulently contracted.” 


Mr. CAMPBELL suggested that the amendment was not 
in order, being in substance the same that was offered by the 
gentleman’s colleague, [My, Fiss.) 

The CHAIR said the amendment was not in order. 

Mr. JONES of Tennessee offered an amendraent striking 
out all after the enacting clause, and inserting the words 
“all laws now in force in the District of Columbia author- 
izing imprisonment for debt are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. RATHBUN said he should prefer that amendment to 
the bill as it now-stood. Civil actions (Mr. R. said) em- 
braced actions for assault and battery, trover, and other 
wrongs done to persons and property; and he was not for 
abolishing imprisonment for such wrongs. He-was willing 
to abolish imprisonment for debt, but nòt to relieve a man 
from imprisonment who commits a wrong on persons or 
property. Imprisonment for debt was abolished in most of 
the States, but in none of them was imprisonment abolished 
for wrongs done to persons or property. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and it was 
rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment providing that 
hereafter no female shall be imprisoned for debt. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he had no objection to the amend- 
ment, but there was already a law existing which exempted 
females from imprisonment for debt. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding. “nor shall any other person be imprisoned 
on any debt contracted out of the limits of the District.” 

After a few remarks from Mr. ATKINSON in opposition 
to the amendment, it was rejected. 


Mr. GIDDINGS offered an arnen¢ment providing that no 
person shall be imprisoned under the pretence oi being a 

ugitive slave, provided that nothing herein shall be so con- 
strued as to repeal the act of 1793, in relation to the arrest 
of fugitives from justice and fugitives from labor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL appealed to the gentleman from Ohio to 
withdraw his amendment. This rill was the nearest ap- 
proach to ie tree imprisonment for debt, and was in ac 
cordance with the feelings of humanity; and he hoped the 
gentleman would reserve bis amendment for the bi lin re- 
ation to that subject when it came up. 

Mr. GIDDINGS declined withdrawing his amendment, 
He was willing. in accordance with the fe lings of humani- 
ty, to abolish imprisonment for debt; but the principle in- 
volved in his amendment was equally in accorcance with 
humanity. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, My. GIDDINGS, and Mr. ATKINSON, 
entered into some. explanations. 

Mr. ATKINSON was opposed to a provision which 
would forbid the arrest of his fugitive slave ifhe should fly 
to the District of Columbia. Š 

Mr. J. W. WRIGHT and Mr. SAUNDERS continued the 
debate. 

Mr, STEWART of Pennsyivania entreated the gentle. 
man from Ohio to withdraw His amendment, and ellow the 
business to proceed . 

Mr. GIDDINGS did not comply. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

, Mr. GIDDINGS called for a division, and 13 only voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. GIDDINGS insisted on the negative being taken; and 
enacount the Chairman announced 81 in the negative— 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL asked that the messenger be sent to 
the post office to call the members in. 
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Mr WELLER. objected to any proceedings without a 
quorum. 
. The committee accordingly rose, and the Chairman re- 
ported to the House that the committee had found itself 
without a quorum. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved a call of the House. i 
Mr. STEENROD called for the yeas and nays thereon, 
aid they were ordered; and being taken, were yeas 81, nays 


So the call was ordered. . 
» Mr. PARMENTER moved that all further proceedings in 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. r 
, On motion of Mr. HAMMET, the House again resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, and proceeded with 
the consideration of the bill for the abolishment of impris- 
onment for debt. 

The pending question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Gippinas, 

The question was taken, and decided in the negative. 
‘No further amendment being proposed, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the. House. 


ACT OF INCORPORATION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee take up the 
bill to amend the act incorporating the inhabitants of the 
city of Washington. \ 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved as an amendment that the bill 
for repairing Pennsylvania avenne be taken up. 

The question was first taken on Mr. Camprexi’s motion, 
and—by yeas 62, nays 56-—was decided affirmatively. 

_ Mr. WINTHROP suggested that the bill be read by sec- 
tions. The first section having been read, 

Mr. CHILTON proposed a substitute for the whole bill. 
It embodied, he said, precisely the same principles.in small- 
er space. 

Mr. PAYNE remarked that if the bills were the same he 

could see no necessity for substituting one for the other. 
_ Mr. McCAUSLEN said there had been two bills prepared 
in convention of the citizens. One was called emphatically 
the people’s bill; that one he desired should be substituted 
for the one before the committee in case any substitution 
was made. 

Mr. CHILTON moved, as a substitute, the charter agreed 
on at the convention of city delegates chosen to consider 
that subject. i ; 

Mr. WELLER suggested that it was not in order to move 
a substitute till the bill reported by the committee had been 
read through. 

Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk commenced reading the bill, and had read but 
afew pages, when he was interrupted by 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dickens, their Secre- 
tary, stating that that body had passed a bill to, recharter 
the banks of the District of Columbia, and asking the con- 
currence of the House. 

F The SreazerR having taken the chair, the bill was read 
wice. 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL rnoved to refer it to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. and to print it. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr SUMMERS said if that motion was persisted in he 
should move a cali of the House. 

Mr. WELLER said the motion would unquestionably be 
persisted in, He understood that bill vety well. 

Mr. SUMMERS then moved a call of the House; which 
motion was negatived—aycs 44, noes 72. 

Pending the above question, 

Mr. KENNEDY of maryland asked ifthis proceeding was 
‘in order while the House was in committee. 

The CHAIR. cons d the proceeding irregular; but it 
was understood to be by general consent. The Chair sng- 

ested that the proceedings be suspended, and that the 
Touse again resolve itself into a Committee of the W hole. 

Messrs. CAMPBELL and WELLER by agreement with- 
drew their motions. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the bill be printed. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that if any motion was enter- 
tained. he would renew the motion to lay the bill on the ta- 
‘ble. The bill must be considered as if it had just come from 
the Senate, and no action had taken place on it. He would, 
however, agree to having the bill referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

fter some further conversation, 
Cn motion by Mr. VINTON, 
The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of James B. Crabtree and 
71 others, citizens of Smyth county, in the State of Virginia, 
„preying for the establishment of certain mail-routes. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of the members of 
the bar in Kane county, IHirois, for establishing a new dis- 

trict for the ted States couris in IHinois, said courts to 
be held ai Chi : referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. The petition fora mailroute from Blue fsland via 
Bachelors Grove and Hadley, to Juliet. The petition for a 
mail-route from Belvidere to Roscoe: referred to the Com- 
miitee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The petition for 
a mailroute from Napierville, in Dupage county, via Oswe- 
go, Yorkville, and Newark to Ottowa, in Lasalle county: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Mr. W. called up the papers of Jared Buckingham 
from the files of the Committee on Pensions, for the session 
of 1536 and 1837, and had them referred to the present Pen- 
sion Committec. 

By Mr.J. FHOM 


SON: A petition of John Giheylen, of 
Monroe county, Mississippi, praying to be refunded a sum 
of money for a cert tract of land in said State, which was 
not subject to entry, and for which he can obtain no patent: 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of the heirs ond legal 
-representatives of J. R. Granger, for confirmation of title to 
800 arpens of land on Bayou Plaquemine Brule, in the coun- 
ty of Opelousas, Louisiana. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of John Miller, Oliver Whit- 
‘aker, and 2! others, citizens of Stark county, in the State of 

lunais, praying the establishment of a mail route from 


Peoria, in the county of Peoria, via Mount Hawley, Prince- i 


vilie, Wyoming, Toulon, Wethersfield, Cambridgë, Gen- 
eseo, Sharon, and Crandell’s Ferry, to Fulton city in 
Whiteside county, in said State of Illinois. The petition of 
John Finley and 25 others, citizens of Stark county, in the 
State of Illinois, asking for a mail route from Peoria, in the 
county of Peotia, via Mount Hewley, Princeville, Toulon, 
Wethersfield, Cambridge, Geneseo, Sharon, and Crandall’s 
Ferry, to Fulton city, in Whiteside county, in said State of. 
lllingis: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, i 
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Mr. SEMPLE presented a memorial from Rob- 
ert Marrow, and sundry other citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the establishment of a national armory 
at Massac, in that State: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Billy 
Brown, a colored man, and citizen’ of the United 
States, now residing at Portland, Maine, represent- 
ing that he served during the war on board the 
American ship Alliance, and was wounded in the 
action between that vessel and the L’Insurgent, and 
prays Congress to grant him a pension: referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Eras- 
tus Miller and others, of Albany, New York, pray- 
ing that a law may be passed authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to commute the sentence 
of David Babe, alias William Brown, condemned to 
be hung for an alleged act of piracy or murder: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented a remonstrance from 


sundry citizens of Wayne connty, Indiana, without 


distinction of party, against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States: referred to the -Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would, on to- 


morrow, ask leave to bring ina bill to grant to the 


States of Indiana and Ilinois a portion of the unsold 
lands in the Vincennes land district, for the comple- 
tion of the Wabash and Erie canal. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House for the relief of John Miller. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of Robert Mills, 
praying for an examination of the plan devised by 
him for facilitating trigonometrical surveys, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported in favor of printing of eight maps accompa- 
nying the plan for improving the Ohio river at the 
falls. 

Mr. SEVIER opposed the printing of these maps 
as involving a useless expenditure of money. 

Messrs. SIMMONS and MOREHEAD advoca- 
ted the printing of the maps on the ground that the 
were necessary to elucidate the report of the engi- 


` neer department, called for by Congress. 


Mr. WHITE desired to examine into the charac- 
ter of the plats proposed to be printed; and with 
that view, on his motion, the subject was laid on 
the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from citizens 
of Albemarle county, Virginia. remonstrating against 
any change of the existing tariff until experience had 
demonstrated that an alteration of its provisions 
was necessary; also, a memorial of the same 
character from Fluvanna county, Virginia; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Printing, 
introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, That 1,500 copies be ordered to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. of the report containing an account of 
the changes and modifications of the commercial system of 
other nations, communicated to Congress in December last, 
by the Secretary of State, in compliance with the act of Con- 
gress of August 16, 1842. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, laid on the table for 
examination. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the subject 
of regulating the offences committed on the high seas 
according to their degree of criminality, reported a 
bill supplementary to an act entitled “An act to con- 
tinuc in force an act to protectthe commerce of the 
United States, and punish the crime of piracy, 
and also to make further provision for the punish- 
ment of the crime of piracy,” passed May 15, 1820; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the petitition of Henry 


Smith, of Sweetwater, praying permission to: bring 
certain slaves from Texas into the United States, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of persons residing within 
the reputed limits of the States. of Arkansas. and 
Lonisiana, beyond the boundary line between the 
United States and the republic of Texas as estab- 
lished by the commissioners appointed to ascertain 
the same; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. , i 

Mr. SEVIER gave notice that he would call this 
bill up for consideration to-morrow, or at least to 
have a vote taken upon it. i s 

Several adverse reports of the standing commit- 
tees on private claims were taken up and concurred 
in by the Senate. 

NEW PENSION BILL. ` 

The bill entitled An act for the relef of the 
widows and orphans of the officers, seamen and ma~- 
rines who were lost on board. of the United States 
schooner Grampus, and for other purposes, was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Robert Maguire, praying remuneration for losses 
sustained, and injuries received by him, while in the 
military service of the United States, during the late 
war; Which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. i 


SOLICITOR OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

The bill to arñend the act entitled An act to reor- 
ganize. the General Land Office, (being a` bill to 
abolish the office of the Solicitor of the General 
Land Office,) was taken up for consideration as in 
committee of the whole. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the words “the passage of this act,” 
and to insert the words “the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress;” so that the bill shall 
not go into effect until after the adjournment of the 

resent session of Congress. My. H. said his ob- 
ect was that, in being called upon to vote for the 
ill, he should not be called upon to legislate an im- 
dividual out of office. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that the amend- 
ment was a subject of no strong objection. Put 
with regard to the objection of the senator from 
North Carolina to legislating an individual out of of+ 
fice, he would only say that the term for which the 
present incumbent was appointed had expired long 
ago. He preferred that the amendment should not 
prevail. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that some slight 
opportunities which he had had of observing the dus 
ties of this officer had induced him to doubt the pro-s 
priety of its abolition. It might have been rendered 
very useless—he did not deny that. The most ime 
portant offices under the government might be ren- 
dered useless by incompetent officers. THe did not 
pretend to say whether this had been the i 
gard to the office of solicitor to the Ge 
Office; but he was sure that if it had failed 
was not because the office was not a 
ry one, but because the oficer had 
competent, or had not properly 
his duty. \ tt 
office of Attorney Gereral had satisfied him 
that this office was one of great utility; that even 
with the assistance of this officer, the Attorney 
General was burdened with so mach business that 
it was impossible for him to pay adue regard to 
all the arduous duties of his office. In fact no offi 
cer was so necessary an auxiliary to the Attorney 
General as the solicitor of the land office; and he 
thought that every man who looked into the duties 
of this officer would be fully persuaded that many 
difficult and perplexing questions arose—questions 
beyond the competency of the ordinary clerks, and 
beyond the legal competency of an otherwise very 
competent commissioner of the land office. 

The most perplexing questions arose in re 
the purchase and stipulations concerning t 
titles of lands, especially where tran re 
made from one individual to another. Complicated 


| necessa- 
not been 
discharged 
A very short experience in the 


questions of this kind, between the transferers and 


by some 


transferees, arose, which were to be judged 
officer of the government; andif the A 
eral attended ever so perfectly to the higher duties 
of hisstation, he could not pay due attention to ali 
these. With every disposition to abolish needless 
otices, he could not consider this of that character- 
There might have been needless officers in it; but 
that did not render the office itselfa sinecure. If 
asearch was made there could be found many use- 
ful offices, against which the same complaints, se 


506 


i 


tö those conducting them, could. be made. 
position was ‘now. made to abolish this office. He 
considered it a- necessary office, and one which 
ought to be retained. ` 

`. Mr. WOODBRIDGE, in reply to the remarks of 
the senator from Kentucky, {Mr. Crirrenpen,] 
said he was decidedly of opinion that there was 
nothing more fatal to the prosperity of the country 
than an inefficient discharge of the duties of the 
public land office. These questions of title were 
subject to great difficulties; and such were the im- 
perfections of language, that it was an extremely 
arduous matier to’ put a proper construction upon 
them. They should be investigated with great cau- 
tion; and all. the necessary guards adopted for the 
attainment of the desired object. The committee, 
however, could do nothing ‘more’ than they had 
done. It was stated that-this office was a mere sine- 
eure; that, after seven years’ experience, it was 
found that no good had grown out of it, but evil 
rather than good. While he attested the high im- 
portance of the-office, he could not countenance the 


continuance of it, unless the land-office system: was- 


materially modified. The office might be retained; 
but it should not be retained unless that department 
was reorganized.‘ Experience was better than all 
reasoning in this matter. The office, for a long 
time, had been utterly useless, and had produced 
confusion instead of good. However, he had no 
feeling in the matter one way or another; and it 
was only because it devolved upon him in the per- 
formance of his duty that he had stated the grounds 
of his objections, f 

Mr. BARROW did not intend to detain the Sen- 
ate by saying anything upon this subject, having 
said all he had to say when the bill was up hereto- 
fore. He only now rose for the purpose of asking 
the senator from New Hampshire, EMr. Woopsu- 
RY,] who had filled the office of Secretary of the 
‘Treasury for some time, to state to the Senate his 
views upon the subject. When he (Mr. B.) had 
the honor of addressing the Senate before, he stated 
it as his opinion that the Attorney General of the 
United States, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
had not time to investigate the several cases which 
came up. He was gratified to find that he had been 
seconded in his views concerning the duties of the 
Attorncy General by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Carrrenpasy? end e asked the senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsury} to give his 
views to the Senate upon that point relating to the 
assistance derived from that officer by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and such other points as the sub- 
ject might suggest, 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, as his experience 
had been appealed to by the Senator from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Barrow,] he would remark that although the 
opinion of the present commissioner of the land 
office, and of the Secretary of the Treasur , was in 
favor of the abolition of the office, he could say that 
his own experience, from the year 1834 to the year 
1839, satisfied him that at that time the immense 
quantity of business in the land office rendered the 
office of solicitor not only necessary and proper, but, 
in the hands of the very able western lawyers who 
had administered it, particularly useful and efficient. 
During the first portion of that period, the late sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. McRozerrs] was the in- 
cumbent, and subsequently another very eminent 
lawyer; and so satisfactorily did they investigate 
the cases referred to them, that in most instances 
their opinions were concurred in by the depart- 
ments. The commissioner of the land office, who 
was the first investigator of cases of reference, was 
not of necessity a lawyer; and such was the impor- 
tance and the intricacies of the questions, that the 
claimants, not satisfied with his opinion, evenif he 
were a lawyer, appealed from his decision to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and even if he were a 
lawyer, and gave his opinion against them, they 
appealed to the President of the United States, 
looking to the decision of the Attorney General as 
the last resort. 

it seemed to be extremely necessary, therefore, 
that there should be an officer in the department 
whose exclusive duty it should be to examine into 
these questions of title. He had no doubt that, in 
the hands of an efficient western lawyer, well ac- 
quainted with the land claims, and the laws by 
which they were governed, the office would be 
found of very great importance and value to the 
government. As to the person in whose hands it 
had been when the commissioner and Secretary of 
the Treasury came to their decision as to the capa- 
bility of the individual, or whether the office had 
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been rendered nugatory by his incompetency, he ¢ 


knew nothing, and therefore could express no opin- 
ion; not being acquainted with the circumstances of 
the case. . 

Mr. JOHNSON inquired of the honorable sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsory] 
whether, when at the head of the-Treasury Depart- 
ment, he was obliged to refer to the Attorney Gen- 


eral for his opinion? The office of Solicitor to the ` 


General. Land Office was worse than useless; 
gnd he was decidedly of opinion that it ought to be 
olished. : s 


‘Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to make a single 
statement. He thought his friend from Louisiana 
could not’ have had much experience in relation to 
this matter. The Attorney General formed his 
opinion upon a statement of facts investigated by 
the solicitor. What mere clerk was competent to 
investigate this statement of facts? The Attorney 
General was not obliged to look into them; but it 
was upon the statement of facts made to him that 
he formed hisopinion. It was not a part of his du- 
ty to go into the facts themselves. 
missioner of the Land Office was equally incompe- 
tent.to attend to this duty if he paid proper attention 
to the other duties of his station, He might be a very 
excellent commissioner, without being an able law- 
yer. ‘It required an able lawyer to perform this 
duty of solicitor. He believed his salary was much 
less than that of the solicitor of the treasury. 

Mr. PORTER said from his seat. $1,500 less. 
One got $3,500 a year, the other $2,000. 


Mr. JOHNSON would respectfully ask the sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvry] wheth~ 
er the duties of the solicitor of the treasury were 
such as that these questions might be referred to 
him? 

Mr. WOODBURY replied that the solicitor of 
the treasury was not a western man; and it was 
utterly impossible for any but a lawyer profession- 
ally educated in the West, among these titles, to be- 
come qualified to decide upon claims, involving dif- 
ficult questions such as occurred. ý 


Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had no personal 
knowledge upon this subject; and he relied upon the 
information of those who were conversant with it. 
There was before the Senate proof that these land 
claims were constantly before the government; that 
they involved questions of great moment; and that 
the Attorney General could not go into the titles ot 
them all. ‘There was also the testimony of the for- 
mer Secretary of the Treasury, whose opinion was 
ofgreat weight. It was proposed, and this bill pro- 
vided, that the duties of this office, which were now 
performed by the solicitor, should be performed by 
the recorder, or such other person as the Commis- 
sioner of the? land office should designate. Wh 
do this? Ifthe office of solicitor was not wante 5 
and there was to be no inquiry into these matters, 
why not strike that provision from the bill altogether? 
Why put an officer of this grade in, to fulfil his 
own duties and the duties of solicitor? He 
questioned whether we should not soon be 
called upon to make an appropriation. Sup- 
pose the recorder performed the duties of solicitor, 
would he not have to be paid for his extra duties? 
By-and-by, Congress would be called upon to 
make an appropriation; unless, indeed, persons were 
employed who were mere clerks, and who were not 
capable of performing the duty. It was much more 
advisable and expedient that the duties should be 
performed, as heretofore, by some person in whom 
the public had confidence. 

The discussion was further continued by Messrs. 
SEVIER, BREESE, JOHNSON, and WOOD- 
BRIDGE, who maintained that the office was now 
a perfect sinecure, and should be abolished; and h 
Messrs. CRITTENDEN and WOODBURY in op- 
position to the bill, maintaining that the office was 
necessary; and that it was an important office if it 
was filled by a competent person. 

Mr. HAY WOOD gave his reasons why he could 
not vote for the bill in its present shape—maintain- 
ing that, although Congress had the right to abolish 
the office, it could not legislate a man out of office. 
He argued that this bill was one merely to legislate 
A B out of office, and to confer his duties upon 
some other individual. He would vote for the bill 
if it was amended; if it was not amended, he would 
not vote for it, because he could not do so without 
violating his conscience. : 

- The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 


And so the Com-' 


without amendment, and the question being on its 


sment, ; , ; 
le. ATHERTON observed that, having submit- 


- ted the resolution upon which this bill was founded, 


he would very briefly state that it arose from a con- 
viction that: the office of solicitor of the land office 
was no. longer necessary. The committee of the 
House of Representatives had, last Congress, re- 
ported that the. office was useless and ought to be 
abolished. Whether a bill to that effect had 
or had not been acted upon by the House, he did 
not know; but sufficient grounds were adduced in 
the committee’s report to satisfy him that the con- 
clusion at which it arrived was correct, and that the 
public service could suffer no detriment by abolish- 
ing the office. He was induced to introduce the 
resolution because the office at the time was vacant, 


_ the Senate having rejected the nomination of the 


person’ appointed during the recess. The office 
after that rejection was, to all intents and purposes, 
vacant. The question, therefore, could not arise 
of legislating a man out of office; for it was merely 
a question of abolisning a vacant office. The reso- 
lution having been referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, that committee, through a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
received a letter from the Commissioner of Public 
Lands, giving the most satisfactory reasons for the 
proposed abolition, and showing that the duties 
of the office could be performed by his clerks 
without augmentation. The committee, in. con- 
formity with this evidence, reported the present 
bill, with a strong recommendation in its favor. Jt 
was very well known that, from time to time, in- 
cessent applications were pouring into Congress 
from the executive departments, calling for addition- 
al clerks and officers to transact the public business, 
but he believed this was the first instance on re- 
cord of one of the departments recommending the 
abolition of an office. It would be strange indeed if 
Congress, which had_ heretofore yielded so readily 
to the solicitations of the departments for the aug- 
mentation of offices, should now resist the only 
recommendation coming from the same quarter for 
the retrenchment or abolition of an office. It 
would show that Congress was making very little 
progress in that reform which the country was led 
to expect. He had risen merely to call for the yeas 
and nays on the question of engrossment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas 25, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. . Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bates, Ben- 
ton, Breese; Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hen- 
derson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, McDutftie, Pearce, 
Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, 
Woodbridge, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Barrow, Berrien, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Haywood, Huntington, 
milen, Morehead, Phelps, Rives, White, and Woodbury 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

Mr. BARROW rose, but, after a few words in 
an under tone between him and senators around 
him, gave way, and 

Mr. EVANS moved to take up the Senate joint 
resolution of adjournment, as amended by the 
House. 

The resolution was accordingly taken up, and 
the amendment was read, substituting the 17th of 
June for the 27th of May, as the day of adjourning 
the present session sine die. 

Mr. EVANS was very sorry the House had not 
seen fit to agree to the resolution of the Senate to 
adjourn on the 27th of May; but he believed it was 
under a misapprehension that the Senate was some- 
what behind hand in its business, which was not the 
fact. On explaining the matter to members of the 
House since, he found there was a disposition to 
agree to a nearer day than the 17th, and he there- 
fore should now move to amend the amendment of 
a House by substituting the 3d for the 17th of 

une. 

Mr. BARROW apprehended this motion to 
amend the amendment of the House would lead to 
debate. He had given way to the senator from 
Maine, under the impression that it was his purpose 
in taking up the resolution to concur in the amend- 
ment of the House; but if he had understood that it 


‘was the intention of the senator to move this amend- 


ment he certainly would have carried out his object 
in rising, by moving to go into executive session. 
Mr. EVANS considered the resolution the prop- 
er business, and one most necessary to dispose of 
without delay, both the Senate and the House hav- 
ing come to the conclusion of adjourning within a 
tme not now very distant. x% 


Mr. BARROW, foreseeing the amendment would 
lead to debate, should. move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN) begged the senator from 

Louisiana would allow him to make the suggestion 
that the amendment might not lead to debate. If the 
time of adjournment were now fixed, both Houses 
‘would work up to it, and more business would be 
done. Should the amendment lead to discussion, 
he for one would consent: to lay the resolution on 
the table for to-day. ; 

Mr. BARRO consented to suspend his mo- 
tion, on condition that the vote would be taken at 
once. 


would be made; for he apprehended if the resolution 
was sent back to the House, the question of ad- 
journment would be opened up, and the whole mat- 
ter would be at sea again. He felt confident, if the 
amendment of the senator from Maine prevailed, the 
House would open up the discussion, and probably 
the session might be protracted for months. The 
House was best judge of the time necessary to ac- 
complish its own business; and having fixed upon 
the 17th of June, he saw no sufficient reason for not 
concurring onthe part of the Senate. | 

Mr. WALKER assured the Senate that if the 
resolution was proceeded with now it would lead to 
discussion. It was a resolution which could not, 
under existing circumstances, be disposed of with- 
out considerable debate. He should himself be com- 
pelled to debate it, in view of important matters to 
be disposed of before the adjournment could take 


lace. 

p Mr. BARROW requested that, such being the 
senator’s intention, he should renew the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. WALKER, in accordance with this request, 
moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

The vote was taken on this motion by ayes and 
noes, and resulted—ayes 24, noes 16. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row move, at the earliest opportunity, to take up the 
resolution. 

` On motion of Mra-BARROW, the Senate then 
proceeded to the ‘consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. =e 


——— 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 14, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DAWSON, by leave, presented a resolution 
of the legislature of the State of Louisiana, request- 
ing the senators and representatives from said State 
in the Congress of the United States to procure a 
survey of the mouth of Red river, and earnestly 
urge an appropriation to be made to remove the im- 
pediments now existing in said river; which resolu- 
tion was committed toa Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole 
House onthe state of the Union on House Dill “to amend 
and continue in force the act to incorporate the inhabitants 
of the city of Washington.” shall cease at half after 12 
o'clock this day, and the committee shall then lay aside the 
said bill, with such amendments as mày be agreed upon, to 
be reported to the House. 


Mr. CAMPBELL inquired what was the situa- 
tion of the bill for rechartering the banks of the 
District, which came from the Senate yesterday. 

The SPEAKER replied that the bill was upon 
the Speaker's table, and would come up in its order 
after the expiration of the morning hour. $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he was extremely desir- 
ous that that bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and he would therefore move, if 
jt were the proper course, to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be read a second time. 
And before the House voted upon that motion, he 
requested them to review the history of the transac- 
tions of the last two days. On the first day set 
apart for the consideration of District business, he 
moved to take up the House bill for extending the 
charters of the banks, considering it one of the most 
important bills that had been referred to the com- 
mittee, and the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. C. 
Jouxson,] when the clerk was about to read the bill, 
objected on the ground that a bill of a similar char- 
acter was under consideration in the Senate. What 
was the inference to be drawn from the gentleman’s 
objection? Was it not that so soon as the Senate 
bill should be communicated to this House, he 


Mr. RIVES expressed a hope that no amendment A 
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would be willing that the subject should’ be consid- | 
ered? But what was the course of the gentleman 
yesterday? When there was a packed House the 
gentleman moved to lay the bill upon the table. 

Upon his motion for reconsideration, Mr. C. 
asked for the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON desired the gentleman from 
South Carolina to explain what he meant by saying 
that there was a packed House. If the gentleman 
meant to impute to him a desire to take any unfair 
advantage, he made a charge which was utterly un- 
true. ` 

Mr. HARDIN remarked that the previous ques- 
tion had been demanded, and debate was therefore 
out of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he had made no charge, 
buthe would withdraw his call for the previous 
question, at the request of the gentleman, on condi- 
tion that he would renew it. f 

Mr. JOHNSON said he had always been opposed 
to the bill, and would endeavor to defeat its passage, 
but not by indirect means. He did not want the, 
time of the House to be occupied twice on the same 
subject. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL renewed his demand for the 
previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question (on 
the reconsideration) was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay the bill upon the table; 
and upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered, and being taken resulted thus: 
yeas 70, nays 94. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on Mr. CamPgELL’s motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was order- 
ed to be read a second time, and was decided in the 
affirmative. 

The bill being then upon its second reading was 
read a second time; and, on motion of 

Mr. CAMPBELL, was referred to the Committee 
‘of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, the bill was 
then referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


CHARTER OF THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incersoty in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill to 
renew the charter of the city of Washington. 

The bill having been read through— 

Mr. CAMPBELL offered an amendment, pre- 
scribing the payment of a poll tax as a qualification 
for voting at elections. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana opposed the amendment 
on the ground that many qualified voters might be 
passed over by the assessors. He was for the un- 
limited right of suffrage, and opposed to any re- 
striction whatever. - 

Mr. HAMLIN also opposed the amendment. 
He would have no other qualification for a voter 
but that he should be in possession of his reason. 

For the reasons which he had given, he should go 
to expunge everything from the bill that would im- 
pose any restriction on the exercise of the suffrage. 
He desired that every white male citizen of 21 years 
of age should have the right to vote; and if any dis- 
tinction at all were made, let it be one of intelligence 
and not of dollars and cents. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN instituted a comparison be- 
tween two bills, one now before the committee, and 
one which he was understood to say would be offered 
as a substitute for itin the Senate. He advocated 
that which he designated “the people’s bill,”—a bill 
got up by the people of this District, and one which 
he deemed well calculated to promote the interests 
of the people. 

Mr. CHILTON related some proccedings of the 
committee to whom this subject had been referred, 
and the result of some interviews had with com- 
mittees coming from the people, to show that it was 
the desire of even those that had been the advocates 
of universal suffrage, that the suffrage should be 
denied to those who pay neither poll nor property 
tax. He hoped this committee would accede to the 
voice of the people, and not attempt to carry out 
systems which prevail in the States in favor of which 
the people of this District had not spoken. 

Mr. G. W. JONES knew not what portion or pro- 
portion of the people approved this charter, but the 
only principle he could recognize was that of the 
largest liberty. He would extend the suffrage to 
every white inhabitant of the age of 21 years. “That 
was the system pursued in the West, from which 


he came, where the poorest freeman could vote 
equally with the most lordly aristocrat. 

The Chairman here arinounced the expiration of 
the time to which the debate was limited. 

The question was then put on the pending amend- 
ment, being Mr. Campseiu’s motion to insert the 
words “and who shall have paid a poll tax,” [shall 
be entitled to vote, &c.] -~ i 

Tellers:were demanded and appointed, who re- 
ported 66 votes in the affirmative, noes not counted. 

The amendment was adopted. 
ae Clerk proceeded to read the remainder of the 

ill. s 
Mr. GEO. W. JONES moved to strike out the 
whole bill after the enacting clause, and insert a sub- 
stitute which he handed up- 

Mr. J. said that bill was nearly similar tọ the bill 
ofthe committee, and was a revision of that bill. 
The qualification of mayor and councilman and of 
voters was the same. ` Such alterations as were 
made would readily be understood if read by the 
clerk. 

By general consent those 
bill which differed from the 
were read. 

Mr. CHILTON moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the enacting clause and in- 
serting the charter recommended by the convention 
of delegates from four wards of the city. 

On taking the question, this amendment to the 
amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonzs’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON moved an amendment, to come in 
as an additional section, providing that this charter 
shall be submitted to the qualified voters of the city 
as described in said charter, and if approved by a 
majority of them, shall go into operation; but if re- 
jected, it shall be null and void, and the old charter 
shall be in full force. 

This amendment was agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House. . i 


THE BANK CHARTERS. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL: moved to take up Senate 
bill No. 86, being a bill to recharter the banks of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WELLER asked for tellers, and Messrs. 
Werer and Caron were appointed—and they 
reported 59 in the afirmative, and 49in the negative; 
being less than a quorum. : 

Another count took place; the vote stood 62 in the 
affirmative, and 66 in the negative. So the com- 
mittee refused to take up that bill. 


REPAIRING PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved to take up bill No. 
345, being a bill providing for the repairing of Penn- 
sylvania avenue. The motion was agreed. to, the 
vote being 65 in the affirmative, and 48 in the neg- 
ative. 

The bill was taken up accordingly and read through 
by the clerk. 

Mr. CAVEJOHNSON desired the gentleman who 
reported this bill to give some satisfactory reason 
why $28,000 was required to repave a road but about 
one mile long. It was now one of the best paved 


arts of Mr. Jonzs’s 
ill of the committee 


-roads in the country; and he was at a loss to con- 


ceive how $28,000 should be required. He would 
move to strike out $28,000 and insert $5,000. 

Mr. DUNCAN also desired to asx a question, and 
the gentleman could then answer both together. 
This question was, if $185,000 had not been already 
spent on this avenue—a single street. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK replied that the bill re- 
quired that the work should be done by contract; 
and hence the amount here named might not be re- 
quired. In relation to the amountalready expended 
he said he had no knowledge; but if the amount 
mentioned by the gentleman from Ohio had been 
expended, he could only say that it had been wom 
out. 

Mr. G. W. JONES said, in the early part of the 
session, a bill similar in its general features to this 
under consideration was passed by the Senate. 
That bill came to the House, and was referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, pro- 
posing $40,000 for this Pennsylvania avenue, and 
$10,000 for other avenues. The bill now under 
consideration proposed to appropriate $28,000 for 
Pennsylvania avenue, and $10,000 for other streets, 
being a difference of $12,000. By the instruction 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia, ha 
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réported the Senate bill, and recommended its re- 
jection, and it was rejected. Subsequent to that 
time, the presént bill. was gotup, and’ brought. be- 
fore this committee. "When the Senate bill was be- 
fore the House, he remarked that “he found no au- 
thority in the constitution of the United States for 
the appropriation of such sums of money for such 
purposes, By the constitution of the United States, 
exclusive jurisdiction over this District was ‘vested 
in- Congress as its local legislature; but when acting 
as the local legislature of the District of Columbia, 
they had no authority, according to his conception 
of the constitution, to put théir hands into the pub- 
lic treasury of the naon =the property of the peo- 
ple of the country at large—and appropriate it for 
the making of streets in the District of Columbia. 
Congress was now sitting as the local legislature of 
this District, (this being one of the days set apart 
for the consideration of business relating to the 
Distriet,) but he could not conceive how he was 
authorized to take the property of his constituents, 
or of the constituents of other gentlémen here, to 
make roads for the people of the county of Wash- 
ington. 

Tt was said that the inhnbitants here had made 
roads, and erected houses, and provided other ac- 
commodations for the government and the members 
of Congress; but he would ask, for what purpose 
did the people of the city of New York, and of other 
cities, build houses and make streets? Was it not 
for the accommodation of the people who visited 
those cities? Could they accommodate the people 
who came there without houses? and could they 
expect persons to board with them, and make pur- 
chases at their stores, unless they had comfortable 
accommodation? And the accommodation here, as 
everywhere else, was to be paid for—it was not for 
the gratuitous accommodation of the government 

_ and “members of Congress; and hence in the com- 
forts provided, the interests of the people of the Dis- 
trict were involved, and thereby promoted. Much 
had been said of the land which had been conveyed 
to the government; but had it been received with- 
out consideration? The Commissioner of Public 
Buildings had made a statement, from which it ap- 
peared that 54] acres of land had been paid for by 
the government in the sum of $36,099; and by 
another paper, signed by Mr. Seaton, Mr. Maury, 
ard others, it was shown that there were 1,134 
acres of land lying within the corporate jurisdiction 
of the city of Washington; but what sort of land 
was it, and of what value? Why, $5 an acre wonld 
be twenty times it value. But, ‘although there was 
so much of the land here conveyed to the zovern- 
ment after the city was laid out, every alternate 
building lot was returned to the cit , from which it 
was fair to assume that some profit had been de- 
rived, 
How were other cities improved? Did the legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania provide for repairing the 
streets of Harrisburg? It was not the practice in 
the State where he lived. The bill proposed to ap- 
propriate $38,000 of the publie money. for the ben- 
efit of this ciiy—a greater sum than ‘the people of 
his district would be called on to pay for the sup- 
port of their State government. for iwo years. He 
was willing, if the citizens of Washington desired 
N, in the exercise of the legislative powers vested 
in this Congress, to permit a tax to be levied upon 
them for the improvement of Pennsylvania avenue, 
and all the other streets; but not one cent would he 
vote ont of the national treasury for that purpose. 


There was no difference between this bill and the 
former one, except in amount; and if any new light 
had come over the House to induce them to reverse 
their decision, it had not yet broken upon his mind. 
He wished net to be illiberal towards the city of 
Washington, but he felt it his duty to be just to- 
wards his constituents. 


‘The eehate was further continued by Mr. CAU- 
SUN in favor of the bill, and Mr. RATHBUN in 
opposition to it. 

‘The bill wos then Jaid aside, to be reported. 

On motion of Ady. CAMPBELL, the committee 
took up the bill providing for covering the roof of 
the court-house at Alexandria with tin. 

Mr. WELLER called for the reading of a report 
communjcaied to Congress by the President of the 
United States in relation to this court-house, 

The report not being at hand, the bill was tem- 
porarily Jaid aside; and 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee take 


up the Senate bill No. 86, to recharter the banks of 
the District of Columbia, - 
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Mr. WELLER observed that the committee had 
resolved this morning not to take ap that bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL replied -that it was true the 
committee had this morning resolved not to take up 
the bill, but they might come toa different conclu- 
sion now. i . : 

Mr. WELLER said, if the gentleman persisted 
in his motion, he would break up the committee, as 
it was evident there was no quorum present. 

The question was then taken, when it appeared 
that there were 61-yeas, and 31 nays. 

No quorum voting, a second count was had, when 
‘it appeared. that there were 66 yeas, and 36 nays. 

No quorum voting, a third count was had, when 
there appeared to-be 66 yeas, and 30 nays present. 

No quorum voting, some conversation ensued, and 
then, by general consent, a quorum being: pres- 
ent, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

The bill to grant a plat of land to the Howard In- 
stitution of the city of Washington, was also taken 
up, and laid aside to be reported to the House. 

“The next bill taken up was a bill to incorporate 
the Orphan Asylum and Female Free Schools of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE moved to strike out sections 8, 9, and 


10. 

Mr. PRATT said it was designed by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Grounds to ask Congress to 
sell a portion of the public grounds for the improve- 
ment of other portions; and he thought this was a 
better disposal of it than giving it away as these sec- 
tions proposed. 

Mr. CHILTON defended the sections, and ex- 
plained the charitable objects of the institutions to 
which this bill related, . 

Mr. HALE said if the publie lands were to be 
given to the institutions at Alexandria, he hoped a 
similar donation would be made to the Catholic Sem- 
inary at Gearretown. 

Mr. CHILTON said such a donation had been 
made. 

Mr. HALE said he had been assured that such 
was not the case. But further, a memorial had come 
to Congress setting forth that when the lands lying 
in this District were conveyed to this government, 
there was an express or an implied trust that the 
government should keep the roads and bridges in 
repair. Now, if this were so, the disposal of these 
lands for the benefit of institutions however charit- 
able was a breach of trust, and an assumption of 
power which this governuient did not possess. 

Mr. CHILTON made some further observations 
in defence of the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN said if he were to gratify his 
charitable feelings, he should quadruple the appro- 
priation; but he was voting away other people's 
property, and he had no right to use means not 
his own to gratify his own feelings. He would 
give these cities the power to tax themselves, and 
exercise other municipal powers that were exer- 
cised in other cities, and then let them support their 
own institutions, 

Mr. NEWTON defended the bill. 

The amendment was rejected; and the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then moved to take up the 
“bill to incorporate the Georgetown college, in the 
District of Columbia. i 

The bill was taken up and read through hy the 
clerk; and, after a few remarks by Mr. ©. J. IN- 
GERSOLT,, it was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

The committee then rose, and reported all the 
bilis acted upon in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to the House. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House—Mr. Vixtron in the chair—and took up 
House bill No. 107, to authorize the sale of part of 
public reservation No. 13, in the city of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the committee that | 
reported this bill, submitted some amendments, on ! 


which a brief conversation ensued, in which several 
members took part. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON inquired if. the Secretary of 
the Navy had been consulted whether the land was 
wanted for the use of the hospital. This ought to 
be done before passing the bill. Again, he objected 
to giving the land to this vestry, and then buying it 
back from them in sites. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that there was a provision 
in the bill that the land should not be sold unless the 
Secretary of the Navy shall be of the opinion that it 


| 


may. be done without injury to the public service. 
‘As.to the purchase of sites for the burial of members 
of Congress, that was done now. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was-agreed to. | : i 

Mr. ELMER offered an amendment, providing 
that a sufficient number of sites shall be reserved by 
the government for the burial of members of Con- 
gress. Agreedto. . i : 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The next bill taken up was the bill in relation to 
lands devised to religious institutions for places of 
worship; and after being read through, it was laid 
aside to be reported. : 

The bill to amend the act incorporating the Alex- 
andria Canal company was also considered, and no 
amendment being offered, it was laid aside to be re- 

orted. 
p The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: . ; 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition of Peter Shaffer, 
praying indemnity for labor performed-on the Cumberiand 
road, in the State of Hlinois: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. ; 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH presented additional testimony in 
the claim of the heirs of Joseph Garrard: referred to’ the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The memorial of John J. Dixon, 
asking pay for property destroyed by the Tennessee volun: 
teers under General Wool, in 1836; 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill granting furloughs in the na- 
val service; which was read, and ordered to a sete 
ond reading. ; 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to grant 
to the States of Indiana and Ilinois a portion of the 
unsold lands in the Vincennes, Palestine, and Shaw- 
neetown land districts, for the completion of the na- 
tional thoroughfare connecting Lake Erie with the 
Ohio river, by the improvement of the navigation 
of the Wabash; which was read twice, and commite 
ted to the Committee on Roads and Canals. ` 

Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the legal re ntatives of William D. 
Cheever, deceased; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. aA. 

Also, presented a report from the Secretary of 
War, connected with. the subject; which received 
the same reference. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the proceedings and 
resolutions of what was styled a great democratic 
meeting, held in the Ist congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, in Moyamensing Hall, on Friday 
night last, in favor of the admission of Texas into 
the Union: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. B. remarked that he would have presented 
these sooner, but he mislaid the papers. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a remonstrance from 
sundry citizens of the State of Ohio, against the an- 
eae of Texas to the Union; ordered to lie on the 
table, i 


Mr. MILLER presented the petition of William 
‘Archer, of Washington city, asking a compensa- 
tian for certain designs furnished for the Potomac 
bridge: referred to the Committee on the District of 
Coinmbia: i 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with sundry amendments, House bill 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the army for the fiscal year ending 30th day 
of June, 1845.” 

The resolution of the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs, asking to be discharged from the further con- 


; Sideration of the petition of Julia Weed, came up 


for consideration. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved so to amend the res- 
olution as to refer the case to the Commissioner of 
Pensions. i 

On the motion of Mr. BAYARD, the subject was 
laid over till to-morrow. 

The bill to provide for the settlement. of claims 
for losses of property by reason of its military oc- 
cupation in the Territory of Florida, was read the 
second time, and taken up as in committee of the 
whole. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that this bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, and was sub- 
stantially a copy of the bill reported from the same 
committee last year, and passed the Senate; but so 
amended that it was lost. He then alluded io 


the action: of the other House upon several 
individual claims belonging to the classes which 
this bill was intended to cover. The committee of 
that House had made adverse reports on them upon 
evidence before tlem on-several cases. He doubted, 
‘therefore, whether it would be proper for the Senate 
to pass the bill without further examination. 

he claim of Hernandez, particularly, had been 
reported strongly againstin the other House. 
_ The bil was then reported to the Senate; and on 
motion of Mr. WRIGHT, was ordered to lie on the 
table until further investigation could be had into 
the subject. 

Tho bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and oth- 
ers, directors of an association called the New Eng- 
land Mississippi Land Company, was taken up as 
in committee of the whole. : 

Mr. BERRIEN explained the character of the 
bill, and said it had passed the Senate heretofore. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
question being, Shall the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading? 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks: against the 
bill, and called for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of engrossment; which were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN showed that the bill had fre- 
quently passed before. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, some years ago, he paid 
attention to this subject; that he had examined all 
the documents, and once or twice defeated the bill 
as reported. The Committee on the Judiciary came, 
finally, to his way of thinking, and imposed the re- 
strictions in it which he desired; and for that reason, 
the last year or two, he had voted for the bill, be- 
lieving it to bea just one. : 

Messrs. BENTON and COLQUITT pointed out 
the fraud upon which the transaction was originally 
founded between certain members of the Georgia 
legislature and the Georgia Mississippi Land Com- 
pany—-the land scrip of which company was pur- 
chased by the New England Mississippi Land 
Company. $ 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that there was no di- 
versity of opinion as to the original fraud; but that 
the New England Mississippi Land Company, who 
purchased the scrip of the Georgia company, had r.o 
participation in the original transaction, and were 
not a party to the fraud—were totally unconnected 
with it. They purchased the scrip before the 
legislature of Georgia revoked the contract ef the 

receding legislature with the Georgia Mississippi 

and Company. 

Messrs. TAPPAN and HAYWOOD made some 
further remarks against the bill, and Messrs. BER- 
RIEN and CHOATE in its favor. 


The question was then taken on ordering the bill | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, and passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 14, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buchan- 
an, Choate, Clayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Sim- 
mons, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—21. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Lewis, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, and Woodbury —l4. 

The following Senate bills were then taken up 
and considered as in committee of the whole, repor- 
ed to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, viz: 

The bill relating to the bonds to be given by cus- 
tom-house officers; [This bill requires that these 
officers shall give bond immediately on entering 
onthe duties of the office. The present law per- 
mits them to be in office three months before bond 
is required of them.] 

The bill for the relief of Gideon Batcheldor and 
others; ~ 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Yourg; 

The bill to authorize the payment of equitable 
commissions to the agents or attorneys of persons 
in whose favor awards have been made under three 
several treaties between the United States and cer- 
tain foreign powers, which awards have been re- 
turned into the treasury in payment of debts due 
the United States; To 

The joint resolution authorizing the transmission 
and presentation of books to the minister of justice 
of France, in exchange for books received from him; 
[This was amended, on the motion of Mr. Cuoare, 
to the effect that Mr. Alexander Vattemare should 
be the agent through which the exchange is to be 
made. | 

The joint resolution authorizing an allowance to 
purser D, M. F. Thornton in the settlement of his 
accounts; 
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The bill for the relief of Reynall Coates, Walter 
R. Jchnson, and William B. McMurtrie; [This 
bill indemnifies these individuals for losses sustained 
in consequence of the revocation of their appoint- 
ments as members of the scientific corps of. the 
South sea exploring expedinon, after they had made 
every preparation, by the purchase of clothing ad 
scientific instruments for the expedition.] And 

The bill granting a pension to George Whittier. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Simmons, was taken up and adopted, viz: 


Resolved, That 1,500 copies be ordered to be printed, for 
the use of the Senate, of the report containing an account 


+ of the changes and modifications of the commercial system 


of other nations, communicated to Congress in December 
last, by. the Secretary of State, in compliance with the act 
of Congress of August 16, 1842. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Walker was taken up, as in committee 
of the whole, on an adverse report of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. we 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that, since that report 


_had been made, new evidence in support of the 


claim had been submitted to him. He had not had 
time to examine it yet; and, believing that it was 
due.to the claimants that there should be a further 
examination, he moved to lay the bill on the table, 
with that view: agreed to. à 

The bill for the relief of Charles E. Sherman was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, on an ad- 
verse report of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to lay it on the table; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The bill to repeal part of the act entitled “An act 
to annex a part of the State of New Jersey to the 
collection district of New York; to remove the of- 
fice of collector of Niagara to Lewistown; to make 
Cape St. Vincent, in the district of Sackett’s Har- 
bor, a port of delivery; and out of the districts of 
Miami and Mississippi to make two new districts, 
to be called the districts of Sandusky and Teche; 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2,1811,was 
taken up, as in committee of the whole, but was,with- 


out being considered, laid on the table on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Huntireron, who remarked that there 


was another bill providing for the same object in 
connexion with a change of other districts, which he 
preferred should be passed instead of this bill. 

The Senate then took up.for consideration, as in 
committee of the whole, the bill authorizing per- 
sons to whom reservations of land have been or shall 
be made, under Indian treatics, to alienate the same 


in fee. 
The bill provides— 


Src. 1. That any pcrson or persons to whom any reserya- 
tion of land has been or shall be made, by treaty between 
the United States and any Indian tribe. shall be permitted to 
alienate the same in fes by deed ofconyeyance, executed in 
the usual manner, whether Indian or other person, in whose 
favor such reservation is or shall be made; and such deed of 
conveyance shall be deemed to divest the United States of 
their reversionary interest in the lands so reserved,and to vest 
in the purchaser or purchasers thereof an estate in fee sim- 
ple: Provided, That, by the treaty reserving any tract ofland, 
the person to whom the reservation is made shall possess 
such an estate in the lands proposed to be alienated as gives 
him, her, orthem, a right to their perpetual use, or a great- 
er estate therein: And provided, further, That such deed of 
conveyance shall not be valid for such purpose until the 
same shall have been approved by the President of the 
United States, or by such other officer, or in such other 
manner, as may have been provided by the treaty under 
which the reservation was made. 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That any reservation of 4 


land, such as is referred to inthe preceding section of this 
act, heretofore sold by the person or persons to whom the 
same was made, and for which a deed of conveyance shall 
be executed in conformity with the provisions of the said 
section, such deed shall be decmed to divest the United 
States of their reversionary intcrest in the said lands, and 
yest in the purchaser or purchasers thereof an estate in fee 
simple. 

Mr. WHITE explained that this was a bill which 
would not have been found necessary had the trea- 
ties with Indians been made by lawyers, or had 
they been revised by lawyers. A distinction with- 
out a difference had been made between individual 
reservations and grants. The bill. provides that 
such individual grants or teservatioas shall be in 
fee simple, without reversion to the United States. 
It will have the effect of giving the right of aliena- 
tion to the grantees or reservees, with the approba- 
tion of the President.  ~ 

Mr. EVANS asked if this bill did not dispense 
with the approval of the President. 

Mr. WHITE said it did not; that it contained an 
express provision requiring his assent. 

Mr. SEVIER moved an amendment, the neces- 
sity of which he explained. Its effect would be to 


‘confine the provisions of the bill to cases in Indiana 


and Illinois, (very limited in number,) where grants 
and reserves have been made to ‘individual Indians | 
by name. : N : 

Mr. WHITE could not oppose the amendment, 
particularly as the number of cases calling for. the 
law was confined to those Siates. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained the policy of the 
government towards the Indians in relation to indi- 
vidual grants.. Formerly, patents used to be issued 
for these grants; but about ten years ago it was 
discovered that there. was no necessity for these 
patents, the treaties themselves conveying the lands 
with sufficient warranty of titie. He hoped the 
senator from Arkansas would modify his amend- 
ment, by including Michigan, where a few cases yet 
remained. 

Mr. SEVIER proposed a modification of his 
amendment to come in at another place, exempt- 
ing cases arising under the treaty of Dancing Rab- 
bit creek. 

Mr. JARNAGIN was in favor of the bill, if 
amended as at first proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. SEVIER was satisfied to let his first amend- 
ment prevail, including merely the States of Indiana, 
Illinois, and Michigan. 

Mr. HENDERSON suggested the propriety of 
adding a provision that it should not extend to 
cases of grants or reservations to tribes of Indians 
in their character of tribes. 

Mr. WHITE approved of the suggestion, 

Mr. SEVIER had no objection to it. He further 
explained the circumstances which had grown up 
to require this legislation. 

Mr. PHELPS stated that there were two kinds 
of reservations; one being a grant, and the other on- 
ly a reservation of occupancy, the reversionary in- 
terest lying with the United States. He was in favor 
of the amendment. . . 

Theamendment was adopted, confining the ope- 
ration of the bill to cases within the States of Endi- 
ana, Hlinois and Michigan. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by adding 
a proviso, that the bill shall not extend to grants or 
reserves to tribes, in their character of tribes. 

The amendment was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, an amend- 
ment was also adopted, designating the form of 
ratification. k 

The bill, as amended, was reported back to the 
Senate. 

‘The question being on the engrossment, 

Mr. HAYWOOD objected to the additional pa- 
tronage given by the bill to the President of the Uni- 
ted States—the last proviso of the first section being 
calculated to shut the doors of the courts of law 
against the Indian claimants in cases of transfer ap- 
proved by the President. He protested against the 
cupidity of legislation in cases where Indian rights 
are concerned. He thought, without a material 
change, the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. MOREHEAD understood the power of the 
President to confirm the alienation, a power granted 
for the protection of the Indians. The laws of the 
United States relating to Indian interests always 
make the President of the United States the arbiter 
between the Indians and the general government, or 
its citizens. So far from shutting the doors of the 
courts, the bill throws an additional security round 
the interests of the Indians. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that in all Indian 
treaties, the President of the United States is made 
the guardian of the Indians. The principle of the pro- 
viso alluded to is, that the Indian shall not, heedless- 
ly, and to his own injury, alienate his right without 
the approbation of his adopted guardian, the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr.CHOATE made an inquiry, not distinctly 
heard. 

Mr. WHITE replied, explaining the point in- 
quired about. All the bill proposed was, to equal- 
ize cases of individual grants, and individual reserva- 
tions. He moved a slight amendment to the second 
section, by inserting the words has been, so as to 
read shallbe or has been executed, so as to include 
cases already deeded. 

Mr. HAYWOOD thought the senator from 
Kentucky mistook his ground of opposition. Either 
the United States have a reversionary inlerest in 
these reserves, or they have not. If they have not, 
the bill is unnecessary, and worse than useless. If 
they have, the power to individuals is given of 
cheating the Indians; and, if cheated, provided the 
approbation of the President can be procured for ths 
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fraudulent alienation, the Indian is excluded from 
all redress by appeal to courts-of justice. It will 
swarm the palace with purchases of Indian land 
titles, seeking the approbation of: the President to 
their speculations. . et S 

Mr. PHELPS was induced to think the precise 
nature of the bill was not’ yet fully understood. 
Where cases of grants to. Indians occurred, there 
could be no necessity for the bill at all: Where 
the reserves. are only those of occupancy, the bill 
would convert them into’ grants. By the amend- 
ment of the senator from Arkansas, the operation of 
the bill was confined to three States only—Indiana, 
Anois, and Michigan. In fact it put the few 
eases remaining in those States on-the same footing 
which Congress has already placed a majority of 
such cases upon heretofore. This being the whole 
effect, he would giveit his sanction. 

Mr. PORTER referred to. the practice of the 
government in relation to individual grants to In- 
‘dians, 

Mr HAYWOOD. moved to lay the bill on the 
table. “ : 

The vote on this motion was—yeas 11, nays 16. 

So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the 
table. : f 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to amend the bill by 
including the Territory of Wisconsin, to come in af- 
ter the word Michigan. 


Mr. PHELPS trusted the amendment would not 
prevail. Some senators whe supported the bill, did 
so because the cases remaining in the three States of 
Indiana, Ilinois, and Michigan, were so limited that 
it was not worth while to Jet them remain upon a 
footing different from that on.which other cases had 
heretofore been placed. This would be an enlarge- 
ment of the principle quite beyond what was con- 
templated. - 

r. TALLMADGE withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the bill in the first 
section and third line, and second section to cor- 
respond, by inserting the words “or their heirs,” 
(those of the grantees.) ` 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. TALLMADGE renewed his amendment to 
insert, after the word “Michigan,” the word ‘or 
‘Territory of Wisconsin.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the bill in the 
first and second sections, by inserting the words 
“and in case of the death of such person or persons, 
then their heirs.” 

This amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved to strike out the words 
“oy shall be” in the 4th line of the Ist section, on the 
ground that in all future treaties no reservations will 
bemade. The bill was not intended to apply to fu- 
ture cases; it referred to existing cages only. 

The amendment was adopted. 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. HAYWOOD 
on for the, yeas and nays—and they were order- 
ed. 

Mr. BREESE, who had introduced the bill, ex- 
plained the difficulties which had rendered it neces- 
sary. 

The question was then taken on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed; and resulted—ycas 19, nays 10, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Breese, Choate, Francis, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, John- 
son, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Tallmadge, White, Wood- 
bridge, and Woodbury —19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Benton, Clayton, Evans, Hay- 
wood, Huntington, Lewis, Pearce, Sturgcon, and Tappan— 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate bill 140, 
granting $300 to Peter Von Schmidt for his transla- 
tion of the Russian hemp document, was taken up, 
considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
went into executive session, and after some hours 
spent therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, Nay 15, 1844. 
Mr. DELLET, by leave, presented proceedings 
of a meeting of citizens of Mobile, Alabama, in fa- 


vor of the annexation of Texas to the Union; which 
were laid upon the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


` REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. _ 


The SPEAKER announced the order of business 
for the morning hour to be the call upon standing 
committees for reports; and the following were. pre- 
sented: ` "i 5 : : 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, to 


` which was referred the bill from the Senate, entitled 


“An act for the relief of George Harrison and his 
sureties,” reported the same without amendment: 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the case of Margaret Dougherty, accom- 
panied by a bill for her relief; which bill was read a 
first and second time, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. : 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made a report upon the memorial of the 
commissioners of internal improvement of the State 
of Michigan, accompanied by an amendment to the 
bill for the relief of the New Orleans and the Carrol- 
ton railroad company; which amendment was com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the petition of Eseck Giffard, of Rhode Island; and that 
it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made a report upon the case of. Amos Proc- 
ter, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 
read twice, and referred to a Committce of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate entitled 
“An act for the relief of Hiram Murch,” reported 
the same without amendment: committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of Thomas Green, commissioner on behalf of 
Virginia, reported a bill amendatory of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for liquidating and paying 
certain claims of the State of Virginia,” approved 
5th July, 1832; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate to granta certain quantity of land to aid in 
the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, 
and to connect the same by a canal in the Territor 
of Wisconsin, reported the same without amend- 
ment: committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee’ on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report in relation to 
the condition of the Post Office Department; which 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole 


“House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. DANA submitted a report containing the 
views ofa minority of said committee, in relation to 
the abolition of the franking privilege, and a reduc- 
duction of the rates of postage; which was commit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. KIRKPATRICK, 

Ordered, That the Committee for the District of Columbia 
be discharged from the consideration of the memorial of the 
corporation of Georgetown, for an appropriation to test an 


invention for removing sand-bars, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to establish a uniform standard of 
weights and measnres in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled “An act concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States,” reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate entitled 


_ “An act for the relief of John Atchison,” reported 


the same without amendment: committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

On motion by Mr. D. P. KING, 

Ordered, That the Committce on Revolutionary Claims 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition of sun- 
dry widows in the State of New Jersey, praying for a con- 
tinuance of their pensions for life; and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims; to which was referred the bill 


from the Senate entitled an att to repeal an act. enti- 
tled an act directing the survey of the northern line 
of the reservation for the half-breeds of the Sac and 
Fox tribes of Indians, by the treaty: of August, 
1824, approved March 3, 1843, reported the same, 
without amendment. . GEN 

On motion of Mr. CROSS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be 
discharged from the consideration of the report and letters 
from the Secretary of the Treasury and Commissioner of- 
the General Land Oftice in relation to the claim of the heirs 
of the late Jean Baptiste Macarty; and also from the pe- 
tition of Edward W. Duvall; and that they lie upon the 
table. . 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which were referred sundry resolutions and 

etitions in relation to the Military Academy at 

est Point, made a report thereon, aecomparied 
by a bill to reduce the expenses of the Military 
Academy at West Point, and for other purposes; 
which bill was read a first and second time, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Militia be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolution of the House of the 


3d of January last, in relation to modifying the militia laws 
of the United States, and that it lie upon the table. 


Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate entitled an act supplementary to the act 
entitled ‘an act to regulate the pay of the navy of 
the United States,” reported the same without 
amendmert; which was committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of Joseph K, 
Boyd; the petition of citizens of Pennsylvania for a dry dock 
at Philadelphia; the petition of citizens of Maine for a reduc- 
tion of pay in the navy; the memorial of Richard A. Gilpin; 
the petition of Wm P. McConnell, and the petition of Madi- 
son Wheeden; and that they be laid upon the table. 


Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which were referred communications 
from the Secretaries of War and Navy in relation to 
large wrought iron guns, and the bursting of a large 
wrought iron gun on board of the Princeton, made a 
report thereon; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. THOMAS H. SEYMOUR, from the same 
committee, made a report upon the petition of Sarah 
P. Mather, accompanied by a bill to test the utility 
of the submarine telescope; which was read a first 
and second time, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs he dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution of 
the House of the 29th of January last, in relation to a marine 
hospital at the junction of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, made a report in relation to certain 
reciprocity treaties, accompanied by the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, as soon as it can be done amicably and without just 
cause of complaint, to rescind the reciprocity treaties 
subsisting between the Hanse Towns, Denmark, and 
Sweden, and to procure such a modification of that with 
Great Britain as willopen the trade between her colonies 
and the United States as with Great Britain, . 

Committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee-on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Han- 
nah Dubois, accompanied by a bill for her relief; 
which was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARROLL, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled “An act to apply certain alternate 
sections of the public domain towards the comple- 
tion of works of internal improvement in the State 
of Michigan, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment; which was committed to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. ° 

On motion of Mr. OWEN, 


„Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petitions 
foracahal to connect the navigation of Lakes Huron and 
Superior;$for. the completion of the Zanesville and Mays- 
ville turnpike road; for the improvement of the Noith 
rive; for the improvement of certain western rivers; for a 
road near the Cumberland road near Laurel Hill, to the 
harbor of Erie; from a resolution to the legislature of Mich- 
igen, for the improvement of Grand river; a resolution and 
petitions for a ship canal around Sault St. Marie; and from 


the petitions of Edward C. Cooper, and L. J. Scott; and that 
they lie upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
discharged from the consideration of the memorial of John 
W. Hocket, and from the report of the Secretary of War, in 
relation to making the sixth mile of the Cumberland road; 
and that they be referred to the Committee of Claims. ° 


Mr. FICKLIN, from the Committeé on Roads 
. and Canals, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled “An act for the construction of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois,” reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANMETER, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 


the Senate for the relief of Wm. Henson, reported. 


the same without amendment: committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported bills of the following ti- 
tles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Georgetown College, in the 
District of Columbia; 

A-bill to meorporate the Washington Mutual In- 
surance Company; f . 

Which were severally read a first and second 
time, and committed toa Committee of the Whole 
House. : 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Patents, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Wm. 
Beach; which was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Patents be discharged 
from the consideratton of the case of Henry M. Shreve; and 
that it be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on the Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the transfer of certain clerks in the 
Treasury “Department; which was read a first and 


second time. 
On motion of Mr. VANMETER, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of White- 
man, Parris, and ‘Thomas, citizens of Indiana, in relation to 
Indian depredations, and that it do lie upon the table. 


Mr. D. P. KING, from the Committee on the 
expenditures on the Public Buildings and Grounds, 
made a report of the various expenditures by the 
Commissioner of the Public Buildings and Grounds 
during the past year; which was laid upon the ta- 
ble. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department, made a report upon 
the expenditure of the contingent appropriations 
for the Department of State from the 4th of March, 
1841, to the Ist of December, 1843; which was 
laid upon the table. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “An act for the 
relief of the citizens of towns upon the lands of the 
United States, under certain circumstances,” was 
read a first and second time, when it was ordered 
that the said bill be read a third time to-day. 

The said bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to suspend the rules, 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole: 

Mr. WELLER asked leave to offered a resolu- 
tion by general consent; and it was read for infor- 
mation, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to John L. 
Wirt $180, for expenses iucusred by him in consequence of 
his receiving a wound while attending to his duties in the 
Capitol. 

Mr.CAMPBELL said he would withdraw his 
motion with pleasure to let in that resolution, and 
hoped it would be passed instanter. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr, CAMPBELL’S Mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, the question was taken, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 69, nays 112. 

Mr. HOLMES offered a resolution, that for the 
purpose of ventilating and purifying the House of 
Representatives, and laying down summer matting, 
when this House adjoarn on Thursday, it adjourn 
to meet again on Monday nex!; and, on that resolu- 
tion, he moved the previous question, | 

The previous question was sustained, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. f 

Mr. HENLEY moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, which was negatived, the vote—taken by 
Messrs. Ermer and J. P. Kennepy, tellers—being 
68 in the affirmative, and 73 in the negative. 

The yeas and nays were then called for, and or- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


dered, on the adoption of the resolution, and result- 


ed thus: yeas 56, nays 122. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. ° 

The following executive .communications were 
read and referred: 


A report from the Secretary of War, in answer to the ře- 
solution of the House of the 19th instant, as to whether the 


combustible agent used by Mr. Coit in his submarine ex . 


plosions was a secret before he made the same known at the 
seat of government, &c ; which letter was referred to the 
Committee‘on Naval Affairs. : 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting, in 
obedience to the act of the 2d July, 1836, a report of all in- 
cidental expenses of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending 30th June, 1943; which letter and report were 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures of the Post Office 
Department. , 

Several bills from the Senate were read twice and 
appropriately referred. 


ELECTION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration of 
Mr. Duncan’s bill to amend an act entitled an 
“Act relative to the election of President and Vice 
President of the United States, and to provide that 
the election of electors shall be held on the same day 
throughout the United States. 

The pending question being upon an amendment 
offered by Mr. Ermer to exclude the operation of 
this act from the coming election. 

Mr. HAMLIN was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNCAN requested the gentleman from 
Meine to allow him three minutes of his time, in 
order that he might refer to some tables which he 
had exhibited when he addressed the House on this 
subject; which tables had been controverted by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. SrerHens.] The 
tables related to the expenditures of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren’s administration. 

Mr. HAMLIN acceded to the request, and 

Mr. DUNCAN produced the tables referred to, 
showing the aggregate expenditure of Mr. Van 
Buren’s, administration for four years to be about 
one hundred and ten millions of dollars, rejecting 
fractions; and not, as stated by the gentleman from 
Georgia, one hundred and forty millions. 


Mr. STEPHENS inquired of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Duxcaxn] from what authority he 
was reading. 

Mr. DUNCAN replied that the authority for this 
statement was derived from Ewing’s report—an 
authority which he believed would be good against 
whigery. 

Mr. STEPHENS having obtained permission 
from the gentleman from Maine to oceupy three 
minutes of his time, produced and read other tables, 
showing a larger expenditure. The correctness of 
these tables was disputed by Mr. Duncan, and a 
conversation being continued between these two 
gentlemen on the subject, 

Mr. HAMLIN interposed, and claimed the floor 
for the purpose of poe with his speech. It 
would be recollected by the House, that the debate 
which had occurred upon this question had par- 
taken very much of a political character; and, in- 
deed, at the time when he was so fortunate as to se- 
cure the floor for himself, it was his intention to 
mingle in the debate, in the character which it had 
taken. It was his design to have answered the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, and to have given such 
views of the political condition of this country, as 
suggested themselves to hls mind. And, inasmuch 
as the gentleman had sought to give them an ac- 
count of the elevated character of his constituents, 
he (Mr. H.) had had the curiosity to examine into 
statistics relating to the gentleman’s constituency. 
The gentleman declared that he was speaking for 
Buncombe; and well he might speak to a constit- 
uency, many of whom could neither read nor 
write. f 

But, to return. He had changed his views with 
regard to the remarks he should make on this occa- 
sion. He now proposed to confine those few re- 
marks exclusively to the question before the House 
—to the bill and ‘its merits. ‘The bill was designed 
to prevent—and, he believed, if it received the 
favorable action of the legislature, it would 
prevent—frauds which had heretofore been per- 
petrated upon the elections. He had no ac- 
cusations to bring against any political parties. He 
had no criminations or recriminations to make. He 
had simply to say that he believed this would pre- 
vent the frauds which had been perpetrated, and 
would preserve, as far as was possible, the great and 
fundamental principles of the elective franchise in 
their purity. If there was a principle which ad- 
dressed itself with greater force than another to 


‘American statesmen, it was the principle involved 
än this question. If they could, by any legislative 
action, preserve and protect the rights of electors, it 
was their duty to take such action. Tihe-question 
then arose, could they adopt a meastire regulating 
the time for holding elections? Had: they the con- 
stitutional right? By reference to the fourth clause 
of the first section of the second article of the consti- 
tution, it would be found that the States had given 
to Congress the clear and undoubted right to deter- 
mine the time when the elections shall be held. 

“Mr. H. read the clause as follows: : 

The Congress may determine the time of choosing the 
electors and the day on which they shall give their votes; 
which day shall be the same throughout the United States. 

„Mr. H. said there were a variety of causes and 
circumstances that might induce a State to be in 
favor of holding the presidential election at the same 
time as her State elections, and other periods might 
be selected by other States for good and sufficient 
reasons; but by the law now in existence, all the 
States were compelled to hold their elections for elec- 
tors of President and Vice President within a period 
of thirty days from the first Monday of December. 
Now, by changing the period of the elections for 
President, it would not affect the State elections. 
We do not (said he) ask them to alter the manner 
and place of holding their clections, but only to fix 
on a particular day. Another objection had-been 
offered—that it would compel, in certain cases, two 
elections, inasmuch as some of the States elected 
their presidential electors and State officers on the 
same day. Having taken some pains to inform him- 
self on this matter, he ascertained that there were 
only two States in which two elections were in one 
day. He was opposed to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New J air (Mr. ELMER,] because 
it was unnecessary, the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections being sufficient without the aid 
of any additional regulation. The constitution gave 
Congress the power to prescribe the day of holding 
the presidential election, and gave no other power on 
that subject. Congress could fix on the time, but 
could not fix on the place and manner. It had been 
objected that the passage of this act would require a 
convention of the legislatures of several of the States 
to carry it into effect. This he did not believe would 
be the case; but even if it were so, he would vote as 
readily for the bill as now. 

Mr. CULLOM moved the previous question; but 
withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. ELMER, who offered the following amend- 
ment: 

That the time of choosing the electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States, in each State in any 
year in which such election shall be held pursuant to the act’ 
to which this is an amendwent, after the year 1844, shall be 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday of November in the 
said year. 

Mr. WELLER called for tellers on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; and Messrs. 
Hovsron and Ermer were appointed, and they re- 
ported 62 in the affirmative, and 47 in the negative. 
No quorum voting. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said he perceived that 
every day, at 2 o'clock, the House was without a 
quorum. He therefore moved that the House do 
now adjourn, (It was now 2 o’clock.) 

The motion was negatived. ; 

The tellers again took the vote on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and they reported 
68 in the affirmative, and 31 in the negative. Still 
no quorum. 

Mr. WELLER moved a call of the House; which 
was agreed to. 

The Clerk called the roll, and 150 gentlemen an- 
swered to their names. The. absentees were then 
called, and 166 were found to be present. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was rejected, and the doors were 
closed. 

The names of the gentlemen still absent were 
called, and for some, excuses were received, on the 
ground of sickness, &c.; others were not excused, 
the explanations given not being deemed satisfac- 
tory. Some gentlemen’s absence was unaccounted 
for. 

The absentees were again called, and 169 were re- 
ported to be present. 

Mr. E. D. POTTER moved that the sergeant-at- 
arms be despatched to bring in the absent members; 
which motion was agreed to 

Mr. VINTON remarking, that this process would 
necessarily occupy two or three hours, moved that 
the House adjourn. 
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“The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr: COBB moved that those members who were 
in the gallery be permitted to. enter. 

The motion was objected to, and ruled by the 
Speaker tobe out of order. Se g 
Mr. AH. READ moved that all further proceed- 
ings in the call be dispensed with: rejected. : 

Mr ADAMS rose and inquired whether it weuld 
be in order to direct the sergeant-at-arms to bring in 
the members who were waiting outside the doors. 
The SPEAKER remarked that had already been 
done. we 

The sergeant-at-arms returned, having in his cus- 
tody several members. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the House proceed 
in reference to those members who had, been brought 
in, without waiting for the others.to be brought in. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he understood that these 
gentemen had been waiting outside the door for ad- 
mission, and he moved that they be discharged, or, if 
it would operate as a discharge, he would move that 
all further proceedings be suspended. 

Mr. TUCKER inquired whether those gentle- 
men who had been brought in by the sergeant-at- 
arms would be entitled to vote on this question. 

Tt was the opinion of the Chair, that they could 
not be excluded from voting. 

A division was called for. ; 

Mr. WELLER asked for tellers: not seconded. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays: 
not ordered. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn: 
negatived. 

ir. ELMER moved that all further proceedings 
in the call be suspended. 

Mr. BARNARD. demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus: 
yeas 122, nays 49. : f 

So the House resolved to dispense with all further 
proceedings in the call. 

Mr. SCHENCK raised the question of order 
whether the gentlemen who were taken into custody 
by the sergeant-at-arms had a right to vote. 

“The CHAIR said that they had the right to vote. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked if the question of order 
was debatable. If so, he sonld show clearly that 
they were not entitled to vote. The question was 
to suspend all further proceedings under the call, 
which was, in effect, to discharge these gentlemen; 
and they were, therefore, interested, and would be 
voting in their own cases. 

The CHAIR said that there could be no point of 
order entertained at this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. WELLER asked if the gentleman had a 
right to debate this question. 

The CHAIR said that there was no point of or- 
der entertained to debate. 

Mr. WELLER said, if it was debatable, he 
could show, from the journals, that some of the 
gentlemen who so earnestly opposed suspending 

roccedings under the call had been absent from the 

ouse, on an average, three days in the week, du- 
ring the session. He had one gentleman particu- 
larly in his eye. 

Mr. SCHENCK, who voted with the majority, 
moved a reconsideration of the vote just taken, and 
raised the question of order whether the gentlemen 
who had been in custody of the sergeant-at-arms 
could vote on it. 

Some conversation on a point of order ensued; 
pending which, 

Mr. HARDIN moved that the House adjourn. 

And, the yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
question was taken, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 84, nays 90. 

After a few words of conversation, the pending 
motions were withdrawn, and the question recurred 
on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion on the election bill. Tellers were called for, 
and Messrs. McCierwann and GRINNELIL were ap- 
pointed; and they reported 92 in the affirmative, 
which was deemed sufficient, and the negative was 
not taken. The main question was also ordered to 
be now put, and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. ELMER. 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays, ob- 
serving that the difference was this: the bill, as it 
now stood, would apply to the next succeeding elec- 
tion; whereas the amendment would exclude its ope- 
ration atthe next, but make it applicable to all sub- 
sequent elections. 

he yeas and nays were denied; but tellers were 
ordered, and Messrs. GriNNeLL and C. Jonxson 
were appointed; and they reported 66 in the affirma- 
tive, and 86 in the negative. 
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So the amendment was not agreed to. : 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading; and it was read a third time accords 


ingly. 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams,.Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Jeremiah E, Cary, Sheperd Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A.Chapmen, Chap- 
pell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, 
Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dickinson, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Eimer, 
Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foster, French, Goggin, Byram 
Green, Grider, Haie; Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Herdin, 
Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCanslen, 
Maclay, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Ma- 
thews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen. Parmenter, 
Patterson. Payne, Peyton, Phoenix, Pollock, Emery D Potter, 
Pratt, Rathbun, Reding, Reife, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, 


Russell, St. John, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 


Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong. Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Vibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Vance, Vanmeter, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—l4l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Barnard, James A. Black, Bren- 
gle, Buffington, Burt, Clinch, Clingman, Darragh, Richard 
D. Davis, Foot, Holmes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, John 
P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McClelland, Marsh, Edward 
J. Morris, Moseley, Newton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, David S Reid, Rockwell, Sample, Simp- 
son, Stephens. Tyler, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodward, and 
William Wright—34. 


So the bill was passed, as follows: 


A BILL to ameud an act entitled “An act relative to the 
election of a President and Vice Tresident of the United 
States, and declaring the officer who shall act as President 
and Vice President of the United States, anl declaring the 
officer who shall act as President in case of vacancies in 
the offices both of President and Vice President,” approved 
March first, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-two. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatires of the 

United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
time of choosing the electors of President and Vice President 
of the United States, in cach State, shall be the Tuesday 
next after the first Monday of November next; and after 
wards, except when a special election shall be held in pur- 
suance orthe tenth section of the act to which this is an 
amendment, the time of choosing said electors shall be the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday of November in every 
fourth year succeeding the last election of said electors; 
and when such special election shall te held, the time there- 
for shall be the Tuesday next after the first Monday of No- 
vember in the yeor when the same shall be held pursuant 
to the section aforesaid. 


Mr. DUNCAN rose, and said that bills some- 
times passed that House, and did not stay passed. 
He moved, therefore, to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and called for the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he wished to inquire 
whether it would be in order for any member from 
Ohio (the previous question being withdrawn for 
that purpose) to say something in reply to what had 
been said in reference to the Ohio election. 

Mr. DUNCAN refused to withdraw his demand 
for the previous question. 

The demand was seconded; and the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be now put; the main question 
being, Shall the vote be reconsidered? 

_ The question was put, and decided in the nega- 
tive. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By the SPEAKER: A remonstrance of the citizens of the 
city of Richraond, State of Virginia, against any change in 
the existing tariff law: referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Mear 

By A. A. CHAPMAN: The petition of William Smith, of 
the county of Mercer Virginia, praying jor a pension: refer- 
red fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. TYLER: ‘the petition of Stephen Cook and 100 
, inhabitants ofthe county of Chautauque, New York, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage and the abo- 
Ftion ofthe franking privilege; also, for the reduetion of 
the pay of members of Congress, and the pay of public offi- 
a generally, so that ofiices will not be sought on account 
of the pay. 

By arn OMASSON: The petition of Elizabeth Taylor, 
widow of Major Wm. Taylor, deceased: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
~ By Mr. COBB: The petition of W. B. Bullock and others, 
attorneys ofthe cireuit court ofthe United States, for the 
district of Georgia, asking Congress to increase the courpen- 
sation for the marshal for the district: referred to the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of Lucy Hardcastle, 
praying Congress to pass a law allowing hera pension for 
services performed by her hashand in the revolutionary 


War, 


By Mr. St. JOHN: The memorial of Joseph Chaffee and 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the question... 
of its passage, and resulted thus: yeas 141, nays 34, | 


"others, asking an appropriation to pay the balance o: claims X 


due the petitioners from the Wyandot Indians, ss guaten- 
tied by the treaty with said tribe of Indians: referred to the 
Committee on Indidn Affairs. : 

By Mr. DAWSON: ‘he petitions of numerous citizens of 
the parishes of Avoyelles, /oint Coupee,Concordia,Catehou- 
la, Miadison, Carroil, densas, Nachitoches, Caddo, St > ary, 
iberville, East and West Baton kouge, ast and West Feli- 
ciana, et a; also: the parishes composing the th judicial dis- 
trict; all ofthe State of Louisiana, remonstrating against 
the removal ofthe office of the surveyor general from Ba- 
ton Rouge; and urging its permanent location and esteb- 
lishment at that place: referred.to the Committee on Public 
Lends, : ws 


IN SENATE. 
Tuaurspay, May 16, 1844. 


Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citizens 
of Monongalia county, Virginia, remonstrating 
against any change of the tariff at the present ses- 
sion of Congress: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, Dhe 

Also presented a remonstrance, numerously sign- 
ed'by citizens of Bangor, Maine, without distinction 
of party, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States: ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States. 

Mr. BATES presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, signed by 
an equal number of all parties; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented~a memorial from 
Daniel Nason, jr., and 64 others, of Kennebunk, 
Maine, in favor of the annexation of Texas to the 
United States: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from a num- 
her of citizens of the county of Albemarle, Virginia, 
and the proceedings of a large meeting held in Pe- 
tersburg, Virginia, in favor of the annexation of 
Texas to the United States: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented the proceedings of 
a mecting held ii Worcester, Massachusetts, pray 
ing for the ratification of the treaty for the annexa- 
uon of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of William Elliott, jr., of Fulton county, State 
of Ilinois; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the company pay- 
roll of the Ist infantry and the regiment of dragoons, 
which were before the committee who reported 
against the army retrenchment bill. 


HON. JOHN M. NILES. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the select committee, to 
which was referred the credentials of the Hon. Joun 
M. Nixes to ve a senator of the United States from 
the State of Connecticut, with’ instructions to in- 
quire into the election, return, and qualifications of 
the said John M. Niles, and into his capacity, at 
this time, to take the oath prescribed by the consti- 
tution, performed the duty assigned them; and re- 
ported that they were satisfied his election, return, 
and qualification were legal and suficient. As to 
his capacity at this time to take the oath prescribed 
by the constitution, they say that, after full, free, 
and frank conversations, Mr. Niles gave so satisfac- 
tory an account of his afllictions and present condi- 
tion as to render a resort to other evidence unneces- 
sary. The committee, after going into a detail of 
the nature of the affliction, conclude as follows: 

“The committee are satisfied that Mr. Nizzs is at 
this time laboring under mental and physical debili- 
ty,” but is not of “unsound mind,” in the technical 
sense of that phrase; that the faculties of his mind 
are subject to the control of his will; and there is no 
sufficient reason why he be not qualified, and per- 
mitted to take his seat as a member of the Senate; 
and they most cordially unite with Dr. Brigham 
[whose letter constitutes a part of the report of the 
committee] in the hope that such a course (that is, 
taking his seat in the Senate, and participating at 
least two hours a day actively in its business) will 
be the means of usefulness, and a resource against 
disesse. Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Hon. Jons M. Niues be permitted to 
take the oath of a senator in the Congress of the United 
States, and to take his seat as a member of the Senate. 

The question was taken upon the resolution, and 
it was adopted; and the Hon. Mr. Niues came for- 
ward, qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from a great 


number of the inhebitants.of the town of Commerce, 
Mississippi, praying that an appropriation may be 
made for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. . ` ‘ 

- On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands waa discharged from the 
further consideration of certain memorials on the 
subject of appropriating lands for the improvement 
of the Wabash and Erie canal—the committee hav- 
ing reported upon the subject. 

Mr. TAPPAIN remarked, that some time since 
the Senate passed a joint resolution from the House 
authorizing the printing of an additional number of 
copies of the journals and public documents. Onan 
examination of the matter, he was sure that if the 
resolution should take effect from and after its pas- 
sage, a great and unnecessary expense would be in- 
curred. He therefore gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
providing that that resolution shall not take effect 
until the commencement of the next session. of Con- 

TESS. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred an act supplementary 
to an act entitled an Act in relation to the lands sold 
in the Greensburg (late St. Helena) land district, in 
the State of Louisiana, and authorizing the resurvey 
of certain lands in the said district, approved August 
29, 1842, reported an entire substitute for the bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

The following engrossed bills were then read the 
third time, and passed, viz: 

The bill so to amend the act reorganizing the Gen- 
eral Land Office, as to abolish the office of the Soli- 
citor of the General Land Office; 

The bill for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt; 

The bill relating to the bonds to be given by cus- 
tom-house officers. [This bill requires that these 
officers shall give bond immediately on entering 
on the duties of the office. The present law per- 
mits them to be in office three months before bond 
is required of them. 

The bill for the relief of Gideon Batcheldor and 
others. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Byram, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Young. 


The bil! to authorize the payment. of equitable 
commissions to the agents or attorneys of persons 
in whose favor awards have heen raade under three 
several treaties between the United States and cer- 
tain foreign powers, which awards have been re- 
turned into the treasury in payment of debts due 
the United States. 


The joint resolution authorizing the transmission 
and presentation of books to the minister of justice 
of France, in exchange for books received from him. 

The joint resolution, authorizing an allowance to 
purser D. M. F. Thornton, in the settlement of his 
accounts, 


The bill for the relief of Reynall Coates, Walter 
R. Johnson, and William B. McMurtrie. [This 
bill imdemnifies these individuals for losses sustained 
in consequence of the revocation of their appoint- 
ments as members of the scientific corps of the 
South sea exploring expedition, after they had made 
every preparation, by the purchase of clothing and 
seienti£e instruments for the expedition.} 

The bill granting a pension to George Whitten. 

The bill authorizing persons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been or shall be made, under In- 
dian treaties, to alienate the same in fee. 

The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and 


others, directors of an association called the New , 


England Mississippi Land Company, was then read 
the third time; and the question being, Shall the 
bill pass? 

Mr. WALKER said he had strong impressions 
against the bill, but would not detain the Senate by 
making any remarks against it, but merely call for 
the yeas and nays. They were ordered. 

The question was then put; and the bill was pass- 
ed by—yeas 18, nays 11, as follows: 

VRAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bavard, Berrien, Bucha- 
nan, Choate, Clayton. Crittenden, Evant, Francis, Hanting- 
top, Jarnagin, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, White, and 
YW oodbridge—18. me 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Colquitt, Hay- 
wood, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright 
—li. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said there was a joint res- 
olution on the calendar, providing for the receivabili- 
ty of receipts issued by the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States for money paid into the treasury— 
shat is, so providing ‘that those receipts may be 


received at the land offices. in payment for lands. 
He moved that the previous “orders of the day 
be postponed, and that thet bill be taken up for 
consideration.. The motion was agreed to, and the 
joint resolution respecting the receipts issued. by 
the Treasurer of the United States in payment of the 
public lands, was taken: up, considered as in com- 
mittee ofthe whole, reported to the Senate, and cr- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill for the re- 
lief of (that is, by allowing them to remove certain 
negroes into the United States from Texas) certain 
nersons residing within the reputed limits of the 

nited States, of Arkansas and Louisiana, and be- 
yond the boundary line between the United States 
and the republic of Texas as established by the 
commissioners appointed to ascertain the same, was 
iaken up as in committee of the whole; but without 
being considered, was- again laid on the table, n 
the motion of Mr. WALKER, who said the hour 
had arrived for proceeding to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. SEVIER gave notice that he would ask for 
the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

The Senate then, according to order, at 1o’clock, 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and spent some hours therein. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 16, 1844. 


The journal having been read, several gentlemen 
rising and addressing tl.e Chair, 

The SPEAKER assigned the floor to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. Dawson.] 

Mr. ELMER rose to a privileged question. The 
report of the select committee in the case of the ren- 
contre which took place between Messrs. Wurts 
and Rarssey, on which there was a motion to re- 
commit pending, had been postponed to and made 
the special order of the day; and he therefore 
moved that it be now taken up. 


Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman from New 
Jersey to yield him the floor, to enable him to pre- 
sent a memorial from a statistical society, complain- 
ing of some errors in the census. 

Mr. DEAN claimed the floor to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said he had assigned the floor to 
the gentleman from Louisian, [Mr. Dawson] but 
the gentleman from New Jersey rising to a privi- 
leged question, he was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWSON remarked, that it was with diffi- 
dence he was about to ask, if not a favor, at least an 
indulgence of the House. The members would 
bear him out in the fact, that he was not in the habit 
of importuning the House on trivial occasions, and 
he was resolved never to trifle with the public tiime 
by captious or unimportant demands. He had a 
resolution to submit, which he was unwilling to 
hazard, without, in some degree, preparing mem- 
brs for a correct decision on its merits. He was 
not disposed to tax the House with a speech, or 
even a tedious explanation of its merits. They 
were few, and could, be compressed in a nut-shell. 
He was prepared to cal! up the Senate bill, No. 29, 
regulating land claims in Louisiana, and other 
States, and to move that the same be taken from the 
Committee of the Whole on the siate of the Union, 
and, in the House, be made the order of the day at 
some future time. He was not willing to take 
members by surprise, but simply to place this bill 
in a position not to be overlooked, as had been its 
fate for the three Jast sessions of Congress. It had 
its origin in the Senate, and he was confident that it 
was lost here simply in consequence of other busi- 
ness being thus long allowed a preference and pre- 
cedence over it. A majority have elways been in 
favor of it, and, he entertained no doubt, are sa at 
this moment. His only apprehension was that two- 
thirds might not consent to take up the bill. 

Mr. D. contended that there was no bill that could 
be selected of more importance than the Senate bill 
No. 20. Upon its passage greatly depended the 
untrammelled prosperity and advancement of sev- 
eral States. He would confine himself to his own 
State. The large Jand claimsthat have, for more 
than thirty years, hung over his beloved State, like 
a hideous excrescence, weighing down her energies 
like a mill-stone, and impeding the rapid settlement 
of her fertile lands, will at once lose all their terror, 
upon the passage of this bill. Louisiana might then 
be compared to a boat that had been sunk, which, 
after being bailed out and thoroughly repaired, was 
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wont to move onward; in the: gales of agricultural 
and commercial prosperity, “like a thing of life.” 

A rumor, he was informed, had spread amon 
some of the members, that this bill was designe 
for the benefit of the large claimants and the rich 
speculators—that it was the rich man’s, and’ not the 
poor man’s bill. Now, he challenged the strictest 
scrutiny in his past life, and proudly asked when it 
was, and where it was, he was ever found on the 
side of the rich against the poor, the strong against 
the weak, or the oppressor against the oppressed. 
No; he was. not personally. acquainted with any 
large land claimants, and “he had never exchanged 
words with any one of them in his life. He was 
the friend of thousands, who were cultivating, in 
good faith, and, as he believed, with good, valid, 
and legal titles, the valuable and productive lands 
covered by those large claims. 

This, he contended, was a great drawback on the 
wealth and prosperity of Louisiana. The timid 
were afraid to lay out large sums in embellishing 
and rendering comfortable their homes; and others 
were deterred from settling the richest lands on the 
face of the earth. Those large claims have been ree 
jected by Congress for the last thirty years, at an im- 
nense annual expense, and still they live; and the 
claimants are now as sanguine of success as they 
were thirty years ago! They seem to him as possess 
ed of the ‘never ending, never dying” principles 
and, if we are to draw conclusions of the future by 
the lessons of the past, those claims will be sus- 
pended over their heads when this proud Capitol 
shall have sunk on a level with the sea, 

This billpropeses to vest the adjudication of those 
claims with the federal courts within the respective 
States. Thus each citizen can employ counsel at 
home, selecting his favorite lawyer. He can hear 
the testimony, argument, and decree, for or against 
him. Should he be dissatisfied with the judgment 
of the court below, he can follow his case to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States with a positive 
certainty as to time and expense to be incurred. As 
it now stands, he is utterly dependent upon this 
yous where he can never expect to be seen or 
heard. s35 

The SPEAKER said ji was not in order to de- 
hate the subject before it was taken up by the House. 

Mr. ELMER insisted on his right to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE observed that he wished the report 
of the select committee to be taken up; but he 
would observe to the House, that the bill referred to 
by the gentleman from Louisiana would not take 
five minntes, and he would suggest the propriety of 
taking it up, and disposing of it at once. 

Mr. HAMMET asked the gentleman from New 


- Jersey to yield the floor, for the purpose of taking 


up that bill. 

Mr. ELMER said he would do so with pleasure, 
provided he did not lose his right to the floor. 

Mr. DEAN moved that the further consideration 
of the report of the select committee be postponed 
till to-morrow. . 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, as the gentleman from New Jersey had the 

oor. 

Mr. ELMER said he had risen and insisted on 
his right to the floor, because he had been placed in 
a wrong position before the public, and he wished 
to have an opportunity of placing himself in a cor- 
rect position before the House and the country. 

Mr. HARDIN rose to a question of order, and 
submitted whether it was in order to debate the 
subject-matter of he report of the select committee. 

The SPEAKER said _ that the report of the com- 
mittee was before the House, on a motion of re- 
committal, and it was therefore in order to debate it. 

Mr. ELMER continued. When the subject was 
up last, he made some observations which were not 
reported; but the next day there appeared in one of 
the morning papers a report of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Diexinsox,] in 
which there was a reply to remarks purporting to 
come from him, which he did not make. He was 
replied to as if he had approved of and supported 
the resolutions of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, (Mr. Hare,] when in fact he stated express- 
ly he did not approve of them. 

Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
DICKINSON and ELMER, 

Mr. ELMER saying that he did not approve of 
the resolutions of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, though he did approve of the first one. e 
was opposed to the recommitment of the report, and 
was for the House acting on the subject at‘once. At 
a proper time, he would submit a resolution, which 


would. prescribe: what, in his opinion, the most ap- 
propriate. course for the House to take on’ the sub- 


ject: : 


The Clerk, at Mr. ELMER’s request, read the reso- l 


lution which he had prepared, for the information of 
the House. > S 

Mr. ELMER then continued. He had read the 
report'of the Select Committee, and he. believed it 
fully. sustained and embodied all the facts of the case 
as they occurred before the House; and he deemed 
it a duty which he owed to himself, to his constitu- 
ents, and to the country, to call for some action of 
the House in relation thereto. It. was well known 
that, in the transaction of the business of this House, 
there were great irregularities and violations of or- 
der of daily occurrence, on the part of gentlemen of 
all parties, and from all sections of the country; and, 
to epply a corrective, a beginning must be made: he 
did not wish to begin harshly; and therefore he 
would begin with a resolution of censure. It 
would be seen that his resolution made no 
discrimination between the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and the gentleman from New York; but if 
there were different degrees of guilt, the members of 
the House could judge of the difference for them- 
selves. It was reported to the House that the gen- 

Aeman from Kentucky used opprobrious language 
to the gentleman from New York, and that gentle- 
man had stated that the report did him injustice in 
one or two particulars, and one or two only, if he 
recollected correctly. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky complained that the tone in which he, made 
the remark to the gentleman from New York, was 
not correctly represented. He said he spoke in a 
low tone of voice; and he further said, that he made 
the remark coolly, and that it was designed for the 
ear of the gentleman from New York alone. Wel, 
let it be so taken: and did it in the slightest manner 
alter the nature of the case? And to what, then, did 
itamount? Why, to this: that the gentleman from 
Kentucky—according to his own admission—meant 
to insult the gentleman from New York on this 
floor, no matter whether publicly or privately. 

Mr. CAUSIN interposed, and inquired if the res- 
olution of the gentleman from New Jersey was be- 
fore the House. f 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not now be- 
fore the House; and the Chair understood that the 
penilerman ‘from New Jersey was addressing the 

ouse on the instructions offered by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hate. } 

Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman from New 
Jersey would be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. ELMER resumed, and said he was simply re- 
marking that, in the view of the case in which it was 
presented, it amounted to an intentional insult, the 
result of which was intended to be, if not a person- 
al conflict on this floor, a conflict somewhere else. 
They could not shut their eyes to the intention, for 
it was plain and manifest; and yet such was the as- 
pect in which it was brought before them as an ex- 
cuse! It was sufficient for the House that one of its 
members insulted another, and that they had both 
been guilty of a violation of order, and of the rules 
of the House; and for such conduct they deserved 
the censure of the House. The gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Dicxison,] on a former day, ask- 
ed him, as some sort of a set-off, whether he “hung 
his head with shame” at the circumstance which oc- 
curred between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WEL- 
Ler] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srewarr;] ard he had then no opportunity to re- 
ply, and should therefore make his reply now. He 
would now inform the gentleman from Tennessee 
that he deplored the circumstance alluded to; and, 
if they had been brought before before the House at 
that time, he should have voted with all his heart to 
censure those gentlemen. Being, however, at the 
time of those occurrences, a young member on this 
floor, he took no part in those discussions, nor 
would he now go into any discussion of that mat- 


ter. But here was a personal conflict; and should it ` 


be overlooked? He saw no necessity to recommit 
the report which had been made; there was no ne- 
cessity for it. It was said that there were some er- 

. rors in that report; but he did not understand that 
there were any material errors. Why, then, should 
they waste further time by a recommitment? 

Mr. WHITE said he had hoped most sincerely 
that no necessity would have required him to rise 
here during the progress of the investigation into 
this case until it came to a final determination, when 
he should be allowed to make his defence; but the 
remarks of the gentleman from New J ersey, reflect- 
ingon him personally, called upon him in a tem- 
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perate manner to set that gentleman right in rela- 
tion to the facts. Go 

The gentleman from New Jersey had said that 
he had complained of no part of the report of 
the ‘select committee, except in an isolated point; 
but when the gentleman from -New Jersey’ said 
that, he said what the record of what he [Mr. Waite] 
did ‘say would not sustain him in it at all. ; 

Mr. ELMER called upon the gentleman from 
Kentucky to explain. ` f i 


Mr. WHITE said he would explain; ihe gentle- 
man might keep his seat. It would be recollected 
that, when the report was made by the select com- 
mittee, he had never seen it; and the first indication 
he had of it was when it was presented to this 
House, and‘read from the Clerk’s table. He could 
not at that time follow it consecutively through all 
its allegations; but he discovered one error, and he 
insisted on its recommitment, that that error might 
be corrected. He repeated that he had not previ- 
ously read the report; indeed, he had been inform- 
ed by a member of the committee, that it was not 
intended to make any report, but simply to report 
the facts; and he declared before God that he had 
no evidence that the committee had changed their 
determination until the report was made. Under 
these circumstances, how could he have taken up 
the report and discovered its errors? Such as he 
discovered he had exposed, and he asked that they 
might be corrected; but that favor was denied him. 
He now asked the attention of the gentleman from 
New Jersey to a fact which had escaped his atten- 
tion. Yesterday, the chairman of the select com- 
mitttee came into the House when select commit- 
tees were called, and said that several gentlemen 
had stated that there were several errors of a mate- 
rial nature in the printed copy of testimony taken in 
the case. He {Mr. Saunners] moved, therefore, to 
print 2,000 extra copies of the report and testimony, 
with a view of enabling gentlemen to farnish such 
corrections of their testimony as they thought ma- 
terial; and on this motion he moved the previous 
question. Such was the statement yesterday of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, {Mr. SAUNDERS;] 
and the newspaper reports of which he (Mr. W.) 
had said would show. that he had not only com- 
plained of an isolated error, but that he had de- 
nounced the report as wrong from beginning to end. 
He said this in an audible voice yesterday, but it 
had escaped the attention of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. He proceeded to make other remarks 
of a like character. 


Mr. SAUNDERS made some explanation, which 
was inaudible, in consequence of a hum of voices 
behind the reporter’s desk. 


Mr. WHITE said, of the thirty-four witnesses 
who had been examined, not one had complained 
that the testimony he gave had been incorrectly re- 
ported. . Nor did he intend to impeach the accuracy 
of that testimony, however much injustice it might 
do him. He was willing that the testimony should 
be printed, but he saw no occasion for reprinting 
the report. However injurious the testimony might 
be to himself, he repeated, he acquitted gentlemen 
who had given testimony of. all intention to misrep- 
resent. It was scarcely to be expected that the most 
honest testimony, especially in a case like this, should 
agree in all particulars. As he had said from the 
beginning, he was not disposed to throw any obsta- 
cles In the way of a full and fair investigation; nor 
did he mean to throw any obstacles in the way of 
the gentleman from New Jersey. He would there- 
fore withdraw the motion which he had made. 

Mr. ELMER offered a resolution of censure up- 
on Messrs. Warre and Rarupey. 

He would not occupy the time of the House with 
any remarks. In moving this resolution, he had 
simply discharged what he considered to be his 
duty. ` r 

Mr. WELLER said he thought it was time that 
an effort was made to bring the discussion upon this 
unfortunate subject to a close. Even the gentleman 
from Kentucky would have no reason to complain. 

Mr. GRIDER interposed, and requested the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to allow him a few moments, that 
he might make a few remarks upon this subject. 

Mr. WELLER said certainly, if it was a matter 
personal to the gentleman, about which he desired to 
make an explanation. 

Mr. GRIDER said it was upon the general 
proposition that he desired to speak. 

Mr. WINTHROP rose toa question of order. 
He desired to know what connexion there was he. 
tween this resolution and the report. The resolution 


seemed to be altogether independent of the report, 
which would still be before the House. 

` The SPEAKER remarked that the committee had 
been required to inquire into, and report to the House 
the facts of the case, which they had done; it was 
competent, then, in the opinion of the Chair, for the 
gentleman to offer the resolution which he had done, 
in view of the facts which had been reported. 


Mr. WELLER said he was. remarking, when in- 
terrupted, that there had already been sufficient dis- 
cussion upon this subject. The gentleman from 
Kentucky could have no reason to complain if the 
debate were now to be terminated; even if the report 
did him injustice, he had had an opportunity to make 
twenty or thirty speeches, and those speeches had 
gone abroad in the newspapers. If the facts 
contained in the report were true, that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky had used opprobrious 
language towards the gentleman from New 
York, he could never consent to vote a cen- 
sure upon the latter gentleman for the course 
which he took. lt was impossible to curb the pas- 
sions of the human heart. When a man is grossly 
insulted, he cannot be expected tamely to submit. 
If, on the other hand, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky had used the words in the heat of anger, un- 
der the impression that his own veracity had been 
impeached, he would be willing to vote for no cen- 
sure upon him. But he had not risen for the pur- 
pose of entering into a discussion upon the subject. 
He had foreseen what would be the result; and 
now, for the purpose of anticipating the action of 
the House, he moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRIDER inquired whether an affirmative 
decision would carry the report and the resolution 
both upon the table., 

The SPEAKER replied that the whole subject 
would go upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being ta- 
ken, resulted thus—yeas 82, nays 73. 

So the subject was laid upon the table. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspended 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays on 
the question; which were ordered. i 

Some conversation, as to priority of business, 
took place, when 

The question was taken on Mr. MeKay’s mo- 
tion, and decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 88. 

Reports of committees being the next business in 
order, 

Mr. J. R.. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief of 
Samuel G. Walker; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on 
Commerce, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorials of 
several railroad companies, praying for a remission 
of the duties on railroad iron, on the ground that 
there was a general bill reported on the subject: 
agreed to. 


Mr. PHŒNIX, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of Joseph Kerwan, surviving 
partner of Kerwan & Willis; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill, in addition to the several acts regu- 
lating the shipment and discharge of seamen, and 
the duties of consuls; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred. i 

Mr. DANA, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made a report upon the case 
of Sellers and Pennock, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution for their relief; which resolution was read a 
first and second time, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. . 

Mr. STILES, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (No. 10) for the 
benefit of Saltmarsh and Fuller, and the joint reso- 
lution (No. 11) for the benefit of Wm. Fuller, re- 
ported the first of the said resolutions with and the 
last without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be committed to a com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration of Senate 
bill to test in the United States courts the validity of private 
land claims in the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and Louis- 
iana, and in those parts of the State of Mississippi and Ala- 
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baitia, south of the 31st degree of north latitude, and be- 
tween, the Mississippi and Perdido rivers; and that the same 
be made the special order of the day for Tuesday next. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to say a word on the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Cross.] The object of the resolution was to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from a bill 
of very great importance, and involving very great 
interests, and he trusted that the House would not 
consent to bring it into the House, where the pre- 
vious question could be applied, until it had been 
discussed in committee. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
CROSS, J. THOMPSON, C. JOHNSON, and 
WHITE. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and on this he called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON inquired if the resolution 
would not require a two-thirds vote. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew his motion to lay on the 
table, and the yeas and nays were ordered on the 
adoption of the resolution, and resulted thus: yeas 
83, nays 64, which was less than a majority of two- 
thirds. 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, a bill from the 
Senate, supplemental to a bill reported in the House 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to regulate 
the pay of the navy, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS asked permission to present a me- 
morial from the American Statistical Association, in 
relation to errors in the last census; and he moved 
that it be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. BELSER said he wished to inquire of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts whether these were 
the proceedings of a meeting of persons of color in 
New York. : 

Mr. ADAMS said it was a memorial from the 
statistical society, showing that there were crrors in 
the printing of the sixth census. 

Objections were made to its reception; and, 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to present the memorial; and, upon this 
motion he asked the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted thus: yeas 97, 
nays 49. ‘ 

here not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if the Speaker had voted. 

The SPEAKER replied that he had not. 

Mr. ADAMS called upon the Speaker to vote, as, 
if that vote should be in the affirmative, there would 
be two-thirds. 

The SPEAKER observed that he had not felt 
called on to vote, as there was not a tie; he would 
inform the gentleman, however, that if he had voted, 
his vote would have been in the negative. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. WHITE inquired whether, in case the 
House refused to go into committee, the first busi- 
ness would not be the consideration of the eastern 
harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that that bill was the 
first business upon the Speakeyr’s table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. of New York, demanded the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and be- 
ing taken, they were—yeas 59, nays 92. 

The motion was negatived. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR asked if the morning hour was 

assed. . 

The SPEAKER said it had. He would now lay 
before the House a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. . 

A report from the Secretary of the Navy, in re- 
ply to a resolution of the House of the 29th of Jan- 
uary, relating to the employment of the United 
States marines at the docks and navy-yards of the 
United States, was read, laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in or- 
der was the bill making appropriations for certain 
harbors and rivers. ; 

The bill was then taken up, and the pending 
amendment read, which was an amendment offered 
by Mr. Jacog Tompson, appropriating ten thous- 
sand dollars for the removal of the bar at the mouth 
of Pass Christian, State of Louisiana. : 

Mr. THOMPSON said this motion was made in 
pursuance ofa petition of the mail contractors and mail 
carriers between N. Orleans & Mobile,steamboat mas- 

ers and owners, merchants in trade, and others, in- 


terested in the commercial intercourse between those 
two great cities, which he “presented to the House 
after this bill had been reported by the Committee 
on Commerce. The number of petitioners is sixty- 
two; but he was assured that the number could have 
been enlarged to 15,000, had it been thought neces- 
sary. The lateness of the preséntation of the peti- 
tion will, satisfactorily account for the omission of 
this appropriation in the bill as reported. For he 
was thoroughly persuaded, thatif the facts had been 
properly and fairly laid before the committee, the 
merits of the proposed. work would have induced 
that committee to make the expenditure asked -for. 
He was now under the necessity of offering some 
considerations to the House, which recommended the 
adoption of this motion. 

New Orleans and Mobile are situated about 150 
miles apart. There is an immense trade carried on 
between these two cities. It consisted, for the most 
part, in meat, flour, corn, lard, bagging, and rope; 
and all the thousand things which are carried from 
the up country for the consumption of 
the southern States. South Alabama is a very 
large consumer of western provisions. There 
are two routes from New Orleans to Mobile on 
which this trade passes. As you come out from 
Lake Ponchartrain into the Gulph of Mexico, there 
are two channels in which the trade passes, and 
they are known and designated as the inner and the 
outer route. The inner route passes along the Mis- 
sissippi beach—is protected by Ship island and Cat 
island against storms and the violence of the 
weather, and is well nigh the only safe route for 
steamboats. The outer one runs to the south of the 
islands, and is liable to sudden and violent storms, to 
encounter and successfully resist which steamboats 
generally are wholly incapacitated; for it is a fact, 
perhaps not generally known, that in that gulf, 
storms are not only frequent, but sudden, violent, 
and imminently dangerous. It*°is the inner 
route which runs through Pass Christian, which is 
situated on the coast of Mississippi. "Whenever the 
wind bears from the north and northwest, which 
are the prevailing winds in the winter season, and 
which is the land breeze, this pass becomes shal- 
low; and being very crooked, it is almost impossible 
for navigators to escape grounding. This is proved 
by the letter of the Postmaster General, which has 
been read in the hearing of the House, and which 
shows that more than two-thirds of the failures of 
the United States mails are caused by the bar which 
he now desired the House to cause to be removed 
by this appropriation. 

What is to be done? The petition sets forth, (and 
such Iam well persuaded is the fact,) that a bar 
four hundred yards in extent is all the impediment, 
all the hindrance to this commerce. This bar con- 
sists of coarse sand and oyster banks, which, being 
once removed, would never accumulate a second 
time. The experience of a hundred years proves 
that the water is gradually deepening; and this fact 
gives assurance that there is no predisposition to 
accumulate and form a bar at this point; and expe- 
rienced men say that $10,000 expended in abra- 
ding and removing this bar will greatly facilitate and 
aid the immense commerce which floats along this 
coast. 

But while we urged this matter, Mississippi, as a 
State, is as little interested in thisimprovementas any 
one of the western States. Along this coast we 
have a sparse but a most worthy population, which 
is directly interested in this work; but their com- 
merce forms but an inconsiderable amount of this 
vast trade. Who supplies the southern market 
with meat? Indiana, Ohio, Ilhnois, and Kentucky. 
Who sends down the flour, and iron, and whiskey, 


bagging, and rope, and mules, and horses? Ten- ` 


nessee, Kentucky, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Il- 
linois, Missouri, and Iowa. 

It is for these States this expenditure is asked, and 
particularly should the representatives of Louisiana 
and Alabama sustain thisamendment. ‘The exports 
of Mississippi consists almost exclusively of cotton. 
This finds its way to New Orleans and Mobile, and 
thence it is put on board of your merchantmen, and 
exported direct to foreign ports. Hence he might be 
relieved from insisting upon a matter which is not to 
gain him any strength at home, or benefit any large 
portion of his constituents. Tan 

The commercial importance of a place lying in 
our vicinity, is but too apt to be exaggerated by all, 
and this is the great danger of i ad carne of this 
kind. Nor would he attempt to depreciate or dimin- 
ish the consequence of other points which receive ap 


$ propriations in this and the hill of asimilar character 


which has already passed this House. Butit igidle 
to tell an individual, acquainted with the trade’ dis- 
commoded by this bar, along which a thousand boxes. 
of articles for sale pass daily, that it is not to be com- 
pared in its claims on this government with those of 
the: harbor at the mouth of the Genesee river, on 
which the government has expended more than 
$152,000, and is now about to appropriate $20,000; 
or the harbor at Oswego, on. which you have 
spent more than $222,000, and now propose to 
spend $20,000 more; or the harbor at Buffalo, on 
which you have heretofore expended more than 
$212,000, and now have appropnated $40,000 more; 
or the Hudson river, for the improvement of which 
you have expended $320,000, and in this $50,000 
more is to be appropriated! Is it to be compared 
with the trade which is protected by the Delaware 
breakwater, in the construction of which you have 
expended well nigh $2,000,000, and now propose 
to spend $100,000 in addition; or the Cape Fear 
river, on which you have expended more than 
$200,060, and now propose to appropriate $20,000; 
or that of the Savannah river, on which you have 
expended more than $140,000, and now propose to 
increase that amount $50,000 more; on the harbor at 

Chicago, where government has expended $212,333, 

and has now added to that sum $30,000? The least 

observation will satisfy everybody that the idea is 
preposterous to reject this appropriation when con- 
sidered in a commercial point of view. 

But he should be told that no estimate has been made 
for this work, and it would be unwise to appropriate 
without an examination and report from an officer 
of government. Sir, (said Mr. T.) I give you the 
opinion of practical men as to the character of the 
work, and of its practicability, and of the probable 
cost. In this opinion the House can place confi- 
dence. These men neither’ expect to disburse the 
money nor to obtain the contract.. They wish alone 
to facilitate trade, to subserve the public interest; 
government has already the necessary apparatus in 
those waters to do the work, and he pledged himself, 
if this sum now asked for be not sufficient, to ask no 
more in future; and if the improvement be once 
made, he would ask no more to keep it up. But 
from experience, what confidence can we place in 
the estimates heretofore made for the accomplish- 
ing of these works? Your topographical bureau, 
consisting of a few theoretical men, educated at your 
Military Academy, and knowing but little of the 
world, or of practical life, send in their estimates, in- 
duce Congress to begin a work considered of na- 
tional importance, and then, rather than abandon the 
work, we are forced to spend fourfold the original 
estimate. Let me call the attention of the House to 
the following table, which is obtained from the 
bureau of topographical engineers. (Weinsert only 
a few; such as we could obtain.) 

Statement showing the appropriations asked for by the 
present bill, the original estimates and the amounts that 
have been expended for read, harbor, and river im- 
provements, placed under the direction of the bureau 
of topographical engineers, from the commencement in 
1824, up to lst January, 1844. 
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< Mr. Wenrwortn here interrupted, and asked 
Mr: Tromrson if. he would vote for the bill if his 
amendment prevailed. . ` f 
Mr. Tuomrson said he would answer that inter- 
rogatory in a few minutes. He had introduced the 
foregoing table to show the reliance to be placed on 
the estimates of. your topographical bureau. He 


would much sooner rely upon the views.and calcu- | 


lations of practical men. But the gentleman from 
Minois desired to know-what course he would par- 
sue in relation to this bill, should this amendment 

revail. He would scorn himself, did he consider 

imself capable of changing his vote on this bill by 
the adoption of this amendment. He envied not the 
man his principles or his‘conscience who could’ con- 
sent to be moved about.by such considerations. He 
believed the. system wrong; and the paltry sum of 
ten thousand dollars.could not induce him to sanc- 
tion this system. And he said he should vote 
against the bill, even should the amendment prevail. 
This might defeat his proposition; for he well re- 


membered, when the bill for the improvement of the’ 
western harbors was up for consideration, the gen- 


tleman from Alabama [Mr. Cuarman] advocated an 
appropriation for the Tennessee river, for which es- 
timates had been made, and he was categorically 
asked, if his wishes prevailed, would he vote for 
the bill; and because is answer was unsatisfactory, 
the appropriation was denied. This is the way in 
which bills of this character are carried through this 
House. You are to interest men, and to divide the 
spoil. A single appropriation, for a single work, 
would receive no favor; but, by combination and 
mutual understanding, bills are passed. Let the 
people of the country know this, and he envied not 
the laurels of any man so dearly bought. 


But the ‘importance of this paltry appropriation 
no man will deny. And shall no feeling of the gen- 
eral good lead men to give any individual a share 
who is not ready to put himself in the market? 

The aggregate of the bills for the improvement of 
harbors and rivers is $1,152,000. Of this amount, 
excepting the sums appropriated for the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, $145,000 alone is to be ex- 
pended south of Mason and Dixon’s line; and of 
this sum, only $15,000 goes to the Gulf of Mexico. 
The value of the annual products of the western 
and southwestern States, according to the census of 
1840, is as follows: 


Alabama . - > . ` + $28,961,325 
Mississippi - ` - - 29,739,433 
Louisiana - . i : 35,044,059 
Arkansas - . . 6,388,395 
Tennessee - 37,973,360 
Missouri - è ys ` - -15,830,444 
Kentucky - - ` : ~ 38,624,191 
Ohio ’ + . . + 63,906,678 
Indiana, - ` : - 23,632,631 
Ilinvis . , - 18,981,935 
Wisconsin - . - ` - 1,905,600 
lowa : : , f ` ~ 1,132,106 


These western and southern and southwestern 
States are the great feeders of your commerce. OF 
ihe whole foreign commerce of this country, near 
two-thirds of yonr exportations go from and through 
the Gulf of Moxico; yet to the improvement of that 
gulf the pitiful sum of $15,000 is allotted. 

Gentlemen should look seriously to this matter. 
One portion of this Union views your tax bills as 
blessings; the other as burdens. The manufactur- 
ing States advocate tariffs because they feel that they 
are more than reimbursed, in the shape of bounties 
on their products, for the money they pay in the 
shape of taxes; while the planting States feel that 
the tax paid government is so much abstracted from 
the profits of their labor; and besides, the bounties 
pai the manufacturers are also directly or indirect- 
y drawn from them. Under the plundering 
operation of your protective tariff system, 
every man of a fair and liberal mind must feel 
that it is idle and ridiculous to call this a govern- 
ment of equal laws; atax is prayed for, and the im- 
position of a tax is hailed as a positive good. The 
very expression convinces one that there is rotten- 
hess and corruption somewhere. But let us zo one 
step far-her. Your tax, thus iniquitously collected, 
is disbursed in such a manner that those who re- 
garded your tax bills as blessings, divide eight- 
tenths of it among themselves. Can any one be as- 
tonished that the exclamation should proceed from 
that section to which he belonged? that in verity we 
only know and feel this government by its op- 
pressions. Your taxes are unjustly collected, and 
nus iniquitousty disbursed, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. T.) how insulting, and 
how absurd it is, in view of all these facts, to be 
asked to sanction an unholy system of expenditure, 
in order to obtain. a paltry expenditure for a neces- 
sary improvement in the great highway of com- 
merce. - : i ; 

He said he offered his amendment in good faith, 


| and hoped it would be inserted in the bill. 


: Mr.. HAMMET advocated the amendment. 
The channel to which it had reference was import- 
ant as a great mail-route, and also as the way by 
which much important commerce was transmitted to 
market. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved the previous question. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK, having obtained the with- 
drawal of the previous question, ona pledge to re- 
new it, proceeded to make some observations on the 
amendment, and on expenditures for internal im- 
provements generally. This bill came from the 
Committee on Commerce, and was designed to af- 
ford facilities to commerce; and hence he had not 


-even a momentary doubt respecting the vote which 


he should give. He opposed these expenditures for 
any such purposes. He would vote for appropria- 
tions for light-houses, for the purpose of guiding 
our navy into port, or for military roads, for the 
conveyance of our army; but he would not vote for 
this amendment. 

He considered the appropriation for the Savan- 
nah river to be perfectly safe. It was an appropria- 
tion which must pess. The obstructions had been 
placed there by order of the general government, 
for the benefit of the whole United States; and, now 
that its purpose had been accomplished, and the in- 
terests of commerce required their removal, this 
government was bound to remove them. . 

If the gentleman from Kentucky insisted upon 
his renewing the demand for the previous question, 
he was, of course, bound to renew it, though he 
was himself averse to it. 

Mr. TIBBATTS insisted on the previous ques- 
tion; and 

Mr. BLACK accordingly renewed the demand. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY appealed to the gentleman 
to withdraw the call for the previous question. 

Mr. BELSER moved a call of the House; and, 
on this motion, 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays. 

On seconding the call for the yeas and nays, the 
votes were taken by tellers, who reported 39 in the 
affirmative—a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, and, being tae 
ken, were: yeas.49, nays 117. 

So the call of the House was not ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then withdrew the demand for 
the nrevious question. 

Mr. KENNEDY sent to the Chair an amend- 
ment which he proposed to offer, but it was ruled 
by the Chair not to be in order at this time, asthe 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
was still pending. 

Mr. K. explained the object of the amendment 
which he proposed to offer, which was an appropri- 
tion for the preservation of the harbor at Baltimore. 

Mr. K. concluded by renewing the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the effect of the pre- 
vious question would be to cut off the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER said that it would. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said he so understood it; 
but he moved the previous question in accordance 
with the promise ne made when he obtained the 
floor. 

The previous question was then seconded—ayes 


91, noes 42—and the main question was ordered. 


‘When the main question was first put on the 
amendment to the amendments of the committee 
appropriating $10,000 for the removal of the bar at 
the mouth of Pass Christian, Louisiana. ‘This 
question being decided in the negative—ayes 54, 
nays 72, ` 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole, and 
was taken first on the amendment appropriating 
$15,000 for the improvement of the harbor at Bridge- 
port, Connecticut. ; 

This amendment was also rejectcd—ayes 39, 
noes not counted. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
appropriating $5,000 for the improvement of the har- 
bor at White Hall, New York. 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and the question being taken, decided 


in the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 87, as follows; 


- YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brengle; Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buflington. Jeremiah E, 
Cary, Shepherd Cary; Carroll, Causin, Chilton,” Clinch, 
Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, McClelland, McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Peyton, 
Pheenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Ris- 
sell; Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Albert Smith, John F. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Strong, Summers, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vauce, Vanmeter, Vinton, Went- 
worth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, and 
Joseph A, Wright—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayley, 
Belser, Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoti, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, De- 
berry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, 
Goggin, Willis Green, Byram Green, Hamlin, Hammet, 
Haraison, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Houston, Hubard, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Rathbun, 
David S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Tay- 
lor, Thompson, Tucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and 
Yost—87. f 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The other amendments were concurred in; and 
the question recurred on the engrossment of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that when this House ad- 
journ, it adjourn to meet again on Monday next. 
(The object was to ventilate the House and change 
the carpets.) 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend soas to provide 
that when this House adjourn “on Friday” it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, and resulted 
thus: yeas 71, nays 110. 

So the motion was negatived. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to lay the harbor and 
and river bill on the table; and called for the yeas 
and nays thereon; but they were not ordered. he 
motion to lay on the table was also negatived. 

On the question of engrossment for a third read- 
ing, the yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted 
yeas 96, nays 83, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Jero- 
miah E. Cary, Shepherd Carey, Carroll, Causin. Chilton, 
Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Lana, Darragh, G. Davis, R. 
D. Davis, Deilet, Dickey, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Wash 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Fres- 
ton King, Daniel P. King, Lyon, MeCleland, Mesivaine, 
Marsh, wiathews, E. J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Peyton, 
Pheenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Poiter, Pratt, 
Preston, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Russell, St John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Siephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vauce, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
White, Winthrop, and William Wright, —96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayicy, 
Belser, Benton, Bidleck, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brer 
gle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 
Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, Dil 
lingham, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, Goggin, Willis 
Green, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Joues, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
MeCauslen, Maclay, MeClernand, McConnell, MeDowell, 
McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Roberts, 
Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thom- 
as Smith, Robert Smith; John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Teylor, Thompson, Tucker, Weller, Willams, Woodward, 
and Joseph A. Wright--s3. f 

Mr. HAMLIN, after the roll had been called 
through, and before the vote was announced, asked 
if it would be in order to move to be excused from 
voting. 

The SPEAKER said it would not. 

Mr. HAMLIN then voted No. ‘ 

The guestion coming up on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TIBBATTS called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. ; cod 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; 
and it was decided in the negative. . 

Mr, SEYMOUR moved the previous question on 


the passage of the bill; which was seconded by the 
House, and. the main question ordered. 

- Mr. MeCONNELL demanded the yeas and uays; 
which were ordered. ` 


“Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if the bill had been | 


engrossed; and being answered in the affirmative, Í 
ea for the reading of it. It was read according- 
Jara x : 
'. The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
96, nays 80, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, 
Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darrah, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Lyon, McClelland, Mcllvaine, Marsh, 
Mathews, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample,Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stew- 
art, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
White. Winthrop, and William Wright--96. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Bayley, Belser, 
Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, James “A. Black, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 
Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickinson, 
Dillingham, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, oggin, Willis 
Green, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Herrick, Hoge, 
Houston, Hubard, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Dowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
Parmenter, Payne, Rathbun, D. S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Taylor, Tucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph 
A. Wright—80. 


Mr. CARROLL moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn: 
rejected. 

The question was then put on Mr. CARROLL’S 
motion to reconsider; and it was rejected. 

Mr. DUNCAN. gave notice that he would, on 
Monday, call up the Oregon bill, and would con- 
tinue to call it up every day till acted on. 

Mr. WELLER and Mr. HOUSTON moved that 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to amend the motion by 
making the adjournment over to Monday next. 

Mr. WELLER withdrew his motion. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON said that he made the motion to 
adjourn, and did not withdraw it. 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 

The question was then put on the adjournment, 
and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn to 
meet again on Monday next. : 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays, which 
being ordered, the question was put, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 73, nays 76.. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: | 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Daniel Nason, ir.. and 
64 others, citizens of Kennebunk and Kennebunkport, in 
the State of Maine, for the annexation of Texas to the 
United States without delay. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The remonstrance of 80 citizens of 
Niagara county, New York, against the repeal of the tariff 
act of 1842. > Ae 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: The petition of J. and L. 
Ward, of Milwaukie, Territory of Wisconsin, to Congress, 
asking compensation forthe subsistence of certain Potio- 
waittomee Indians, under æ contract made by Lieutenant | 

i 
i 


Sprague of the Lnited States army in 1835: referred to the 
mittee of Ind rs. 

, of Dade county, Territory of 

ss to make hii compensation 

territory, as librarian and su- 


perintendent of territori 
referred to the Committe 

By Mr HAYS: Thep 
dicrof the late war, p 


i IN SENATE, 
Fripay, May 17, 1844. 
Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memosial, signed by 30 citi- 
zens of Springfield, Illinois, remonstrating against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States, on the ground that 
such astep would be disastrous to the interests of the States, 
and be conducive to a dissolution of the Union: ordered te 
dia on the table ` 


a, 


CONGRESSIONA 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution for the relief of 
Seth M. Leavenworth, by authorizing indemnity for a trans- 
fer of his contract for carrying the United States mail; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a joint resolution to 
suspend the joint resolution providing for the printing of 
additional copies of the journals and public documents un- 
til the commencement of the next session of Congress; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Joint Committee 
onthe Library. rh 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Printing in favor of printing eight dia- 


- grams of surveys of the falls of the Ohio, connected with 


certain contemplated improvements around the falls on the 
Indiana side of the river, was taken up for considefation; 
and being so amended by Messrs. WHITE and HENDER. 
SON as to include twelve other diagrams of surveys of the 
bed ofthe river Ohio at the falls, was finally adopted. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial signed by citizens of 
the county of Chesterfield, Virginia. in favor of the immedi- 
ate annexation of Texas to the United States; and another 
memorial from citizens of Prince George county, Virginia, 
of the same import; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAGBY presehted resolutions adopted at a public 
meeting of citizens of Lawrence county, Alabama, in favor 
of the immediate annexation of Texas to the United States: 
ordered to lie on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up for consid- 
eration the resolution for the adjournment of Congress sine 
die. This resolution, as passed by the Senate, fixed the 27th 
of May for the day of adjournment. The House struck out 
that, and inserted the 17th June. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the amendment of the 
House, by substituting the 4th day of June. 

Mr. E. remarked that he did not intend to say anything 
upon this matter. It was a subject upon which every sena- 
tor could judge. He proposed, therefore, to have the vote 
taken upon the proposition which he had made. 

Mr. MOREHEAD did not see the necessity of acting up- 
on the subject now, or of committing themselves to the day 
of adjournment, in the situation in which they now were, 
Jt could be done at any time; and ‘it seemed to him that it 
could have no effect upon the legislation of this House, 
whether the resolution be adopted now or vot. He rose for 
the purpose of submitting a motion, supposing there would 
be no debate, with a view of testing the sense of the Senate 
unon the propriety of adopting the resolution at this time. 
He moved that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, 

The anestion was then taken, and resulted—y eas 21, nays 
20, as follows: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Breese, 
Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden. Haywood. Jarnagin. Lewis, 
Mangum, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Sevier. Simmons, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—21. 

NAYS5-—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton. Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Buchanan, Choate, Evans, Fairfield. Francis, Hanne- 
gan, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Rives, White, and Wrighi—20. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

The bil fromthe House making appropriations for cer- 
tain eastern harbors, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; and 

The bill from the House fixing the day for the election of 
electors of President and Vice President was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Several adverse reports of the standing committees, on 
private claims, were taken up and concurred in. 

The joint resolution respecting the receipts issued by the 
Treasurer of the United States, in payment of public ands, 
was read the third time. and passed. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senate took up for considera- 
tion, as in committee of the whole, the bill for the relief of 
(that is. by allowing them to remove certain negroes into 
the United States frora Texas) certain persons residing with- 
in the reputed limits of the United States, of Arkansas and 
Lovisiana, and beyond the boundary line between the Uni- 
ted States and the republic of Texas as estohlished by the 
commissioners appointed to ascertain the same. 

Mr. S remarked that it was the sume as that bili last year 
for the relief of United States citizens, heretofore living 
within the repvied boundary line of the United States in 
Louisiana and Arkansas; but thrown into the territory of 
Texas by the line fixed upon by the commissioners. 

Mr. SIMMONS inquired if the persons were named in the 
bill. He thought it would be prudent to have such specifi- 
cation. > 

Mr. BERRIEN said they were not named; but the bill 
provided against any abuse of its objects end intent, by 
requiring the claimants to its benefits, fo go before the dis- 
trict judge and give him satisfactory evinenee of their being 
entitled, 


ed, it was stated 
r named. 

iitee thought a 
it 


a 


i 
to be fo uals spec. 


that the ca 


al bid. And 


although at this session, y 
presented on the subject, the com 
pedient to renew the general bill of lest year, than to act 
upon an is H 


Mr. SEVIER sai jection to the bil; 
it was one which had passed the Senate before, and was 
just and proper in principle. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Senate bill for the relief 
of Pierre Menard, Josiah T. Betis, Jacob. Feaman, and Ed- 
mund Roberts, of the State of Illinois, securities for Felix 
St. Vrain, late Indian agent, deceased, was taken up, con- 
sidered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


operation to į 


| 


Ons motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate bill relating to e | 


i 


port of entry forthe district of Passamaquoddy, in the State 
of Maine, was also taken up, Considered, and orderéd to ‘be 
engrossed for a, third reading. seed 
On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the same disposition 
was made of the Senate bill for certain repairs of the cus- 
tom-house and post office buildings of Charleston, South 


‘Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER, thé Senate went info exec- 
utive session; and after some hours spent therein, 
Adjourned. d 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frroay, May 17, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. COBB asked permission to offer a resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS rose to a privileged question. Some re- 
marks which were made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr Wire} yesterday, he considered to be such a direct 
reflection upon the report made by ihe committee, that he 
felt constrained to ask for an explanation. 

The SPEAKER remarked that it was not a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he would ask 
House, 
tion. A 

Mr. COBB said he believed he was entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER so decided. 

Mr. COBB then asked permission to offer his resolution. 

Mr. DEAN objected. 

Mr. COBB moved a suspension of the rules. 

The resolution having been read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of J. W. Nye, as- 
signee of Peter Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart, now on file, 
asking further remuncration for losses susiained in macad- 
amizing a large portion of Pennsylvania avenue in 1832, be 
referred to a select committee of nine members, with in- 
structions to examine all the papers, both for and against 
said claim; and that they report to the House by bill or oth. 
erwise. ; 

Mr. DEAN withdrew his objection; and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Several gentlemen endeavored to obtain the floor. 
awarded to 

Mr. SIMONS, who rose, he said, to a privileged question, 
as that was the most approved method of obtaining posses- 
sion ofthe floor. He had a resolution to offer; which, after 
a few words of explanation, was adopted. The resolution 
is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to assign the reason why the report of the’ commissioners 
appointed by him, in pursuance of an act pasted March 3, 
1843, and which was promised to be furnished this House 
early in the present session. has not been furnished; and 
hat he be requested to furnish the same without further 
delay. 3 

Mr. SIMONS also offered the following resolution, which 
was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Conimittee on Engraving recommend 
that the requisite number of diagrams be procures to illus- 
trate the report ofthe Committee on Naval 4 fairs in rela- 
tion to the wrought iron guns on board the steamship of wer 
Princeton, 


Mr. DEAN moved to take up House bill 278. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the pis er motion would 
be for a suspension ol the rules that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. 

At the request of 5. r. DROMGOOLE, 

Mr. DEAN yielded him the floor for the purpose of pre- 
senting certain memorials. ; 

Mr. DX OMGOOLE presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of citizens of Prince George county, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, and also the proceedings of a meeting of citizens of 
retersburg, in the State of Virginia, in favor of the imme- 
diate annexation of Texas to this t nion; which were sev- 
erally laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR next obtained the floor, and asked per 
mission to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee cf the Whole Hource be 
discharged from the consideration of House bill No. 7, pro- 
viding for the extension of the provisions of the lew Brant 
ing pensions to certain widows of revolutionary soldicrs, 
and that said bill be referred to the Committee ot the Whola 
on the state of the Union. $ : 

Ar. DEAN objected. 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved a suspension of the rules. 

Tellers were demanded and appointed, who reported 106 
votes in the affirmative, considered to be two-thirds; and the 
rules were suspended. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

à message was received from the Senate, by Mr. Dicains, 
their secretary, announcing that the Senate had pussed 
House bill No. 36, entitled an act for the relief of the wid- 
ows and orphans of the officers, searnen, and marines of 
the United States schooner Grampus, with omendments, 
and had amended the title by adding thereto the words “and 
for other purposes.” a g 

That the Senate had passed bilis and resolutions of the 
following titles: . 

An act for the relief of Henry Gardner and others, di- 
rectors of an association called the New England Mississip- 
pi Land Company. . i 3 

An act to authorize the payment of equitable commis- 
i to the agents or attorneys of persons in whose fi 
s have been made und en 
United States and certain foreign p rs, Which awards 
have been retained in the treasury In payment of debts due 
to the United States. 

An act relating to bonds to be given by custom-house of 
ACES. 

i An act for the relief of Gideon Batchelder and others. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison Young, 
and Benjamin Young. 

An-act to amend an act entitled “An act to reorganize the 
General Land Office.” 4 

An act granting a pension to George Whittier. 

An act for the relief of Reynall Coates, William 
son, and William B. MeMuriric. 


3 the indulgence of the 
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An act for the relief of Peter: Von Schmidt. 

A resolution to authorize the transmission and presenta- 
tion of books to the minister of justice of France, in ex- 
change for books received from him. š 

A resolution authorizing an allowance to Purser D. M. F 
Thornton in the settlement of his accounts. 

Mr. DEAN, having again obtained the floor, moved a sus- 
pensionsof the rules, in-order to go into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill he had reference ‘to, viz: the bill for regulating 
the pay of the officers of the navy. - 

Mr. VANCE rose and remarked that they had not had a. 
day for the consideration of the business. upon the private 
calendar for many weeks. _~ , 

The SPEAKER remarked that the subject. was not de- 
batable. 

Mr. VANCE then called for the yeas and nays on the mo- 


tion. nee : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he believed it was not distinct- 
ly understood what the bill was. °* A 

The SPEAKER remarked that the subject was not deba- 
table. 1 k 

Mr. J. A. WRIGHT inquired whether it would not be 
competent for the committce to take up any other bill. 

The SPEAKER replied that the committee could take up 
any bill they chose. _ 

Mr. VANCE withdrew his call for the yeas and nays; and 
the question being put, was negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped the orders of the day would 
be proceeded with. j 

Mr. R. SMITH asked permission to introduce the follow- 
ing joint resolution: : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of War be, andhe is hereby, directed to appoint 
a cadet to the Military Academy at West Point from the first 
congressional district in the State of Illinois, who shall be 
be piaced upon an equal footing, in all respects, with the ca- 
dets appointed for the year 1344. 5 


Mr. VANCE objected. 

On motion by Mr. VANCE, the House resolved itself into 
a committee of the Whole—Mr. Cave Jonxson in the chair 
-~and considered the follow Ing private pills: 

The bill for the relief of Seth Sweetzer: laid on the table 
to be reported. 

The billto provide for the payment of the passage of 
General Lafayette from France to the United States, in 1924. 

Mr. SEYMOUR opposed the bill. 

Mr. CATLIN spoke in favor of it, 

Mr. BIDLACK opposed the bill; and in the course of his 
remarks, yielded the foor to Mr. Gropincs, to make some 
explanations in favor of the claim, and Mr. Repine in op- 
position. 

Mr. PARMENTER spoke in opposition to the bill, and 
was followed in some remarks by Messrs. GIDDINGS, 
SEYMOUR of New York, STETSON, and VANCE. 

The question being put on the adoption of the bill, tellers 
were demanded; and Messrs. Guinnern and Hair were ap- 
pointed; who, having counted the votes, reported 62 in the 
affirmative, and 45 in the negative. 

No quorum voting, Mr. WELLER moved that the com- 
mittee rise, and report that fact to the House. 

Mr. CATLIN said he was willing that this bill should be 
laid aside for the present. 

Mr. HALE reiterated the motion made by Mr. WELLER, 
that the committee rise, and report that there was no quo- 
rum. $ 

The committee accordingly rose, and reported that they 
had found themselves without a quorum. 

Mr. HALE moved a call of the House: refused. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved that the House again resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SUMMERS also made the same motion. 

The SPEAKER (Mr. WeuLer occupying the chair tem- 
porarily) said that no motion could be entertained, there 
being no quorum present, except a motion for a-call of the 
House, or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COBB moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked for tellers on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were demanded, and ordered. 

Mr. WELLER (the Speaker having resumed the chair) 
asked the gentleman from Georgia fMir. Coss] to withdraw 
his motion for adjournment, to enable him to move that 
when the House adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. COBB acquiesced; and 

Mr. WELLER then made that motion; and the yeas and 
nays were demanded and ordered; and being taken, were— 
73 yeas, and 72 nays. 

So the motion was adopted. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The memorial of John Erickson, of the 
city of New York, civil engineer, praying for compensation 
of his services as engineer, in planning and superintending 
the construction of the steam machinery and propeller of 
the United States steamer Princeton, aud for other services 
therein specified. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The memorial of Joseph Thompson, 
of Decatur, DeKalb county, Georgia, praying the appropria- 
tion of money to pay him for extra service In carrying the 
mail from Madison to Marietta, in Georgia: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, May 18, 1844. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, it was ordered that the peti- 
tion of Nancy Mounts be taken from the files, and, with a 
petition from Thomas Mounts he then presented. heir of 
Col. William Crawford, praying compensation for the ser- 
vices of that officer during the revolutionary war, be refer. 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from a large num- 
ber of citizens of Chambersburg, Franklin county, Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the reannexation of Texas to the United 
Ftates: ordered to lie on the table. : as 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the communication of the Secretery of 
War upon the subject, reported ‘a joint resolution for the 
continuation of two clerks insthe Bureau of Provisions and 
Clothing; which was read, and ordered to a second reading; 
and, 3 : 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, ihe previous orders of the day 
were postponed, and the ‘above resolution was considered 
as incommittee of the whole, reported to the Senate, and 
finally passed. - J i 
- On motion of Mr. BAYARD, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 
edto communicate to the Senate the result of an experiment 
made at the Christiana light-house, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the expediency of using gas instead of oil in the 
light-Hfouse establishment; showing the relative cost of the 
same, and the opinion of the department upon the same. 


NAVAL PENSIONS. A 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senate took up for considera- 
tien, as in committee of the whole, the bill to consolidate 
and amend the acts in relation to the pensions of the widows 
and orphans of certain naval officers. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to amend the bill by striking out, 
in the 10th line of the 1st section, the word “was.” and insert 
“would have been,” so as to make it read “would have been 
entitled at the time of his death,” instead of “was,” &c. He 
moved the same amendment in the Hth line; and after the 
word “death,” to insert “according to the pay of the navy 
existing on the Ist of January, 1835.” 

Mr. JARNAGIN inquired of the honorable chairman 
{Mr. Bayarp] what class of cases, provided for in former 
pension laws, were not provided for in this.‘ He made the 
inquiry, because he had received several communications 
lately on the subject. 

Mr. BAYARD stated that it was the object of this bill to 
correct a class of abuses embraced in former laws, such as 
officers or seamen dying of disease contracted in the naval 
service. This had been found to produce a great deal of 
difficulty and uncertainty. It was true, there were some 
cases of the disease being contracted in the service; but 
there were a great many othercases in which the disease 
was previously lurking in the system, and developed only 
in the service. After due consideration, it was thought 
better that this class of cases should be stricken out alto- 
gether, as introducing great room for abuse. A circum- 
stance of this kind came to his knowledge not long since. 
An individual, who was a carpenter in his ordinary capacity, 
was too feeble to conduct his business on shore; and, in 
order to re-establish his health, he obtained an appointment 
as carpenter on board of one of our vessels of-war. After 
making his voyage, this individual’s disease became exas- 
cerated, instead of being relieved, and he died in conse- 
quence. His widow was now actually receiving a pension 
under the provision of the law which provides a pension in 
case of discase contracted in the service. It would be seen 
at once how openthis clause was to abuse. To correct 
that class of abuses, the committee omitted them, after be- 
stowing due consideration upon the subject. 

Mr. JARNAGIN observed that his inquiry was occasioned 
by the poraseology ofthe sixth line of the second section— 
“should be killed, or die of a wound received while in the 
line of his duty, or by drowning, or otherwise, or of injuries 
received while in the line of his duty,” &e. He was persua- 
ded that there were still some very hard cases to be covered, 
where men, aftera long voyage ofthree or four years, died 
on shore in consequence of discase contracted ‘in the ser- 
vice. He was not able to sec why the widows of such un- 
fortunate individuals should not be provided for, as wellas 
those of seamen and oflicers who died on board the vessels. 
He would therefore move to amend the bill, by inserting af- 
ter the words “drowning, or otherwise. or of injuries re- 
csived,” in the 6th line, the words, “or of disease contracted 
while in the service of the United States.” 

Mr. HENDERSON remarked that, believing, as he did, 
that although the bill was a correction of some abuses, it 
still permitted an extension of the pension system, without 
the additional amendment now proposed. He was opposed 
to pensions generally. The whole system was a tax upon 
all classes of the people—poor as wellas rich. He hoped 
that its extension beyond what proposed in the Lill would 
not be sustained by the Senate. 

R a question was then taken, and the amendment was re- 
jected. : 

Mr. BENTON observed that this was a bill of great mo- 
ment, being one te consolidate the pension system. 

Mr. BAYARD said there were but two laws that it effected: 
the act of 1813, and the act of 1834. One provided for that 
class of cases where the death occurred by reason of a 
wound—the other for disease contracted and injuries re- 
ceived in the service. The latter class—‘“for disease con- 
tracted in the service”—was left out in this bill. 

Mr. BENTON thought there was some anomaly in the 
pension system. With a view to look more deeply into the 
matter, he would be glad to have the bill postponed until 
Tuesday next. He had now an important, subject upon 
which his mind was engaged, and he could not devote his 
attention to this matter. It was sufticiently important, 
when an alteration of a single word ina pension act, here- 
tofore passed, made a difference of several millions—some 
four or five millions having been withdrawn from the trea- 
sury in consequence. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested to the chairman that a slight 
alteration was necessary in the lith line of the Sd section. 
He moved to strike out the last five words, as they made it 
inconsistent. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was then re 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved that it Le laid on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. BAYARD preferred having it postponed; and on 
motion of Mr. TAPPAN, it was postponed until Tuesday 
next. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the previous orders of the day 
were postponed, with the view of taking up several pension 
bills from the House. : 

The following bills from the House were then taken up, 
considered as in committee of the whole, and finally passed, 
yiz: : 


The bill for the relief of Isaac Justice of Tennessee; 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Blackmore; and 

The bill granting a pension to Bartholomew Maguire. 

The following House bills were taken up as in committee 
of the whole, amended at the suggestion of the Committee 
on Pensions, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, as amended, viz: 

The bill for the relief of William Glover; and 

The bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

The following bills from the House were taken up as in 
committee of the whole, on adverse reports of the Commit- 
tee of Pensions, and indefinitely postponed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of John.P. Schuyler; 

The bill for the relief of John Farnham; 

The bill for the relief of Simeon Caswell; 

The bill for the relief-of Henry Freeman; and 

The bill granting a pension to Richard Elliott. 

The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived— 

The Senate, on motion of Mr. BENTON, proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business; and, after some time 
spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 20, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from Samuel Colt, asking Congress to give him 
some consideration for his invention of a submarine battery, 
and for the time employed and expenses incurred in testing 
the practicability of the same: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from sundry 
citizens of Fredericksburg and vicinity, in Wayne county, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a number of in- 
habitants of the county of Ontario, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the United States: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented a petition from the heirs of 
Robert M. Handy, praying to be paid for certain losses pro- 
vided for by the treaty for the purchase of Florida: referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Also presented the proceedings and resolutions of a meet- 
ing held in Darlington district, S. C., in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States: referred to the Commit-, 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Also presented a memorial from the South Carolina Rail- 
road Company, praying the re-enactment of the law remit- 
ting the duty on railroad iron. Ordered -to lie on the table, 
a bill having been reported for the purpose. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported a 
joint resolution explanatory of the act for the relief of Ma- 
ry Williams, the widow of Jacob Williams, deceased; which 
was read twice, considered asin committee of the whole, 
reported to the Senate, and finally passed. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee on Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Sabra Shepherd for the renewal of a pension. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, frrom the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was recommitted the bill from the House for the re- 
lief of Joseph Watson, made an adverse report theron. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of John Shaw, 
setting forth that he was the inventor of the percussion cap 
locks used by the government for cannon and small arms, 
and praying Congress to graut him some compensation 
therefor, he not having been paid for the invention: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, presented a memorial froma large number of citi- 
zens of ihe United States, residing in Pennsylvania, strong- 
ly urging the immediate annexation of Texas to the United 
States: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Committee on Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
House bill for the relief of Hugh Wallace Wormly, the 
petition of William Brown for a pension, and the documents 


‘of James Duffy for a pension; and they were referred to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that they do pass, 
the bills from the House for the benefit of Simon Dennsion 
and.Lathrop Foster. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommendation that 
it pass, the bill from the House for the relief of Violet Cak 
houn, the widow of John Calhoun. Subsequently, on the 
motion of Mr. S., the above bill was considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, and finally passed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made an adverse report 
upon, and recommended that it be indefinitely postponed, 
the bill from the House for the relief of Dr. John Rose. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with certain amendments, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, the bill from the House to 
amend the act to provide for the armed occupation and set- 
tlement of the unseitled part of the peninsula of Florida. 

The joiut resolution and bills, heretofore ordered to be 
engrossed, were read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Joint resolution from the House to continue two clerks in 
the War Department, on the business of reservations and 
grants under Indian treaties. 

The Senate bill making appropriation for the repair of the 
custom-house and post office building at Charleston, South 
Carolina, and providing furniture and book.cases for the 
same. 

The Senate bill for the relief of Pierre Menard, Josiah T. 
Betis, Jacob Feaman, and Edmund Roberts, of the State of 
Hlinois, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, late Indian agent, đe- 
ceased. 

The Senate bill relating to the.port of entry in the district 
of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine. ; 

The Senate bill for the relief of (that is, by allowing them 
to remove certain negroes into the United States from Texas) 
certain persons residing within the repnted limits of the 
United States, of Arkansas and Louisiana, and beyond the 
boundary line between the United States and the republic 
of Texas, as established by the commissioners appointed to 


) ascertain the same, 


‘GLOBE. 


287H CONG. IST Sess. 


[ Continued from No. 38.} 

On motion by Mt. JOHNSON, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of passing a law authorizing 
salt from foreign ports to be landed on the right bank of the 
Mississippi river, opposite the port of New Orleans. 

The following bilis were taken up as in committee of the 
wholes considered, reported to the Senate, and finally pass- 
ed, vis: ‘ 

An act for the relief of James Reid; 

An act for the relief of James C. Hallock; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Bonnell; 

An act for the relief of Levi Colmus; 

Anact to explain an act passed on the 3d day of March, 
1843, entitled, an act for the relief of Elizabeth Gresham; 

Aun act for the relief of John Miller; and ` 

An act to authorize the transfer of the names of pension- 
ers from the agencies in the State of Keutucky, to the 
agency in Cincinnati, inthe State of Ohio. 

The following House bills were taken up as in committee 
of the whole, on adverse reports of the Commitice on Pen- 
sions, and indefinitely postponed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge of Tennessee. 

The bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac Plum- 
mer, - 

The hill for the relief of Enoch McDaniel. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Dunham. 

The DHI for the relief of Sally McGraw. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls; and the 

Senate bill granting an invalid pension to Gideon Foster. 

. The dill from the House for the relief of Elizabeth Blod- 
gett was taken up as in committee of the whole, on an ad- 
verse report of the Committee on Pensions; but without 
being considered, was, on the motion of Mr. Huntington, 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The following bills were taken up and considered, as in 
committee of the whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, via: 

The Senate bill providing for the appointment, and regu- 
lating the pay of engincers and assistant engineers in the 

- revenue service. 

The House bill for the relief of Lois Cronk or Cronkhite; 
famended.} 

The Senate bill for the relief of the heirs of William Fish- 
er; an 

The Senate bill for the relief of Benjamin Ferguson. 

The adverse reports of the Committee of Pensions in the 
following cases were taken up and concurred in, viz: onthe 
petitions of Nancy Parker, of Wareham Kingsley, and of 
Charles Hughes. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business; and after some time 
spent thereon, adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, May 20, 1844 
The journal Raving been read, 
ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL presented certain resolutions adopted 
dy a meeting of his constituents, in favor of the annexation 
of Texas to the United States. Laid on the table, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN OHIO. 

Mr. St. JOHN gave notice that he would, to-morrow, ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the purpose of quieting land 
titles in Ohio. 7 

SUB-MARINE TELESCOPE. 

Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee .on Engraving, to 
which was referred the map or drawing accompanying the 
report in relation to the sub-marine telescope, reported the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be required 
to procure the plates respecting the sub-marine telescope 
to accompany the report on the subject. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Droarcooxr inthe chair.) 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take up the bill 
making appropriations for the service of the Tost Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1845. 

Mr. DEAN moved that the committee take up the bill 
regulating the pay of the navy. , , 

Mr, CAMPBELL gave notice that, if the pending motions 
failed, he should move that the committee take up the bill 
extending the charters ofthe District banks. re. 

Mr. DAVIS of Indiana gave notice that, ona similar con- 
tingency, he should move to take up the bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands. y 

On putting the question, Mr. McKay’s motion was adopted; 
and the committee took up the Post Office appropriation bill, 
which was read. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved to amend the bill by adding at the 
end thereof a proviso that uo special or travelling Post 
Office agent should receive a higher compensation than one 
thousand dollars per annum, and two dollars per day for 
travelling expe i 

Mr. D. remarked that a provision reducing the salary of 
these agents to one thousand dollars had been introduced 
into the Post Office appropriation bill, at the last session of 
Congress, by the Committee of Ways and Means. He then 
voted in favor ofthe reduction, because he believed that one 
thousand dollars per annum, and two dollars per day to pay 
expenses, was sufficient compensation, especially as stage 
contractors with the department stipulated to carry its 
agents free of charge. The reduction passed the House, 


SATURDAY, MAY 25, 1844, 


but was disagreed to in the Senate. This led to a commit- 


- tee of conference between the two Houses, of which the 


Chairman of the. Commitiee of Waysand Means, (Mr. Fill. 
more,) Mr. Botts, of Virginia, and himself, were appointed 
on the part.of the House. Both these gentlemen, and he 
also, strongly insisted upon the reduction. Among other 
arguments, they urged that these special agents were em- 
ployed principally in electioneering, and performed little or 
me one daty.. Such was the case in their States respec- 

ively. oa 

Among the considerations urged by him (Mr. D.) were, 
that he had known an active and most competent agent to 
be displaced by the present Postmaster General, and a man 
notso well qualiffed to fill the place appointed in his stead; 
that a fitter man than the new incumbent could be obtained 
for one thousand dollars, and that he was unsuited for the 
phen that the amount proposed was enongh; anid if indo- 
dent gentlemen and broken down politicians were excluded, 
and young men of activity, alertness. and working proper- 
ties, who knew how to do the business of the place, and 
were not above its performance, were sought, they could 
be obtained for the proposed salary. j 

The Senate members insisted upon the salary continuing 
at fifteen hundred dollars per annum, and the result of the 
conference was a compromise, by which it was fixed at 
twelve hundredand fifty dollars per annum, with two dol 
lars per day for expenses. 

_ In Mr. D.’s conversation in the committee, he did not men- 
tion the nane of the agent, Samuel M. Brown, esq.; he said 
nothing derogatory to his principles or honor; and he had 
never heard any imputation of the kind against him, and 
had no unfriendly feeling for him, -Mr. D. stated, in few 
terms, but very decisively, that Mr. Brown was unfit for the 
place; and he meant this, and nothing more—that he had not 
the industry, the activity, the alertness, the will to work, 
which were requisite in a special agent of the Post Office 
Department. Immediately on the adjournment of Congress, 
he returned home, and commenceda canvass for re-election, 
and a nephew of the Postmaster General became his oppo- 
nent. He had heard before he left this city that Mr. Robert 
Wickliffe, jr., was to be his competitor. 

In the month of May, and when the canvass was waxing 
warm, he (Mr. D.) received from this agent, Samuel M. 
Brown, esq., a letter dated 27th April,°1843, at New Orleans, 
(where, and in the adjacent county, his duties required him 
to be,) containing this paragraph: “A friend of mine writes 
confidential as followeth: ‘I regret to find that your appoint- 
ment was made the reason with Mr. Garrett Davis to urge a 
reduction of the compensation of special agents to $1,250, 
and $2 per day. It does not become me to say to you what was 
represented to me by a member as being said of you by Mr. 
Davis ina committee of conference upon this subject. I 
wish you did know it, and that you would ask him to repeat 
it to you?” Immediately on the receipt of this letter, Mr. 
Davis said, he had responded to it, and informed Mr. Brown 
of the character of his opposition in committce to his ap- 
pointment, and requested him to give the name of his cor- 
respondent. This he declined to do, because of the confi- 
dential character of the letter, and expressed some dissatis- 
faction with his (Mr. D.’s) course as explained by himself. 
A few weeks thereafter, Mr. Brown made his appearance in 
his (Mr. Ds) district, and for two or three weeks attended 
the places of public meeting between his competitor and 
himself, and took a most active part on behalf of that com- 
petitor. He continued this course up to the day when the 
bloody aflray took place between Cassius M. Clay, esq., and 
himself; and in his evidence in a court of justice, Mr. Brown 
proved that on that day he had not intended to go to the mus- 
ter where the affray occurred, until the nephew of the Fost- 
master General, my competitor, came to the tavern at which 
he had stopped, and insisted upon his going out. Mr. Davis 
said he was not present when the fight occurred. He did, 
and still does, regret his absence on that occasion, because 
he was satisfied that if he had been present there would 
have arisen no occasion for it. He feels this regret, because 
of the characrer of the affray, because of the parties to it, 
and especially because of the serious injury in which it re- 
sulted to a gentleman for whom he had always cherished 
and yet cherishes kind and friendly feelings. “That gentle- 
man acted improperly, but was the victim of the machina- 
tions of others much more wicked, and not so courageous 
as himself. 

Mr. D. said he was satisfied he saw the Postmaster Gene- 
ral in this matter, Some time since he addressed him a note 
requesting to know whether he had written the letter to 
Mr. Brown, from which the previous extract was taken, and 
the Postmaster General replied, substantially admitting it. 
He then sought a personal interview with Mr. Wickliffe, 
and said to him, “in writing that letter he had acted cow- 
ardly.” He responded “that is.a matter of opinion, Mr. 
Davis.” Mr. D. rejoined, “yes, sir, you acted cowardly in 
writing that letter, and you have not the courage to resent 
the imputation.” The Postmaster General then passed on, 
I haveno language of opprobrium to use here in relation 
tohim. Respect for himself, and for the body of which 
Jama member, would both restrain me if I felt such an 
inclination. But Į have felt it due to myself to state these 
facts. 

The Postmaster General knew well both Mr. Brown and 
Mr. Bryant, the agent whom he made Mr. Brown to super- 
sede. Te knew the relative fitness of each for the place, 
and he knew further that Mr. Brown was a man of desperate 
character, who had had several bloody afirars. He writes a 
confidential letter to him at the distance of one thousand 
miles,and Mr. Brown thereupon, in conformity to his sug- 
gestion, calls him (Mr. D.) to account. Shortly after, he 
leaves his post and his duty, comes into my district, attends 
public meetings in Scott, Jessamine, and Fayette counties, 
and enters ardently into the canvass for the Postmaster Gen- 
eral’s nephew; and the latter takes him to the scene of polit- 
ical and personal strife. J leave it to all candid men, wheth- 
er the Postmaster General did net detail his subordinate, 
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o held place at his will, to make a set upon me. Am 
this the’service for which these agents are to receive $1,260 
per annum and:two dollars per day? Sir, if those: agents 
were forbid, as they ought to.be; such ‘electioncering, wnd 
Were required to do their duty, from the nature oftheir ser- 
vice, and the qualities of thesort of men who Would be most 
suitable to perform it, Iam still, as | was inthe last Con- 
gress, of opinion,that $1,000 per ‘annum :and .$2:a' day is 
enough - {| therefore submit the amendment. ‘ 5 

Mr McKAY was understood to explain that this.subject 
was hefore the last Congress; and the salary arid. other:re- 
muneration of these officers was limited to $1,250. -That 
was now the law; and as they were confidential agents, lic 
was of opinion that they -hould be liheraily paid. : 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out the 29d and 28d Hnes, 
making an appropriation of $28,000 for these special agents, 
and the addition of a proyision at the end of the bill for the 
abolition of the office of special agent. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment was not in 
order while the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
was pending. 

Mx, G. DAVIS withdrew his amendment, in order to re~ 
move the dimiculty in the way of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. . 

Mr. RATHBUN then submitted his amendment; and he 
supported it by some observations. He agreed with the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis} that the business 
pursued by these special agents was political in its nature, 
and was the overhauling of the post oilice lists, turning out 
and putting in the local postmasters. In the. detection of 
frauds on the department, and of robberics of the mails, 
they were useless; for, for many years, in that section ofthe e 
country from which he came, the discoveries had been made * 
by the local postmasters; and yet, useless as they were, 
these agents were a great tax on the country. They were 
travelling from one end of the country to the other at the 
public expense, engaging in politics wherever they went; 
and hence, since he had seen the working of the system, he 
had been in favor of abolishing it. f 

Mr. HUDSON concurred in the remarks made by the 
gentleman from New. York. These special agents were a 
class of men that were governed more by personal anid po- 
litical considerations than the public good. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that a fund of $5,000 should be 
left, to be appropriated by the head of the Post Office De- 
partment to remnnerate Jocal postmasters and others for 
their trouble in discovering frauds on the post office, if the 
special agents were Gispensed with. Ae. 

Mr. RATHBUN accepted the suggestion as a modification 
of his amendment. 

Mr. McK AY hoped the amendment would not be agreed 
to. There had been 'no examination of this subject by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; and he 
thought the committee should not agree to disband this 
class of officers without some inquiry Into the expediency 
of such a step, for they might thereby be opening the door 
to frauds and robberies, ; aa . 

Mr. DOUGLASS said the proposition to dispense with the 
special post office agents struck him with surprise and as- 
tonishment. He believed them to be of great service to the 
department; and that, in no case of fread or robbery’, could 
a conviction be secured without their services. 

Mr. DARRAGH defended the special agents on the 
ground of extreme usefulness. They were to the govern- 
ment what the private counsel was to an individual in the 
prosecution of criminal cases. They prepared the case for 
trial, discovered and collected testimony, anda conviction 
could not be secured if any case without such services, 

Mr. PAYNE said— 

Mr. Cnammnan: The proposition of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Rarurcn] is designed to deprive the Post 
Office Department ofa service which it has possessed, and. 
which has been deemed necessary from the organization of 
the government down to the present moment. ‘the informa- 
tion given now from all sides of the House, goes far to 
prove that the services of those travelling agenis cannot 
be dispensed with without certain injury to the public ser- 
vice. 

Upon what grounds are we called upon to abolish these 
agencies? We are told they are political, and not agents of 
the Post Office Department, as connected with any of the le- 
gitimate business of that department. We are also informed 
that those agents recommend appointments in the local post 
offices of particular persons, who stipulate to perform cer- 
tain political service to the administration as a consideration 
of appointment, &c. g o : 

Sir, 1 doubt the accuracy of this assumption. First: Be- 
cause Iam not inclined to believe that the Postmaster Gen- 
evel or the President would be influenced by any motive of 
this character, and have given no such instructions to any 
one of those agents; and if they have, | am well convinced 
that, in Alabama at least, no man of any party would accept 
so contemptible a bribe, or sacrifice his principles upon any 
such conditions. Ifthere be such a man, he is not an Ala- 
bamian in feeling, nor is he actuated by the feclings common 
to that people. 

Sir, ł regret to see the course pursued by both the great 
parties of the nation towards the present administration. 

That administration came into existence under peculiar 
circumstances; and it has received extraordinary treatment 
from the representatives of the people from its beginning to 
ihe present moment. Ifthe President veto a bank bill, he 
is instantly denounced as a traitor, and charged with the de- 
liberate design of sacrificing the interest of the country up- 
on the altar of personal ambition. 

Ha distribution bill is vetoed, itis magnified into a delib- 
erate intrigue to secure his re-election to the presidency. 

Ifa treaty is concluded, adding to the national territory 
sufficient for an empire, and necessary not only to quiet our 
internal commotions, but to secure our Gulf possessions 
against the dangers of foreign invasion, it is instantly 


charged as a deep laid intrigue to cheat the people ont of 
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their choice for the presidency, and to secure the re-election 
to the presidency ofthe present incumbent. -. 

Sir, this course ig not only unpatriotic, but ridiculous; and 
it is quite time that the interests of the. country should re- 
Geive some small part of the attention of Congress, and that. 
its interest should no longer be sacrificed upon the sole 

round that Mr. Tylers prospects for re-election to the pres- 
idency will brighten, if this measure is adopted or that 
treaty is approved. - j ; E 

This course isthe more ridiculous and contemptible be- 
cause itib pursued by persons who; in some instances, long 
ago, years passed, were foremostin the advocacy of those 
measures. : . 

Butit is not now the time to. adopt those measures, nor 
are the reasons assigned for the adoption of them: satisfacto- 
‘ry; although we are all for. the adoption of them at the 
proper time and upon the proper reasons. : 

Now, sir, why is it not thë proper time? Because Mr. 
Tyler made the treaty, and his popularity may be increased 
if it he ratified. And, ‘moreover, the reasons assigned by 
the Secretary of State for making the treaty will add to’ his 
popularity, if the treaty is concluded; therefore. it must be 
rejected at this time: ` ` i 


Sir, will a course of this kind satisfy the people? Will 
they be satisfied that great national measures involving 
the.interest of the whole country, shall be postponed or 
lost forever, because the time of settling them or the rea- 
sons assigned by the Secretary of State for doing so, are not 
. satisfactory to the ambitious aspirants to the presidency in 
expectancy? I think not, sir. Andit may be the people 
willobserve an ambitious selfishness in this course Which 
. will not meet their approbation or merit their confidence 
when the parties interested will most need it. 


Sir, I will say, in conclusion, to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Rarnkun] and Massachusetts (Mr. Hunson] 
df any portion of their constituents can be bribed into a be 
: trayalof their principles, and to perform political service 
to Mr. Tyler, for the: contemptible office of a petty post 
master, they would be a very unsafe depository of political 
power, and vast injury might be done to the cause of civil 
berty by an offer to them of $7 per month and rations. 


But, sir, I believe the gentlemen do their constituents in- 
justice. [trust there is no part of the American’ people 
_ who can be thus bribed, Believing this, I cannot consent 
to vote forthe amendment, even S; those agents did inter- 
fere in the politics of the country—knowing the necessity 
ofthe service. But, with every reason to believe that. they 
do not so interfere, I trust the amendment will be rejected. 


Mr. WENTWORTH said he was not quite satisfied that 
these officers were so essentially necessary as some gentle- 
men seemed to suppose; at least so great a numberas were 
now employed. And he would inquire how it happened 
that they always agreed in politics with the existing ad- 
ministration. They had it in their power to do a great deal 
of mischief, traversing the Union from one end to another, 
and'acting as the medium of application, from the people of 
various sections, for the establishment of post offices at par- 
ticular points. 


The question was taken upon the amendment; and upon 
a division, there were 59 in the affirmative, and 28 in the 
negative—no quorum voting. 

Tellers were then demanded, and Messrs. Burne and 
Brence were appointed, who reported 77 ayes and 62 
noes. So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the House. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


_On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee took up the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the navy. 

Mr. PARMENTER moved the following amendment: 

After the word “dollars” in the eleventh line, insert, Pro- 
vided, That the whole number of petty officers, seamen, 
ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys in the naval service 
shall not exceed 7,600 at any one time during the fiscal 
year for which this appropriation is made. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved the following as an amendment to 
the amendment: 


Provided, That no portion of the said sum be applied to 
the pay of any officers of any grade beyond the number in 
the respective grades that were in the service on the first 
day of January, 1842; and Provided further, That all persons 
who may have been appointed as master’s mates since the 
fourth day of August, 1842, and who were not, at the time of 
their ap ointment, able seamen of the first class, shall be 
forthwith disrated. 


_Mr. C. JOHNSON expressed himself gratified to see the 
limitation proposed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; that he had long believed that we should 
have a peace establishment for the navy, as well as the ar- 
my; and that the number of officers and. men in each should 
be limited to the necessities of the public service. Hercto 
fore the navy had been left to the discretion of the Secreta- 
ry, only limited by the appropriation bills. He urged upon 
the chairman ofthe Naval Committee the propriety of redn- 
cing still further. Ifhe did not misunderstand the amend- 
ment, it proposed to man the number of vessels required for 
the next year in the same way that we would do in time of 
war, as we have heretofore done. He thought there should 
bea difference in the complement cf men required for each 
ship in war and in peace. He read a table, showing that in 
the British service, first class men-of-war of 120 guns, in 
time Ee tant had on board (officers, men, and marines) 886 
‘men, whilst the same class in ourservice had on board 1,200, 
officers. men, and marines—near one-third more officers and 
men in the American service than were employed in the 
Eritish. The table showed about the same difterence in ves- 
sels‘ol inferior size. He thought the number of men and 
officers should be regulated for a peaee, and not a war es- 
tablishment. He expressed the hope that the chairman of 
the Naval Committee would so shape his amendment as to 
fix the number of officers and men for & peace establish- 
ment. He was desirous of having a peace establishment, 
and the expenditures properly regulated. This branch of 
yee Service, together with the army, were the great sources 
of expenditure. He read a table, showing the expenditures 
p eee: branches of the public service from 1821 to 1812, as 
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He said the country would be astonished to see the im- 
mense sums expended on the army and navy; and, as he 
thought, without any adequate return to the country. He 
could see no advantage to the country from this immense 
expenditure—no adequate return. i i 

e was aware ofthe excuse made for it—the protection 
of our commerce. This was a mere pretext—an excuse for 
throwing upen the public treasury an immensé number of 
men, who might be much more profitably to the country 
employed in other occupations. He alluded to the Medi- 
terranean squadren and the expenditnres{or the protection 
of our commerce on that sea; and expressed the opinion 
that our expenditures at that station equalled the whole of 
the commerce east of the straits of Gibreltar—that it 
would be better for the country to pay for the commerce 
than protect it; that there was no more need to protect our 
commerce in the Mediterranean than there was in the 
Chesapeake bay. Such a thing as pirates in that sea had 
been scarcely heard of in the last twenty years. He ex- 

ressed his determination to vote for the amendment, but 
oped the chairman would so shape it as to make a regular 
peace establishment. 

Mr. SLIDELL called for the reading of the amendment 
submitted by him, and, it having been read, Mr. S. said thet 
he would say a word or two in explanation, in order that its 
object might not be misunderstood. By the act of 24 March, 
1842, it was provided that the number of officers in the ser- 
vice should not be increased beyond what it was in 1841; 
nor should the number of midshipmen be increased beyond 
the number in service in that year. The object of the 

amendment was to correct an abuse that had been prac- 
tised, not by the present Secretary of the Navy, but by his 
redecessor, Mr. Henshaw. This gentleman evaded the 
aw by appointing a number of young gentlemen acting mas- 
ter’s mates, and made so many of these appointments as to 
prevent the reductions contemplated by the lew. All these 
appointments (some fifty orsixty) were made of residents 
north and east of the District of Columbia—not one of them 
was appointed south ofthe Potomac and west ofthe Allegha- 
nies, : 
When he first heard of Mr. Henshaw’s rejection by the 
Senate, he was under the impression that he had been treat- 
ed harshly—that there was nothing in the character he had 
previously sustaine@ that would justify it; but when he 
came to learn the facts connected with these appointments 
of master’s mates, he was satisfied that the Senate had acted 
correctly, and that their rejection of Mr. Henshaw had been 
caused by this course of conduct on his part. 


Now, he thought that every friend of the navy should 
join in correcting abuses such as this. He did not intend to 
make any charge of the kind against the present Secretary 
of the Navy; on the contrary, that officer had told him that 
he disapproved of Mr. Henshaw’s conduct in this particular 
instance. All he wanted was to provide by law against 
the recurrence of such an abuse. He fully agreed with the 
chairman of the Naval Committee, that the number of men 
should be limited, though he was not prepared to say that 
the reduction should be as low as 7,500. 

Mr. HOLMES observed that the amendment of the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee [Mr. Parmenter] restricted 
the Navy Deportment in manning the vessels of the navy, 
and he was therefore opposed to it. The observations of 
the gentleman from Tennessee induced the belief that he 
looked upon the navy as a perfectly useless incumbrance on 
the government, and that it cost more to keep it up than our 
commerce was worth. He was opposed distimctly to any 
limitation as to the numberof the men. There had been 
already a limitation on the number of officers, and he ven- 
tured to assert that the limitation of the number of men 
would be productive of the greatest difficulties. ‘The per- 
sonnel of the navy could not be obtained at any time. Na- 
poleon, in the height of his power, commanding, as he did, 
the southern porte of the Mediterranean, built and 
equipped two large fleets, superior in strength, so 
far as ships were concerned, to those of the British; 
but what was the result? Why, in the height of his 
power, he was unable to meet the fleets of Great Britain, 
because he discovered, afterhaving incurred an enormous 
expense, that he could not get the personnel. The wisest 
monarch on the continent of Europe was now availing 
himselfof Napoleon’s dear-bought experience, and takin 
the best means ofaccomplishing what Napoleon failed in— 
that is, in time of peace, raising up seamen for his navy, by 
encouraging his commercial and military marine. What 
was this government new doing? Why, giving bounties 
to our fishermen, and giving them also indirect bounties 
in the way ofa drawback on salt. No that fish was want- 
ed, or that salt was wanted; but it was thought wise, in 
this way, to carry out the policy of our forefathers, and en- 
courage the growth of seamen to be ready inthe event of 
awar. Mr.H. denied that there would be any true econo» 
my in the adoption of the amendment. The expense wonld 
not be reduced; for if the number of men on board a line of 
battle ship should be reduced to seven or eight hundred 
men, as contemplated by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
the department might send out a sloop of war with the ship 
of the line, carrying three or four hundred more. The de- 
partment had only to keep more vessels afloat, and the ob- 
ject of the amendment would be thus defeated. Under these 
circumstances he thought the matter had better be left to 
the discretion of the department. But again: suppose there 
were eight thousand men in the navy: had the government 
the power to dismiss them when it pleased? No; it was 
bound by the contract entered into with the men when 
they enlisted. These men must be kept in employment, or 
be paid in idleness; and he supposed the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would not agree to that. i 

But he took higher ground. He would not say that he 
was astonished to hear his friend from Tennessee speak of 

avy as he had done, but he thought he should he much 
astonished if the gentleman from Tennessee proved his alle- 
gations. The gentleman had said there were no benefits re- 


~“ sulting to our commerce from our 


navy; but had that gentle- 
mian taken the trouble to look as much to the benefits as to 
the expenses of the navy? Where were they noy develop- 
ing new sourees of commerce? In the China seas. He 
then proceeded to notice to exposed condition of our com- 
merce, and the danger to be apprehended from pirates, with- 
out the defence of our navy, and the effect produced by the 
existence of a naval force capable of. punishing piracies. 
Not to speak ofnational honor, but simply asa matter of 
dollars and cénts, he advocated the maintenance of an efti- 
cient nayy as a wise economy. ‘One gentleman had called 
upon them-o reduce the navy toa peace establishment; but 


` he wished that gentleman to define what he meant bya 


peace establishment? Was it the system of gun-boats, 
which the gentleman from Tennessee was old enough to re- 
member? Te spoke at some length on the inutility of such 
a force, and the necessity and economy of a naval force 
worthy of the country, which was so rapidly increasing in 
population,- and property, and enterprise. This country 
ought never to be found in the predicament of being with- 
out an armed force both by sea and land. He spoke of the 
naval force of France and England, in the Gulf of Mexico; 
the importance of our commerce which found a market. 
by that outlet from the valley of the Mississippi;- of 
the treaty of Texan annexation; and of the facts dis- 
closed by the published correspondence in relation 
to the designs upon Texas as a foreign power. _ He 
discussed at large the policy pursued by Great Britain 
towards Aftghanistan, in illustration of his argument, adding 
that Texas stood to us in the relation that Affghanistan 
stood to Great Britain. He did not look upon the move- 
ments of Great Britain in India, as barely for territorial ag- 
grandizement. and he intimated that her designs on Texas 
were in contemplation of the smuggling of her fabrics from 
Texas into’ the United States. After speaking at great 
length on the commercial aspect of the case, he spoke of the 
domestic institution of slavery as involved in the great 
struggle now going on, and said he held slavery to be ne- 
cessary to the cultivation of southern products. He cone 
cluded with a warning to gentlemen not to reduce the army 
and navy so far as to leave the country defenceless; and 
contended that, by keeping the naval force on a respectable 
footing, peace would be secured as long as the gentleman 
from Tennessee could desire. , . 

Mr. PARMENTER made some explanations in reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee. He said 
this was not a proposition to diminish the force, but to com- 
pel the department to confine itself within the limits of its 
own estimates, and to conform to the laws, f g 

Mr. HAMLIN said, in the few suggestions which he in- 
tended to offer, he would confine himself strictly to the mer- 
its of the question. He trusted he was the very last person 
who would detract’from the well-merited fame of the navy; 
but he had another rule of action: he would endeavor so to 
vote in relation to this subject as to check, if possible, what 
he believed the gross and extravagant expenditure of pub- 
lic money; and he referred gentlemen, in corroboration of 
this assertion that there was extravagance in the expendi- 
tures, to the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
facts which stared them in the face from every quarter jus- 
tified him in the assertion that there was gross exirava- 
gance. Mr. H. referred to various items of expenditure, in 
proof of the existence of extravagance. 


It was not correct economy, he would admit, to dole out 
the expenditures of the government with parsimony; but it 
was equally improper to spend the means of the govern- 
ment extravagantly, and to allow the navy to drink up the 
publie treasure, as the sand drinks ùp the gushing rain- 

rops. The proper course lay between the two extremes, 

His chief object in addressing the committee was to in- 
voke their attention to the propriety of making this bill con- 
formable to the naval retrenchment bill, which he trusted 
was soon to come up for consideration; indeed, he did hope 
it would have preceded this bill. 

Mr. H. next adverted to the enormous increase of the 
number of officers in the navy, and that ina time of peace, 
when the number ought to be lessened. He produced ta- 
bles, taken from official returns, to show that the greater 
number of these officers were necessarily unemployed, and 
were spending their time at home inidleness, He had noth- 
ing to urge against any officer of the navy; they could not 
be blamed for receiving the allowance which the law gave 
them, whether employed or not;—but he asked gentlemen 
to examine the great disparity between the number ot naval 
officers, as regulated by statute, and the number now in ex- 
istence. 

Mr. H. went into a detailed statement showing gross ex- 
travagance in expenditures appertaining to the naval ser- 
vice. 

Mr. H. concluded by summing up the statement, showing, 
as the result, that $2,142 97 was expended in liquor for the 
sick, and $10,283 53 for provisions. The amount expended 
within a period of one year on the coast of Florida by the 
commander of this little squadron, was five hundred and four 
thousand five hundred and eighty dollars; and yet the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina foend in this nothing to induce 
the House the House to restrict the appropriations. Mr. H. 
said he would go for the amendment. He would go for any- 
thing to stop the drafts these leeches were making on the 
treasury. His principal object, however, in rising, was to 
call on the members to redeem the pledges of economy that 
they made at the beginning of the session, and he trusted 
that now that they had the opportunity they would redeem 
them. He was from a commercial State. and would be the 
last man to do any act that would be injurious to commerce; 
but he did not understand how commerce could be henefite 
or protected by suffering this enormous and iene waste 
of public money to be continued. By introducing a proper 
system of economy and accountability, the navy would be 
more efficient, and the government would be able to employ 
move ships and more guns to protect commerce than they 
now did. 

Mr. HALE offered the following amendment: 

“That so much of the first section of the act entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the pay of the navy,’ approved the 3d of 
March, 1835; and the twelfth section of an act, entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the pay of pursers and other officers of the 
navy,’ passed August 95, 1842, as provides that officers tem- 
porarily employed performing the duties belonging to those 
of a higher grade shali receive the compensation alewel 


to such higher grade’ while actudlly so employed, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed.” 7 1 ae tay 


Mr. HALE addressed the committee in favor of the amend- 


ment, and commented on the abuses. practised in the navy, 
and the necessity for retrenchment in that branch of the ser- 
‘vice, It was sagaciously remarked to him by a young 
friend, the other day, that the army retrenchment bill might 
“pass both Houses of Congress, because there the retrench- 
ment was principally from the pay of the junior oflicers— 
the niajor-generals, with their salaries of six or seven thou- 
sand dollars a year, being scarcely touched; but that the-na- 
vy retrenchment bill could not be passed, for the post-cap- 
tains were to be considerably reduced by"it; and they 
would have sufficient influence to defeat it.” There was an 
„old maxim in the navy, that there was no law for a post 
captain, and really the adage seemed now to be verified. The 
navy (said Mr. H.) is utterly without law, and the document 
just. read by the gentleman from Maine, {Mr. Hamiin,]} 
showing the expenditures of the Florida squadron, proved 
it. Such conduct as was described inthat document ought 
to make every Americanblush; but what was the result of 
it? Why, the oificer came forward and demanded of the 
Secretary of the Navy (Mr. Henshaw) extra compensation 
as commander of a foreign squadron, and the Secretary paid 
him from five to seven thousand dollars more. It was to cor- 
rect a thousand such abuses as this, that had crept into the 
navy, that he would offer the amendment which had been 
` read for the information ofthe committee. Mr. H. went on 
to comment on the large amount of money unnecessarily 
expended for the navy. We have, said he, twice as many 
ofticers as there is any use for, and they receive higher pay 
than the officers of any navy inthe world. 

In answer to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Houmes,] who called the attention of the committee to the 
danger.of acollision with a foreign power, he would say 
that the danger was not to be met on the ocean, butin this 
House; and that if they were now in the better days of the 
republic, the chief magistrate would not have ventured on 
the boid experiment of endangering the peace of the coun- 
try, and making a warlike demonstration on a friendly 
power, without asking the advice and consent of Congress. 

. The danger was in a cowardly spirit, that would submit to 
executive encroachments. 

He was asked to vote liberal appropriations of the public 
money—he. supposed to enable the executive to show our 

` navy at Vera Cruz, and send an army to the Sabine; but he 
would tell the exeentive that he had yet to get the first dol- 
lar by his vote while this course of conduct was pursued. 
As for this Texas matter, he would say, for one, that he had 
little sympathy with that spirit which was So courageous 
to Mexico, and yet sat tamely still and listened to the roar 
-of the British lion in Oregon. If any bravery was to be 
shown, let us have a foeman worthy of our steel. Let us 
not (said he) act so bravely towards Mexico, and so cow- 
ardly towards Hem tania which now holds possession of our 
territory, to which we have an undisputed right: 

Mr. H. again returned to the abuses and extravagances of 

` the navy; and, among others, referred to the Portsmouth 
navy-yard, where were stationed twenty-six officers, at an 
expense of $30,000 a year, and all to command six seamen 
and twelve ordinary seamen. This yard was commanded 

by apost captain; and what duties had he to perform? Why, 
just nothing. What had the commenier io do? Why, to 
help the captain; andas for the lieutenants, they had noth- 
ing to do but to give orders to the midshipmen. 

He hoped the committee would look at this matter se- 
riously. He, for one, could not go home and look his hard- 
working, tax-paying constituents in the face, if he should 
record his vote in favor of such extravagant appropriations. 
They had here got rid of primogeniture, one of the worst 
features of the English system; but they were creating a 
stiil worse feaiure by appropriating money to create these 
elass aristocracies. Since the subject had been under the 
consideration of the standing committee, an officer of the 
navy came to one of its members and remonstrated against 
the reduction of his salary; alleging that, if the reduction 
was effected, he should be compelled to take his sons from 
college. The reply of the member was, “then let them go 
to the plongh, as mine do.” He (Mr. Hare) hoped the com- 
mittee would take up the subject and retrench effectually. 

The amendment. to the amendment was then agreed to; 
and aftera few words from Mr. PARMENTER and Mr. Mc- 
KAY, the amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. PARMENTER proposed an amendment as a substi- 
tute for a very large part of the bill in detail, to effect reduc- 
tions in various salaries, and the abolition of several oftices. 

. Mr. P. briefly explained the retrenchments which his 
amendment would effect, and the changes which it would 
occasion. 

Mr. MCKAY advocated the amendment. 

My. C. JOHNSON moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out all the appropriations in relation to the navy- 
yard at Washington, which he deemed entirely useless, es- 
pecially as there was a navy-yard al Gosport. He hoped 
the amendment which he now proposed would be adopted, 
and that, before the end of the session, the House would 
agree to transfer the navy-yard from Washington to some 
point on the Mississippi river, where it could be established 
with more advantage to the interests of the country. 

Mr. PARMEN TER opposed this amendment. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS said he was not prepared to assert that 
the amendment should be carried to the extent suggested 
by the gentleman from Tennessee; but he was opinion that 
it would be more advantageous to this government to dis- 
continue the building of vessels at this navy-yard, for the 
reason that materials ofall kinds were more expensive here 
than at almost any other point that could be named. 

The amendment was opposed by Messrs. HOLMES and 
McKAY, and the question was further debated by Messrs. 
SCHENCK, E. J. BLACK, C. JOHNSON, DICKINSON, and 
others. 

Mr. DICKINSON said: I represent a constituency re- 
moved a thousand miles from the seaboard. Yet, sir, with 
us there is no prejudice against the navy. We take pride in 
its character. The achievements of Perry, Decatur, and 
others of our gallant officers during the late war, made the 
navy dear te the heart of the American people. I, for one, 
would not impair its strength by mutilating or cutting off 
any of its important members; for economy or true reform 

' does not consist in impairing any of the essential functions 
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of the government, but in making them more efficient, by 
simplifying them, and introducing responsibility in their 
management. i J x A 

We who are the advocates of the establishment of a navat 
depot in the West do not desire to destroy your navy yards 
on the seaboard. But we invite gentlemen of the sea 
board, who are so deeply interested, to introduce a thorough 
and searching inquiry into the abuses and extravagance 
which are alleged to exist in this branch of the service; for 
the impression is widespread that both exist to an alarming 


~ extent. And those who will point out the abuses and re- 


form the navy, by cutting oft the ‘uunecessary and" rotten 
branches of the service, will entitle themselves to be called 
the friends of the navy in deed and truth, 

I hope my colleague, [Mr. Jonyson,] who desires with 
myself the establishment ofa naval depot in the West, and 
in our own State, will withdraw his- proposition, that we 
may show our friends in the East that we are not urging 
the establishment of a navy yardat Memphis as a State 
or a sectional question, but one in which the whole coun- 
try, and the entire West especially, has a deep and vital in- 
terest. ; 

I should not have made any remarks upon the establish- 
ment of a depot at Memphis at this time, as we have a biil 
now on the Speaker’s table, which has passed the Senate 
by a vote of nearly 3 to 1, but for the direction this debate 
has taken in the remarks of the gentleman who preceded 
me. 

We desire that rigid economy may be introduced in the 
appropriations, that a portion of the money which is spent 
upon the navy may be given to the building a naval depot 
and yard inthe valley of the Mississippi. We deem this a 
measure of essential importance to protect our commerce, 
which finds its way out of the Guit of Mexico, andasa 
means of defending the southwest from invasion. 

The government has already had a survey made of Mem- 
phis, the most eligible point on the Mississippi for this pur- 
pose—where timber, equal in quality to any in world, in- 
exhaustible in quantity, of every variety, can be had ata 
very low price; a point at which the Mississippi river is 
never frozen over, and to which vessels come from the 
Gulfat every season of the year. It is in the heart of the 

arner of the Union, where supplies of provisions can be 
Bad at less than half of the New York and Philadelphia 
prices; and convenient to Kentucky and Missouri, where the 
supply of cordage is so abundant. Tennessee iron is the 
hest in the Union. The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Brack] shakes his head. I can tell the gentleman that 
f understand Tennessee iron is shipped to Pittsburgh and 
Cincinnati forthe purpose of building boilers, &c. Iron, 
lead, and copper can be obtained without limit as to extent 
and quality. Here ships can at all times be built and repair- 
ed entirely out of the reach of foreign vessels in time of 
war; and steamships can be built at Memphis for one-half 
the cost it would tequire to build them at Philadelphia or 
New York. 

Sir, it may be supposed that an objection to establishing 
a naval depot at Memphis may be found in the difficulty of 
supplying these steamships with seamen. If so, all fears on 
that point may be dismissed; the Tennessee, Cumberland, 
and Ohio rivers alone can supply, from their steamboats, 
keelboats and flatboats, seamen that will hold the mouth 
of the mouth of the bie pert secure against the entire 
British navy, in case of another invasion in that quarter. 
We shall then, sir, not have need to send for seammen to 
Marblehead, Philadelphia, or New York, to defend our com- 
merce or our country; and, great as were the exploits of 
these gallant menin the late war, our boatmen from the 
Tennessee, Ohio, and Cumberland will rival them for dar. 
ing and enterprise in the next war. The West will then be 
prepared to defend her commerce and the homes of her peo- 
ple by her own hardy sons. 

I would call the attention of the House to the extent of 
that commerce and its rapid increase. In 1803 it was only 
34,000 bales of cotton, 4,000 hogsheads sugar, and 2,000 hogs- 
haads tobacco. Now, in forty years, wore than 1,400,000 
are shipped from the Gulf of Mexico. And, in the defence 
ofthe Gulf of Mexico, we may be told that our eastern 
friends will send us ships from New York, Philadelphia, or 
Boston. Sir, these ships may not be able to reach us in 
our hour et peril; and when they shall come to our relief, 
on the first damage received from the fire of an enemy, or 
from the rough coast or weather, by ripping offa plank, 
they will have to return two thousand miles to refit and 
repair. 

Vistablish, then, a naval depot and yard at Memphis, and 
fortify the entrance to the Gulf of Mexico at Key West, or 
some other point where ships of the largest class can ride 
safely at all times, and the Gulf of Mexico—the Mediter- 
ranean of the new world—and its commerce cen always be 
easily and fully protected; and if the British government. 
with all her pride and strength, shall dare to possess herself 
of Cuba or Texas, to control the policy of this nation or our 
domestic institutions, take my word for it that these western 
seamen will teach her effectually again, as they once did at 
New Orleans, that she can, like other nations, prosper most 
by attending to her own affairs. 

The committee rose and reported progress on the navy 
bill, and action on the post office bill. 

After some discussion on a point of order, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Trespay, May 2ist, 1844. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from citizens of 
Yates county, New York, and a memorial from Newbury- 
port, Massachusetts, recommending the creation of some 
power for the settlement of international disputes without a 
resort to war: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presenied a memorial very numerously 
signed, from citizens of Baltimore, urging upon Congress 
the passage of a law fixing one day throughout the United 
States, for the election of President and Vice President ofthe 
United States. Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
having charge of the bill from the House for that purpose. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from J. P. Curran 
and others of the State of Hlinois, in favor of the annexation 
of Texas to the Union, and urging the ratification of th 
treaty for that object. Ordered to lie on the table. 


t 


ject; 


Mr.- TALLMADGE. presented a. remonstranté. of citi- 
zens of Ontario county, New-York, against ‘the. annexation 
of -Texas to the Union. Ordered te Jeon the table. 004. . 
~ On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Committee on 
-Military Affairs was discharged from the further considera. 
tion of the memorial. of Samuel Colt, asking.Congress to 


give him some consideration for his invention: of a subina- 


rine battery, and for the time employed and -expencesineur 
red in testing the practicability of the same: and itiw 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 5 che ct a ita 

The PRESIDENT pro. tem-laid,before the Senate a conr 
munication from the Navy Department upon the above sub- 
and it was referred .to the Committee on Naval af 


fairs. ee on 
Mr. WOODBURY presented a mémorial from Hartford, 
Connecticut, praying for the snnexation of Texas to the 
panited States; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 9 - 6 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a remonstrance froh the 
citizens of the township of Blissfield, Michigen, against the 
annexation of Texas to the United States; which was refer 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. RIVES presenteda petition from the widow of Wil- 
liam White, deceased, a lieutenant in the army ofthe rev- 
olution, asking for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. .. 

Mr. HUGER presented a preamble and resolution adopted 
at a public meeting of the citizens of Charleston, South Car- 
olina, in favor of the annexation of Tèxas to the United 
States: ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a recommen. 
dation that it do pass, the bill from the House making ap- 
propriation for the improvement of eastern rivers and har- 
bors. 

Also, from the same committee, to which the subject had 
been referred by resolution of the Senate, reported a bill to 
allow. the salt imported from foreigh countries tó be landed 
on the right bank of the Mississippi river, opposite‘the city 
of New Orleans; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading; read the second time, considered as in committee 
of the whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a recommend. 
ation that it do pass, the bill from the House of Representa: 
tives making appropriations for fhe improvement of the 
western rivers and harbors. ord, 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territories, report. 
ed back, with amendmenis, and with a recommendation that 
they do pass, the bills from the House of the following ti- 
tles, viz: f k S 

The bill making appropriations¢for certain improvements 
in the Territory of Florida; 

The vill granting a section of. land for the improvement of 
Grant river, at the town of Potosi, in Wisconsin ‘Territory; 
and i 

The bill making appropriations for certain improvements 
in the Territory of lowa. : . 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pensions, made 
adverse reports in the cases of Fanny Massey, the widow of 
Henry Massey, for a pension, and Bela Young of New 
Hampshire, for an increase of pension: ordered to lie ọn the- 
table, and be printed. i ERNA 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported a bill providing for the establishment of naval 
schools; which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the report of the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. asking to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Julia L. Weed, was 
taken from the table, where it had been laid some days 
since, in consequence of the absence of the chairman of the 
committee. fe 

Mr. T. moved to amend the resolution reported by the 
committee, by adding “and that said petition Le referred to 
the Commissioner of Pensions.” 

Mr. PEARCE explained that the committee, conceiving 
the rule of the Senate prohibitory in regard to this petition, 
had simply asked to be discharged from its conzideretion; 
but it was not to le implied that there was any in this 
adverse to the merits of the claim. The case was this: the 
petitioner was the widow ofa quartermaster, whose pay 
was $60 amonth. By law, she was entitled toa pension of 
half her husband’s pay; but this being the first instance of 
the application of a quartermaster’s widow, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions found no precedent for rating the pen- 
sion higher than that of a captain of marines, and had ac- 

cordingly allowed her but $20 a month, instead of $30, 
which, by law, she was entitled to. Her application was 
for payment of the difference. The reference to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions was with a view of enabling him to 
make the necessary correction. The matter had been re- 
ferred to the Attorney General; who, in a very able and 
elaborate report, expressed a decided opinion in fuvor of the 
claimant. ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD strongly objected to the resolution, on 
the ground ofits being a flagrant violation of the standing 
rules ofthe Senate. The matter had been already referred 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, who had made his de- 
cision; and the Senate subsequently confirmed that decision. 
The Senate’s own rule stood opposed te the action of the 
committee a second time upon the subject; and it had ac- 
cordingly requested to be discharged from its consideration. 
But to attach to the resolution of discharge a proviso that 
the matter should be referred to ihe Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, would be to invoke that officer’s reversal of his own 
decision. 

Mr. TALLMADGE would remove any objection, by a 
modification of his amendment, by adding to the words, 
“and that said petition be referred to the Commissioner of 
Pensions,” the words, “for such action as he may deem 
right and proper according to law on the subject ” 

Mr. PEARCE hoped the rules of the Senate were not like 
the laws of the Medes and Persians, which “altereth. not.” 
but, when opposed to the correction of error, were tbem- 
selves subject to suspension or revision. Jn a case of such 
plain and palpabie justice as this, it was proper that any ob- 
stacle to the correction required should be removed. 

}¥1. Bt YARD contended that the course suggested by 
tie committee itself was the only proper one. The com: 


* 


ynittee had’expressed no adverse opinion; it merely asked 
to be discharged from the further .considerstion of ‘the peti- 
tion. ‘Should a motion ‘be made to withdraw the papers, 
with a view of the party submitting ` them for revision to 
the Commissioner of Pensions, he should cheerfully give it 
his assent. It would then be in the power of the commis- 
sioner'to. revise his decision, and report: the grounds on 
which he did so.. What he: objected to in regard to the 
amendment proposed by the senator from New York was, 
that, by a resolution of the Senate alone—nota joint resolu- 
tion, but the Senate’s own fiat—authority was, by a side 
wind, to'be imposed upon the Commissioner of Pensions of 
reversing his decision. It'was either necessary or not ne- 
cessary, in order to obtain a revision of the. commissioner's 
décision, that he should have the authority. of Congress. 
Jf it was necessary, it could only be done by joint resolu- 
tion; if it was not necessary, the party had only to ebtain 
Jeave to withdraw the papers, and then. they could be re- 
ferred to the Commissioner of Pensions,{who could make 
such revision as justice demanded. . 

Mr. PHELPS thought this a plain case, so just in itself 
that. mere technicalities should not standin the way. There 
was nothing in the principle of the rule referred to which 
could be opposed to.it. The rule. was to guard ~against the 
reiteration of Spplipatione onthe same grounds, in view of 
which they had been before rejected, but could not apply to 
cases. where an error of the executive officer had been point- 
ed out, and the claimant merely asked that error to be cor- 
rected. The appropriate Jaw organ of the government— 
the Attorney General—had given, as his opinion, that the 
claim was founded ona proper construction of the law. The 
Commissioner of Pensions was ‘now of the same opinion; 
and all that seemed necessary to obtain justice in the mat- 
ter, was an authoritative reference to the matter to him to en- 
able him to revise his decision. 

Mr. BAY.ARD further enforced his view of the subject, 
that the only proper. course was either to let the matter be 
presented on a joint resolution, or to adopt the committee’s 
report, and leta motion prevail allowing the party to with- 
draw the papere, and to.refer them to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, by the party’s own volition. 

Pending the discussion on this point, 

Mr. WALKER called for the special order, and the fur- 
ther consideration of the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, in relation to Mrs, Weed’s petition, was according- 
ly preteens till to-morrow, 

he Senate then proceeded to the special order, which 
was to go into execiitive session. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Turspay, May 21, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The following is the select committee on the petition and 

apers of J. W, Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and Hugh 
Stewart: Messrs. Coss, Payne, RockwELL, Bipiack, LIN- 
TON, BELIER, STEPHENS, MATHEWS, and CLINGMAN. 

Mr. ELMER, from the Committee of Elections, asked 
leave i male a re oe tee easel 

Mr, Weer, at the request of the Speaker, occupied 
the Speaker's chair. i = , p 
.. Mr. ELMER then presented a report.on the petition of 
John M. Botts, contesting the right to the seat of John W. 
Jones. The report, which is in favor of the sitting member, 
was ordered to lie upon the table anå to be printed. : 

Mr. SCHENCK, on tlie part ofthe minority of the com- 
mittee, asked and obtained leave to present, at a future day, 
a minority report, $ 
j Me LEVY asked permission to ofter the following reso- 

ution: . : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quesied to communicate to this House by what authority, 
and with what purpose,a party of Seminole Indians are 
now in this city. 

The résolution was objected: to; and as a suspension of 
the rules for the Ped es of introducing it would require 
two-thirds, Mr. LEVY declined to press the motion. 

Mr. McKAY moved’ a suspension of the rules, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee ofthe Whole. The mo- 
tion was withdrawn, however, at the request of 

Mr ELMER, who stated that there was a question in re- 
lation to the printing of the documents which accompanied 
the report of the Committee of Elections, which he was de- 
sirous of submitting to the House. He was not directed by 
the committee to move the printing of these documents, 
which were very voluminous; but he thought it would be 
necessary, to a right understanding of the case by the 
House, that they should be printed; and he would there- 
fore submit the motion, and take the sense of the House 
upon it. 

Mr. E. proceeded to state that it appeared, from the re- 
port, that Mr. Jones's majority of the votes given in at the 
‘polls, was 34, Mr. Botts, on his part, challenged the legali- 
ty of 987 ofthe votes for Mr. Jones, and Mr. Jones chal-. 
lenged the legality of 440 of the votes for Mr. Botts; and 
depositions were taken, and submitted to the committee, 
respecting the legality of said votes. The committee re- 
jected as bad from Mr. Jóħes’s votes 117, and from Mr. 
Botts’s votes 238; making a balance of 121 in favor of Mr. 
Jones; which, added to his original majority of 34 votes, 
gives him amajority.of legal votes amounting to 155. A 
great variety of documents’ had been laid before the com- 
mittee, for the purpose of enabling them to decide upon the 
legality of those votes. These documents were now before 
the House; and it was for the House to determine whether 
they should be printed or not. 


Mr. SCHENCK requested the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to withdraw that motion for the present; and he made 
this request not from any opposition to the printing of the 
documents. He-desired at the proper time to see the whole 
otthem printed; but he had already asked and obtained 
leave to make a minority report, and in presenting the 
views of the minarity, some further examination of the evi- 
dence would be necessary. , eae 


Mr. DOUGLASS said, as far as he was concerned as a 


member of the committee, ora member of the House, it was 
immaterial -to him: whether these documents should be 
printed or not;but if they-were to be printed at all, it should 
be done at once; because if the printing were ordered now 
+i akd hardly be expected to ba done before the end of the 


j postponed until Monday next. 


a 
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present session, and the effect of the postponement would 
þe to defer all further action untiFanother session. 
After some further observations from Messrs. ELMER, 


SCHENCK, and R. CHAPMAN, 


On motion. of Mr. SCHENCK the motion to print was 


On motion by Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself in- 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Dromeoorr, of Virginia, in the chair.) : 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the first bitsiness before 
the committtee was the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the navy—the question being on ,the amendment 
offered by Mr. C. Joaxson to strike ‘out the appropriation 
forthe navy yard at Washington. | 


OREGON TERRITORY, 


Mr. DUNCAN moved to lay the tbill before the commit- 
tee aside, and take up the bill extending the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States for the Territory of lowa 
over the Oregon Territory. 

This question was decided in the negative—ayes 30, noes 


5. 

Mr. SAMPLE, who had the floor, observed that, asa 
western man, he was in favor of the establishment of a na- 
val depot on the western waters; but he was not for doing 
so by breaking up one at another place. He thoughtit bad 
policy to seek to build up a naval depot in the West by de- 
stfoying one in the East; and, so far from its aiding the at- 
tempt, it would operate to defeat the measure. í 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked leave to explain, and said that 
such was not his object. As his amendment was misunder- 
stood, he would withdraw it if the gentleman would give 
way for that purpose. 

Mr. SAMPLE said he wished to make a few more remarks 
before the motion was withdrawn. Mr. S. then addressed 
the committee for a short space in detailing the advantages 
ofa naval depot in the western waters. . . 

Mr. ASHE observed that he was absent, from indisposi- 
tion. yesterday, when his colleague introduced his amend- 
ment. He was equally interested with his colleague in get- 
ting a naval depot on the western waters; but he did not 
approve of the destruction of one establishment of that 
kind, in the eastern section of the Union, for the purpose of 
getting another established in the West. 


He then entered into a long argument, to show the justice 
and propriety of establishing a naval yard and depot at 
some point on the Mississippi river. He stated the extent of 
the navigable streams of the West that emptied themselves 
into the Gulf of Mexico, and showed how vastly greater 
was the coast watered by western streams than that of the 
Atlantic States. He enumerated their steamboats that nav- 
igate the western waters; he spoke of their population; he 
pointed out the magnitude of their commerce, and reminded 
the committee that its only outlet from the Gulf of Mexico 
was the Florida straits. He showed how the Gulf of Mex- 
ico was surrounded by the powerful naval forces of 
foreign powers, whose vessels were ever within a few 
hours’ sail of depots and harbors, wherein they could refit 
and repair, while our shipping was exposed, without a place 
of refuge and repair nearer than the navy-yard at Norfolk. 
The Atlantic coast, from Norfolk to Maine, had six well- 
appointed naval stations, where munitions of war abound; 
while the western waters were left defenceless and disre- 
garded. He showed that the West abounded in all the ma- 
teriel and personnel for the construction of a powerful navy; 
and contended that it was.due to the western States that a 
naval station should be established at Memphis, or some 
other point on the Mississippi river. 

In conclusion, he would say that he entertained no doubt 
of the passage of a bill having for its object §the location of 
à navy yard and naval depot somewhere inthe West. He 
had too much: confidence in the magnanimity and good 
sense of ihis House to doubt it for a moment. 


Mr. HAMMET said he agreed with the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee in the general scope of his remarks; and he felt 
confident that the prevailing feeling of the House was to do 
full justice to the West. But in his opinion this subject was 
not now properly before the committee. There was a bill 
now upon the table, which had come from another branch 
of this Capitol, proposing the accomplishment of this object. 
This bill would before long be taken up, and then this dis- 
cussion would more properly arise. Asto the proposition 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the navy yard at this 
place should be abolished, he could not give it his assent. 
Nor could he consent that any navy yard should be abol- 
ished, because he did not believe that there were too many 
in existence. He trusted this discussion would cease for the 
present, and if his friend from Tennessee would consent to 
withdraw his proposition, he would relinquish to him the 
floor for that purpose. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, that in offering the amend- 
ment to strike out the appropriation for the navy-yard at 
Washington, he designed simply to present the question as 
to the usefulness or necessity ofthe navy-yard in this city— 
there now being one, the largest in the United States, at 
Norfolk, at the mouth of this river. He had always regarded 
the yard here as a useless appendage to the navy; and yes- 
terday assigned, as a reason for it, that the money thus 
saved to the country would be more readily applied to the 
establishment of a naval depot on the western waters. He 
had not expected or designed to get up a debate on the bill 
for the establishment of a naval depot at Memphis. He did 
not, however, regret his motion, since it had the effect of 
drawing from his friend and eolleague [Mr. Asue] such an 
able defence of the proposed establishment at Memphis, 
which he and his colleagues had so much at heart. He 
would not debate that question now. When the bill from 
the Senate should be before the House, he might then ex- 
press his views. The appropriation. bill now hefore the 
House was an important one, requiring further amendment, 
and ought not to be delayed by the discussion now going 
on; and therefore he would withdraw his amendment, so as 
to go on in the examination of the present bill, and not be- 
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‘cause™he thought the navy-yard at Washington- should be =: 
continued; and further, the motion to discontinue an estab- 


lishment would be more proper in‘ another form, and he 


should take an opportunity of presenting this question- to .- 
the consideration of a committee, and try and get a biil for” 


that purpose; and jn that form his prospects of success 


would be increased. He concluded by withdrawing the 
amendment. ` ; : : 

Mr. HUNT offered the following amendment: 

Provided, That no more than one-half of the moneys ap- 
-propriated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
vice, or drawn from the treasury previous to the lst day of 


January, 1845, excepting the sums appropriated for im- 


rovements in the necessary repairs of navy yatds. , 

$ Mr. H. said, in the RoD which he had to submit, 
he intended to confine himself principally to the considera- 
tions which impelled him to offer this amendment, The 
pill contained appropriations of five or six millions of dol- 
lars for the naval service, extending from: the 30th of June, 
this year, until the Ist day of July, 1845, placing at the dis- 
posal of the President this large sum, to be available, not to 
-the end of the next session of Congress merely, but for 
three or four months afterwards. This, he thought, was an 
improper trust, in view of the recent. action of the chief 
executive officer of this government. The fact had been 
disclosed, that the executive, without the knowledge or 
consent of Congress, had assumed to himself the power of 
entering upon a.warlike movement against a friendly power. 
He thought it would be more proper for the House, Instead 
of placing new funds in the hands of the executive, to ena- 
ble him to consummate and complete the outrage which he 
had commenced, to express its decided disapprobation of 
the act. 

It was not his purpose to enter into the general discussion 
of the important question which was now engaging: the at- 
tention of the other branch of Congress. He felt con- 
strained, however, to notice one or two assertions of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hormes] yesterday, 
The gentleman had asserted that the annexation of Texas 
was necessary for the defence of the South. This he dis- 
sented from altogether. He was not willing to admit that 
this country required any extraneous aid for her defence 
against any and all of herenemies. Mr. H. commented at 
some length upon this point, and concluded by reiterating 
his disapprobation of the proposal to place in the hands of 
the executive so large a sum to be disposed of at his discre- 
tion. 

Mr. ATKINSON regretted to trouble the House with any 
remarks of his, after being harassed with a tedious debate; 
but he could not keep his seat in justice to those who sent’ 
him here, and to the country which he loved better than his 
own soul, and hear, without reply, propositions so monstrous 
as had been advanced this morning. If a stwanger had hap- 
pened to come into the hall this morning he would be apt to 
think that they were discussing the propriety of a war with 
Mexico, or discussing the propriety of the treaty lately con- 
cluded with Texas, instead of a proposition to put down the 
navy-yard at Washington. The gentleman from New York 
last up, had oftered an amendment to prevent the President 
of the United States from exercising authority which had 
always been exercised by his predecessors—that of disburs- 
ing the public money after it had been appropriated by 
Congress. He asked, wherefore the suspicion that this 
amendment attempted to cast on the executive? What had 
he done to authorize the suspicion which the gentleman 
from New York entertained andzendeavored to excite—thet 
he did not intend honestly to perform the duties required of 
him, but that he intended to involve the country in a war, 
which was to terminate ina disruption of the Union? The 
proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hunt] 
was to prevent the executive from using the funds appro- 
priated forthe Navy Department until the year 1845. Was 
it intended to withholdthe use of the public money until 
another great captain shall come into the presidential chair? 
Was it intended that the executive, no matter.what the ne- 
cessities of the country might be, should not expend the 
public money after its appropriation by Congress for the 
uses of the government, and that it should be kept in the 
treasury until a certain great man from Kentucky may, by 
possibility, fill the executive chair? 

Mr. HUNT asked leave to explain. He thought there was 
good reason to believe, from what he saw, that the executive 


-intended to involve the country in a war. 


Mr. ATKINSON did not doubt that the gentleman thought 
sd, and he had no doubt that some gentlemen thought that 


-it would be better we should have “war, pestilence. and 


famine,” rather than that the present executive should be 
continued in office. Itwas not his province to defend the 
executive; but though he had no hand in placing him where. 
he was, he would defend him when he was unjustly assailed 
by those who did put him there. Yes, gentlemen who had 
heretofore lauded Mr. Tyler to the skies as the best and 
greatest of men, and who designated him as honest John 
Tyler, until the veto power was brought to bear on their 
favorite measure, now denounced him, because he had car- 
ried out those political principles which he had often stood 
up in support of on this floor, and for which he had battled 
with his enemies during his whole life. For this he was 
denounced by the whig party; and the gentleman from New 
York was even vnwilling to trust him with the expenditure 
ofthe public money. He had heard a good deal since he 
came here of executive influence, and executive dictation; 
buthe hadnever seen any disposition on the part of the 
executive either to interfere with or influence the mem- 
pere of this House in the exercise of their legislative func- 
ions, 

He would not now stop to discuss the question of the an- 
nexation of Texas, which was more properly the subject of 
discussion in the other body; but if the subject should 
properly come up, he would support the measure; and, in 
doing so, would fulfil the ardent wishes of those he repre- 
sented. But to return to the amendment. Suppose the ap- 
propriations shouldbe withheld until the year 1845; might not 
other questions arise independent of Texas? and might not 
the public service suffer from the inability of the executive 
to employ the naval forces of the United States? Our ships 
might be seized on the ocean, or our towns be plundered, 
and yet the executive unable, in consequence of this amend- 
ment, to employ the force of the government in repelling 
aggression. He was not prepared to say that the execu- 
tive, in sending a naval and military and naval force to pro- 
tect Texas if assailed, had acted improperly. The President 
had the right, not to declare war, but he had the right so to 


“dispose of the navy and army of the United States as to 


guard against attacks of aforeignice. He was not willing 


3 to pass any censure onthe President foy this act; but was 


forfleaving to him, as to other Presidents, the. power of dis- 
bursing the public money for the public service on his own 
responsibility. Mr. A., in conclusion, passed a very warm 
eulogism on the officers of the navy. 

Mr. OWEN next obtained the floor, and said he desired 
to'say afew words on the subject which had been brought 
into this debate—the annexation of Texas; which has cer- 
tainly a bearing on the bill now before the, committee. 
Upon that subject they had a great variety ofopinions. From 
the quiet. Hermitage; they heard the voice of-patriotism 
proclaiming this to be the golden moment for the reannexa- 
tion of Texas to this Union, which he read asa letter receiv- 
ed recently from General Jackson. . He also quoted opinions 
formerly pronounced by Mr. Clay in favor of annexation, 
and editorial articles published in the National Intelligencer 
onthe same subject. He also read the third article of the 
treaty by which Texas, as a part of Louisiana, became an- 
nexed to this Union, and recommended it to the attention of 
gentlemen who occasionally spoke so loudly of the solemn 
obligation of treaty contracts. : 

Mr, MORSE said it was not his design to follow the ex- 
ampl of the gentleman from Indiana, in discussing the 
Question of the annexation of Texas. His only object in 
rising was to bring back the House to the single point 
presented by the amendment ofthe gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Hun+;] that amendment did not seem to him to 
beso very extraordinary as it did to the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Avxinson.] That gentleman avowed his as- 
tonishment that such an amendment should have been offer- 
ed, and expressed his indignation at it in the strongest terms. 
Now it had struck him with surprise, and he felt no little 
indignation that such remarks as had fallen from the gentle- 
man from Virginia should have been suffered to pass with- 
out rebuke. ‘The President had taken it upon himself to 
senda part ofthe navy of the United States on a foreign 
service, not to protect our commerce, but to watch the 
movements of Mexico—to see what she proposes to do in 
regard to her revolted colony of Texas. The President 
has sent a portion of the army, too, when the sickly season 
was coming on, to consult with the President of Texas. He 
asked if this was to be sanctioned by the nation. What was 
it for? Was it for the good ofthe nation? And yet we, said 
he, are to sit tamely here and witness this executive usur- 
pation without rebuking it, or else having the rebuke 
frowned down by the gentleman from Virginia. He heard 
with great pleasure the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Hae] express his indignation at this executive en- 
croachment; and his only regret was that the gentleman 
had not spoken out more boldly. 


Mexico had told us openly, that if we annexed Texas to 
the United States, she would consider the act as cause of 
war; yet, With a full knowledge ofthis fact, the executive 
had not only mage a treaty for the annexation of Texas, but 
had sent an armed force to support it. If, said Mr. M., we 
are are to sit quiet under this executive usurpation, the time 
will come when the executive will be all in all, and Con- 
gress will only have to say yea to all he does. The gentle- 
man from Virginia said that the executive was only carry- 
ing out the principles he had often supported on this floor, 
He did not know what he had declared on this floor; but if 
he had ever advocated such doctrines as he was now carry- 
ing out, he was astonished that any many could raise his 
voice in his favor, : 

We have been told, said Mr, M., that the President has 
never tampered with members of that House; but what was 
he doing allover the country but sending out his agents, 
getting up conventlons to make himself President. Mr. M. 
concluded with come comments on the message and docn- 
ments in relation to the annexation of Texas. 


Mr. BELSER observed that he rose on this occasion to 
discuss the merits of the question; for he was satisfied, upon 
reading the amendment, that its object was to strike at 
whatever appropriation might be necessary to carry into 
execution the treaty of Texas. He would read it for the in- 
formation of the House. Mr. B. then read it, as follows: 


Provided, That no more than one half of the moneys ap- 
propriated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
vice, or drawn from the treasury previous to the Ist day of 
January, 1845, excepiing the sums appropriated for im- 
provements and necessary repairs of navy yards. 

Now, he was as much opposed to an improper discussion 
on that floor as any member within the hearing of his 
voice; but he had yo doubt that the gentleman, in this 
amendment, intended to strike at the treaty, and therefore 
he felt himself called on to make some remarks on the sub- 
ject. Though the President of the United States had been 
Introduced into the debate, and though the gentleman from 
Maine {Mr. Morsr] might have been astonished at any gen- 
tleman’s defending him, yet he would tell the gentleman 
that when the history of the President came to be written 
out, and his acts calmly and impartially revised by posteri- 
ty, judgment would he pronounced in his favor. In re- 
gard to the Secretary of State, whom the gentleman spoke 
of as the President’s Secretary, he would tell the gentle- 
man that the Seeretary was above his censure. His coun- 
try had fixed his character, and the world could not deprive 
him of it. The public services of the Secretary of State 
had entitled him to a place in the temple of fame; and he 
would tell the gentleman from Maine that his denunciations 
could not reach him. He had stated thatthe direct object 
of the amendment was to defeat the appropriation by which 
this treaty was probably to be sustained; and though they 
had been referred, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. to 
the able speech of an honorable senator which appeared in 
this morning’s Globe, yet acknowledging the ability of that 
speech, he was fully satisfied that the country would not 
sustain the positions assumed in it, because there was no 
authority in the laws of nations to support them. 

He cared not whether the territory embraced in the treaty 
of annexation was greater now than avhen Texas was ceded 
to Spain or not. The question wes, had Mexico been able 
to support and maintain it by her arms?” Had Texas the 
right to give it away, and had this government the right to 
receive it? 

After recapitulaiing the various parties on this question 
of annexation, he gave a rapid historical sketch of Texas, 
her connexion with Mexico, her settlement, and the induce- 
ments which led to it, and the subsequent treacheries and 
butcheries, which resulted n Texan independence, and its 
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récognition by thé United States and “several European 


powers. ; pee 

He next examined the doctrines of government. de facto 
and de jure, and contended that Texas was independent 
both de facto and de jure, and that, by the law of nations, 
she had the right to make the treaty of annexation: to the 
United States. p j 

. He next examined the question of title by right of con- 
quest; and, in this view, he cared not whether additional 
territory had been added to Texas, since her cession to 
Spain by these United States. - He sustained his position by 
quotations from Vattel; and maintained that, by conquest, 
Texas was entitled to all the territory she proposed to bring 
within this Union. He likewise quoted the doctrines of 
Vattel on the rights of nations, based on the principle of 
selfpreservation; and then proceeded to give some reasons 
why this government should immediately annex Texas to 
the United States, referring to the Edinburgh Review, to the 
correspondence of Lord Aberdeen, &c., to show the designs 
of England on the institution of slavery. 

His time did not permit him to examine all the advantages 
which would arise to this country from annexation. He did 
not mean to assert that it would advantage the South. On the 
contrary, if they rested this question upon a sordid calcula- 
tion of self-interest, they could never consent to the meas- 
ure; but they took a wider or more extended view, and re- 
garded the question as one of national honor and independ- 
ence when arrayed against British aggression. He held the 
doctrine that there was no honest man in the Union who 
would be unwilling to protect each and every portion.of the 
Union in the enjoyment of its rights. Andif it be necessa- 
ry to acquire Texas to prevent a non-slaveholding country 
from being erected upon our borders, each and every indi- 
vidual was bound by the guaranty given by the framers of 
the constitution to aid and assist. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked the gentleman to permit him to i$ 
quire whence he derived that doctrine, or where he found 
the guaranty he spoke of. 

Mr. BELSER said it was to be found in common sense, 
common justice, and in the constitution itself. 


It was the interest of all classes—commercial, agricul- 
tural, and manufacturing, that Texas should be annexed to 
this country; and they are beginning to understand their 
true interest; and it would be set forthin tones of thunder 
before the question was finally disposed of. Politicians 
might try to stifle that voice; but it would be like tossing 
straws against the wind. 

We claima proud distinction over other countries, be- 
cause we claim to bea government of freedom—a govern- 
ment under which every man may enjoy his own opinion. 
Ought they, under such circumstances, to admit Texas jnto 
this Union, or not? He thought the answer was too plain 
and palpable to require argument. Suppose Mexico should 
choose to go to war: the responsibility would rest with her. 
He looked forward to the day when he should see the stars 
and stripes under which our forefathers marched forward to 
victory, waving over California, Oregon, and Texas, 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor, and moved that the 
committee rise. 

‘The motion was negatived on a division—yeas 52, nays 


Mr. GIDDINGS then proceeded to address the committee. 
His object was to place the question upon its true footing; 
to recall the attention of gentlemen to the true issue in ref- 
erence to this question of annexation. The issue was ofti- 
cially recorded in the archives of this country, and would 
go down to posterity; it was now too late to change that 
issue. The true issue was between the continuation of 
slavery and perpetuation of that abominable traffic, the 
slave trade, and the restoration of freedom. Gentlemen 
might attempt to make the issue as they would, they could 
not escape from it; and he called on gentlemen to stand up 
to the question on its true merits. 

The increase of population in the North was giving the 
North a preponderance over the South. The balance of 
power was about being changed; and he appealed to gentle- 
men of the northern and eastern States to say whether they 
were prepared to surrender up those interests for which 
they had so long contended. Were they prepared to place 
upon their constituents the burden of the payment of Texan 
debts? Would gentlemen return to their constituents and 
say, Give us the funds to pay the debts of fugitive criminals 
in Texas. [A laugh.] 

He did not believe that his democratic friends would dare 
to return to their constituents and ask them for the money 
to pay the debts of the fugitives in Texas. If they did, the 
whigs would beat them in every election. He did not be- 
lieve, however, that they would. One object of the annex- 
ation was to fight the battles of Texas. Let his democratic 
friends say to their constituents, “It is your duty to march 
up and fight the battles of Texas for the purpose of per- 
petuating slavery, as Mr. Calhoun avows;” and what. will 
be their answer? Another object of the annexation was to 
give a political preponderance to the slaveholding States 
over the free States of the North hy which they would ride 
triumphant over all the prominent interests of the North. 
There was another subject he would call to the notice of 
his northern friends; and that was, the annexation of Texas 
would give to the slaveholders of that country an interest 
in the election of President commensurate with their detest- 
ation of human rights—that is, each man that has five 
slaves will have as many voices in the election of President 
as four northern freemen. He would, therefore, say that 
any northern freeman, who would vote for the annexa- 
tion of Texas would place himself on a level with the 
slaves of that country. Mr. G. contended that the con- 
stitution gave no power to the government to annex 
a foreign territory to the Union. Those who framed 
the constitution never gare to any body the power to trans- 
fer the freemen of New England tothe control of Texan 
slaveholders. The people of New England were not to be 
sold like slavesin the market. Mr. G. said he found in the 
remarks ofthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bersrr] an 
assertion that there was a guaranty in the constitution to 
protect the slave property ofthe South. This he denied; 
and he called onthe gentleman te pointit outto him. He 
would yield him the floor for that purpose. The gentleman 
did not answer; and he therefore asserted that there was no 
such guaranty. If any other gentleman from the South 


66uld je. glad if he 
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Mr. CAUSIN said he- would answer the gentleman. He 
maintained that there was such a guaranty in the-constitu- 
tion.. Property in slaves was recognised inthe constitution, 
and also by the lews of the several States; and: the general 
‘government was bound to protect all the citizens. of the 
United States in the right to their property. `. to ee a ane 

Mr. GIDDINGS ‘said he would ask the gentleman to tell. 
him where this was to be found. ` ae 

Mr. CAUSIN said the guaranty was to be found in the 
clause of the constitution providing for the recapture of fu- 
gitive slaves. : j 

Mr. GIDDINGS denied that the clause referred to by the 
gentleman from Maryland gave any such guaranty. He 
contended that the constitution nowhere spoke of slaves as 
property; but that it carefully refrained from speaking of 
them as such, and only spoke of them as “persons.” 

Mr. BELSER said he would ask the gentleman if he in- 
tended to vote for a slaveholder as President. : à 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he would, if the gentleman 
carried out the constitution in its fullest extent, as he be- 
lieved he would. He never would make the question of a 
man’s being a slaveholder atest of his qualifications for the 
presidency. If the gentleman from Alabama supposed he 
would, he had mistaken his ‘man. 


- This government, ‘and he rejoiced that it was so, was 
placed in an attitude in which it was divested of all connec- 
tion with slavery. They could not abolish slavery in Vir- 
ginia without giving just ground of complaint to the citi- 
zens of that State, nor could they exercise their power to 
perpetuate it in Texas. He regretted that he had not. had 
more time for preparation on the subject that he might have 
argued it more cogently: but said he had felt called upon to 
set some gentlemen right on this subject, as they appeared 
to be dodging the question and avoiding the true issue. Hav- 
ing made some further remarks, i 

Mr. PAYNE rose to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion; and he said he wished the reporters to take it down. 
About two years ago, or perhaps within a less period, there 
was aman named Torrey, who brought a wagon and team 
to this District, and who was deemed a negro stealer. Me 
did steal some negroes, and was stealing others; but they 
were arrested, Torrey making his escape, with the: loss of 
his wagon and team. Subsequently, it was said, a member 
on that floor claimed that wagon and team on behalf of Tor- 
rey, and he (Mr. Payne) now asked the gentleman from Ohio 
what interest he had in the property of that negro stealer? 

Mr. GIDDINGS after a pause) said he could not re- 
ceive anything on that floor in the nature of an insult. 

Mr. PAYNE called upon the gentleman from Ohio to an- 
swer his question; and remarked, that if he would: not, a 
committee ought to be appointed to inquire into the facts. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had been too much- dcecustomed 
to this ‘“overseerism.” - 

Mr. PAYNE said a man that would deceive his own party, 
could not be made ashamed anywhere. i 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then declared, in unequivocal terms, be- 
fore God, that this was the first time he had heard of the 
circumstance mentioned by the gentleman from Alabama, 
or that any member on that floor had any connexion with 
any such transaction. He said he made this explanation, 
noi for the gentleman from Alabama, but for the House, 
and for many gentleman there whom he respected. 

He then went on to speak of the correspondence of the 
Secretary of State in relation to the annexation of Texas, 
in which he said the free people of this Union were repre- 
sented as being solicitous for annexation, for the purpose of 
maintaining the infamous traffic in human flesh and blood. 
Such a representation was a base slander on the people of 
the free States, and even in the South there were those— 
and with one he had very recently conversed—who looked 
with horror on the exension of the inhuman trafic. 

Mr. BURT desired to know if the member from Ohio 
meant to say that the Secretary of State had done, or was 
capable of doing, anything base. 

Mr. GIDDINGS expressed some astonishment at the 
question. 

Mr. BURT, (with much warmth.) That was your lan- 
guage, sir. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (somewhat embarrassed.) This south- 
ern dialect I don’t understand. 

Mr. BURT. Do you understand your own language, 
sir? 5 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and called the gentlemen to 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he had said that, to repre- 
sent the people of the free States as being desirous to main- 
tain the traffic in human flesh and blood—a traffic which 
they haddenounced as piracy—was tiie slander. That 
was what he said, and he knew well wha d, He still 
saidit.. He saidit,in the name of all the Sta ‘osrorth of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, that such a representation was... 
slander—a base slander; before the whole civilized world 
he denied that any such feeling existed there. 

He then proceeded to notice a refutation of an error 
in the sixth census, by a negro man named Smith, on 
which error the Secretary of State had relied in his corres- 
pondence, to show that slavery was better than freedom for 
the negro race. He said that one of the errors in the census 
was the return ofsixty-three insane negroes in certain dis- 
tricis of Ohio, where no such number of negroes of all 
classes could be found. He was continuing to speak on 
this subject, when the falling of the Chairman’s mallet 
announced the expiration of his hour, 

Mr, CAUSIN briefly addressed the committee on the 
growing dispssition manifested in the northern and eastern 
States. to disregard their constitutional obligations to the 
‘south in relation to fugitive slaves. 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the House had postponed to Monday next the mo- 
tion to print the report of the Committec of Elections, with 
the view of calling it up to-morrow. 

After some conversation, the motion to reconsider was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. McKAY moved that all debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union on House bill 
No, 62 shall cease at 2 o’clock on Wednesday, the 25th im 


stant, (if the committee -shall not sooner come to a conclu- 
sion upon the sames) and the committee shallthen proceed 
to vote on such amendments as may be pending; or offered 
tothe same, and shall then report it to the House, with such 
ariendments as may have been agreed to by the committee; 
arid called the previous question. ke à 

Mr. MORRIS moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was lost. 

The demand for the previous. question was seconded, and. 
the main question ordered to be now put, being‘on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. - 7 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeas and nays. p 

The demand for the yeas and nays was seconded by 2 
votes in the affirmative, and 89 in the negative—taken by- 
tellers. a i : 

"the yeas and nays were ordered, and being-taken, result- 
ed in yeas 90, nays 44, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs., Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson; Bayley, 
Benton; Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 

in, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Shepherd Cary, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Cullom, 
Daniel, Richard. D; Davis, John: W. Davis, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, 
Fiekiin, Byram Green, Hamlin, Hammet, Herrick, Hoge, 
Houston, Mubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave John- 
son, Preston, King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lu- 
eas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, 
Parmenter; Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. 
Reid, Reding, Reife, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Thos. H: Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, John T. 
. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson; John Stewart, 
Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, ‘Wentworth, Williams, Woodward, and Yost—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Belser, 
Edward J. Black, Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Clingman, Cranston, Deberry, Dickey, Fish, 
Foot, Giddings, Goggin, Hardin, Holmes, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Jobnson, Andrew Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Mellvaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Rod- 
ney, Rogers, Schenck, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, Andrew 

Stewart, Summers, Tilden, and White—44. 2 
Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to moye to take up a bill that it 
might stand first on the order. 


Mr. PAYNE Inguired af it would be in order for him to 
make a statement to the House touching its order and dig- 


he SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 
r, PAYNE said he questioned whether it had much of 


er, 
The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

Ly Mr. HOGE: The petition and papers of Loring Snow: 
relerred to the Committee on Public Lands. The petition of 
Otis G. Welch, A. G. Pearce, and 69 others, citizens of the 
State of Ilinois, asking the establishment of a mail route 
from Monmouth, Warren county, Ulinois, via Berwick, 
Greenbush, Woodville, Ellisville, and Centerville, to Lonis- 
ton, Fulton county, in said State of Ilinois: referred to the 
Committee onthe Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARPER: The memorial of H.J. Cox and 27 
others, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating against an 
internationsl copyright law. 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: The. petition of George Laidsner, 
of Lonisiana, praying that his tract ofland be confirmed, or 
his improvements paid: for: referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. . 

By ^A r. TIBBATTS: The memorial of the heirs of Cap- 
tain John Mountjoy, deceased, of the State of Kentneky, 
praying thot the commutation for tive years’ full pay of a 
captain be paid to them with lawful interest thereon: refer- 
reg to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

By Mr. MACLAY» The petition of Harriet Me Alister and 
Emiiy Hoyt tor a pension: referred to the Committee on 

i ry Pensions. 
y Mr. CARY, of Maine: The petition of Alfred J. Stone 
oni others, cliizens of Maine, in favorof the annexation of 

EKAS. 

By Mr. HAYS: The petition of David Carlyle, praying 
remuneration for the services of his father, Ebenezer Car- 
lylo, a soldier of the revolution. The petition of Polly 
‘Themas, widow of Calch Thomas, a revolutionary soldier, 
praying continuation of peasion. The petition of Lu- 
ina } Is, praying for a pen- 
giou in consideration of the services of her husband in the 
revolntiovary war. The petition and documents of Lucy 
Moore, widow of James Moore, a revolutionary soldier, 
yensation for the services of her hnshand in 
€ olutionsry war. The petition of Abigail Taylor, 
widow of Gad 4 er of tam revolution, praying 


ay lor, a soldi 
for a pension: referred to the Committec on Revolutionary 
Fensions. ; 

By Mr CALOWELD: The petition of James Farris, of 
Casey county, Kentucky, asking an allowance for services 
in the revolutionary war, end as an Indian spy: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


av, May 22, 1944. 

out. HUNTINGTON presented sundry resolutions adopt- 
ed at a meeting of the citizens of Hartford, Connecticut, re- 
imonstrating and decidedly protesting against the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the Unkied States: ordered to lie on the 
table, i 
ino pres ed a communication from citizens of Buffalo, 

york, having relation to one of the items in the bul 
my king Appropriations to certain harbors of the United 
States: ordered to lic on the table, ihe bill now being before 
the ate, F 
_ it. BERRIEN presented the proceedings and the resolu- 
tions adopted hy a meeting of the citizens of Chatham coun- 
ty, Georgia, without distinction of party, favorable to the 
ee of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie on 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings of a public meeting 


rt 


ofthe county of Wythe, Virginia, in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the. United: States: ordered to lie on the 
table. a à EA : 

Also a memorial from a large number of the citizens of 
Kenawha county, Virginia, remonstrating against any 
change in the existing tariff: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. S . ea ` 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Moses Spring- 
er and others, of Maine, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to 1500: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, . ` ` 

CANCELLED TREASURY NOTES. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders of the day 
were postponed, and the Senate took up for consideration as 
in committee of the whole the bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of evidences of public debt in certain cases. 


Mr. E. remarked that the bill proyiced for the re- 


demption of those treasury notes which were stolen and 
put in circulation, aftér being ordered for cancellation. He 
did not think any further explanation of ii was necessary, 
as the bill sufficiently explained itself. Its provisions had 
been examined with great care by the Committee on Fi- 
nance; and they had met with the concurrence of the Treas- 
ury Department. 

‘Phe bill was then reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. ; 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs was discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of Richard A. Gilpin, concerning his plan for the 
construction of a dry-dock; the memorial of John H., Roe- 
pling, asking an appropriation to test the efficiency of wire 
rope, invented by him. Also from two memorials of Peter 

n Schmidt, praying an appropriation to enabie him to 
make certain experiments for the preservation of timber, 
and relating to his plan for a pneumatic dry-dock. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution, which 
lies one day on the table under the rule, viz: 


Rested, That after this week, the Senate will mect daily 
at 11 o’clock, a. m. 


ARMY RETRENCHMENT BILL. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the Senate took up for considera- 
tion, as in committee of the whole, the bill regulating the 
pay of the army of the United States, and for other purposes: 
the question pending being on the report of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, recommending the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

Mr. BARROW said it was very necessary that the Senate 
should act upon this bill promptly, because the bill was now 
before the Committee on Finance, making appropriations 
for the pay of the army, and some amendments would be 
wanted if the action of the Senate upon this bill should be 
such as the Committee on Military Affairs recommended. 
The bill providing for the support of the army, as it came 
from the House of Representatives, appropriated a sum of 
money for that purpose, contemplating the passage of this 
bill, and it would be necessary for the Senate, if it sustained 
the Committce on Military Affairs in their recommenda- 
tion for the indefinite postponement of this bill, to increase 
that appropriation in the army appropriation bill. The 
chairman of the Committee on Finance informed him this 
morning thatit was very necessary that that bill should be 
speodily acted upon. 

Mr. ATHERTON called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to postpone indefinitely, and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAGBY desired to have the bill read. 

Mr. BARROW presumed it was hardly necessary to have 
the bill read. It wasa bill passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reducing the pay of officers of the army. ‘The 
Committee on Military Aftairs of the Senate saw no reason 
forits passage; and after the most careful examination of 
the subject, they objected to the bill itself, to its principles, 
and to its provisions in detail. It was not designed that a 
discussion should take place, he believed, upon this bill, 
unless some gentlemen who was anxious for its passage, 
should advocate it, and make discussion necessary. The 
committee had it under consideration for a long time, and 
gave itfulland deliberate investigation. ‘They had come 
to the conclusion that such a bill ought not at this time to 
be passed, and therefore recommended iis indefinite post- 

onement, 

The bill wos read through by the secretary of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. TAPPAN was of opinion that, this being a hill of 
great importance, upon which the House of Representa- 
tives hac bestowed much attention and labor, ii was due to 
it that some considerstion of its merits should precede a 
motion of indefinite postponement. He had not had time 
himself to look into it, and he was sure other senators 
would say the same. It was a question of retrenchment, 
and certainly oughtto have heen referred tothe Committee 
on Retrenchment. lt was desirable to hear the opinion of 
the chairman of that committee on the subject. With a 
view of having time to consider the best disposition of the 
matter, he should move to lay the bill onthe table for the 
present. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE suggested lo the senator from Ohio the 
propriety of referring the hill at once to the Committee on 
Retrenchment. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he would adopt the suggestion of the 
senator from South Carolina, and alter his motion from that 
of laying the billon the table to that of referring it to the 
Committee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. WHITF (occupying the chair temporarily) observed 
that the motion was not in order, the question of indefinite 
postponement having precedence. : 

Mr. ATHERTON contended that if the practice of the 
Senate wus similar to that of the House of Representatives, 
the motion was in order. 

Mr. WHITE (in the chair} decided that, according to the 
rules of the Senate, the motion of indefinite postponement, 
unless withdrawn, would have precedence. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON did not think there was occasion 
for diseussion or opposition, the object which the committee 
had in view having been explained by the senator from 
Louisiana, which was simply to obtain a test vote of the 
Senate, that the Committee on Finance might be enabled to 


estimate the amendments-necessary to make to the general 
army appropriation bill. The necessity for some immediate 
disposition of that bill had been pointed out; but none could 
now be made till the’ sense of the Senate was known in re 
gard tọ the retrenchment bill, It had been reported to the 
Senate long since by the Committee on Military Affairs ad- 
versely, and gentlemen had had ample time for examining 


‘into its merits, and making up their minds as to supporting 


itor not. If, however, any senator wanted more time for 
consideration, he should not dbject to a short delay—for in- 
stance; a postponement till to-morrow. He hoped, how- 
ever, the test question would now be allowed to be put. 

Mr. BREESE understood the question before the Senate 
was on concurring in the report of the Committee on Mill. 
tary Affairs for the indefinite postponement of the bill. If 
so, it certainly appeared to him to be in orderto move to 
lay that report on the table, or refer it to the Committee on 
Retrenchment. 


Mr. ARCHER did not understand either of the motions. 
offered by the senator from Ohio as evincing any disposi. 
tion to postpone the subject. The vote would be a test+vote 
onthe motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Re- 
trenchmet. Ifthat motion failed, the vote would recur on 
the motion of indefinite postponement. He hoped the sen- 
ator from Ohio would persist in his motion, and let the dis- 
position of the Senate be ascertained on it. . 

Mr. WHITE (in the chair) decided that the motion was 
not in order. 

Mr. BAGBY hoped the motion of indefinite postponement. 
would not prevail. The question of retrenchment was not 
the only question for consideration of the bill. Jt contained 
a principle of great importance in one of ite provisions—the 
abolition of corporal punishment inthe army. This was a 
matter of grave consideration. He hoped the motion for 
indefinite postponement would not prevail, 

Mr. MecDUFFIE was sure ihe Senate was not prepared to 
reject, on such a summary matter, so important a measure 
as this, without even momentary consideration, Lhe peo- 
ple of the United States, during the presidential canvass of 
1840, had been encouraged to believe that, in the great 
contest between the two rival parties, was involved 
the issue of this very question of retrenchment—each 
party denouncing the other for extravagance, and each par- 
ty promising reform incase of success. That issue was now 
to be tested; and the very first measure of retrenchment 
proposed—in a bill introduced in ancther branch of Con- 
gress after grave and mature deliberation, and to his 
knowledge sanctioned by a large portion of the officers of 
the army themselves—is to be rejected, like an unconstitu- 
tional petition, without a moment’s considcration. He ds- 
sired to know—it was due to the people that they should 
know—who was opposed to retrenchment when put to the 
test; and, therefore, he should call forthe yeas and nays. 

The CHAIR stated that the yeas and nays had been before 
called for and ordered. 

Mr. BARROW would not detain the Senate, on this oc- 
casion, by presenting to it the considerations which in- 
fluenced him, and, he believed, influenced the Committee on 
Military Affairs in making an adverse report upon this bill, 
If it was intimated, however, on the other side of the House, 
oron any side, that it was the wish or desire of the Senate 
to discuss the principles ofthe bill, or its details, he thought 
that the Committee on Military Affairs would be found 
ready to answer every argument that might be advanced by 
gentlemen on this floor in favor of it. The reason why he 
made the motion to postpone it indefinitely, and why he 
deprecated discussion, was this: He was perfectly satisfied 
that a large majority of the Senate were prepared to sustain 
his motion. That being his conviction, and knowing that 
every senator had made up his mind upon this subject, (be- 
cause it was not a new one, having been in the other 
branch of Congress for a long time, and the atten- 
tion of every senator having. been directed to it,) he had 
submitted the motion to postpone it indefinitely. It had 
been before the Senate for some time. It had been before 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and was there examined 
with impartiality and deliberation; and it was the delibe- 
rate judgment of the committee that it ought not to pass. As 
to this question of retrenchment, about which there had 
been so much publie discussion, and which was the sub- 
ject of mutual crimination and recrimination between the 
two great political parties—one party ever accusing the 
other of extravagance, and.making promises of retrench- 
ment—jt did not, in the opinion of the committee, come be- 
fore them inconsidering this bill. 

What did the bill propose to do? What, according to the 
report emanating from the Committee on Military Affairs of 
the other House, did that committee profess to have in 
view? They professed that it was necessary to change 
the mode of paying officers of the army, to give them a 
fixed salary, instead of perquisites as well as a salary. 
They professed also to.equalize fhe pay of the officers of 
the army.. ‘They professed further to reduce their pay. 
One of these objects, it was true, they had accomplished by 
the passage of this bill. They had reduced the pay; but 
they had entirely foiled in accomplishing the other two ob- 
jects. Thesimple reduction of the pay of officers of the ar- 
my was of very doubtful policy. ‘his bill neither equal- 
ized the pay, nor was ita salary bill merely, -He was pre- 
pared to demonstrate these two propositions, by a reference 
to the provisions of the bill; and there was, therefore, but 
one point to contest—the retrenchment part. The honora- 
ble Senator from South Carolina. [Mr. McDurriz} was the 
last person he expected to hear advocate, at this particular 
time, a proposition of retrenchment inthat branch of the 
public service. This was not a time to be tampering with 
the army—neither wasita tirne to reduce either its num- 
bers, or the compensation ofits officers. From the eviden- 
ces around us, it would not surprise the American people, 
that we should be called upon to increase the army; and, 
ina time of war, it was usual to increase the pay of officers 
as well as soldiers. i 

He did not intend, at this time, unless it was forced upon 
him, to detain the Senate, by going into an elaborate dis- 
cussion of the principles involved in this bill and its details, 
It was peculiarly ‘objectionable upon both grounds-——the 
principles and details. He was perfectly satisfied that it 
was the decided sense of a majority of this Senate that the 
bill should be indefinitely postponed. That being his con- 
viction, and as the session was about to terminate, he hoped 


the Senate would sustain him in his motion. “As a°meansof 
saving time, andin order to prevent a discussion which 
would be useless—e discussion which would produce no 
change of opinion on either side of the Senate—it had been 
suggested by one of his friends ou that side. of the house, 
that he should move to lay the bill on the table, and an- 
nounce that it should be considered a test. vote—those 
voting to lay it on the table meaning by their vote to ex- 
ress the opinion that the bill ought to be postponed indefi- 
, nitély, and those opposed to express the contrary opinion. 
However, he did-not know the sense of those who were in 
“favor of his motion, or whether it was the desire of the 
Senate that the bill should be discussed, or whether they 
would desire to. express their opinion on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table; and, until there was some further man- 
Hfestation of the wish of senators, he would not make that 
motion, but let the original motion stand, and have the vote 
taken upon it. 
The question was then taken on the motion of indefinite 
postponement, and resulted—yvas 25, nays 19,-as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Hanne- 
gan, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, 
Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—25. À 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, 
Huger, Lewis, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Woodbury, and Wright—19. 
So the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


The following bills were read the third time, and passed, 
viz: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of William Fisher. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Ferguson. 

The bill providing for the appointment and regulating the 
pay of engineers and assistant engineers in the revenue 
service, 

The bill regulating the landing of foreign merchandise on 
the right bank of the Mississippi river, opposite New Or- 
Jeans. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business; an4 after several hours 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespay, May 22, 1844, 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that his motion be now taken 
up, of which he yesterday gave notice, to reconsider the 
vote by which the House postponed to Monday next the 
motion to print the report from the Election Committee in 
relation to the contested seat of the Hon. J. W. Jones of 
Virginia. 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. BELSER desired the gentleman from Tennessee to 
give him an opportunity to present the proceedings of sev- 
eral meetings in Alabama, in favor ‘of the annexation of 

_ Texas; and having obtained permission to do so, he pre- 
sented the proceedings, and moved that they be laid on the 
table and printed. 

Mr. DICKEY objected to the printing. 

A conversation ensued, in which Mr. BELSER, Mr. E. J. 
BLACK, Mr. SEYMOUR of New York, Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. 
COBB, and others, took part. 

Mr. BELSER then withdrew his motion to lay on the ta- 
ble and print, and substituted a motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB then desired to present proceedings of a mect- 
ing held in a portion of the district which he represents, of 
alike character; which he moved to lay on the table, and 

rint, 

‘ Mr. DICKEY objected to the printing. 

Mr. HARDIN also said he should object, unless the same 
course was to be pursued with those of an opposite char- 
acter, : ed 

Some conversation ensued, in which Messrs. C. JOHN- 
SON, COBB, WHITE, ELMER, WELLER, (as the 
Speaker pro tem.,) and others, took part; in the. course of 
which, objections were made to the reception of the pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. COBB moved a suspension of the rules, to enable 
him to present them; but the motion was rejected. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then called up his motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the motion to print the election report 
wes postponed to Monday next; and after a brief conversa- 
tion, the motion was reconsidered; and then the motion to 
print was postponed to Saturday next. 

Mr. McKAy moved that the rules be suspended that the 
House might resoive itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE BY A POSTMASTER. 

Mr. FISH desired to present a resolution which (he said) 
affected the privileges of a member of this House which 
had been violated. The resolution was as follows: ; 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to 
inquire and report whether any deputy postmaster, or other 
officer of the Post Office Department, has violated the frank- 
ing privilege ofany of ihe members of this House as estab- 
lished by law, by erasing his frank, or otherwise, underany , 
regulation or instruction of the Post Office Department. 

The resolution not being in order at this time. it was not 
received; but it was understood that several of the honora- 
ble genileman’s letters which he had despatched through 
the post office had been charged with postage, his franks 
having been first erased in their passage through the Fost 
Office Department. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House, on the motion of Mr. McK AY, resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union—Mr. 


Cave Jouysox in the chair—and resumed the consideration 
of the biil making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending the 0th day of June, 1845, a 
Mr. HARDIN was entitled to the floor from yesterday; 
but he yielded to 
Mr. HALE wishedio make an answer to a statement of 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr, ATEINsoN,] 


made in committee yesterday. It would be recollected that 
he had stated, on more occasions than one, that the pay of 
the officers of the American navy was higher than the pay 
of officers of the same grade in. any navy in the world; 
and he had learned that the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had doubted the accuracy of that statement ina speech 
made hy him yesterday, and-had quoted some authority put- 
ting the pay of a captain- in the British navy. at $3,800 or 
$3,300. Now, he reasserted his statement; and called the 
attention of the committee to the authority on which he 
based himselfin making the assertion—it was the Register 
ofthe Royal Navy of Great Britain, published “by authori- 
qe It there appeared that the net s¢a-pay of a captain in 
the English navy, was £61 7s. 4d., and allowing the pound 
sterling to be equal to $4 85, it made the English naval cap- 
tian’s pay equal to $297 58 per month; which, multiplied by 
12, the number of months in a year, is equal to $3,570 60- for 
the year. But in fact, the pound. sterling is not equal to 
$4 85, but only $4 44, making the monthly pay of the Eng- 
lish naval captain only $272 47 per month, which, multi- 
lied by 12, gives $3,269 64 as the annual pay of the Eng- 
sh captain. 


Mr. SCHENCK asked, if post captains were not an inter- | 


mediate grade of officers in the English navy; and if they 
had not there different orders of admirals, vice-admirals, and 
rear-admirals; and if American captains did not have to com- 
mand fleets, and perform the same duty required of these 
different orders of admirals. 


Mr. HALE replied they had in England, admirals, vice- 
admirals, and rear-ndmirale, ofthe blue, red, and white; and 
they had also there, dukes, earls, lords, marquises, &c., 
with a privileged order of nobility, rioting in luxury upon 
the hard earnings ofa burdened and suffering people; and, 
he doubted not, we had many who are earnestly desiring to 
see the same in this country; but he trusted the day was far 
distant when these hopes were to be realized. Was it ne- 
cessary, because we had no order of nobility, and did not 
decorate our officers who had distinguished themselves, 
with stars and garters and other gew-gaws of royalty, that 
we should therefore, and for that reason, pay them 2 higher 
compensation than was paid to the officers ofany other navy 
onearth? If so, he, for one, would prefer the harmless deco- 
rations of the blue, red, and white, or all the colors of the 
rainbow combined, rather than pay such extravagant remu- 
neration. The pay ofan English naval captain, here given, 
is of one in command ofa first class ship. English ships are 
divided into six classes before we come to sleops and bombs; 
and the pay ofthe captains is continually descending ac 
cording to the class of the ship he commands, till it gets 
down to £26 17s. the monthly pay of a captain in command 
of a sixth rate. 

Mr. PARMENMER said, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman, he would read a comparative statement of the pay 
received by officers of a similar grade in the navies of the 
United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. HALE assented; and 

Mr. PARMENTER read a statement of the amount of the 
salaries of naval officers. 

Mr. HALE said he did not propose to pursue the discus- 
sion; he simply desired to place the matter before the com- 
mittee in its true light. 

Mr. G. DAVIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. ATKINSON appealed to the gentleman to allow him + 
a few moments. 

Mr. DAVIS declined to yield the floor, however, remark- 
ing that the time for the continuance of the debate was lim- 
ited, and he desired to place before the committee a propo- 
sition which he considered to be of great importance. 

Mr. D. sent to the chair a resolution, which he proposed 
to offer so soon as it should be in order. — 

The resolution was read by the clerk. 

Mr. D. regretted that the debate had not been confined to 
the bill before the committee, because there were various 
propositions which many gentlemen, no doubt, as well as 
himself, desired to see modified or amended; and there were 
other propositions which they desired to offer,and which 
they desired an opportunity to explain. 

The subject of waterrotted hemp was a subject of pecu- 
liar interest to the people of the United States, as well as to 
the government. ‘Ihe article was an essential component 
of our national defence—as much so as any article made use 
of in ship building; andit was a matter which had received 
some attention on the part ofthe government. There had 
been two or three laws passed upon the subject in the shape 
of joint resolutions, for the purpose of protecting and fos- 
tering that interest. The first action of Congress on the 
subject was a joint resolution introduced by one of the sen- 
ators from Missiouri in the session of 1841, for the encour- 
agement and protection of the production of American wa- 
ter-rotted hemp for the use of the military marine. Under 
this encouragement from the government, the farmers of the 
West, especially of Kentucky snd Missouri, undertook the 

roduction of the article, by the process of water rotting; 

ut what had been the result? The executive officers of 
this government, in disregard of this proceeding on the part 
of Congress, had ceased the purchase of the American arti- 
cle, and had actually entered into acontract for the pur- 
chase ofa supply of Riga hemp suificient for the coming year, 
although it had been clearly and indisputably shown that 
the American article was superior to the foreign, and could 
be furnished at acheaper rate. Wasthis the way in which 
the executive officers of this government intended to carry 
into execution alaw of Congress, or joint resolution, equal 
in force toalaw? There were two solemn laws requiring 
the American article to be purchased and used in the Amer- 
ican navy; aud yet, in defiance of these laws. the Secretary 
of the Navy had directed the purchase to be thus continued; 
and hadentered into a contract for the purchase of the 
foreign article. F 
77. MORRIS observed that in consequence of the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, to terminate the debate to-day, he was 
under the necessity of following the example of the gentle- 
man from*Kentueky, (Mr. G. Davie} and submits his re- 
marke on an amendment not yet before the committee, but 
which he intended at aproper time to ‘offer. The proposi: 
tion he desired to submit, was for the crection ofa dry dock 
at Philadelphia, and in urging it upon the attention of the 
committee, he would urge it on the grounds of economy. 
Several memorials on this subject had been already present- 
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ed by his constitnents, showing th teres À 
in the desired improvement,” ‘The citizens of. Philadelphia 
desired to have this dry dock, bécause they eould, by refer 
ring to the history of the naval architecture of. the country, 
show that at no place in the United States had vessels .ior 
the navy been constructed of better workmanship, ‘and on 
cheaper terms. Moreover, there was no instance on record, 
in which a ves$el built at Philadelphia had failed in perform- 
ing all that was expected of her. Here Mr. M. referred:to 
some documents, showing the expense of building and 
equiping various ships at various places in the United states, 
and making a comparison of the cost of each, showed. that 
the difference was in favor of Philadelphia. He also-went 
into‘a statement, showing the facility of obtaining provi- 
sions, supplies, and materials on comparatively cheap terms 

at that place. 

-~ Mr. A. JOHNSON observed that he did not know that the 

remarks he was about to make would be considered strictly 

in order; but inasmuch as the debate had taken rather.a 

wide range, he trusted it would not be considered improper 

for him to discuss the means by whick money now pro 

posedto be appropriated was drawn from the people. 

He should oppose this bill! more in consequence of the 
manner in which the money it appropriated was raised, 
than tor any other consideration; and he held that an exam- 
ination of the system by which the revenues of the govern 
ment were raised, was a legitimate course of argument. 
Ever since this Congress had been in session, there appear 
ed to him to have been a disposition to indulge in the wild- 
est and most visionary schemes of expenditure. Mr. J. 
here referred to various items of expenditure, such as dry- 
docks, navy-yards, &e., and particularly to the two river 
and harbor bills, involving an expenditure of one million 
two hundred thousand dollars. He was opposed to the ap- 
propriations in this bill, in consequence of the system by 
which the money was procured. We have been told (said 
he) by some of the gentlemen of this House, in a document 
published by them, of the evils of direct taxation; and he 
would therefore say a word or twoon that subject. He 
was not an advocate for direct taxation; but he held that it 
would bea cheaper and more equitable mode of collecting 
the revenue than the present one. At all events, a system 
of direct taxation would put an end to all these extravagant 
and visionary schemes ot expenditure that were now resort- 
edto. In the publication he referred to, the authors sup- 
posed that the annual revenues collected for this govern- 
ment would be something like thirty-six millions; and when 
they came to the State of Tennessee, they showed that if 
this money was to be collected by direct taxes, the people 
of that State would be alarmed at the proportion they were 
to pay, which was estimated at $1,700,000 This was an ad- 
mission, however, that the money was collected from the 
people. Now how is it proposed to collect this $1,760,000 of 
the people of Tennessee, but by indirect taxation? It was 
proposed to collect it by a mode under which the people 
would not know the amount: collected from them; that is, 
to take the money out of their pockets by deception, or, in 
other words, by the operation of the tarif. Now, ifthe 
southern States would look closely into the subject, they 
would find that such a system of taxation bore more hardly. 
on them than any other. i 


He went on to contend that there were greater advantages 
to the people in direct taxation for the support of the gov- 
ernment, for thereby much would be saved tothe hard. 
working people. But they were told that this expensive plan 
of collecting revenue must be persisted in for the protection 
of home industry; or, in other words, this system must be 
persisted in, that the few might be benefited at the expense 
of the many. lt was admitted that $36,000,000 must be col- 
lected for the support of the government, and this sum was 
made hy the importing merchants to form part of the first 
cost of the goods. The merchants transmitted those goods 
to various parts of this Union for sale, adding thereon 60 
per cent. as profit; and thus it would be seen that the hard- 
working consumer not only paid $36,000,000 for the support 
of the government to benefit a few manufacturers, but 50 
per cent. thereon as profit of the merchant. 

He contended that the argument was very clear in favor 
of a system by which each State should collect and pro- 
vide its proportionate share of the revenue which was ne 
cessary for the government. By such a system, much 
would be saved inthe cost of collection. He calculated that 
of the $1,700,000 which Tennessee would supply, she could 
save $92,000, which was an important sum. 

He then showed the operation of the protective system 
on the mechanic, proving that, in relation to the mechanic. 
classes, this protection of home industry was a system of 
humbug, by which no one was benefited but the wealthy 
manufacturer. Indeed, to the working classes it was an 
iniquitous system of taxation. But (he inquired) was the 
system for which the people were so honestly taxed, @ pro- 
tection to home industry? Of the amount of capital vested 
in manufactures and in agriculture, he said this system 
caused $500 vested in manufactures to yicld $72—more than 
$1,000 vested in agriculture; and yet they were protecting 
home industry! To be perfect, the protection of home in- 
dustry must be its protection by the several and individual 
States within their own chartered limits; but if that were 
resorted to, they would hear less of protection of home in- 
dustry. a F F . 

Upon such a principle as this, they might go on increas- 
ine the amount of duties progressively until they brought 
down the price of the articles to nothing at all. The gov- 
ernment would then be inthe receipt of a large revenue 
from duties on imports, and the goods importe would be 
procured by the consumer for nothing. Vas there ever a 
greater absurdity attempted to be palmed off upon the pub- 
Fie? It wasan insult to the intelligence of the people. 

‘Another extraordinary proposition contained in this lit- 
erary curiosty, to which he had already referred, was that 
we were actually buying five doilars’ worth of foreign ar- 
ticles for every dollars worth that we sold of our own. 
Was thereever a country that was pror crous and happy 
while she bought more than she sold? How long wou ae 
government exist under such circumstances? : 

Mr. STEWART said if the gentleman would examine 
the argument in that report, he would see, not that we pur 
chased five dollars’ worth of foreign articles for every dol- 
lar’s worth that we sold of our own, but that we purchare 
and consume, in the form of manufactured goods, Sve del, 
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f biirdens upon the people; prosperous in building up 
stocracy. “He might refer to various ‘authorities: to 
show ‘the prosperous condition of Great Britain, but :he 
would not. unnecessarily, detain the committee. i 

Mr. J. adverted to the distributive policy as a concomi- 
tant of the high protective tariff. -Who, he asked, was the 
gréat advocate of that policy—a policy by which the people 
became the recipients of a bounty first collected from them- 
selves. ‘The advocate of this strange mode of enriching the 
people. wås the man who was to be placed at the head of 
the administration of this: government—the man who was 
at ofe time found. advocating the principles of one party, 
andsometimes of another. 

M.-J. next adverted to the alleged dissensions in the dem- 
ocratic ranks. For his own part, he intended to act for him- 
self, and, asto any insinuations that had been spread abroad 
in yeferencc to him, he repelled them. He did not admit 
the right of any-individual to set’ himself up as the supervi- 
sor or-censor of all who bélongedto the democratic party, 
and to-institute a Procrustean bed for their opinions. 

The expiration of the hour was here announced by the 
Chairman; and : 

Mr. LEVY next obtained the floor. He stated the purport 
of various amendments, which he proposed to offer when- 
ever it would: be in order to do so. ss 

Mr. E. then called the attention of the committee to the 
navy yard at Pennsacola, and the necessity of making ap- 
propriations for that object. He spoke of the great impor- 
tance of Pennsacole as a naval station to the defence of the 
southern States, and the security of our vast commerce on 
the gulf, and pointed out how it had hitherto been neglect- 
ed by Congress. Mr. L. particularly referred to the fact 
that at least one half the amount of the small appropriations 
for that station had been diverted by the Secretaries of the 
Navy on their own authority, and applied to other and more 
favored naval stations. 

Mr. MURPHY suid he feared the time to which this de- 
hate was limited would not permit him to do justice to the 
subject to which he now desired to call the attention of the 
committee- a limit, however, which was necessary, in con- 
sequence of the latitude which the debate had taken on col- 
lateral issues. He then proceeded to express his opposition 
to the amendment of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Heys} and then, although he had much to say in relation 
to the navy, in which his constituents had a deep interest, 
proceeded to make some remarks on the subject of the stone 
dry-dock which had been projected at Brooklyn. He gave 
the history of that dock, the appropriations made for it} by 
Congress, the suspension of the works, and the authority 
given to the Secretary of the Navy to decide between a 
stone dry-dock and a floating dock, and the consequent ap- 
pointment of a commission to examine into their relative 
merits. 

The clerk, at the request of the gentleman from New 
York, read an extract from a document iving the views of 
Mr. Secretary Upshur, as the result of the inquiry by the 
commission, which was decidedly in favor of a stone dry- 
dock, or excavation with walls, as it was sometimes called. 

Mr. D. Ja SEYMOUR asked if another report had not been 
made in favor of a sectional floating dock. 

Mr. MURPHY said he did not intend that his colleague 
should divert his attention from the issue which he made. 
An officer might have made such a report, but he asserted 
that no competent commission of scientific men had exam- 
ined and made such a report; but on the report of sucha 
commission, they had the opinion that a dry stone dock 
wag alone fit for the purposes ofthe navy at Néw York. 

Mr, M: argued at some length in favor of the superiority 
of stone docks over the sectional floating docks, and ad- 
duced the testimony of numerous shipping merchants and 
other well-informed persons to the same effect. 

Mr. DAVID I. SEYMOUR sent to the Clerk certain 
amendments, which he designed to offer at the proper 

ime. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. SEYMOUR said he had no other object but the ad- 
vancement of the publie good in proposing these amend- 
ments. He had, aticonsidefable expense, examined Into the 
comparative merits and comparative expense of constructing 
the different riptions of docks, and the conclusion he 
had come to was in favor ofthe sectional floating cock, 

Phe hour whieh had been fixed upon for voting on the 
bill and amendments, ha ing arrived, the committee pro- 
ceeded to vote accordi 

The stute of the q 

The folowing amex 
MENTERI 


n watas follows: 
thaq been offered by Mr. Par 
“After the word ‘dollars’ in the eleventh line, insert, Pro- 
vided, That the whole number of petty officers, seamen, or- 
dinary seamen, landsmen, and boys in the naval s ©; 
shall not exceed 7,509 at any one time during the fiscal year 
for which this appropriation is made.” 
To which Mr. Huxr of New York had offered the fol- 
lowing as an amendment: 


“Provided, That no more thanone half of the moneys ap- 
propriated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
vice, or drawn from the treasury previous to the lst day of 
January, 1845, excepting the sums appropriated for improve- 
menisin the necessary repairs of navy yards.” 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amend- 
arent watch was offered by Mr. Hesr, and carried—yeas 62, 

ays 61, ~ 

The question was then taken on the amendment as amend- 
od; nd it was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVY submitted the followin end ; whi 
was rejected g amendment; which 


$ 


ir. CAVE JOHNSON submitted an amendment pro- 
viding that no vessel shall hereafter be built or rebuilt, ex- 
cept by express authority of Congress. a 

Mr. FISH moved to amend the amendment by striking out 
the word “rebuilt.” i - 

The question being put, the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVY submitted an amendment providing that no 
part of the appropriation. made for the equipment and re- 
pairs of the navy shall be applied to the payment of any 
ofticers whose offices have not been created by law: agreed 
to. 4 

Mr. PARMENTER offered an amendment striking out 
the 29th line, and inserting the words ‘for enclosing and 
grading the square on which the naval depot at Charlestown 
is erected, and for the building of a house for the superin- 
tendent.” ` 

Mr. FICKLIN called for a division of the question; and it 
was first taken on striking out, and agreed to; and then on 
enclosing: the yard and building a house at Charlestown, 
and rejected. ` 

Some unimportant change was made in the item of ap- 
‘propriation for New Hampshire, on the motion of Mr. PAR- 
MENTER. 

The clerk readthe other items until he arrived at that in 
reference to the navy-yard at New York; when 

Mr. MURPHY offered the amendment which he had before 
indicated his intention to offer, to direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with the stone dry-dock at Brooklyn, New 
York; for which there is now an unexpended balance of 
the appropriation made in 1842. 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved to amend the amendment so as to 
provide that the Secretary of the Navy should contract for 
a sectional floating dock at New York. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs. VINTON and BIDLACK 
were appointed; and they reported 60 in the affirmative, and 
77 in the negative. So the amendment to the amendment 
was negatived. 

Mr. PHOENIX offered an amendment vesting in the Secre- 
taryfof the Navy the discretion whether to construct a 
floating or a stone dry-dock. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Haratsox and Bin- 
Lack were appointed, and they reported 93 in affirmative; 
we was deemed a majority, and the negative was not 
taken. 

The question was then taken on the amendment as amend- 
ed, and it was rejected. . 

Mr. E. J. BLACK offered an amendment to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to proceed with the construction of a 
dry-dock at Pensacola; which, after an objection on a point 
of order by Mr. Levy, was negatived. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS submitted an amendment directing the 
Secretary of the the Navy to contract with John S. Gilbert 
for the erection of a floating dock at-Philadelphia, to be paid 
forata sum not exceeding $200,000, contingent on an ex- 
amination and approval when constructed, &e. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be out of order; 
and onan appeal, the decision of the chair was sustained by 
the committee. 

Mr. E, J. MORRIS then offered an amendment directing 
the President of the United States to cause an examination 
and survey to be made for a dry-dock at Philadelphia. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend so as to make the amendment 
extend to all navy-yards where there were no dry-docks, 

Mr. K. J. MORRIS accepted the amendment. 

Mr. LEVY moved that the same provision be adopted in 
relation to Pensacola, as had been adopted in relation to 
New York. Agreed to, yeas 67, nays 45; taken by tellers. 

Mr. BLACK offered a proviso to that amendment, pending 
the question of which proviso, 

On motion of Mr. J. W. DAVIS, the committee rose. 

The Committee on Enrolled Bills reported several bills; 
which were signed by the Speaker. 

Several executive communications were read, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House adjourn; and by 57 
yeas, and 77 nays, the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr, ROGERS moved that the House adjourn On divis- 
ion, there were 72 ycas, nays not counted. 

The House adiourned. 


The folowing petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the repo iy the members presenting them: z 
r. HALE: The petitions of Mary Fellows, Hannah 
ary Danforth y Dame, Betsey Chene fehi- 
cca Hobart, Patty Holt, Sarah C. Ks, 
French, Tamson French, Mery Carter, Elizabeth Stick- 
y, Nancy Abbott, Huldah Eva Mary Elliott, Eicanor 
Gleason, Elizabeth Moore, Hoyt, Margaret Mills, 
Judith Tilton, Naomi c Morrill, Ruth Foss, 
Elizabeth Calley, Susa and Mary Greenleaf, for a 
further allowance of two yéars’ pensi n, to commence onthe 
4th of March, 1841: referred-ta the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Rachel Rowell for ar- 
rears of pension due her late husband, Enoch Rowell. Also, 
the petition of Philip Tober, for an addition to the pension 
Ie now receives. 


TE. 
flay 23, 1844. 
THE ARMY RETRENCHMENT BILL. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the vote postponing indef- 
initely the House bill regulating the pay of the army and 
for ‘other purposes, be reconsidered. 

The CHAIR remarked thatthe bill was not in the pos- 
session of the Senate, having been returned to the House. 
It could, however, be sent for, on a message for that pur- 
pose heing adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ATHERTON remarked that it was not a bill on 
which the House was obliged tohave any further action. 


INS 
Tucurspay, ¥ 


It had been returned to that body with a notification of t 
action of the Senate. He suggested, therefore, whether 
vote for reconsideration eould-not be entertained. > = 
_The CHAIR read the 20th rule; which waswas impera- 
tive, that a motion for the reconsideration of the vote'on 
any matter not in the possession of the Senate, but of the. : 
other House, was inadmissible. ~ . coe 
Mr. HANNEGAN submitted an order that a message be 
sent to the House, requesting that the bill regulating the 
pay ofthe army and for other purposes, may be returne 
to the Senate for its further action thereon. 
A The order, under the rule, lies on the table for future ac: © 
10n. x 
Some conversation was had between Mr. HANNEGAN ` 
and the CHAIR, as to whether the motion for reconsidera-.. 
tion would stand recorded as having been made to-day. ; 
The CHAIR was understood to decide that the motion for © 
reconsideration could not be entered on record, until the . 
bill shall have been returned to the Senate; but that such ` 
proceeding would not preclude the entertainment of the . 
motion for reconsideration, after the return ofthe bill. ‘ 
Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that a precedent to govern the ` 
present case was estublished in 1824. He did not know, 
however, that the rules then were precisely the same ag i 
those of the House of Representatives now. ‘The tariff of _ 
1824 was sent post-haste from the House to the Senate, 
for certain purposes then well understood. Mr. Randolph 
met the bearer of the message, and offered to prevent the ~ 
execution of the order of the-then Speaker for forwarding + 
the bill withoutdelay. Mr. Randolph, in the altercation, 
was overcome by the messenger, and made complaint to 
the House. The House passed resolutions directing that 
the bill should be returned. ; 
The CHAIR remarked that there was no objection to`“ 
entertaining the order of the senator from Indiana. The 
objection was to considering it at that time, the rule re- 
quiring that it shall lie one day on the table. s 
Mr. MOREHEAD presented the credentials of the Hon. 
Janez W. Huntineros, who has been elected by the legis- ` 
lature of Connecticut a senator from that State for six 
years from and after the 8d day of March next: read, and 
ordered to be filed: 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted to with- 


draw from the files of the Senate the petition and papers of , |. 


Robert Maguire. 
Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of John Erics- 
son, of the State of New York, asking compensztion for 


planning and superintending the construction of the ma- -” 


chinery of the steamship Princeton: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the proceedings ofa public meet- 
ing of the citizens of Leonidas county, Alabama, in favor of 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial of the inhabitants of ` 
the town of Pomfret, Windsor county, Vermont, protesting 
seine the annexation of Texas to the United States: order- 
ed to lie on the table, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported back, without amendment, the bill for the 
relief of William Elliott, jr. i 

Mr. McDUFFIE threw himself upon the indulgence of | 
the Senate, to permit him to introduce into the Senate, 
when in secret session, a reporter; his (Mr. MeD s) health 
being suchras to disable him from undergoing the labor of 
writing out his own remarks. 

The CHAIR suggested that in executive session would be 
the proper time to entertain the motion. 

Mr. BERRIEN suggested to the senatorto waive the mo- 
tion until that time; and 

Mr. McDUFFIE acquiesced in the suggestion. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Naval Affairs, inthe case of Julia 
L. Weed, the question. pending being the motion of Mr. 
TsLumance so to arend the report as to refer the subject to 
the Commissioner of Pensions for adjustment. 


Mr. TALLMADGE withdrew his proposed amendment; 
and the adverse report of the committee was concurred in. 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, leave was granted to 
withdraw the papers of Mrs. Weed, to enable the petitioner 
to make the application for a pension to the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

On motion by Mr BAYARD, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Thomas G. Clinton, praying an examination of 
his improvement in steam engines; the petition of William 
P. MeConnel, praying that an ppropriation be made to en- 
able him to build a steamship upon the principle discovered 
by him; and the petition of A.B. Quinby, praying that an 
investigation may be made by the commission, now sitting 
in the Washington navy-yard, into the plan of having stear 
i rs in steam boiler: 
i CHER presented a memorial from citizens of the 
county of Augusta, ¥ » praying that the nt tariff 
may not be disturbed: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

The resolution submitted by Mr. BAGBY yesterday, pro- 
viding that the Senate shall in future meet daily at H 
o’clock, a. m., instead of 12 o'clock, was taken up, and so 
amended as to take efect on Monday next, and adopted. 

‘Mr, McDUFFIE remarked, that yesterday he introduced 
in the Senate, when in executive session, a certain recoln- 
tion, which he was inclined to think was more appropriate 
to be introduced in open session. He therefore begged 
leave to introduce it in open session to-day. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the motion involved a part 
of the executive proceeding, “and could only come hefore 
open Senate by a motion in @xecutive session to transfer 
action upon it. E 

Mr. McDUFFTE acquiesced; and wished the present mo- 
tion to be considered as one for leave to introduce the res- 
olution. = 3 

The bill to amend and econsdlidate the several naval pen- 
sion laws, was read the third time ang passed. 


THE STOLEN TREASURY NOTES. , 

The Senate bill to providéfor the payment of the evi 

dences of public debt in certain ca$es, was next taken up 
on its third reading. a oF 

Mr. WRIGHT, not having b 


present yesterday when 


il was-advanced ge, did not now pro- 
pose to occupy much of ‘the'time’of the Senate in a speech 
opposing its passage. He.should merely say that it appear- 
edto him to be'4 bill of very dangerous character. Jt was, 
as he understood it, a general bill to authorize the payment 
of evidences of public debt presumed to be stolen—that is, 
to make the government illimitably liable in cases where 
its obligations having been already paid and cancelled, the 
evidences of the payment and cancelling may be artfully 
and fraudulently obliterated. It appeared to him to be an 
exceedingly dangerous principle. He did not mean, howev- 
er, to make a speech on the occasion. His object was sim- 
ply to state the grounds upon which he could not vote for 
the bill. 

Mr. EVANS did not anticipate any objection to the pas- 
sage of this bill. It appeared to the committee to be most 
just and expedient. ‘fhe facts out of which it had grown 
were quite as well known to the Senate as to the commit- 
tee. About two years ago, ora little less, a considerable 
amount of treasury notes, which had been issued here at 
that time, were paid into the custom-house of the city of 
New Orleans, and were there cancelled, because their pay- 
ment into the custom-house or land office is an extinguish- 
ment of them. Before they were returned to the depart- 
ment here, they were purloined or stolen. There was no 
evidence of their being cancelled, other than what was. 
written on the back of the notes inink. The word “can- 
celled,” which was written on the backs, was so carefully 
erased as to leave no sort of vestige of their having ever 
been cancelled. They appeared as perfect as any notes that 
had never been cancelled at all; and again got into circula- 
tion. The loss of them was not discovered at the Treasury 
Department for the period of about nine months. Many of 
them, in their circulation, got into banks, and into the hands 
of private persons, now holding them. Many of them were 

aid into other custom houses and land offices, and into the 
Enas of receivers and collectors, who were pledged to take 
them, The law required that treasury notes should be re- 
ecivable in all cases in which they were presented in pay- 
ment of public dues at the custom-houses and land oftices. 
Here were these notes, without the slightest evidence upon 
them of cancetlation—nothing to desecrate them whatever 
~~thus presented to persons whose duty it was by law to 
receive them. Those persons had received them; and what 
was the consequence? Collectors, receivers, and others, 
who had taken them in good faith, could not obtain the re- 
ception of them at the Treasury Department, because the 
department held that they had once been cancelled. What 
was to be done, then? How were these officers of the cus- 
toms and land offices to know that they had been cancelled? 
There was nothing on earth to show that they had heen 
cancelled. 


He had said that they were not cancelled in the manner 
in which the Secretary of the Treasury had directed, by a 
rule ofthe department. T'he reason given, as ascertained by 
an agent of the department who went to New Orleans, was, 
that the collector of the custome there had never received 
this order of the Secretary of the Treasury. It was a circu- 
lar from the Treasury. Department to the public officers. but 
-had never reached him, and he was therefore ignorant of the 
mode prescribed: by. the Secretary. He cancelled them 
upon the back, not knowing the regulation of the department. 
These collectors, receivers, and private individuals, who 
took them after they had been purloined, without the slight- 
est knowledge of the mauner in which it was done, now 
asked that they should be paid, or allowed credit for 
them. Propriety anda sense of justice towards these indi- 
viduals required that payment of the notes should be allow- 
edthem, What would be the consequence inthe event of 
a refusal? How were the community, or the officers 
of the customs and land offices, to know whether any 
treesury notes offered to them are gennine or not? 
Thousands of dollars are oftered to the custom-house offi- 
cers daily in treasury notes which the law compels them 
to take. He could not—if left liable to the consequence— 
take them, for he did not know wheiher they had been can- 
celled or not. Tt was desirable that as long as a currency of 
this description was in circulation, it should carry with ita 
credit. Jfthis hill was not passed, the result would be that 
these custom-house ofticers would be compelled to take such 
of these notes as were still in circulation. It was manifest. 
then, that these persons should he indemnified The amount 
which they claimed was not very great. He believed the 
whole amount stelen from the custom-house at New Or- 
leans was about $100,000; and, so far as could be ascertained, 
the amount put into circulation was about $20,000. The bill 
required these individuals to make afidavit before the courts 
ofthe United States, and adduce the most ample proof that 
they took the notes in good faith, and had no knowledge of 
their being canceiled or stolen, so that it was absolutely im- 
possible than any other than honest holders should receive 
any benefit from the passage of this bil. There was not the 
most remote probability that the rohbers themselves would 
be tempted in the slightest degree by it. 

‘These were the general consid t 


erations b hich the com- 
mittee were infiuenced in recommending it 
the entire confidence and approbation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; for he had a long letter from him commending 
the course of thecommitice. There was no danger at ail to 
be apprehended from the pussage of the bjll It had, init 
heen originally framed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
but subsequently greatly modified by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, by the addition of amendments such es the committee 
thought necessary to guard the government egainst any 
possibility of being imposed upon by fraudulent claims 
arising ont of the possession ofany portion of these treasury 
notes not held by innocent persons who took them in good 
faith. : 

Mr. WRIGHT, on examining the bill, found. as he had 
supposed, that it was a general bill. not simply applicable to 
those ¢ elone identified with the treasury notes stolen 
from the New Orleans custom-house, but applicable to all 
government securities, as well as to thom. . 

Mr. EVANS assured the senator he was mistaken. The 
bill solely applied to the treasury notes stolen from the New 
Orleans custom-house. 

Mr. WRIGHT thonghi, if it was intended to apply merely 
to those treasury notes, it ought to be so specified, as there 
was nothing in thé bill itself to limit its extension. The 
limitation should certainly be to that portion of the notes 


passage. Ii had- 


1ad got into-the hands of innocent ‘hoeldérs previous 
to the discovery and publication of -the theft; otherwise the 
purloiners could, under this act, easily contrive to get the. 
remainder into the hands of holders unconscious of the theft 
or publication, so that the. government would have to pay. 
them. If this bill should 
treasury notes which have not got’ into circulation would 
speedily be circulated. Now, he had supposed that all the 
Committee on Finance would assume to do, (when an indi- 
vidual case came into his hands for presentativn, and was 
referred to that committee,) would be, te frame some meas- 
ure applicable merely to cases ‘occurring previous to the 
discovery and publication of the list of treasury notes pur- 
joined. But this bill enacts that, whenever “any treasury 
note which has been received or redeemed by any author- 
ized officer of the government has been subsequently pur- 
loined or stolen and put into circulation, without having up- 
on it any evidence or marks of having been cancelled, and 
has been received by any person, or institution, for a full 
consideration, in the usual course of business, without no- 
tice or knowledge of the same having been redeemed or re- 
ceived as aforesaid, or having becn cancelled, or having 
been purloined or stolen as aforesaid, and without any cir- 
cumstances existing to create suspicion of the good faith 
or due caution with which the same may have been received 
by such person or institution, he (the Secretary of the 
Treasury) shall be, and hereby is, authorized to cause the 
amount of such note to be paid to the innocent holder 
thereof, out of any money in the treasury nol otherwise ap- 
propriated.” Now, it appeared to him that the purloiners 
of the notes, or their accompltces, would, immediately af- 
ter the passage of this act, make it their business to 
get the balance of the notes yet in their hands, in- 
to circulation, fer their value, to innocent persons, who 
could comply with all the conditions requisite to insure 
their payment at the treasury. He would ask, was there 


. not at least great danger that in passing such a law, tempte- 


tion would be given to clerks and agents who are daily in 


the receipt of treasury notes to countenance the circulation ° 


of these cancelled notes? It appeared to him that the bill 
ought to be limited to cases occurring previous to the pub- 
lication of the treasury list of the stolen notes; but while 
he said this, he did not say that he was himself prepared to 
go even so far as that. 

Mr. DAYTON requested the bill would be read, 

It was read accordingly, as follows: 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, Lhat 
whenever it shall appear, to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, upon due proof taken in the manner here- 
inafter directed, that any treasury note which has been re- 
ceived or redeemed by any authorized officer of the govern- 
ment has been subsequently purloined or stolen, and put 
into circulation, without having upon it anv evidence or 
marks of having been cancelled, and has been received by 
any person, or Institution, for a full consideration, in the 
usual course of business, without notice or knowledge of 
ihe same having been redeemed or received as aforesaid, or 
having been cancelled, or having been purloined or stolen 
as aforesaid, and without any circumstances existing to 
create suspicion of the good faith or due caution with which 
the same may have been receivéd by such person or institu- 
tion, he shall be, and herehy is, authorized to cause the 
amount of such note to be paid to the innocent holder thereof, 
out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appro- 
printed: Provided, That the facts upon which any such 
payment shall be made shall be proved by the oath of a 
credible witness or witnesses, taken before any judge of 
the United States,in open court, who shall certily to the 
credibility of such witness or witnesses, in the presence of 
the district attorney of the United States for: said district, 
who shall appear on behalf of the United States, and pro- 
pound such interrogatories as he may deem nes ssary for 
the discovery of the whole truth connected with said ex- 
amination; all which evidence shall be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and preserved in his depart- 
ment; and all wilful false swearing, upon such examination, 
shali be, and hereby is declared to be, perjury, and liable to 
the punishment, for that offence, prescribed by the laws of 
the United States: And provided, further, That a statement 
of all treasury notes paid under the provisions of this act, 
withia the preceding year, shall be submitted to Congress 
with the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
relation to the finance ` 

Sze. 2. And bei 


r enacied, That when any offeeror 
agent of the United States, duly authorized to receive, or 
redeem, or cancel any treasury notes issned by authority of 
law, has received, or shall receive, or has paid, or shall 
pay, any treasury note which had been previously received 
or redeemed by any officer or agent having authority to re- 
ceive orrcdeem such note, and which had subsequi ty 
thereto been purlsined and put into circulation, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon fell and s actory proof that 
the same had } received or paid in good faith, and in the 
exercise of ordinary prus n» may allow a credit for the 
amount of such note. to the oficer or agent so receiving or 
paying the 3 and all credits which heave, before the 
passage of sact, been allowed in such cases, and under 
such circemstanees, are hereby sanctioned, 

Mr. EVANS had no desire or intention to continue dis- 
cussion upon this matter. It was plainly to be secn by the 
bill itself, that it was sd carefully guarded that none but 


nt and preper the 
should not be allowed to suffer by their confidence in the 
public faith. The holder of any such note, applying for 
payment, or credit on it. is required to go into public court 
aad submit to the cross-examination of the district attorney 
as to the manner jn which it came into his hands. li ap- 
peared to him to be impossible, under the rigi iny 
quired by the bill. that any fraud could be prac d on the 
government. As to excluding those whe did not obtain the 
notes now in their hands till after the publication of the 
treasury list, it was ohvious that great hardship and inius- 
ticc might arise from such a limitation. In many portions 
of the United States, it was well known that such public 
notices were not seen for six months after they appeared in 
this city or in New York; and, no doubt, in many instances, 
they were never heard of at all, 


pass in its present form, all those ` 


¥ SIMMONS inquired what amount; out-of the S100 
of:tréasury notes pirloined, from the: Stonio 
Orléans, would fall upon:the treastry under ‘this: : 
understood it to be stated-atfromi-$20,000 to'$30,600.. =. r: 
, Mr. EVANS observed thet thé Treasury Department Had 
taken every step necessary to ascertain that fact, and:had 
come to the conclusion that the portion of the stelen:not 
put into circulation, and liable to redemption under this-bill, 
aa not exceed the amount stated by the senator from Rhode 
Island. a TE 

Mr. DAYTON did not-mean to say he would not ‘vote for 
the bill as it now stood; but he would submit to the chair: 
man ofthe Finance Committee, whether it would: not be 
better to let all cases arising after the publication of the 
treasury list, stand-upon their own special.merits, by leav: 
ing them for special legislation as each claimant appears. 
He confessed there was much ditficulty in legislating -by a 
general bill on such an occasion as this. Perhaps some. of 
that difficulty might be removed by limitation; for instance; 
the werd “heretofore” in the proper place in the bill would 
confine its operations to cases occurring previous tothe 
passage of the bill. ; g 

Mr. EVANS did not consider that of the slightest conse- 
quence; the language of the bill as it now stands being, that 
“any treasury note which has been” &c. applying to past 
time. N 

Mr. DAYTON submitted that in acts of legislation. such 
phraseology applied to future time as well as past time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested that instead of the word 
“herctofore,” the words “previous to the passage of this 
bill,” might be inserted. 

Mr. EVANS had no objection to the adoption of that sug- 
gestion. Š 

By the general assent these words were inserted in the 
first section, so asto make it read thus: “any treasury note 
which has heen received or redeemed previous to the passage 
of this act, &e. , 

The question was then taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr, ARCHER, the special order was called, 
and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of the execu- 
tive business; and after some hours spent therein, 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tucrspay, May 23, 1944, 

The Journal haying been read, . 

Mr. COBB asked the general consent of the House to in- 
troduce.the proceedings and resolutions ofa meeting held 
m the State of Georgia, in favor of the annexation of 

'exas. 

The CHAIR said that there was a motion already pending 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COBB hoped the resolutions woùld he received by 
gencralconsent. No gentleman, he presumed, objected. 

Mr, WHITH said he would not object to the reception of 
the resolutions; but would object to their being printed. 

Mr. COBB said that resolutions from other States, on the 
same subject, had been reecived and printed hy order of the 
House; and, as a representative of the State of Georgia, he 
was not prepared to draw a distinction hetween the citizens 
of that State and the citizens of other States. Jf the House. 
chose to make the distinction, he must acquiesce; but it was 
his duty to insist on the printing, 

Mr. WHITE said that it never had been the practice of 
the Ifonse to print any other resolutions than those coming 
from a State. If the gentleman persisted in moving the 
printing of the resolutions, he must object to their recep- 
tion. 

Mr. COBB moved the suspension of the rules, to enable 
him to offer the resolutions. g 

‘Lhe CHAIR said there was a motion already pending to 
suspend the rules to receive a resolution from the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

The question was then put on the pending motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. COBB moved to suspend the rules to receive his reso- 
lations. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. WHITE called for the reading of the caption of the 
resolutions, and the reading of the resolutions themselves 
being cailed for by several, they were read. 

Mr. WHITE moved for a call of the House, and called for 
the yeas and nays onthe gnestion. 

‘The question being put on the motion fora call of the 
House; it was rejected—yeas 42, nays 121. 

The question then reenrred on the motion to suspend the 
rales; on which the yeas and nays were taken, and resulte 
ed as follows: yeas 75, nays 99: 

YEAS--Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, Bidlack, 
Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Wiliam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Delict, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, Goggin, Ham- 
met, Haralson, Heys, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hughes, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J rsoll, Jameson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, MeClelland, MeClernand, 
AicConnell, MeDoweil, Murphy Newton, Norris, Emery 
D. Potter, David S. Reid, Relle, Roherts, Russell, Saun- 
ders, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tucker, Wentworth, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost— 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Ba a, Benton, Brengle, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, 
Gerrett Davis, R. D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dickin» 
son, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, Florence, Foot, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper. Herrick, Hubbell, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll. Irvin, Jenks, C. Johnson, Perley B. Johnson; John 
P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Maclay, Mell 
vainc, MeKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, XN oseley, 
Nes, Parmenter, Pheenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Ritter, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 


Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stet- 
son, Andrew Stewart; John Stewart, Strong, Summers, 
‘Thomasson, Tilden,’ .‘Fyler, ‘Vance, “Vanmeter, Vinton, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, and William Wright—99. 

So the rules were not suspended; two-thirds net voting in 
the aliirmative. ` 4 . 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. - 

. Onthe motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
DromaooLr in the chair, and resumed the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. K . . 

Mr. RATHBUN moved an additional section to the bill. 

On the question of its adoption, the votes were taken by 
tellers, and were ayes 66, noes 28—no quorum. 

On a second connt there were ayes 71, noes 38—still no 
quorum voting. : 

Mr. McDOWELL moved that the committee rise. 

On this motion the votes, takenby tellers, were ayes 4, 
noes 116. | à ` 4 

So the committee refused to rise, and a qporum voted. 

Mr Ratisun’s amendment, after being modified in com- 
pliance with suggestions from various members, was read. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether an additional penalty had 
ever been affixed to a misdemeanor or felony by a proviso 
inthis manner. He desired to know whether it was con- 
stitutionally within the power of Congress to affix a new 
penalty in addition to those which already existed. 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to order. 

The question was put on the adoption of the amendment, 
and, by ayes 75, noes 50, it was adopted. i 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered the following, which was adopted: 

And be it further. enacted, That there be, and is hereby, 
appropriated for the purchase of American water-rotted 
hemp forthe use of the navy, the sum of $50,000. 


Mr. McKAY offered the following amendment: 


Be it further enacted, That the following sums be, and 
the same are hereby, appropriated to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the naval service, made for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1844, and under the following heads: 


For the pay of superintendents, naval constructors, and 
all the civil establishments of the several navy yards, 
$12,000. 

For the increase, repair, armament, and equipment of the 
navy, and wear and tear of vessels in commission, $120,000. 

For the completion of an iron stcamer on Lieutenant 
Hunter’s plan, and now in course of construction at Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania, $200,000. 

For contingent expenses enumerated, $200,000, 

For contingent expenses not enumerated, $1,500. 

For steamers on the lakes, $18,500 82. 

For clothing for the navy, including transportation, and 
any other expense, to be reimbursed out of the sale of 
elothing, $130,000. 


Mr. McK. called for the reading of a communication show- 
ing that the appropriation contemplated in the amendment 
was necessary to provide for deficiencies of the last year; 
and it was read accordingly. 

My. BRENGLE wished to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means if this large appropriation 
was intended for the operations of the squadron in the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON objected to any question of the kind. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to the amendment as out of order, 
on the ground that all appropriations must be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIR said that the House was acting in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS replied that no discussion was allowed, and 
therefore the amendment was out of order. 

The CHAIR said that the amendment was in order, and 
that discussion was not in order, 

m ADAMS was proceeding to discuss the point of order; 
when 

He was called to order by the CHAIR, and asked ìf he ap- 

ealed from the decision just made. 

Mr. ADAMS said that he did, and called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The CHAIR. The yeas and nays cannot be taken in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Does the gentleman call for tellers? 

Mr. ADAMS said he did, and again commenced discussing 
the point of order; when 


The CHAIR called him to order again, and informed him 
that he could not be permitted to discuss it. 

Mr. ADAMS read a rule of the House which he said sus- 
tained the point raised by him; and 

The CHAIR directed the reading of the rule which pro- 
vided for the suspension of the rules, so as to take bills out 
of Committee of the Whole. 

The question was then taken on the appeal, and resulted 
in sustaining the decision of the Chair-—ayes 73, noes 40. 

The question recurring on Mr. McKay's amendment, 

Mr. BARNARD called for tellers; which were ordered. 

Mr. MeKAY, then, by permission, observed that this 
amendment was offered by direction of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and it was to supply a deficit in the ap- 
piopriations of the last year. Asthe amendment, however, 

ad produced some excitement in the committee, he would 
indray it, and bring the proposition forward in a separate 

ill, 

Mr. KING of Massachusetts preposed an amendment to 
prohibit spirit rations and to supply money as a substitute; 
the vote on which was taken by Messrs. WinrHrop and C. 
Jonxson as tellers, and resulted thus—7lin the ‘aflirmatire, 
and 36 in the negative—being less than a quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN said there was evidently a quorum 
present, and gentlemen were requested to vote on the one 
side or the other as they were required to do by the rules of 
the House. 

The vote was again taken, and there were 75 in the affirm- 
pire, and 49 in the negative. So the amendment was agreed 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment for the abolition of 
corporal punishment in the navy and marine corps, and the 
repeal of all laws authorizing corporal punishment. 

The vote (taken by Messrs. Samp_e and Bayer as tel- 


quorum yoting. - : 

‘the CHAIKMAN again respectfully called upon gentle- 
man to yote as the rules required, ` 

Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment to the amendment, 
to the éffect that no order for shortening sail on ship board 


shall be obligatory without the concurrence; by- Vote, of | 


a majority of the ship’s company. (Laughter) That, he 
remarked, would be at least democratic. A 

The vote on the amendment to the amendment was taken 
by Messrs. -Sampe and Bayiry, as tellers, and 23 voted in 
the affirmative. lt was then abandoned. ~ 

The question then recurred on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire; on which the vote was 
taken by the same. tellers, and resulted thus—67 in the af- 
firmative, and 63 in the negative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. x 

The committee then rose, on the metion of Mr. McKAY, 
and reported the bill, with its amendments, to the House. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was on agreeing 
to the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. COBB rose, and said he did not désire to say anything 
on this bill, butto ask the House to give him permission to 
introduce the resolutions from a meeting held in his district, 
which he had before attempted to present to the House; but 
taking the sense of the House. as heretofore exhibited, to 
be against the motion to print, he would now only ask the 
House to receive the resolutions, and he would move that 
they be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that they could only be received 
with general consent. 

No objections were made. 

Mr. COBB moved that the resolutions be laid upon the 
table. 
bg SPEAKER was putting the question on that motion, 
when 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose, and asked the gentleman 
from Georgia to withdraw his motion, to enable him (Mr. 
INGERSOLL) to substitute another. 

Mr. COBB assented. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was proceeding to address the 
House, when 

Mr. DEAN asked if the gentleman was in order. 

Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order. He contended that 
the gentleman from Georgia had obtained permission to 
present the resolutions, with the condition that they should 
be laid upon the table. Under mo other circumstances 
would the unanimous consent of the House have -been 
granted; and hence the gentleman from Pennsylvania could 
not now go on and change the position of the resolutions he- 
fore the House, leave having been given for a specific pur- 


ose. 

E Mr. DROMGOOLE replied. He said that he had not 
waived any ofhis privileges, and contended that he retained 
the right to make any motion in relation to the disposition 
of these resolutions. The House gave its consent to the in- 
troduction of the resolutions, with the understanding that it 
was to be followed up by a motion on which the House 
would be called to act. 

Mr. WHITE said the proposition was a joint one, to re- 
ceive and lay on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE dissented, and said the resolutions 
having been received, it was competent for any gentleman 
, to move to make some other disposition of the resolutions. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was proceeding to make some ob- 
servations; when 

Mr. WHITE interposed and called fora decision on his 
point of order by the Chair. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had supposed he should 
have had the privilege of debate in this free country. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair had been called upon to 
decide the point of order, which was not a debatable ques- 
tion. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL stated his impressions of the facts 
of the case, 

Mr COBB followed, giving them in substance as above 
stated. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE appealed from the decision of the Chair. 
He again recapitulated the circumstances under which the 
resolutions were brought before the House, and reiterated 
the assertion, that if the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia had not been the specific joint proposition to re- 
ceive and lay on the table, the unanimous assent of the 
House would not have been granted; and, as it was granted 
under such circumstances, no other could, in good Bith, te 
made; and, in fact, the general understanding under which 
the resolutions came in, relieved the Chair from the neces- 
sity of putting the question on the reception at all. 

‘The resolutions had been received by unanimous con- 
sent, with the express view to the motion to lay them on the 
table being made, and any other motion in reference to 
them would be out of order. 

Mr. COBB observed that he did not consider any other 
motion, savea motion to print, would be inconsistent with 
the consent granted by the House; but as a different view 
seemed to be taken by some gentlemen, with the consent of 
the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania, and in case the gentic- 
man from Kentucky would withdraw his point of order, he 
would renew the motion to lay the resolutions upon. the 
table. 

The gentleman alluded to having assented, 

Mr. COBB renewed the motion to lay the resolutions on 
the table; which motion was adopted. 

Mr. DEAN moved that the rules be suspended, in order 
that the House might resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and on this motion he 
asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and, on division, 
the votes were—56 in the affirmative, and 94 in the negative. 

The rules were not suspended. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved a suspension of the rules forthe 
purpose of going into Committee of the Whole to take up 
the bill extending the jurisdiction of the United States over 
over the Territory of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the House had no author. 
ity ie direct what business should be taken up by the com- 
- mittee. x 
Mr. DUNCAN then moved that the House adjourn. 


. Jers) was 53 in the affirmative, and 39 in the negative, no" 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 
Í 


This motion was negatived; and - 
Mr. DUNCAN renewed his motion for a suspension of the 
rules, that the House might resolve itself into t ommittee.of 
the Whole on the state o: the Union, and demanded the yeas 
and nays: not ordered. f 
“he votes were taken by tellers, and were, ayes 43, 
noes 82. “s 

So the rules were not suspended. t 

Mr. MeKAY inquired what was the first business in or- 
der. 

The SPEAKER replied that the first business in order 
was the bill making appropriations for the Post Office De- 
partment, which had teen reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, with amendments. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he believed there were some bills 
relating to the District of Columbia, which had been report- 
ed to the House. ` 

The SPEAKER: remarked that. the positive direction of 
the rule was, that appropriation bills should have prece- 
dence over all other bills. $ 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION. 

The House then took up the bill making appropriations 
for the Post Oiice Department. 
~ The pending question being on the amendment to abolish 
the office of post ofice gents, ` 

Mr. ELMER opposed the amendment. These agents had ex- 
isted cotemporaneously with the post office itself. And they 
were asked to abolish this office because it was alleged that 
the agents did not fulfil their duties as they ought; and that 
they interfered in electioneering. This might be true, but 
he would ask were they prepared to abolish a necessary of 
fice because those intrusted with the duties of that otfice 
had abused their trust? What office was there inthe gift 
of the government which was not liable more or less to be 
abused by those appointed to fillsuch office? dhis was the 
case underall administrations, and would be so so long as 
human nature remainedthe same. The office he considered 
to be a most important one for the welfare of the Post Office 
Department, in the ferretting out abuses, and detecting 
frauds; and he trusted the House would not rashly deter- 
mine to abolish the office. 

Mr. HUDSON said he concurred with the gentleman in 
most of his remarks. He believed it was neeessary that 
agents should be employed by the Post Office Department; 
but the question was whether it could not be done just as 
effectually, and with less expense to the government, by 
employing special agents whenever cases occur requiring 
their services. 

He saw no necessity for employing permanent agents 
with salaries of $1,200 or $1,500 each, when the same ser- 
vice could as weil or better be rendered by temporary 
agents; and he believed that the appropriation of $4,000 
would be amply sufficient to eover all the necessary ex- 

ense: 

Mr. HARDIN did not agree with the gentleman who had 
just taken his seat in the views expressed by him. From 
what he had seen of these special agents in his State, and 
the services they rendered, he was convinced that they 
were indispensably necessary to the efficient service of the 
Post Office Department. It was possible that some improp- 
er persons might have been appointed te fill these offices, 
and that some of them may have abused the trusts reposed 
in them; but that was no reason why their offices should be 
abolished. We must recollect, said he, that we are not le- 
gislating for the present administration, which is soon to go 
out of office, but for the whole country for two years ahead; 
and therefore we should not abolish offices useful to the 
country, because there may be one or two of them filled by 
improper persons, 

Mr. HALE observed if that the money which was to go to 
the agents of the Post Office Department was to be thrown 
away or uselessly spent, he would not say one word, but 
let it go with the other thousands and millisns which were 
wasted in a similar manner; but, believing that this mone 
was not to be thrown away, but misapplied in a manner cale 
culated to do great mischief, he was compelled to raise his 
voice against the appropriation. Itwas his fortune, till he 
was reformed out of office by this reforming administration, 
to serve the country as prosecuting attorney in the State of 
New Hampshire; and, during his service in that capacity, 
he had never known of any mail depredations being detected 
by these agents, but,on the contrary, he had been con- 
vinced that they were of no service in that way whatever. 
Believing the officesiobe not only useless, but worse than 
useless, he would vote against the appropriations for them. 

Mr. MCCLERNAND agreed with the views expressed by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hate,] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Htoson.] He was op- 
possed to the appropriation for these post office agents, be- 
cause, so far as his observation had extended, it was ene 
couraging profligacy in the expenditure ofthe public money, 
and corruption in the dispensation of the patronage of the 
government. It was throwing into the hands of the execu- 


-tive some $28,000 to be employed for political purposes, 


and in corrupting the virtue ef the people. He believed the 
effect of this appropriation would be to enable the executive 
to corrupt the political integrity of the nation to the extent 
of $23,000. He was therefore opposed to the appropriation, 
and would strip the executive of the power he possesses, 
through these agents, to tamper with the virtue of the 
people. 

There was a time when there was a great outery against 
political corruption; but it seemed that, under this admin- 
istration, it had hecome so common, as to pass almost withe 
out notice. What were the ends to be attained {by the 
employment of these agents? It was not so much to ferret 
out frauds as to have political panders io go about the coun- 
try and prostitute their offices forthe buying up votes to 
sustain the administration; and he was therefore opposed 
to the extension of the executive patronage, to be used in 
this way. Again: these agents interposed between the 
people and their representatives and the government. The 
people of a particular section of the country may demand 
of the Post Office Department the removal of an incompe- 
tent: or unfaithful postmaster, yet ifthat officer can bribe 
the agent to interest himselfin his behalf, he is kept in of- 
fice, no matterhow unworthy he may be. Again: they in- 
terpose between the people and the representatives of the 
people in regard to mail facilities. lf the aid of one of 


these agénts can be obtained for that purpose, an order 
goes forth from. the Post Office Department to abolish one 
post ottice, and establish another, though any memorial of 
the. people, no matter how numerously signed, would fail to 
attain the object. It was a legitimate mode of discussion 
at this time when an appropriation was asked for to con- 
tinue the patronage of the executive inacertain channel, 
to inquire in what manner it has. been heretofore used. At 
ig tıme, when the executive had become a sort of politi- 
cal auctioneer, with the offices of the country, it was prop- 
er for the representatives of the people to inquire whether. 
it was not their. duty to curtail the amount of patronage 
thus unworthily disposed of. Š 

He knew the design of the executive was to build up a 
party to ‘elect him to the presidency, though he had no 
strength before the country. if any one doubted this, let 
them inquire of what materials the coming convention was 
to be composed. Ii they looked at the public papers, they 
would find that this convention was composed of office hold- 
ers or expectants of office; and oftices were held out as the 
reward for those who would carry out the designs of their 
leader. lt is said that, at one time of the Roman Republic, 
corruption had grown to such a frightful extent that offices 
were set up to sale; but he would venture to assert that the 
scenes that were then enacted, were not half so startling as 
those they daily witnessed. He was opposed to this appro- 

riation, because he would not have any agents to stand 
etween him, as the representative of the people, and the 
government. 

He was told that the Postmaster General listened to these 
agents, and took their advice in the appointment of post- 
masters; and that this practice was become so common as 
for him to make them responsible for appointments so made. 
Was the House prepared to sanction such an influence as 
this? What responsibility was there in there in these 
agents to the people or the people’s representatives? There 
could be none whatever; and yet they were told that nu- 
merous appointments were made on the recommendation of 
agents of whom the people knew nothing--of whom Con- 
gress knew nothing, and who were only responsible tothe 
appointing power. 

After a few more remarks from Mr. MeC.— 

Mr. SIMONS offered an amendment to make the amend- 
ment more intelligible, as he thought it was not understood 
by the committee. He moved to amend the amendment, so 
as to make it readas follows: 


Strike out the words “for mail depredations and special 
agents, $28,000,” and insert, ‘for mail depredations, $10,000, 
provided that the. ofice of special agent be hereby abol- 
ished.” 3 

Mr. RATHBUN observed that the amendment was to 
abolish the oftice of special agent, and provide a sum that 
would be suflicient to detect mail depredations; and he 
thought $6,000 amply sutticient for that yurpose. 

Mr. SIMONS thought the sum of $5,000 too small, and 
$23,000 too large. He would be satisfied, however, with an 
appropriation of $10,000. , 

mir, MCKAY explained that there was no law by which 
these special agents were appointed, and that the with- 
drawal of the appropriation wonld effectually abolish the 
office. He stated that there were now ten snch officers, at 
salaries of $1,200 per annum, the number having been in- 
creased from seven, andtheir salaries reduced from $1,600; 
and he then read an extract from a communication of the 
head of the Post. Office Department, stating the duties of 
these special agents, and showing that their services were 
Inborious and valuable. Thus there would he one of these 
agents to about three States or Territories, in the discharge 
of important duties; and it was ridiculons to suppose that 
these special agents employed at annual salaries of $1,200 
each, could corrupt the people of these United Siates. He 
concluded by moving the previous question, : 

Some conversation then ensued, and the previous ques- 
tion was not seconded, the vote, taken by tellers, being 59 
in the affirmative, and 62 in the negative. 

Mr. SCHENCK spoke at some length on the duties and 
yemunerations of these several agents, observing that 
PL2 per annum and $2 per diem was not all, for they were 

ranked from one end of the country tothe other. He con- 

tended that they could be dispensed with, and spoke in favor 
of the creation of a fund to defray the expenses of discov- 
ering mail defsleations; and said he shonld vote for the 
amendment of the gentlcman from Connecticut, though he 
believed half the sum mentioned in the amendment would 
be sufficient. ; f 

Mr. RATHBUN demanded the previous question. 

‘The demand was seconded, and the main question ordered 
to be now put, 

The main question being upon the amendment to the 
amendment, it was agreed to, : , 

‘The question then being upon the adoption of the ori- 
ginal amendment, as amended, the yeas and nays were de 
manded, and ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 72, 
nays SI; as foliows: : 


YEAS—-Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Benton, James Black, 
Bower, rengle, Jeremiah Brown, Burke, Carrol, 
Catlin, Causin, Clinch, CHingman, Dana, Garrett Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dickinson, Duncan, Ficklin, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Willis Green. Grider, Hate, Hamlin, 
Harper, Hudson, Hungerford, Perley B. Johnson, Preston 
King, Daniel P. King, Leonard, MeClernand, McConnell, 
Melivaine, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Phænix, Pollock, Elisha R. 
Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Ritter, Rockwell, Rod- 
ney. Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, John 
T. Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, John Stewart. Thomas- 
son, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 

Williains, and Winthrop—72. ‘ 

i NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Bayley, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, 
William J. Brown, Burt, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Daniel, Darragh, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elis, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, Grin- 
nell, Hammett, Henley, Herrick, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, 


CONGRESSION, 


Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 


j McCauslen, Maclay, 


McClelland, McKay, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne,- 


Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, David 
S. Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Russell, Saunders, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simpson, Slidell, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Vance, Weller, Woodward, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—81. -- 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurred on the engrossment of the bill, and 
ordering it for a third reading; which was carried. 

The bill being read a third time—_ 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the bill be recommitted, with 
instructions to amend the bill by inserting en an appropri- 
ation of $10,000 for the prevention of frauas upon the. Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. SEYMOUR demanded the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. < ` 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that there be a cell ofthe House. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK then moved that the House adjourn; which 
motion was not agreed to, 

‘The demand for the previous question was seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put, being upon the 
passage of the bill. 

The question being put, was dedided inthe affirmative. 

Mr. HALE moved a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the bill was passed, and cailed the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the question 
being put, was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote. 


FORTIFICATION BILL, 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, and took up for consideration the 
amendments made by the Senate to the bill making appro- 
priations for certain fortfications. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in, and 
the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the bill from the Senate, No. 
20, to provide for the legal adjudication of land titles in 
Louisiane and Arkansas, and in some parts of Mississippi, 
and Missouri, be taken up. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the committee rise; which mo. 
tion was rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. WreiurR’s motion, 
and it was carried—ayes 88, noes 28. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. BRENGLE moved that it be laid aside, and that the 
Committec take up bill No. 14: rejected. 

Mr. SLIDELL said he had no disposition to press the dis- 
cussion of the bill at present; but as he was ataloss to 
know what objection could be urged to it, he wished to 
hear the gentleman from Tennessee, ies C. Jouxson,] who 
he understood was opposed to the bill. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON proceeded to state the ground of some 
ojections which he should urge against the passage of this 
bill to-morrow, or whenever else it should be discussed. 
He regarded the hillas one of very great importance and 
as involving more property than any bill which had been 
before Congress for many years past. It was a bill which 
would authorize suits to be brought against the govern- 
ment of these United States for from 10 to 15, or perhaps 20 
millions of acres of land; which, besides its importance as 
respects the amount of properly involved, was a direct viola- 
tion of that principle which had heretofore prevailed to the 
prevention of suits against the government. If this bill 
should pass, they would not be able to collect taxes suffi- 
cient to pay the expenses to which the government would 
be put. And again: if this bill should become a law, why 
should not ‘the claimants under the French spoliations be 
allowed to sue the government? 

He went on to enumerate many other objections to the 
bill, and to the forms of proceedings which it would insti- 
tute; and intimated that he should enter more elaborately 
into an argument against it when it should again come up.” 

On the motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the committee then 
rose and reported the fortification billto the House, and 
progress on the land bill. 

The fortification bill was taken up inthe House, and the 
amendment of the committee concurred in. 

Mr. McKAY then moved the printing of a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, asking for appropriations 
to supply previons deficiencies. The motion was agreed to. 

The Honse then adjourned. 


The following petition was presented to-day under the 
rule: 

By Mr. STILES: The proceedings and resolutions of a 
meeting of the citizens of Chatham county, Georgia, irre- 
spective of party, favorable to the reannexation of Texas to 
ve American Union: referred to the Commitiee on Foreign 

flairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Farpay, May 24, 1844. 

The President pro tem. laid before the Senate a 
communication from the War Department, trans- 
mitting a report, in compliance with the resolution 
of the Senate of the 2d ult., on the practicability and 
probable expense of improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi river at the Little Chain. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
on the subject of experiments made in the light-house 
establishment, as te the practicability of using gas 
instead of oil, and the relative expenses of the same: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from Wil- 
liam L. D. Erving, and 122 others, citizens of IHi- 
nois, in favor of annexing Texas to the United 
States: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JARNAGIN remarked that last evening he 
received a communication addressed to his colleague 


and himself, containmg the proceeding of. a meetin, 
of whigs and democrats; held in the county of Hardi- 
man, Tennegseeé, in favor of the annexation of Tetas 
to the United States, and they resolve that the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, be requested to. use all proper 
means to accomplish that end. They say nothing 
upon the subject of the treaty now pending before 
the Senate; but on the abstract proposition of annex 
ation, leaving the President and Congress to use 
such meane to accomplich the annexation as are 
proper: ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial froma 
number of citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas: ordered to lie on 
the table, 


_Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition fr m 200 
citizens of the State of Indiana, in favor of the rati- 
fication of the treaty for the annexation: ordered.to 
lie on the table. 

_ Mr, BAYARD submitted the following resolu- 
ton, (prefacirg it with some remarks showing the 
importance of its passage;) which was read, and 
adopted, viz: . 

Reeolued, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of a contract entered into 
by the Secretary of the Navy in 1833, with Fitch, Brothers 
& Co., for the supply of money to the Mediterranean squad- 
ron, together with any change or modification of the same 
which may have been, subsequently made; and that he in- 
form the Senate whether said contract has been terminated 
by the order of the Navy Department; and, if so, the reae 
sons for such order; and that he inform the Senate whether, 
during the existence of such contract, any other mode was 
adopted to remit money to said squadron; and, ifso, the 
reasons therefor, and the expense of such attempt. Also, 
that he communicate to thle Senate a copy of any contract 
entered into for the same purpose since the termination of 
the said first-named contract, together with all tke papers, 
correspondence, reports, and examinations of the accounts 
of said Fitch, Brothers & Co., relating to, their said contract, 
connected with or growing out of the termination of the 
same by the said department, which have been made under 
its order, together with copies of all letters from said House 
to the President, in possession of this department, having 
reference to said contract. ` 


ARMY RETRENCHMENT BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
took up for consideration the order submitted by 
him yesterday: 

“That amessage he sent to the House requesting that 
the bill regulating the pay of the army, and for other-purpo- 


ses,may be returned to the Senate for its further action 
thereon.” . 


Mr. H. called for the yeas and nays on its adop- 
tion; which were ordered and taken, and the ques- 
tion was decided in the negative by yeas 16, nays 
21, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 
Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, 
Lewis, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, and Woodbury—16.  ~ 

NAYS-~Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Hender- 
son, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Phelps, Porter, Tall- 
madge, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—21. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to remove the obstructions to the ‘navigation of the river 
La Fourche, at its mouth, placed there by order of General . 
Jackson, during the invasion of Louisiana by the army of 
Great Britain in the year 1614. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of authorizing the employment, under the 
direction of the President of the United States, of an engi- 
neer of the United States corps, in examining and surveying 
the Bayou Blue, in the State of Louisiana. 

Also presented a petition from John P, Watson on 
the same subject; which was referred to the same 
committee. . L í 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolution, 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not detri- 
mental to the public service, to order the United States 
steamship Michigan, now at Erie, Pennsylvania, when rea- 
dy for service, to visit, during the ensuing summer, the 


principal ports of the northern lakes, including the port of 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from cit- 
izens of Grand River Territory, Missouri, prayin 
for the establishment of a mail route from the mout 
of Refuge river, in Clinton county, to Grand river: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. . i 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution, which, under the rule, lies one day on 
the table, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report 
to the Senate what progress has been made in the suryey of 
the straits connecting Lakes Huron and Erie; that he cause 
the surycy thereof, so faras made, to be reported, on are 
duced scale, to the Senate, for its use. That he report to 
the Senate the opinion of the department as to the practice 


fisightening and deepening the channél.on the 

we öreof thé straits of Detroit, opposite Fort Malden, 
asto renderjt practicable for steamers and Sail vessels; with: 
an estimate of the expense thereof, and of the expense of 
removing all other -ohstructions and impedifents- to the 
éonvenient and safe navigation from Lake Erie to Lake Hu- 
ron. ae : 
“Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Zanesville, Muskingum county, Ohio, in 
favor of the ratification. of the treaty for the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States. 

Mr. T: remarked that, in this petition, the main 
ground and reason for asking. its ratification was 
their belief that, if the present golden opportunity to 
-éonsummate that object was rejected, foes. from 
necessity, would be thrown into the hands of that 
grasping power—England. Great pains have been 
taken to induce the American people to believe that, 
unless the treaty for annexing Texas to the United 
States should be immediately ratified, it would fall 
into the possession of Great Britain. "Where this 
conspiracy to impose on public credulity origina- 
ted—from whence it proceeded—he need not say; it 
is known to every one here. In all the public journals 
of the country devoted to the present executive, in 
all they can dupe and impose upon, you see this as- 
serted and insisted upon. Pains—great pains—have 
been taken to induce the venerable patriot Jackson 
to “believe ‘this; and so far have these efforts pro- 
ceeded, that the private secretary of the President of 
Texas: has been sent to General Jackson to impress 
this upon his mind; and that it has succeeded, we 
have evidence in the published letters of that emi- 
nent citizen and public benefactor. : 

This, sir, is an imposition; a false and fraudulent 
imposition attempted upon the mind of this nation; 
and it would have succeeded in producing much 
more extensively the action of the people in the 
form now presented in favor of the treaty, if the ne- 
farious conspiracy had not been defeated. And, sir, 
the thanks of the nation are due to that senator who, 
by publishing the treaty and correspondence, defeat- 
ed it: ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the previous or- 

ders were suspended, and the joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives to authorize the Post- 
master General to re-examine certain claims, and to 
aliow one month’s extra pay to certain mail contract- 
ors, was taken up, considered, and passed. 
. The general orders being resumed, the Senate bill 
to consolidate and amend the acts in relation to the 
pensions of widows and orphans of certain naval 
officers, which was the first on the calendar, was 
taken up, considered, and passed. 

The title of the bill was then amended, on motion 
of Mr. EVANS, by striking out the word certain, 
and adding, after the word officers, the words seamen 
and marines. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the previous 
orders were suspended, and the Senate bill to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at the city of Lafayette, in 
the State of Louisiana, was taken up, considered, 
and—subsequently having, by order, been engross- 
ed—passed. 

The general orders being resumed, the Senate bill 
for the relief of Mary Reeside, executrix of the last 
will and testament of James Reeside, deceased, was 
taken up in its order, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that this bill had been re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee on consideration 
of a memorial referred to it. The memorial set 
forth that a suit against the United States had been 
decided in the courts of Pennsylvania in favor of Mr. 
Reeside, awarding him a considerable sum as due to 
him by the government on the settlement of his ac- 
counts. The Judiciary Committee did not, by any 
means, recognise the right of the courts of Pennsyl- 
vania to entertain a suit against the United States; 
but, upon examination of the facts adduced on 
that occasion, conceived there were sufficient grounds 
to authorize an inquiry and adjustment of the ac- 
counts between the claimant and the United States, 
by the proper officers of the government, under the 
guidance of the Attorney General. In conformity 
with this view, the present bill had been framed and 
was recommend by the committee. 

Mr. HAYWOOD objected to any action ground- 
ed on the records of a court unauthorized to entertain 
suit against the United States. He understood, 
from one of the officers of the departments, that 
large sets-off appeared on the books of the govern- 
ment against Mr. Reeside, and that, if they were 
sustained, he would be brought considerably in debt. 
He wished to have time to look into this matter, 


and hoped the bill would be allowed to lie over till 
to-morrow. 


“Mr. BERRIEN had no personal solicitude about 


the bill; further than that it appeared to the commit- 


tee, of which he was the organ, to be a mere act.of 


justice and propriety that investigation into’ the 


merits. of the -claim should be authorized.as recom- 
mended. He did not object to. the postponement, 
if the reading of the bill did not satisfy the senator 
from North Carolina that it was sufficiently- guard- 
ed on the part of the govérnment. eb 

Mr HAYWOOD had read the bill, but it had 
failed to satisfy him;, and he would therefore ask its 
postponement. : 

The bill was accordingly postponed. till to-mor- 
row. 

The next bill on the calendar was the Senate bill 
declaring the assent of Congress to the State of Dli- 
nois, to impose a tax upon all lands hereafter sold 
by the United States in that State, from and after 
the time of such sale. This bill was taken up for 
consideration as in committee of the whole. 

`. Mr. WOODBRIDGE said that at the time of the 
admission of Illinois into the Union, and when this 


: matter of compact was under consideration on the 


part of Congress, and on the part of that State, it was 
deemed expedient by Congress to exact an agree- 
ment by which the public domain, after it should 
become individual property by sale, should be still 
free from taxation for five years. This was at that 
time sound policy on the part of the government, 
because it would accelerate the sales of public lands 
in the State; and it was also good policy on the part 
of the State, because it would accelerate the popu- 
lation. The State now, it would seem, found it to 
her advantage to have an alteration made in this 
compact, and made an application to Congress to 
allow her the privilege of imposing a tax upon all 
lands hereafter sold, instead of waiting for the expira- 
ation of the term of years prescribed in the compact. 
To refuse this demand would be to deprivea sov- 
ereign State of this Union of one of the most impor- 
tant privileges granted to any State—the right of 
taxation, than which there was no privilege more 
vital or essential. She came forward at the time 
when the compact was entered into, and admitted 
that it would be to her interest. She now found 
that it comported better with her policy, that, from 
this time, these sales of the public lands within her 
limits should not be subject to that compact; and in 
making her application, she asked nothing that was 
not fair—nothing that ought not to be granted. The 
bill was sufficiently guarded. The rights of all par- 
ties were preserved, who had heretofore made pur- 
chases. It guarded the rights of all other parties. 
The whole bill was prospective in its operation, and 
related only to sales hereafter to take place. If pass- 
ed, it would only place Illinois in the same situation 
with other States of the Union. 

Mr. BREESE (who was very imperfectly heard) 
was understood to say that, in addition to the re- 
marks made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, he would state that, since the com- 
pact was made between the State and the govern- 
ment, such a change had taken place on the part of 
the latter in the whole system of disposing of the 
public lands, that a corresponding change in_the 
State policy was justifiable and desirable. This 
compact was made in 1818, when a credit of five 
years was given to purchasers of public lands; and 
it was then deemed only just and that the lands sold 
should be exempt from taxation till the title passed 
from the government to the purchaser. But since 
that, the sales of the public lands have been for 
cash, and the title passes forthwith to the purchaser; 
so that there was no reason for exempting the land 
from the very moderate taxation necessary for the 
support of the State government. Illinois had, in 
the prosecution of her public works, incurred a 


debt, which rendered it essential that she should re- | 
sort to her sovereign right of internal taxation itr } 


its abatement; hence she made the application for 
this change in her compact with the Union. The 
only objection that could arise, would be on the 
grounds that a restriction would be imposed on the 
sales of the public lands; but this would not in reali 
ty occur, for these lands were no longer taken up 
on speculation; they were sought after by actual set- 
tlers, who never object to the moderate taxation ne- 
cessary for State purposes. This bill would merely 
place Illinois on the same footing with Michigan, 
Arkansas, and other States. 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that it had been the set- 
tled policy of the general government to exempt the 
public lands from taxation for five years after sale. 
Such had been its policy towards Ohio, and the 
other States in which the public domain lay. It 
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was a policy that had, been found to work well, ‘for 
it enabled the government to sell the lands more 
yeadily than it otherwise could have done. Expe- 
rience had tested the wisdom of this policy. But if 
now it is found, under other circumstances, to be 
good policy for Ilinois to call for a change, he did 
not see why the. benefits of that change should not 
be extended to all the other new States, by making 
this a general law. Itdid not seem to him to be 
proper to exempt Illinois from an obligation that 
was -continued with. regard to Missouri, Louis- 
iana, and other new States in which large tracts of 
the public domain or yet on. sale. If the senator 
from Ilinois would make his bill general, he did not 
know but he would give it his support. 

Mr. BREESE remarked that the reason why 
other States were not included, was, that none other 
than Illinois had called for this change of policy. It 
would, he concieved, be time enough to legislate 
with regard to them, when they should think fit to 
all for legislation on the subject. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE stated that in Michigan ex- 
perience had proved that the taxation of lands from 
the time of sale made no perceptible impediment to 
their settlement. He apprehended that in practice 
it would be found so in Illinois too. The bill could 
not affect those who had purchased lands heretofore 
—it was entirely prospective in its operation. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, with the House bill making appropria- 
tions for certain fortifications of the United States, 
with an amendment to the Senate amendments of 
said bill; and, on motion of Mr. EVANS, the 
House’s amendment was considered, being as fol- 
lows: 

To add to the Senate amendments [viz: for Fort Smith 
$30,000, Fort Gibson $15,000 additional, Fort Towson 
$6,000] a proviso— That the said appropriations shall be 
applied, in the first instance, to the completion of the bar- 
racks, quarters, and other needful buildings which may 
have been commenced or are in progress of construction 
at the said western posts; and the Secretary of War is 
hereby required to take all proper means to effect that ob- 
ject, by the employment of such of the United States troops 
as may be stationed there in aid of said appropriations.” 
This amendment, on motion of Mr. EVANS, 
was concurred in. f 

The House bill, making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department, just received 
from the House, was then taken up, read twice, 
and appropriately referred. 

The general orders being again resumed, the 
Senate bill supplementary to an act for the relief of 
William Wynn, was taken up as the first in order, 
considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. Subsequently, on motion of Mr. SE- 
VIER, this vote was reconsidered, and the further 
action on the bill was postponed till to-morrow. 
The next was the House bill to alter the places 
of holding the district court of the United States for 
the district of New Jersey; which was taken up, 
considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The Senate bill for the relief of James Ritchie was 
also taken up, considered, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, the previous orders 
were suspended, and the House bill for the relief of 
Adam L. Mills was taken up, considered, and 
passed. 

The general orders were then resumed, and the 
next billon the calendar, in order, was taken up, 
being the Senate bill for the relief of J. Pemberton 
Hutchinson, late consul of the United States at 
Lisbon; which was considered, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate, as the 
order of the day, proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, . 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, May 24, 1944. 

The journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 

Mr. LABRANCHE asked leave to present the 
memorial of certain citizens of the city of New 
Orleans in favor of the reannexation of Texas. 
Objections were made to its reception; but those 
objections were subsequently withdrawn, and 
Mr. LABRANCHE moved that the memorial be 
referred to a select committee of five, 


Mr. E. J. BLACK called for the reading of the 
memorial. « 

Mr. ELMER objected to the reading as being a 
useless consumption of time. ; 

Mr. BLACK said he believed he had a right to 
demand the reading; if not, he would move the 
suspension of any rule which prevented him. 

The question was put on the reading of the me- 
morial; and on a division, was negatived. 


Mr. HOUSTON appealed to the gentleman from 


Louisiana to allow the memorial to be laid upon the 
table in the ordinary way. : 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said if it were in order, 
he would move that there be a call of the House, with 
a view to have the sense of the House fairly ex- 
pressed. And upon this motion, he asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and being taken, re- 
sulted thus—yeas 55, nays 98. 

So the call was not ordered. 

Mr. question recurring on the motion to lay the 
memorial on the table, 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; which 
being ordered, the question was taken, and was de- 
ie in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 78, as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Benton, Brengle, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, J. Brown, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, 
Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Foster, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Byram 
Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Irvin, 
Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Leonard, Maclay, McIlvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, 
Patterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pres- 
ton, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Reding, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John,. Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Strong, Sum- 
mers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tyler, Vauce, Vinton, Weth- 
ered, White, William and Winthrop—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bidlack, Edward 
J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, Boyd, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd 
Cary, Reuben.'Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, 
Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Johu W, Davis, Daw- 
son, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, Ham- 
met, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, 
Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
George W. Jones, Andrew Konnedy, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClelland, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Mur- 
phy, Norris, Owen, Emery D. Potter, David S. Reid, Relfe, 

itter, Roberts, Saunders, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thom- 
as Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wood- 
ward, Joseph A. Wright and Yost—78. 


Mr. VANCE moved that when the House ad- 
journs to-morrow, it adjourn over to Wednesday. 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 42, nays 117. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. DUNCAN moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with the intention to take up the Oregon 
bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired the gentleman from Ohio 
to permit him to make a motion to discharge a 
standing committee from some bill in relation to the 
interests of Alabama, the precise purport of which 
was not understood. 

Mr. DUNCAN did not accede to the request, but 
called for the yeas and nays on his motion. _ 

Mr. VANCE reminded the House that this was 
private bill day; and he hoped the House would 
agree to take up that order of business. i 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and being 
taken, resulted thus:—yeas 85, nays 89: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Skeperd Cary, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cross, Dana, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dilling: 1, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Ficklin, F: B isle, Hamlin, Ham- 


met, H Zouston, Hub- 
bell, Cha wy Johnson, 
George Lu- 


cas, Liurnpkin, 2 
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Foster, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Haralson, Harper, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave ‘Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirk- 
patrick, Leonard, Lyon, McClelland, Mcllvaine, McKay, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Newton, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David 
L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, 
Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, William Wright and Joseph 
A. Wright,—89. : 


` So the motion was not agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The standing committees were next called for re- 
ports; and the following were presented: 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill directing a disposition of the 
maps and charts of the survey of the coast; which 


| was read three times, and passed. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the case of Joseph Nock, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
the Erst and second time, and committed tò a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of John Adams and John 
Adams, jr., accompanied by a bill for their relief; 
which was read a first and second time, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Wiliam 
McCabe, John Robinson, James B. Estes, the heirs 
5r Benjamin Furman, deceased, and Elijah S. 

ell. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upen the petition of Ham- 
mond & Dexter; which was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, 


Ordered,. That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Wm. Saunders, and 
the petition of Cephas Carpenter and others; and that the 
petition of Wm. Saunders be referred to the Commitiee on 
the Judiciary, and that the petition of Cephas Carpenter 
and others be referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee 
of Claims, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of George Steele and Teackle Savage, administra- 
tors of Bolitha Laws: laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. LABRANCHE, 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the State 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration of House 
bill No. 119, to establish a port of delivery at the city of 
Lafayette, in the State of Louisiana. — . 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committe on 
Commerce, reported a bill (No. 378) to authorize 
the removal of the custom-house from Perlington 
to Shieldsborough, on the Bay of St. Louis; which 
bill was reada first and second time, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. . 

Mr. D. S. REID, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committeee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of House bill No. 
17, to establish a collection district at Chicago. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved the following amendment; 
which was agreed to: 

“Also, from the billof this House, No. 5, to establish a 
port of entry at Bangor, in the State of Maine.” 

Mr. D. S. REID, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a resolution (No. 31) authorizing 
the Solicitor of the Treasury to execute a quit- 
claim deed of lot No. 7, in Sandusky city, in the 
State of Ohio, accompanied with a reportin writing; 
which resolution was read three several times, and 
passed. 

Mr. PHG!NIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made a report upon the petition of Harvey & 
Stagg, accompanied by a bill (No. 379) for their re- 
lief; which bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill from the 
Senate, entitled an act for the relief of Joseph Cam- 
pau, reported the same without amendment: order- 
ed that the said be committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate No. 72, 
entitled “An act to authorize the school trustees or 


other lawful authorities having charge of the subject. 
of common schools in surveyed township 48 north, 


of range 18 west, in the county of Cooper, and State 


of Wisconsin, to enter a section of land, “in lieu of 
section 16, in said township, for the use of schools,” 
reported the sanie without amendment: ordered that 
the said bill be committed to the Committee. of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. KA 


On motion of Mr. J.. W. DAVIS, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands, to Which 
was referred the bills from the Senate, entitled an act for the 
relief of Henry Newman, be discharged from the consider. 
ation of the same; and that it be referred to the Committe on 
Private Land Claims. : 


Mr. PHOENIX, from the Committee. on Com- 
merce, reported a joint resolution authorizing the 
corporation of Baltimore to use a building of thé 
United States, at Lazaretto Point: passed. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill extending the jurisdiction 
of the District courts to certain cases upon the lakes 
and navigable waters leading into or connecting; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mitten of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported bills of the following titles: 

A bill to amend and explain the twelfth section of 
an act entitled an “act for the regulation of seamen 
on board the public and private vessels of the Uni- 
ted States.” . 

A bill to fix and regulate the fees and cost to be 
allowed the clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which bills were severally reala 
first and second time, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. S., also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Pierson Cogs- 
well; which was laid upon the table. é 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 


charged from the consideration of the petition of John W. 
Custer; and that it be laid upon the table. ; 


Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the peti- 
tion of the representatives of Major General Baron 
De Kalb, deceased, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, the 29th, and Thursday, the 
30th of May instant, be assigned for the consideration of 


bills reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, provided 
so much time Le necessary. 


Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate, entitled an act for the relief of Charles 
W. Morgan, reported the same without amendment: 
Ordered, that said bill be recommitted to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, made a report 
upon the petition of Jacob Boston, accompanied: by 
a bill for his relief, which bill was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MARSH, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of James A. Stevens, ac- 
companied by a bill directing the employment of 
James A. Stevens to perform certain experiments 
therein mentioned; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. > 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the commencement of certain fortifications; 
which bill was read twice and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FISH, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Mrs. W. Thompson; which was 
read a first and second time, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Patents, 
made adverse reports upon the petition of Isaiah 
Bursen, and upon the petition of William Morrison, 
George Tomb, and James Wilson; which reports - 
were laid upon the table. e 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, made an adverse report 
upon the petition of John Ward and Co.; which 
report was jaid upon the table. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill to pro- 
vide for the payment of the evidences of public debt 
in certain cases, accompanied by a reportin writing; 
which bill was read a first and second tinie, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. Í 


. = Mr: RELFE, from the Committee. on the Post 
Office and. Post Roads, reported a bill to adapt-the 
rates of postage to. the national coin, and to abridge 
the franking privilege; which bill was read a. first 
and:second time, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. - 

Mr. DANA, from the same committee, made a 
minority report on the same subject. ane 

Mr. gro G moved that 1000 additional copies 
of the bill and report be printed. > i 

Mr. DANA moved to amend the motion so as to 
print 5000 extra copies of the bill, and also of the 
majority and minority reports. 

The SPEAKER said the motion to print extra 
copies was not then in order, one day’s previous 
notice being necessary. 

Mr. DANA moved. to suspend the rules; and the 
motion being agreed to, renewed his motion to print 

-5000 extra copies of the bill and of the two reports. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN called for the yeas and 
‘nays, but there not being one-fifth of the members 
present to sustain the call, the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the motion to 
print, so as to provide for the printing of the reports 
without the bills. Rejected. i 

The question was then put on Mr. DANA'S mo- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative without a divis- 
ion. ` = 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, made an adverse report 
on the memorial of John Forbes & Co.; which was 
laid on the table. 


PENSIONS OF WIDOWS. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved a sus- 
pension of the rules to enable him to bring in a bill 
to alter. and amend the pension laws of the United 
States so as to dispense with certain proof of the 
marriage of the widow of a revolutionary officer or 
soldier. 

The question being put, was decided in the affirm- 
arena Mr. J. R. ‘lagemtont having introduced 
the bill, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to refer it to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR moved to refer it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in order to have it considered in conjunction 
with another bill (No. 7) on the same subject. 

This motion having been agreed to— 

On motion of Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR, the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. Warre in the chair.) 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved that the committee take 
up the bill (No. 7) to amend the act granting half 
pay to certain widows, and the several acts and res- 
olutions amendatory thereof, and extending the pro- 
visions of the same. 

The CHAIR said that the business first in order 
before the committee was the bill in relation to the 
Louisiana land claims, and it would be necessary to 
postpone that bill before another could be taken up. 

r. SLIDELL assented to the laying aside the 
land bill, provided it would not be prevented from 
coming up the next in order. . 

Mr. SEYMOUR then moved to postpone the 
busiress jn order before the committee; which mo- 
tion having been carried, the committee took up the 
bill (No. 7) to amend the act granting half pay to 
certain widows, and the several acts and resolutions 
amendatory of the same. 

The bill having been read, 

Mr. PARMENTER moved to amend, so as to 
give the bill a wider range, by extending ite pro- 
visions to all widows married subsequent to 1794, 
instead of 1807. 

And Mr. ADAMS moved, in addition to that 
amendment, to strike out the limit of five years, and 
confer the pension for life. 

The amendment was debated by Messrs. PAR- 
MENTER, ADAMS, DAVID L. SEYMOUR, 
ELMER, RATHBUN, HAMLIN, VANCE, 
CALDWELL, and RODNEY. 

The question was taken on Mr. Avams’s amend- 

ment, and it was adopted. 
_. Mr. FISH offered an amendment providing that 
if any person who served in the revolutionary war, 
in the manner specified in the acts of 30th June, 
1832, and July Tth, 1839, have died or shall here- 
after die, leaving a widow, such widow shall re- 
ceive during her natural life, the pension to which 
her husband was entitled to when living. 

Mr. HALE offered to amend the amendment, by 
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inserting after the word “widow,” the werds “of a` 
revolutionary officer. and soldier,” and. striking out 
the words “who shall have been married previous. to 
the Ist of January, 1800." ` 

Mr. FISH withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR thought the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire would be 
carrying the pension system farther than it had_ever 
been carried before. All the pension laws have 
hitherto been limitéd to those officers and soldiers 
who have served as much as six months, and none 
of such laws ever gave pensions to those who had 
served for a shorter period. 

As he understood the amendment, it would pro- 
vide pensions for the widows of all revolutionary. 
soldiers, no matter how short the period their hus- 
bands may have served. : 

Mr. SAMPLE was opposed to the amendment. 
It proposed to give pensions to widows who have 
married at any time previous to 1844; and would 
therefore take in young girls who married old, de- 
crepid men. He held it wrong in principle for 
young women to marry old, decrepid men, and 
worse for Congress to reward them for doing so. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of New York said that, on read- 
ing the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, he found it was not liable to the objec- 
tions he had stated; and he therefore hoped it would 

ASS. ` 3 
On putting the question, the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 58, noes 56. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the words “4th of March, 1844,” and 
inserting “shall commence from the filing of the ap- 
plication for the pension.” 

After a few words from Mr. HUDSON, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
Tuomrson) was rejected. 

Mr. SAMPLE submitted a substitute for the 3d 
section, which was negatived. 

Mr. HAMLIN proposed an additional section, 
which was agreed to. And other sections were 
added on the motions of Mr. HUNGERFORD, 
Mr. COLLAMER, and Mr. FISH, the precise pur- 
port of which was not understood. 

Mr. G. DAVIS proposed an additional section to 
extend the provisions of the bill to. the soldiers of 
our Indian wars. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR opposed the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER advocated the amendment. 

The amendment was further debated by Messrs. 
CALDWELL, HAMLIN, SIMONS, and DAR- 
RAGH. — 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the committee 
rose, and reported that they had passed certain 
amendments, but had come to no conclusion there- 
on. 
‘The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: : 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of Major Beall and oth- 
er Officers of the United States army. and .of forty-five citi- 
zens, for the establishment of a post route from Fort Tow- 
son to Fort Washita, Choctaw nation. 

By Mr. JEREMIAH E. CARY: The petition of Trnman 
Edes and others, praying that a pension be granted to Seth 
Morton of Oneida county, New York: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARLEE: ‘The petition of Michael Shurts ond 
other citizens, of the county of Hunterdon, in the State of 
New Jersey, for a post road from Flemington, via Rolands 
«Mills, and Allerton, to Clinton, all in said county: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, May 25, 1844. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from some 
20 or 30 inhabitants of Delaware, praying that the 
treaty for the annexation of Texas may be ratified: 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 


‘Woopgnipce yesterday, was taken up and adopted, ! 


VIZ: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to the Senate what progress hes been made in the sur- 
vey of the straits connecting Lakes Huron aud Erie; that 
he cause the survey thereof, so far as made, to be reported, 
on a reduced seale, to the Senate, for its use; that he re- 
port to the Senate the opinion of the department as to the 
practicability of so straightening and deepening the channel 
onthe west shore of the straits of Detroit, opposite Fort 
Malden, as te render it practicable for steamers and sail yes- 
sels; with an estimate of the expense thereof, and of the ex- 
pense of removing all other obstructions and impediments 
to the convenient and safe navigation from Lake Erie to 
Lake Huron. 


The Senate then took up for consideration the 


- resolution submitted by Mr. Breese yesterday, as 


follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not detri- 
mental to the public service, to order the United States 
steamship Michigan, now at Erie, Pennsylvania, when rea: 
dy for service, to visit, during the ensuing summer, the 
principal ports of the northern lakes, including the port of 
Chicago, in the State of Ilinois. 

Messrs. HUNTINGTON. and BAYARD made 
some remarks against the propriety of the adoption 
of the resolution; maintaining that it would be an 
unusual interference with the prerogatives of the 
President to direct him fn this particular; that it 
would form an improper precedent. They had no 
doubt that, if the senator who proposed the resolu- 
tion would personally indicate his wish to the prop- 
er department, the object of his resolution would be 
carried into effect. But it was certainly, in effect, a 
resolution to instruct the President in his duty. 

Messrs. BREESE, WOODBRIDGE, WOOD- 
BURY, and PORTER advocated the passage of 
the resolution, which they maintained was one mere- 
ly to advise the executive of the wishes of the Sen- 
ate, but not to direct him in his duties; that it left 
the matter to his discretion entirely; and that no 
bad precedent could grow out of it. It was very 
desirable that the inhabitants residing in the cities 
on the lakes, where a public armed vessel had never 
been, should have an opportunity. of seeing one. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the resolu- 
tion was laid upon the table. 


TAX ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
declaring the assent of Congress to the State of Tli- 
nois, to Impose a tax upon all lands hereafter sold by 
the United States in that State, from and after the 
time of such sale. 

The bill was read a third time, when 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks against its pas- 
sage. He considered thatit would not only be in- 
jurious to the interests of the State of Illinois, but 
that it would tend to check emigration to the West. 
He was satisfied that the exemption of the lands 
sold by the government from taxation, for five 
years from the day of sale, was a great inducement 
for settlement in the West. : 


Mr. BREESE remarked that it was the State of 
Ilinois which asked the exemption. Ifthe bill was 
passed, the State could exempt the lands from taxe- 
tion, or not, as it might effect her interest. If she 
believed that taxing the lands from and after the 
sale, would check emigration, she need not carry the 
law into effect. He was satisfied that it would not 
check emigration. If he thought it would do so, he 
should be the last one to press such a measure. 
The memorial of the State of Ilinois called for the 
passage of such a law; and he hoped her prayer 
would be regarded. 

The question was then taken on the bill, and it 
was passed. 

Mr. FULTON presented a_petition from Jane 
Moore, the widow of Captain Stephen Moore, who 
served his country in the late war: referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill for the relief of James Pemberton Hutch- 
mson; late consul of the United States at Lisbon; 
an 

The bill for the relief of James Ritchie; were read 
the third time, and passed. 

Several bills from the House were read twice, 
and appropriately referred. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials, 
numerously signed—one from Lancaster, Pa., and 
the other from Columbia county—strongly urging 
the reannexation of Texas to the United States; and 
a memorial from that State, asking Congress to re- 
duce the rates of postage, and to abolish the frank- 
ing, privilege; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. : 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of William 
Wynn,” approved August 11, 1842, was taken up, 
and, being amended in several particulars, on the 
motion of Mr. SEVIER, was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. . 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the resolution passed by the Sen- 
ate, fixing the 27th day of May for the adjournment 
of Congress sine die, which had been returned from 
the House with an amendment, substituting the 
17th day of June. ; A 

The question immediately pending was the mo- 
tion of Mr. Evans, fixing the 3d day of June. 


+ Mr. EVANS remarked that, in -consequence of 
the condition of the public business, he would with- 
draw the amendment proposed by himself, so as to 
have the question taken onconcurring in the amend- 
ment of the House, fixing the 17th June. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed a wish that the senator 
would permit the resolution to lie on the table till 


the last of next week, when the Senate would be- 


better enabled to judge of the propriety of the prop- 
osition. - He doubted very much whether the busi- 
ness could be disposed of by the 17th June. He 
thought it would be premature action if the resolu- 
tion was passed upon to-day. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the- resolution had 
laid over already a much greater length of time 
than should have been permitted. The Senate was 
as full this morning as it would be for some time to 
come. Ifthe day was fixed now, the public busi- 
ness would be despatched by the time proposed; if 
not, there wag no telling when it would be disposed 
of. The fixing of a day always has the effect to 
hasten action upon the public business. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the resolution be post- 
poned till Friday next; on which motion 

Mr. BATES demanded the yeas and nays; which 
being ordered and taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 
21, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, Fulton, Hu- 
ger, Jarnagin, Lewis, Mangum, Niles, Phelps, Semple, 
Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Woodbridge, and 
Woodbury—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Foster, Francis, Hannegan, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Johnson, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Porter, Rives, White, and Wright—21. 

So the resolution was postponed till Friday next. 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, the Committee on 
Territories was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of the heirs of Robert Me- 
Hardy, praying the payment of certain awards for 
losses sustained by the incursions of patriots in 
Florida; and it was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

THE TARIFF——THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Committee 
on Finance, for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill, introduced by Mr. McDurriz, to reduce the 
rate of duties under the present tariff, to the standard 
of the compromise act. 

Mr. EVANS remarked that the subject had been 
discussed to an extent almost to exhaust it; and he 
wished itto be understood that it was expected to 
have it disposed of finally before the adjournment 
to-day. . 

Mr. ATHERTON being entitled to the floor 
from the day the subject was last before the Senate, 
rose and spoke for two hours in opposition to the 
restrictive policy of the act of 1842, which the bill 
introduced by the Senator from South Carolina pro- 
posed to modify so as to reduce it to the standard of 
the compromise act. He first adverted to the disad- 
vantages which he felt he should have to contend 
against in any endeavor to attract the attention ofthe 
Senate on a topic so long pending and so often inter- 
rupted by matters of fresher interest. He felt, how- 
ever, that although there was little prospect of any 
action being taken on the subject this session, this 
question of taxation was one of such importance 
in a national point of view, that he would stand ex- 
cused for occupying the brief time required for the 
delivery of his views on the subject. Other topics 
more exciting for the moment, and not so worn out 
in argument, might awaken a temporary interest; 
but none could be more important, because it in- 
volved a vital principle of the institutions of the 
country——the power of taxation. The protective 
policy was an abuse of that taxing power, by which 
1t was perverted, for the purpose of making the 
rich richer, and the poor poorer; and it was to this 
perversion he should direct his remarks. 

Mr. A. here entered into an historical review of 
the tariff policy of the government, from the year 
1789 to the year 1816, when it was superseded by the 
protective policy; and he then sketched the restrictive 
system under the operations of the acts of 1816, 
1824, and 1898, describing the circumstances which 
led to the compromise act, its effects, and the false 
issues which brought about the act of 1842. In 
this review, he showed that every advocate of a 
return to high duties in 1841-2 repudiated the idea 
that there was any intention of violating the princi- 
ples of the compromise act, or of resuscitating the 
protecting policy of 1828. He read various ex- 
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during the session of 1841-2, to prove that the 
pledges. giver against returning to the protective 
system were of the strongest kind, and altogether 
at variance with the whig speeches made this’ses- 
sion in defence of; and advocating openly and 


avowedly, the protective policy for the sake of pro-- 


tection alone. 

Mr. A. next showed that, throughout the whole 
of the extra session of 184], and the first six 
months of the succeeding session, all the promises 
of the party in power, in relation to the improve- 
ment of the condition of the country, were based 
upon the project of a national bank. That was to 
be the great, the only panacea to be relied on for 
the restoration of public credit, general confi- 
dence, the revival of business and national pros- 
perity. It was then said by Mr. Clay, Mr. Fill- 
more, and the other leaders of the party, that, 
without that panacea, the currency never could 
be sound, exchanges never would be equaliz- 
ed, confidence restored, or public credit and national 
prosperity resuscitated. Nobody then said these 
consequences were to flow from a return to the 
protective system and a restorative tariff. They 
were to be the fruits of a revival of the United 
States bank. But, during the present debate, it had 
been found that, without a national bank, the credit 
of the government had been restored, the currency 
had become sound, exchanges had become easy and 
equalized, business had revived, and the national 
prosperity was progressive; and all at once the con- 
sequencen are attributed to the tariff act of 1842, 
and the return to the protective poli y. The palpa- 
ble inconsistency of attempting to reconcile predic- 
tions with events, by crediting promises of effects 
from abortive causes to other causes, not taken into 
account at the time of prediction, was perfectly 
manifest. Not even after the act of 1842 had gone 
into operation were these effects expected to result 
from it; for, in the session of 1842-°3, the reports of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, the reports of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and various whig 
speeches in both Houses, showed that no reliance 
was placed on the tariff act in comparison with the 
advantages expected to flow from the creation of 
some bank or exchequer similar to a national bank. 
But for the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
treasury, addressed to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to allow the government stock to be sold 
in the market for whatever it would bring, the pub- 
lic credit would have revived before the existence of 
the tariff act of 1842; and if there was any such 
effect derivable from that act, it was to be attributed 
to the certainty which it gave that the clause in the 
distribution act, suspending the distribution of the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands, became 
operative in consequence of duties exceding 20 per 
cent. being established. This restored to the treas- 
ury that pledge upon which the public creditor rest- 
ed more implicity than upon any restrictions of 
commerce, destructive of revenue. The pros-erity 
of thecountry had been in spite of the restrictive 
act of 1842, and not in consequence of it; and to 
attribute to it effects which, both before and after 
its adoption, were predicated upon national-bank 
schemes which fell abortive to the ground, was a 
manifest absurdity. 

Mr. A.,in the course of his remarks, exhibited 
numerous and glaring inconsistencies exhibited by 
the present doctrines of the friends of protection, 
contrasted with the tenets they held in 18401-2.: 

Mr. RIVES next obtained the floor, and expressed 
a desire to address the Senate on the subject; but 
the usual hour of adjournment having arrived, on 
his motion, ` 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 25, 1944. 
CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. WELLER took the chair ss Speaker pro 
tem. as soon as the journal had been read, and an- 
nounced the business first in order to be the motion 
to print the report from the Committee of Elections, 
in relation to the contested seat of the Hon. J. W. 


Jones. } 
On the suggestion of Mr. NEWTON, this sub- 


ject was further postponed to Wednesday next. 
ADJUSTMENT OF LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted a resolution to termi- 
nate all debate in Committee of the Whole at four 
o’clock on Thursday next, on the bill to provide for 
the adjustment of land claims within the States of 


tracts from leading whig ppc ‘in both Houses, 


Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, and the Terti- 
tory of Iowa, and in those parts of the States ‘of 
Mississippi and Alabama south of. the- 31st degree 
of north latitude, and between the Mississippi:and 
Perdido rivers. . : R 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the. . resolutión 
would be agreed to, with the understanding that the 
bill would be taken up on Thursday morning. 
The resolution was adopted. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE DISTRICT OF 


COLUMBIA. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on the Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
report from the Secretary of the Treasury, made on 
the 9th of J uly, 1840, in relation to all moneys ap- 
prropriated to be expended in the District of Colum- 
bia by acts of Congress since the location of the seat 
of government within the District, made a report 
thereon; which was laid upon the table. 

MONUMENT SQUARE. 

Mr. PRATT reported a joint resolution to fence 
and lay out monument square, Washington: City; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY. 

Mr. PRATT offered the following resolution ; 
which was adopted : 

Resolved, That all the officers or other persons having 
charge of the public property shall cause a correct invento- 
ry of the same to be made on the first day of July, in each 
and every year, and report the same to the secretaries of 
the proper departments; who are hereby directed to cause 
a synopsis, or general amount, to be reported to Congress 
on or before the first day of January thereafter. : 

Mr. PRATT, from the same committee, submitte 
the following: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled. That the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to remove and make sale of the building in which 
the statue of Washington has been. placed; and that, with 


the money arising from the sale of said building, he cause 
the statue to be enclosed with a suitable railing, 


Mr. HALE moved to strike out all that part that 
proposed to rail the statue round. 

Mr. BOWEN moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, which was negatived. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had no objection to the 
House in which the statue was enclosed being re- 
moved, but he thought the present site an inappro- 
priate one for the statue itself. He suggested that 
it should be placed where the naval monument now 
stood, at the west front of the Capitol, and that 
monument should be returned to the navy-yard. 
He said he had received a letter from the artist, now 
at Florence, in which he assented to the change of 

osition of the statue, but he desired that it should 
e preserved from the action of the elements. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL commented on the 
many removals of the statue, and the expense 
which that locomotion had occasioned, and then said: 
The gentlemen from South Carolina now pro- 
posed, without consulting the artist or his friends, 
to denude the statue, and to remove itto a new 
position, to the displacement of another statue, 
which had been standing for the last half century, 

lacing it upon a usurped pedestal. He hoped the 

ouse would not accede to the proposition, unless 
they were prepared to establish a running locomo- 
tive to convey that ponderous mass of immobility 
constantly from place to place. 

Mr. HALE said his reason for submitting the 
amendment was this. He believed, as a work of 
art, it was bad—bad in design, and bad in execu- 
cution; and he was opposed to any further expendi- 
ture being made in reference to it. He was for 
removing the covering that the elements might wear 
it out. He thought it was discreditable both to the 
artist and the nation. The optics of the gentleman 
from South Carolina must be sharp indeed, if he 
could discover a place in the habitable globe where, 
being placed, it would excite the admiration of any 
body. He was for getting rid of it. And if, ac 
cording to the idea of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanin, it could be male locomotive, he thought it 
ought not to cease moving until it got beyond the 
farthest boundary of the republic. 

Mr. WINTHROP defended the statue. He was 
surprised, he said, at the remarks of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. The gentleman seemed to 
set his face against every thing connected with the 
father of his country. A very few weeks ago 
when there was a scene of no little interest in this 
House, occasioned by the presentation of the camp 
chest of General Washington, the gentleman’s ynice, 


‘on the: suet of reception, was hear 
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d-inthe nega: 
tivé, He would be sorry. to question the gentle- 
man’s tästeon any subject connected with’ granite; 
as he comes from the granite State; but he musttbe 
allowed to question his taste on the subject of mar- 
ble statuds. == 05s : f 
The’ geritleman ‘must have forgotten the numerous 
testimonies which had been rendered. to the excel- 
lence of the statue and the genius ofthe artist. He 
could himself have wished that the design of the ar- 
tist had been of a nature to attract the popular re- 


gerd rather more than it was calculated to do; but - 


e could not listen quietly to the unqualified con- 
demnation of the work.of the first American. sculp- 
tor. Whatever differences of opinion there might 
be as tothe merits of the design, he could not 
believe that any. gentleman would vote for de- 
stroying the work. He thought the matter ought 
to be referred to a committee; and with this view 
he would move that the resolution, now offered, be 
referred to a committee of five members, with in- 
Structions to report a plan for the permanent location 
of the statue. 

Mr. PRATT remarked that the object of the 
committee was, that, for the present, the statue be 
exposed again to public view; and in a few weeks 
it might be determined what further disposition 


should be made of it. 


_ My. C.J. INGERSOLL inquired if there was 
anything in the pending proceedings respecting the 
group of statuary lately erected. 

Mr. PRATT. Nothing whatever. 
distinct and separate matters. 

Mr. INGERSOLL observed that he was in- 
formed an Indian. was in attendance for the purpose 
of remonstrating, declaring that there never was an 
Indian girl dressed in that way. [A laugh.] 

The question was put on the adoption of the res- 
olution; and by ayes 82, noes not counted, it was 
agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Winturor’s 
motion to refer the resolution toa committee of five, 
with instructions to report a plan for the permanent 
location of the statue, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That all debate on House bill (71) for regulating 
the navigation of steamboats on the western rivers, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, shall cease on Monday, the 3d day of 
June next, at 3 o’clock, and the committee then proceed to 
vote on the pending amendments, and such as may be of 
fered and report the same to the House. 

_ The SPEAKER ruled that the resolution was not 
in order, as the bill had never been debated in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then moved a suspension of the 
rules, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on that bill. 

The motion was negatived. 


MORMONS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked permission to pre- 
sent a memorial from General Joseph Smith, the 
head of the Mormons, and required that it might be 
read by the Clerk for the information of the House. 

i Toe Clerk commenced the reading of the memo- 
rial, 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL interposed, and objected 
to any further reading of the paper. He had ob- 
jected to the réception at first, and still objected. 

Mr. WELLER observed that if memorials of 
this kind were to be read, he was entrusted with 
the presentation of one of a peculiar character, 
from certain citizens of Frederick county, Md. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he would move a sus- 
pension of the rules, to enable him to have the pa- 
per read; and he wished to inquire of the Chair 
whether it would be in order for him to assign his 
reasons for making such a motion. 

_Mr. DUNCAN observed if the gentleman would 
yield him the floor, he would move to suspend the 
rules, to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Oregon bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said that, as he had the 
floor, he would make the motion. Mr. W. then 
moved that the rules be suspended, for the purpose 
of going into Committee of the Whole or the Ore- 
gon bill. 

The SPEAKER said that the question would be 
put on suspending the rules to go into Committee of 
the Whole. If that motion prevailed, the gentle- 
man could move to take up any bill he pleased. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays on the 
question; which were ordered. 

‘ Mr. McKAY inquired, if the House should re- 
fuse to go Into Committee of the Whole, if it could, 


They are 


by postponement of the „previous orders, take up 
the naval appropriation bill which had been reported 
from the Committee. of the Whole. f 

The SPEAKER said that a motion to that effect 
would require a vote of two-thirds. ` 

The question was put on súspending the rules, 
and rejected—yeas 79, nays 86, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Bayley, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jere- 
miah E. Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Coles, Cullom, Darrah, Dillingham, Douglass, Dun- 
can, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Hardin, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, 
Houston, Hubard, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, Mathews, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Emery D. 
Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Russell, Saunders, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod,-Stetson, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Tibbatis, Tuck- 
er, Weller, Wentworth, and Williams—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Bar- 
nard, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Buffington, Campbell, Carroll, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, 
Cranston, Dana, Daniel, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Farlee, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Lyon, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phe- 
nix, Pollock, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, David S. 
Reid, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sen- 
ter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Jo- 
seph A, Wright—ss. 

Mr. JAMESON offered a resolution providing 
that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the ° 
bill providing payment for horses lest by the Mis- 
souri volunteers in the Florida war, in one hour af- 
ter the House should go into Committee of the 
Whole on the same. 

Mr. McKAY objected that the resolution was not 
in order, as the bill had never been considered in 
committee. He moved to postpone the previous 
orders, so as to take up the naval appropriation 
bill. j 

Mr. JAMESON said that the bill had been con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and had been 
discussed by half a dozen gentlemen; and it was 
only Jaid aside at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to obtain some in- 
formation from the War Department. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Missouri was correct in his statement of facts; and 
the resolution was in order: . 

The question was then put, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved to suspend the rules to 
go into Committee of the Whole, and said that if 
the motion prevailed, he should move to take up the 
bill in relation to the pensions of the widows of rev- 
olutionary soldiers. . 

Mr. VANCE said, to test the question whether 
the House would set aside private bills altogether, 
he would call for the yeas and nays. 

A sufficient number not rising, the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and carried. 

Mr. VANCE then moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the private 
calendar; which motion being agreed to, 

Mr. V. moved that, by general consent, the com- 
mittee proceed with such bills as would not give rise 
to debate: agreed to. ‘ 

Various bills were taken up, but as they were 
objected to, they were not acted upon. 

The following were read, and laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House: * 

A bill for the relief of F. P. Ambler, C. P. Am- 
bler, and Elizabeth Pearce, heirs of Elizabeth 
Rowe. . f ae 

A bill for the relief of General William Eaton’s 
heirs. ; 

A bill for the relief of Susannah, widow of Wm. 
Scott. 3 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Mary Francis. 

A bill for the owners and crew of the schooner 
Garnett. 


A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Forilla. 

A bill for the relief of Langtry and Jenkins. 

A bill for the relief of William R. Joyne. 

A bill for the relief of D. Akison. 

A bill for the relief of Francis Summeraner. 


A bill for the relief of A. D. W. Bodly. 

A-bill for the relief of E. Kiddon. 

- A bill for the rélief of Benjamin Murphy. 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Parke. 

A bill for the relief of J..P. Converse. 

A bill for the relief of Č. P. Sengstack. 

A bill for the relief of David Allspach. 

A bill for the relief of George Singley. 

A bill for the relief of George Wentling. 

A bill for thé relief of Uriah Loomis. 

A bill for the relief of Amaziah Goodwin. 

A bill for the relief of the widow of George Mars- 
den. g : 

A bill for the relief of John Edmonson. 

A bill for the relief of Mary A. Linton. 

A bill for the relief of Peter Wilson. 

A bill for the relief of Maria Ostrander. 

A bill for the relief of Mary B. Perry, et al. 

A bill for the relief of Ferguson and Reid. 

A bill for the relief of Henry De Peyster. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner. 

A bill from the Senate to incorporate the George- 
town College, in the District of Columbia. 

A bill to confirm the claim of Antonio Cherino to 
a tract of land in Louisiana. 

A bill for the relief of W. P. Duvall. 

A bill for the relief of Richard Snead. 

= bill for the relief of Francis Cazeau, of Mon- 
treal. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of P. Thornton. 

A bill for the relief of W. J. Baker. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Moore. 

A bill for the relief of J. A. Bryan. 

À bill for the relief of Patrick Masterson. 

A bill for the relief of Sherman Pierce. 

A bill for the relief of Drusilla Giesey. 

A bill for the relief of Lund Washington. 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Privado. 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Two Brothers. 

A bill for the relief of John H. Russell, et al. 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Dove. 

A bill for the relief of Francis Yost and J. P. 
Rogers. 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Heth. 

A bill for the relief of P. B. Holmes and W. Ped- 
rick. 

A bill for the relief of Alice Usher. 

A bill for the relief-of John Milstead. 

“A bill for the relief of Henry Newingham. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Bartler. 

A bill for the relief of John Perham. 

A biil for the benefit of P. Schwartztrawber. 

A bill for the benefit of the heirs of Christopher 
Miller. 

A bill for the benefit of Barnebas Baker and oth- 
ers, owners of the schooner Union. 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Sturges, assignee 
of Humphry Rechcreek. 

A bill for the relief of Abelard Guthrie. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Hart. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac 8. Ketchum. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac S. Ketchum, late 
special Indian agent. 

A bill for the relief of Henry S. Comwager. 

A bill for the relief of Arsenath Orvis, widow of 
G. Orvis. 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Bean. 

A bill for the relief of Robert Munroe. 

A bill for the relief of Asa Davis. 

A bill for the relicf of Daniel W. Church. 

A bill for the relief of Manlius V. Thompson, 
sole executor of Miles W. Dickey. 

A bill for the relief of William McPherson. 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Dillon. 

ill for the relief of John Sands. : 

A bill for the relief of Ann Hunter, widow of 
Robert Hunter. i 
ill for the relief of Nancy Wilson, widow of 
William Wilson. 
for the relief of William McCauley. 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. M. M. Telfair. 

A bill for the relief of Frangois Chretien and 
widow Baptiste Berard. . 

A bill for the relief of Susannah Warner. 

A bill for the relief of William R. Davis. 

A bill for the relief of F. A. Keir. 

A bill for the relief of Peters, Moore, and Co. 

A bill for the relief of Margaret Dougherty. 

A bill for the relief of Amos Proctor. . 

A bill for the relief of widow Hannah Duboise. 

A bill-for the relief of George Harrison. 

A bill for the relief of Hiram Murch, 
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A -bill for the relief of John Atchison. _ 

A bill for the relief of William Henson. 

‘A joint resolution, for. the relief of Saltmarsh & 
Fuller. Pane , 7 

A bill for the relief of Captain Charles W. Mor- 
gan. soe 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy. 


Mr. ADAMS rose, and objected to Senate bill 58, 


for the relief of Henry DePeyster. 
The CHAIRMAN ruled the objection-out of or- 
der, as the bill had been passed by mn its order, and 


was laid aside, to be reported to the House. 
Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision. 


The question being put on sustaining the deci- ° 


sion, tellers were appointed, who reported 80 in the 
affirmative. ` 

Mr. ADAMS withdrew the appeal. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART of Connecticut, 
the committee rose and reported the bills which had 
been agreed to. 5 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WELLER moved that when the House ad- 
journ, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next, at 11 
o’clock. - 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a call of the House: re- 
fused. 

The yeas and nays were taken on agreeing to 
Mr. Wetter’s motion, and resulted in yeas 39, 
nays 74, : : 

he motion to adjourn was negatived. 

Mr.SAMPLE moved that when the House ad- 
journ it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. REDING called for the ycas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 

The question being taken on adjourning over to 
Tuesday, the vote was ayes 70, noes 32. 

No quorum voting. : 

Tellers were called for and ordered; and the vote 
being taken by tellers, resulted in ayes 70, noes 35. 

No quorum voting. . 

Mr. STEEN ROD said that several members had 
sat still without voting; there was a quorum in the 
House, and he called for another count. 

After some conversation, the votes was taken 
over again, and resulted in ayes 67, noes 35. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr: HUNT rose to a question of order. He 
asked the Speaker if it was in order to move an ad- 
journment when the House was dividing and before 
the result was declared. 

The SPEAKER replied that a motion to adjourn 
would not be in order while the House was divid- 
ing and before the result was declared. But, in this 
case, the question had been taken and the result was 
declared. A motion to adjourn was therefore in 
order: ; 

The question was the. put on the motion to ad- 
journ, and it was negatived. oe. 

Mr. SAMPLE moved that when this House ad- 
journs it adjourn to Tuesday next at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HAMMET suggested Wednesday at 12 
o’clock: 

Mr. SAMPLE did not assent to the modification. 

The yeas and nays were called on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Sampix;) and 
being taken, resulted thus—yeas 52, nays 71. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMET moved that when this House 
adjourn, itadjourn to meet again at 12 o’clock on 
Wednesday; but as it did not meet with the ap- 
proval of the House, he withdrew it. 

The House then adjourned. 

The folowing petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporter by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: The petition of Jonathan Shafer 
of Washington county, Maryland, asking payment fora lost 
final-settlement certificate issued to Christian Orendortl. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Jolin R. Reece, and 
108 other citizens of Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, 


A bill to test the utility of the sub-marine teles- 


Ohio, of L. O, Granger, and 35 other citizens of said coun’ 
ties; of Cullis Runnels, and 32 other citizens of said coun- 
ties, of Abraham Steeman, and 78 other citizens of said coun- 
ties, of £. Wheaton, and 50 other citizens of . said counties; 
‘praying a reduction of the rates of postage , and that the 
frahking privilege be abolished or restricted’ 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: The petition of a 
number of thé citizens of Western Virginia, for an increased 


duty on foreign salt: referred to the Committee on Manufac- 


tures. 


_ IN SENATE. 
-Monpay, May 27, 1844. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
free colored citizens of the city and county of New 
York, in the State of New York, praying for the cor- 
rection of certain errors in the last census, upon 


‘which the Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. 


Pakenham, had found statements which the me- 
morialists deny: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

Mr. T. also presented eight memorials, from dif- 
ferent sections of the State of New York, remon- 
strating against any change in the present tariff: 
laid on the table. ° 

Also, a memorial from certain citizens of the same 
State against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: laid on the table. 

Mr. BARROW presented the memorial of Thos. 
L. Adams, praying for the discontinuance of spirit 
rations in the navy of the United States: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from the 
mayor of Baltimore, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor of that city. Mr. 
P. remarked that, as the harbor bill had been refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce, and would 
shortly come before the Senate, he would ask the 
memorial to be laid on the table till that bill came up, 
when he should move an amendment in accordance 
with its prayer: laid on the table accordingly. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented the memorial of 
Preston Harret, and other Cherokee claimants, 
praying the passage of an act declaring the decision 
of the Committee on Claims, under the 17th article of 
the Cherokee treaty in 1835, to be final, and provi- 
ding for payment of certificates issued in accordance 
with their decision: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented the memorial and 
proceedings ofa meeting of the citizens of Kershaw, 
in the district of South Carolina, in favor of the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: laid on 
the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of certain resolutions of the general 
assembly of North Carolina, touching the erection 
in that State of an arsenal of construction and bu- 
reau of equipment; and the committee were accord- 
ingly discharged from the consideration of the same. 

Mr. C. said the Committee on Military Affairs 
had also had under consideration the subject of ex- 
changes of small portions of property belonging to 
the government at Harper’s Ferry and Spring- 
field, which were desired for the convenience both 
of the government and individuals in those neighbor- 
hoods holding property contiguous; and, in compli- 
ance with the mutual wishes of the parties, the com- 
mittee reported two joint resolutions. 

Mr. BATES explained, that these exchanges 
would be a convenience both to the government and 
to the individuals; and as there were some improve- 
ments in Springfield awaiting action in this matter, 
he hoped the resolutions would now be read and 
advanced. 

The resolutions were accordingly read a first and 
second time, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that he under- 
stood the senator from [linois [Mr. Brerss] had 
no objection to the reference of his resolution (rela- 
tive to the steam vessel Michigan, now construct- 
ing at Erie, Pennsylvania, visiting the upper lakes) 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and he hoped, 
therefore, it would be taken up and so referred. 

The resolution, on motios to that effect, was ac- 
cordingly taken up and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. PEARCE moved to suspend the previous 
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orders, with a view of taking up the Senate bill No. 
143, being a bill: forthe relief of. the heirs of Robert 
Fulton: ` ‘ E be 
Messrs. BAGBY and TAPPAN urged the’ pro- 
priety of proceeding regularly with the calendar. , 
Mr. BAYARD temaked’ that it was. a case of 


` very great interest to the claimants. It would be rec- 


ollected that some years ago the adjustment of it had. 
been referred. by Congress to the "Secretary ; of the 
Navy, and upon his report he believed a ‘bill was 
framed; but whether it- passed the House he did not 
recollect. It had been since brought forward, but not 
acted upon. He hoped it would now. be taken we 
for final disposition. 

Mr. BAGBY did not wish to be understood as 
unfriendly to the bill; but he thought it would be 
much more conducive to the public advantage to 
proceed regularly with the calendar, thari to continue 
this practice of calling up bills out of their-order. 

The bill was then, on Mr. PEARCE’S motion, 
taken up as in committee of the whole, its title being 
“A bill for the relief of the heirs of. Robert Fulton, 
deceased.” It appropriates $76,300, as a balance 
coming to the representatives of Mr. Fulton,. after 
deducting $45,000 advanced to him by the govern- 
ment; this balance of $76,300 being in full of all 


. claims on accountof his steamer Vessuvius, and the 


use of his inventions and services in the construction 
of the steam frigate Fulton. — . 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired what report accompanied 
the bill. . i 

Mr. PEARCE explained that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs had made no spécial report, but adopt- 
ed that made by the Committee of the House. The 
report of the Secretary of the Navy, at the time the 
matter was referred to him, would show the grounds 
of the claim. 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy might be read, which would 
afford full information on the subject. - 

Mr. TAPPAN said there was a report made by 
the Committee on Claims, of the 26th Congress, 
which he wished to have read. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed that, if the senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] would permit him, he 
should like to have a short report read upon this 
subject, which was made during the last. session of 
the last Congress, by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, then a colleague of the honorable 
senator in the chair, [Mr. Maneum,] but who was 
no longer a member of this body. The reading 
of this report, he thought, would be more satisfac- 
tory to the Senate than the reading of the report re- 
ferred to by the senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bay- 
Arp.] It was much shorter, and much clearer. 
Perhaps it could not, at present, be found among the 
papers of the Senate, but it could easily be obtained 
by a reference to the public documents. 

This claim, during the last session of Congress, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. During 
this session it got to the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs. He remembered very well, (but could not say 
whether. during the preceding or last session of Con- 
gress,) that the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
[Mr. Granam of North Carolina] made avery clear 
report ofthe transactions between Mr. Fulton and 
the government of the United States; and, if his 
memory did not fail him, one which met the coneur- 
rence ofa large majority of the committee.. If it was 
not at present among the papers of the Senate, he 
hoped it would be obtained. Before taking the 
question upon the engrossment of the bill, he wished 
io have this set at rest. He did not desire to con- 
sume the time of the Senate; and he certainly per- 
formed an unpleasant duty to him, when he said 
that, although he had not given a very full and careful 
examination to this Fulton claim, as it was called, 
he could not see that it was a claim atall. At the 
first session of his entrance into Congress, in 1827, 
the Committee on Claims, if his memory served 
him, (and he spoke purely from memory,) reported 
a bill—the senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mec- 
Durrie] would correct him, if he was wrong—to 
pay to Robert Fulton the sum of fifteen thousand 
dollars. ‘ 

Mr. McDUFFIE said there was a bill reported 
during that session to pay him $100,000. i 

Mr. WRIGHT spoke of the Select Committee of 
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thé House, of which Mr: 
T ‘was - chairman. He “remembered ` perfectly 
well.the circumstances under which that re 

made.: He confessed that'at that time he made very 
little personal examination into the subject, but re- 
lied chiefly upon the information and experience of 
those who were more thoroughly acquainted with 
it. Other gentlemen were upon that committee, 
upon whose judgment he relied. Since -he, had _be- 
some a.member of this body, this matter had 
‘been. repeatedly before it. He had examined -it 
sinte- that period sufficiently to make up this judg- 
ment upon it—that, regarding it as a matter of 
claim on the part of Robert Fulton or his family 
against. this government, there. was, in reality no 
claim at all; unless his invention, its application to 
purposes of navigation, and the general benefits 
which resulted from it, were. considered the founda- 
tion ofa clain. Mr. Fulton, when he died, was 
indebted to the government of the United States, 
on the books of the Treasury, $45,000—g5,000 for 
an’ advance on one object, and $40,000 on another. 
But certain services of his, and the damages he-sus- 
tained by the detention of his steam vessel Vesu- 
vius, at New Orleans, in:1814~15, which was press- 
ed for the useof the government by General Jack- 
son, were understood to cancel this claim. This bill 
goes $76,300 beyond that: For himself, he could 
say that, with the strongest disposition to found a 
claim for Mr. Fulton, for which he could vote, he 
hadnever been able to found one. Congress might 
grant that individual a gratuity, but he could see no 
foundation fora claim. The report which he had 
called for would more fully explain his views. 

Mr. PEARCE said he had paid some little atten- 
tion. to this claim; and the result was that, in his 
opinion, Robert Fulton had a strong and just claim 
upon the government of the United States. The 
Senate committee, who had had this matter under 
consideration, were prepared to vote for an appro- 


priation of $100,000; but as the bill stood, it pro~” 


vided only for the payment of $76,000, in conform- 
ity with the views of the House committee. It 
was reported according to their instructions. The 
fact was, as stated by the senator from New York, 
{Mr. Wricur,] that Mr. Fulton died without set- 
tling his accounts with the government—indebted 
to it $40,000. The advance to him was $45,000; 
but it was conceded that $5,000 of this sum had 
been expended for the purpose granted—that of 
making experiments with torpedoes.: This left a 
balance apparently against him of $40,000. 

After the death of Mr. Fulton, the government 
instituted a suit against his executor for the recove- 
ry of this $40,000. The executors exhibited an 
account for the servicesof the steamer Vesuvius. 
She was at New Orleans during the battle of 1814; 
and it was in December of that year, that he made 
a contract with the government, for which he re- 
ceived $40,000. in advance. Three days after this 
contract was made, and before any knowledge of it 
could reach New Orleans, the steamer Vesuvius was 
impressed by order of the commanding general, not 
for a war vessel, but to be used, as the Carolina was 
used, in the attack upon the bridge. This, however, 
was not carried into effect, because, soon after, 
the vessel grounded, She remained aground se- 
venty days; and for this detention, and the damages 
sustained by it, the executors of Mr. Fulton 
asked to be indemnified. They did not ask for the 
entire amount which they might have made during 
that time of public excitement; but they asked to 
be paid at the rate which the vessel would have 
made under ordinary circumstances. This claim 
was brought before the cireuit court of New York, 
and was there decided in favor of the claimant. 
The jury returned a verdict for the defendants; and 
would have rendered a verdict for the amount esti- 
mated to be the loss sustained, if the law had per- 
mitted them to do so, for any specific sum. But the 
law did not grant them that power; and they, there- 
fore, merely returned a verdict against the govern- 
ment of the United Stetes. 

He would remark that, in 1836, Congress passed a 
joint resolution referring this whole subject to the 
Secretary of the Navy, instructing him to decide 
upon what grounds the claim was made, and what 
was due Mr. Fulton. He made the examination, 
and decided that the United States was debtor to 
Mr. Fulton the sum of $100,000. This was his 
account:—for experiments with the torpedoes $5,000, 
and $5,000 for his services making them; for the use 
of his vessel the Vesuvius: 460,000, (being $800 per 
day;) for the use of his inventions for steam-batte- 
xies $50,000; and commission on building the Fulton 
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ateam frigate $95,000—making in all $145,000; from 
2 of $45,000, there was 


left a balance of $100,000... _ ; 
The House of Representatives, upon that report, 


passed a. bill by a-majority of more than forty, ap- 


ropriating $100,000; but it did-not pass the Senate, 
he believed, for want of-time that session. - ; 
He had stated that the steamer Vesuvius was im- 
ressed by order: of the commanding general at 
ew Orleans, (General Jackson.) Upon. this fact, 
the committee had the testimony of-Mr. Livingston. 
The Vesuvius being thus impressed, sustained by 
her detention a loss of the amount she could have 
made, at the ordinary price of freight between New 
Orleans and Louisville, which at that time was five 
cents a pound. According to the statement of Jas- 
per Lynch, which was a correct statement, her re- 
turns in 1818, on a passage from New Orleans to 
Louisville, (which took about forty days,) were 
$800 a day, duning the whole period. In the esti- 
mate which he had made, he (Mr. Pearce) had as- 
sumed that amount to be her due. When this gov- 


ernment had paid-as much as- $600 a day for a. 


steamer, at a much later period for military pur- 
poses in the Florida war, it was nothing extraordi- 
nary that this. vessel should make $800. It was a 
large vessel; its tonnage was nearl 
and passengers would have enabl 

$800 a day, having no competition. - 

He could see no principle of reason or justice 
upon which a single dollar should be deducted from 
this. 

In 1814, Congress passed a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the building of a steam frigate. Mr Ful- 
ton was employed in attending to the building of 
this vessel; which was not got up by an asso- 
ciation in New York, as some had supposcd; but by 
the government. It was true an association was got 
upin New York for that purpose, which designed 
having a steam ship built, and offering it to the 
government at the cost price, but the project was 
given up. The government authorized the building 
of this vessel itself. According to the testimony of 
several able and experienced builders, the ordinary 
commission was now five per cent. Mr. Fulton 
was obliged himself to conduct all the important 
branches of the work; and was subject to extraordi- 
nary physical toil, as well as having his mental en- 
ergies taxed tothe utmost. The condition upon 
which he conducted the building work was ten per 
cent.; which, added to the sum of $57,600, which he 
(Mr. P.) had estimated was due htm for the loss 
sustained by "the impressment of Vesuvius, made 
the sum of $82,000; and taking from that $40,000, 
there was a balance due him of $42,000. So far 
as this went, he thought the executors of Mr. Fulton 
had a strict claim upon the government of the 
United States. There was another claim, against 
which the remarks of the senator from New York 
were directed. Mr. Fulton’s heirs asked to be in- 
demnified for the invention of steam, as.applied to 
vessels of war. It was very certain that the use of 
steam for purposes of navigation owed its existence 
to Robert Fulton; and that it fully answered every 
purpose for which it was designed—though his ves- 
sels did not possess the same capabilities and speed 
which vessels of that description now do: . The 
frigate built under his superintendence was a remark- 
able work at that time, and well adapted to the 
purpose of harbor defence. That we owed tothe 
ingenuity, genius, and skill of Robert Fulton, the 
application of steam to marine -purposes, was an 
undisputed fact. He (Mr. P.) was not disposed to 
regard this asa strict demand. The government 
of the United States had availed itself of the inven- 
tion and ingenuity of Mr. Fulton, and was bound, 
in all justice, to make him some compensation as an 
evidence of national gratitude. When we consider- 
ed how much this country owed to that man—how 
his invention had enhanced its wealth and prosperi- 
ty—how it had augmented its commerce—increased 
its population—brought together the once remote 


her.to make 


` parts of the Union—and added value to the Jands,— 


when we considered all this, he, for one, did not feel 
disposed to look into it as a strict matter of claim. 
He should vote him this, not as a gratuity, (as the 
honorable Senator from New York had said,) but as 
a token of the gratitude of his. country—gratitude 
which he had fairly earned by his services, and 
which was most justly due him. In conclusion, 
he hoped the bill would pass. 

Mr. WRIGHT did not desire to debate this ques- 
tion. Mr. Fulton and his family were, when this 
claim originated, constituents of his; and he felt that 
they should be so now, wherever they lived. It 
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was only in’ coriformity with his sense of duty, 


overpowering his sympathies, that he had been in- 
duced to resist the claim. He could not so well 


express his opinion as the report (which was now 


on the Secretary’s table) expressed it. He asked 


» the reading of that report. 


[Here the report of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, to which Mr. Wricut. alluded, was 
réad] > oe . 

Mr. MéDUFFIE stated.to the Senate some facts 
which took:place when this subject was investigated 
in the-other branch of the national legislature, fif- 
teen years ago.. By a very large majority of the 
House, a bill was passed granting $100,000 to Rob- 
ert Fulton, at that period. In 1836, Congress, by 
joint resolution, directed the Secretary of the Navy 
to make an investigation of the accounts between 
the government and Mr. Fulton. The report of the 
Secretary of the Navy wasin strict accordance with 


„that resolution. He thought this goyernment was 


bound, by every sentiment of gratitude, to make 
Mr. Fulton some compensation for his useful inven- 
tion, and for the services which he had rendered to 
the country. 

Mr. PEARCE said that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, which had just been read at the 
request of the senator from New York, differed in 
one or two particulars from the statement which he 
had made when he first addressed the Senate. The 
committee from which that report came said they 
were satisfied $200 a day was sufficient to remune- 
rate Mr. Fulton for the seventy days’ detention of 
the Vesuvius-in consequence of impressment; but 
upon what evidence, they did not pretend to say. 
They admitted that captain De Hart, who command- 


ed this boat, stated that she had cleared from $1,500 . 


to $2,000 a day; but they did not show by what rule 
they had reduced this down to $200 aday. With- 
out allowing anything. for the excitement of the 
time, she was entitled to more than this. Two years 
afier the war she made a trip from Louisville to 
New Orleans, charging the ea rates for freight 
and passengers, and made $800 a day, including the 
time spent in stoppages; so that the Committee on 
Claims had no reason whatever for making the esti- 
mate at $200 a day. 


The committee, according to the. report, consider . 


$5,000 a very liberal allowance for the building of 
the frigate. He (Mr. P.) considered him eminently 
entitled to the $50,000. : 
The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
WRIGHT, WOODBRIDGE, PHELPS, Mc-. 
DUFFIE, PEARCE, BATES, JOHNSON, CRIT- 
TENDEN, HENDERSON, &c.; and finally, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, to prevent its further . 
discussion interfering with the special order of the — 


day, it was laid on the table till to-morrow. 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Committee 
on Finance, for the indefinite postponment of the 


bill, introduced by Mr. McDurrir, to reduce the ` 


rates of duties under the present tariff, to the standard 


-of the a act. 


Mr. RIVES, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the Senate for three hours and a half; chiefly 
in support of the protective policy, which he main- 
tained had always been the object of the administra- 
tions of the government from its beginning to the pres- 
ent time, in regulating the tariff. He also vindicat- 
ed the tariff act of 1842, stating that although he had 


` voted against it on the supposition that it was too 


high to produce revenue, experience had proved that 
it was truly a revenue measure, and that it had now 
become the permanent policy of the country. 
At the conclusion of Mr. R’s remarks, 

_ Mr. McDUFFIE—claiming the floor as his right 
in closing the debate for reply to all the comments 
made on the other side upon his remarks—moved 
the postponement of the subject to Wednesday, and 
that it should be made the special order for that day 
at 1 o'clock. 7 

_ Mr. WOODBURY said that at one time he had 
intended, before the debate closed, to reply at some 
length to a few of the attacks on his remarks, made 
near its commencement; but it had now become so 
obvious that'no practical result was likely to be at- 
tained. by the bill under consideration, and that our 
ume was greatly needed for other important meas- 
ures, he should waive that intention entirely; and 
he would now only add an explanation of the error 
into. which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rives] 
seemed inadvertently to have fallen in the first por- 
tion of his speech, in vindicating the collection of 


revenue from imports, 
sion that Mr. W. was. opposed’ to such a collection, 
and preferred a system of direct taxes. No mistake 
roe be greater; and he now held in his hand what 
a 
the very. reverse to 
guage: ` . 

“Our fathers concluded: to encourage manufac- 
tures, by collecting a large portion of their revenue 
from imports, rather than deriving it all from dirèct 
taxes.and internal duties. Indeed, their rule; like 
mine, was to.collect, if needed, all the revenue from 
imports which they will yield without going higher 
in the rates than a revenue standard, and what is 
consistent with the preservation in full vigor. of our 
foreign commerce; but all wanted beyond that 
should be obtained fom other sources; and,- happi- 
ly, our lands will usually, wiih that, yield sufficient 
for all the expenses of an economical government in 
time of peace, It is not inconsistent with free trade 
that the imports help, in a due proportion with other 
property, to pay. the public expenses.” 

Now, whether these sentiments are correct or 
wrong, he should not now, at this late hour, detain 
the Senate to show. But they were sincere convic- 
tions; and, after all, differed’ very little from those 
on this point entertained. by the senator from Vir- 
ginia. : 

He [Mr. Rives] expressed: himself in favor of 
collecting our “revenues mainly, if not exclusively, 
from duties on imports.” So did Mr. W. The la- 
bored reasons that had’ been assigned for it by Mr. 
Rives were the same which actuated Mr. W., with 
some others formerly urged by him, but not requir- 
ed to be now repeated. He [Mr. Rives] would also 
use the proceeds of ‘the public lands for revenue as 
well as duties, it was hoped. So would Mr. W. 
Mr. Rives had observed that Mr. W. formerly, and 
properly, had recommended duties on the free goods, 
rather than to borrow. This was true: duties as 
high as the compromise permitted, and on all free 
goods, if necessary, with the lands, to get a sufficient 
amount of revenue to meet an economical adminis- 
tration of the government. What, then, was the 
difference between them on this subject? It was 
one’ entirely theoretical, unless, by accident or mis- 
conduct, and never in the exercise of sound econo- 
my, our expenses. are swollen in peace above what 
we could obtain from the sales of the public lands 
and a rate of duty on our imports no higher than the 
true revenue standard. In such cases if a few mil- 
lions more were to be forced from us than could 
thus be obtained, the senator {Mr. Rives] thought 
itcould be obtained by a rate of duty on imports 
higher than what Mr. W. deemed the revenue stand- 
ard, or 20 to 30 per cent.; and that it was proper for 
protection to manufactures, and other reasons, to at- 
tempt to obtain this excess in that way. While 
Mr. W. believed that an attempt to procure more in 
that way would usually fail, and would, ifit succeed- 
ed, be injurious to commerce and’agriculture, and un- 
equal in its operation as a burden, and ought not 
therefore to be pushed, but the excess procured b 
some taxes of a different character. As to sidh 
excess then, andin such an occasional exigency, a 
difference of opinion existed about the proper course 
to be pursued in relation to it; and such difference 
was the whole that had led to so much elaborate and 
hardly necessary argument in favor of raising our 
ordinary revenue from duties on imports rather than 
from other sources. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McDurriy’s 
motion, and the further consideration of the subject 
was made the special order for Wednesday. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monbar, May 27, 1844. 


The journal of Saturday having been read, it was 
amended by the insertion of the names of Messrs. 
Biwtack and McIuvarwe in the negative in the 
yeas and nays on the question of adjournment. 

The journal was then approved. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and said it was evident, 
from the thin state of the Hovse, ‘that they would 
not be able to act upon any business of much im- 
portance; and, as there were some bills against 
which there would be no sort of objection, he would 
be glad if the. House would resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and proceed to dispose of those bills. One to which 
he referred, was bill No. 63, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands legalizing the sale of lands 
in Mississippi. - 


be true. This was the lan- 


under an unfounded impres- ` 


been before said by him on that topic, showing | 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. WELLER suggested that there was 
number’ of bills from the Seriate on the Speaker's 
| table which ought to be read and referred. 
Mr. McK AY said he wished to move areconsidér= 
ation of the vote by. which the House had passed a 
resolution. reported. from. the. Committee on Public 
| Buildings and Grounds, requiring an inventory to be 
} taken annually of the property belonging to the gov- 
“ernment. .He moved a reconsideration of that vote, 
and that-action’ upon that motion be postponed until 
Thursday next, in order that, in the mean time, a 
substitute might be prepared. It ought to be either 
in the shape of a joint resolution or ofa bill. 


G 


Proposition of the gentleman from North Curolina; 
an f 

The motion was agreed to. 
duced the following bills, which were read twice, 
and. referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Unjon: 

A bill to abolish the use of certain oaths at the 


purposes. 

A bill to abolish public executions in capital cases. 

‘The following executive communications were 
read and referred: 

A message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a revort from the Secretary of the Navy, 
of all cases in which agents have been employed 
without authority of Jaw since the 4th of March, 
1837, &c. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in answer 
to the resolution of the House of the 18th instant, 
directing the said Secretary to assign the reasons 
why the report of the commissioners appointed un- 
der the act of March 3, 1843, has not been furnish- 
ed; and requesting him to furnish the same without 
delay. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bills of the 
' House of the following titles were severally read, 
and concurred in: 

An act for the relief of William Glover; 

An act for the relief of Louis Cronel), alias Cronk- 
hite; and 

Anan act for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

The amendment of the Senate to the title of bill 
No. 171 was concurred in. 

The next bill taken up was the bill for the relief 
of the orphans, widows, &c., of the officers, sea- 
men, and marines, lost with the Grampus, which 
the Senate had amended by the substitution of a 
bill which, amongst other things, included the relief 
of the relatives of the persons lost in the Sea Gull. 

It was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and the amendments were ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read a 
first and second time, and referred: 

An act for the relief of the heirs of William 
Fisher. 

An act for the relief of Pierre Menan, Josiah T. 
Betts, Jacob Furman, and Edmund Roberts, of the 
State of Illinois, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, late 
Indian agent, deceased. 

An act authorizing persons to whom reservations 
of land have been made under Indian treaties to 
alienate the same in fee: referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


directors of an association called the New England 
Mississippi Land Company: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. - 
An act to authorize the payment of equitable 
commissions to the agents and attorneys of persons 
in whose favor awards have been made under three 
several treaties between the United States and cer- 
tain foreign powers, which awards have been retain- 
ed in the treasury in payment of debts due to the 
United States: referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. i 

An act relating to bonds to be given by cus- 
tom house officers: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

An act for the relief of Gideon Batchelder and 

others: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Young: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

An act to amend an act entitled “an act to reor- 
ganize the General Land Office:” referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act granting a pension to George Whittier: re- 

ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


a large - 


Mr. PRATT expressed his acquiescence in the ° 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, on eave given, intro- - 


custom-houses of the United States, and for other 


An act for the relief of Henry Gardner and others, Y 


- An act for the relief of Reynell' Coates; Wa 
: Re Johnson, and Wiliam -B. MeMurtrie: refer 
‘to the Committee on Naval Affairs. we a EN 
An act to consolidate and amend the acts inves. 
lation -to: the pensions of the: widows and orphans 
of naval officers, seamen, and’ marines:- referred. to 
ithe Committee on: Naval Affairs... 000 0 
-An act.to establish a port of delivery.at the city“ 
Lafayette, in the State of Louisiana: referred to the _ 
; Committée on Commerce. ae eee Te 
An act for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt: ré- - 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. -+ 
An act for the relief of Benjamin B. Ferguson: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act making appropriation for. the repair-of : 
`: the custom-house and post office building, at. Charles + 
:ton, South Carolina, and providing furniture and - 
book-cases for the same: referred to the Committee 

on Commerce. : : i 
| An act.to provide for the payment of evidences of 
public debts in certain cases: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. PERN 

An act relating to the port of entry in the district 
of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine: referred - 
to the Committee on Commerce. i 

An act providing for the appointment, and reg- : 
ulating the. pay. of engineers and assistant engi- - 
neers in the revenue service: referred to the Com- - 
mittee on Commerce. . Tan 

An act for the relief of persons residing within 
the reputed limits of the State of Arkansas, or > 
Louisiana, and- beyond the boundary line between . 
the United States and the Republic of Texas as 
established by the commissioners appointed to ascer- 
tain the same: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. à 2 

An act relating to the unlading of foreign mer- : 
chandise on the right bank of the Mississippi, op- 
posite New Orleans: referred to the Committee on - 
Commerce. ; s 

A resolution to authorize the transmission and 
prošentation of books to the Minister of Justice of 

france in exchange for books received from him: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
the state of the Union. 

A resolution to authorize an allowance to Purser 
D. M. F. Thornton, in the settlement of his ac- 
counts: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A resolution respecting receipts issued. by the - 
treasurer of the United States in payment for public 
laads: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A resolution to continue two clerks in the busi- 
ness of reservations and grants under Indian trea- 
ties, were reada first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian. Affairs. 

The resolution from the Senate, entitled “a res- 
olution explanatory of an act for the relief of Mary 
Williams, widow of the late Jacob Williams, de- - 
ceased, was read a first and sccond time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionory Pen- 


sions, 
On motion ef Mr. GRINNELL, 


Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Library be re- 
quested to inquire into the expediency of publishing three 
thousand copies of such of the surveys made by the late : 
exploring expedition, as they may think will be usefuh and 
that said copies be sold at.a price that will defray theos- 

+ pense of publication, : 
Mr. McDOWELL presented a memorial of in- 
ventors, engineers, manufacturers and others, of 
Ohio, remonstrating against appropriating the patent 
fund to the construction of a wing or other addition 
to the patent office; which memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. HARALSON presented by leave the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting of citizens of the county of 
Bibb, in the State of Georgia, in favor of the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States; which were 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. VANCE honed the House would consent to 
proceed with the private calendar. 

Mr, WELLER said he supposed his friend from 
Ohio was desirous of taking advantage of the ab- 
sence of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cave 
Jounson.} 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
that the House might resolve inte Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and was carried. 

The House resolved itself into committee accord- 
ingly, Mr. Cuapman in the chair. 

Mr. BRENGLE made an ineffectual motion te’ 
take up bill No. 14. : 


Housc on- , 


¿Ön motion. of Mr. HOUSTON, the. committee 

took úp the ‘bill (No. 132)-authorizing repayment 

for lar is sold by the United States without authori- 

ty of Jaw.” p PA se 

Y Mr. H. briefly explained the Ll of the bill. 
‘Mr: VINTON and Mr. HOUSTON entered into 

some explanations, and the bill was verbally amend- 


Some further conversation ensued between Messrs. 
HARPER, BARNARD, HOUSTON, BIDLACK, 
E.D: POTTER, SCHENCK, WENTWORTH, 
and COLLAMER.  - aor Ss 

“My. HALE offered the following amendment: 

‘That the. proper officers of the government be 
authorized and instructed, in all cases where there is 
sufficient evidence to prove the loss of the land war- 
rant or certificate, to issue a new one under such 
provisions.as may be necessary to protect. the gov- 
ernment from fraud. - 


“The amendment was debated by Messrs. HALE, 
VINTON, SCHENCK, McCLELLAND, and. 


BIDLACK. . 
: “The amendment was negatived, and the bill. was 
laid aside-to be reported tothe House. l 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee take 
up the bill to legalize the sales of certain lands made 
atthe Chocchuma and Columbus land offices, in the 

State of Mississippi, which was agreed to; also, the 
report in relation thereto: : 

r. SAMPLE submitted an amendment in the 
form of an additional section, which he advocated 
and explained. l ae 

Mr, HOUSTON replied. ; 

Mr. BRENGLE advocated the amendment. 

Mr. HALE moved,.as an amendment to the 
pending amendment, the same which he had pro- 
posed to the former bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON explained his objections to the 
proposition of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. VINTON advocated the amendment. 

‘The amendments were negatived; and 

The bill was laid aside to be reported. 

Mr. JAMESON moved that the committee take 
up the bill to make appropriation for the pay of 
horses lost in the Florida war by Missouri volun- 
teers. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the bills 
which they had acted upon to the House. 

Mr. ASHE gave notice of his intention hereafter 
to introduce a bill to establish a post road from Jack- 
son to Memphis, Tennessee. 

-The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 28, 1844. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back the House bill 
for the relief of James Pepper and others, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
pass. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, relative to the use.of gas m- 
stead of oil for light-houses; and asked that the com- 
Inittee be discharged from its further consideration: 
committee discharged accordingly. 

From the same committee, Mr. H. reported a bill 
regulating the appointment of United States officers 
in the revenue marine; which was read a first time, 
and appropriately referred. ; 

From the same committee, Mr. H. reported back 

the House bill for the disposition of the maps and 
charts of the coast survey; which was taken up, 
considered, and passed. 
_ From the same committee, Mr. H. reported a 
joint resolution, authorizing the corporation of Bal- 
timore to make use of the public buildings at Laza- 
retto Point, for the reception of persons arriving by 
sea in ill health, under quarantine regulations. This 
resolution was subsequently taken up, considered, 
and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, 
strongly protesting against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States: laid on the table. ` `. 

Also, a petition from a number of inhabitants of 
Permsylvana, asking that the four companies of horse 
rae of the parea States be restored to their 

standard prior to : referred to the C i 
Miltary De ommittee on 

„Aso, two memorials, one from Alice Pew 
widow of William Pew, a soldier of the rev- 
plution, and the other from Sarah Seales, 


also the widow of a revolutionary: soldier; both 
stating that, under the. act of, 1838, they were 


entitled to pensions for five years; but since the ex-- 


piration of that act, they have not received ‘their 
pensions. . He -appreliended: that. the-memorialists 
were under some mistake in, regard to their case; 
but would move the reference of their memorials to 


the Committeé on Revolutionary Pensions: referred 


accordingly. : i oes 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the Sen- 
ate bill granting a pension to: James Duffy; and rec- 
ommended its passage.. -~ ` ; 

Also, from the same committee, the House bill 
for the relief of Hugh Wallace Wanly, with an 
adyerse report; which, on motion, was ordered. to 
be printed. . : . 

The bill. supplementary to an act for the relief of 
William Wynn was then taken up, read a third 
time, and passed. i 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous or- 
ders. were suspended, and the Senate bill, entitled 
“A bill concerning naval pensions,” was taken up 
for consideration, as in committee of the whole, and 
read as follows: 

“Be it enacted, &c., That the pensions for the period of 
five years, which have been heretofore granted out of the 
naval pension fund, tothe widows of officers, seamen, and 
marines, who have been killed, or died by reason of a 
wound received in the line of their duty, or who have died 
in consequence of a casualty, by drowning or otherwise, or 
of injury received while in the line of their duty, and which 
pensions have ceased from the expiration of the period for 
which they were originally granted, or were subsequently 
renewed, shall be continued for another period of five years, 
to such of the said widows as have remained unmarried; to 
commence from the day on which such pensions, respec- 
tively terminated; and to be paid out ofany money in the trea- 
sury not otherwise appropriated: Provided; That every 
pension hereby renewed skall cease on the death or inter- 
marriage of the widow to whom the same is hereby 
granted.” 


Mr. WRIGHT asked if he was correct in his un- 
derstanding that this was a bill to revive the pension 
system, arrested by alaw of Congress in conse- 
quence of the exhaustion of the navy pension fund? 


Mr. BAYARD said, not exactly. It was a bill 
providing for the continuation for five years of the 
pensions tò widows of officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, for whose benefit the original navy pension 
fund was expressly laid aside. Although, by the 
improvidence of Congress, that fund had been dissi- 

ated, he regarded it, in effect, as still in existence. 

e mentioned many cases of great hardship en- 
dured by widows now in age and indigence, who 
had heretofore placed reliance on their pensions for 
their entire support; and ‘in particular, referred to 
the case of the relict of Captain Lawrence. These 
he considered cases appealing irresistibly to the jus- 
tice and sympathy of Congress. 

Mr. WRIGHT assured the chairman of the Na- 
val Committee that no member of the Senate could 
be more alive to an appeal in favor of Mrs. Law- 
rence than he was. e was not unaware of her sit- 
uation; but great as were his sympathies in cases of 
this kind, he was compelled to look to the fact that 
these pensions were originally intended to extend to 
five years; and then the claim, under the Jaw, termi- 
nated, as in cases of pensions 1n the army. Yet in 
many instances, pensions had been continued to the 


period of twenty or twenty-five years, which cer-` 


tainly never was intended when the navy pension 
fund was set aside for the purposes designed. 

Mr. BAYARD requested the report of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs would be read. . 

The report was aceordingly read. i 

Mr. CHOATE submitted an amendment, the ob- 
ject of which was to include the widows of persons 
who died of diseases contracted in the naval ser- 


vice. 

Mr. HENDERSON objected to both the amend- 
ment and the bill, on the ground that this was alto- 
gether a perversion of the navy pension fund. He 
quoted largely from the act of Congress establishing 
that fund, with a view of showing that its object 
was to provide for pensions to invalids, or persons 
wounded or disabled in the service, agd not for 
widows or children. 

Mr. CHOATE admitted that there was much in 
what the Senator said which was entitled to con- 
sideration; butif the bill- was to pass, it certain] 
should be amended as he desired, for there could be 
no equity or justice in providing for the widow of a 
person in the naval service killed or drowned by 
tumbling overboard; and denying the same provision 
to the widow of a person in the same service 
brought by his duty intoa West India port, where 


he cohtracted the 
“his duty, and die ee ee 

Mr. WOODBURY agreed that the same principle 
governed both cases; but he was opposed to both 
the amendment:and the bill. ‘These pensions, since 
the expenditure of the navy pension fund, had been 
at once thrown upon the treasury; and the question 
now was, should this be done again. And when 
this question came up another was to be considered, 
whether there was any right in law for the renewal. 
If it-was merely a question of chafity, or sym- 
pathy, or national gratitude, it would be another 
thing; and gentlemen would have to act according to 
their dictates of duty in such considerations. These 
pensioners had received all they were originally 
promised; and since that, much more than widows 

of officers quite as meritorious, who lost their lives 
‘in the army. 

Mr. CHOATE withdrew his amendment, and 
proposed to amend the bill by striking out the words 
“in consequence of” and inserting, “by reason of 
disease contracted, or”—so that it would read “to 
the widows of officers, seamen or marines, who 
have been killed, or died by reason of a wound 
reccived in the line of their duty, or who have died 
by reason of disease contracted, or by drowning, or 
otherwise,” &c. 

Mr. BAYARD did not hardly know-how to op- 
pose this amendment; it seemed so reasonable and 

just in reference to cases such as had been supposed 

y the senator from Massachusetts. Yet he feared 
it would be an opening to a wide class of cases, 

uite beyond the sphere to which it was intended 
the bill should extend. The death of any person 
in the service might be construed to be in conse- 
quence of causes originating in his period of ser- 
vice, or, if of old age, it might be said it was con- 
tracted in the service. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays on 
the proposed amendment; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amendment 
was adopted—yeas 19, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Megsrs. Archer, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, White, 
and Woodbridge—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Breese, Bucha- 
nan, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Henderson, Lewis, Niles, 
Pearce, Sturgeon, Tappan, Woodbury, and Wright—16. 

The bill, as amended, was then reported back to 
the Senate, and the amendment was concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. BREESE 
called for the yeas and nays, which were ordered, 
and they resulted—yeas 20, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Hantington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, 
White, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Henderson, 
Lewis, Niles, Sturgeon, Tappan, Woodbury, and Wright 
—16. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time. 

The joint resolution relative to exchanges of small 
lots of property at Harper’s Ferry and Springfield 
arsenals belonging to the United States, with indi- 
viduals, for contiguous property, for mutual conve- 
vience, was then up, read a third time, and passed. 

„On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
bill “relating to certain collection districts and for 
other purposes,” reported by him from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, was taken up, considered, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. EVANS said it had been his intention to call 
up the bill providing for the remission of duty on 
railroad iron in certain . cases; but he should not to 
day make that motion. Hewould, however, send 
to the table some amendments to the bill, which he 
intended to propose with a view of rendering it more 
acceptable to those he expected would oppose it; 
and he would move that they be printed by to-mor- 
row, so that they could be in the hands of senators 
when he called up the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was ready atany time 
to discuss that bill, but he should object to its being 
taken up to-morrow, unless there was a full attend- 
ance in the Senate. A bill thatis to withdraw the 
protection afforded——— 

hes EVANS interposed by calling the senator to 
order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called the senator himself to 
order. He had nearly concluded what he was about 


gel fever, in the discharge of 


to say when interrupted. In fact, he had no more 
to say at present than that he hoped this bill, which 
. was of great importance, as affecting not only the 
interest of his own State, but of many other sections 
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of the Union, would -not be: brought under discus- 
sion while the Senate was so thinly attended as it 
was at EV AN: : i ‘ ` 

Mr. EVANS said, although the bill might be 
placed under discussion, he should not ask to take 
any vote upon it till there was a full attendance of 
senators, - $ Atan 

. Mr. BUCHANAN did not intend speaking. for 
Buncombe on the bill; it was his wish to. address 


senators; for he meant to show that this bill ought 


‘not to pass. ; : 

The amendments were read, and ordered to be 
printed. f . 

On motion by. Mr. PEARCE, the Senate bill for 
the relief ofthe heirs of Robert Fulton, was taken up 
for further consideration. 

The CHAIR stated that if no amendment were 
offered, the question would be on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. WOODBURY explained the reason why he 
should not vote for this Pit. He had been on a 
committee where these claims were very fully exam- 
ined last year. He took occasion to say that there 
was nota person of purer mind, or one who more 
thoroughly investigated all subjects, than the 
chairman of that committee, [Mr. Granam,] then 
a member of the Senate; and that chairman 
was of opinion that this bill ought not to pass. 
Having come to the same conclusion, he had 
no reason to change it. He was opposed to the 
bill; but, at the same time, he was free to say that if 
the gentleman who reported it would put it in the 
form of a gratuity for the inventions of Mr. Fulton, 
which had conferred such benefits on the country, 
he should vote for it most cheerfully; for he concur- 
red entirely in the opinion that these inventions were 
beyond all price. 

Mr. PEARCE said that if the senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Woopsurr] would prepare such 
an amendment as would suit his views, he should 
have no objection to it. He did not think, himself, 
that the executors of Mr. Fulton could insist upon 
the whole of their demand. strictly in the light of a 
claim upon the government, as a right. 

Mr. WOODBURY then sent an amendment to 
the Chair—to insert after the last clause, the words, 
“and for the great benefits confered upon the coun- 
try, by his application of steam to purposes of nav- 
igation.” 

The yeas and nays, on motion of Mr. BREESE, 
were then taken on the amendment of Mr. Woop- 
Bury, and resulted—yeas 21, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Archer, Bagby, Bates, Choate, Dayton, 
Evans, Francis, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, McDufiic, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Sturgeon, Up- 
ham, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—21 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bayard, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Hen- 
derson, Lewis, Niles, Tallmadge, Tappan, and Wright—16. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. BREESE 
called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and resulted—yeas 23, nays 11, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Dayton, 
Evans, Francis, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
McDuffie, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Stur- 
geon, Tallmadge, Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- 
P IYS Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Clayton, Fair- 
field, Haywood, Henderson, Lewis, Niles, Tappan, and 
Wright—11. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time. 

The general orders were then taken up, and the 
first bill undisposed of on the calendar was the Sen- 
ate bill “authorizing the opening of a canal around 
the falls of St. Mary’s, at the outlet of Lake Supe- 
rior,” reported by Mr. Porrer, from the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals, which was taken up for 
consideration as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. WRIHGT inquired what committee had re- 
ported the bill? wer: 

The CHAIR said, the committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

Mr. HAYWOOD asked whether it was usual to 
employ the troops of the United States in the con- 
struction of works of internal improvement under- 
taken by the government. 

Messrs. PORTER, WOODBRIDGE, CHOATE, 
and other Senators, explained the practice hitherto 
on this point; which it appears has been to allow 
soldiers so employed additional pay of fifteen cents 
per day each. . A 

Mr. HAYWOOD strongly objected to this mode 
of employing troops enlisted for military purposes. 

This point, as well as the general merits of the 
bill, underwent considerable discussion, m which 


Messrs. PORTER, 
JARNAGIN, participated. -= 

Finally, that part of the bill authorizing the em- 
ployment of “such portion of the troops of the Unit- 


ed States as can be spared ‘from other duties to be- 


employed on the work. in the opening and con- 
structing. of said canal,” was stricken out; and the 
bill was reported back to the Senate, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i ` f 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. HAY WOOD 

called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and resulted, yeas 16, nays 12, as follows: 
. YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Benton, Choate, Evans, Francis, 
Jarnagin, Jobnsén, Mangum, Morehead, Porter, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and Wood- 
bridge—17. à 

NAYS.—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Clayton, 
Dayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Lewis, 
Niles, and Wright—li. 

So the bill was-ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
and after a short time spent thereon, l 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 28, 1844. 
BANKS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL presented a memorial, sign- 
ed by more than 1,000 petitioners, in favor of the 
chartering of the banks of the District of Columbia; 
and he gave notice that he should, to-morrow, call 
up that subject if his friends should then have re- 
turned from the national convention at Baltimore. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union having the 
bank charter in charge. 

Mr. PRATT gave notice that he should at- 
tempt to amend the bill to recharter the District 
banks, whenever it was taken up, so as to _assimi- 
late the banks here to the free banks in the State of 
New York. He disclaimed all intention to retard 
the bill for the rechartering of the District banks; 
and avowed his purpose to be merely to perfect it. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back Senate bill for the relief 
of Peter Von Schmidt, without amendment. It was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to provide for the payment of certain 

ensions heretofore paid out of the privateer fund. 
t was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

On the motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was discharged from the 
private bill No. 56, being an act to afford relief to cer- 
tain contractors of the government; and it was refer- 
red, together with the bill for an additional building 
for the War and Navy Departments, and for other 
purposes, to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

On the motion of Mr. HOUSTON, it was ordered 
that the Committee of the Whole House be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill to amend 
“An act entitled an act to carry into effect in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi the existing com- 
pacts with those States, with regard to the five per 
cent. fund, and the school reservations; and that it be 


committed to the Committee of the Whole House on , 


the state of the Union. 

Mr. St. JOHN, by leave, submitted a joint res- 
olution to present a cannon to the borough of Lower 
Sandusky; which was read a first and second time, 
and committed to the Committeee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RUSSELL, by leave, introduced a bill from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, for the relief of 


Samuel Neele; which was read twice, and commit- 


ted to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, without amendment, the Sen- 
ate bill in relation to a port of entry and delivery at 
Passamaquoddy, in, the State of Maine; which was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of his contituents in favor of the immediate 
annexation of Texas; and it was laid on the table. 

Mr. PHGENIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made adverse reports on some petitions for 
additional drawbacks on the exportation of spirits 
distilled from molasses. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that the House take up 
the private bills on the Speaker’s table, that the 


DAYTON, TAPPAN, and > 


House might dispose of such as would not'give tise 
--to’debate. ee ree ee 
The SPEAKER ‘stated that the motion-could not 
be entertained, as objections were made. ‘ f 
Mr. DICKINSON moved’ a suspension ofthe 


rules.” . 

. Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus: 
yeas 77, nays 48: So the motion did not. prevail, 
there being less than a majority of two-thirds. 

The joint resolution explanatory of an act for the 
relief of Mary Williams, widow of Jacob Wil- 
liams, deceased, was read a third time and passed. 

. Mr, BIDLACK moved a suspension of the rules 
in order to proceed to, the consideration of a resolu~ 
tion heretofore offered’ by him, in relation to. the 
various ‘kinds of coal used as fuel in generating 


“steam. x 


The motion was negatived. 3 ae 

Mr, SEYMOUR moved a suspension of the rules, 
that the House resolve itself into. Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union.. ; 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays: 

Not ordered. : a 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. 

Tellers were appointed; and the affirmative votes 
being counted, were 77; noes not counted. 

The motion was carried; and the House resolved. 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Wuire in . 
the chair.) g , 

Mr. JAMESON moved to postpone the bill pend- 
ing before the committee, (the widows’ pension 
bill,) and that the committee take up bill No. 19, for 
repayment of losses incurred in the Florida war by 
the Missouri volunteers. 

On this question the votes were taken by tellers, 
who reported 30 in the affirmative, and 60 in the 
negative. : ; 

Ona second count, there were 32 ayes, and ‘74 
noes—still no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, being called upon to count 
the members present, reported that there were 129, 
being more than a quorum; and the count, by. the 
tellers, was then demanded, on the motion of Mr. 
JAMESON; and it resulted in ayes 29, noes 81. 
No quorum voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, remarking that there was evi- 
dently no disposition to transact any business, 
moved that the committee rise; which motion pre- 
vailed—yeas 67, nays 65. 

The committee then rose, and its chairman re- 
ported that the committee had had a certain bill -un- 
der consideration, and came to no conclusion 
thereon. 

Mr. McKAY rose and said it was evident there 
was an unwillingness on the part of the majority to 
do any business, and he regretted that he Jad not, 
on Saturday, voted for the motion to adjourn over. 
He would now move that this House adjourn; and 
he gave notice that to-morrow he should call up the 
civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. DUNCAN. And I give notice that I shalt 
call up the Oregon bill. |Laughter.] 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. FISH: The petitions of James McGowen, and 
Simon M. Hadman for pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAND: The petition of citizens of Ypsi- 
lanti, Michigan, for an appropriation of land to complete the 
central railroad, &c., in that State. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Ruth Ransom, fora land 
warrant in lieu of a former one lost: referred to the Com-~ 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: 'The petition of citizens of Wayne 
and Luzerne counties, in Pennsylvania, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Sterling post office, in 
Wayne county via Hollistersville, to Providence in Luzerne 
county. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 29, 1844. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a resolution suspending the operation. 
of the joint resolution authorizing the printing of 
certain copies of the journals of Congress, till after 


the present session. ; i 
Mr. CHOATE, from the Committee on Foreign 


“Relations, reported a bill for the relief of American 


citizens who were sufferers by French spoliations 
prior to 1800. 

Mr. BAGBY moved that an additional member be 
appointed by the chair, to the committee on engross- 
ed bills: adopted. 

On motion of Mr. TAPAAN, the resolution which, 


Cquived: for both 
“found ‘that tórepřin í i t t 

very large ‘sum of monéy-in comparison with ‘copies 
oatnnelo at? from type already set.” It-was, therefore, 
“recommended to suspérid “the ‘operation: of the origi- 
“fal resolution until’the next session of Congress. > 
"Phe résolution was ordéred'to be engrossed; and, 

subsequently, it was passed. ` i 

. Mr. BUCHANAN ‘presented a memorial from a 
-number “of ‘the’ ‘citizens “of Pennsylvania, asking 


out delay: laid on the table. 


«Congress to annex Texas to the United States with- 


Mr- LEWIS'presented a memorial. from a large : 
meeting of the citizens of Eufaula, Ala., in favor of : 


the annexation of ‘T'exas to the United States: 


: “Phe bill discussed yesterday, entitled ‘a bill con- : 
cerning naval’ pensions,” ‘was taken upon on its - 
‘third Yeading, read and passed. The title of the bill ; 
“was, on motion of’ Mr: Bavarp, so amended ‘as to | 


read, “a bill renewing certain pensions.” 
Mi. ARCHER presented a memorial from a meet- 
‘ing ‘of titizéns of ‘Shenandoah, Va., praying that 


` there shall be no interference with the present tariff: : 


~ referred tothe Committee on Finance. 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert Ful- 
. ton was taken up, read a third time, and passed. 
‘On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous orders 
were suspended, and the Senate bill 172, entitled 
“a bill concerning furloughs in the naval service,” 
was taken up, as in committee of the whole, for 
consideration. © ` 
Mr. BAYARD submitted, with the concurrence 
of the Naval Committee, several verbal amendments; 
which were adopted. 
The bill, thus amended, was reported back to the 
Senate, and the amendments were concurred in. In 
its amended form, it is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of American in Congress assembied, That 
the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized, 

. Whenever in his opinion any officer should be put on fur- 
_ lough as unfit for dnty, from age, infirmity, or other causes, 
to convene a board of officers, to consist of not less than 
fournor more than: seven members, who shall take into 
consideration the case of any such olliver. The: decision 
ofa.majovity of said. board shall be final and conclusive; 


and,.from the time of such decision, such officer directed to , 


he put on furlough, shall be out of the line of promotion, 
antl shall receive pay at the rate of half the sea pay belong- 
ing-tovhis. grado. PE 

No oficer put-on furlough by the decision of such a board 

_ Shall bo ngain employed, umdess upon the recommendation 
of a subsequent board, similarly constituted. 

The said board shall be composed, as far as circumstances 
will permit, of officers senior in rank to the individual 
whose case is submitted to such board. 

Provided, always, That if a majority of the said board 
shall be of opinion, in the case of any- officer ‘subinitted io 
thom for furlough, thet he should have been subjected to 
trial by a court martial for any oftences committed by him, 
they ‘shall certify such opinion to the Secretary of the 
Navy, whose duty it shall be fortiwith to order a court 
martial for the trial of such officer. ; 

Sec. 2. Andhe it further enacted, That the members of said 
board shall be sworn or aftirmed hy the presiding officer; 
ani the presiding oficer shall be sworn or affirmed by the 
next junior member in rank, to hear and decide each case 
submitted to them, without prejudice, favor, or partiality. 
The individual whose case is to be submitted to sneh board 
shall have due notice given him, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the reasons to he submitted to the said Board for 
their decision; and shall be directed to appear before the 
said board in person, and make suck explanations ox he may 

hink proper, in writing or by parole. 

[There is another section, added by amendment, 
repealing the act of 3d March, 1825, with certain 
reservations concéming half-pay.] 

It was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 

_ Yeading; and subsequently it was read, and passed. 
_ On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the report of the 
- Committee on Revolutionary Claims; in relation to 
_ the petition of Nahum Ward, laid on the table some 
ume ago, was taken up, and the petition, with doc- 
uments since furnished by the claimant, alleged to 
contain. additional evidence, was referred fo the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
fa he engrossed bill “relating to certain collection 
_ astticts, and for other purposes,” was read a third 
tume, and passed: 
ne engrossed bill “authorizing the opening of a 
; ana! around the falls of St. Mary’s, at the outlet 


i present ‘session; but, as only the baré “number Te- 
oth: Houses had been prińted, “it was | 
hese few copies would costa | 


of “Lake Süperior,” “next came up on its thira: 


reading. - - 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to recommit the bill, with < 


instructions tothe “committee to report abill, as a 


“substitute, granting a sufficiency of the public lands . 


to the State of Michigan for: the construction ofthe 


canal: "There were; hie considered, several insupera- 
| bie objections to the bill in'its present form. 


It pro- 
‘posed to'make a‘ canal inthe State of: Michigan, 
without asking the consent of the State,.or obtain- 
sing the necessary jurisdiction. It isto be a canal 
-constructed by ithe general government—the most. 


: expensive’ and inefficient agency for such a work 


that could be thought. of. -It increased .unnecessa- 
rily executive patronage and extravagance, instead of 
economy in expénditure.. For these resons he 
moved the recommittal of the bill. ; 
Mr. PORTER read a resolution ofthe legislature 


of Michigan, adopted at its last session, instructing” 


thé: senators in Congress and recommending the 
representatives of that State to co-operate in promot- 
ing this work by the general government. 

r. TAPPAN did not understand this as con- 
veying the right of jurisdiction to the United States. 


Messrs. PORTER and WOODBRIDGE ex- . 


plained at great length the impértance and value of 
the canal. proposed, and the circumstances which 
insured the cordial co-operation of the State of Mi- 
chigan. - i 

- Mr. TAPPAN showed that, if the general govern- 
ment proceeded to make the canal as now proposed, 
it would have no jurisdiction, no right to collect 
tools, no redress for offences, such as breaking down 
locks, and dams, &c. 

Mr. PORTER thought these details would be at- 
tended to in the further legislation necessary to com- 
pletethe work. The present bill only contemplated 
commencing the work with about one-third of the 
means requisite to complete it. 

The motion to recommit was negatived. 

Mr. HAYWOOD pointed out the wording of the 
bill, which gave unlimited power to the President of 
the United States to incur-any expense he pleased, 
no matter how enormous it might be, in the con- 
struction of the work. 

After a short discussion on this point between 
Messrs. PORTER, TAPPAN, HAYWOOD, 
BREESE, and WHITE, 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions so to amend it as to limit all con- 
tracts and expenditures under its authority to the 
sum therein. appropriated; and on this motion he 
called for the yeasand nays, which were ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, result- 
ed—yeas 10, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Fairfield, 
haben ‘Huger, Johnson, Niles, Semple, and Wood- 

ury—-10, 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bates, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Jarnagin, Merrick, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Upham; White, and Woodhridge—22. 

So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 

The question recurring, “Shall this bill pass?” the 
yeas and nays thereon were called for by Mr. Tar- 
Pan, and ordered; and they resulted—yeas 22, nays 
14, as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, Breese, 
Buchanan, Choate, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Johnson, 
Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Clayton, Fair- 
fiela, Haywood, Huger, Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Niles, 
Semple, Tappan, and Woodbury, 14. ` 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the previous or- 
ders were suspended, and the bill for the relief of 
William De Buys, late postmaster of New Orleans, 
was taken up, as in committee of thè whole, for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the amendment 
reported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Poast Roads, by filling up the blank with $5,000; 


which amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON called for some explana- 
tion of the bill. : 

Mr. MERRICK explained, that by the rules and 
regulations of the Post Office Department, the emol- 
uments of deputy postmasters were so regulated 
that no postmaster could retain for his own use 
more than a surplus of $2,000 out of the commis- 
ston in account, and $3,000 out of the rent of boxes 
for private accommodation, both together not ex- 
ceeding $5,060. In the great cities, such as New 
York, Philadelphia, &c., the surplus in each case 
was always sufficient after office expenses, and clerk 
hire; but in New Orleans, owing to the high sal- 


‘ 


“surplus “from the 


engrossed and read a third time. 


aiies “OF “Clerks, and “extraordinary expenses, the 
f ‘commission fell: shòrt of 
$2000, though the ee from the rent of boxes 
far exceeded $3,000.. The object of the. bill was to 
Allow thé deficiency of the former.to be made-up 
from’ the.excess:of the; latter, so. that the postmaster 
should reeeis'e ‘the full compensation of $5,000, to 
-which he was ‘entitled; as incumbent of an office 
of thé-grade of the New Orleans post office. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, the 
amendment concurred in; and it was ordered to be 

Mr. MILLER offered the following resolution, 
and requested its consideration now: 

- Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury -be instruct- 
ed to report to the Senate the amount of duties on railroad 
iron, which would be remitted or refunded in case the đu- 
ties should be rémitted ‘or refunded on all railroad: iron 
which has been imported since the idth of July, 1832, and 
laiddown within three years after its importation; statin, 
the amount which would be remitted or refunded to each 
State or railroad. company respectively, distinguishing be- 
tween them. £ as 

Mr. PORTER suggested a modification, which 
was accepted by Mr. Miter and embodied in the 
resolution, (being the last three words as above 
printed.) è i 

Mr. PHELPS thought it would be best to let the 
resolution lie over one day, as usual. 

Mr. MILLER said the information called for was 
necessary, in:view of the discussion on the bill to 
come up to-morrow, for the remission of duties on 
railroad iron. . 

The objection not being withdrawn by Mr. 
Puevps, the resolution was laid over in conformity 
with the one-day rule. 

On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the resolutions 
of the Finance Committee to postpone indefinitely 
Mr. McDurrin’s bill to restore the tariff to the 
standard of the compromise act, was taken up, and 
made the special order for to-morrow, at 12 o’clock, 
Mr. McDorrin’s state of health being such as to pre- 
vent him from addressing the Senate to-day as he 
had expected. ` 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 29, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee. on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, asked leave to reporta joint 
resolution: leave was not granted. - f 

Mr. GOGGIN suggested a correction of the jour- 
nal. According to the entry, it would appear ‘that, 
after having taken his seat, he had abstained from 
voting on various important questions; whereas, in 
truth, these votes had been taken previous to his ta- 
king his seat. 

The journal was corrected accordingly. 

Mr. PHGSNIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the act relating to bonds to be 
given by custom-house officers, 

The question being on its passage, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said he should object, 
unless a quorum was present. 

The SPEAKER counted the members present; 
and there appeared to be 107—being less than a 
quorum. f 

The yeas and nays were then demanded and or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted thus: (several mem- 
bers having entered the House during the calling o 
the names,) yeas 126, nay 1. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. R. SMITH, the following res- 
olution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the clerks employed in the folding-rooms 
during the months of January and February, be allowed the 
same compensation per day as the pages of this House re- 
ceive. . 

Mr. HALE moved a suspension of the rules, in 
order to take up for consideration two. joint-resolu- 
tions which had been reported from thé Committee 
of the Whole: negatived. j 

TRANSFER OF PENSION AGENCIES: 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose, and reminded the 
House of the passage of a bill at an earlier. part of 
the session, to authorize the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to transfer certain: pension agencies from Ken- 
tucky to Cincinnati, Ohio, and said he had received 
a letter which apprised him. that that could be done 
only by the Secretary of War, and therefore the 
bill was inoperative. To remedy the error which 
the House had committed, he now asked leave to 
introduce a-joint resolution. 


Mr, HALE objected. 


Mr: BRINKERHOFF moved a suspension of 
the rules; to.enable him to introduce his resolution; 
which was agreed to—the vote, taken by Messrs. 

_Grinvexs and Corzs—being 105 in the: affirmative, 
and 10 in the negative. 

Mr. B. then introduced a joint’ resolution, direct- 

. ing the Secretary of War to transfer pension agen- 
ciés to Ohio, instead of the Secretary of the Treasu- 

. ry, who was directed by the late act to execute its 

provisions; and it. was read three times and passed, 

_ being first changed to the form of a bill, onthe sug- 
gestion of Mr. WINTHROP. , f 

_ Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, introduced a bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to hold a treaty with the Ot- 
tawas, Chippewas, and Pottawatamie Indians; and 
it was read twice, and committed to the Committce 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

On the motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the motion 
which had been postponed to this day, to print the 
report, &c. of the Committee of Elections in the 
case of Botts versus Jones, was further postponed to 
Friday next. f f 

` Several ineffectual motions were màde to take up 
particular bills. 
PENSION BILL. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
pension bill. The pending amendment was’ that 
offered by Mr. G. Davis, to extend the provisions of 
the bill to the soldiers in our Indian wars, to which 
Mr. R. Smiru submitted an amendment, to amend 
the amendment offered by Mr. G. Davis so as to 
apply the benefits of the act to all those who fought 
in the Indian wars, prior to the declaration of war 
against Great Britain in 1812. He advocated the 
amendment as an act of justice to a large and mer- 
itorious class of our citizens, who bravely defended 
the western frontier against a savage foe. 

Mr. BOWLIN, who was entitled to the floor, 
proceeded to reply to the speech of Mr. G. Darts 
of a previous day. 

To suppose that this amendment was offered in 
order to effect the destruction of the bill, as had been 
insinuated, was to suppose that it was unworthy of 
the consideration of the House. The claim set up 
on behalf of those pioneer frontier soldiers was as 
worthy and as meritorious as that of any soldier of 
the revolution. Their numbers were few, for they 
had been nearly exterminated in the dangerous and 
sanguinary conflicts to which they were exposed. 
There was no class of individualsin the country who 
were better entitled to claim the benefit of a pension 
law than those western warriors who put you in 
possession of that fine and fertile region. 

Mr. R. SMITH briefly addressed the committee, 
advocating the amendment which he had offered. 
He was not in favor of any thing like partial legisla- 
tion, and he could assure the committee that the 
class of persous embraced in the amendment which 
he had offered, were as meritorious as any that were 
embraced in the original bill, or in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. All that he asked 
was, that strict justice should be done to all. 

Mr. SIMONS was opposed to the amendment; 
indeed, he was not in favor of amending the bill at 
all;he thought every step that was taken placed 
the House ina more awkward and embarrassing posi- 
tion; if they were to go on and admit every descrip- 
tion of persons on whose behalf application was 
made, they would exhaust the treasury ofthe nation 
without satisfying the half of them. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. FICKLIN, 
RATHBUN, DEAN, BOWER, and STEWART. 

Mr. STEWART; diverging from the question be- 
fore the committee, was proceding to discuss the 
subject of the tariff, when he was called to order by 
Mr. Seymour of New York, for irrelevancy. 

The CHAIRMAN being called upon for his de- 
cision, said he felt compelled to decide that the gen- 
tleman was out of order; his remarks being entirely 
foreign to the subject before the committee. 

From this decision, Mr. Srewarr appealed, and 
the motion being put, tellers were deinanded and 
appointed. F 

Mr. STEWART, however, observing that as a 
division would be likely to show that a quorum was 
not present, and consequently would have the effect 
of stopping the transaction of business, withdrew 
the appeal. P 

Mr. PARMENTER made some remarks in op- 
position to the amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL - 


was addressing the-House in continuation of his ré-_ 
` marks, when he was called to order for irrelevancy. ` 

Some in lar conversation ensued, in. the: 
course of which, it was found that there was not a 
‘quorum present, and the committee rose and reported ` 
that fact to the House. . 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporter by the members presenting 
them: i oe 

By Mr. BURT: The petition of snndry citizens of South 
Carolina, praying a change of the mail-stage route from 
Augusta, Georgia, to Greenville court-house, South Caro- 
lina, so that it shali run from Allville court-house, by Due 
West Corner and Craytonville, to Anderson court-house. 

_By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Paul Dudley, fora pen- 
sion, and accompanying evidence: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 30, 1844. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Townsend, Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the treaty-for the annexation of Texas to 
the United States: laid on the table. 

Mr. NILES presented a memorial from citizens o 
Middleton, Connecticut, in favor of the ratification 


of the treaty for the annexation of Texas tothe . 


United States: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. ARCHER presented two memorials from the 
county of Hardy, Virginia, remonstrating against 
any disturbance of the present tariff. Although the 
subject had been set at rest, he continued to present 
such memorials as were addressed to him, conceiv- 
ing it important to show the growing favor with 
which that excellent measure, the act of 1842, was 
now regarded throughout the country: referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back the petition of John Judges, 
with an adverse rgport: report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition, numer- 
ously signed, and very well written, from German 
adopted citizens of New York, in favor of the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States: laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from mer- 
chants and citizens of New Orleans, praying for the 
remission of the duties on cotton imported from 
Texas: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported back the resolution prohibiting 
the sale of spirituous liquors within the Capitol or 
public grounds, and recommended its passage. 

It was subsequently taken up, and passed. 

Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolution 
of inquiry, which, at his request, was considered 
and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of so amending the act of . 


30th August, 1842, as to admit guano free of duty. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of William De 
Buys, late postmaster at New Orleans, was read a 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the bill for the relief of James 
Duffy was taken up, considered, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the Senate bill 137, for the con- 
tinuation of pensions to certain widows, was taken 
up, considered, amended, and ordered to be engross- 
ed, and read a third time. It appropriates $400,000 
for continuing pensions to the widows of officers 
and soldiers of the revolution. 

Mr. BATES explained that, under the last act of 
renewal, the number widows on the pension list was 
5,775, averaging $70 pension each, and receiving, in 
the aggregate, $372,380; but anticipating some addi- 
tions for the widows of those officers and soldiers 
not married till after the revolutionary war, he had 
inserted $400,000 as the sum to be appropriated by 
this bill. i 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Miz- 
LER Was next taken up; and, 

On motion by Messrs. PORTER and HEN- 
DERSON, with Mr. Mrizer’s assent, amended 
so as to read as follows: — 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instruct- 
ed to report to the Senate the amount of duties on!railroad 
iron, which would be remitted or refunded incase the du- 
ties should be remitted or refunded on all railroadiron 
which has been imported since the 14th of July, 1832, and 
laid down within three years after its importatzon; stating 


`. Mr. STEWART again obtained the floor, and: |] 


unded to eath 
stinguishing be- 


ich wou. mitted or 


State or railroad company . respectively, 


the amount w. 


Ja. 
-tween them u also, thé whole, amount of bonds. outstanding 


and unsatisfied, judgments obtained thereon, given for the 
payment of duties.under the several -acts authorizing draw- 
acks on railread iron. sae eerie ay 
The resolution was adopted. ee pt 
On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the previ- 


‘ous orders were postponed, and the joint resolution 
concerning the copper rock of Lake Superior, was 


taken up, considered, and ordered. to be engrossed 


for a third reading. It authorizes the restoration of 


the rock to the person who found it; or the purchase 
of itfrom him by the executive department, for a 
sum not exceeding the cost of obtaining it and 


_ bringing it to this city. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that this was the 
largest mass of pure copper, in its native state,’ he 
believed, in the known world; and that it had been 
discovered and obtained by the claimant in the In- 
dian country, near Lake Superior, previous to the 
extinction of the Indian title to their lands there. A 
question had arisen whether it belonged to the soil 
at the time of the Indian treaty with the United 
States; but there could be little doubt that it had 
been raised and placed above the soil, on stilts, for 
removal, before the treaty, and, consequently, that 
the equitable title had been acquired by the claim- 
ant for a valuable consideration, while he was a li- 
censed trader with the Indians. Itwas.upon this 
view that the committee had acted; and considering 
that it was desirable the government should possess 
such a great natural curiosity, provision was made 
for its purchase at a cost not exceeding that incurred 
in bringing it to the seat of government. 

The Senate joint resolution, providing for the re- 
turn of additional items in the commercial statistics, 
was, as the first business in order on the general .cal- 
endar, taken up and read; but the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, [Mr. Barrow,] who had 
reported it, not being in his place, pending-a motion 
made by Mr. Huntineron to lay the resolution on 
the table for the present, | _ à 

The special order was announced; and the reso- 
lutions of the Finance Committee to postpone indef- 


- initely the bill introduced by Mr. McDurris for the 


restoration of the present tariff to the standard of 
the compromise act, were taken up, Mr. McDurrie 
being entitled to the floor in conclusion of the de- 
bate, and in reply to the opponents of his bill. 


Mr. McDUFFIE addressed the Senate for nearly i 
two hours, chiefly in reply to the speeches made on _ 
the subject by the two senators from Massachusetts, 
[Messrs. Cuoate and Barss,] and, incidentally, in 
animadversion on the principle laid down by the 
senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] that every pro- 
tective tariff act, since the foundation of the system, 
had benefited the country. Mr. McD. examined 
and exposed the fallacious and delusive histories of 
the protective system relied upon by the senators 
from Massachusetts, as the foundation of their ar- 
guments, and showed that the average duty, con- 
sidered ample for protection previous to 1816, was 
but 7 per cent, and that it was only in 
consequence of the expenses of the war with Great 
Britain, and the necessity of paying off the debt in- 
curred during that war, that, by the act of 1816, the 
average was raised to 20 per cent. He justified the 
conduct of South Carolina with regard to the act of 
1816; and contrasted it with the selfish policy by 
which Massachusetts then, as now, was actuated, 
though taking a position diametrically opposite tọ 
that now assumed. i 

Being in delicate health, and much fatigued after 
speaking two hours, Mr. McD. requested and ob- 
tained the indulgence of the Senate to allow him to 


| postpose the conclusion of his remarks till to- 


morrow. 

The Senate then, on motion of Mr. EVANS, 
went into executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuxspay, May 30, 1844. 


Mr. J. CAMPBELL, pursuant to an intimation 
given yesterday, moved that the rules be suspended 
that the House might resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with the 
view, as was understood, of taking up the bill to re- 
charter the banks of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON reminded the House that 4 
o'clock, this day, had been fixed to stop debate in 
Committee of the Whole on the Louisiana land 
claim bill; and he hoped, therefore, that that busi- 
ness would be taken up. i 


. “Mr PRATT desired: the action of: the House_on 
‘a notion: to: reconsider: the vote ‘by which a resolu- 
‘tion: sabmitted. by him a day. or.two since, was 

adopted. HE pe ees oie ets 

The suggestion was acted upon; and the vote was 

isidered. OO des eM Ae : 
Mr PRATT then submitted a’ substitute, inthe 
form.of. a joint resolution, to sorire a more, perfect 
accountability of.the public property. - , : 

“In offering, this reactor (said. Mr. P.,) I deem 

itbutjast to. say that I mean to impute no wrong 
tő -any officer of the government. ~ But I think it 
proper that all officers should be: required to render 
an inventory, or property account, similar to that 
which business men prepare—though L ara aware it 
cannot. be done. so often. à 
made out. once in. two years—say in the month of 
July—and laid. before every new Congress, at the 
commencement of its session.. This would enable 
new members the. more readily to uriderstand the 
subjects-upon which they would be called to legis- 
late. Property ‘greatly deteriorates by lying on 
hand and out of use. In short, often accountability 
renders men more correct; and, to use an old adage, 
“An ounce of prevention is worth à pound of cure.” 
Many of the officers now keep such an account; 
but 1 believe there has never been a. general inven- 
tory since the government was formed. And I will 
add, those of the officers whom I have consulted 
recommend this course. 

Mr. McKAY proposed an amendment, to secure 
the taking of an inventory of the property in the 
presidential mansion once in every four years, before 
the inauguration of each succeeding President. He 
made some remarks in support of his amendment. 

The resolution was amended as proposed by Mr. 
McKay; and after some conversation, in which Mr. 
ADAMS, Mr. PRATT, and Mr. McKAY took 
part, the joint resolution was read three several times, 
and passed, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United. States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That the 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Postmaster 
General, and the Commissioner of Public Buildings, he 
directed to lay before the next Congress at the commence- 
ment of its first regular session, reports of all public prop- 
erty, exhibiting the quantity, condition, and cost thereof, 
on hand on the 30th day of June previous to said reports, 
embracing full descriptive accounts of all real estate, the 
location, time when obtained, purchased, or reserved, the 
cost, objects, and uses of all lands, and improvements of all 
public buildings, for civil and military purposes, including 
custom-houses, light-houses, fortifications, arsenals, ar- 
mories, navy-yards, docks, and depots, of all movable prop- 
erty, including ships, military stores, ordnance, arms, muni- 
tions, and material for mail hie 

And the said officers shall thereafter lay before each suc- 
successive Congress, at the commencement of its first regular 
session, reports showing the condition of the public prop- 
erly embraced in the preceding reports, together with state- 
ments of all public property acquired or disposed of during 
the two years ending with the fiscal year, showing the in- 
vestments and credits in such property account. 

And that the Clerk of the House cause a catalogue of 
the library of the House of Representatives to be made 
by the librarian, and printed for the use of the House prior 
to the next session of Congress, 

And that the Commissioner of Public Buildings be and he 
is hereby directed, on or before the 3d day of March next, 
and every four years thereafter, to take an inventory of the 
furniture of the PresidenUs House, at such time as may be 
convenient to the President for the time being, and to deliver 
& copy thereof to the President-elect, and to file a copy of 
the same in the Library of Congr 

And that the Secretary and Sergeant-at-arms of the Sen- 
ate and Clerk and Doorkeeper of the House of Representa- 
tives, shall be, and they are hereby, required, on or before 
the first day of July next, and every two years thereafter, 
to cause to be made full and correct inventories of all pub- 
lie property in their respective offices; or belonging to 
either House, and file copies of the same in the Library of 
Congress. 


_ Mr. ADAMS next submitted a resolution, direct- 
ing the clerk of the Elouse of Representatives, to 


cause the tenth volume of the laws of the United | 


States to be revised and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. J. CAMP&ELL then attempted to get ina 
motion to rescind the order by which the House had 
determined to dispose of the Louisina land bill to- 
day, his desire being to take up the District bank bill; 
but after some conversation, a motion was made to 
£0 Into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which was agreed to. The House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Weer in the chair.) 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSION BILL. 

„The committee took up the Revolutionary Pension 
bill, the pending amendment to which was that 
offered by Mr. G. Davis, to amend the provisions of 
the bill to the soldiers of our Indian wars; which 
amendment Mr. R, Smiri had moved to amend. 


It might, however, be : 


Theamendment to the amendnient was rejected. 
The question recurred on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman, from Kentucky. ‘And, upon this 
question tellers -were appointed, who reported 
39 votes in the. affirmative; the. negative votes hot 


counted. - z 


The amendment was not agreed to. - 


Mr, COLES moved to amend- by adding a proviso. 


to the effect that the pensions granted by the fore- 
going’act be applied only to. widows in indigent cir- 
cumstances.) o0 i 3 

The amendment was negatived. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, offered an amend- 


ment, the object of which was to make the provisions 


- of this act apply to. recent .applications, but not to 
| applications pending already before the commis- 


sioner. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY inquired of the gentleman by whom 
the bill had been reported, whether-it-was his inten- 
tion to move an additional section, providing for the 
payment of the pensions therein granted. 


Mr. SEYMOUR replied that it would be difficult, 


at present, to ascertain the amount that would be 
required. . The sum required, however, for the pay- 
ment of pensions.to the widows of revolutionary 
officers and soldiers still unprovided for, would not 
be very large. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

LAND CLAIMS. 

The committee then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill to provide for the adjustment of land 
claims in Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, and part 
of Mississippi, Alabama, &c. i 

Mr. C. JOHNSON resumed and concluded his 
remarks, (commenced on a former day in opposi- 
tion to the bill.) 

Mr. SLIDELL replied to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, setting forth the object contemplated by 
the bill, and the reasons which had induced the com- 
mittee of the House, as well as the select-committee in 
the Senate, to report favorably upon it. The bill was 
intended to open the tribunals of the United States, 
so that individuals might litigate their claims to lands 
which were also claimed by the government. 

He spoke at length through his hour in explana- 
tion of the case presented to the Touse, and in de- 
fence of the bill. 

Mr. VINTON next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. V. in conclusion, proposed an amendment, by 
way of proviso, at the end of the first section, that 
the bill should not embrace any claim that had been 
barred by any act of Congress, or that had been de- 
clared by any act of Congress to be null and void. 

Mr. WHITE replied to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. ‘VinTon,] and those of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cave Jounson,] 
and advocated the adoption of a measure for the ad- 
judication and settlement of these claims. 

Mr. CROSS followed in support of the measure. 

Mr. LEONARD offered the following proviao: 

Provided, That all persons having claims for spoliations 
onthe French government, prior to the year 1800, shall 
have the same right to prosecute this government, as pro- 
vided by this act, and under similar restrictions. 

Mr. L. in a few brief remarks, urged the adoption 
of this proviso. 

The hour fixed by resolution of the House for 
terminating debate in Committee of the Whole hay- 
ing arrived, the committee proceeded to vote upon 
the pending amendments: the first was that offered 
by Mr. Vinton, stated above. 

On this question the yotes—taken by tellers—were 
70 in the affirmative, and 47 in the negative. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was further amended on the motion of 
Mr. VINTON. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then proposed a proviso to 
disqualify persons from suing the government b 
virtue of this act, unless such persons were entitled 
under grants prior to 1805. 

The amendment was negatived, as were 
some other amendments which he proposed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved to strike out the third 
Section, on which the vote was 40 in the affirma- 
tive, and 37 in the negative; being less than a quo- 
rum. 

The committee then rose, and reported that fact 
to the House. The House then adjourned. 


also 


The following petition was presented to-day, un- 
der the rule: 


By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of John Maclaughlin, 


Augustus Troxel, Thomas Murnane, and others, citizéns of 


+ Dauphin cotnty, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to admit 


‘Texas as a territory of the United States. 


IN SENATE. 


© 2”. Frmay, May 31, 1844. : 

. Mr. BENTON presented a petition from Benja- 
min St. Brair, praying for remuneration for provis- 
ions furnished to the United States troops under eon- 
tract when they went to protect the Santa Fe traders: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. PEARCE presented-a memorial from Dr. 
Ninian Pinkney, of the navy, in relation to his rank 

„in the navy: referred to the Committee cn Naval 
Affairs. : i . 

Mr. SEVIER ‘presented the petition of Mary 
Anne Morris, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from 
‘Missouri, numerously signed, asking for the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States: laid on the 
table. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE reported, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, the memorial of Robert Mills, 
and moved that they be discharged from its consid- 


- eration, and that the report be printed. Committee 


discharged accordingly, and report ordered to be 
printed. ; 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. i 

Mr. PHELPS called to the recollection of the 
Senate that this was the day appointed for the con- 
sideration of the resolution of adjournment, and 
hoped the subject would be disposed of at once. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked that there was a very 
thin attendance in the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON (from his. seat) requested 
the Senator would let the vote be taken. 

The Senate joint resolution, amended by the 
House, which struck out the 29th of May and insert- 
ed the 17th of June, for the day of adjourning Con- 
gress sine die, was accordingly taken up, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The House joint resolution, providing for the 
more perfect accountability and security of the pub- 
lic property, was taken up, read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of James Duffy, 
was read a third time, and passed. . 

The engrossed bill for continuing the pensions of 
certain widows was also read a third time, and 
passed. ; 

The joint resolution concerning the copper rock 
of Lake Superior was next taken up on its third 
reading. f 

Mr. TAPPAN asked what use this rock would 
be to the government. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that it was a 
great natural curiosity, which it was desirable to 
have in the public collection. 

Mr. TAPPAN did not see upon what grounds 
the necessity for this resolution was based. The 
rock was private property, improperly seized by the 
Secretary of War; and the owner could recover it 
by law without requiring Congress to recognize the 
act of a public officer for which he was himself ac- 
countable. It could have no other object than to 
screen him from the consequences of his own ill- 
advised act. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that this course 
was satisfactory to the claimant. 

The yeas ret nays being called for and ordered 
on the passage of the resolution, were taken, and 
resulted—yeas 21, rays 15; so the resolution was 
passed. 

Mr. RIVES presented the memorial of Mary 
Roberts, widow of John Roberts, a soldier of the 
revolution, asking -for a pension: referred to the 
committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. R. also presented a memorial and the pro- 
ceedings of a large meeting held in Clark county, 
Virginia, in favor of the annexation of Texas to the 
United States: laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill granting a 
pension to William Brown was taken up, con- 
sidered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. : 

, On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Adams & Co. and others was taken 
up, considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. 

On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the harbor bill 
making appropriations for. certain harbors and 
rivers (usually called the western harbor bill) was 


si up for consideration as in committee of the 
whole, i 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. EVANS wished to have some amendment 
Yoade in the phraseology of the appropriation for 
Buffalo harbor, so as to prevent its being construed 
into a limitation, of the right of the Secretary of 
War and topographical. corps to choose the mode of 
improvement most conducive to the present in- 
terest. ; 

Messrs. WOODBRIDGE and MOREHEAD 


assured the senator from Maine that the object he ` 


had in view was best accomplished by letting the 
phraseology stand as it was: 

Mr. WRIGHT said that, for the very moderate 
appropriation made to improve the. present harbor, 
me wording of the bill was just what it ought 
to be. 


Mr. EVANS wished for time to consult some 


communications he had received on the subject; and 
on his motion the bill was postponed till to-morrow. 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


The unfinished business being then in order, the 
resolutions of the Finance Committee to postpone in- 
definitely Mr. McDurrte’s bill for restoring the 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act, were 
taken up; and 


Mr. McDUFFIE, in continuation of his remarks 


of yesterday, addressed the Senate for two hours, 


the beginning of the debate, and meeting all the 
points of opposition with which they had been as- 
sailed by his opponents. In conclusion, Mr. McD. 
brought forward a priuciplé to which he had not 
in this discussion before alluded, though he had 
urged iton former occasions, but which he now re- 
garded as of paramount importance. He alluded 
to the principle involved in the protective policy, of 
destruction to the republican institutions: of this 
confederacy. Mr. McD. explained at great length 
his views of the workings and consequences of this 
principle, and appealed to the friends ofthose insti- 
tutions to avert the calamities which their subver- 
sion must sooner or later occasion. 


Mr. CHOATE, for purposes of explanation, next 
obtained the floor, and addressed the Senate for an 
hour and a half, in answer to remarks made by the 
senator from South Carolina, in reference to Massa- 
chusetts, and the speech he made some six weeks 
ago on this ey 

Mr. McDUFFIE, in explanation, again obtained 
the floor, and spoke for about half an hour, in reply 
to the senator from Massachusetts [Mr. CHoare.] 

Mr. CHOATE further explained; as did also Mr. 
McDUFFIE. ; 

Mr. BAGBY, in reference to remarks which fell 
from the senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cnoare,] 
defined the grounds he had taken in his speech, with 
regard to the change of policy, in consequence of the 
change of interests, which had taken place in Massa- 
chusetts since 1824. 

Mr. BATES expressed his own desire to re- 
ply to such comments as the ser.ator from South 
had addressed to his speech on the present question, 
but at the same time yielded to the wishes of his 
friends around him in not protracting the debate. He 
therefore contented himself with reiterating the posi- 
tions he had assumed. 

Mr. EVANS invoked the Senate to allow the 
question to be taken. 

Mr. MecDUFFIE suggested that there could be 
no necessity for taking the question on the resolu- 
tions reported from the Committee on Finance, as 
the question of jurisdiction was one which he had 
not argued atany length. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to see the question 
taken directly on the bill. i 

The CHAIR explained that the second resolution 
was on its indefinitement postponement. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN did not see the propriety of 
any other course than a direct vote on the bill, 

Mr. WHITE preferred a direct vote on the bill, 
and pointed out the course of the Senate a few days 
ago in relation to a case in point, when the vote was 
taken on the indefinite postponement. of a bill, and 
not on the adoption of a resolution from a commit- 
tee. 

Mr. ARCHER hoped the question would be 
taken on the resolution of the committee; he wished 
to have a test vote of the Senate on the question of 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN would make no further ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MERRICK desired to sec the test vote taken 
directly on the tariff question. That test could not 
be taken on these resolutions, and it would give 
grounds for the allegation that the Senate blinked 


recapitulauing the grounds of his arguments from . 


the question of the tariff. It was on the tariff he de- ` 
sired to have the test vote. ne Sats 
“Mr. McDUFFIE offered (if the committee’s reso- 
Jutions-were withdrawn) to substitute a resolution 
himself, which would give the gentleman an oppor- 
tunity of having the test vote on the subject of the 


tariff. - 
Mr ALLEN removed all difficulty by moving an 
amendment to the resolutions, so that. the test vote 
desired might be taken on his amendment. 
The original resolutions submitted by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, were as follows: i 
Resolved, That the bill entitled “a bill to revive the act 
of the 2d of March, 1833, usually called the compromise act, 
and to modify the existing duties npon foreign imports in 
conformity with its provisions,” is a bill for raising revenue 


-within the meaning of the 7th section of the first article of 


the constitution, and cannot therefore originate in the Sen- 
ate; therefore. 

Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. _ 

The amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN, being 
to strike out all after the word “that,” in the first 
line of the first resolution, and insert “the duties im- 
posed on importations by existing laws are unjust 
and oppressive, and ought to he repealed.” 

On this amendment Mr. EVANS called for the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas 18, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 
Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Lewis, 
McDuftie, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Tappan, Woodbury, and 
Wright—is. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchan- 
an, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, 
Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tall 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—2a. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the original reso- 
lutions proposed by the Committee on Finance, and 
the yeas and nays having been called for and order- 
ed, were taken, and resulted—yeas 33, nays ‘4, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, 
Bates, Bayard, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, 
Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, Hannegan, Henderson, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 
Porter, Rives, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 
White, Woodbridge, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Haywood, Huger, McDuffie, and Wood- 
bury—4. 

So the first resolution was adopted. 

The second resolution was adopted without any 
call for a division of ayes and noes. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Pripay, May 31, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NATURALIZATION OF ALIENS. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and asked leave to present a 
memorial from certain citizens of Pennsylvania, in 
which the memorialists respectfully represent that 
they are opposed to the facility of access which the 
naturalization laws, as they at present stand, afford 
to aliens for the attainment of the rights and privi- 
leges of citizenship. The prayer of the memorial 
is, that the naturalization laws may be so altered as 
to require a residence of twenty-one years. He pre- 
sented the petition in this formal manner, and not in 
the ordinary way, by laying it on the clerk’s table; 
because it related to a subject of considerable im- 
portance, and upon which there was a considerable 
difference of opinion; and because he was willing to 
afford to the petitioners, who were unknown to him, 
the satisfaction of having their petition brought 
pointedly to the notice of the House; but, at the 
same time, he would remark that he did not wish 
to be understood as holding himself bound in any 
manner to support the prayer of the petition. He 
moved that the memorial be referred to the Judicia- 
ry Committee. . À 

Mr. HAMMETT moved that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. MURPHY demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 128, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Benton, Ridlack, Boyd, Brengle, Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Sheperd Cary, Carroll, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinch, Clinton, Coles, 
Cross, Culiom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, 
French, Goggin, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, George W. 


- L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell; Albert. Smith, ° 


Kemédy,’ Kirkpatrick, 


Jones, Andrew Kennedy, John. P. 


/Labranche, Leonard, ‘Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, :-MeClel- 


land; McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Moseley, 


© Murphy, Mes, Newton, Norris, Owen,’ Parmenter, Payne, 


Pettit, Peyton, Purdy, “Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, David's, 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell; St: John, Sam- 
ple, Saunders, Schenck, Senter; Thomas H: Seymour; David 
homas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sam- 
mers, Sykes, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Ty- 
ler, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered,. White, Williams, 
Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—128. ~ 

NAYS--Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Causin, -Clingman, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Deberry, Giddings, Grinnell,” Hudson, Jas. 
R. Ingersotl, Daniel P. King, McIlvaine, Marsh, Morse, 
Phoenix, Elisha R. Potter; Pratt, Rodney, Rogers, Caleb B. - 
Smith, Spence, Vance, Vinton, and Winthrop—26. 


The memorial was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved a suspension of the rules, 
that the House might resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole, for the purpose, he irtimated, of ta- 
king up the bill to reduce and graduate the price of 
public lands. The motion- was withdrawn, however, 
at the request of ; 

Mr. NEWTON, who, by unanimoùs consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution authorizing Capt. James 
Lowe to assign a certain section of land; which res- 
olution was read a first and second time, and order- 
ed to be engrossed and passed. ` 

Mr. SIKES, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the Committee had examined 
an enrolled bill and joint resolution of the following 
titles: 

No. 375. An act directing a dispostion of the 
charts ofthe survey ofthe coast. 

No. 32. Joint resolution authorizing the corpora- 
tion of Baltimore to use a building of the United 
States at Lazaretto Point. 

A message was received from the Senate inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had concurred in the 
amendment of the House to the resolution of the 
Senate fixing a day for the adjournment of Con- 
gress. 

They have concurred in the resolution of the House 
or the 26th February last) amending the 19th joint 
rule. , 

They have passed bills of the following titles: 

An act for the relief of William De Buys, late 
postmaster at New Orleans. 

An act to continue the pension of certain widows. 

An act granting a pension to James Duffy. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. NEWTON, by leave, presented a minority 
report from the Committee of Elections in the case 
of Botts versus Jones. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired what the resolution was 
with which the report concluded. 

Mr. NEWTON was understood to say that there 
was no resolution appended to the report. He 
then moved that the report of the minority be laid 
upon the table, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to take up the report 
of the majority, and concur in it, inasmuch as the 
minority had come to the same conclusion as the 
majority, that the matter might be ended. 

Mr. VANCE hoped the day would be devoted to 
private bills, to which it belonged. The Senate had 
agreed to the resolution, fixing the 17th June for 
the adjournment of Congress, and this day, prob- 
ably, would be the last that could be devoted to 
private bills; and hence he hoped the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee would not prevail. 

Messrs.. DROMGOOLE, NEWTON, SUM- 
MERS, J. W. DAVIS, HAMLIN, and WHITE, 
made some observations. 

The question was then stated to be on taking up 
the subject. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and being taken, resulted thus— 
yeas 101, nays 66. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, 
Bayley, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A, Black, 
Blackwell, Boyd, Brinkerhof, William J. Brown, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Dan- 
jel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dillingham, Doug- 
lass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leon- 
ard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, 
McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, 
Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pollock, Emery D. Potter, 
Purdy, David S$. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stetson, John Stewart, Styles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—10}. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 


y Milton l 
i,, Causin, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett 
vis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Florence, Foot, 
iddings,; Goggin, Grinnell, Grider, Harper, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
“Johuson,.Andrew. Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
` King, -Meéllvaine; Morse, Nes, Newton, Peyton, Phoenix, 
:Plisha R. Potter; Preston, Ramsey, Rodney, Rogers, Sam- 
` ipler Schenck, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Spence, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
_» Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White,. Winthrop, 
and William. Wright—66. Š è 


“8 So the motion td: proceed to the consideration of 

_ the subject was agreed to. > haat ce 

->The Clerk ‘read the. resolution reported by the 

; majority, which declared. J- W. Jones to be enti- 
tl fis : 


to-his seat. `, . 
` ‘Mr. SCHENCK moved that the further consid- 
“eration of the reports of the majority and of the mi- 
nority of-the Committee of Elections in this case 
be ‘postponed until. Thursday next. | 
r, S. proceeded to remark that, in order to get 
a full understanding of the grounds upon which the 
minority of, the committee had come to the conclu- 
- $ion to ‘whieh they had arrived, it seemed to hin it 
was absolutely necessary that gentlemen should 
have an opportunity of examining the evidence. 
- The minority, it was true, had concurred with the 
decision ofthe majority in its final result; but there 
` rémained a. question ‘regarding the qualification.o 
votes, the decision of which would affect the le- 
- gality: of the election in many of the States. He 
had concurred in excluding the class ‘of votes ex- 
cluded by the majority, because the admission of 
such votes (under the qualifications prescribed by 
- the States) would be rendering nugatory the power 
granted to the Congress of the United States—the 
States being permitted to admit to citizenship those 
who were not recognised as citizens in evey respect, 
and particularly under the laws of the United States. 
+ Tt was true, it would cut off thousands of voters in 
Michigan and other States; and he would say to his 
New England friends that it would cut off the 
votes of all colored persons. If the kind of votes to 
which he had referred were allowed, Mr. Botts 
would have a majority of three or four votes, and 
consequently be entitled to the seat; but being ex- 
cluded, Mr, Jones had a majority. . 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired whether Mr. Botts was 
‘aware that the subject had been appointed for con- 
sideration this day, and whether he desired to be 

heard. 

Mr. SCHENCK replied that the consideration of 
the subject had not been assigned for to-day, other 
than the question as to the printing of the evidence. 
He was in favor of printing all the testimony, be- 
cause he was willing that other gentlemen should 
have the opportunity which he had had of examin- 
ing it. He thought the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Newron] was mistaken when he said that Mr. 
Botts was satisfied with the decision of the minority 
of the committee; with that of the majority he cer- 
tainly was not. 

Mr. NEWTON said perhaps he had been mis- 
understood in what he had said. What he intend- 
ed to say was, that he believed it was the deter- 
mination of Mr. Botts to abide by the decision of 
the minority, being satisfied that the minority had 
done what they believed to be justice. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he did not understand the 
question decided by the committee in regard to that 
class of voters alluded to by the gentleman from 
Ohio as necessarily bringing up the question as to 
whether that class of voters in Michigan, Mlinois, 
and other States, should be admitted or excluded, 
He held that any State of this Union hada right to 
prescribe the qualification of voters within such 
State, and that this House had not the power to re- 

ject a member elected by such voters. 

The question being put upon the motion for post- 
ponement, was it carried. 

._ The question for the printing of the testimony be- 
ing next in order, 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the motion to print 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House proceed to 
me consideration of the business on the Speaker’s 

e. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a suspension of the 
roles, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; which mo- 
tion taking precedence, 

, Mr. VANCE demanded the yeas and nays upon 
it, and they were ordered; and, being taken, result- 
ed thus—yeas 104, nays 76. 


YEAS—~Messrs, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson Barringer, 
Bayly, Belser, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Bleck, 


“Brown, Jeremiah Brown; Buffington; Car- || James A. Bla 


Aaron V: Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 


- Caldwell, Campbell, Jeremiah E.. Cary, Shepherd Cary, 


Reuben Chapman, Clinten, Cobb, Coles; Cullom, Dana, 


Darragh, Richard D. Davis, John W.. Davis, Dawson, . 


Dickinson, Dillingham, Douglass, _Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap,. EHis, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Goggin, Willis 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Henley, Her- 
rick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Mc- 
Causlen, McClernand, McConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, 
Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Elisha 
R. Potter, Emery D, Potter, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen- 
rod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Williams, and Woodward—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Boyd, Brengle, J. Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Can- 
sin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Daniel, Garreit 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Florence, Foot, 
‘Foster, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Harper, Hays, Hud- 
son, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Lyon, Maclay, McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mathews, 
Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Pheenix, Pollock, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Charles M. Reed, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, 
Saunders, Schenck, Severance, Simons,.Albert Smith, Ca- 
leb B. Smith, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—76. 


LAND CLAIMS. 


The House then resolved itself into Committe of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. WEL- 
LER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill to provide for the adjustment of land claims 
in the States of Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, &c: 

The question pending when the committee rose 
yesterday, was on the motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, of 
Alabama, to strike out the 3d section. The motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to strike out the 8th 
section; to which Mr. SLIDELL, who had the bill 
in charge, assented. 

Tellers, however, were demanded; and Messrs. 
C. Jounson and Brenewe were appointed, and they 
reported 55 in the affirmative and 45 in the negative; 
no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN said there was evidently a 
quorum present, and he requested gentlemen to vote 
either on oné side or the other. : 

The tellers again took the vote; and they reported 
63 in the affirmative: the negative was not taken, 
and the section was stricken out. - 

The bill was laid aside to be reported. 


REMUNERATION FOR LOSSES BY MISSOURI 

VOLUNTEERS. 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the committee 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
appropriation for the pay for horses lost in the 
Florida war by Missouri volunteers. 

Mr. HARALSON moved an amendment, the 
object of which, together with that of the bill itself, 
he explained. 

Mr. JAMESON also made a few remarks in favor 
of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

, Some unimportant amendments were,proposed and 
disposed of, and the bill was debated by Messrs. 
G. W. JONES, COLES, COBB, HARALSON, 
and some others. ` : 

The hour of two o’clock, which had been fixed to 
terminate debate, having arrived, the committee pro- 
ceeded to vate upon the pending amendments; but it 
was found that, of the members present, there was 
less than a quorum. ; 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the committee rose 
and reported that fact to the Honse. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that there be a call of 
the House. 

The motion was agreeed to; and the clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

There were one hundred and twenty-nine gentle- 
men found to be present, and the farther proceedings 
under the call were dispensed with. 

The House again resolved itself -into Committee 
of the Whole, and resumed the business which was 
under consideration when the committee rose, and 
after disposing of some amendments, that bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House. . 


NAVY-YARD AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 
_Mr. ASHE moved that the committee take up the 
bill to establish a navy-yard at Memphis, Tennes- 
see, 
Tellers were called for, and Messrs .Asur and 
Hara.son were appointed, and they reported 56 in 
the affirmative, and 51 in the negative, being lesg 


Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, | 


a 


“than a quorum. Another count was taken, and 64 


voted in the affirmative, and 46 in the negative, still 
no quorém voting. : 

As it was-evident a quorum was in the House, a 
third count took -place, and resulted thus: 76 in the 
affirmative, and 40 in the negative. ; i 

So the committee agreed to take up the bill desig- 
nated. -— g i 

‘The Clerk read the bill accordingly. 

.. Mr. THOMPSON proposed a substitute for 
the bill, by which it was designed that the. President 
of the United States should be empowered to ap- 
point a naval officer of the rank of a post-captain, an 
officer of the corps of engineers, &c., to make a sur- 
vey of the river Mississippi, and select a site for ana- 
val depot. He admitted the importance of a naval 
depot on the Mississippi river, but he did not deem 
Memphis the -best location, inasmuch as she was 
situated about one ‘thousand miles from the Gulf of 
Mexico, for whose protection the western naval sta- 
tion was intended; and as the depth of water, at 
some portions of the year, near Memphis, was so 
low as to endanger navigation for vessels of a large 
class. j 

The amendment was opposed by Mr. C. JOHN- 
SON. j 

It was further debated by Messrs. R. SMITH, 
CROSS, PARMENTER, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
and DAWSON. 

Mr. HAMMETT desired to address. the com- 
mittee; but not having at hand certain docu- 
ments which he required, he gave way to a motion 
that the committee rise, which was carried; and the 
committee rose, and reported to the House the bill 
concerning Louisiana land claims, the widows’ pen- 
sion bill, and the bill for the repayment of losses 
sustained by the Missouri volunteers; and that they 
had as yet come to no conclusion on the bill to estab- 
lisha navy yard at Memphis. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Joseph F. Jen- 
nings and others, of Wayne, Maine, for a post route, and 
for a post oftice at North Wayne. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of 22 citizens of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, praying for the passage by the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Dill from the Senate to reduce postage. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of James H. Clark, a 
purser in the navy of the United States, praying relief upon 
sundry items arising from suspensions, disallowances, and 
unsettled claims, originating in the adjustment of his public 
accounts. Referred to the committee.on naval aftairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarunpay, June 1, 1844. 


_ The CHAIR laid before the Senate two execu- 
tive communications: one from the Treasury De- 

artment in reference to substituting gas for oil in 
ight-houses; and the other from the Navy Depart- 
mentrelative to improvement inthe navy yard at 
Pensacola: the former referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and the latter to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citizens 

of Missouri, requesting that the land office of Jack- 
son district in that State may notbe removed: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 
_ Also, a petition from citizens of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the removal of the circuit court from St. 
Louis to Jefferson city, in that State: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial nume- 
rously signed by citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
for such alteration in the naturalization law as will 
require from all foreigners, desirous of becoming cit- 
izens of the United States, a residence of 21 years 
after their declaration of becoming such, before they 
can be admitted to the sams political privileges as 
native citizens. 

In presenting this memorial, Mr. B. observed, 
that whilst it always afforded him pleasure to com- 
ply with the request of any portion of his constitu- 
ents, he felt himself constrained by a sense of duty 
to declare that he could not advocate the prayer of 
the memorialists. He was opposed to any change 
in the naturalization laws, and could not consent 
that a foreigner should be compelled to remain in 
this country so long a period as twenty-one years, 
after declaring his intentior. to become a citizen of 
the United States, before he could carry his inten- 
tion into execution. The memorialists are anxious 
that this question should be decided with as little 
delay as possible; and he thought there were imper- 


7E | ns why this should be done. He would, 
therefore, move the reference of the memorial to the 
Judiciary Committee, with the expression of a 
strong desire that they might report upon it with as 
little delay. as" possible. Í 

It was accordingly referred. 

_Mr. DAYTON, from ‘the Committee on Public 
Buildings, reported back the petition-of James Wil- 
son: report adverse to prayer of petition. : 

_ The joint resolution of the House of Representa- 
lives, authorizing Captain James Low to assign a 
certain section of land, was read twice, and referred 
to' the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The two following engrossed bills were each read 


a third time and passed: , 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams and Co., 
and others. ` 

‘A bill for the relief of William Brown. 

THE HARBOR BILLS. 

The general orders brought up, as in committee 
of the whole, the bill making appropriations for 
certain harbors and rivers, (the western harbor bill,) 
as the postponed business of yesterday, the question 
pending being on Mr. Evaxs’s amendment to change 
the phraseology of the appropriaiion of $40,000 for 
Buffalo harbor. ` i i 

Mr. EVANS wished that the bill would be pass- 
ed over informally, as he had not yet acquired the 
information necessary to -satisfy him that his 
amendment could be dispensed with. 

Mr. TALMADGE said the bill as it stood satis- 
fied himself and’ his colleague that the change of 
phraseology suggested. should not be made. 

Mr. EVANS did not concur in the idea that, 
because the senators of the State were satisfied, 
every one else should be.. He wanted time to make 
inquiry of the chief of the bureau of engineers, as to 
the mode of expending the money to the best ad- 
vantage for the public. interest. 

Mr. BUCHANAN hoped the question would 
be taken now. ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE was opposed to the amend- 
ment, and hoped it would not pass. 

Mr. EVANS handed a letter he had received from 
tHe collector of the port, and requested it would be 
read. 

The letter was read, describing the modes of im- 
proving the harbor, and recommending one which he 
conceived most conducive to the general interests of 
the lake commerce. 

_Mr. TAPPAN considered this a new proposition, 
which would lead to vast expense; and from his 
knowledge of the localities he showed that its ulti- 
mate success was altogether doubtful. 

Mr. EVANS had no intention to favor any plan 
in particular, his object being to leave the matter open 
to the judgment of the Secretary of War and topo- 
graphical corps of engineers. 

Mr. WRIGHT explained minutely the object and 
advantages of disposing of the appropriation exactly 
as proposed by the bill,and showed that no other 
mode could be equally advantageous under existing 
circumstances. 

After few further remarks from Messrs. EVANS 
and HENDERSON, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT, though. entertaining very little 
hope of success, seeing the determination of the 
Senate not to return the bill to the House, felt him- 
self impelled, by a sense of duty, to offer an amend- 
ment to insert an appropriation of $10,000 for the 
removal of obstructions to the navigation of the 
mouth of the Genesee river in the Stale of New 
York, which forms the harbor for Rochester city on 
Lake Ontario, and is of great importance to that 
city. 

Mr. WHITE concurred in the importance and 
propriety of such appropriation, but -hoped no 
amendment would be made to the bill which at this 
late period of the session would cause it to be sent 
back to the House, and thereby endanger its pas- 
gage. 

Mr. MOREHEAD and WOODBRIDGE, for the 
same reasons hoped the amendment would not pre- 
vail. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendment and read the third time. 

On the question, “Shall the bill pass?” Mr. HAY- 
WOOD called for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered, and resulted—yeas 32, nays 6, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappen, Upham, 
White, Woodbridge, and Wright-32, 


Huger, and McDufiie—6. 
So the western harbor bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the other 
harbor bill, also-entitled “a bill making appropria- 


tions for certain harbors and rivers,” [commonly 


called the eastern or Atlantic harbor bill] was taken 


up for consideration as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. MERRICK moved ‘to amend the bill by in- 
serting an’ appropriation of $20,000. for improving 
the harbor of Baltimore. He was surprised to find 
that a harbor of such importance, and as well en- 
tilled’ to a continuation of the expénditure of the 
government for the benefit of commerce, had been 
so totally overlooked. and passed by, as the harbor 
of Baltimore was. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON had acted by the instruc- 
tions of the Committee on Commerce in reporting 
the bill without amendment. : 

Mr. MERRICK could see no reason or justice in 
neglecting to make an equitable appropriation for 
improving the harbor of Baltimore. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE defended the Committee on 
Commerce from the charge of injustice. 

Mr. MERRICK had not charged it upon the 
committee, His object was to enforce the justice of 
this amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON saw no propriety in the ap- 
prehension of sending back these bills to the 

ouse with such amendments as it Was the prerog- 
ative ofthe Senate to make. There were yet fifteen 
days of the session unexpired; and experience had 
proved that great numbers of bills could be passed 
within four days of the adjournment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to know whether 
the appropriations in the bill were based upon spe- 
cific estimates, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON understood them to be 
based on the estimates of the departments. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN contended that they ought 
to have. been specific estimates. He wished to see 
the necessity and probable cost of each improve- 
ment specifically stated. The bill might as well be 
“a bill for improving the harbors of the United 
States”—giving any conceivable latitude for the ex- 
penditure of the sum appropriated, as the bill now 


under consideration, which was not confined to spe- | 


cifications. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
MERRICK, HUNTINGTON, SEVIER, HEN- 
DERSON, &c.; and 

The yeas and nays having been called by Mr. 
MERRICK, and ordered, were taken, and resulted 
—yeas 14, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Buchanan, Crittenden, 
Francis, Henderson, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Semple, Sevier, and Woodbury—14. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, 
Benton. Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Evans, Fairtield, Hanne- 
gan, Haywood, Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, McDuftie, Niles, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, and Woodbridge—-23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to amend the bill by in- 
gerting an appropriation of $1,000 for examining 
the obstructions to the navigation of the river La 
Fourche, in the State of Louisiana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAYTON, with great misgivings of the suc- 
cess of the motion he should make, but none with 
regard to the importance attached to it in the State 
of New Jersey, moved to amend the bill, by adding 
an appropriation of $250,000 for commencing the 
construction of a breakwater at Crow Shoals, Cape 
May. {Great laughter.] This work was no joke, 
for its completion was estimated at $1,350,000; and 
of so much national consequence was it considered, 
that the legislature had instructed the senators and 
requested the representatives of the State in Con- 
gress to use their best efforts to have it accom- 
plished. 

Mr. McDUFFIE complimented the senator on 
the diffidence with which he urged this small ap- 
propriation of $250,000; but still more on his recog- 
nition of the right of instruction, at which he (Mr. 
MeD.) felt much gratified. : 

Mr. DAYTON always conformed to the instruc- 
tions of his legistature when they accorded with his 
own judgment and feelings, and in such cases he 
never faved to act up to them; but when they did 
not, he begged leave to give the preference to his 
own judgment and feelings, and to take a course 
different from that of his instructors. He con- 
fessed that, zealously ashe felt disposed to co-ope- 
rate with those instructors in the present case, he 
was not very sanguine of success when he offered 
his amendment. 
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NAYS—Messrs. Afcher, Atherton, Colquitt, Haywood, | 


“The amendment was rejecter 

_ Mr. BUCHANAN, att -confesse 

was in perfect despair of Success; seeing ‘the. di 

tion of the Senate, felt: bound to offer an amendmeéiit, 
but should do so without making a speech; ‘yet he 
could not help- saying that this appropriation “ought 
to be made. Hiis amendment was, to'add “4500-for 


repaire at.Marcųs Hook: pier,in the Delaware, 


Phe amendment was rejected. -~ $ 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved -to amend. the bill 
by adding-an appropriation of $15,000 for improve- 
ments and repairs at Bridgeport, Long Island. . 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to amend the bill. by 
adding $10,000 for removing the bar at Pass Chris- 
tian, so as to bring the channel between Mobile and 
New Orleans to a level. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendments, and read a third time. ` 

On the question, “shall this bill pass,” Mr. HA Y- 
WOOD called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered and resulted—yeas 32, nays 8, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Fair- 
field, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan,; Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, McDuftie, Merrick, Miller, Niles, Porter, Sevier, 
Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Upham, White, 
Woodbridge, and Wright—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, 
Hay wood, Huger, Lewis, and Semple—s. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BENTON reported a bill for the relief of 
Bent, St. Vrain, & Co..; which was read a first 
time. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate went 
into executive session, and after some time spent 
therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Sarurpay, June 1, 1844. . 


The journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
after a correction had been made by the addition of 
Mr. PorLocr’s name to the list of the majority who 
voted yesterday to lay onthe table the memorial 
presented by Mr. Apams, from Pennsylvania, for 
the alteration of the naturalization law. 

CHANGE OF THE HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. PARMENTER introduced a resolution to 
fix the hour of meeting, on and after Monday next, 
at 10 o’clock, a. m., and to provide for a daily recess 
from half past 2 to 4 o’clock. 

Mr. C. p INGERSOLL moved an amendment; 
the effect of which was to prevent an adjournment 
before 8 o’clock each evening. 

Mr. WHITE opposed the amendment, and also 
moved to strike out that portion of the original reso- 
lution which provided for a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution, 
simply fixing 10 o’clock as the hour of meeting, was 
adopted. 


MEMPHIS NAVY. YARD. 
Mr. REDING offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That all debate in Committe: of the Whole on 
the State of the Union, upon the act to estailish a navy yard 
and depot at Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, shall 
cease, one hour after the same shall be taken up, ifthe com- 
mittee shall not sooner come to a conclusion thereon; 
and the committee shall then proceed to vote upon all 
pending amendments, and such as may be, offered, and re- 
port the same to the House. 

Mr. ASHE moved to amend by inserting two 
hours instead of one: lost. 

Mr. ASHE then moved to amend by inserting 
one hour and a half; and remarked that he felt deep- 
ly interested upon the subject, and desired to be 
heard upon it; but the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hammer] was enntled to the floor, and in case 
that gentleman consumed the hour allotted to him, 
the whole time allowed for debate by this resolution 
would be exhausted. 

The question on the amendment was taken and 
carried. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. VANCE moved that the business of the 
morning hour be postponed for the purpose of proe 
ceeding to the consideration of the private bills up- 
on the Speaker's table. 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. SEYMOUR inquired whether it would be in 
order to call for the consideration of the motion made 
a few days ago, for the reconsideration of the vote 
by which Senate bill No. 137 was passed. 

Being answered in the affirmative, 


„and passed. > > . 


NARRATIVE OF THE -EXPLORING EXPEDI- 


I 


TION. 


The next, bill taken up was “the bill to extend 


copyright to the authors of the Narrative of the Ex- 
ploring Expidition.” wots ane 

Mr. HALE objected to taking up this bill on the 
ground that it was nota private bill, and that it 
would give rise to debate. 

Mr. BURKE said the bill was a private bill, and 
he hoped it would not be passed over. 

The SPEAKER declared the bill to be a private 
bill. ` oe ’ 
~ And Mr. HALE withdrew his objection. 

.. Mr. BURKE offered an amendment, which was 
agréed to.” : . 

He also proposed another amendment under the 
instruction of the Committee:on the Library. 

Upon this amendment a debate ensued. 

r. SCHENCK addressed the committee in op- 

“position to the bill. 

Mr. BURKE made some explanations. 

Mr. SCHENCK went on to contend that this 
government owed a debt to foreign nations for 
works generously given, and said this work ought 
to be freely given in return; that it should also be 
supplied to public libraries, and in other ways be 
diffused amongst the people, and not locked up by 
copyright to any individual, from those whom it 
had cost so many millions. 

Mr. BARNARD defended the bill. He said the 
book in question was written by Lieut. Wilkes, the 
government going to the expense of the plates only; 
and that it was as much the work of Lieut. Wilkes 
as Paradise Lost was the production of the mind of 
Milton. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained that each officer of 
the exploring expedition. was required to keep a 
journal, and this work was but a compilation from 
those journals. 

Mr. BARNARD admitted that the officers were 
required each to keep a journal; but whether Lieut. 
Wilkes had had recourse to them, he knew not, and 
cared not. When Lieut. Wilkes delivered up his 
journal, the government had no further demand 
upon him, nor control over him. He had now 
written a book which was not a part of his duty to 
the government, and to that book his title was com- 
plete; and hence the copyright belonged to him. 

MrT . R. INGERSOLL spoke in opposition to 
the bill. : 

Mr. VANCE moved to lay the bill on the table; 
and on this motion the yeas and nays were ordered, 
and resulted thus:—yeas 116, nays 39. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

The bil to authorize the allowance recommended 
by the legislature of Florida to the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of said Territory, was then taken up and read. The 
bill proposes an increase of allowance from $3 to 46 
per diem. 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, the bill 
was laid upon the table. 

- The bill for the relief of Seth Sweetzer was read. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON made some remarks in op- 
position to the bill. 

He was replied to by Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON’ then moved to lay the bill 
upon the table; but withdrew the motion to allow 

Mr. ADAMS to address a few remarks to the 
House in favor of its passage. 

-The bill was further debated by Messrs. C. J. 
INGERSOLL, SAMPLE, and ©. JOHNSON, 
who renewed his motion to lay upon the table; which 
manon prevailed, and the bil was laid upon the 
table, 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by. which the bill in relation to the salaries of the 
legislative officers of the Territory of Florida was 
laid on the table. 

“Mr. Č. remarked that he made this motion for the 
purpose of affording the gentleman from Florida an 


ing it. - ; 
"Phe motion for reconsideration was negatived. ` 
‘The following bills were reada third time and 
passed: ` Pig ote a 
A bill for the relief of F. P: Ambler, C. P- Am- 


“bler, and Elizabeth Pearce, heirs of Eliz. Rowe. ~ < 


A bill for the relief‘of Samuel Butler. 
-A bill for the relief of Susannah, widow.of Wm. 
Scott: - : 


A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the ` 
schooner Mary Francis. Oe ys - i 
A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 


schooner Garnett. y : : 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Florilla. 5 Soa mut 
A bill for the relief of Langtry and Jenkins. 

A bill for the relief of E. Hiddon. E 

A bill for the relief of D. Akinson. 

A bill for the relief of Francis Sommeraner. 
A bill for the relief of A. D. W. Bodly. 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Parke, 

A bill for the relief of J. P. Converse. 

A bill for the reliefof C. P. Sengstack. 

A bill for the relief of David Allspach. 


A bill to confirm the claim of Antonio Cherisio to 


a tract of land in Louisiana. 

A bill for the relief of George Singley. 

A bill for the relief of George Wentling. 

A bill for the relief of Uriah Loomis. 

[A bill for the relief of Amaziah Goodwin was laid 
on the table. 

A bill for the relief of John Edmonson. 

A bill for the relief of Mary A. Linton. 

A bill for the relief of Peter Wilson. 

A bill for the relief of Wilmot Marsden, widow 
of George Marsden. 

A bill for the relief of W. R. Joyne. 

A bill for the relief. of Maria Ostrander. 

A bill for the relief of Sherman Pierce. 

A bill for the relief of Abelard Guthrie. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel W. Church. 


A bill for the relief Ann Hunter, widow of Rob- 
ert Hunter. 

A bill for the relief of Mary B. Perry and others. 

A bill to incorporate the Georgetown college, in 
the District of Columbia. 

A bill for the relief of William P. Duvall. 

A bill for the relief of Richard Snead. 


[The bill for the relief of the heirs of Francis 
Cazeau, of Montreal, was laid upon the table.] 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Baker, deceased, 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Samuel Moore. 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Masterton. 

A bill for the relief of Drusilla Giesay. 

A bill for the relief of Lund Washington. 

A bill for the rclief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Privado. 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Two Brothers. 

A bill for the relief of John H. Russel, et al. 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
schooner Dove. 

A bill for the relief of Francis Yoast and J. P. 
Rogers. 

A bill for the relief of Alice Usher. 

A bill for the relief of John Milsted. 

A bill for the relief of Henry. Newingham. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Barker. 

A. bill for the relief of John Perham. 

A bill for the relief of Philip Schwartztrawber. 

A bill for the relief of Barnabas Baker and others, 
owners of the schooner Union, of Dennis, in Mas- 
sachusetts. 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Sturges, assignee 
of Humphrey Richcreek. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Hart, 
deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac S. Ketchum. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac S. Ketchum, late 
special Indian agent. 

A bill for the relief of Henry S. Commager. 

A bill for the relief of Asenath Orvis, widow of 
G. Orvis. X 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Dillon. 

A bill for the relief of John Sands. 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson, widow of 
Capt. William J. Wilson. 

A bill for the relief Asa Davis. 

A bill for the relief of Manlius V. Thompson, so'e 
executor of Miles W, Dickey. 

A bill for the relief of William McCaully. 

A bill for the relief Mrs. M. M, Telfair. 
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- opportunity of making-some explanations regard- 


| 


À bili for the relief of Francois Chretren, and 


widow Baptiste Berard. 


A pill for the relief of Susannah Warner. 
-A bill for the relief of Marcay Olds, 
A bill for the relief of Margaret Dougherty. 
. Abill for the relief of Amos Proctor. _ 
A bill to test the utility of the sub-marine teles- 


cope. ae S i 
‘A bill for the relief of widow Hannah Duboise. 
Ajoint resolution for the benefit of Saltmarsh & 

Fuller. Be das 
A joint resolution for the benefit of William Ful- 

ler. 

A joint resolution for ‘the benefit of Sellars and 

Pennant. _ : 

A bill for the relief Edward Kennard. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel G. Skinner, of Ala- 

bama. j 
The House then adjourned. — 


‘IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, June 3, 1844. . 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from citizens 
of Macon county, Missouri, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a land office at Bloomington, in that 
county, consolidating the land offices of Palmyra 
and Lafayette: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. f 

Mr. A.also presented the petition of Rowland 
Burnett, praying for permission to enter, at the min- 
imum price, a certain fractional section of land: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of a 
number of citizens of Philadelphia, similar to the 
memorial he presented at the last sitting of the Sen- 
ate, asking for such alteration in the law of naturali- 
zation as will require a residence of twenty-one 
years on the part of foreigners before they can be- 
come naturalized citizens. The memorial was ac- 
companied by a letter, urging the decision of Con- 
gress, this session, on the subject; and stating that 
many similer memorials would be immediately for- 
warded. He would move the reference of this me- 
-morial to the Judiciary Committee, and submit to 
the chairman the necessity of a speedy report from 
the committee on the subject. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of numerous 
citizens of the county of Oswego, in the State of New 
York, praying that measures may be taken by Con- 
gress for settling the Oregon country, and protecting 
the emigrants to it. In presenting the petition, Mr. 
B. said it would be an excusable egotism in him to 
refer to his opinions of twenty-five years ago in re- 
lation to the Oregon, and the convention then made 
for its joint occupation by the British and Ameri- 
cans. He had published his opinions at that time, 
and now had them on his table, and should send 
them to the press as a part of his remarks; but 
should spare the Senate the trouble of hearing them 
read. He had then opposed the treaty, and foretold 
all the evils from it which are now seen and felt by 
everybody, and had given all the reasons against 
forming the convention for the joint occupation then 
which are now given for getting rid of it. 

This convention of 1818 was a geographical and 

a political blunder. It assumed, or went upon the 
assumption, that there were several great rivers and 
harbors on the northwest coast of America, some 
belonging to Great Britain, some to the United 
States, and the mutual use of each should be given 
to the owners of either, to occupy them jointly for 
a limited time, without detriment to the titles of 
either. This was the assumption, and the basis on 
which the joint occupation was laid, while, in fact, 
there was but one great river in that quarter, and 
that river was the exclusive property of the United 
States. This was the geographical blunder; and 
upon this the superstructure of political blunder 
was erected. It was a blunder to admit a foreign 
power toa joint occupation of our domain. That 
blunder became equivalent to a surrender of the ter- 
ritory in this case, because the power admitted into 
our possession was powerful and organized, and 
destined to acquire the exclusive possession. This 
soon happened; for the powerful Hudson’s Bay 
company soon became sole possessors of the coun- 
try by killing, or having killed, four or five hundred 
of the American traders, and chasing the rest away. 
Tn this way the possession of the river became ex- 
clusive on the part of the British; and upon that 
possession they have set up a title, which, coupled 
with possession, will require a vigorous effort of 
policy, or of arms, to defeat. i 


a EE E A PEE T E 


The treaty of joint occupation was a fine specimen 
of the skill with which the diplomatic art conceals 
the sacrifice of a disadvantageous concession, and 
deposits the seed of a new contestation, while assu- 
ming to settle an old one. It was a case in which 
British diplomacy was an overmatch for American 
rights, and in which war itself may be the conse- 
quence of the American biunder. ae 

‘After twenty-five years, the American population 
has begun. to extend itself to. the Gregon. Some 
hundreds went a few Years ago; a thousand went 
last year; two thousand are now setting out from 
the frontiers of Missouri; tens of thousands are med- 
itating the adventure. I say to them all, Go on! 
the government will follow you, and will give you 
protection and land! The bill introduced and 
passed in the Senate by my late colleague and 
friend, [Dr. Linn,] and now prosecuted by his wor- 
thy successor, my present colleague, [Mr. Arcu 
son,} and on which fe will doubtless be heard in re- 


ply to the speakers against the bill,—this bill will - 


undoubtedly pass, not at this session, for it has been 
impeded by causes which must soon cease, but in 
the course of the next, or ensuing session. In the 
mean time, let the emigrants rely upon it. It is the 
genius of our people to go ahead, and it is the prac- 
tice of our government to follow, and eventually to 
protect and reward the bold pioneers who open the 
way to new countries, and subdue the wilderness 
for their country. They will get protection, both 
civil, military, and naval; fora government will be 
established for them, a military force will be sent to 
them, and ships of war will visit their coast, and 
enter their river. Lands will be granted to them; 
land to the father, and to the mother; land to the 

oung men and the young women over eighteen; 
and to all the children. 

The bill of my deceased friend, and the pres- 
ent bill, contain provisions in favor of all 
these classes; and in that form it will pass, because 
it is right in itself, and has the sympathies of all 
people in its favor. We have made great progress 
within some years; we are now where the Romans 
were two thousand years ago, and where the 
Spanish government was when I went to the upper 
Louisiana. The Romans, the freest of people, and 
the Spaniards under a despotism, did the same thing: 
they gave land to the father of the family, and to 
the mother of the family, in proportion to the num- 
ber of their children; and thus, a multitude of 
children became a double blessing to their parents. 
The father and mother of a numerous progeny were 
deemed public benefactors, and to. deserve well of 
their country, and were rewarded accordingly b 
grants of land to each parent and to each child. 

his was right; and the example of Rome and 
Spain has found imitation in our Oregon bill, sug- 
gested by my deceased colleague, improved on the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN,] and sanctioned by the Senate in the pas- 
sage of the bill. The principle will be adhered to, 
and not only the mother and father, the young men, 
and young women, and all the children born, will have 
land; butalsoall those to be born within five years after 
their parents reach the new land of promise. When 
Louisiana was purchased, Mr. Jefferson recommend- 
eda free grant of land to the first thirty thousand 
emigrants to the west of the Mississippi. Liberal 
principles were not then sufficiently advanced to 
sanction the grants proposed by Mr. Jefferson: they 
have made progrsss since under the discussion ofthe 
GRADUATION and PRE-EMPTION bills; and the em- 
igrants to Oregon will have the advantage of this 
advance in liberal principles. ; 

Let the emigrants go on, and carry their rifles. 
‘We want thirty thousand rifles in the valley of the 
Oregon; they will make all quiet there, in the event 
of a war with Great Britain for the dominion of that 
country. ‘The war, if it comes, will not be topical; 
it will not be confined to Oregon; but will embrace 
the possessions of the two powers throughout the 
globe. Thirty thousand rifles on the Oregon will 
annihilate the Hudson Bay company, drive them off 
our continent, quiet their Indians, and protect the 
American interests in the remote regions of the 
upper Missouri, the Platte and the Arkansas, and in 
all the vast region of the Rocky Mountains. 

Besides the recovery of the country lost, or jeop- 
arded by our diplomacy of 1818, the settlers in 
Oregon will also recover and open for us the North 
American road to India! ‘This road lies through the 
South Pass, and the mouth of the Oregon; and as 
soon as the settlements are made, our portion of the 
North American continent will immediately com- 
mence its Asiatic trade on this new and national 


SE a ee ere reread 


part of the publication referred to: 
THE TREATY WITH ENGLAND. 


“Tt is time thal western men had some share tn the destinies 
of this Republic,”—was thé sentiment expressed by this 
paper 6n seéing that Mr. Adams had proposed to dismember 
the valley of the Mississippi in behalf oF the King of Spain. 
That sentiment recurs with great force on reading the treaty 
lately made by Mr. Gallatin on the part of the United States 
with the King of Great Britain. By this treaty or conven- 
tion, the right of navigating the Columbia river for ten 
years is granted to the British furcompanies. This grant 
is contained in the third article of the convention, and the 
terms jn which it is couched, exhibit a ctirious specimen of 
the skill with which the diplomatic art endeavors to conceal 
the sacrifice of a disadvantageous stipulation; the better to 
understand which, the article entire is here given to the 
reader: 
“ARTICLE NI. 

“It is agreed, that any country that may be claimed by 
either party on the northwest coast of America, westward 
ofthe Stony mountains, shall, together with its harbors, 
bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within the 
same, be free and open, for the term of ten years from the 
date of the signature of the present convention, to the ves- 
sels, citizens, and subjects of the two powers: it being well 
understood that this agreement is not to be construed to the 
prejudice of any claim which either of the two high con- 
contracting parties may have to any part of the said coun- 
try; the only object of the high contracting parties in that 
respect, being to prevent disputes and differences amongst 
themselves.’ 

“Now, it would be apprehended, from the tenor of this arti- 
cle, that the United States und Great Britain were severally 
possessed of numerous harbors, bays, and creeks, and navi- 
gable rivers onthe coast of the Pacific ocean west of the 
Rocky mountains, and that the citizens of the republic, and 
the subjects of the King, were mutually benefited by hav- 
ing the privilege of using the navigable waters of each 
other. At the same time, the fact is, that there are no navi- 
gable rivers on the northwest coast of North America, but 
the Buenaventura, which the Spanish claim and possess, and 
the Columbia, which belongs to the United States; and no 
other harbors than those which are formed by the estua- 
ries of those two rivers. Mr. Gallatin, by this article of the 


-convention, has therefore given to the English the right of 


sheltering in our harbor, and navigating our river without 
receiving any sort of consideration whatever in return. The 
magnitude of this sacrifice on the part of the United States 
can only be comprehended by those who know the power 
of the British fur companies, their system to maintain the 
upper hand in the affections and the commerce of the In- 
dians, and to turn their arms against us in time of war. 
This policy, as well as the fact that the English have no 
harbor or navigable river on the west coast of North Ame- 
rica, may be learned from the following extract from Sir 
Alexander M’Kenzie’s History of the Fur Trade, vol. 2, 
p. 39. 

i “ ‘But whatever course may be taken from the Atlantic, 
the Columbia is the line ofcommunication from the Pacific 
ocean, pointed out by nature, as it is the only navigable 
river in the whole extent of Vancouver's minute survey of 
that coast; its banks, also, from the first level country in all 
the southern extent of continental coast from Cook’s Entry, 
and consequently, the most northern situation fit for colo- 
nization, and suitable to the residence of a civilized people. 
“ ‘By opening this intercourse between the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans, and forming regular establishments through 
the interior, and at both extremes, as wellas along the coasts 
and islands, the entire command of the fur trade of North 
America might be obtained, from latitude 48 north, to the 
pole, except that portion of it which the Russians have in 
the Pacific. Tothis may be added the fishing in both seas, 
and the markets of the four quarters of the globe. Such 
would be the field for commercial enterprise, and incaleula- 
ble would be the produce of it, when supported by the ope- 
rations of that credit and capital which Great Britain so 
pre-eminently possesses. Then would this country begin 
tobe remunerated for the expenses it has sustained in dis- 
covering and surveying the coast of the Pacific ocean, 
which is at present left to American adventurers, who, 
without regularity or capital, orthe desire of conciliating 
future confidence, look altogether to the interests ofthe 
moment. They, therefore, collect all the skins they can 
procure, and in any manner that suits them, and having ex- 
changed them at Canton for the produce of China, return to 
their own country. Such adyentures—and many of them, 
as | have been informed, have been very successful—would 
instantly disappear from before a well-regulated trade’ 
“This extract may answer the further purpose of open- 
ing the eyes of American statesmen to the necessity of in- 
corporating an ‘American Fur Company’ powerful enough 
to cope with the Northwest and Hudson bay companies, 
and io roll back upon their own heads the thunder which 
they have directed for forty years against the frontiers of 
the United States.” 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the proceedings 


of a larje meeting of the citizens of Flemingsburg, 
- Ky., without distinction of party, at which.resolu- 


tions adverse to thé ratification of the treaty for the 
annexation of Texas to the United States were 
unanimously adopted: laid on the täblë: — 7 =o. 
_ Mr. ARCHER submitted {hë following. résolii= 
tion, Which lied over for conšiderätioii: > > 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom: 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Sen- 
ate the correspondence between the late minister of the 
United States in Mexico and the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
of that republic, upon the subject of an order issued by the 
Mexican government, expelling-all natives of the United 
States from Upper California and other departments of the 
Mexican republic; and also the correspondence between 
the said American minister and the Mexican Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, upon the order prohibiting foreigners the 
privilege of the retail trade in Mexico, and which has taken 
place subsequently to that heretofore communicated to 
Congress on the same subject. 4 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Pierre Chautedu and others, heis of Julian Du 
Buque: #eport accompanying the bill, with accom+ 
panying papers, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee. on Pensions, 
submitted adverse reports on the petitions of Sarah 
Seales, George West, Alice Pew, and Jane Moore: 
reports ordered to be printed. - 

Mr. SEVIER returned, from the Committee on 
Pensions, the petition of Mary Ann Morrill; and on 
his motion the committee was discharged from its 
consideration; and the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported-a bill in favor of James Wilson, 
authorizing. the register of a British barque pur- 
chased by him. y 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Prints 
ing, made several reports relative to matters referred 
to that committee. One wasin favor of printing, 
without the maps, Captain Cram’s report relative to 
improvements of St. Louis harbor. Two were 
memorials from Pennsylvania, in reference to the 
annexation of Texas to the United States; with re« 
gard to one of which the committee did not reeom- 
mend the printing; and with regard to the other, 
(from the Society of Friends convened at Phila- 

elphia, frem Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Dela- 
ware,) it was left to the senator [Mr. Bucuanan] 
who presented it to move for its. being printed, if 
that was his desire. The committee would not op- 
pose that object, though they did not see any neces- 
sity for it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the Society of Friends 
was composed of most respectable citizens, and he 
should like to have their memorial printed. 

Mr. HAYWOOD did not see any occasion for 
printing one description of memorials on this sub- 
ject, when it had not been xequired for all or any 
others. ae 

Mr. STURGEON made a few observations not 
distinctly heard. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to lay the report on the 
table. If he was not mistaken, the memorial was, in 
spirit, inimical to the institutions of the South. 

Mr. SIMMONS assured the senator from North 
Carolina he was mistaken as to the memorial; prob- 
ably he meant the other which the committece did 
not approve of printing. The committee had not, 
even with regard to this memorial, recommended it 
to be printed; they only reported that they would ob- 
ject if it was desired. . : 

Mr. BUCHANAN really did not recollect the 
contents of the memorial; but he knew it was from 
a very large and respectable assembly of the Society 
of Friends from three States of the Union, adopted at 
their yearly conference in Philadelphia; and as the 
committee, who acted for the conference, desired 
him, on presenting it, to ask for its printing, he had 
doneso. He was anxious to have it printed, al- 
though every one knew he was opposed to the 
prayer of the memorial; but knowing the respecta- 
bility of its signers, he hoped they would be grati- 
fied by acceding ,to their desire of having their me- 
morial printed. 

Mr. SEVIER asked why not print all these memo- 
rials, if there was any propriety in printing this? 
He hoped all would go by one rule. 

Mr. BERRIEN had read the memorial now in 
question; which resists the annexation of Texas, on 
the grounds that it would furnish an additional 
stimulant and market for the slave-trade; and that it 
would have the tendency of perpetuating slavery 
in the United States. Now, he was unwilling to 
give the slighest countenance to the embarrassment 
of the question of annexation, with this subject, ov 


en of the “Senate tò: the’ introduc- u 
ic into the Senate by any action; such © 
as that of authorizing the printing of this memorial. 
He; therefore, hoped the motion to-lay onthe table. 
would prevail: 3 : i 

‘On this ‘motion, Mr. HAYWOOD called forthe 
-yeas. and’ nays, which were ordered, and resulted, 
yeas: 24, nays 14, as follows: © 2. 0 D 

v <M , Atchison, Atherton, Ben- 
tons Bertions ana Coljaity, Gallenin, Fairfield, Fulton, 
Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Johnson, Lewis, MeDuaftie, 

“Mangum, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, “and 
‘Woodbury—24, Bey as a8 : 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bates, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, 
Evang; Francis, Hannegan, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
Upham, White, and Woodbridge--14. - Ss 

So:the report was laid on the table: 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported.back, without amendment, the House 
bill for the-relief of Emanuel. Shrofe, and recom- 
mended its passage.’ He also reported back, the pe- 
titions of Peter Ingles, Peter Frost,.and Aden Stan- 
ley, with adverse reports:reports ordered to be 

rinted. - k ; 
j Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, without, amendment, 
the House bill for the relief of Eaton Nance, and 
recommended its passage, -` ; 

Mr. PHELPS said. that some time since 1,500 
copies of ‘the report of the Commissioner of Patents 
were ordered to” be printed for. the use of the Sen- 
ate; but since that, a more-careful perusal of that 
document had satisfied several senators that it was 
one of great importance, which ought to be dissem- 
inated, and that at least 5,000.copies ought to have 
been ordered. He should therefore move a recon- 
sideration of the order, with a view of submitting 
the following: 


Ordered, That 5,000 additional copies of the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents, communicated to Con- 
gress at the preseut session, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


Mr. McDUFFIE objecting to its consideration 
` now. 
The motion was postponed till to-morrow. 

Several bills from the House of Representatives 
were received, read a first time, ordered to a second 
reading, and appropriatély referred to standing com- 
mittces. ` 
The general orders being called, 

Mr: DAYTON moved to postpone the previous 
orders, and take up the Pea Batoh island bill. No! 
no! from several senators. ] 

Mr, EVANS hoped the motion would not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. DAYTON said the bill was on its third 
reading, and would not consume any time. 

The motion prevailed, and the bill providing for 
the adjustment of the title of the United States to 
Pea Patch island, in the river Delaware, was taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD informed the Senate that the ref- 
eree mentioned in the bill, Mr. Horace Binney, of 
Philadelphia, having declined to act, it was neccs- 
sary to make an amendment, substituting another. 
He would, therefore, move to amend the bill, by 
striking out the name of Horace Binney, and sub- 
stituiting that of Roger B. Taney, chief justice of the 
Supreme Court—to act, not in his capacity of chief 
justice, but as referee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked if Mr. 
sented to serve. 

Mr. BAYARD said he had. 
convenient for him to do so, 
trict. 

The CHAIR intimated that, as the bill now came 
Up, if was not competent to amend it unless by unan- 
imous assent. 

fter a few observations fron Messrs. BAYARD, 
BENTON, DAYTON, and SEVIER, the bill was | 
recommitted for amendment. 

_The general orders now brought up the Senate 
bill 88, providing for the remission of duties on rail- 
road iron, in certain cases. 

Mr. MILLER moved to ‘pass. this bill over in- 
formally, as the senators from Maryland, who took 
Seep interest in it, were absent from their 
seats, 

Mr. EVANS resisted this motion. The bill had 
been put off day after day. There was no proba- 

ility of a vote eing taken on it, before the sena- 
tors alluded to came in. The discussion could go 


Taney had con- 


d. It would be quite 
as it was within his dis- 


on till 1 o’clock; and it could be disposed of during 
the morning hour in two or three days. 
The question on Mr.Minuer’s motion was taken, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


and resulted ayes 16, noes 13. So the bill was pass- 
ed over informally. ` S f ; i 
Mr. EVANS gave notice that he would, day after 
day, move to proceed with this -bill till disposed of; 
and hoped. senators interested init would be pres- 


` ent at the hour for taking it up. 


The next thing on the general-orders was the Sen- 


ate joint resolution to authorize the Attorney Gen- © 


eral to contract for. copiés of a proposed edition of 
the laws and treaties of the United States, reported _ 
by Mr. Cuoare, from. the Committee on the Libra- 
ry; which was taken up as in committee of the 


| whole. 


Mr. BUCHANAN would be glad to have the 


petition of A. W. Johnson, successor of Nielson 


and Johnson, readyin which there is a proposition to 
furnish the requisite number of copies of the laws 
which have been already printed much cheaper than 


| anew edition can be obtained for. 


Mr. CHOATE said the committee had the me- 
morial. under consideration, and had decided that a 


. new edition of the laws was necessary, and that the 


objects desired would not be attained pe acceding to 
the proposition of the memorialist. ‘The object of 
the resolution was to bring out what had been much 
needed—a new and uniform edition of the laws of 
the United States, the treaties, and a copious and ac- 
curate index—all got up in the first style of typo- 


| graphical art, and on thick, fine paper, fit to be writ- 


ten upon in making notes. Mr. C. then stated the 


. opinions of the judges and members of the bar as to 


the necessity for this new edition, and their approval 
of the plan proposed for accomplishing the object. 
Mr. BUCHANAN hoped, if the memorial was 


not on the table, the matier would be passed over - 


informally till it was obtained. 
The CHAIR said the memorial was not on the 


table. 

Mr. CHOATE consented to let the resolution be 
passed over informally till the memorial was obtain- 
ed. 


It was passed over accordingly. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Elliott, jun., of Ilinois, was taken up, as in 
committee of the whole, with an amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands. 

After some discussion as to the technical meaning 
of the words “final certificate of patent,” which 
were objected to by Mr. CRITTENDEN, explain- 
ed by Mr. BRERSE, and defined by Mr. SEVIER 
to be obsolete in consequence of the change in the 
mode of paying for public lands, the amendment 
was adopted; the bill, as amended, was reported, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. FOSTER gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill. 

The next bill on the general orders was that for 
the relief of Mary Reeside, exccutrix of the last will 
and testament of James Reeside, deceased, which 
was taken up as in committee of the whole, and 
placed under consideration. 

Mr. HAYWOOD made several objections to the 
bill as it_now stood: first, that it proposed to trans- 
fer the business of the Auditor of the Post Office 
Department to the Auditor of the War Department; 
next, that it referred to the record of a court in Penn. 
sylvania, as evidence of the indebtédness of the 
United States to the claimant; next, that it assumed 
this indebtedness without having any inquiry made 
at, or report obtained from, the Post Office Depart- 
ment, All that appeared on the face of the bill was, 
that a suit had been brought by the United States 
against Reeside in the courts of Philadelphia, for 
a balance of accounts, and upon trial, the jury re- 
turned a verdict for $188,000 against the’ United 
States, in favor of Mr. Reeside. 'To base a claim 
on this record, would be contrary to the principle 
that suit cannot be instituted against the United 
States, for it would be virtuall y recognising the rieht 
of a court in Pennsylvania tò award, as inan indi- 
vidual case, according to her peculiar laws, a ver- 
dict of indebtedness to the defendant upon plain- 
tifl’s snit. 

Mr. DAYTON approved of the bill as it stood, 


and referred to the concluding words as obviating all 
difficulty; which say the Third Auditor shall eerti- 
fy such debt and settlement to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and. require him to pay such sum of 
money as shall be found due, if any.” 

Mr. McDUFFIE saw no propriety in referring to 
the record at all. The object was inquiry into the 
validity of the claim, and whatever it was, to have it 
certified and settled. 


“Some discussion ensued on the subject of the law 


= 


-of Pennsylvania, on the poiat of deciding by one 
trial, Whether the indebtedness was on the part of 
“plaintiff or defendant; in which Messrs. DAYTON, 

BERRIEN, McDUFFIE, and BUCHANAN took 

part; but this discussion encroaching on the hour 
` for the special order, 

Mr. ARCHER moved to postpone the further 
consideration of. the ‘subject, with a view of going 
into executive session. 

The bill was accordingly postponed. } 

The Senate then went into executive session; and, 
after some time Spent therein, 

Adjourned. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, June 3, 1844. 

The journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. HALE moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which Senate bill No. 18 was ordered to be 
taken out of committee in one hour and a half after 
it should be taken up in committee. He made this 
motion (he said) in order that the gentleman from 
Tennessee might have an opportunity of making a 
speech upon it. He withdrew the motion, however, 
at the request of . i 

Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL, who desired 
to offer a resolution fixing the 10th, 1th, and 12th 
days of June, instant, for the consideration of cer- 
tain treaties. ‘ 

The SPEAKER remarked that the first business 
in order was. a motion made on Saturday to recon- 
sider the vote by which bill No. 177, granting a 
copyright to the authors of the Narrative of the 
Exploring Expedition, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he was aware of that; 
and if it were necessary, he would move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, that his resolution might be now 
considered; but he hoped there would be no ob- 
jection. , 

Objections were made; and the question was then 
put upon the pending motion to reconsider, 

Mr. BARNARD suggested that the motion be 
postponed until Monday next. 

r. CAVE JOHNSON said he hoped the House 
would not for a moment consider the propriety of 
granting a copyright to anybody; and therefore he 
moved to.lay the motion of reconsideration on the 
table. š . 

A division was called for;:and after a short .con- 
versation, i 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion to lay on 
the table. ` 

The question was then put on postponing its con- 
sideration until Monday next, and carried. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL called for the considera- 
tion of hia resolution. 

Mr. DEAN rose:and moved the reconsideration 
of the vote by which bill 268, for the relief of the 
heirs of Francis Cazeau, of Montreal, was laid upon 
the table, and that the motion be postponed until 
Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL again called for the con- 
sideration of his resolution setting apart the 10th, 
11th, and 12th of June for the consideration of trea- 
tries between this government and those of Portu- 
gal, Spain, Denmark, and Great Britain. 

Objections were made; and 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of the 
rules, and demanded the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted thus—yeas 78, 
nays 84, 

There not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved ‘itself into Commit- 
tec of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. J. 
W. Davis in the Chair.) 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee took 
up for consideration the civil and diplomatie appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON inquired whether it was in 
order to take up this bill in preference to the one 
standing first in order; which was the bill to estab. 
lish a naval depot in the West. 

, The CHAIRMAN remarked that all appropria- 
tion bills had preference over all others. 


On the suggestion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, the gen- 
eral reading of the bill was dispensed with, and it’ 
was read by sections or paragraphs, with a view to 
amendments. ` 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to amend the bill in that 


portion which relates to the ordinary and contingent 
expenses of the two Houses of Congress, by pro- 
viding that a preference should be. given in the pur- 
chase of stationery, &c., to articles of American 
manufacture. 4 : , : 
_ Mr. E. J. BLACK opposed the amendment. He 
was for free trade in affairs relating to the govern- 
ment, as well as in private affairs. He was for buy- 
ing in the cheapest market and selling in the highest 
and best. © 7 oe ots 

Mr. BARNARD offered a modification, of the 
amendment, which Mr. Potiock accepted. è 

Some remarks were made by.Messrs. HAMLIN 
and MORRIS. : 

Mr. E. J. BLACK moved further to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked if it would be in or- 
der to move to strike out and insert. 

The CHAIR said it would not be in order now. 

Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he should 
make such a motion as soon as it would be in order, 
and he sent up the following resolution to be read 
for information: 


Resolved, That, for the purpose of economizing the public 
time, and stopping of political discussions, as far as practi- 
cable, all members of this House, who have made speeches at 
this session, against Mr. Van Buren, have permission to 
erase the name of Mr. Van Buren therefrom, and substitute 
instead the name of James K. Polk; and that the officers of 
this House be requested to buy those anti-Van Buren 
speeches of the Clay club for wrapping paper, when they 
can be bought as cheap as other wrapping paper. . 


Mr. PAYNE rose and said it was not his purpose 
to open up a discussion of the tariff question; but 
inasmuch as the opinions of the democratic candi- 
date for the presidency had heen referred to, he 
could not permit the occasion to pass without en- 
dorsing toto celo, the doctrines of Colonel Polk on 
the subject of a protective tariff, The time had now 
arrived when a man could be presented for the 
suffrages of the American people, whose views were 
sound on this question. He wished the views of 
Colonel Polk, in relation’ to the tariff policy, to be 
clearly understood by the whole country. ` An ef- 
fort had been made to induce the people to believe 
that Colonel Polk was in favor of entire free trade. 
This erroneous representation was akin to all the 
proceedings of their opponents. Colonel Polk, (said 

r. P.,) is in favor of raising from duties on imports 
revenue for the support of government. He was 
of opinion that the constitution gave Congress that 
power; but while he thus believed, and while he 
was willing that this power should be exercised, he 
utterly repudiated and condemned the doctrine of the 
whig party, that this power may be used, not for the 
purpose of raising revenue, but of creating bounties 
and of giving protection to one section of the Union 
at the expense of the other. 

In reply to a question from Mr. E. J. MORRIS, 
Mr. PAYN E said he took pleasure in stating that 
Colonel Polk was opposed to the tariff of 1842. 

Mr. P. then proceeded to comment on the in- 
equalities between the duties upon articles of gener- 
al and necessary consumption by the poorer classes 
and those used by the wealthy. He, however, 
asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania to state 
what were Mr. Clay’s opinions; did he not advocate 
the taxing of the laboring classes of the country 
higher than those who revelled in luxury? 

Mr. MORRIS said he would answer the question 
of the gentleman from Alabama. Mr. Clay was in 
favor of protecting the industry of the laboring 
classes of the country. 

Mr. PAYNE said the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had not met the question. He replied that 
Mr. Clay was in favor of protecting the labor of 
the country; but how was it proposed to do it? Was 
it by imposing a tremendous tax on everything that 
the laboring man consumed? Was that his system 
of protection? If it were, it was the protection 
which the vulture extended to the lamb, whilst 
thirsting for its blood; and yet Mr. Clay was an ad- 
vocate of such a system—he was the friend of the 
bill of abominations of 1842, and on that question 
he (Mr. P.) was willing to leave him to the Ameri- 
can people. . 

r. SCHENCK inquired if Governor Polk was 
not opposed to the bill of 1842, and in favor of a 
reduction of duties to an average of 20 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE replied, that if the gentleman from 


Ohio had paid attention to his remarks he would’ 


have seen that the interrogatory which he had just 
proposed was a work of supererogation: he had dis- 
tinctly stated that Governor Polk expressly admit- 
ted and contended that the power to lay imposts and 
duties was a revenue power, and that that power 


for those purposes was an -unlimited power. But 
that power was given for legitimate purposes, and it 
ought not to be prostituted to Purposes ‘that were ` 
illegitimate. eis 2 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania had spoken in 
a tone of. triumph and exultation of the:certain suc- 
cess of Mr. Clay in the presidential. contest, and he 
(Mr. Payne) might be indulged in a few remarks 
on that subject. On what, he would ask, did the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania base his expectation of - 
success? Was it based on the fact that he had been 
thrice , presented: to the American eople, and as 
often repudiated and. rejected? as that ev- 
idence-of prospective success? Why, he was 
defeated even with“ the aid of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and with 
all the influence that that gentleman was 
able to bring to his aid. Yes, his name had been 
thrice presented to the American people, and they 
scorned and spurned him; where, then, did they now 
look for success? He would tell gentlemen here 
that their predictions were made too hastily, and too 
confidently, and too noisily; they were, however, 
notoriously the most noisy party in christendom— 
noisy and. confident, although, from the establish- 
ment of the government, they had very rarely in- 
deed been successful. This locofoco party of which 
the gentleman had spoken, would again defeat the 
whig party at the next election, as they had so often 
done before; and though this was a federal Union, 
federal principles would not be permitted to have 
dominance in this Union. 

He then entered into a review of the principles of 
the federal party. There was’ the distribution of 
the proceeds of the public lands amongst the several 
States; and what was its object? What was its 
practical result? Its object was to pay the debts of 
the States with the produce of the public lands; 
debts due to foreign countries. And for what were 
those debts contracted? To render valuable the 
property within the limits of the States by which 
they were contracted. The system of taxatios, with- 
in those States was either direct poll tax, or taxation 
on property; but by this system of distribution it 
was designed that the proceeds of the public lands 
should pay those State debts, and a necessary con- 
sequence would be new taxation levied on the 
people to supply the deficiency in the national 
treasury which this distribution would occasion. 
And thus there would be imposed new and heavier 
taxes on consumption—new taxes on the poor con- 
sumer for the benefit of the property holders in the 
States, for the improvement of whose property the 
debts were contracted, 

Such was the practical operation of the distribu- 
tion scheme. Such, also, was the operation of the 
tariff act. They were productive of taxation on la- 
bor, taxation on consumption; and yet such was the 
system that the whig party would pursue, and such 
were the grounds on which Mr. Clay was offered to 
the American people. Happily, however, for the 
country, Mr. Clay had no more chance of success 
now than he had in previous contests of a like char- 
acter. 

He next alluded to Mr. Clay’s opinions in oppo- 
sition to the annexation of Texas, and to an increase 
of territory from any quarter, whether Texas or 
Oregon, and called upon the friends of Mr. Clay to 
produce evidence that he was in favor of annexation. 
There was a double game being played to mislead 
different sections of the Union; and he (Mr. P.) 
wished it to be known in the East and West, the 
North and South. He had confidence in the intelli- 
gence of the people; and he was satisfied that when 
the truth was proclaimed to them, they would reject 
Mr. Clay, as they had done before. 

Mr. HARDIN said, when he came into the 
House this morning, he had no expectation that the 
subject of general politics would come up; but as 
that subject had been introduced, he would make 
some observations upon it. He then proceeded to 
remark that when the’American people knew Mr. 
Polk, he would be as Mr. Van Buren now was, “a 
used up man,” though in point of talent, as com- 
pared with Mr. Van Buren, he was but as a pigmy 
toagiant. He made some remarks on what he un- 
derstood to be Mr. Polk’s opinions on the tariff, and 
availed himself ofthe more clear, sonorous voice of 
Mr. Scuenck, to read to the committee some eX- R 
trscts from speeches made by Mr. Polk when in 
Congress. He next proceeded to argue that it was 
not the Texas question which had caused the witk- 
drawal of Mr.‘ Van Buren, for it was well understood 
at the time of the Connecticut election, that if it 


-resulted unfavorably to the democratic cause, Mr. 
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"Van Buren was to be ‘withdrawn: 


“He also’ qu 
from a series of. articles recently’ published ih the 
Globe, in which the relative merits. of Col. King and 


Governor Polk for‘ the vice presidency were fully: 


discussed to the advantage of the former; and went 
nto a party political speech, in which.he- glanced at 
many other old and new ‘party issties: He spoke 
of the resolutions of the Baltimore convention, par- 
ticularly dwelling on the Texas treaty.. - 

Mr. PAYNE asked the gentleman where Mr. 
Clay was on the Texas question. He had frequent= 
ly approximated toit, but had always avoided it. 
From his published letter it would seem to some 
that there might be circumstances under which Mr. 
Clay would go'for annexation—that was to: beguile 
the South; but he should like to hear it distinctly 
stated what those circumstance were under which 
Mr. Clay would be in favor of annexation. - 

Mr. HARDIN said he had asked for a definition 
of the sentiments of democracy, and the gontleman 
from Alabama had replied that Mr. Clay had not 
answered distinctly. He then entered into a dis- 
cussion of what he understood to be Mr. Polk’s 
opinions.on the annexation of Texas and the occu- 
pation of Oregon. ‘ 

Mr. HALE, before commencing his remarks, in- 
quired whether it was in order to say anything 
about the bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE (Mr. Haze yielding him the floor 
for a moment) said he wished to call the attention of 
the House tothe fact that the gentleman from TMi- 
nois [Mr. Harp] would -not notice at all the 


- equivocal character of Mr. Clay’s letter; that the 


gentleman would not state whether Mr. Clay would, 
under any circumstances, bein favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas orof Oregon. And while he was on 
the floor, he would take this occasion of protesting 
against any inference from his silence as to whether 
he was the author of any newspaper article. No 
man had a right to charge him with being the author 
because he refused to be catechized on the subject. 


üotéd ` 


Mr. HARDIN said he did not think it necessary 


to answer for Mr. Clay, because he had answered 
for himself. His opinions were well known. But: 
the gentleman from Alabama had not answered his 
question whether Col: Polls was in favor of the Tex- 
as treat 

Mr. 
the annexation of Texas to this Union. As. for the 
present treaty, he supposed it had not met his eye 
when his letter was written. There was no double- 
dealing upon this or on any other question. As to 
their principles, they had been written for years 
upon the vault of Heaven itself. 

Mr. HALE claimed his right to the floor. He 
proposed, in the few remarks which he had to offer, 
to depart from the course which the debate had ta- 
ken. He proposed to say something respecting 
the subject before the House. He would send to 


PAYN E said that Col. Polk was ïn favor of 


the Clerk’s table certain amendments, which he in- ` 


tended to offer when those portions of the bill 
should be reached, at whichthey would be inor- 
der. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL objected to this course, 
as it would lead, he said, to infinite confusion. 

Mr. HALE explained the purport of the amend- 
ments which he intended to offer. One wasa re- 
duction of the salaries of the Treasurer of the 
United States, and the Register of the Treasury, to 
the extent of $788 73, being equal to a sum received 
by each of those officers last year’ beyond what 
they were entitled toreceive. Another amendment 
had reference to the system of discipline in the na- 
vy; and, upon this branch, Mr. H. descanted at some 
length. He was repeatedly called to order by Mr. 
C. J. INGERSOLL, who objected to the reading of 
various documents, which Mr. H. produced on the 
subject of flogging in the navy. 

Mr. DOUGLASS next obtained the floor, and re- 
plied to the remarks of his colleague, [Mr. Harpin,] 
who, he jocularly observed, notwithstanding his re- 
cent exhibition of irritation, was naturally a very 
amiable man. His colleague was laboring under a 
very serious provocation, growing out of his dis- 
appointment. He had lost his first born—political 
speech. And though the resolution offered by 
another colieague of his [Mr. WenrwortyH] was 
intended to relieve him from his disappointment, by 
authorizing him to strike out the name of Mr. Van 
Buren and insert that of James K. Polk, it did not 


-seem to have cured the wound that was inflicted 


upon, his feelings. 

Mr. D. proceeded to controvert the arguments of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Harpin.} 

So much in relation to General Harrison’s opinicns. 


on the tarif. Weill, then, there: was the compro- 
mise act... -Henry Clay was pledged io the compro- 
misé:-act; evéry Whig Speaker in America. was- 
pledged to the compromise -act and yet’ the gentle- 
ten of that partý had the effrontery now, to:come. 
forward, and say. that: the cindidate for the. presi- 5 
dency, Wha dared to support the compromise act, 
was unworthy of the support ofthe country. Thus, 
then, it would, be seen that the whigs were changing 
their ground on which they ventured before. the- 

eople. = te Š E z, 
2 He-next commented on the remarks of his col- 
league; [Mr. Ah onthe Oregon “humbug” 
and “hobby,” as he had characterized it, notwith- 
standing it was the advocacy of that “humbug” on 
the stump.in Ilinois. which had given that gentle- 
man his. seat on-this floor. BA ; 
` Mr: HARDIN said hé never made. any řëmarks 
on the subject of Oregon during his canvass, though 
he took the ground that it was ours, and that we 
ought to have.it. (Laughter.). He added that the 
dgmocratic party were goirig to.make a “hobby” 
of it. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS said,then the gentleman was wil- 
ling to ride their “hobby.” But what wèře the opin- 
ions of the candidate of: his colleague for the. presi- 
dency? Hemy Clay, when Secretary of State, of- 
feted to give Great Britain the half of Oregon, pro- 
vided England would give us the other. half; and 

et the gentleman (Mr. Tiran] accused Governor 

olk of being opposed to the occupatién of Oregon. 
Now Governor Polk held that Oregon was ours, 
and that we should take it and possess it. 

Mr. HARDIN asked if Mr. Calhoun had not of- 
fered to give up a portion of Oregon? 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he was speaking of Mr. 
Clay, and not of Mr. Calhoun. 

Mr. HARDIN asked if it was not known that 
Mr. Clay made the proposition referred to as a com- 
promise? f . 

Mr. DOUGLASS said it was sufficient for him 
that Mr. Clay offered to give up half that territory, 
and that was. now admitted by his colleage; and 
hence there was reason to fear, if Mr. Clay should 
become President ofthe United States—which God 
forbid'—he would again consent to give up the halfof 
the prolific Territory of Oregon. He theii pro- 
ceeded to notice other portions of his colleague's 
speech in detail, commenting at some length on the 

‘exian question; inthe course of which, he accused 
this government of perfidy towards France by the 
cession of Texas to Spain. Texas, he said, ought to 
be rveannexed to this Union; and it should be done 
at once, by treaty. As one reason, he said that 
Texas was important to us in a military. point of 
view; and that it was necessary for the protection of 
New Orleans and the Mississippi valley. England, 
it was rumored, was taking steps to prevent annex- 
ation; and the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Apane] has avowed that he would not go to war 
with England for Texas. He (Mr. D.) differed 
from that gentleman, He would give his vote with 
more pleasure for appropriations to resist British 
aggressions in Texas, than for any other purpose 
whatever. Great Britain had now numerous pos- 
sessions with which she surrounded us; and he 
thought that it would be as wise in this country to 

ive up New Orleans as Texas. He spoke at some 
length on the importance of Texas to this Union as 
a market for our produce, and was continuing the 
discussion of that subject, when the chairman an- 
nounced the termination of his allotted hour. 

Mr. SCHENCK next obtained the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to comment on the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Doveiass,] and the opinions of 
Governor Polk, charging inconsistency on the dem- 
ocratic party in the support of Mr. Polk, to whom 
he attributed doctrines in opposition to protection of 
American labor to the amount of one dollar, and 
also opposition to the sub-treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE reiterated the explanation he before 
gave of Governor Polk’s opinion on the taxing pow- 
er for revenue purposes. Governor Polk, he said, 
went to any extent in the exercise of the taxing 
power for revenue purposes; but he was opposed to 
infractions of the constitution under the pretence of 
an exercise of such taxing power. 

Mr. SCHENCK. proceeded and read from 
speeches delivered by Mr. Polk, for the purpose of 
showing that he was the advocate of an average of 
20 per cent. as the rate of impost duties; and said 
they were not informed whether he would even af- 
ford incidental protection. 

_ The democracy were about to enter the field in 
support of a candidate who was opposed to a pro- 


-tective tariff. - Would they remairi trué to.that prin- 
ciple?’ Suppose a bill were brought forward cutting 
down the tariff to the horizontal rate of 20. pet cent., 


giving no. protection: how many votes would it re-‘ 


‘ceive from the democratic party? ` : ; 
Mr: BELSER said the view of Col. Polk was, 

that 20 per cent. was Sufficient for revenue. 

‘doctrine of the democratic party was,. that duties 


should not be laid with a-view to protectioti, but” 


with'a view to revenue. ? = 

Mr: SCHENCK proceeded. He supposed, then, 
this was: but ‘a >clap-trap set to catch northern 
gulls; and when it was found that. 20 per cent. af- 
forded protection, it must go down. The democra- 
cy avowed themselves opposed to banks. Why did 
they not put down the banks. of the District, when 
the opportunity was afforded to them? When the 
question came up, they refused to vote, er skulked 
behind the Speaker’s chair. - 

Mr. S. adverted to thë remarks of the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Doverass,] in reference toGeneral 
Harrison, and defended him “against the charge of 
disagreeing with the leading and avowed principles 
of the whig party. ; 5 

Mr. BELSER next addressed the committee, vin- 
dicating the democratic party from the charge of 
inconsistency. 

He went over the prominent principles embraced 
in the democratic creed, and illustrated and defended. 
them—quoting, as he proceeded, the resolutions of 


the Baltimore democratic convention, on which he 


descanted .approvingly. He spoke particularly of 
the Texian treaty, and of the position of Governor 
Polk, who, with Dalla’, he said, would triumphant- 
ly carry Alabama, and, in all human probability, 
Georgia too, together with all the southern States. 


Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor, but gave 
way for a motion to rise; which was agreed to, and 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Charles Johnston, who 
has become permanently disabled by reason of exposure on 
euty in the Florida war, on board the steamer Major Dade, 
praying that he may be allowed. such back pension as he 
would hate been entitled ifthe law of 1637 had not been 
modified or repealéd: referred to the Committee on Naval 

fairs. ` 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: Petition of Lucius Hull, of In- 
diana county, Pennsylvania, praying that a patent may be 
issued to him for the invention of an artificial marble mode 
from lime, subject to the conditions in the petition men- 
tioned: referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Proceedings of a public meeting 
of the town of Camden,inthe State of North Carolina, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the United States. 
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Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with amendment, the bill referred to 
it, authorizing the issue of patents for certain lands in St. 
Augustine district, Florida, the sales of which were not 
regularly reported; and recommended its passage. 

Mr. W. also reported back, from the same committee, the 
House bill referred to it, authorizing the entry of certain 
lands occupied by branch pilots of New Orleans, Louisiana, 
without amendment; and recommended its passage. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, on behalf of the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recently referred to that committee, relative to 
the substitution of gas for oil in light-houses; and asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration: committee dis- 
charged accordingly. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back two House bilis; one for the relief of Frederick 
Hopkins, and the other for the relief of Jane McGuire, 
widow of Thomas McGuire; both accompanied by adverse 
reports: reports ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUGER presented the memorial and proceedings of 
a meeting of the citizens of St. Johns, Colleton district, 
Sonth Carolina, praying for the reannexation of Texas to 
the United States: laid on the table. 

Also a memorial from citizens of Beaufort, South Caro- 
lina, praying for the annexation of Texas to the United 
Status: laid on the table. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back the House bill transferring the execution of a certain 
act relating to the removal of the pension agency from Ken- 
tucky to-Ohio, (Cincinnati,) from the Secretary of the Na- 
vy to the Secretary of War, and recommended its passage. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the bill was taken up, read, 
and passed. i 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported hack, with amendment, the Pea Patch Island bill, 
which was recommitted yesterday. 

Mr. WHITE reported, from the Committees on Indian Af- 
fairs, a bill for the relief of Joshua Kennedy, of Alabama, 
with an amendment merely filling up the blank left for the 
Sum. 

On his motion, the bill was taken up, and the amendment 
was adopted—the bill then taking its place on the calendar. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 


The ~ 


i à referred the House bill amendatory of the 
ire Satis to the election of President and Vice President, 
reported the same, with amendments; [the effect of which 
would bé.to postpone thé operation of the bill til after the 
next presidential election } The amendments were ordered 
to De PORN SON preséiited the petition of a number of 
citizens of Louisiana, praying fot- he establishment of mail 
routes between the mouth of Red rivet arid New Carthage, 
and between Videlia and Providence, in the same county: 
referred .to the Committee on the Post Onice and Post 

s s Siis a E . . rae 
Reeds AVON, fim the Conmmittee on Public Buildings, 
to which was refeizga thé pétition of Daniel Pettibone, in 
relation to hot air stoves, repofted beck the same, and-asked 
to be discharged from. its farther. Goisideration: committee 

i ecordingly.. - , ` 
EITE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which had been referred Sundry memorials on the subject, 
reported a bill for the payment of cerlain arrearages said to 
be due to. the Stockbridge -tribe of Jndians,.and for other 
purposes; which bill, at his request, was read a first time, and 
orderad to its second reading. $ tans 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said there were two little pills for 
harbor improvements in lake Michigan, which he hoped the 
Senate would consent to take up. 

The CHATR said there were resoltitions offered yesterday 
which had presedence of the calander. pee 

The following order submitted yesterday by Mr. PHELPS, 
was then taken up and adopted: ~ i g 

Orderéd, That 5,000 additionalcopies of the annual report 
of the Comiimissigner of Patents, communicated to Con- 
gress at the present session, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. a K A 

The resolution offered yesterday bý Mr. ARCHER was also 
adopted, being as follows: 


Réswlved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, tg communicate to the Sen- 
ate the correspordence between the late minister of the 
United States in Mexico. arid the Minister of Foreign Aflaits 
of that republic, upon.the subject of an order issued by the 
Mexican government, expelling all watives of the United 
States from Upper California and other departments of the 
Mexican republic; and also the correspondence between the 
said American minister and the Mexican Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, üpon the order prohibiting foreigners the privilege 
of the retail trade in Mexico, and which has taken place 
subsequently to fhat heretofore communicated to Congress 
on the same subject. : 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Conimittce on the Judiciary, to 
which had been referred the Joint resolution relative to a 
lot of ground at Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, asked that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration; 
and that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: the reference was accordingly transferred. 

Mr. WHITE asked and obtained leave. by unanimous 
consent, to submit-a motion, the object of which was, to 
have the three remaining maps, ont of the twenty-six ac- 
companying Captain Cram’s report on the subject of im- 
proving the navigation of the Valls of the Ohio river, print- 
ed along with the twenty-three already ordered to be print- 
ed, as it was not, he thought, worth while to have the re- 
port incomplete, by withholding these three maps, the cost 
of printing -which would not exceed, he understood, sever 


ty-five dollars. ; * 
Noobjection being made, the maps were ordered to be 
printed. 


Several bills and joint resolutions received from the 
House of Representatives were taken up, read a first and 
second time, and referred to appropriate standing commit- 
tees. 

‘The engrossed bill for the relief of William ENiott, jr., of 
Fniton county, Illinois, was read a third time, and passed. 

Also, the engrossed bill authorizing the register of the 
British barque purchased by James Wilson. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to postpone the previous 
business, with a view of taking up the two House bills, 240 
and 241, making appropriations for harbor improvements in 
Lake Michigan. 

Mr. EVANS hoped the previous business would not be 
postponed. These were House bills that could be acted 
upon atany time. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON assured the senator they would 
cause no delay—they would be passed at once. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN would vote for postponing all other 
business, with a view of going into executive session; and 
hoped that would be the condition of the motion to post- 
pone. 
wane CHAIR explained that they would be distinct mo- 

10ns. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN would then move to fay the motion 
of tle senator from Connecticut on the table; and, if his 
motion prevailed, he would move to go into executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. ALLEN, understanding the senator's object to be, to 
lay the motion to postpone on the table, with a view of 
going forthwith into executive session, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that nothing would be gained by 
this delay; pe haps some time would be saved by acquiesc- 
ing in the motion to postpone, and allowing those bills to 
be disposed of. 

_ The question was then taken on Mr. CRITTENDEN’S mo- 
tion, to lay the motion te postpone the previous business on 
on the table, and it was negatived, yeas 17, nays 20. 

The question then recurring on the ‘motion to postpone 
the previous business: and taken up the House bill entitled, 
“An act making appropriations for certain ianprovemrnts on 
the western shore of Lake Michigan.” 

Mr. EVANS hoped the motion would not prevail. As he 
had remarked before, the House bills could be passed any 
time: they could allbe disposed of within the last three 
days of the session. Not so with regard to the Senate bills, 
which have not only to be considered, and probably many 
debated and amended, but to go to the House, and if there 
amended, returned to the Senate. It was best to go on with 
the Senate bills on the calendar first. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON wished it to be understood that his 
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motion was made with a view of carrying out what had 
been begun by the prompt action of the Senate on the two 
harbor bills, of which the two small bills now to be dis- 
posed of formed a part, but being territorial bills they have 

een separated from the large harbor bilis. The same 
reasons which were urged in favor of speedy action on the 
harbor bills, applied with equal force to these small bills. 
Whatever was to be done should be commenced early in 
the season, so as to be completed before the winter sets in; 
and at this advanced period of the year, there was not a 
day to he lost. 5 

Mr. ARCHER thought there was great force and proprie- 
ty in ths suggestion of the senator from Maine, as to the 
necessity which exists for proceeding first with the Senate 
bills on the calendar; and he should at once acquiesce in 
that suggestion, if, in the present instance, there would not 
be at least some show of discourtesy after the vote just 
taken, in refusing to the senator from Connecticut the in- 
dulgence which had heretofore been accorded to every 
senator who had asked it. Heshould vote for the senator's 
motion now, but with this notice, that hereafter he would 
invariably, at 1 o’clock, move to go into executive session, 
and should not yield to any request to waive that motion, no 
matter from whom it came, or for what object it was made. 
He gave this notice that his refusal should not in future be 
deemed a discourtesy. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked what necessity there was for 
this haste about these harbor bills? Did not one of those 
already passed contain appropriations for those lakes? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, not for the territory on Lake 
Michigan. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN could see no reason why this subject 
should claim precedence above all other public business— 
even business of great national importance. He certainly 
thought there were many bills on the calendar of more im- 
portance—bills that probably would demand time to dispose 
of. Now, if these two little bills are so perfectly plain and 
reasonable that they will pass the moment they are read, 
there can be no danger whatever in letting them stand on the 
Calendar till they, are reached in their proper order. Without 
some systematic mode of proceeding, it would be impossible 
to get through the business in time,particularly if these inces- 
sant appeals were yielded to for sering aside the general 
orders, with a view of taking up every li 


little favorite meas- 
ure of this kind. He should vote against the motion. And 
he would now give notice that, every day till the business 
in hand in executive session is disposed of, he would, the 
moment the journal was read at 11 o’clock, move to go into 
executive session, with a view of expediting the public 
business. 

Mr. BATES, although favorable to those two bills, would 
vote against the motion to take them up now, for he was 
averse to any interference with the business to be disposed 
of in executive session—business of vastly more importance 
than these little harbor bills. 

Mr. TALLMADGE had indulged hopes that there would 
be no sort of objection to passing these bills as part of the 
measure adopted inthe two general harbor bills already 
passed. They were separated from them because they 
were territorial bills; and he thought it was the under- 
standing that, as soon as the harbor bills were disposed of, 
these little bills would be taken up, and also disposed of at 
once, and for the same reasons. ‘They were of much conse- 
quence to the commerce of the lakes, and ought to be acted 
upon without delay. 

The question was then taken; and the motion to postpone 
the previous business was negatived—ayes 13, noes 16. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that it would be great impolicy, 
at this late period of the session. to devote most of the re- 
maining time to one subject, to the utter neglect of all the 
unfinished business of the calendar. He pointed out many 
important public bills yet to be acted upon—such as that 
regulating the election of electors for President and Vice 
President. Already had the Senate resolved upon making 
executive business the special order at one o’clock till that 
business was disposed of, leaving the hours from 11 to I for 
advancing the general orders, Was it not time enough te 
go into executive session at 1 o’clock, upon a subject which 
now could not last much Ionger under debate. He did not 
believe there was enough of importance attached to the 
pending subject (the treaty) to justify the whole attention 
of the Senate being given to it, to the utter neglect of all the 
other business of the session, now to be settled within the 
present and the next week. It seemed to him to be unrea- 
sonable to ask the two hours allowed for the morning busi- 
ness to be devoted to this subject. The subject (the treaty) 
had to be decidéd this week, or next week; but upon what 
particular day could make no possible difference. It would 
be as good to decide upon it one day as another. It was cer 
tainly due to the country that its general legislation should 
not be suspended so as to compel its being acted upon hasti- 
ly, in, perhaps, a single day, at the close of the session. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN had precisely the same object in 
view that the senator from Ohio expressed himself in favor 
of—-the limitation of the time of the Senate to this question 
in executive session. and the advancement of the general 
business on the calendar; and he believed his mode of 
reaching that object would be most cflectual. He desired 
the Senate to devote its time, for a day or two, exclusively 
to the matter in hand in executive session; and they wonld 
dispose of it in that way much sooner than by taking it up 
piecemeal every day at one o’clock. 

Mr. ARCHER was sorry he could not concur with the 
honorable senator from Kentucky, seeing that his wishes 
were so intensely fixed upon his plan of proceeding. But 
there were many considerations opposed to such an impe- 
rious rule as that suggested. Hitherto, there had heen com- 
pavatiyely very few House bills sent to the Senate: now 
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that the session draws to its close, there have been. many, 
and there will doubtless be many more. It would be very 
extraordinary if the Senate would, by its own voluntary 
act,preclude itself from deliberate action on these measures of 
grave legislation. These bills will all consume time; they 
may want amendments—in which case they will have to go 
back to the House, and be returned to the Senate. Now, 
were the legislative functions of the Senate to he annulled, 
for the sake of proceeding with one subject, under a mere 
arbitrary rule? There was no necessity for it, Ample 
time for attending to that subject was provided for by set- 
tieg apart each day from one o'clock for its consideration, 
until disposed of. “Whatever might be the disposition of 
the Senate in this matter, it would hardly be courteous to 
those who expected to enter the debate to-day at one o- 
clock, to be called upon to do so before that- hour, He sug- 
gested that to-day, at least, the motion should be put off till 
that time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN assured the senator from Virginia he 
had no imperious fagling in his suggestion. 

Mr. ARCHER dis8laimed any imputation of the kind. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN certainly did not intend —— 

Mr. ARCHER admitted that perhaps the phrase “vehe- 
ment desire” would have better expressed his meaning. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN assured the senator that that vehe- 
ment desire resulted from his anxiety to economize the few 
remaining days of the session; and he felt that the best 
mode of accomplishing that object was that which he had 
suggested. 

The Senate then went into executive business, and, after 
some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, June 4, 1844. 


ROUGH RICE AND TEXAS. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and said he was directed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report to the House a 
resolution, calling upon the President of the United States, 
if not incompatible with the public interests, to communi. 
cate to this House all the correspondence between this gov- 
ernment and the government of Great Britain, alluded fo in 
his annual message, respecting the duties imposed on rough 
rice exported from the United States to Great Britain, con- 
trary to the treaty of 1815. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend, so as to call also 
for all documents, correspondence, &e., in relation to the 
Texian treaty, if not incompatible with the public inter- 
ests. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw his amendment, and not therewith em- 
barrass the resolution which he had offered. 

Some conversation ensued, points of order were raised, 
and an appeal was taken from a decision of the Chair by 
Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he feared, if he withdrew his 
amendment, they should fail to get the papers and cor- 
respondence in relation to the Texas treaty before the 
House, and he would like to have the opinion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. © J. INGERSOLL gave it as his opinion that those 
papers would be got before the House. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then agreed to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE also withdrew his appeal; and 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIA- 


TION BILL. 

Mr. McKAY submitted a resolution fixing 12 o'clock to- 
morrow to terminate debate on the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WHITE hoped one day more would be allawed. The 
general debate which was got up yesterday would, in all 
probability, be continued through this day; and, that there 
might be time for the discussion of the provisions of this 
bill, he would move to amend the resolution, so as to fix 2 
o’clock on Thursday next for the termination of the debate. 
He hoped the gentleman from North Carolina would accept 
his amendment as a modification of his resolution. 

Mr, McK AY would not consent to accept the amendment 
as a modification. The debate yesterday, as far as it pro- 
ceeded, had no relation whatever to the bill before the 
committee; and he could not consent thus to extend the de- 
bate on general polities. 

Mr. WIIITE made some remarks in favor of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabama said the sooner they got to 
work the sooner they would get rid of the bill; he there- 
fore moved the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to lay the resolution on the table; 
but his motion was not then in order—the floor having been 
awarded to 

Mr. HOUSTON, who made some suggestions in relation 
to the emendment; 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. WELLER, 
CJ. INGERSOLL. BARNARD, and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which was negatived—the vote being yeas 57, 


nays 104. 

Mr. WHITE then called for the yeas and nays on his 
amendment, which were ordered; and his amendment was 
negativei—yeas 66, nays 98. 

The resolution of the gentleman from North Carolina was 
then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. J. 
W. Davis in the Chair,) and resnmed the consideration of 
the civil and diplomatic appropriaiion bill. 
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Mr, RATHHUN, being entitled to the floor, proceeded to 
address the committee, reviewing the arguments of those 
who had preceded him in the debate. 

Mr. HOLMES raised the point of order, whether, upon a 
bill involving. as this did, points of great importance which 
ought to be discussed. it was in order for the gentleman io 
discuss the respective merits of the presidential candidates, 
particularly as the time for discussion had been limited. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, and deci- 
ded that, as this course of debate had always heretofore 
been tolerated, it could not properly be considered out of 
order at this time. 

Mr. RATHBUN proceeded. He glanced at the allusions 
that had been made to Mr. Van Buren, and the attempt by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cursaman,} and 
others, to fasten upon Mr. Van Buren the charge of having, 
during his administration, saddled upon the country a debt 
which he left to his successors to pay. Alter vindicating 
Mr. Buren, he alluded to the alleged dissensions aud divi- 
sions in the democratic ranks. They had been denomina- 
ted by their opponents a doomed party; but recently that 
tune was changed. Their denunciations were becoming as 
mild as a summer morning, knowing, as they could not 
help knowing, that their hopes and expectations heretofore 
so sanguine, were doomed to inevitable disappointment. 

Mr. SUMMERS next obtained the floor; and entered into 
the general discussion on pariy polities; which he justified 
by the examples which had become a precedent, and hy 
the importance of the contest now approaching. Ie com- 
mented on the action ofthe Baltimore national democratic 
conveution, in the sacrifice of Mr. Van Buren, by the adop- 
tion of the two-thirds rule, whereby the voice ofa minotity 
becomes potential, and then the union of the party on Gov- 
ernor Polk, after the desperate conflict of dissensions which 
had marked the period preceding his nomination. He ccm- 
pared the democratic party to two shipwrecked mer- 
iners, who were clinging to a plank on the temp 
tost ocean, each struggling to obtain exclusive posses- 
sion to the destruction of the other, as the only means of 
salvation; but, when providentially washed ashore, embrac- 
ing each other, and unitedly singing hosannahs in a trans- 
port of joy. He then alluded to the debate of yesterday, 
in which Governor Polk’s opinions en a protective tariff 
were ay fa into review; and on that branch of the subject 
he entered at great Jength, distinguishing the Clay and 
Frelinhuysen ticket as the ticket of the protectionists, and 
that of Polk and Dallas as the ticket of the free-trade-antic 
protectionists. He then proceeded to make some remarks 
on the annexation of Texas, on which he was speaking ` 
when his hour expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON next took the floor and addressed the 
committee. He exhibited the discrepancies between the 
statements of various members of the whig party regarding 
the expenditures of Mr. Van Buren’s administration. He 
did not (he aid) undertake to defend Mr. Van Buren; it was 
not necessary that he should do so; it was sufficient for him 
to show that the statements of their opponents were as 
various as the individuals making them. 


Mr. McCLERN AND next addressed the committee, going 
over the prominent political topics which had heen intro- 
duced into this debate, but dwelling particularly on the his- 
tory und character of Mr. Clay, the presidential candidate of 
the whig party. His most prominent topics were the ruth- 
less dismissals from office under the leadership of Mr. Clay, 
after the accession of General Harrison; his dictatorial 
legislative control; his disregard of the will of the people, 
and the violation of the instructions of his State legislature 
in relation to the infamous bankrupt law. He also come 
mented on Mr. Clay’s opposition to the annexation of Tex- 
as—a measure which he deemed of inestimable importance 
to this country; and on Mr. Clay’s position on the Cregon 
question, together with his denunciation of the western set- 
tlers on the public lands. With these, and many other kin- 
dred topics, he consumed the hour allowed to him. 

Mr. PEYTON commenced by a eulogium upon Henry 


Clay. That distinguished statesman, he said, had been 
characterized by his enemies as a Ca , a Calig f 
Cromwell; but where was the proof? Mr. Clay was 


vorof the majority rule, but modern democracy was in 
favor of the rule of a single man. Who was the Cesar? 
who the Caligula? What was the result of the democratic 
convention which assembled expressly to nominate Mr. 
Van Buren? The result was, that a man was nominated 
who had heretefore been considered, by his own party, as 
but a second or third-rate man. This nomination was prob- 
ably made with the expectation of securing the aid and as 
sistance of the old hero of the Hermitage, the nominee be- 
ing related to the wife of that venerable man. But with 
what correctness they had calculated, would perhaps ap- 
pear from the fact, that he had himself been triumphantly 
elected within a pistol-shot of the Hermitage. y even 
the democrats themselves were incredulous as to his suc- 
cess. A member from the State of New York, on this fioor, 
had declared in his hearing that there was not the slightest 
prospect of Colonel Polk being elected; that he would not 
receive the electoral vote of a single State, except. perhaps, 
cf South Carolina, and that would depeud upon the caprice 
of John C. Calhoun. 

Mr. STETSON called upon the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to designate the member from New York to whom he 
alluded. 

Mr. PEYTON said he would refer the gentleman to a dem- 
ocratic friend of his—Mr. Back of South Carolina. 

Mr. STETSON insisted on being informed by the gentie- 
man himself. 

Mr. PEYTON said he would not be further interrupted. 

The convention (continued Mr. P..) nominated—whom? A 
man not deemed by his own friends qualified for a much 
lower office? They had brought out for the four-mile heat 
a spavined, ring-boned, spring-halting, broken-winded, bob- 
tailed pony, to run against the great Eclipse. {Laughter. 
“Your Eclipse never won a heat yet.”] 
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It was a match well calculated to excite ridicule. ` On the 


öne hand;a inant Who was identified wih all'the great Tat 
ing modsi ountry—a mart who was'everyý inch a 
ean who stands a ‘head-and-shoulders: higher than 
any other man; and, on the other hand, a man who had no- 
thing to recommend him but that:he was a protege of Gen. 
Jackson. $ i 
‘Mr: SAUNDERS said he had not calculated, when 
he entered the hall this. morning, to take any part in 
the pending debate. -He had been willing, whether 
profitable ‘or: unprofitable, to have left it to others. 
Bat the. remarks of the gentleman .from Virginia, 
; (Mr. Summers] forced him to say a few words in 
reply. The gentleman from Virginia not only ob- 
jects to our democratic candidates, but as to the 
mode of our. selections 
whatever our friends elsewhere may have had to say 
on that subject; he thought our opponents, neither 
here nor elsewhere, had any right to interfere. Select 
whom we might or in whatever way, it was not ex- 
ected to command the approbation of their political 
leaders. But (said Mr. S.) he was not surprised at 
the opposition of the whigs to the two-thirds prin- 
ciple. It was that great conservative principle, as 
engrafted in, the constitution, which had hitherto 
saved the country from so much mischief at their 
hands. It will be recollected the two-thirds princi- 
ple’ was adopted at at the first democratic conven- 
tion which ‘nominated General Jackson and Mr. 
Van Buren in 1832. At that very Congress the 
bill had passed re-chartering that corrupt and cor- 
rupting institution, the old Bank of the United 
States. It was vetoed by General Jackson; and 
because two- thirds of Congress could not be found 
in its favor, it did not become a law. What fol- 
lowed? Henry Clay and John Sargeant were 
brought out as the bank candidates. The result 
was, they had not been able to put the old hero 
to the trot. Again, in 1841, the whigs, in 
opposition to their promises, had passed a bank 
bil, which President Tyler had vetoed; and be- 
cause they could not command two-thirds of 
Congress to pass the bill, they not only wish 
to blot out this clause of the constitution, but. they 
-hate and denounce everything that has two-thirds 
in it. But the gentleman says our nominations 
have not been well received; and he further said he 
had receiveda letter from somewhere in the Old 
Dominion, in which the democrats had complained 
of the nomination of Governor Polk, and said it 
was a whig lie. Now, (said Mr. S.,) he did not 
know who the gentleman’s correspondent might be, 
but he very much suspected he wasa whig. But, 
(said Mr. x whatever the gentleman’s letters may 
say, he held one in his hand from a friend in the 
metropolis of Virginia, which told a very different 
tale. There the nomineés had been received with 
joy; and at a public meeting, at which our old 
friend Ritchie was present, on the annunciation of 
the names of the nominees, it was hailed with a 
round of three times three hearty cheers. So much 
for the nomination of our candidates, the mode of 
effecting it, and its reception by. the democracy of 
the country; and as we ourselves are satisfied, it 
certainly does not become the whigs to complain. 


The gentleman next asks what we have to say 
for our candidate in regard to the tariff. He goes, 
he says, for Henry Clay and a tariff of protection, 
We go, (said Mr. S.,) for Polk and a tariff for 
revenue. The gentleman and his party are for the 
loom and the spindle: the democrats are for the 
axe, the spade,and the plough. They seck to ad- 
vance the interest of the manufacturer alone: we 
desire to take care of the interest of the farmer of 
the North, the agriculturist of the West, and the 
planter of the South. With these objects and de- 
signs, we are prepared to go before the country. 
But the gentleman from Virginia denounces the res- 
olutions recently adopted at a democratic meeting in 
Paces denouncing a bank and a protective 
tariff. 

Now, sir, (said Mr. S.,) he had not expected to 
hear a denunciation of such resolutions as these 
from that source. Has the gentleman so soon 
forgotten the address and resolutions of the great 
Virginia whig convention of 1840? Then we were 
told that the whigs of that State, and their candidate, 
General Harrison, were opposed to a bank anda 
tariff for protection. If the gentleman has forgotten 
these things, let him consult his colleague, [Mr. 
Newron,] who will tell him thatin politics, ag in other 
transactions, honesty is the best policy. But (said 
Mr. 8.) how long is it since the gentleman has be- 
came so warm an advocate for a tariff? What has 
awakened this new-born zeal Did he vote for the 
tariff of 1842 The gentleman says he did not, be- 
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Now, sir, (said Mr. 58.,) - 


cause it did not contain the distribution clause. 
Then it was distribution the gentleman wanted, and 
not the tariff. Mr.: Chairman, what a strange in- 


_ consistency does the whig party exhibit on this sub- 


ject! In 1842, not a whig from the States of Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, Georgia, or Alabama, voted 
for the tariff, in either branch of the national legis- 


Jature, save only one in Virginia, and one in North 


Carolina: -And now, every man of them, save one 
from Georgia, vote against every modification of 
that measure. Then they went for revenue; now 
they seem to think of nothing, and to care for 
nothing, but the manufacturer. And now, sir, (said 
Mr. S.,) let me say a word of this distribution bill, 
which gentlemen have so much at heart. In 1837, 
°38, the whig party had a majority of the legislature 
of his Sttate. They then passed resolutions, de- 
nouncing, amongst other things, the pre-emption 
principles, as robbing the old States for the benefit 
of the new. The two democratic senators from the 
State- voted against the pre-emption bill of 1838. 
They went out,and the whig senators from the 
State came in; and these gentlemen both voted for 
the distribution, containing this pre-emption principle. 
And pray, what excuse is rendered for this gross 
act of inconsistency? Mr. S. said he found it stated 
by a whig paper (the Fayetteville Observer) that 
the whig candidate for governor in North Carolina, 
and who had been one of those whig senators, that 
those pre-emption bills “were ‘as unlike as a mon- 
key was unlike a man;” that the democratic bill was 
for the benefit of the speculator, whilst the whig 
measure was for the benefit of the actual settler—the 
poor man. Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be asked, 
why has this subject been introduced. here? Mr. S. 
would answer, and say why he desired tointroduce it 
here: because he desired western whigs, who under- 
stood this subject practically, to put him right if he 
stated what was wrong; for he asserted in their 
presence, and challenged contradiction, that, so far 
from being the fact, the act of 1842 actually extend- 
ed rather than restrained the restrictions of the act 
of 1838. The act of 1838 declared that every actual 
settler of the public lands, being the head of a fami- 
ly, or over twenty one years of age, who was in 
possession, and a house-keeper, by personal resi- 
dence thereon, at the time of the passage of this act, 
and for four months next preceding, shall be enti- 
tled,” &c., to a quarter section at the government 
price. It further requires that the claimant shall 
swear “he entered upon the land in his own right, 
and exclusively for his own use and benefit;” and if 
he “swears falsely in the premises, he shall be sub- 
ject to all the pains and penalties of perjury.” So 
much for the democratic law, which is charged to be 
for the benefit of the speculator, Now for the whig 
law of 1842: “That from and after the passage of 
this act, every person, being the head ofa family, or 
widow, or single man over the age of twenty-one 
years, and being acitizen of the United States, or 
having filed kis declaration of intention to become a 
citizen, &c., and who has or shall erecta dwelling 
thereon, shall be authorized to enter,” &c. Now, 
sir, if there be any difference, it is for the benefit of 
the foreigner, and not the poor American citizen. Mr. 
S. said he called upon gentlemen from the West to 
say, if practically the act of 1838 was more advan- 
tageous to the speculator than the act of 1842. 
From them he understood there had been no differ- 
ence in the operation of the two measures. 

Mr. S. said, having thus followed the gentleman 
from Virginia, he desired to notice another impor- 
tant matter to which that gentleman had referred, 
and that was the question of Texas. The gentle- 
man commenced by denouncing the treaty—why, or 
wherefore, he did not tell us. He said he was for 
annexation at aproper time. Did he tell us when? 
No; but he said he was for it when it could be ob- 
tained without violating our treaties with Mexico. 
He did say, what (Mr. S. was glad to hear,) that he 
meio against any interference in this question 

y foreign powers. It was a question that belongs 
to Mexico, Texas, and the United States alone; that 
he was willing to resist any attempton the part of 
England to colonize Texas. Now, sir, (said Mr. 8.) 
thus far the gentleman spoke like an American; and 
he (Mr. S.) would say he was as unwilling to see 
England touch any of our soil in Oregon, as he was 
to see her take possesion of Texas. But Mr. S. 
begged to ask the gentleman from Virginia dis- 
tinctly, whether his northern whig friends would 
back him in that declaration. He heard no re- 
sponse in the affirmative. So Mr. Clay had said he 
would go to war, rather than England should take 
possession of Texas. Will he tell us, or will any 
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of his northern friends tell us, if they will sustain 
him in that; and whether a respectable portion of 
the northern whigs will not say, No? 

But Mr.S. would inquire ofthe gentleman from 
Virginia, when was it this new zeal for treaties 
was awakened in the breast of his great leader? Did 
he feel it in 1825, when he proposed to purchase 
Texas of Mexico, long before the independence of 
Mexico was acknowledged by Spain? We then had 
the same treaty stipulations with Spain, the mother 
country, we now have with Mexico. There was a 
much stronger ‘effort then making by Spain, to re- 
cover Mexico, than thercis by the latter power, to 
regain Texas. : ee i 

ut (said Mr. S.) he begged to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and of the commit- 
tee, toanother important transaction, having a direct 
bearing on this question. In 1812, alaw was passed 
by Congress fixing the limits, and organizing the 
government of Louisiana as a State. At the same 
‘session, a bill was afterwards introduced and passed, 
extending the limits of the State of Louisiana. 
How extending her limits? By including any part 
of the territory acquired by the treaty of 1803? No, 
sir; but by taking into the State of Louisiana a part 
of the acknowledged and admitted territory of Old 
Spain-—a territory which had been taken, not by 
purchase or treaty, but by conquest—by actual 
force. Yes, (said Mr. S.,) this territory, then ac- 
quired, as he was informed by his friend from 
Louisiana, [Gen. Dawson,] now formed his con- 
gressional district. That bill passed the Senate— 
where it was first introduced—by yeas 21, nays 5; 
and these five were all federalists.* Did you hear 
anything then of treaty obligations? of war? No; 
and you would hear ‘nothing of it now, but for the 
influence of this respectable portion of the Union. 
But (Mr. S. said) he desired to understand the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, as he did not get through 
with his proposition before the expiration of his 
hour. 

{Here Mr. S. gave way to Mr. Summers for an 
explanation. ] 

Mr. Saunpers resumed, and said he thus under- 
stood the gentleman, and that was—that gentleman 
proposed that the friends of Texas should first pass 
a resolution declaring that Texas should be left to 
continue or forbid the introduction of slaves into the 
States which might be hereafter formed, as they 
should think fit; in other words, that we should set- 
tle the question in advance, and not have another 
Missouri question. f 


The gentleman proposes to get upa Missouri 
question now, to prevent its arising hereafter. We 
answcr—or, at least, he, (Mr. S.,) for onc, 
denied this power of imposing restrictions to the 
prejudice of the South. But if the gentleman from 
Virginia is prepared, as a southern man, to bring 
forward such a proposition, let him do it; and we 
shall see how many of his northern friends will 
stand by him. Mr. S. said he very much 
feared this was only an effort to embarrass the ques- 
tion of annexation, and might be intended to relieve 
certain gentlemen from the false position they now 
occupied in regard to the question. However that 
may be, we shall see and judge for ourselves when 
the proposition is submitted. Mr. S. said he should 
here leave the gentleman from Virginia; and he had 
but a word for the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Pryron.] That gentleman had referred to several old 
newspaper documents to prove who had been feder- 
alists and were now democrats. He said he intend- 
ed to use this, as whig ammunition. Mr. S. de- 
sired to give the gentleman a single reference, and 
that was to the journal of the House, on the resolu- 
tion of thanks offered to Henry Clay, when leaving 
the Speaker’s chair as a minister to Ghent. 
Amongst the fourteen who voted against that resolu- 
tion, the gentleman from Tennessee would find the 
name of Danicl Webster; now one of the gentke- 
man’s great whig leaders. Mr. S. said he heard with 
regret the gentleman speak in such humble and dis- 
paraging terms of James K. Polk. He certainly did 
not object to the gentleman’s praise of Henry 
Clay: but (said Mr. S.) he had thought, as 
Mr. Polk had once been the governor of 


* A bill to extend the limits of Louisiana. On the question 
shall it pass? Those who voted in the affirmative, were 


Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell, Condict, Cutts, . 


Gilliard, Giles, Gilman, Gregg, Howell, Leib, Pope, Smith 
of Maryland, Smith of New Sork, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nays.—Messrs. Dana, Goodrich, Lambert, Lloyd, and 
Read.—[Senate Journal, p: 98, December 1512.] 

The bill passed the House of Representatives without 
a division: Henry Clay Speaker. 
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the gentleman’s State, elected by the people, silence, 
if. the gentleman could not have praise, would the‘ 

‘better have become a Tennessean. Mr. S. said hè 

‘had but a word to say of James K. Polk. He had 
met that. gentleman in Congress in 1825. His pri- 
vate character. was frce from blemish. He was 
possessed of fine talents, untiring industry and per- : 
Severance; and whatever gentlemen might say to : 
disparage him, Mr. S. said the man who had occu- 
ped the stations James K. Polk had done in that : 

ouse, was no ordinary man. First á member of ` 

the committee on Foreign Relations; chairman of 
the Ways and Means; Speaker of the House; with 
an opposition to contend against as talented and as 
bitter as had ever appeared within this hall; and yet’ 
James K.- Polk sustained himself with honor and | 
credit. in the estimation of his friends. Mr. S. 
said he was forced to refer to an article which 
appeared in this morning’s Globe, over the signa- 
ture of J. C. Rives, one of the editors. | This 
Mr. S. said he did with. reluctance. He understood ` 
himself, as the person alluded to, “who was lying on 
the settee behind the Speaker’s chair, while the vote 
was taking on the (tariff) bil.” Mr. S. would only - 
say, if Mr. Rives thought he saw him (Mr. S.) on 
the settee behind the Speaker’s chair, he was mis- 
taken. Mr. S. voted for one or two amendments, 
others he voted against, and on some he did not vote 
atall. He refrained from doing so, not because he 
was indifferent to the fate of the. bill, but because 
these amendments were moved ‘by political friends, 
who desired to carry them in committee ‘of the 
whole, so that they might have the yeas and nays 
on them in the House, which they could not have, j 
the previous question should be moved, unless T 
had been adopted in committee. Mr. S. only re 
gretted, that after carrying these amendments, gentle- 
men who had voted for themt“here, voted in the 
House to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. §. said the same article referred to him as a 
southern friend of Mr. Calhoun. He desired now 
to say, whatever he may have been, we have no 
longer in our ranks Calhoun men and Van Buren 
men; these distinctions were now gone; these lines 
were now blotted out. We should now rally as 
democrats, and march under its banner as one man, 
fighting a common enemy. And he (Mr. S.) was 
prepared to say, whether Calhoun : men, or Van 

uren men, damn him who faltered in the contest. 
Before he sat down, he would notice a remark with 
which he had been taunted on his return from Bal- 
timore; and that was, whether he had ventured to 
pledge North Carolina. 


Mr. S. said he had not represented North Caro- 
lina in the convention, but he had represented the 
county where James K. Polk was born (Mecklen- 
burg.) He had ventured, and he now renewed 
the pledge, that that county whose inhabitants had 
stood by their country in 1775, who had voted for 
Jefferson in the great civil revolution of 1800, for 
James Madison: in 1812, for Andrew Jackson in 
1828, and for Martin Van Buren in 1840, would 
sustain her son, James K. Polk, and George M. 
Dallas, with a triumphant majority in 1844. ‘This 
pledge he made, and had no fear that it would be 
faithfully redeemed. 


Mr. BIDLACK agreed with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Sumaers,) that the custom of discussing irrelevant 
topics when particular measures were before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, was one which would be “more ‘honored 
in the breach than in the observance;” but as these topics 
had been introduced by a colleague of his, [Mr. E. J. Mor- 
n1s,] it was perhaps right that he should make some few ob- 
servations thereon. He then indulged in a commentary on 
the remarks of preceding speakers. 

Gentlemen on the other side were very much astonished 
that democrats should be induced to vote for a man who, ac- 
cording to their own showing, entertained the same princi- 
ples and opinions as their own boasted leaders. Gol. Polk 
was in favor of a revenue tariff; and it was the true demo- 
cratic doctrine. They wanted only a tariff for revenue. 

[“Do you want no protection for iron?”} 

We never had, and I doubt whether we will, cver want 
anything more than a revenue rate of duties on iron. 
tie (Mr. B.) was in favor of such a rate of duties as would 
keepup acompetition between the foreign producer and 
the domestic fabricator, to such an extent that neither the 
one nor the other would have it in his power to impose 
upon the consumer. ‘his he considered good and sound de- 
mocratic doctrine. Yes, and for this he had the highest au- 
thority in the letter which had been read to-day from Gen- 
eral Jackson himself. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Peyton] had said that Gov. Polk had never been known to 
swerve a hair’s breadth from the doctrines of General Jack- 
son, and he took it for granted, therefore, that he would 
still stand up to them. 

It was an unfortunate comparison that was made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, of the candidate of the democra- 
tic party toa pony, and of his own to a successful racer, 
“Eclipse,” when it was remembered that as often as that 
“Eclipse” had been brought inte the field, he had been dis- ` 
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. worthy to enter the course at all. [Laughter. : 

Mr. B. proceeded in a jocular vice to Rr the inconsis- 
tency of Mr. Clay. Having completed his hour, 

Mr. FOOTE obtained the floor, and addressed the com- 
mittee during the allotted hour, confining himself chiefly to 
the subject of promises and pledges; first, those of the whig 
party, which he. maintained were yet certain of accom. 
plishment, although hitherto they had been deterred from 
qarrying out their policy by adverse circumstances. When 
that policy came to be fairly tested, its incalculable benefits 
would be felt and appreciated; and secondly, the promises 
of the democratic party, the fulfilment of which he declared 


had entailed upon the country the most. disastrous conse- ` 


quences. 

_ Mr. HENLEY obtained the. floor, but gave way to a mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

, The votes being counted by tellers, were 26 in the afirm- 
ative, and 65 in the negative. No quorum voting. 

The committee rose and reported that they had found 
themselves without a quorum. ; 

Mr. HOGE moved that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were demanded, and ordered; and, be- 
ing taken, were—yeas 27, nays 69. Nota quorum. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved a call of the House. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were ordered; and, be- 
ing taken, were—yeas 44, nays 51. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that when this House ad- 
ourn, it adjourn to meet at 8 o’clock, a.m. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend, by striking out 6 and in- 
serting 4 o’clock. 

The. question being put, it was decided in the affirmative; 
but there being no quorum present, the affirmative decision 
was of no avail; and 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions presented to-day were handed to 
the reporter by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. CAVE JOHNSON: The following memorial of 
the ‘publishers and artists of the city of New York: 

To thé honorable the House of Represeutatives of the United 

States: 

We, the memorialists whose names are hereto affixed, 
pray your honorable body that the publication and illustra- 
tion of the results of the exploring expedition may be con- 
fined to American talent alone; and in order to its efficacy, 
your memorialists pray that the sub-committee to whom is 
intrusted the publication of this great national work may 
be composed of not less than three selected from the Joint 
Library Committee; and in order toa fair and honorable 
competition, and to prevent contracts being made by irre- 
sponsible persons, the said sub-committee cause to be laid 
before them specimens and prices, thereby superseding the 
necessity of a superintendent of embellishments, now em- 
ployed at a salary of $2,000 per annum. 

Your memorialists have reason to believe that foreign 
artists are now, or have been, already employed in the exe- 
cution of this great work. Your mnemdriatists therefore 
humbly pray that Congress will see the necessity of passing 
a resolution to this effect... 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, the resolutions of the citizens of Henry county, in 
the State of Tennessee, in favor of reannexation of Texas, 
Also, resolutions of the citizens of Hardeman county, pray- 
ing the reannexation of Texas; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The memorial of the president and 
cashier of the Bank of the Metropolis, in the city of Wash- 
ington, asking for an appropriation to satisfy a judgment 
obtained by the said Bank of the United States, in the circuit 
court ef the District of Columbia, and subsequently afiirmed 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. This judgment 
having been rendered on account of transactions with the 
Post Office Department, and Mr. H. having been requested 
to give the memorial that direction, it was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL, The petition of George W. Rice 
and one hundred and twenty-two others, praying for the 
establishment of a post-route from Battle creek, Tennessee, 
by way of Rice’s ferry, on Tennessee river, Wm. H. Ches- 
ter’s, esq., Levi Cash’s, to Lehanon, Alabama: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


5 IN SENATE. 
d Wepnespay, June 5, 1844. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the.Senate a com- 


munication from the Treasury Department, enclosing Pro- 
fessor Morse’s report of the completion of the electro-mag- 


netic telegraph from the city of Washington to the city of - 


Baltimore, as authorized by the act of 3d March, 1843. The 


Secretary of the Treasury, ad interim, in making this com- ` 


munication, says: 

“I beg leave to state that the perfect practicability of the 
system has been fully and satisfactorily established by the 
work already completed. The subject is respectfully sub- 
mitted to the consideration of Congress, for such further di- 
rections in the matter as may be deemed expedient.” 

The report details the operations in bringing the experi- 
ment to a successful issue, and states that although the esti- 
mates were that the cost of the conducting wires in pipes 
would be $583 per mile, and on posts $350, the actual cost 
was considerably less; and that, of the $30,000 appropriated 
by Congress, $3,500 remains unexpended, and will probably 
suffice for current expenses till Congress sees fit to extend 
the experiment. 

On motion of Mr. EV ANS, the commuuication aud report 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PIERCE laid before the Senate a memorial from cer- 
tain citizens of Cecil county, Maryland, remonstrating 
against the annexation of Texas to the United States. Mr. 
P. said that, in addition to this remonstrance, the memorial- 
ists remark that, “Inasmuch as John Tyler appears so de- 
votedly wedded to Texas and her interests, we, yon peti- 
tioners, do pledge ourselves to aid most cheerfu ly, to the 
extent of our humble abilities, in enabling him to incorpo- 
rate himself with that government, yielding to her the honor 
of possessing (in his accidency) such a distinguished citizen 


tanced, and on one occasion in 1840 was even deemed un- ` 


and zealous friend, congratulating ‘ourselves upoi having 


-found and provided for him @ field of operation more conge- 


nial to his versatile genius; and'where-his. conduct: wibe 
better appreciated than in'-our: plain and honest -republic:” 


‘He (Mr. P.) did not know -whether these expressions were 
` of that offensive character which would make it improper to 


resent the memoriel. : : 

The CHAIR observed that the memorial could be laid on 
the table. $ d 

It was accordingly làid on the tabie. . 

Mr. FOSTER, pursuant to notice heretofore given, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill- for ‘the relief of Geo. 
Mayfield; which was read twice, and referred to:the Com- 


‘mittee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr: EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, submitted 
the following reports: 

The vill from the House of Representatives, making ap: | 
propriations for the Post Office Department for the fiscal 
year, from S0th June, 1344, to 30th June, 1845, without 
amendment. : : 

The House joint resolution authorizing the transfer of 
clerks in the Treasury Department, without. amendment. 

‘The memoria} of the New York Chamber of Commerce, 
praying for the establishment of a branch. mint in the city 
of New York, from the further consideration of which the 
committee asked to be discharged. Committee discharged 
accordingly 

The petition of a number of looking-glass manufacturers, 
carvers, and gilders, and silverers of looking-glasses, pray- 
ing for a remission of duties, from the further consideration 
of which the conunitive asked to be discharged. Committee 
discharged accordingly 

The memorial of John McDowal, with anfadverse report. 
Report ordered to be printed. 

Also several memorials of States and railroad companies, 
with regard to which the committee had instructed him to 
report a bill. The bill entitled “A bill for the relief of cer- 
tain States and railroad companies named therein,” was read 
and ordered to be read a second time. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from the townof 
Norfolk, Virginia, praying for the immediate annexation of 
Texas to the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Commerce, re~ 
turned the House bill for the relief of Amos Proctor, and 
asked that the committee be discharged trom its further con- 
sideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: reference transferred accordingly. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the following acts of the House, without 
amendment, and recommended their passage: 

The’ joint resolution authorizing Captain James Lowe to 
assign a certain section of land. 

An act authorizing the utility of submarine telescopes to 
be tested. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported hack the House bill for the relief of Henry 
Newenhan, and recommended its passage. 

Also, from the Committee on Commerce, a bill for the re- 
lief of John McColgan, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill for quieting the title 
of the United States to Pea Patch island was taken up as 
in committee of the whole, and the amendment reported by 
the Judiciary Committee on its recommittal, substituting 
the name of Roger B. 'Taney for that of Horace Binney as 
referee, was adopted. = 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and, on the question of en- 
grossment, the yeas and nays, on demand of Mr. TAPPAN, 
were taken, and resulted—yeas 30, nays 6—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Foster, Francis, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Sevier, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, White, Woodbridge Wood- 
bury, and Wright—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Ful- 
ton, and Tappan—6. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and was then 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to postpone the previous or- 
ders, with a view of taking up the House bill 335. 

The CHAIR said the bill had not been yet reported. 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked that he concurred altogether 
in the remarks made yesterday by the senator from Maine 
as to the propriety of proceeding regularly with the calen- 
dar during the morning hours. But, if that rule was not to 
be pursued, he should ask the indulgence of the Senate in 
taking up the Senate joint resolution for the relief of Seth 
Leavenworth, which presented a claim quite as meritorious 
as any on the calendar. ; i : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to go into executive session. 

On this motion the ayes were 22, noes nol counted, (a 
thin attendance being in the Senate, and an obvious major 
ity of those present being in the affirmative.) So the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business; and 
after some hours spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Weowespay, June 5, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, [Mr. J. 
W. Davis in the chair,] and resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the government, for the ensuing fiscal year. 

Mr. HENLEY being entitled to the floor, addressed the 
committee. 

The quuestion immediately before the committee was, he 
fieligved upon the proposition to confine the officers of the 
government in their purchases of supplies for the use of the 
government, to articles of Amerivan manufacture. To this, 
there could be no sort of objection, provided the articles could 
be purchased upon favorableterms. The proposition was not 
objectionable itself, but there was another consideration 


which made ithighly objectionable. ‘It was in keeping with 
that system. of hem} uggery which had always character- 
ized the political party from which the proposition emanat- 
ed. What had been the policy pursued by the whig party? 

Had they been governed by the. principles which they re- 

commend to others? Not at all. iis if 5 

Mr. H: commented at great length upon the inconsistencies 
ofthe whig party. : : 

Mr. TIBBATTS next obtained the floor, against many 
competitors. 3 : 

ME. ‘WHITE insisted that he was entitled to the floor; and 

-he argued his right, ox a point of order. -~ > 

The CHAIRMAN explained, and declared the gentleman 
from Kentucky pir Tıgrarrs]in possession of the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired the gentleman from Kentucky to 
yield him five minutes of his time, to reply to some remark 
nade by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hener i 

Mr. TIBBATTS expressed his willingness to yield, if he 
should not also yield his right the floor. 5 

The CHAIRMAN, after some conversation, decided that 
the gentleman from Kentucky could not yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Olio, and retain his right to it at the close 
of that. gentleman’s remarks. ` 

Mr. SCHENCK then observed that he should get some 
other opportunity to make his remarks; and he added: “If I 
do not make the gentleman from Indiana sorry that he made 
that allusion, I am much mistaken.” ` 

Mr. TIBBATTS then proceeded to address the committee; 
and he commenced with the observation that he should con- 
fine himself to a matter of business. He held an amend- 
ment, which he intended to offer at the proper time; but he 

desired now to say something in explanation of it; and, 

that it might be understood, he asked that it might be read 
from the clerk’s table, for information. ee 

The Clerk read it accordingly, ás follows: 

Be it-further enacted by' the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States in Congress assembled, That 
the sum of five hundred and fifty-thousand dollars be, and 

» the same are hereby, appropriated ifor the purpose of pur- 
chasing the residue of the stock held by individuals in the 
Louisville and Portland canal company, and the Louisville 
dry dock company, forthe purpose of making the same free 
from toll, which the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to purchase at the lowest price it can be had: Pro- 
vided, That the whole cost of the purchase of the stock in 
the said dry dock company shall not exceed the sum of fifty 
thousand dollars: And provided further, That the stock in 
said canal company shall not exceed one hundred and thirty 
dollars per share. 

Mr. WHITE inquired if that amendment was uow in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not. 

. Mr, WHITE then called upon the Chair not to entertain de- 
bate onan amendment which was decided to [be out of order. 

Tse CHAIRMAN did not feel authorized to stop the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Trszarrs,] after the latitude 
which had heretofore been allowed in debate. 

Mr. WHITE. Just such a decision as I expected. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then proceeded at length to explain, and 
advocated his amendment as follows: 

We said: At an early period of the session, I introduced 
a bill having the same object in view which is contemplated 
by the amendment which I now propose to be made to the 
bill under consideration. The bill I allude to was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, but as yet has not received 
the action of that committee, owing to the delay necessary 
to obtain the information to enable the committee to act un- 
derstandinglyj upon the subject. The information has at 
length, after much labor and difficulty, been collected, and 
I am informed by the gentlemen of the committee having 
the subject specially in charge, that they can he at any time 
prepared to make their report; but as a separate bill would 

all so far behind in the calendar’as to make the reaching of 
it, in its order, hopeless at the present session of Congress, 
I have thought it best to propose the measure in the shape 
in which I have now submitted it to the committee. I do 
not intend to. inflict a speech upon the committee, but as 
this is a subject of the greatest importance to the entire 
western and ‘southwestern country, and interesting to the 
commercial relations of the whole Union, I beg leave to de- 
tain the committee for a short time, whilst I, In as brief a 
manner as the nature of the case will admit, lay before the 
committee such facts as will enable gentleman to vote with 
a proper understanding of the importance of the question. 
It isa fact, no doubt, known generally to the gentlemen 
of the committee, that there exists a natural obstruction to 
the navigation of the Ohio river at Louisville, which is 
usually called the Falls of the Ohio. At this plače, when 
there is six feet of water on the crest of the fall, the fall of 
the river, from the head to the foot of the falls, is 1.4 feet, 
and at low water, or when.the water is 3.4 feet upon the 
crest of the falls, the fallin the river, from the head to the 
foot of the falls, is 25.45 feet. The distance from the head 
to the foot of the falls, or between the upper and lower 
pools, is one mile and three-quarters. It will be apparent, 
then, from the greatness of the fall in the river, that there 
exists, at all times, a very serious impediment to the naviga- 
tion of the river, and that, for a large proportion of the 
year, there is a total obstruction to the navigation, both as- 
cending and descending. 

In order to avoid the difficulties thus existing to the com- 
merce of the western country, the legislature of Kentucky, 
by an act of the 12th January, 1825, granted a perpetual 
charter of incorporation to a company called the ‘Louis} 
ville and Portland Canal company,” for the purpose of con- 
structing a canal navigation around the Falls of the Ohio 
river, within the State of Kentucky, with a capital stock of 
$600,000, divided into 6,000 shares of the par value of $100 
each; limiting the time of completing the canal to the 12th 
of January; 1828, which was afterwards extended to the 
6th February, 1831, This act of incorporation autho- 
rized the company to levy rates of toll “for steam- 
boats, sea-vesscls, barges, or keel-boats, twenty cents 
per ton, United States measurement; for cach flat-hoat, four 
dollars; for each raft of timber, plank, or other lumber, four 
dollars for every sixty feet in length, not exceeding twenty 
feet in width,” and to “fix and¥establish such sums as they 
may deem advisable for the use of the docks, basins, and 
other appendages to the said cdnal;” and providing that the 
tolls may be raised so as to net 12} per cent. onthe stock; 
but that it shall not exceed 18 per cent. By an act of the 
legislature of Kentucky of the 21st December, 1829, the ca- 


‘nal company was authorized to issue ‘one thousand addi- 
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tional shares, of the par value-of $100 each—thus making 
the capital stock $700,000, divided into 7,000 shares, of the 
ar value of $100 each: By virtue of these acts to which I 
ave referred, the canal was completed; and the first boat 
passed through it on the 22d December, 1830. In the. mean 
time, however, the stockholders had. drawn no dividends, 
and the construction ofthe canal had cost more than the in- 
yestment, and the company, having met with great difi- 
culties and embarrassments in the construction of the work, 
was involved in debt. The legislature of Kentucky, there- 
fore, for the purpose of relieving the company from the pe- 
cuniary embarrassments under which it was laboring, on 
the 12th December, 1831, passed an act which authorized the 
company again to extend the stock, and to sell additional 
shares to an amount sufficient to pay all the costs of the con- 
struction of the canal, and the interest thereon to the time 
it was opened for navigation. By virtue of the provisions 
of this last act, the company issued 3,000 additional shares, 
of the par value of $100 each. From which it appears that 
the whole amount of the capital stock of the canal company 
consists of $1,000,000, divided into 10,000 shares of the par 
value of $100 each, which were issued as follows: 
i Shares 

Original subscription - - - - - 6,000 
Under the act of ihe Kentucky legislature of the 21st 


December, 1829 - - N 1,000 

Under the act of the 12th December, 1831, issued at 
various times ~ - 3,000 
10,000 


Of the original stock, the government of the United States, 
about the 4th June, 1825, subscribed for 1,000 shares, for 
which $100,000 was paid. By authority of an act of the 2d 
of March, 1829, the government purchased 1,335 additional 
shares at the sum of $133,500, making the whole cash in- 
vestment of the government in the canal company, $233,- 
500. In addition to this, the government, under the act of 
the Kentucky legislature of the 12th December, 1831, re- 
ceived in stock, for interest on its investment, $33,350; and 
for her proportion of dividends, in stock, $23,350; making al- 
together $56,700, or what was cousidered its equivalent, 567 
shares of stock. The United States, therefore, owu 2,902 
shares of the capital stock of the canal company ofthe par val- 
ue of $290,200, at a cost to the government of only $233,500. 
And the canal company has paid into the treasury of the 
United States in cash, as dividends, declared at va- 
rious times from the 6th January, 1834, to the Ist Jan- 
uary, 1843, the sum of $258,778, as follows; on the 
6th January, 1834, money dividend paid to the 


United States - - - $14,010 00 
7th July, 1834, money dividend paid to the United 

States $ - 8,706 00 
dth January, 1835, money dividend paid to the 

United States - A B - 8,706 00 
3d July, 1885, money dividend paid to the United 

States : - : : - - 11,608 00 
4th January, 1836, money dividend paid to the 
. United States - . - - - 11,608 00 
15th July, 1836, money dividend paid to the 

United States . - 11,608 00 
2d January, 1637, money dividend paid to the 

United States - - - 11,608 00 
3d July, 1837, money dividend paid to the United 

States - g 3 17,412 00 
lst January, 1838, money dividend paid to the 

United States - - - - 20,314 00 
2d July, 1838, money dividend paid to the United 


States - á 
Tth January, 1839, money dividend paid to the 
United States 
lst July, 1839, money dividend paid to the United 
States - - - - - - 
6th January, 1840, money dividend fpaid to the 
United States - x 7 x * 
6th July, 1840, money dividend paid to the United 
States - - - -. - Ñ 
4th January, 1841, money dividend paid to the 
United States - 2 =: - - 
bth July, 1841, money’ dividend paid to the 
United States - - : - - 
3d January, 1842, money dividend paid to the 
United States : - - - - 


17,412 00 
14,510 00 
26,118 00 
23,216 00 
14,510 00 
20,314 00 
11,608 00 
14,510 00 


Making the sum of - - -$257,778 00 
as before stated; by which ft will be apparent that the 
government has not only received back in actual money 
paid into the treasury of the United States, the $233,500 in- 
vested in the Louisville and Portland canal, but $24,278 over 
and above that amount, and is the owner of 2,962 shares of 
stock, which is worth $290,200, estimated at its par value 
only; but which I will presently show is worth about $148 
per share. But taking for the present the par value ofthe 
stock as our criterion, J have thus shown that the govern- 
ment, instead of losing by the investment made in the Lou- 
isville and Portland Canal company, as has been the case, 
I believe, in every other investment for internal improve- 
ments, has not only had every dollar of the investment re- 
turned, but is the gainer $314,478; and thus, instead of giv- 
ing the sum of $233,500 to facilitate and improve and remove 
the obstructions tothe commerce of the western country, 
the government has, in fact, imposed a tax upon that com- 
merce,and collected and received from it into the treasury , in 
cash and in valuable stock, $314,578. This case is the only 
instance, if I am not mistaken—and I believe I am not—if 
Lam gentlemen will correct me—this, I say, is the only in- 
stance in which the government of the United States” has 
received back any thing from its investments in internal im- 
provements—much less not only every dollar it invested, but 
more than double the amount. I beg gentlemen to bear 
these facts in mind, until I come to make an application of 
them after a while, to the proposition 1 have submitted as an 
amendment to the bill. At present, ] wish to explain one or 
two other cireumstances which have a bearing upon the 
proposition. The legislature of the State of Kentucky, by 
an act approved the 2ist January, 1842, provided that the 
president and directors may sell the individual stock to the 
United States—to Kentucky, or to the city of Louisville, 
for the purpose of eventually making the canal free of tolls; 
or, to effect the same object, may appropriate the net in- 
come, instead of making dividends to the purchase of indi- 


“vidual stock, at a maximum of $150, and 6 per centum add- 
ed thereto, until the whole individual stock is purchased; 
when it is to be transferred to the United States, on condi- 
tion of the government levying toll only to an amount suf- 
ficient. to keep it in repair, pay expenses, and make necessa- 
ry improvements. Under the authority of this act, the 
president and directors purchased or liquidated 471 shares 
in 1642; and 544 shares in 1843; making in all 1015 shares: 
so that the stock in the Canal company now stand as follows: 
Whole amount of stock, in shares, - - 10,000 


Owned by the United States, : - - 2,902 
Liquidated ‘under act of the legislature of 
entucky, of 1842, - ~ : - - 1,015 zai 


Leaving in the hands of individual stock- Fema 

holders, Ei Peep xen Freee K <- 6,088 
which I propose to purchase with the appropriation asked 
for in the amendment I have presented. As 544 shares were 
liquidated in 1843, under the act of Kentucky, of 1842, I 
presume that more than 563'shares will be liquidated the 
present year; and I will sssume, therefore, that number as 
the basis of the calculations which I am about to make: 
this would leave 5,500 sharés in the hands of individual 
stockholders to be purchased, which, at par, would cost 
$550,000; but, it is supposed, that the stock cannot be pur- 
chased at that price, it being actually worth, as a stock in- 
vestment, to,the individual holders, about $148 per share, as I 
will now show. By the act of Kentucky, of 1842, it has 
been converted into a stock, worth, on the Ist of January, 
1845, $168, 1846, $177, at the rate of 6 per centum per annum, 
and so on increasing in value every year, compound interest. 
If an individual held twelve shares of this stock, one of 
them to be redeemed or liquidated cach year for twelve 
years, the sums received by him, and the interest on them, 
would amount to $3,564 56.. If, on the other hand, he were 
to sell those shares now at $148 each, it would amount to 
$1,776—the compound interest on which for twelve years, 
would be $1,788 56—making the whole, principal and inter- 
est, $3,564 56. 

But, owing to the fact that, by the act of 1842, the stock 
in the canal company has ceased to be a permanent invest- 
ment, which could be perpetually made to yield from 124 to 

8 per cent. per annum, as was provided by the original 
charter, and is now reduced to a temporary investment at 6 
per cent.; and that the tolls are considered a heavy burden 
upon the commerce of the western country, and the canal 
company are daily becoming unpopular with a very nu- 
merous and respectable class of our citizens engaged in nay- 
igating the river; and as the present capacity of the canal is 
not sufficient for the present advanced state of the com- 
merce of the river, and the kind of boats now used as best 
adapted to that commerce; and as the people are loudly 
calling out for a free and improved navigation, either by the 
purchase and enlargement of this canal, or by improvement 
of the falls itself, or by the erection of a canal on the Indiana 
side, and for other reasons,—I am under the impression that 
the stockholders ought to take considerably less for their 
stock, and that, in view of all these things, they would take 
less. I have, therefore, fixed the maximum value at which 
the stock should be purchased at $130 per share. It may be 
‘possible it could be got for less; but, in view of the great 
advantages to result to the commerce of the country, and 
the heavy burdens it would remove from the shoulders of 
the people, the government ought not to stand on the com- 
poretively trifling amount which any difference between 
$100 and $1850 per share would amount to. At $130 per 
share, then, the 5,500 shares would amount to the sum of 
$713,000; and at par, to $550,000. 

The tolls upon this canal operate as an onerous and most 
severe tax upon the commerce of the West and Southwest, 
and of course upon the East. It is true that there did 
exist a national obstruction of the navigation of the Ohio 
river, which was partially removed by the construction of 
this canal, andthe country was, to that extent, benefited 
by it. But we are apt, in the progressive improvement and 
growth ofthe western country, and in the vast increase of 
its inhabitants and commerce, to consider, and properly to 
consider, not so much what evils have existed, and what 
difficulties have been encountered and overcome—but what 
now exist, with which we have to contend and surmount. 
Such isthe nature of man, and more particularly in the 
West, where our march is onward, not to look back, but 
forward; not to direct the attention to the past, but to pres- 
ent and existing evils, and to evils anticipated in future 
which must be overcome. We find a heavy burden now 
existing there to our commerce; we feel that this burden 
must be removed, This is a matter considered as settled; 
the only question with us is, how it is best to'be done. 

As to the extent of this burden upon our commerce, I 
beg leave to submit a few facts to the consideration of the 
committee. By a table which I now have before me, which ac- 
companies a letter of the president of the canal company, 
dated 24th January, 1844, in answer to certain interroga- 
tories propounded to him\by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in consequence of a series of resolutions, which I submitted 
to the House at an early period of the session, it appears 
that from 1831 to 1843, inclusive, there have passed through 
the canal 13,756 steamboats, 4,701 flat and keel-boats, of 
2,245,567 tons burden, at a cost of tolls paid by the naviga- 
tor to the canal company of $1,227,625 20. 

Abstract of the boats that have passed, and tolls received, 
on the Louisville and Portland canal. 


Years.| Steamboats.|Flat and keel ‘Tons. : Amount re- 
boats. ceived. 
: 3 3 i a 
1831 406 421 76,323 | $12 
1832 453 179 70,109 25,786 
1833 875 710 169,885 60,736 92 
1834 | 988 623 162,000 . 
1835 1,256 355 200,413 
1836 1,182 260 182,220 
1837 1,501 165 242,374 
1838 1,058 438 201,750 121,107 16 
1839 1,666 578 300,406 180,364 01 
1840 1,231 392 224,841 134,904 85 
1841 1,031 309 189,907 113,944 59 
1842 983 183 172,755 95,005 10 
1843 1,206 88 232,264 107,274 63 
pees PEEN 1 
13,756 4,701 (1,297,625 20 


. OF this sum, as I have already shown, $258,378 have gone 
into the treasury of the United States; and thus, whilst other 
portions of the country are receiving the fostering care of 
the government by the lavish expenditure of large sums of 
money, (of which ldo not complain, for the representation 
from Kentucky, of all parties, has always been open- 
handed in the appropriation of money for the benefit of all 
sections of the country, though but a very insignificant 
amount of the public treasure has ever been expended in 
that State,) the commerce of the West, in one of its most im- 
portant channels, is enormously taxed by heavy and bur- 
densome impositions, a great part of which goes into the 


national treasury, This is a tax upon the agricultural prod-- 


ucts of the West and South, and the manufactured goods 
ofthe East, ultimately paid. by the consumers, and upon 
travellers from all parts of the country; so that the measure 
which I propose is not simply one of local interest, but of a 
national character, and of interest to the whole Union. The 
Seuth and the Fast are taxed upon our productions, and we 
upon theirs. If these tolls were removed, the cost of trans- 
portation would be proportionably diminished. ‘The tolls of 
this canal from 1831 to 1843, inclusive, have been an average 
annual tax upon our commerce of $94,432, 


When we come to look upon the tax which is imposed 
annually upon steamboats plying between Cincinnati and 
St. Louis, and Louisville and St. Louis; and between Louis- 
ville and New Orleans, and Cincinnati and New Orleans, it 
would seem to me that the committee would not hesitate a 
moment to remove this tax upon the enterprise of that 
numerous and respectable class of our citizens who are en- 
gaged in that navigation. 


Isaiah Wing, the surveyor of the port of Cincinnati, states 
a real case as taken from the books of a boat running be- 
tween Cincinnati and St. Louis, This boat is one of 150 tons 
burden, which passes through the canal five times per 
month, for eight months in the year; the balance of the time 
not so often; for each time she passes the canal she pays 
$95 toll. He says that she may be set down within bounds as 
paying $4,000 per annum in tolls; that her original cost was 
$13,000, so that her tolls in five years (the average time a 


boat will last) would amount to $20,000—being $7,000 more i 


than the whole original cost of the boat. 


Oliver Harris, surveyor of the port. of St. Louis, estimates 
that the Valley-Forge, fora period of four months, taken 
from her books during tlre most prosperous business season 
she experienced, paid in toll, to the canal company, 18 per 
cent. compared with her profits. He estimates that the boats 
in the Ohio and St. Louis trade alone paid in toll to the canal 
$33,500 in the year 1843. Mr. Harris further estimates that 
a regular trader in this trade of 160 tons, costing $80 per ton, 
or $12,800, running eight months in the year, and making 
24 trips, and passing through the canal 16 times, would an- 
nually pay $1,280, and in five years $6,400, equal to one-half 
the cost of the boat; and the cost of her running being esti- 
mated at $16,960 for the eight months, the toll would amount 
to 74 per cent. on her whole runnning expenses. 


According, also, to the report of Mr. Wing, one of the 
largest class of steam vessels trading between Cincinnati 
and New Orleans makes, onan average, eight voyages per 
annum; that her tolls will amount to $300 each voyage, or 
$2,400 per annum; that her expenses, exclusive of tolls, per 
voyage, would be $3,300; so that exceeding one-twelfth 
part of the expense of running this class of boats, in that 
trade, is consumed in tolls paid at this canal. 


A statement of Mr. Porter, surveyor ofthe port of Louis. 
ville, taken from the books of the steamer Nautilus, of 189 
tons, an average boat, costing $22,500, which was engaged 
regularly in the trade between Louisville and New Orleans 
from August, 1839, to October, 1843, shows that she made 
an average often trips per annum, paying $94 50 toll cach 
trip, amounting to $945 toll per annum, her profit being 
$8,200, making her toll, compared with her profit 945,8200, 
or about 3; from which it would appear that the amount of 
tolls paid by a regular trader ofthat class from Louisville to 
New Orleans and St. Louis, would be, during her fitness for 
service, (say four years,) $3,780, about one-quarter of her 
original cost, and about one-twenty-fifth of her whole ex- 
penses, estimated to be $96,000, 


In addition to these estimates, I will call the attention of 
the committee to the following statement, made by the pres- 
ident of the canal company. He says: 


“Steamboats trading from Cincinnati to New Orleans will 
average one trip in twenty-four days for eight months in 
each year—equal to ten trips per annum; or twenty times 
that they may have to pass through the canal, or over the 
falls. This isa full average. Of the twenty passages, ten 
may be considered as passing over the falls, and ten 
through the locks of the canal, per annum. 


Therefore, a steamboat of 260 tons ten miles through 
the locks, at 50 cents per ton, will pay in tolls an- $ i 
> + $1,251 


nually - - - - - 
And a boat of 300 tons, at the same rate, will pay an- 

nually - . - - ~ ae - 1,500 
Steamboats from Pittsburg and Cincinnati to and 

from St. Louis, averaging 150 tons, may pass 

through the canal twelve times in a year; and at 

the same rate will pay - - - - 906 
And a boat of 200 tons, making twenty trips, will, at T 


the same rate, pay . a 


“The above estimate is based on the presumption of great 
regularity in the commerce, which is often anything but 
regular. Some boats may happen to arrive at the ‘falls, 
on every trip, in the spring months, when they will find 
sufficient water to permit them to pass over; and it would, 
therefore, cause the estimate to fall short. On the other 
hand, other boats may arrive and depart from the ‘falls’ 
every trip in the season, just between the spring rises, or 
freshets, and thus exceed the ahove estimate. 


“An estimate of the cost of steamboats navigating the 
Ohio river, may be computed at $80 per ton, complete, with 
hull, machinery, cabin furniture, equipment, provisions, 
&e., when fitted for a voyage, 
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; Average ca- 
5 Cost at $80 s amount of 
nal toll per; 
Tonnage. per ton. | annum. toll for 4 
years. 

Steamboats of 100 

tons will last 4 

years—average - . $8,000 500 2,000 ` 
Steamboats of 150 f ý j 

tons will last 4 

years—-ayerage - 12,000 750 3,000 
Steamboats of 200 

tons will last 4 

years—average - 16,000 1,000 4,000 
Steamboats of 250 

tons will last 4 

years—average - 20,000 1,250 5,000 
Steamboats of 300 

tons will last 4 

years—average - 24,000 1,500 6,000 


From these facts the committee will be able toform some 
estimate of the difficulties, embarrassments, obstructions, 
and burdens which exist upon our commerce and the com- 
mercial enterprise ofour citizens. - Whilst Iam proposing 
this measure for the purpose of removing these difficulties, 
it is proper and just that I should say to the committee that 
there are seven other plans suggested for removing the ob- 
structions at the falls, upon none of which I will make any 
particular comments, contenting myself with calling the 
attention of the committee toa tabular statement which ac- 
companies the report of Capt. T. J. Cram, Senate Doc. 243, 
ist session 28th Congress, which succinctly states the costs 
of the different projects for an improved steamboat naviga- 
tion at the falls of the Ohio, with the cost of each project 
and their relative cost, accompanied by remarks upon the 
merits and demerits of each project. 


Table exhibiting comparative costs of eight projects for 
titi) the steamboat navigation at the falls of the 
to. 


Head of the report un- 


Designation of the pro- 
ject for an improved 
steamboat navigation| 
at the falls of the 
Ohio. 


the existing canal be- 
ing the unit of com- 


jectis discussed. 
parison. 


| der which each pro- 
Cost of each project. 
Relative costs; that of 


| 
| 


va 
> 
S 
© 


Existing canal Purchasing 6,151 shares 
of stock, at $140 per 
share, also the dry- 
dock at $50,000, and 
improving the canal 
to the amount ofj 

$355,298. (a.) 

Bed of the falls|First method.—Only a 

descending naviga- 

tion—pilots’ method 

(b.) 

Second method.—Canal 
C D, extending from 
head of Middle chute 
to foot of Kentucky 
chute, with locks, 
&e. (e) 

Third method.—Canal E 
F, near Indiana side, 
to head of Bid eddy. 
with locks,and sluice 

: S, through Goose isl- 

and. (d.) | 

Bed of the falls: Fourth method.—Dam G 664,767 

| H, locks, and sluice 

S. (e.) 

Canal on Indi-|Route No. 1.—New ca- 
ana side. nalon Indiana side, 

from Jeftersonville to 

just below the Point 

1 of Rocks, to be fed 
from.the upper poo} 
of the Ohio. (f) 

Route No. 2.—New ca- 

i nal on Indiana side, 
from Jeffersonville to} 
the mouth of Falling 
run, to be fed from 
upper pool. (g) 

Canal on a high level on 
route No. 1.—To he 
fed by a navigable 

! feeder from Colum- 

| bus, Indiana, to Jef- H 

| fersonville, 80 miles 

long. (h) 


$1,266,348 


626,695 | 0.416 


1,351,777 1.067 


1,006,233 


0.524 


1,405,146 1.109 


2,973,642 | 2.348 


7,476,603 5 904 


Remarks upon the merits and demerits of each project. 

(a) This project includes the dry-dock, which is not in- 
cluded in any other project. It would not sacrifice the 
chartered rights of individuals; it would secure as good a 
navigation as would be required; the works would beas 
little liable to mud deposites as any other that can be con- 
structed, and less liable than most of the other projects; it 
would afford an ascending as well as descending navigation 
at all times when boats could not pass over the falls; it 
would also cost less than any other project of equal advan- 
tages, by $88,703. 

(6) This project would only secure a descending naviga- 
tion, and that but a very indifferent one, requiring a con: 


The average | 


tinuance of the system of pilotage.: It, would be equivalent 
to appropriating half.a million to the advantage.of the falls 
pilots, and taking a large portion of the profits of the presént 
canal company, ‘without any advantage to commerce. 
There would be an increased expense yearly te keep up this 
project; and if constructed, in all probability, would be 
abandoned in a few years; : s 

(c) At first view, it would seem that this is a good project- 
Its cost is more, by $135,339, than that of the existing canal; 
it would sacrifice the chartered rights of the existing canal 
company; it would be liable, at every rise, to immense de- 
posites at the lower locks, and also to be choked with drift- 


‘wood; its cost, for repairs and custody, would be'very great; 


it would have a very difficult entrance at the upper extrem- 
ity, and be difficult of access from the shore. All these ob- 
jections could not be obviated, without adding to its cost 
$250,000, which would make its total cost $1,601,777—great- 
er than the existing canal project, by $385,339. 

(d) This would be submerged at all times, except at ex- 
treme low water; there ould be times when the gates 
could not be opened, when the work would be required for 
the passage of boats; great inconvenience from drift-wood; 
works very difficult of access from the shore; much deten- 
tion of boats at upper extremity of sluice; upper end of the 
canal difficult to enter; it never could be made as good for 
the navigation as the existing canal; its cost of repairs and 
custody would be far greater. 

(e) Objectionable in every point of view, except in cost. 
It would, in all probability, seriously injure, if not-destroy, 
the present harbor of Louisville; its cost of repairs and cus- 
tody would be much more than the existing canal project, 
and there would be times when it would operate as a posi- 
tive fobstruction to the good natural navigation over the 

alls. 

(f) This is a good project, so far as the interests of com- 
merce are concerned; but the canal would be one mile 
longer, and no better than the existing one on the Kentucky 
side. Jt would be more liable to deposites at the locks; it 
would cost more, by $183,708, than the project for purcha~ 
sing and improving the existing canal. Besides this, a de~ 
struction of the chartered rights of individuals, to the 
amount of 6,151 shares of stock, valued at $861,140. Anew 
canal, it is true, would increase the value of private proper- 
ty on the Indiana side, perhaps to an equal amount; but the 
general interest would be no better off than by the project 
of the existing canal, 

(e) The only advantages of this route are, a better ins 
gress and egress at the locks, and an avoidance of the “Al- 
bany bar” and the rocky place No. 7, plat A. But these ad- 
vantages are far more than counterbalanced by the disada 
vantages; and, when we take into account the very great 
eee of constructions and subsequent cost of repairs 
and custody, and time of passing through it, the mind re~ 
jects the project. 

(h) This would be more for the advantage of the interior 
of Indiana than for the general commerce; and it is not to 
be supposed that the United States will underteke it. The 
development, however, of the project, may be of use to the 
State of Indiana, in exhibiting the cost of what would be 
an advantageous work for the State. 


It will be perceived, from the amendment which I have 
offered, that I prefer that plan which proposes to purchase 
the stock in the Louisville and Portland canal. Such is the 
fact; and such I believe to he the preferable mode, after 2 
a full and impartial examination of the matter; for I 
have no local or sectional feeling upon the matter, which 
would tend to bias my mind in favor of or against any par- 
ticular mode proposed. My object is to make the naviga- 
tion, both ascending and descending, free from obstruction, 
and our commerce free from tolls and burdens, by the most 
economical and the most feasible plan; and believing that 
none of the plans suggested for the improvement of the 
bed of the rivercan answer the object proposed, if the 
stockholders in the canal company will not take a fair and 
reasonable price for their stock, I will very cheerfully sup- 
port an appropriation for the construction of a canal on the. 
Indiana side of the viver. 

It will be seen,from the facts which I have stated, that 
though the appropriation now asked is nominally $550,000, 
yet it is, in fact, much Jess than that sum. We ask the gov- 
ernment to restore to us the $258,778, which she has col- 
lected by a tax imposed upon our commerce—the only in- 
stance J believe in the country, in which taxes have been 
collected by appropriations to internal improvement-—which, 
when deducted from the $550,000, will leave but $291,222 as 
the sum actually asked by this amendment to be appro- 
priated to the benefit of this great commercial interest, and 
the free navigation of the Ohio river. 

Mr. THOMASSON followed in some remarks on the same: 
subject, in which he was interrupted by the arrival of the 
hour at which debate was to terminate. 

The hour fixed for the termination of the debate having 
arrived, the committee proceeded to vote upon the ameng- 
ments. 

The amendment of Mr. E. J. Bracx, to the amendment of 
Mr. Pottock, was adopted; and on the original amendment 
as amended, a division was called, and the votes taken by 
tellers were—ayes 76, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to amend the appropria- 
tion of $2,500 for the purchase of books for the library, by 
substituting the sum of $5,000; which amendment, on divi- 
sion, was agreed to—ayes 62, noes 54, 

Mr. PRATT moved to amend by inserting the follow- 
ing: 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, attending furnaces and 
water closets, lamp-lighting, oil, laborers on the Capitol 
grounds, tools, keeeping iron pipes and wooden fences ia 
order, attending at western gates, and topdressing for 
plants, for trees and plants, repairs of public stables, 
pumps, flagging, enclosures, extra labar in removing snow, 
&e., for taking down and rebuilding four chimneys on the 
Capitol, for one buikhead containing ox lights, baize doors, 
complete, for one large fan-light and frame, 10 feet by 4, 
containing 37 lights, and for three additional lamps for the 
Capitol, and alteration in water-work and fish - $9,084 0u 
For annual repairs of the President’s house. 

gardener’s salary, laborers, cartage, tools, ma- 

mure and straw for topdressing, for repairs of 


< copperrooh new floor in- 
ehimney tops, trees for -Fow: 
Pennsy. ana vènuc, and fö 


are 7 
.of fence 


at; Lafayette, square, Fountain ‘square, and = ; 

President's garden ee e n 3,177 n 
For salary of public gardener `- > = < 7 1,200 
For tagging. in front, and the court on the . i 

west side af. tipetreasiry ou ing =- 2 by 3,655 00. 
For repairing damage. done to iron pipes by 

` Treshet, ane fixing Jet @eauw S ett 1,800 00. 
For -repairing-the figure in. the tympanum of ee 

the Gapitol +02. 7 t ttt, 20°00" 
For painting the ‘Capitol - -= 2- >= -> 10,000.00 
For painting the Présidént’s, house: - - + ,4,500°00 
For removing -Persico’s statues from the navy, 

yard to the.Capitol, preparing the pedestal, 

erecting the statues, and enclosing the same _ ; 

with iron railing: - 0-0 0 ft 1,350 00 
For. painting, glazing, and whitewashing the 

post.office s. 4 ee 7 ee 386. 00 
For furniture for the President’s house, to be 

expended under the direction of the President, 

in addition to. the. proceeds of. sale of such 

decayed furniture’ as he may direct to be ` 

sold = o e e e e o e o 20,000 00 


The question was taken on each branch of the amendment 
separately. = 
. Mr: ‘ADAMS proposed to-amend the first clause of the 
amendment, by. inserting the following: 
“För erecting ‘a monument over the grave of Major-Gen-’ 
eral Macomb, $1,000.” i 


Mr. WELLER raised the question whether these amend- 
ments could., be entertained, being the appropriation of 
sums of money for objects which were not provided for by 
any existing law. 3 : . 
The point ‘of order, after some desultory conversation, 
was Overruled, and the ‘amendments offered by Mr. PRATT 
were severally adopted. 

Mr. DUNCAN. moved to amend that portion of Mr. 
Prarr’s amendment which related.to the furniture, &c., of 
the President’s House, by adding the followiug: 


Provided, Vhat no part of that sum shall be expended for 
the purchase of wines and other liquors. 


Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that Governor Polk, our 
next President, did not use wine or liquors of any kind. 

The votes were taken. by tellers, who reported 70 in the 
affirmative, and 45 in the negative. 

‘fhe amendment was adopted, 

Mr, WINTHROP moved to strike out all the latter clause 
of Mr. Prarr’s amendment, and insert the following: 


“For refurnishing the House of the President with arti- 
cles of American manufacture on or before the 4th day of 
March next, in addition to.the proceeds of the sales of the 
present furniture, $20,000.” 


On this amendment, on division, the yeas were 55, nays 
66: negatived, 

Mr. HARDIN moved an amendment the same as the 
aboye, omitting the words “American manufacture.” 

On a division the ayes were 62, noes 56. 

‘he amendment was adopted. 

‘The original amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr, BARNARD moved the following: 

“Eor repairing the furnaces and reconstructing the same, 
in the President’s House, $900:” negatived, 

Mr. HALE moved a reduction of the salary of the Treas- 
uvor of the United States $789 73, which he stated to be 
equal to a sum received by him last year, for which there 
was no authority by law. 

Messrs, WELLER and DROMGOOLE objected to the 
amendment, and produced the law under which that sum 
had been received by the Treasurer, 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to insert, for extra clerk 
hire in the office of the First Comptroller, $3,500. 

On a division there were 67 ayes and 29 noes. No quorum 
voting. 

Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL called for tellers; and 

Jessrs. Brencie and A. V. Brown were appointed, and 
y reported 90 in the attirmative. 

‘Che amendment was accordingly adopted. 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the item of $2,200. was 
increased to $4,000 for labor, as one of the contingent ex- 

of the southeast executive building. 

Several other amendments were oftered, and negatived. 

Mx, J. R. INGERSOLL moved an amendment appropri- 
ating $30,060 for the marine hospital at New Orleans; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Jowa, moved the following amendment to 
come in at the end of line 31}: for the payment of Jere- 
miah Smith, jr., as perschedule to the Sax and Fox treaty, 
concluded Lith of October, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-two, and the act of Congress of 2d of March, 1843, for 
carrying intu citect the provisions of said treaty, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. DODGE stated that it wag impossible for the commit- 
tee to vote understandingly upon his amendment, unless he 
could be permitted to make, as he wished to do, a very few 
remarks in explanation of it. ‘The chairman [Mr. Davis 
of Indiana} stated that it was ont of order; the gentleman 
from Iowa, could not be allowed to debate his amendment. 
[Here there was a general cry of “hear him,” and the chair- 
man said the gentleman from Towa, with the consent of the 
committee, might make a brief explanation] 

Mr. D. said that the adoption of his amendment had 
become necessary to enable a highly worthy and much in- 
jured constituent of his to receive from the treasury of the 
United States a sum of money which had been appropriated 
for his relief, now more than fourteen months since; but 
which, by an error of the officers of the government, had 
been paid to another individual, to Jeremiah Smith, sr., in- 
stead of Jeremiah Smith, jr. eee 

Mr. D. said it was not for him to say which, or 
whether any, officer of the government was a blame for 
this fraud upon the treasury; but he would say that it, and 
the subsequent refusal of the officers to pay the real claim- 
ant, had been made to work i bee hardship, 

, ae D, said that the conduct-of the late Secretary of 
the Treasury, J. C, Spencer, in regard to this mat 
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: ter, has been : most `eztraordinarý and ` inexplicable. 


He 
wrote; to. the claimant: soon after the commission of the 
fraud, and stated’ that he could not. be paid until another ap- 
propriation was made, the. former being exhausted; but in 
answer to a résolution which he (Mr. D.) had introduced at 


-an early day of the present session, the secretary. said that 


no further action was necessary on the part of Congress to 


enable Mr. Smith to draw his money; and at the same time; - 


informed him:(Mr. D.) that Mr. Smith’s money would be 
paidto him uponthe presentation of adequate authority. 
Here Mr. Dé sent a letter from the late secretary to himself, 
in corroboration of this statement, which was read- by the 
clerk.. Mr. D. then went on to remark, that notwithstand- 
ing this letter, and the presentation of adequate authority; 
still the money was withheld, and would never be paid, he 
(Mr. D.) verily believed, unless this apropriation was made. 
Inthe mean time, Mr. Smith had to suffer a loss of most, if 
not all, of his real estate, which Was ` perhaps. the most yal- 


uable in Towa. It had been mortgaged, Mr. Smith. relying - 


upon the money due him from the government for its re- 
demption. This he would-have received in ample time to 
save his land; but for the erroneous and unfortunate pay- 
ment of it, as before mentioned. 

Mr. D. hoped that justice would now be done, by the 
adoption of his amendment.: The question was then put, 
and the amendment adopted. 

Mr. PARMENTER proposed.an increase of the appropria- 
tion for extra clerk hire in the navy department, from $3,000 
to $10,000; but the motion was negatived. 

On the motion of Mr. HARPER, several small items of 
appropriations: were inserted, for covering and enclosing 
-with rails, and otherwise completing the Patent Office. 

On the motion. of Mr. HIINGERFORD, a proviso was ap- 
pended to the item for clerk hire in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, to prohibit extra pay to clerks for extra services. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, an amendment was adopt- 
ed, for the purpose of making some provision for various 
surveyors’ olficers, the precise purport of which was not 
heard. 

In the item for draw-keepers, oil for lamps, machinery, 
&c., for the Potomac bridge, of $5,500, on the motion of Mr. 
Kinxratrick, it was made to include ‘‘arrearages.” 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the items for the various 
branch mints were changed, so as to assimilate them to 
some new estimates which had been received. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, offered the following amend- 
ment: Strike out all between the lines 461 to 465, and insert 
the following: 

For compensation and mileage of the members of said 
legislative assembly, pay of their clerks, including libra- 
rian and superintendent of public buildings, printing, sta- 
tionary, fuel, lights, and all other incidental and miscella- 
neous objects, twenty thousand five hundred and twenty- 
five dollars. 

Although out of order, Mr. DODGE begged to say that 
his amendment was in strict accordance with the estimate 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. The amendment report- 
ed for Wisconsin in the bill of the Committee of Ways and 
Means now under consideration, was but eight thousand 
five hundred’and fifty dollars. That sum was entirely inade- 

uate. 

: The legislature of his Territory had asked, by memorial, 
for $28,000 to defray the expenses of its session. That 
memorial had been reported against by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. He sincerely hoped that at least the 
amount of the secretary’s estimate would be appropri- 
ated for Wisconsin. The question was then taken, and the 
amendment lost. 

On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, the following was stricken 
out: “To defray the expenses of carrying into effect the 
provisions of the act of the 3d of March last, for surveying 
and suitably marking the northern boundary line of the 
reservation for the half-breeds of the Sac and Fox tribes of 
Indians, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, $500.” 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved his amendment, authorizing the 
purchase of the stock held by individuals in the Louisville 
and Portland canal, which is given above. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MORRIS moved an appropriation of $20,000 ‘for con- 
tinuing the erection ofa light-house on Brandywine shoals 
on the Delaware river. 

Mr. McKAY remarked that there was no such work in 
progress. 

Mr. MORRIS said it had been commenced, and the foun- 
dation was swept away. s 

‘The amendment was negatived. 

Several further amendments were proposed to the items 
under the head of “surveys of public lands,” and rejected. 

‘Lhe next branch was that entitled “intercourse with for- 
eign nations.” 

Amendments were proposed by Messrs. C. J. INGER- 
SOLE and BURKE; which were rejected. 

Mr. HAMMET moved to insert an item of $6,000, being 
the residue of outfit due to the widow of Commodore Porter, 
late minister resident at Constantinople. He said it was but 
an act of justice that this sum should be paid. 

‘The amendment was cted by a majority of 60 to 59. 

On the motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, an item of 
$9,060 was inserted for the outfit of the minister to Brazil, 
(Mr. Wise.) : 

The next item was for outfits of ministers to Brazil and 
Russia, and of charges des affaires to Portugal and Buenos 
Ayres, $27,000. 

Mr. WHITE said provision had already been made for the 
outfit of the minister to Brazil on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, {Mr J. R. Incersoxi;} and therc- 
fore he moyed to strike out the provision for outfits for min- 
rh to Brazil and Russia, and reduce the appropriation to 

9,000. 

Some conversation ensued, in the course of which it was 
explained that the outiit for the Brazilian minister made on 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. 
IxarRsou.] was for Mr. Wise; but that the like item in tĦHis 
clause was for Mr. Proffit; and Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL stated 
that the present minister to Russia had signified his inten- 
tion to return, 

Mr. WHITE, to avoid embarrassment, divided his motion 
so as to take the vote, first on striking out the word “Rus. 
sia,” and $9,000 of the appropriation, 


: adopted. ` 


‘Pellets were called for, and Messrs. BrencLr and Woop- 


: warp’weré appointed, They reported 81 in the affimative, 


: which was deemed sufficient; and the amendment was 
Mr. WHITE then proposed to strike out the word “Bra- 
zil,”.and $9,009 of the appropriation. g 

: The amendment was negatived. : 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment in relation to the ex- 
enditure of previous appropriations, for sites for marine 
ospitals, which, after. some conversation in which Mr. 

R. SMITH, ‘Mr: FRENCH, Mr. HALE, and others, took 
: part, was rejected. A 

Mr. FRENCH submitted an amendment making. an ap- 
; propriation of $75,000 for marine hospitals at Pittsburg, &c., 
: which was rejected. z g 

Mr. HAMLIN offered an amendment to provide that no 
outfit, nor any pay or emolument should be paid hereafter 

‘to any minister appointed by the President until such ap- 
pointments were confimied by the Senate. 

The amendment, after some conversation, and many sug- 
gestions to amend, was rejected. : 

Mr. HAMLIN afterwards submitted his amendment, re- 
stricted to the outfits of such ministers; but it was again re- 
jected. 

i Mr. G. DAVIS submitted an amendment to prevent the 
: payment of compensation to foreign ministers until their ap- 
‘pointment. was confirmed; &c. &c. - . 

The amendment was rejected; and also subsequently ina 
i varied form. _ , : 

An additional section was then added to the bill to legal- 
size certain appropriations therein made. 
> Mr. MCKAY moved a long additional section, making ap- 
propriations for deficiencies in the appropriations for the va- 
‘rious departments for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 
“1844, : 4 : 

Mr. BARNARD inquired the aggregate amount required 
to supply those deficiencies. 

Mr. MCKAY replied that it would not exced $140,000. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SEYMOUR offered an amendment in relation to 
widows’ pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. SEYMOUR appealed from the decision of the Chair. 
The question being put, the decision of the Chair was 

sustained. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee rose, and re- 
ported the bill. with the amendments. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved the amendment which he had 
moved in committee, for the purchase of the stock inthe 
Louisville and Portland canal. 

Mr. HALE rose to a question of order. 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HALE. 
laugh.) . 

The SPEAKER ruled the resolution out of order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then moved the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. 

The demand for the previous question was seconded; and 
the question being put on the first amendment—viz: that of 
Mr. Porock, providing for the purchase of articles of 
American manufacture for the use of the government—the 

ycas and nays were demanded, and ordered; and being ta- 
zen, resulted—yeas 133, nays 26, as follows: ` 


_ YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Bar- 
ringer, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, 
Boyd, Brengle, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William J. Brown, 
Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. 
Cary, Shepherd cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Douglsss, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Fish, Florence, French, Giddings, Goggin, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, C. J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, 
Perley B. Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, 
McClelland, McIlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
Morris, Morse, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, 
Sample, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stone, Strong, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Joseph 
A. Wright, and Yost—133. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bower, Bowlin, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burt, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Au- 
gustus A, Chapman, Cobb, Daniel, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Hubard, Hughes, Jameson, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, McKay, Mathews, Murphy, Emery D. Potter, David 3. 
Reid, and Woodward—28, 

The House then adjourned, 


It is that the amendment is notin order. (A 


The following petitions were handed to the reporter hy 
the member presenting them: 


By Mr. STONE: The petition of sundry citizens of Har 
din county, Kentucky, in favor of the annexation of Texas 
to the United States: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Fight petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking an extension of the naturalization 
laws to 21 years, signed by Lemuel Paynter, jr., J. B. Straf- 
ford, and others: referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. HERRICK: Memorial of S. F. B. Morse, relating 
to the electro-magnetic telegraph from the city of Washing- 
ton to the city of New York. 

_ By Mr. FRENCH: Resolutions and proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting, without distinction of party, of the citizens of 
Fleming county, Kentucky, held on the 27th last month, in 
which it is declared as the sense of the meeting, without a 
dissenting voice; “that the treaty submitted by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, proposing to annex the Republie 
of Texas to the United States, ought not to be ratified.” 


IN SENATE. 
: THurspay, June 6, 1844. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the proceedings and mémorial of 
a meeting of citizens of Baltimore county, Maryland, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: laid on the table. 

_ Mr. WHITE rose and said, he held in his hand the memo- 
rial of a meeting of the Society of Friends, convened from 
the States of Indiana and JIlinois, and the western part of 
Ohio, at Indianapolis, remonstrating against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States. The principal ground. al- 
ledged by the memorialists for this remonstrance, was, that 
such annexation would have the effect of upholding, con- 
timing, and extending slavery in the United States, and of 
involving this country in an unjust war with a friendly na- 
tion now at peace with us. The memorialists; in a letter 
accompanying their remonstrance, advised him that the sen- 
timents and language they uttered on this occasion, were 
the sentiments and language of the large body of their so- 
ciety, consisting of not less than 25,000, distinct from a 
small body which had separated themselves from the main 
body of Quakers, and united with abolitionists. And he 
(Mr. W.) would himself undertake to say, that they had not 
only spoken the virtuous sentiments of 25,000 Quakers, but 
ofa very large portion of the intelligence and’respectability 
ofthe West. He would go further, and undertake to say, 
that, within less than eighteen months from this time, these 
will be the universal sentiments ofa very large majority of 
the citizens of the United States. This portion of the Amer- 
ican people had only spoken in advance of what will be the 
prevailing opinion every where in less that twelve months. 

he annexation of Texas will be a dead question within that 
period. He took some pride in being selected as the organ 
of presenting this memorial and remonstrance, because 
they came froma body of men who, while they possessed 
more than ordinary intelligence and enterprise, were noted 
for exemplary prudence, integrity of character, and so 
briety of conduct—a_ body possessing and, practising all 
those virtues of social life, which are best qualified, if he 
might so say, to happify the community in which they dwelt. 
They stand up for what the rigorousiy believe to be right, 
whether popular or unpopular; for principles based on vir- 
tue—for good government—the friends of order, of the laws, 
and of religion, They had, doubtless, errors in their tenets; 
one of which, inhis judgment, was that of non-resistance in 
the present condition of the world; but even in this may 
they not be only in sdvance oftheir age and generation; for 
who did not see in the advanced march of civilization, the 
germs of universal peace and Christian brotherhood, which, 
in all human probability, must, at no distant period pervade 
all nations? In the present condition of the world, he could 
not, however, approve of the tenet which they held of re- 
fusing to perform military, duty; but the obStinacy with 
which they adhered to such tenets, even suffering imprison- 
ment and fine in their support, evinced at least the sincerity 
and steadfastness of theit principles. He wished the memo- 
rial to be first read, and then the letter accompanying it, 

The memorial and letter were accordingly read by the 
Secretary of the Senate, ` 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that it was a memorial, the na- 
ture of which, in his opinion, properly raised the queston of 
reception. 

i The CHAIR remarked that such would be the ques- 
ion. 

Mr. WHITE hopeå not; the memorial had reference to 
the prospective effect of adding a new territory to the 
Union—not to slavery, as it now exists in the United States. 

Mr. BERRIEN called forthe yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. WHITE inquired how the question of reception 
arose ? 

The CHAIR explained that according to the usage of the 
Senate, the question of reception arose spontaneously with 
the presentation of any petition or memorial, the tendency 
of which related to the question of savery. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, averse as he was to the introduc- 
tion of any discussion whatever on the subject into the na- 
tional legislature, yet, believing this paper came within 
the rule of the Senate, (which, from its language, he could 
not at all doubt,) he felt it to be his duty to resist its recep- 
tion. It protested against the continuancy of slavery. It 
did not, itis true, ask for the “abolition of slavery,” but it 
protested against its continuance; and he could see no dif- 
ference, in effect or principle, between that and abolition. 
He should now move to lay the question of reception on the 
table. 

Mr. WHITE protested against this proposition; ard on it, 
he raised the question of order, the memorial having been 
read,and thereby received. He gave notice that if this motion, 
prevailed, he would every day, for the remainder of the 
session, raise the question of reception, and debate it 
throughout the morning hour. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays on the motion 
to lay the question of reception on the table, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rose to make a suggestion. He 
thought if his friend from Georgia deliberated for a moment 
on the character of the memorial and the memorialists, he 
would see that he might, with great propriety, withdraw 
his objections. The memorialists disclaim heing operated 
upon by, or acting with, abolitionists. From the beginning 
of this government to the present day,the Quakers have 
held the same mild opinions on this subject, and have an- 
nually put them forward as them honest convictions. But, 
further than this expression of their opinions, they have not 
gone. They have offered their advice—nothing more. In 
doing this, they acquit their consciences, and they are sat- 
isfied. They are not like political abolitionists—they stir 
up no strife, for they are opposed to strife. They oppose 
the annexation of Texas because they are opposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery. He did not think that in this, their memo- 
rial came within the rule or usage of the Senate which re- 
quires the question of reception to be raised. Asto discuss- 
ing the subject, he thought, considering the manner in 
which it had been handled by our Secretary of State, and 
the way in which it had been already debated in the Senate, 
{on the Texas treaty,] it was not worth while now to be fas- 
tidious about it. He could assure his friend from Georgia 
he was no more an abolitionist than he was; but he could 
pot see anything in this memorial to preclude its reception. 


Mr. BARROW desired to hear the memorialand letter 
again read. z ` 

They were read accordingly. 

Mr. MOREHEAD regretted exceedingly thata question 
ofthis sort should arise ina body which hed been hereto- 
fore so entirely free from excitement on this subject., He 
had risen merely to say that, while he would vote with his 
friend from Georgia in upholding the rule which had hither- 
to worked so well, he was not able to come to the same 
conclusion which he had arrived at, that the object or ten- 
dency of the memorial now in question was to strike at the 
institutions of slavery as they exist inthe United States. 
It appeared to him that the memorial applied: merely to the 
effects which would result from the annexation of Texas, 
and not to- the institution which already exists within the 
present Union. If the propositions of the memorialsts ap- 
plied to the innstitution of slavery as it now exists in the 
United States, without reference to the effects of adding a 
foreign territy, he would not hesitate a momentin giving 
his vote with his friend from Georgia to lay the question of 
reception on the tabie. ; 

He, for one, would then be ready to uphold the rule inthe 
spirit in which it had always been resorted to. But he could 
not think with his friend, that the memorial touched the 
question of slavery in the United States; and the rule ap- 
plies solely to the existence of those institutions within the 
present Union. It could apply to nothing else. Now, the 
memorial remonstrates against the annexation of Texas on 


the two grounds, that, by this annexation, the slavery which 


would come with it would be an extension of what the me- 
morialists deem an evil; and that this annexation would in- 
volve the United States in a war with a friendly power now 
at peace. He understood it asa protest against the introduc- 
tion, under our government, of additional territory with 
slavery attached to it. It seemed to him to be nothing more 
than proper to permit these memorialists to express their 
views as to the effects of this measure upon our govern- 
ment. He was not disposed to place restrictions upon the 
free expression of opinions coming from any citizens of the 
United States. He held opinions different from those of the 
memorialists as to the effects of the annexation of Texas on 
our institutious, but he thought the manner in which the 
memorialists offered their opinions presented a state of the 
case altogether different from that which would demand the 
application of the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRIEN found himself very reluctantly placed in 
the situation in which he was; but it arose from acting up 
to his conviction of what he felt to be his duty. The course 
he had pursued would show that he was not disposed to ob- 
trude this question upon the national legislature. His asso- 
ciates knew he had no peculiar views or objects which 
could induce him to do so, He had at all times abstained 
from any course calculated to introduce this exciting topic 
into councils where they were out of place. There was a 
standing rule of the Senate opposed to it; and under a convic- 
tion that this memorial came within the operation of that 
rale, he had appealed to it. Ifhe had not done so, he should 
have fallen short of the performance of a duty which he 
owed to the constituency he represented. It could not be 
denied that the object of the memorial is to avert the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States, on account of the 
effect it would have in upholding, continuing, and ex- 
tending the institution of slavery now existing in the 
United States. It refers to the continuing and uphold- 
ing of slavery in the United States. If the memorialists 
had? confined themselves to the simple declaration that, 
by the annexation of Texas, there would be an extension of 
slavery, against which they remonstrated, there might be 
some force in what had been said of the memorial not com- 
ing strictly withinthe rule. But the words upholding and 
continuing refer, too obviously to be doubted, to the slave 
institutions of the United States. The memorialists not on- 
ly declare themselves opposed to the extension of slavery 
in the United States by the annexation of Texas, but to the 
upholding and continuance of slavery; and this certainly 
could not be construed into anything less than hostility to 
the institutions of the slaveholding States. He regretted 
that this subject had been excited into discussion: it was 
not his intention that it should; for he had taken it for grant- 
ed that, when the question of reception was raised, it would, 
as usual in the Senate heretofore, be acquiesced in without 
debate—the memorial itself so obviously contemplating an 
interference with institutions and interests shielded from 
such interference by constitutional compact. He maintain- 
ed that the memorial was within the legitimate operation of 
the Senate’s own rule; and, entertaining this conviction, he 
felt that he only discharged the duty imposed upon him by. 
his position in the Senate; and he did so, not merely in ref- 
erence to the effect of agitating this subject on the South, 
but on the whole country. If the operation of the rule 
was to be withheld from this memorial, a door would be 
thrown open to the ingress of others that could not fail to 
embroil the Senate in discussions of the most exciting and 
dangerous character. He was not to be intimidated by the 
threat of reiterating this question every day. He wished to 
intercept the first step; but if, on this question, gentlemen 
would get up discussion, he could not feel himself at liberty 
to abstain from the expression of his own views-leaving to 
those who incited it to abide the responsibility of whatever 
excitement might ensue. i n 

Mr. WHITE rose; but, observing that it was considered 
out of order to proceed, he remarked that he desired to be 
heard, and, if necessary for that purpose, he would, after 
this question was disposed of, offer a resolution on which 
he would he entitled to speak. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he believed the object was mere- 
ly to receive the memorial and hey it on the table. 

Mr. WHITE said, if he could get at it now, that wonld be 
his motion; but he understood the question was on laying 
the question of reception on the table—which he held not 
tobe in order, the memorial having been reccived, as shown 
by its being read. : . 

Mr. ARCHER, who kad just come to his seat, asked the 
Chair what was the pending question. 

The CHAIR stated that it was on laying the question of 
reception on the table. The point of order raised by the 
Senator from Indiana was overruled. 

Mr. WHITE. Then, to get at my motion, J shall have to 
vote against the pending question. i 

The question was then taken on laying the question of re- 


ception onthe table, (which would carry the whole subject 
ae it,) and resulted in the negative—yeas 19, nays 24,‘as 
ollows: : $ 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Atherton, Bayard, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Hen- 
derson, Huger, Johnson, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Walker, 
Woodbury, and Wright-—19. re 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Choate, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Hannegan, Hunt- 
ington, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 
Porter, Simmons,Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, White, and, 
Woodbridge—24. i 

phe question then recurred on the reception of the me- 
moral. + 

Mr. WHITE called forthe yeas and nays on this question; 
but before he sat down, at the request of his friends, with- 
drew the call. 4 

Mr. ATHERTON renewed the call for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The CHAIR stated, that, unless objected to, the question 
woua be taken jointly on the reception and laying on the 

able. 

Objection was made; so the question was taken simply on 
the reception, and resulted yeas—yeas 27, nays 12, as fol- 

ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Foster, Francis, 
Hannegan, Huntington, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 
Phelps, Porter, Porter, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tall- 
madge, Upham, White, Weodbridge, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, Berrien, Ful- 
ton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Johnson, Rives, Sevier, 
and Walker—12. 

So the memorial was received: 

Mr. WHITE disclaimed, on behalf of the memorialists, 
any responsibility in having been the occasion of the first 
division in the Senate upon this subject, or in anything 
that had occurred to-day respecting it. He now moved to 
lay the memorial on the table, as the matter to which it re- 
ferred was not under reference to any of the committees. 

The memorial was accordingly laid on the table. 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Treasury Department, in answer to a resolution of the 
Hh ultimo, concerning duties on railroad iron: laid on the 

able. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from citizens of 
Philadelphia, calling themselves native Americans, asking 
that foreigners shall be required to prove a residence of 21 
years after their declaration of becoming citizens, hefore 
they can be entitled to the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties, of native-bern citizens. In presenting this memorial, 
however sorry he should feel to be found dissenting from 
the opinions of any of his constituents, he felt bound to say 
that he was far from concurring with the memorialists, as 
to the necessity for altering the present law of naturaliza 
tion. His conviction was, that foreigners who gave this 
country and its institutions that preference which induced 
them to make it their permanent residence, ought to be en- 
titled to citizenship as soon as they were ready to give sat- 
isfactory proof that such was their object. But as itmight 
be difficult to act upon presumption of intentions, he be- 
lieved, on the whole, the law, as it now stood, was best cal- 
culated to obviate all difficulties; and he thought foreigners 
ought not to object to it, seeing that, in many of the States, 
a native citizen cannot remove into them, and enjoy all the 
privileges of State citizenship, till after a two years’ resi- 
dence. The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, reported 
back, with an amendment, accompanied by a report, the 
House bill for the relief of Furguson and Reid: report or- 
dered to be printed. 

Also, several documents relating to the claim of Fearson, 
Curshan, and Co., as to the remission of duty on certain 
cotton imported from Texas, and destroyed by fire in New 
Orleans; and asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same: committee discharged. 
accordingly. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Commiitee on Commerce, 
reported back, with an amendment, the House bill for the 
relief of John Sands, 

Mr. MOREHEAD, from the Committee on Publie Lands, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill to recognise the 
sale of public lands in Louisiana in certain cases, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back, without amendment, the bill for the relief of 
George S. Gains, and recommended it to be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on the Library, report- 
eda bill for the establishment of a Smithsonian institution 
for the increase of knowledge amongst men: read once, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER asked his friend from Delaware to call up a 
little pension bill, which would have to pass the House yet, 
and onght not to be delayed, 

Mr. EVANS objected to taking up anything out ofits or- 
der on the calendar. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution for tbe relief of 
David Shaw and Solomon S. Corsu; which was read once, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. CHOATE gave notice ofa bill he would ask leave to 
introduce for remunerating Professor Morse for his electro- 


: magnetic telegraph. 


Mr. SEVIER now moved to postpone the previous or- 
ders, and take up the bill for the relief of Mark Simpson. 

Mr. EVANS resisted any motion interfering with the gen- 
eral orders as they stood on the calender. 

Mr. BAYARD did not know that the objection of one sen- 
ator should prevail. 

Mr. SEVIER said the bill was for a pension to poor old 
Mark Simpson, of Delaware, and would not consume five 
minutes’ time. 

Mr. BAYARD said it had lain over six months already. 

Mr. EVANS still objecting, 

A division was called for, and resulted—-ayes 20, noes 11. 
So the previous orders were postponed; and the bilkwas 
taken up, considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. i 


-On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate went into 
eae session, and after some hours. spent therein, ad- 
journed. = Aeg f . : 

-O HOUSE OF- REPRESENTATIVES. 

PAET Tuurspay; June 6, 1844. 

‘The journal of yesterday was read and approved. i 
ALLEGED “IMPROPER EXPENDITURE OF AN 

1e a APPROPRIATION. , 

Mr: HAMLIN desired to offer. a resolution calling upon 
the:Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to inquire 
and řeport for what the late appropriations made to pur- 
chase furniture forthe President’s House had been expend- 
ed,- He said he understood that apart of such appropria- 
tions had been expended in the purchase of wines and li- 
quors for the President’s cellar. i 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL objected to the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved a suspensionofthe rules, to enable 
him to. offer his resolution; and on that he called for the 


yeas and nays, which were ordered. : R 
“Mr. PRATT said, with the permission of the House, he 


could give such an explanation as would obviate the neces- | 


sity of taking the yeas andnays on this motion. He then 
proceedéd.to,explain that there had been no so such expend- 
itures ag the gentleman from Maine seemed to allude to. — 

After some conversation, Mr. HAMLIN. withdrew his 
motion, . 

<- NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

A resolution submitted by Mr. Revive on the 34 of Jan- 
vary, which was laid over from that day to the present, di- 
recting the clerk to furnish each member with such news- 
papers as he may want, not exceeding the price of three 
daily newspapers, was called up on the motion of Mr. J. W. 
DAVIS, who said they had been receiving the. newspapers, 
and that it was necessary there should be some order made 
fortheir payment. 
` The resolution was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The following executive communications were presented 
to the House by the SPEAKER: R 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, ad interem, 
transmitting the residue of the information required by the 
resolution of the House of the Lith ultimo, in relation to a 
statement of the duty collected on certain articles imported 

into New York during the month of March, 1844, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting, 
fur the information of the House of Representatives, a re- 
port from Professor Samuel F. B. Morse, announcing the 
completion of the electro-magnetic telegraph between 
Washington and the city of Baltimore, as authorized by the 
act of the 3d March, 1843, to test the practicability of éstab- 
lishing a system of electro-magnetic telegraphs by the Uni- 
ted States; and thatthe perfect practicability of the system 
bas been fully and satisfactorily established by the work 
already completed: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills and joint resolutions from the Senate 
were read a first and second time, and committed: 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton, 

An act to settle the title to the Pea Patch island, in the 
viver Delaware, ; 

An act declaring the assent of Congress to the State of Jl- 
linois to impose a tax. upon all lands hereafter sold by the 
United States in that State, from and after the time of such 
salo. 

An get supplementary to an act entitled an act for the re- 
lief of William Wynn, approved August llth, 1842, 

An uct authorizing the opening of acanal around the 
Falla of St. Marys, at the outlet of Lake Superior. 

An act for the relief of James Ritchie. 

An act for the relief of J. Pemberton Hutchinson, late con- 
sul of the United States at Lisbon. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. and others. 

An get renewing certain naval pensions. 

An act forthe relief of William de Buys, late postmaster 
at New Orleans. 

An act to continue the pensions of certain widows. 

An act relating to certain collection districts, and for other 
purposes, 

An act granting a pension to James Duie. 

An aet concerning furloughs in ihe naval service, 

An aet forthe relief of William Elliott, jr, of Fulton 
coanty, State of Hlinois, 

An att forthe relict of William Buren. 

An act to anihorize the Seerctary of the Treasury to grant 
a register lo the British boat thercin mentioned. 

A resoiuGun concerning the Copper Rock of Lake 
Saperior. 

A resolution suspending the joint resolution, providing 
for the printing of additional copies of the journals and pub- 
jie documents. This resolution was also read a third time 
and passed. 


A resolution relating to the public lands appertaining to 

the armories at Spriugheld and Harpers Ferry. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Ane following reports were received from standing com- 
mttees 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill from the Senate entitled “An 
eliefof Henry Gardiner, and others, directors of 
on, called the New England Mississippi Land 
reported the same without amendment, and it 
wes committed to the Committee of the Whole Bouse. 

Mr. McKAY from the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
ported a. bill making appropriations for the payment of 
navy pensions for the year ending 30th June, 1845, which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


ie es CONTESTED ELECTION. 
1e SPEAKER [Mr. WELLER pro tem.) stated that this 
was the day fixed for the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported Ns the Committee of Elections in relation to the con- 
feet between Mr. J, M, Botts and Mr. J. W, Jonrs, for the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


séat in this House as the representative of the sixth congres- 
sional district in Virginia; on which the House had agreed 
to hear the contestant at the bar. ` 5 

The resolution before the House, reported from the com- 
mittee; declared that Mr. J. W. Jones was duly elected, and 
entitled to the seat. és y 2 4 

Mr. HOPKINS reminded the House that it had resolved to 


- hear the contestant at the bar, and he moved that the- same 
priyilegė be extended to the sitting member; for, under the’ 


‘rules of the House, the Speaker had no right to speak except 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ELMER suggested that both the contestant and the 
sitting member be restricted to one ‘hour, as were the mem- 
bers of this House. 

Mr. HOPKINS said the one-hour rule would apply to 
those gentlemen as a matter of course. f 

The motion of Mr. Horxins was then adopted. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS inquired if he understood the 
Speaker to assent to the position that the one-hour rule of 
‘this House would apply to the gentlemen to be heard at the 
bar in this.case. - $ i 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. . 

Mr. G. DAVIS again inquired ifthe Speaker decided that 
the one-hour rule applied to any other persons than the 
members of this House. 

The SPEAKER assented. ; 

Mr. G. DAVIS said if sueh was the decision, he should 
appeal, when the proper time came. [Cries of “This is the 
proper time.”] Well, then, he would take an appeal now. 

Mr. JAMESON called for the yeas and nays on the ap- 

eal. ‘ 

p Mr. WINTHROP suggested that this was not the proper 
time to settle the question. If the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. Botts] had spoken one hour and desired to speak fur- 
ther, the question would then properly come up. i 

Mr. HOPKINS said it was due to the gentleman from Vir- 

inia [Mr. Botts] that the question should he settled now, 
for his guidance in the arrangement of his argument; though, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Winturop] had 
intimated, the question would properly come up hereafter. 
But on what ground would the contestant be here at all? 
On the ground that he was a rightful member of this House; 
and hence the rule of the House, while it embraced 
the members of the House, would also embrace the gentle- 
man himself. . . 

Mr. HALE hoped the one-hour rue, odious at all times, 
but particularly so in such a case as this, would not here 
be applied. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Botts} 
came here and complained that he was deprived-of the seat 
to which he was rightfully entitled, and that the people of 
that district were deprived of their proper representative; 
and he trusted he would be fully heard on the arguments of 
his case, and that the decision of the Chair would not be 
sustained. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said the rule of the House on which the 
decision of the Chair was based. applied, in express lan- 
guage, to the members of the House exclusively. The rule 
was in these words: 


“No member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
on any question in the House or in committee.” 


Who was the member of this House from the Richmond 
district? Had that district two representatives on this floor? 
According to the interpretation of the Speaker, that district 
had two representatives on this floor—a position which it 
was only necessary to state to show its absurdity. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if the one-hour rule did not apply 
to the sitting member. 

Mr, G. DAVIS said it did; but he intended at the proper 
time to move a suspension of that rule, in relation to the 
argument of that gentleman on the case. There was a con- 
test which involved seven hundred contested votes, and 
questions connected with the qualifications of those votes, 
which no human being could properly discuss within one 
hour. ‘To enforce such a restriction was a mockery of the 
contestant; it was an insult to the claimant of this seat, and 
to the gentlemen who voted for him; and if he (Ma G. 
Davis) was in that gentleman’s place, he would scorn to ac- 
cept such a limited time as one hour in amatter of this 
character, and he would walk out of this House, without 
saying one word. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It would be recollected that when the 
resolution was adopted by which the House agreed to hear 
the gentleman from Virginia at the bar of the House, he put 
directly the interrogatory, whether the contestant member 
would be allowed a privilege or a right beyond that en- 
joyed by the sitting members; and he was then told that no 
such right would he given, He believed the Chair was right 
then, aud he had no doubt that the Chair was right now. 
He would like to hear on what principle of equity, of par- 
liamentary law, or of justice, any man could come here to 

contest the right of a sitting member to his seat, and claim 
rights superior to those enjoyed by the Sitting members of 
this House. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis] said if he 
was in the place of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Boits,] 
he would refuse to accepta paltry hour, and would turn 
round and walk out ofthe House. That gentleman also 
talked about the great questions involved in this contest. 
and he complained of the application of the hour rule to it, 
Well,in relation to the one-hour rule, he (Mr. Haury) 
agreed with the gentleman from Kentucky. He never had 
voted for the one-hour rule, and never should; but so long 
as it was one of the rules of this House, it should be sus- 
tained; andhe should vote to sustain jt. Did the genile- 
man from Kentucky vote for that rule? That’ gentleman 
said here was agreat question affecting the qualifteten 
of seven hundred voters in one of the congressional districts 
of Virginia; hut had that gentleman forgotten that a case 
came up early in the pressent session affecting the right to 
their seats ofthe member of some half dozen States: and 
that they were limited by the one-hour rule? The great 
questions of the currency, the tariff, and others of great na- 
tional importance, were also limited by this paltry one-hour 
rule. How was it, then, that the rights of the voters in one 
district in Virginia had awoke the sympathies of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, when they were not enlisted in ca. 
ses of national importance? 

Mr. G, DAVIS replied that, in ail other cases,two hun- 
dred and twenty-three members conld speak on this floor; 


but, in this case, the gentlemen from Virginia alone could 
oe HAMLIN inquired iftwo hundred and twenty-three 
members could not also speak on the questions involved in 
this case? Was he (Mr. Hamin) to shut his mouth, and be 
a listener only? He denied that such was the case. Let, 
then, the gentleman from Virginia occupy his hour, and if 
his argument was such + to reqüire it, he would vote for 
sion of that gentleman’s time. 

onan ADAMS said E hoped this question would be de- 
cided upon principle, and not by a party vote. The rule of 
the House applied to members only, and could not properly 
be made applicable to the parties in this controversy. 
While the question of the right to a seat here was pending, 
and the House was engaged in deliberating upon it, neither 
of the gentlemen claiming the right (though one had been 
admitted to a seat) could be considered as a member of the 
House, and consequently the rule was not applicable to 
them. The Speaker, appearing as a claimant for the seat 
which he had been admitted to occupy temporarily, did not 
stand in the capacity of amember. He appealed to the can- 
dor, the generosity, and fairness of the majority, to place 
no restriction upon the parties: in relation to the time which 
they should be permitted to occupy. g ae 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL observed that, if the sitting mem- 
ber were to appear at the bar in his capacity of speaker, he 
could not be permitted to be heard at all. He would have 
no right, as speaker, to say a word. But in this case, he 
was not standing in the capacity of speaker of this House, 
nor even in the capacity of a member, but as a claimant for 
a seat upon this floor. ‘The spirit of the rule was to prevent 


~ an undue consumption of time—there being 223 members, 


who were all entitled to speak upon all questions which 
came before the House—and was not applicable to a case 
like the present. ih 

Mr. JAMESON said, having no doubt that the decision of 
the Chair was right, and being desirous to economize time, 
he would move the previous question. 

Mr. COBB moved that the appeal be laid upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were ordered; and, 
being taken, were: yeas, 102, nays 76. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. PEYTON rose to correct an error in the report of his 
speech; and, the rules being suspended for that purpose, 
Mr. P. proceeded to observe that he had no complaint to 
make against the reporter: indeed, he , was surprised at his 
general accuracy, when he considered the confusion which 
prevailed in the hall while he was speaking. But there was 
an error; and it was due to his colleague [Mr. Cave Jony- 
son] that it should be corrected. It occurred in this sen- 
tence: 


“Those who held this language respecting the operation 
of the tariff, advocated, like his colleague over the way, 
(Mr. Cave Jonnson,] a resort to direct taxation.” 


He had alluded, not to Mr. Cave Jounson, but to another 
colleague of his—Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON. 

He referred also to another error, where, in speaking of 
his competitor at the late election in Tennessee, he was 
represented as having said “he was a federalist.” 

Mr. A. JOHNSON said he hoped the House would allow 
him to make a correction. The gentleman was equally in- 
correct in attributing to him an advocacy of direct taxa- 
tion as he would have been in attributing it to his colleague, 
{Mr. C. Jornxson.] 

Mr. PEYTON explained. He had not said the gentleman 
advocated direct taxation, but that his arguments would 
bear that construction, 

Mr. A. JOHNSON remarked, that what he had said in re- 
lation to the subject was, that the States, if required to con. 
tribute by direct taxation to the support of the general gov- 
ernment, could collect those taxes much more cheaply 
than the general government could collect them by means 
of the tariff. 

While upon this topic, he would ask his colleague if his 
allusion to him, as having been bred a mechanic, was in- 
tended as any disrespect. 

Mr. PEYTON disclaimed any such intention. He had al- 
luded to the fact, by stating that he did not think his col- 
league truly represented the interests of that class of me. 
chanics of which he was himself a member. 

Mr, A. JOHNSON expressed himself entirely satisfied 
with the explanation, x 

„Mr. PRESTON KING of New York rose, and said he de 
sired to make a personal explanation, He had not seen (he 
said) the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
PryrTon,] as published this morning; but he was informed 
thatthe gentleman from Tennessce had said on this floor 
that a democratic member of this House from New York 
had said to him, or in his hearing, that James K. Polk wonld 
not receive the vote ofa single electoral college except that 
of South Carolina; and that that vote would depend upon 
the caprice of 2 single individual of that State. How far the 
gentleman from Tennessee may Consider it consistent with 
his honor to throw an imputation upon more than twenty 
men, and refuse to designate the person, was for himself to 
determine. He (Mr. K.) would not express an opinion upon 
that point; but he would Say that, so far as that imputation 
applied to him, as one of the democratic members from New 
York, the imputation was entirely destitute of any founda- 
tion in truth. On the contrary, sir, so far from entertaining 
such an opinion, my confidence in the integrity and con- 
stancy of the unterrified democracy of this country is such, 
that I am induced to hope and believe that James K. Polk 
Will receive the vote of my own native State, New York, 
and with it the vote of a large majority of the States of our 
glorious Union. “Everything for the cause—nothing for 
men,” is the motto of Democracy. 

Mr. ATKINSON said, as the courtesy of permitting ex- 
planations had been liberally extented to gentlemen here, 
he hoped a like courtesy would also be extended to Texas, 
He hada memorial in ‘reference to annexation, which he 
rata leave to present, that it might be laid upon the 

ble. 

Objection was made, and the memorial was not received. 

Mr. PATTERSON moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer a resolution providing that two hours be 
allotted to each of the contesting parties, for presenting 
theirarguments to the House, and called for the yeas and 

ys, 


Mr. ELMER proposed to amend by substituting one hour 
and a-half. ; 
Thè question being put on the motion to suspend the 
rules, it was negatived; and the rules were not suspended. 
Mr. BOTTS then rose, and after expressing his acknowl- 


edgments to the House, for permitting him the privilege of. 


occupying the floor, even for one hour, in attempting to es- 
tablish his claims tè a seat, proceeded with his argnment. 
He spoke upwards of an hour, going into an examination of 
the rights of various classes of persons, whose yotes were 
rejected, and into an elucidation of the laws of the State of 
Virginia, and of the general government, on the subject of 
the elective franchise. 

Mr. J. W. JONES followed in reply to his competitor, 
and in defence of his right to his seat. 

Mr. ELMER said, as some explanation of the action of 
the committee might perhaps be expected from him, he 
would trouble the House with a very few brief remarks. 
He trusted the House would be as unanimous in its decision 
of this question as the committee had been. He argued that 
the committee could not have come to any other conclusion 
than they did, even ifthey had followed the requirements of 
the contesting candidate [Mr. Botts] himself, in regard to 
tbe allowance or rejection of votes. And he said further, 
that it was a case which ought never to have come before 
the House, for there was no good ground on which the seat 
of Mr. Jones could be contested. He went into’ an explana- 
tion of the case at some length, and also of the action of the 
committee thereon. ` 

Mr. NEWTON said both the majority and the minority of 
the committee had arrived at the same result respecting the 
right of the sitting member; but he went on to show that the 
contest on the part of Mr. Botts was not vexatious, nor 
frivolous. 

Mr. HAMLIN also addressed the House, and complained 
of the course pursued by the minority of the Election Com- 
mittee. He concluded by moving the previous question; 
which was seconded by the House, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 

Mr. HAMMET called for the yeas and nays. on the adop- 
tion of the resolution from the majority of the Committee 
of Klections, declaratory of the right of Mr. Jonrs to his 
seat, and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted thus: 
yeas 150, nays none. 


YVEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Arrington, 
Ashe, Barringer, Bayly, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward 
J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, 
Brengle, Aaron. V. Brown, Miton Brown, William J, 
Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Jere- 
miah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, 
Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis,Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Deberry, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dun- 
lap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Florence, Foster, Goggin, Byram 
Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Harper, Hays, 
Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbard, Hubbell, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Per- 
Jey B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, John P. Keunedy, Preston King, Daniel 
P. King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, MeKay, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Murphy, New- 
ton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Pollock, 
Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tilden; Tyler, Vance, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wethered, Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, Jos. 
A. Wright, and Yost—150. 


So the resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. FRENCH desired to vote in the affirmative; but, as he 
was not within the bar when his name was called, his name 
could not be recorded. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 
BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the-civil and diplomatic expenses of gov- 
ernment forthe fiscal year ending the 30th day ofJunc, 
1845, the question being on concurring with the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whote on the state of the 
Union. 

The amendment first in order was that made on the mo- 
tion of Mr. J. R., Incersout, for the increase of the item for 
the purchase of books for the Library of Congress, from 
$2,506 to $5,000, the usual ainount appropriated. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered, and resulted thus: yeas 73, nays 81. 

+ So the House refused to increase the appropriation. 

The next amendment was that proposed by Mr. PRATT, as 
follows: : aa 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, attending furnaces and 
water-closets, lamp-lighting, oil, laborers on the Capitol 
grounds, tools, keeping iron pipes and wooden fences in or- 
der, attending at western gates, and topdressing for plants, 
for trees and plants, repairs of public stables, pumps, flag- 

` ging, enclosures, extra labor in removing snow, &c., for ta- 
Kine down and rebuilding four chimneys on the Capitol, for 
one bulkhead containing ox lights, baize doors, complete, 
for one large fan-light andframe, 10 feet by 6, containing 37 
lights, and for three additional lamps for the Capitol, and al- 
teration in water-work and fish - - $9,084 40 
For annual repairs of the President’s house, gar- 

dener’s salary, Jaborers, cartage, tools, ma- 

nure and straw for iopdressing, for repuirs of 
copper-roof, new floor to basement story, 
chimney tops, trees for Fountain square and 
Pennsylvania avenue, and for repairs of fence 
at Lafayette square, Fountain square, and 
President's garden # : i 

For salary of public gardener $ < 
For flagging in front, and the court on the west 
side of the Treasury building 


3,177 00 
1,200 00 


2,655 00 


For repairin a i i i 

ng damage done to iron pipes b 
freshet, and fixing jet deau a P 7 1,800 00 
For repairing the figure in the tympanum of the 


Capitol - ~- . 200 00 
For painting the Capitol ~- - `,- 10,080 00 
For painting the President’s nouse - - 4,500 00 
For removing Persico’s statues from the navy- 

yard to the Capitol, preparing the pedestal, 

erecting the statues, and enclosing the same : 

with iron railing - - - - 1,350 00 
For painting, glazing, and whitewashing the Post —- 

. _ office - + - . ~ 386 00 
For furniture for the President’s.house, to be ex- 

pended under the direction of the President, 

in addition to the proceeds of sale of such de- 

dayed furniture as he may direct to be sold - 20,000 00 


Mr. HARALSON desired that the vote should be taken 
upon the different branches of the amendment separately. 

The question was accordingly put upon the first branch, 
and it was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS proposed again the amendment which he had 
oftered in committee, to appropriate $1,000, for the erection 
of a monument to Gen. MeComb. 

The SPEAKER said, as the amendment had been ruled out 
of order in committee, and had not been reported, it could 
not be entertained. 

On the second branch of the amendment, ‘‘for annnal 
repairs” &e. 

A division was called; and no quorum voting, tellers were 
demanded, and Messrs. Wistrror and Horxrys were ap- 
pointed, who reported 80 in the affirmative, and 36 in the 
negative. 

‘The amendment. was agreed to. 

The third branch was agreed to, of follows: 

For salary of public gardener, $1,200. 

On the fourth, as follows: 

For flagging in front, and the court on the west side of the 
treasury building, and fixing jet d’eau, $3,658. 

Mr. G. W. JONES called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and being taken, were yeas 46, nays 103. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 

The next branch, for repairing damage done to iron pipes 
by freshet, and fixing jet d’eau $1800, was agreed to, ona di- 
vision—yeas 66, nays 46. 

The next, for repairing the figure in the tympanum of the 
Capitol, was agreed to. 

On the next item, for painting the Capitol, $10,009, 

Mr. McDOWELI demanded the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 40, nays 111, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The next branch, for painting the President’s House, was 
negatived. 

The next was agreed to, as follows: for removing Persi- 
co’s statues from the Navy Yard to the Capitol, preparing 
the pedestal, erecting the statues, and enclosing the same 
with iron railing, $1,330. 

The next was adopted, as follows: for painting, glazing, 
and whitewashing the Post Offiec. 

On the last branch of the amendment, for furniture, &e. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, were— 
yeas 35, nays 122. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The amendments allowing additional clerks in the First 
Comptroller’s office, and an increase of appropriation trom 
$2,200 to $4,000 for labor in the southeast executive building, 
were concurred in. Also, the amendment making’ an ap- 
propriation of $30,000 for a naval hospital at New Orleans, 
and some other inconsiderable appropriations for various 
purposes. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment made in Committee of Whole, on the motion 
of Mr. Houston, making appropriations for various survey- 
ors offices in some of the western States; and they were 
ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 44, nays 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Various other amendments were concurred in, without 
any objection. 

Mr. HOLMES then moved an adjournment; on which 
the yeas and nays were called, and resulted thus—yeas $4, 
nays 75. 

The Honse then adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Frinay, June 7, 1344 

Mr. SEMPLE presented 2 petition from the latter-day 
Saints of Missouri, stating that the governor of that State 
had expelled them at the point of the bayonet, and praying 
fora liberal grant of lands in one of the Territories, whereon 
to set themselves up again: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from citizens of 
Philadelphia, similarto that he presentcd yesterday, pray- 
ing for such analteration of the naturalization law as will 
require of foreigners a residence for 21 years after their dec- 
laration of intention to become citizens, before they can be 
entitled to the rights and privileges of native born citizens: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . : 

Mr. WOODBURY presented the memorial of a special 
meeting of the association of American geologists. held at 
Cincinnati, praying Congress to have the report and ac- 
companying maps, madea few years back hy David Dale 
Owen, of the survey of the western mineral region, printed: 
referred totic Committee on Public Lands. j 

Mr. CHOATE presented the report of the Committee on 

‘the Library, on the subject of the national institute. 

Also a bill (the title to which was not heard) which was 

read once, and ordered to a second reading. - 
Z And, pursuantto notice yesterday given, Mr. C. aske 
j and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the purchase and 
} construction of Professor Morse’s electro-magnetic tele- 
f graph, from the city of Baltimore to the city of New York: 
C Fend twice, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition, very numerously 

signed by citizens of Norfolk, Va.. remonstrating against 


any interference with the present tariff law: laid on the ta- 
ble, 

Mr. A. also presented a memorial from citizens of Phila- 
delphia, praying for such alteration in the naturalization 
law as shall require of foreigners a residence of twenty-one 


years, after filing their declaration -of intention to become _ 
citizens, before they can be entitled to the same rights and 
privileges as-native-born citizens. He had observed that, in | 
two or three instances recently, the gentlemen who pre- 
sented similar memorials from: the same quarter, accompa- 
nied them with the expression of their own sentiments on - 
the subject. Although it was quite an unusual thing for . 
him, on the occasion of presenting a memorial, to indulge in ~ 
any observations, he should now so far depart from this’ 
course, as to remark, in opposition to the dissent expressed 
by those gentlemen, that he entirely concurred withthe 
memorialists in the prayer of their memorial. This was a sub- 
ject which, he was sorry to say, had not as yet sufficiently ` 
attracted the attention of the people of the United States, 
There was, he thought, a growing combination of circum: 
stances, which furnished ample ground for the conclusion, 
that the great mass of uneducated foreigners, wholly igno- 
raut of the nature and value ofour institutions, annuall 
pouring into the country, could not, within the short peri- 
od of five years, fixed by the present law, become fit to ex- 
ercise, with a due sense of their value and responsibility, 
the rights and privileges of native-born citizens. The pre- 
mature exercise of such rights had grown to an evil of 
great magnitude, of which there had, unhappily, but too re- 
cently, been a painful demonstration. Ino other person 
in the national councils should take up this subject, he 
would, himself, in the proper time—when that party should 
come into power which would give effect to views of sound 
policy —introduce some measure such as the memorialists 
justly concluded had now become necessary. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. PHELPS presented the petition of Ellen Willard, 
widow of Captain Julius Willard, praying for remuneration 
for the use of her late husband’s invention for making shot 
hy machinery. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Mark Simpson was 
reada third time and passed. 

The general orders then brought up, as in committee of 
the whole, the Senate bill No. 88, to provide for the remis- 
sion of duties on railroad iron in certain cases, with three 
amendments, reported from the Committee on Finance. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House af Representatives of 
the United States of American in Congress assembled, That 
whenever any iron in bars, fitted and prepared, without 
any further manufacture, to be laid down for permanent 
use on any railroad or inclined plane, shall be imported into 
the United States, within the period of five years from the 
passage of this act, by any State or incorporated company, 

„the same shall be admitted to entry, upon the giving, by 
said State orcompany, orits authorized agents, good and 
sufficient bonds, with sureties to the satisfaction of the col- 
lector of the port where said iron may be imported, for the 
payment of the duties chargeable thereon in three years 
from the time of such importation; and whenever it shall 
be proved, to the satisfaction of the Seorelary of the Treas- 
ury, that any of such iron has been actually and perma- 
nently laid down for use on any railroad or inclined plane 
in the United States, within the said period of three years, 
he shall cause the bond giyen on the importation of the iron 
so laid down, or so much thereof as is applicable to said 
iron, to be cancelled and discharged, upon the payment.of 
all fees and expenses chargeable to the United States by the 
officers of the customs where the same was imported, in 
consequence of such importation. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever any iror, 
fitted and prepared as described in the first section of this 
act, shall have been imported into the United States since 
the fourteenth day of July, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-two, and shall have been or shall be actually and per- 
monently laid down for use on any railroad or inclined 
plane in the United States, within three years from the time 
of snch importation, the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to remit and re- 
fund, out of any money in the treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriatea, the amount of duties which may have been paid 
upon such importations, and to cancel and discharge any 
bonds given upon such importations, orso much of the same 
as is applicable to the iron so laid down, upon payment of 
all fees and expenses which may have been paid or may be 
payable to any officers of the customs, by reason of such 
importation. 

And the folowing amendments submitted by the Finance 
Committee: 

In line five, after “plane,” insert “weighing not less than 
fifty younds to the lineal yard.” i 

Inline six, strike out “tiye,” and insert “two.” 

In line seventeen, after “States,” insert “not to replace 
any other iron removed therefrom.” 

After line twenty-three, insert “Provided, That whenever 
any such iron, so imported, shall be laid down as aforesaid, 
to replace other iron removed from such road, the iron so 
laid down shail be entitled to the privileges herein confer- 
red upon iron laid down not to replace other iron removed, 
on the payment of such duties on the iron so removed as 
shall be chargeable, by law, upon old or scrap iron im- 
ported into the United States; to be ascertained under such 
regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

r. EVANS explained at considerable length, the neces- 

sity for this remission of duties. In the course of his re- 
marks, he stated thethe had statistical tables before him, 
drawn up in reference to the railroads and canals of the 

United States, which showed that up to 1840, about 
$100,000,000 had been expended by the States and individ- 

uals on the construction of railroads in the United States; 
with regard to which, the only encouragement given by the 
general government was the remission of about $4,500,000 
of duties on the iron imported for rails. It was estimated 
that up to the present time, the outlay on these railroads had 
reached $140,000,000; the whole remission of duties amount- 
ing to only $6,000,000, ‘Fhe cost of iron for rails in 
England, ; was from £4 17s 6d to £5 per ton, ($244 to 
$25,) and the quantity required per mile, amounted to 
$2,500; while the cost of home manufactured iron per mile, 
for other purposes than rails, was also $2,500 per mile. But 
no ofters had yet been made of furnishing domestic manu- 
factured iron for rails, at less than from $55 to $60 per ton; 
and in fact, no rails of this kind were made in this country, 


The home manufacturer of iron would gain by it; because, 
Pa mile of imported rails laid down, a demand would 
eated for the consumption of his own’ iron; new facili- | 
i rould ‘he afforded for taking his own iron to market, 
and an‘expenditure of $17,500 would be madè .on American 
labor and materials in the'construction of the road. It was, 
in fact, of the same‘nature as a remission of duties on raw 
materials for the use of domestic manufacturers. _ Jt ‘could 
not be objeated that vested interests would be ‘injured; for 
not one of the ‘iren companies of this country had as yet 
vegted'anything.inthe manufacture of iron rails. „En land, 
from‘ peculiar causes, now furnished all the world wit rail- 
road iront even Russia, the country of iron, imported its” 
rails from England; so did'Gcermany, France, and Belgium. "| 
‘The latter country attempted to make its own rails; but after 
considerable loss.in the attempt, reverted to the importation 
of English rails; He understood one of our railroad compa- 
nieshad feontracted for iron rails from England at £4 
(twenty dollars) per ton; which showed that competi- 
tion here was. out: of the question. This England is 
enabled ‘to do in, consequence: of the vast investments of 
capital in her iron works. These companies employ only 
their surplus ‘labor, capital, and ore in making these rails; 
and they sell them at a loss, but wisely, because, if all this 
surplus. were thrown into the increase of other articles of 
iron, the profits on the main business would be pulled down, 
and the Dis on the whole would be much greater than it is 
on this branch.” In fact, the profits on the whole enable 
those companies to sustain this loss, which they turn, to 
their-advantage, under their peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. E. then explained the amendments proposed hy the 
committee, which were submitted with a view of rendering 
the bill less exceptionable to those who were opposed to it. 

Mr. MILLER next obtained the floor; but, as the hour for 
the special order was at hand, he. moved to go into execu- 
tive session. i 

Mr. BERRIEN asked and obtained a suspension of the 
motion while presenting several reports from the Commit- 
tee on the Judeiary. 

The Senate then went into executive session; and after 
some hours spent therein, adjournad. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friıpav, June 7, 1844, 


The journal of yesterday having been read and ap- 

roved 
p Mr. McKAY rose and said he hoped the House would con- 
sent to postpone the other orders, and proceed with the 
appropriation bills. It was highly important that those bills 
should be disposed of, as there were but eight days of the 
session remaining, 

Mr. VANCE said he hoped the committees would be al- 
lowed to present reports, such as would give rise to no de- 
bate 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he hoped the documents on the 
Speaker's table wonld first be disposed of. 

The following communication from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral was read: 


Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, June 7, 1844. 

Sin: Jn the debate which took place in the House of Rep: 
resentatives, on the 20th May, as reported in the Intelli- 
gencer of the 21st, the Hon. Garrerr Davis, a member from 
Kentucky, in substance, charged the undersigned, as Post- 
master General, with having detailed his subordinate, Sam- 
ucl M. Brown, a special agent of the Post Office Department, 
for the Louisiana district, to make a set on him (Mr. Davis) 
a candidate for Congress; that Brown left his district and 
official business in conformity to my orders, andcame to the 
State of Kentucky into Mr. Davis’s’ district, engaged active- 
ly in the canvass then pending, between Mr. Davis and 
Robert Wickliffe, jr., the nephew of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, 

If this charge, made by a member of Congress in his place 
in the House of Representatives, be true, 1 am justly ob- 
noxious to the condemnation of that body, and subject to 
that punishment which is due to an executive officcr at the 
head of this department, who shall so far forget what is due 
to himself, and to the public, as to detail his subordinate 
officer, to leave his station and public duties, and enter ac- 
tively or otherwise into a canvass pending before the peo- 
ple, in a contest in which his relative may be a party. 

If it be false, he who makes it under the responsibility of 
his representative character, should be rebuked by a just 
public sentiment, 

Tam prepared to.prove the charge untrue, in every sense 
ofthat term, ifan opportunity shall be attorded me by the 
House of Representatives, in that mode which is usual in 
such cases. 

| had no knowledge of the fret that Mr. Brown was in 
Kentucky, pending the canvass alluded to by Mr. Davis, 
until ] heard of the affray between him and Mr. Clay. Upon 
inquiry, | was informed that he had been suddenly called 
to Kentucky, his place of residence, in consequence of 
some domestic affliction in his family, who resided in the 
district now represented by Mr. Davis. 

Oi the fact that he engaged in the canvass between Mr. 
Robert Wickliffe and Mr. Davis, I have no other evidence 
than the reported speech of Mr. Davis. 

in the discharge of my official duties, surrounded by dif- 
culties and embarrassments such as have not fallen to the 
lot of any of my predecessors, I have made the laws of Con- 
press regulating the department my rule of action. I have 
honestly essayed to administer its complicated concerns 
with the sole desire to advance its usefulness, and promote 
the public good, 

I submit respectfully to the consideration ofthe House of 
Representatives whether it be not due to me, as a publie 
oficer, and to-themselves and to the public, that the charge 
which has been thus publicly and officially made against 
me by one of its own members, should be inquired into, that 
an opportunity may be afforded the accused to manifest his 
innocence, and the injnstice of the charge; or, if his guilt 


metéd by the appropriate power. 
j I Tave ae: honor to be, 


- With great respect, i 
: Your obedient servant, : 
#2 C. A. WICKLIFFE, 


ye A Postmaster General. 
Hon. Jonn W. Jones, F 
Speakef House Representatives. 


Mr. C, JOHNSON roge for the purpose of moving its ref- 
erence, but yielded the floor for explanation to i N 

Mr. G. DAVIS. The House would recollect, he k said, 
that a few days ago he detailed certain facts in relation to 
the interference of the Postmaster General in the election 
in his State. These facts the Postmaster General had not 
controvėrted, and could not -controvert. He would again 
read the letter of the Postmaster General, Which he trans- 
mitted to his agent, instructing him to take part in the elec- 
tion contest between the nephew of Mr. Wickliffe and him- 
self, ‘ ` K 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he thought there was no necessi- 
‘ty for the gentleman to repeat the charges he had made. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there being no question be- 
fore the House, debate was not in order. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked the general_consent to make an ex- 
planation. R 

Consent was granted; and 

Mr. G. DAVIS was proceeding, when 

Mr.DAWSON interposed. The remarks of the gentle- 
man, he said, seemed very inappropriate at this time. The 
gontleman had already stated his charges against the Post- 
master General, who could not be heard on this floor in his 
own defence., And this mode of forestalling public’ opinion, 
by redoubling and reiterating those charges, was highly 
improper. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky [Mr. Davis] was proceeding by the permission of the 
House, which had been accorded to him by general’ con- 
sent, tomake an explanation; and it was now too late to 
withdraw that permission. 

Mr. HAMMET inquired what was understood by an ex- 
planation: would it apply to a speech of an hour’s length? 

Mr. DAVIS said he had no intention of making a speech: 
he merely wanted to make a statement of facts, and to as- 
sure the House that he was prepared, if the Postmaster Gen- 
eral was disposed to controvert those facts, to substantiate 
‘them. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved areference of the communica- 
tion of the Postmaster General to the Committee on the Post 
Office, and Post Roads. If the charges made by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky were true, he had no hesitation in say- 
ing that the: Postmaster General ought to be impeached: if 
they were not true, it was the duty of the House to vindi- 
cato him from those charges. 

The motion was agreed to, and the communication was 
referred. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules, to enable 
him to offer a resolution of instructions to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being taken, were: 
yeas 86, nays 99. 

So the rules we not suspended. 

Mr. PRATT moved that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution relating to laying out Mon- 
ument square; and that it be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Objections were made, and 

Mr. P. withdrew his motion. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled an act to provide for the payment of the 
evidences of public debt in certain cases, reported the same, 
without amendment: ordered that the said bill be commit- 
tato the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. D. L, SEYMOUR, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which was referred the bill from the Senate enti- 
tled an act to authorize the payment of equitable commis- 
sions to the agents and attorneys of persons in whose favor 
awards have been made under three several treaties be- 
tween the United States and certain foreign powers, which 
awards have been retained in the treasury in payment of 
debts due to the United States, reported the same, without 
amendment, and recommended that it do not pass: ordered 
that the said bill be committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations for certain objects of 
expenditure therein named, in the year ending the 30th 
June, 1844; which was read a first and second time, and was 
then committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate, entitled “An act for 
the relief of Gideon Batcheldor and others,” reported the 
same without amendment: ordered that the said bill be 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, made adverse re- 
ports upon the petitions ofthe heirs of Tsaac Snow, Charles 
Hall, Thomas Thompson, Frederick W, Smith, Francis 
Johnson, Harry Pierson, Skelton Felton, 0. W. Bailey, and 
Thomas Crown; which reports were severally laid’ upon 
the table. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of George 
Kinder, Jubilee Posey, and Joel Whitesides, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made a report 
upon the petition of Thomas Bingham, accompanied by a 
bull for his relief; which was read a first and second time 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole House to. 
morrow. 


shall appear, that the punishment due to the offence may be f 


areport in writing: ordered that the said bill be com- 
eito the Committee ofthe Whole House. i 
Mr. COBB, from the same committee, reported bills of 
e following titles: g : 
te Oat fore the relief of the estate of Antonio Pachico, de- 


eased. ; 
i re bill for the relief of Bennet M. Dell, accompanied by a 


* report in each case; which bills were read a first and second 


time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. g , 

Mr. COBB, from the select committee to which was re- 
ferred the case of J. W. Nye, assignee of Hugh Stewart and 
of Bargy and Van Alstine, made a report thereon, «ccom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which bill was read a first 
andserond time, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. X 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee of Claims, made a re- 


` port upon the case of Orange H. Dibble, accompanied by a 


joint resolution providing for the adjustment and settlement 
ofa claim of Orange H. Dibble for losses sustained on Po- 
tomac bridge contract; which resolution was read a first 
and second time, and cominittee toa Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow.. : 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the same committee, made an adverse 
report upon the petition of Harry Richardson; which was 
laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, A 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce he discharged 
from the consiđeration of the memorial from citizens of 
Massachusetts, remonstrating against a repeal of the duty 
on salt, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. PHCENIX, from the Committee on Commerce, report- 
ed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House bill “allowing drawback on 
foreign merchandise exported in the original packages to 
Chihuahua and} Santa Fe, in Mexico, and to the British 
North American provinces, adjoining the United States,” be 


‘made the special order for Tuesday next. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to amend, so as to include 
the bills in relation to certain reciprocity treaties. 

Mr. PHOENIX accepted the amendment as a modification 
of his resolution, 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL objected to the making ofany billa 
special order at this late period of the session. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved to lay the resolution on the ta- 
ble; which was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill from the Senate entitled “An 
act providing for the appointment, and regulating the pay 
of engineers and assistant engineers in the reyenue service,” 
reported the same without amendment. 


Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole House on the state of the Union, 


Mr. HOLMES, from the same committee, made a report 
upon the memorial of Philip J. Fontaine, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read a first and second time, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union. - 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, {and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War bhe directed to pro- 
cure and report to this House, at the next session of Con- 
are survey of the harbor at Cape Porpoise, in the State 
of Maine. 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported hack the bill entitled a bill to establish a port of 
delivery at the city of Lafayette, in the State of Louisiana; 
which was read a third time. : 

Mr. SLIDELL objected to the passage ofthis bill, and went 
on to contend that the port of New Orleans was sufficiently 
extensive. 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question; which was 
sustained by the House, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the bills from the Senate entitled an act relat- 
ing to the unlading of foreign merchandise on the right bank 
of the river Mississippi, opposite New Orleans, reported the 
same ithon amendment, and it was read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, reported a bill to au- 

thorize a survey of the river Lafourche; which was read a 
first and second time, and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
_ Mr. P. KING, from the same committee, reported a bill 
in relation to clerks and others in the cnstom-house service; 
which was read a first and second time, and committed to 
the Commitiee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 

On motion of Mr, PRESTON KING, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the Consideration of the petition of citizens of Maine, 

e n e, nding duties on 
railroad iron; the memorial of Russell and Poiter; of In- 
goldsby W, Crawford and Samuel Philips; of citizens of 
Florida, for compensation to Latham Babenck for property 
lost on Dog Island; and of Lemuel Wiliams; and that they 
be laid upon the table. k i 


Mr. J. W. DAVIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill from the Senate, for the re- 
lief of Henry Newman, reported the same without amend- 
ment: ordered that the said bill be committed to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. J.W. DAVIS, from the same committee, to which was 
referred a bill and resolution from the Senate, of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A resolution respecting receipts issued by the Treasurer 
of the United States in payment for public lands; and 

An act to amend an act to reorganize the General Land 
Office: reported the same without amendment. 

i Ordered, That the said resolution and bill be read a third 
time, and they were accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill for the relief of Hyacinth Lassell, reported 
the same without amendment; and it was ordered to be em 
grossed, and was read a third time, and passed, 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the: same: committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of Besiah, an Indian, made 
an adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. DANA, - 


Ordered, That the Committee on the: Post Office and Post 
Roads be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of David H. Bur; ‘and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. Ð. S. REID, from the same committee, made adverse 
reports upon'the petitions of James H. Jenkins, Nathaniel 
Kuykendall, and‘John S. Brooks; which reports were laid 
upon the table. 3 

Mr. STILES, from the same committee, reported a bill for 
the relief of Walter, Nicoll & Caruthers, which was read 
twice, and referred. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of Peter Von 
Schmidt, relative toa dry dock; and that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the case of Elisha Morrell, adminis- 
trator of Joseph Icard, deceased, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read a first and second time, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of Maria L. Nourse; which 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a joint resolution for the appoint- 
ment of a cadet from the first congressional district of INi- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, and Jaid upon 
the table. . 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of the heirs of William Grayson, a 
colonel in the army of the revolution, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief; which was read a first and second time, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN, from the Committee ‘on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Adi- 
no Goodenough; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill forthe relief of Joseph and Lindsey Ward; 
which was twice reed, and referred. 

Mr. HUGHES, from the same committee, reported a joint 
resolution to pay a balance due the Shawnee Indians, who 
served in the Florida war; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
5 oune and Benjamin Young; which was twice read, and re- 

erred, y 

On motion of Mr. HUGHES, the same committce was dis- 
-charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
George S. Gaines. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, moved that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution respecting the site of old Fort Wayne, 
Sayannsh, Georgia; which motion being agreed to, 

On motion of Mr. H, the same was taken up in the House, 
and after heing read the second and third time, was passed. 


Mr. PARMENTIER, from the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs, reported several Senate bills without amendment. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, to which had been re- 
ferred the amendments of the Senate of the Senate to the bill 
for the relief of the widows and orphans of the officers, sea- 
men, and marines of the United States schooner Grampus, 
reported back the same, with a recommendation that said 
amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments were accordingly concurred in, 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported, with amendments ,the bill from the Senate to consol- 
idate the several acts in relation to navy pensions. 

Also, the bill to renew certain widows’ pensions: both of 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which had been referred the bill from the Senate for the re- 
lief of Peynell Coates and Walter R. Johnson, and William 
B. McMurtree, referred to the same, without amendment. 

Mr. H., from the Committee on Naval affairs, reported, 
without amendment, the bills for the relief of William 
Grove, and forthe relief of Lot Johnson; both of which 
were twice read, and referred. 

On motion by Mr. SEMPLE, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Commodore Jones. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on Foreign 
Aftairs, reported the bill to refund the duties on certain 
cottee imported from the Netherlands; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole en the state of the Union. 

Mr. RODNEY, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Seth 
Chapin, deceased; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, reported a bill for Elizabeth Bronaugh, widow of 
Dr. Bronaugh; which was twice read, and referred. 

Mir. Niel, from the same Committee, made an adverse re- 
port on the memorial of David Parris. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, reported a bill for the rellef of Isabella Baldridge, 
widow of Captain John Baldridge, deceased; which was 
twice read, and referred. 

Mr. R., from the same committee, reported, without amend- 
ment, bill No. 237 from the Senate. 

Mx. BRINKERHOFYF, from the same committee, reported 
back, without amendment, the bill from the Senate, No 75, 
entitled an act granting a pension to George Whitten: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the whole House. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of James O. Ray; which was twice read, and re- 
ferred. y 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported a joint resolution directing the colo- 
nel of the corps of Topographical Engineers to cause to be 
made an accurate survey of the District of Columbia; and 
to cause to be prepared and engraved a plan of the city of 
Wash ngton, including the public building and grounds; 
and, also, directing the manner of distributing the same. 


+ 


CONGRESSIONAL; GL 


i ae motion of Mr, DROMGOOLRE, it was “laid: on the 
able. : 


Mr. PRATT, from the same. committee “reported a joint: 


resolution to authorize the President of the United States 

to cause. copies of the national medals to be distributed: 
Mr. WELLER moved to lay it on the table: agreed to. 
Mr. PRATT, from the same committee, reported a joint 


` resolution providing that the monuments of deceased mem- 


bers of Congress, at the Congressional Burying Ground, 


’ shall hereafter be constructed of marble. 


Mr. WELLER moved to lay the resolution on the table: 
rejected; and . . 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, it was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the resolution from the Sen- 
ate to continue two clerks in the business of reservations 
and grants under Indian treaties, reported the same without 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the resolution be read a third time to-day. 
The resolution was read a third time accordingly. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House procecded to the 
consideration ofthe bill making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the government for the ensuing 
fiscal year. 

On the following amendment the yeas and nays had al- 
ready been ordered: 


“For paying to the State of Kentucky, as remuneration 
for receiving and keeping convicts, - dollars.” 


The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted thus:—yeas 
93, nays 66. 

The other amendments were all concurred in without a 
division. 

‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and was read 
athird time and passed. à 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then took up the bill making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending the 86th day 
of June, 1845, which had come back from the Senate with 
several amendments made therein, 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, all the amendments pre- 
ceding the provisos were concurred in. 

Mr. McKAY called for the yeas and nays on the question 
of concurrence with the proviso of the Senate which pro- 
hibited the expenditure of more than half the appropriations 
made by this hill before the Ist January, 1845. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, re- 
sulted thus: Yeas 56, nays 111. 

So the proviso was not concurred in. 

Some other provisoes were likewise not concurred in. 

The yeas and nays were called on the following amend- 
ment: ` 


“And for enclosing and grading the squure in which the 
depot fer charts is collected, for building a house for the sn- 
perintendent, and incidental expenses, $20,000, in addition to 
the sum of $15,000, heretofore appropriated.” 

The yeas and nays resulted thus: yeas 55, nays 102. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then came up on concurring in the following 
amendment: 

After the words “for the navy-yard at Brooklyn, New 
York, $28,618,” in the 36th line, to insert ‘‘and the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation of $129,0C0 made by 
the act approved the 4th August, 1842, to be expended, un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, in the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York.” 

Mr. SEYMOUR called for the yeas and nays; which being 
ordered, the question was taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 76, nays 84. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

‘The next amendment was, to insert, after the appropria- 
tion for the navy-yard at Pensacola, a provision adding 
thereto the unexpended balance of the appropriation of 
$100,060 made by the act of 4th March, 1845, to be applied, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, in the 
construction of a dry-dock at Pensacola, upon such plan as 
he may select. 

Mr. BLACK called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered; and, the question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 49, nays 111. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

ir. MURPHY moved an adjournment. 

The motion was negatived. 

The question being put on agreeing to Mr. G. Davis’s 
amendment to appropriate $50,000 for the purchase of water- 
rotted hemp— : 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered; and, be~ 
ing taken, were—yeas $4, nays 8}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REDING moved an adjournment; which was not 
agreed to. 

‘rhe question being put upon the next amendment, it was 
adopted. 

The next amendment, being for the 
poral punishment in the navy, was, by 
kea by telers,) agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

Mr. REDING moved a reconsideration of the vote just 
taken: rejected, k 

Mr. C. JOHNSON callëd for the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered. 

The bill having been read a third time by its tiie, was 
passed. 

The House then adjourned. 


bolishment of cor- 
eas 85, nays 47, (ta- 


The following petitions were presented to-day under the 
tule: 

Ey Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Ephraim Crabtree, 
and 220 others, for a light-house on Green Porcupine island, 
at the entrace of Frenchman’s Bay, in the State of Maine. 


shall, and 102:-others, citizens of the city of Louisti 


-Bý Mr. THOMPSON: The petitioni of. Humphrey. 

He, Kyi. 
and its vicinity, praying the: reannexation of Texas . e 
Union; which was referred to the Committee ‘on’ Foreign 


: Affairs, - 


By Mr.:ATKINSON: Thé preamble | and..resolutions: 


: adopted by a meeting of the citizens of Norfolk, Va, in 
e 


favor of the reannexation of Texas to the United States. |. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of Elizabeth Cook,’ 
and 31-others, asking pay fora wagon and team lost by’her- 
husband in 1815, while in the service of the United: Statea: 
referred to the Committee of Claims, - g 

By Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin: The petition of 266 ‘citi- 
zens of Milwaukie county, Territory of Wisconsin, askin 
Congress foran appropriation for the construction of a roa 
from the road of Milwaukie, via Hactis’s Rapids, on Rock 
river, to Fort Winnebago, in said Territory: referred to the. 
Committee on Roads and Canals. Two petitions, signed by 
107 citizens of Walworth county, Territory of Wisconsin, 
asking the establishment of a mail route from Southport to 
Beloit, by the way of Burlington, Lyons, Geneva, Delevan; 
Davien, Summerville, and Clinton, to Beloit; and the trans- 
portation of the mail. weekly. between the above named 
towns of Southport and Beloit: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads.: The petition of Asaph 
Smith, of Walworth county, Territory of Wisconsin, aak 
ing Congress for a compensation in bounty lands for mili- 
tary services rendered in the late war with Great Britain: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEONARD: The petition of Mary, Stellwager, of 
the city of Philadelphia, widow of Daniel S. Stellwager, 
late a sailingmaster in the navy, praying the re-enactment 
of the navy pension law; which was referred to the Coms 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of the widow of Commo- 
dore Bainbridge in favor of the re-enactment of the navy 
pension fund, 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 8, 1844. 


Mr. LEWIS presented the memorial of citizens 
of the city and county of Mobile county, Alabama, 
praying for the immediate annexation of Texas to 
the United States. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Lowndes coun 
ty, Alabama, praying for the reannexation of Tex- 
as to the United States. 

And another memorial from citizens of the city 
and county of Mobile, Alabama, praying for the 
immediate annexation of Texas to the United States; 
all of which were laid on the table. . 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented five memorials from 
citizens of Philadelphia, similar to a number of me- 
morials he had already presented, on the subject of 
the naturalization laws, and asking for such altera- 
tion as will require of foreigners, after filing their 
declaration of intention to become citizens, a resi- 
dence of 21 years before they can be entitled to the 
rights and privileges of native-born citizens. In pre- 
senting these memorials he again repeated his song 
desire that the Committee on the Judiciary shoul 
speedily make a report on this subject; more espe- 
cially since an honorable senator of such high in- 
fluence as the senator from Virginia {Mr. Arcner] 
had expressed his desire that the law should be 
changed in conformity with the proposition of these 
memorials: referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. B. also presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of citizens of Ohio township, Pennsylvania, at 
which a number of resolutions were adopted adverse 
to the annexation of Texas to the United States: 
laid on the table. 


Mr. B. also presented the memorial of Anne Hous- 
ton and Elizabeth Smith, asking for pensions from 
4th of March, 1841, to the 4th March, 1843. He 
thought these good ladies had entirely mistaken 
their own case, and that it had been long since pro- 
vided for—at least, so far as regarded one of these 

ears: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHOATE presented the memorial of 240 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for an alteration 
in the law of naturalization, so as to make a resi- 
dence of 21 years necessary for the eligibility of 
foreigners to citizenship: referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON presented the petition of citizens 
of Saline and Jefferson counties, Arkansas, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Benton, 
the county seat of Saline county, along the north- 
east side of Saline river, to Stacy Lockhart’s, on 
Lost creek—about 30 miles: referred to the Com- 
mitte on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the message of 
the President of the United States on the subject of 
extending the duties of the home squadron, moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same: committee discharged ace 
cordingly. 

Also, from the same committee, Mr. B. reported 
back the joint resolution concerning dew-rotted 
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hemp, and asked that. the committee should be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same. 
Accompanying the committee’s report, was a letter 
on the subject-from the Secretary of the Navy. 
He also-moved the printing of this letter-and re- 
port. The committee was. accordingly discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject, and 
the report and letter. were ordered to be printed. 

- Mi. HANNEGAN presented the proceedings of 
alarge public meeting, at Indianapolis, Indiana, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 
States... Mr. H., (who spoke so low as to. be imper- 
fecily heard in the gallery,) was understood to say 
that he believed this memorial was expressive of the 
feelings of the. people at large in favor of annexa- 
tion wherever that question could be presented in 
such a -form as could be appproved: laid.on the 
table. d 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the House bill for: the relief of 
Harvey Heth, without amendment. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, presented the proceedings 
of a meeting of the citizens of Hilsdale, Michigan, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
the United States. They say it would be an en- 
croachment. upon the constitution, which these 
States made for themselves, and not for the benefit 
of a foreign nation: laid on the table. : 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice which he had 
long since given, now submitted the following reso- 
lutions: ` 

Resolved, That the resolutions of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, now upon the table, be entered on the jour- 


nal of the Senate; said resolutions being in the words fol- 
lowing: 


“RESOLUTIONS OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


“Resolved; That the following amendment of the constitu- 
tion of the United States be, and hereby is, recommended to 
the consideration of Congress, to be acted on according to 
the fifth article, The third clause of the second section of 
the first article shall read in the words following: 

“Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which are, or may be, included 
within this Union, according to their respective numbers of 
free persons, excluding Indians not taxed.. The actual 
enumeration shall be made within two geari from the date 
of the adòption of this amendment, in the manner provided 
by the constitution, and within every subsequent term of 
ten years, in such manner as the Congress shall, by law, 
direct. The number of representatives shall not exceed 
one for every thirty thousand; but each State shall have at 
least one representative.” . 

Resolved, (as the solemn judgment of the Senate,) That 
the constitution of the United States ought not to be amend- 
elinthe manner suggested and recommended in the said 
resolutions of the legislature of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts. 

Laid on the table under the one-day rule. 

_The House bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomotic. service was taken up, read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

_ On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the following resolu- 
tion was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail-route from Memphis, ‘Tennessee, on the west 
bank of the Mississippi river, to Helena, in Arkansas; and 
from Oseola, in the county of Mississippi, in the State of 
Arkansas, to New Madrid, in the State of Missouri. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and, after continuing in secret 
session till 9 o’clock, p. m., in debate on the treat 
to annex Texas to the United States, came to a di- 
rect vote on the question of ratification; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 16, nays 35, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bagby, Breese, Buchanan, 
Colquitt, Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Walker, and Wood- 
bury—-16. 

NAYS8—Messre, Allen, Archer, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, 
Bayard, Benton, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Foster, Francis, Huntington, Jar- 
nagin, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 
Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Tallmadge, Tappan, 
Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Wright—35. 

The injunction of secrecy was then removed, and 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurvay, June 8, 1844. 
The journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
POST OFFICE BILLS. 


Mr. HOPKINS gave notice that, on Monday 
next, he should call up the bills reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Some of those bills were of great importance to the 


people at-large, and he hoped he should be sus- 
tained. in the motion which he should make on 
Monday next. Ba =a : 
THE CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. NEWTON moved that Mr. Botts and Mr. 


Jones have leave to withdraw the testimony in the 


election case of Jones versus Botts, now on the 
files of the House. A 

Mr. HOPKINS said he believed such a thing 
had never been done before. 

Mr. NEWTON said he had not anticipated any 
objection. Heretofore, in such cases, the evidence 
had been printed, but-in- this case it had not been 
‘done; but as the case was now settled, the evidence 
could be of no value to the House or to the country; 
and he trusted Mr. Botts would be allowed to with- 
draw his evidence, as he desired to do. . 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to consider the motion so 


as to make it a motion. to allow the parties to take ` 


copies of the testimony and other papers now on 


e. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the resolution would be 
perfectly unnecessary, for the Clerk would, of 
course, allow copies to be taken. He therefore 
moved to lay the motion on the table; which was 
agreed to. 


CONTROVERSY BETWEEN MR. G. DAVIS AND 
THE POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. G. DAVIS obtained permission to make an ex- 
planation for the correction of a newspaper report of 
what took place yesterday, in relation to the me- 
morial of the Postmaster General, on the subject of 
some strictures made upon him by Mr. Davis, ina 
debate in this House, on some previous occasion; 
and he spoke at some length thereon. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON also entered into some expla- 
nations. i 

Mr. G. DAVIS then offered the resolution which 
was voted down yesterday, instructing the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to inquire 
whether the Postmaster General had been guilty of 
the conduct attributed to him. 

_ Objection was made to the reception of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules; 
but the motion did not prevail, the vote being 60 in 
the affirmative, 66 in the negative. 


PUBLIC LAND IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. ELMER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House yesterday rejected a bill 
declaring the assent of Congress to the State of Illi- 
nois to tax all the public land sold hereafter, from 
and after the time of such sale, 

After some discussion, in which Mr. ELMER, 
Mr. HARDIN, and others took part, 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was sustained by the House. 

The motion to reconsider was also agreed to by a 
majority of 75 to 46; taken by Messrs. Burke and 
GRINNELL, tellers. ' 

The question then being on the passage of the 


- bill, 


_ Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
ton. 

On seconding the previous question, there were 
60 yeas, and 38 nays—taken by tellers—being less 
than a quorum. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table, and demanded the yeas and nays. They 
were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 77, nays 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question on the passage-of the bill. 
After another count, the tellers reported 69 in the 
affirmative, and 53 in the negative. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

On the question, viz: “Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. VINTON demanded the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 84, 
nays 89. 

So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. DEAN called up the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which bill 163, for the relief of the heirs 
of Francis Cazeau was laid upon the table. 

The question being put, 

Messrs. Dromeoore and BARRINGER were ap- 
pointed tellers; and having counted the votes, 
they reported 79 in the affirmative, and 5] in the 
negative. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘members of this House, and many of them to the - 


The question recurred on ordering the bill to a 
third reading £ 

Mr. SAUNDERS explained the nature of the 
claim, and declared. himself in favor of allowing the 
amount named in the bill, which was but one-fourth 
of the whole amount claimed. The committee 
which reported the bill had thought it right to reject 
the remainder. of the claim, bringing the amount 
down to the sum which had been heretofore favora- 
bly reported upon. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time; and, on the question of its passage, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 


“103, nays 55. 


So the bill was passed. Í s 

Some conversation as to priority of business too 
place; when ; 

Mr. JAMESON moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of proceeding with the bills on the 
Speaker’s table, and which had been reported to the 
House. ; 

This motion being agreed to, the following bills 
were taken up, and acted on, viz: 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

` The bill for the benefit ofthe Howard institution 
of the city of Washington was taken up, and read; 
and the question being on its engrossment. 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and the question being taken, it was 
decided in the affirmative, yeas 88, nays 74. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

The bill to incorporate the Orphan Asylum and 
female free school of Alexandria, in the District of 
Columbia, was taken up. 

Mr. HALE moved to lay it on the table; which 
motion was decided in the affirmative, (the question 
being taken by tellers,) ayes 69, noes 62. 

The bill for repairing and repaving Pennsylvania 
avenue was taken up, and read. ‘The question 
being on its engrossment for a third reading, 

Mr. HALE moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CAUSIN called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, but subsequently said he withdrew 
the call. 

Mr. HOPKINS renewed it. 

The question was then taken on laying the bill on 
the table, and resulted in yeas 95, nays 76. 

The bill for repairing the roof of the court house 
of Alexandria, D. C., was taken up. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, if this build- 
ing belonged to the United States, or to the courts 
of Alexandria. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that it was a building 
belonging to the United States; that it was for the 
use of the United States courts, the judges of which 
were paid by the United States. 

After a few words from Messrs. HAMLIN, 
MURPHY, and CAMPBELL, 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to lay the bill on the ta- 
ble; which was negatived. - 

Mr. HOLMES made some remarks illustrative of 
the relation which the District of Columbia bore to 
the Congress of the United States. 

The debate. was continued by Messrs. SAUN- 
DERS and HAMLIN. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous question, 
and it was sustained by the House. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and it 
was read. a third time, and passed. 

The next bill was that entitled-“a bill to incor- 
porate the inhabitants of the city of Washington,” 
and the question was on concurring with the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMLIN spoke in opposition to some of 
the amendments. Te said the bill, as it now stood, 
extended the right of suffrage, but it made a pro- 
vision to refer the charter to the present limited con- 
Stituency for adoption, to which he was opposed. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which was negatived. A 

Mr. G. W. JONES suggested an amendment to 
exclude those parts in relation to the qualification of 
voters, and to eligibility to office, from the consid- 
eration and ratification of the existing voters; but he 
thought the other portions of the bill should be re- 
ferred to the constituency for ratification. 

Mr. JOHNSON and Mr. CHILTON continned 
the debate. f 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved the previous ques- ` 
tion; and it was.sustained by the House. 


Mr. G. W. JONES desired to move a call of the 


House, this being the usual hour (between-one and H this motion at the request of his colleague, who was 


two o’clock) at which many members usually go to 
dinner; but he was told that his motion was not now 
- in order, the previous question being ordered. 

The question then recurred on the amendments 
made in committee of the whole. 

Mr. JOHNSON called for a division. He said 
the committee of the whole had struck out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserted a substitute, with 
the main part of which the House would concur; 
but there were two provisions—one in relation to 
the right of suffrage, and the other that in relation to 
the submission of the charter to the people for ratifi- 
cation—on which he desired to have separate votes. 

The SPEAKER decided that the question was 
not divisible; and on an appeal, after a long conver- 
sational debate, the decision of the chair was sus- 
tained by the House. f = 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the main question was ordered to be put, 

On this motion, the question being put, ‘tellers 
were appointed, who, having counted the votes, re- 
ported 83 in the affirmative, which was deemed suf- 
ficient, and the vote was reconsidered. 

The question being put, “Shall the main question 
be now put?” it was decided in the’ negative. 

The next bill, being “An act to amend an act sup- 
plementary to an act entitled ‘an act to regulate -ar- 
ests on mesne process in the District of Columbia,’ ” 
approved the Ist of August, 1842, was taken up. 

The question being on its engrossment, 

Mr. È JOHNSON said the marshal of the Dis- 
trict had suggested to him that the bill, if passed, 
would operate unfavorably upon debtors now under 
arrest, or against whom he held process. He would 
prefer, therefore; that the bill should not take effect 
until after the next session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL remarked that the marshal 

had had abundant opportunity to represent the in- 
jury, if any, that would be occasioned; but not a 
word had been heard upon the subject until this late 
period. 
f Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved an amendment, to the 
effect that no process now in the hands of the 
marshal’ shall be affected by the provisions of this 
bill, until the next sitting of the court to which the 
case is adjournable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. G. W. JONES offered a substitute for the 
whole bill, 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BRENGLE suggested that, as the bill abro- 
gated the use of warrants of capiases, by which the 
attendance of defendants could be enforced, it would 
be proper to substitute a process in the nature of a 
summons, so that the. courts might be enabled to 
proceed to judgment in case of default. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, being on the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from ‘l’ennessee. 

This was put and negatived. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was 
read a third time and passed. 

The bill concerning conveyances and devises of 
places of public worship in the District of Columbia, 
was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read a third time, and 
passed. À 

The bill to amend the act entitled an act to incor- 
porate the Alexandria canal company, was also read 
a third time, and passed. 

The bill to authorize the sale of part of public res- 
ervation number 13, in the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes, was, on motion of Mr. CAVE 
JOHNSON, laid on the table. 

Senate bill number 10, to make provision for the 
support of an insane asylum in the District of Co- 
lumbia, was, on motion of Mr. P. B. JOHNSON, 
amended in some minor particulars, and then passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved a suspension of the 
rules in order to enable him to offer a joint resolution 
authorizing the Commissioner of Public Buildings 
to allow the building intended for a hospital to be 
used as a medical infirmary. 

The motion did not prevail. ; 

The bill respecting a port of entry at Bangor, in 
Maine, was, on motion, of Mr. HAMLIN, amended 
and passed. Pe . 

The bill to establish a collection district at Chica- 
go, was amended on motion of Mr. WENT- 
WORTH, and then the bill was passed. — 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the reconsideration of the 
vote on the passage of the bill establishing Bangor, 
‘in the State of Maine, as a port of entry. He made 


out when the bill was” passed, and wished to be 
heard on it. - ` 

. Mr. MORSE then made a few remarks in oppo- 
sition to the bill; after which, 

Mi: HAMLIN withdrew the motion to recon- 
sider. . 

The bill to amend the act granting half-pay to 
certain widows, and the several acts and resolutions 
in relation to the same, and to. extend the provisions 
thereof, was taken up, and the amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole being concurred in, the 
bill, under the operation of the previous question, 
was ordered to be engrossed, and then passed—yeas 
117, nays 23. 

The bill to provide for the legal adjudication of 
claims to lands in the States of ‘Louisiana and Ar- 
kansas, Mississippi and Missouri, was taken up, 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments agreed to in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN submitted an amendment; 
which 

The SPEAKER said was not in order till the 
question was taken on concurring in the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole. 

After some conversation, in which Messrs. R. 
CHAPMAN, W. J. BROWN, C. JOHNSON, 
and SLIDELL, took part, 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion. s 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to lay the bill on the 
table; and 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and then moved a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER said a call of the House was not 
then in order. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved an adjournment; but 
the motion was rejected. 

The question was then taken on laying the bill 
on the table, and decided in the negative—yeas 65, 
nays 85. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved an adjournment; on 
which the vote was taken by Messrs. Jenks and 
Homes as tellers, and resulted thus—83 in the 
affirmative, and 60 in the negative. 

The House accordingly adjourned. 

The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of Catharine Rinker, widow 
of Samuel Rinker, who was a sailing-master in the United 
States navy, praying for the re-enactment of the navy pen- 
sion law: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELSER: The petition of sundry citizens of Rus- 
sell and Chambers counties, in the State of Alabama, for the 
establishment of a post route from Gerard, in the county of 
Russell, to West Point, in the county of Chambers, in said 


State: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


Correction.—It was incorrectly stated in yester- 
day’s proceedings of the House that the adjourn- 
ment was moved by Mr. Repine of New Hamp- 
shire. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 10, 1844. 
ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BENTON made his promised motion for 
leave to bring in a bill to provide for the annexation 
of Texas to the United States. He said: 

The treaty having been rejected, and that obstacle 
to success got out of the way, and the way being now 
cleared for open, honorable, and successful negotia- 
tions, he proceeded to the fulfilment of a purpose 
which had been for a quarter of a century on his 
mind. Texas, and the country between the Red 
river and the Arkansas, had been dismembered 
from the United States in the year 1819, and had 
since remained under foreign domination. He had 
denounced that parricidal act in the moment of its 
perpetration, and had sought to undo it ever since. 
Pie had conversed with Mr. Clay, in 1825, when 
Secretary under Mr. Adams; had applauded his 
design to recover the sacrificed territory; and volun- 
teered his promise of support to Mr. Adams's ad- 
ministration in that laudable undertaking. He had 
supported President Jackson, and Mr. Van Buren, 
in the same design in 1829, and wrote Americanus 
and La Salle to promote their success. Since the 
commencement of the Texian revolution—the suc- 
cess of which was never for one instant prob- 
lematical in his eyes—he had waited the events 


eet 


which were of themselves, and without a shock 
to our Mexican ‘trade, to. restore. the dis- 
membered territory to its natural possessor; and 
saw, in the approaching termination of the 
Mexican and Texian war, the natural and speedy 
consummation of that cherished conjunction. The 
war was expiring. The armistice, and the interpo- 
sition of great powers, was bringing it to a close; 
and the day was at hand when. the re-union of 
Texas would have come of itself, and with peace 
and honor, when this insidious scheme of sudden 
and secret annexation, and its miserable pretexts, 
was fallen upon by our hapless administration. 
From the moment that scheme, and its pretext, first 
revealed itself to public view, at a public: dinner in 
Virginia, in the autumn of the last year, Ide- 
nounced it as an intrigue, got up for the election; 
and to end in the disgrace of its authors, 
and in the defeat, delay, and embarrassment 
of the measure which it professed to desire. I par 

ticularly made this denunciation to the gentleman 
[Mr. A. V. Brown] who had got the letter from 
General Jackson in February, 1843, and who seem 

ed to be vicariously charged with some enterprise 
on my humble self. It was at the commencement 
of the present session of Congress; I answered him 
on the spot; and, as I have no concealments, the 
gentleman referred to is at liberty to relate all that I 
said to him to the whole world. 

The intrigue went on: the treaty was obtained— 
by what means I need not repeat. It has answered 
a part of its purposes, and is dead! and it is now for 
the old friends of annexation to return to their task, 
and to consummate their work. As the oldest of 
these old friends, I now resume my task where I 
left it off at the breaking out of the Texian revolu- 
tion, and shall go to work constitutionally, honora- 
bly, and disinterestedly, to provide for the annexa- 
ont of Texas to the United States, and all the sacri- 
ficed territory, of which it was, from 1803 to 1819, 
a legal part, and of which it now is, and forever has 
been, a natural and geographical part. 

I begin at the beginning—with a bill to authorize 
the President to treat for annexation, and for an ad- 
justment of boundaries, with Mexico and Texas. 

I begin with a law, which is to be the foundation 
of the treaty; and propose to treat with both par- 
ties, because cach have rights or claims to be adjust- 
ed, and interests to be conciliated. With Mexico we 
havea boundary to adjust in the event of recovering 
Texas; and Mexico has an unrelinquished claim upon 
the sovereignty of Texas which it would be better, 
and cheaper, to settle by treaty than by war, or even 
by the breach of treaties which may involve the loss 
of commerce. I begin where our administration 
ended—with offering to treat with Mexico as well as 
with Texas. 

In Jaying a legislative foundation for this double 
negotiation which we hope to end in admitting new 
States into the Union, I conform to the constitution 
of the United States, to the genius of our free insti- 
tutions, and to the precedent set us by Mr. Jefier- 
son, and the Congress of 1806, when the acquisition 
of the Floridas, and the settlement of this same 
southwestern boundary, was the design of the gov- 
ernment; and when legislation was the basis of its 
movement. 

By our constitution, Congress alone can admit 
new States into the Union: it is nugatory, therefore, 
for the President and Senate to stipulate for such ad- 
mission without the consent of both Houses of Con- 
gress. To be sure, a subsequent consent may be 
had, and the defective proceeding may be cured; but 
deference to the legislative body, security to the ulti- 
mate design, devorum between co-ordinate bodies, 
and regularity of action, all require the law to pre- 
cede the treaty, and to authorize it; and this preces- 
sion of the legal authority should never be avoided 
when there is time to obtain it. In cases of ordina- 
ry treaties, the President may open negotiations with- 
out the sanction of Congress; but in the great point 
of acquiring foreign territory, and admitting new 
States into the Union, the sanction of Congress is 
an indispensable preliminary! for how can the Presi- 
dent and Senate promise to admit new States without 
first having the promise of Congress? and there is no 
way for Congress to give the promise but by law. 
The individual opinions of members are no foundation 
for such a responsible stipulation; and neither could 
be solicited, nor volunteered, without compromis- 
ing the independence of members, degrading the 
legislative authority, opening the door to dangerous 
collusions, and leading to scenes which may end “in 
fraud and disappoinment. Neither the member, 
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ör, ċan be bound 
cial commitment of opinion. È i 
“The genius “of our free institutions demands con- 
juitation ‘with the people “wherever it can be had. 
vein the busifiess.-of ordinary legislation, this 
consultation is‘ always.exacted. “How. much more 
‘indiapensable.when the ‘territorial and the. popular 
“basis of the existing comimunity.is to be’ altered by 
the incorporation ‘of a new ‘country and of a new 


“people? 


= Consonant as it is to our constitution, and: to the 


genius of dur`free institutions, to consult the people 
' "béfore hand on the great measure -of adding a new 
“country-to our own; it is also conformable to the 
‘practice of'our government in: its early and. purest 
“day. T allude to the administration of Mr. Jefferson, 
and- his attempts to purchase the Floridas from 
“Spain, aiid to settle the southwestern. boundary of 
Louisiana with that power. This was in: the year 
"4806." Mr: Jefferson, in a confidential message to 
‘the two Houses, appli i 
thority to. negotiate the acquisition. Mr. Randolph 
“of Roanoke, ‘from the committee charged with the 
‘consideration of the message, reported in favor of its 
“object, ‘specifying-what was to F done, and appro- 
priating money for its accomplishment. ` The report 
recommended the acquisition of the Floridas, and 
the“ adjustment of the southwestern boundary of 
Louisiana, “So as to 'secure'to Spain an ample barrier 
on the side of Mexico, and to the United States all the 
countries watered by: the. Mississippi.” This recom- 
mendation, digested into a resolution, was adopted 
by. the House of Representatives on the 14th of Jan- 
uary, 1806, by a vote of 80 to 52; and two millions 
of dollars ‘agreed upon as the sum to be appropriated. 
This was the resolution: 

“Resolved, That an exchange of territory between the 
United States and Spain is deemed, by this House, to be the 
most advantageous mode. of’ settlement of existing differ- 
ences respecting limits between the United States and the 
court of Madrid: and that any arrangement between the two 
governments which shall secure to Spain an ample barrier 
on the side of Mexico, and to the United States the countries 
watered by the Mississippi, and to the eastward of it, will 

_ meet the approbation of this House.” 

This was the way of proceeding in that early and 
pure day, in acquiring territory, and settling bounda- 
ries. The President, by message, informs the two 
Houses of Congress what he wishes. Congress in- 
forms him, by resolution, what it will a prove; and 
upon this foundation the President safely made his 
promise that the Floridas, if acquired, should be ad- 
mitted into the Union as a State, or States. The 
substance of the resolution, formed into a bill, and 
subsequently enacted into a law, took the form of 
an appropriation of two millions of dollars to defray 
any extraordinary expenses which might be incur- 
red in the intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations—a mystification which was adopted 
in the law for reasons of State policy, while the ob- 
ject of the appropriation’ and its limitation was pre- 
cisely declared in the secret resolution which was the 
key to the act. 

This was the mode of acquiring foreign territory 
and settling boundaries, which was followed in the 
time of Mr. Jefferson, and which I ropose to fol- 
Tow now. Alas! how different from the proceedings 
which we have lately witnessed! And with this pre- 
cedent, added to the argument found in our constitu- 
tion, (which secures to Congress the right to admit 
new States,) and in the genius of our free institu- 
tions, which requires the people to be consulted in 
all important changes, I submit the preposition that 
there ought to be a law passed for the admission of 
Texas into our Union, before the President and Sen- 
ate undertake to admit her by treaty. 

So much in favor ofa legislative foundation for 
our side of the negotiation. “With respect to Texas, 
some fundamental act for the negotiation on her side 
is still more obviously necessary. She is the coun- 
try to be incorporated. Her sovereignty is to be 
merged in ours. She is to disappear from the firma- 
ment of nations. From an independent power, she 
becomes a part of our confederacy; and it surely re- 
quires some authentic act of her people to justify so 
great a change. Her President and Senate have no 
right to do it by a secret treaty! They are to take 
care ofthe country, and not to transfer it, or give it 
away. The senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Cuoare] placed that in a clear light. Some 
fundamental act of the people is necessary 
for that purpose; and while I have not a 

article of doubt but that the people of 

exas now are, always have been, and forever 
will be, in favor of becoming a part of the Union, 
yet itis neither safe nor becoming to act upon 


by. “stich extrajudi- 


ed to them for legislative au- 


that assumption without the evidence of its truth. 


“The act is too momentous, and the precedent too 


dangerous, to admit of assumptions in place. of 
proof.. What would become of weak States if a 
powerful neighbor was at liberty to ‘swallow them 
up when she pleased under the form ofa govern- 
mental transfer by the executive officers? or a sup- 


posed wish of the people, without the evidence of 
their wish? The honor of the. United States, and 
: the safety of Texas, require their reunion to be not 


only voluntary on both -parts, springing from the 
couse of bat people, but also evidenced by au- 
thentic acts, -borne.on the history, and saved in the 
archives of each, 

I. The bill which I ask leave to bring in, besides 
authorizing and requesting the President to treat 


` with Mexico and Texas for an adjustment of boun- 


daries, and for the annexation of the latter to the 


` North American Union, proposes some bases for 


the treaties expected tobe made. Boundary is one 
of these; and in this the basis conforms to the geo- 
graphical divisions of the.country—to our natural 
and proper limits—to the line ‘first indicated in 
President Jackson’s proposition, as communicated 
by Mr. Vaa Buren to Mr. Poinsett in 1829; and it 
conforms to the boundary designated in Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s report of 1806, and to the resolution of the 


` House of Representatives, adopted in pursuance to 


that report, and already read to the Senate. Leaving 
the Rio Grande and all its valley and waters to the 
Mexicans, and_the Mississippi valley- and all its 
waters to the United States, it proposes to follow 
the mountain heights from near the SourH Pass, in 
the Rocky mountains, called Fremont’s Pass, in 
the map of the topographical bureau, along the 
Sierra obscura, (Dark mountain,) until it subsides 
into a plain as it approaches the Gulf of Mexico; 
and then reaching the gulf by a line in the desert 
prairie to the west of the Rio Nueces, (Walnut 
river.) This is the boundary between the United 
States and Mexico pointed out by the finger of na- 
ture, agreed upon by eminent statesmen, as proper 
for Mexico as for ourselves, and written down in 
the book of fate, and the law of nature, as the true 
and permanent boundary between the two first pow- 
ers of the New Worp. Soon or late, that boun- 
dary will be established. 

The Rio Grande del Norte (Great River of the 
North) is a Mexican river by position and, posses- 
sion, and to the Mexicans may it forever felons, 
The Mississippi, end all its waters, are ours, and to 
us the dinmembered parts must return. The coun- 
try east of the Nueces, (and including it,) from po- 
sition, geographical affinities, soil, products, and 
natural dependence, is appurtenant to the valley of 
the Mississippi; and must and will go where con- 
gruity and homogeniality attract it. No wise man, 
In an age of commerce, wants a great river (beyond 
its natural frontier) for a national boundary: it is a 
boundary fruitful of expense, and of every species 
of collision and collusion. A mountain and a desert 
plain_is far better; and these we have between us 
and Mexico; and it would be just as unwise for us 
to project asegment, or a salient angle, of our fron- 
er across this plain and mountain into the natural 
limits of Mexico, as it would be in her to make the 
same projection of a segment, or angle of herself, 


across the same plain and mountain, into our natu- 
ral dominion. 

Il. The consent of the people of Texas to the pro- 
posed annexation, to be evidenced by some public 
and authentic act, is the second basis proposed; and 
upon the necessity of this I will say no more, hav- 
ing sufficiently presented my views upon it. Ire. 
ply to the assertion that we have the evidence of her 
consent, and ask where? In the vote eight years 
ago? Certainly an offer does not stand forever-—nei- 
ther in love, law, trade, or politics. The Texian offer, 
founded upon the vote of 1836, was declined in 
1837! and there was an end of it. They say there 
is a secret act of Congress: I answer, it is not a case 
for a secret, and Ihave not seen it. Even the letter 
of the members of the Texian Congress to myself has 
never come to hand. J have only seen the printed 
copy in the newspapers: by the fatality which 
seems to attend communications in this case, it has 
not yet come to light. Still I have no doubt of the 
consent of the people. I know them, and their 
hearts, and that they are American and re ublican, 
and pine in sorrow to return to us. Poll them— 
take the vote any way. Leta messenger ride up to 
the fence, and ring a bell, or blow a horn, or fire a 
gun, and call out the household, and put the ques~ 
tion: Do you wish to be united to thè United States? 
and one universal shout of Yxs! will be the answer. 


: I know this. 


But that does not supersede thene- 
cessity of-the evidence. If my friend gives me a bit 
of land, and F know he will never take it back, I still 
wanta piece of _paper-writing to evidence the gift. 

“THI. The admission of a State into the Union, 
which will comprise the bulk of the present popula- 
tion of Texas, 1s a third basis, and a most impor- 
tant one, in-the bill which I propose. This State, 
with an extent equal to the greatest in the Union, 
but not greater,.is proposed to be admitted by the 
actitself (when the annexation takes effect) and 


. without requiring the consent of a future Congress. 


This is a vital provision. It avoids the whole dan- 
ger ofa future Missouri controversy; and displays 
the eminent advantage of a legislative basis for-the 
annexation. No treaty could .secure such admis- 
sion. It could. only promise it, and that without 
authority, unless the legislative act had been obtain- 
ed. No treaty is equal to the admission of a State, 
without the sanction of a law: no law can operate 
the admission of a foreign State without the aid ‘of 
atreaty; the combined action of both is. wanting; 
and this is precisely. what my bill provides. 
Under it, the State of Texas would be in the Union 
by law, from the day of the completion of the trea- 
ty ofannexation; and all the details of admission, 
requiring the consent of both parties, would be ad- 
justed by treaty. i 

IV. The State of Texas would probably form a 
square of about 60,000 square miles, in the eastern 
part of the republic of Texas, between the Red riv- 
er and: the. Gulf of Mexico, and bordering on the 
State of Louisiana: the remainder of the resent 
republic would become a territory of the Union, 
very naturally taking the name of the Southwest 
Territory. As a territory, it would be held and 
ecrerned until the growing population should re- 
quire the formation of new States. : 

V. The division of this territory into slave and 
non-slaveholding States, is a fifth basis proposed by 
my bill; and, happily, the extent of the country, 
and its variety of soil and climate, will make such a 
division easy and desirable. In extent, the whole 
annexed country will be about two hundred thous- 
and square miles. Its southern half will make two 
slave States, both large and respectable, as frontier 
States should be: its northern and northwestern half 
would form two non-slaveholding States, equally 
large and respectable. The extreme northern part 
would extend to north latitude 42; which is the lati- 
tude of Boston, and six degrees north of the Mis- 
souri compromise ‘anti-slave line; but it is not lati- 
tude alone - which, in that clime, determines the 
boundary between the planting and the grain-grow- 
ing regions. © Altitude, or elevation, accomplishes 
the work of northern latitudes; and all the north- 
west part of Texas, approaching lofty mountains, 
becomes unfit for the productions which give profit 
to the labor of slaves. In these elevated parts, two 
free States of fifty thousand square miles each, may 
be formed; and the line being drawn in the funda- 
mental act, the character of each will be fixed, and. 
all danger of Missouri-restriction controversies will 
be forever avoided. 

As a domestic question, affecting the equilibium 
of slave and free States, this division of the annexed 
territory will neutralize and annul it: the equilibrium 
will remain as it is: and the alarm of a slave pre- 
ponde: ance will entirely vanish. That bugbear, so 
incontinenly associated with the idea of Texas, and 
so continually held up to alarm the North, must 
disappear from the scene; and, eventually, the ex- 
pansion of States in the northwest, on the Missouri 
and Upper Mississippi, must give the preponderence 
to slave States. As a domestic question, then, the 
acquisition of Texas will leave the slave, and anti- 
slave States, as they are; but under the enlarged, 
and, what many deem the moral aspect of the ques- 
tion, it will be a great gain. It will withdraw slavery 
from the whole left bank of the Rio Grande, to 
which the Texian constitution now extends it; and 
will extinguish it in one-half of the curtailed Texas, 
the whole of which is now subject to that institution. 
This should be a consummation devoutly to be wish- 
ed by those who wish to see slavery abolished 
throughout the world: it would relieve a vast region 
from that institution, now subject to be covered by 
it. 

Mr. President, I attach a great importance to this 
slave and anti-slave basis: I who have seen a Mis- 
souri-restriction controversy, and never wish to gee 
another! Born in the slave region—now and always 
a slaveholder—ray sympathics, in all that relates to 
their rights and their danger, are with my fellow 
slaveholders; but I am no bigot, or fanatic, in the 
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“cause of slavery. = Equally removed from the fanat- 
icism which runs a muck for or against slavery, I’ 


have no complaint to make against those who may 
wish to “see” it abolished, and who limit their 
wishes to advice, where the advice is acceptable. A 
wish to “see” is harmless under such limitations; 
and to those who entertain that wish, I say, here isa 
gratification for. you in my-proposed basis for the 
annexation of Texas. Slavery now, under the Tex- 
ian constitution, is a legal institution to the head and 
mouth of the Rio Grande! itis a legal institution in 
six degrees of latitude in the valley of the Mississip- 
pi, where it would be interdicted by the slave com- 
promise line of 1820! Is it nothing to retire the insti- 


tution from all this extent of country? and more, to. 


retire it from the one-half of the whole Texas which 
may be reunited to us under the basis which I pro- 
pose? Let the practical men who wish to “see” 
slavery abolished, ponder upon this, and consider 
what reason they have to oppose the annexation of 
Texas to the United States. 

VI. The assent of Mexico to the annexation, and 
settlement of boundaries, isa sixth proposed basis, 
but that assent is not made indispensable. This 
basis goes upon the idea that the assent of Mexico 
is now necessary, but may cease to be so; and of that 
coningency, the Congress of the United States is 
constituted the judge. It will be the constitutional 
judge; and if it should involve the United States in 
war, whether just or unjust, it will at least have the 
constitutional right to do so, which the treaty-making 

ower, and: still less, the President alone, has not. 

his was a deadly objection to the defunct treaty, 
and alone sufficient with me to cause the rejection 
of that wretched conception. 

The assent of Mexico is now deemed to be ne- 
cessary as a matter of right, and desirable as a mat- 
ter of policy. She has a war with Texas, suspend- 
ed by an armistice, to which we become party by 
taking Texas without her consent. Neutrality has 
been our policy up to the present time; and if that war 
is resumed with respectable forces, neutrality will be 
still our duty. The President of the United States 
is not Louis the 16th, to take revolted colonies by 
the hand, and make their cause his own! We 
must wait the expiration of the armistice: it would 

. be a hideous crime . to break it, and to frus- 
trate the preparations for peace, so Jaudably pro- 
moted by European powers! Not a gun has 
been fired since the proclamation of that armistice, 
and never may be if we do not assume the war. 
And if we do assume it, under such circumstances, 
we incur a great responsibility in the eyes of God 

_and man. Policy and interest, if not justice and 
honor, should make us refrain from this war. We 
have, or rather had, a great commerce with Mexico, 
which deserves protection instead of destruction. 
Our trade with this country commenced in the first 
year of her independence—1821—and we received 
from her that year $80,000 in specie. It increased 
annually, and vastly, and in the year 1835—the 
year before the Texian revolution—this import 
amounted to $8,343,181, on the custom-house books 
besides the large amounts not entered. Our sympa- 
thy and supposed aid to the 'T'exians lost us the fa- 
vor of the Mexicans, and this import ran down in 
seven years to $1,342,817.* New Orleans, and 
through her, the Great West, was the greatest gainer 
by this import of specie while it flourished—of 


* Statement of the total amount of specie and bullion im- 
ported into the United States from “Mexico” from 
1821 to 1842, inclusive: 


1821 - - - - $80,590 
J822 - - - - 137,664 
1823 - - g - 86,169 
1824 - - - - — 51,047 
1825 - - ~ - 2,603,108 
1826 - - - - 2,850,409 
1827 -~ - - - 4,005,255 
1828 -~ - - - 3,853,880 
1829 - z - - 4,334,946 
1830 - - - - 4,103,716 
1831 - - - - 4,463,134 
1832 - - - - 3,626,704 
1833 -~ - - - 4,592,892 
1834 - S - - 7,204,517 
1835 -~ - - - 8,343,181 
1836 - - - - 4,537,418 
1837 - - - - 4,650,978 
1838 - a - - 2,689,426 
1839 - - - - 2,273,548 
1840 - - - - 3,458,892 
1841 - - - ~ 1.938,083 
18423 - - - - 1,342,817 


stead of destroying the remainder of it, and all com- 
merce with our nearest neighbor, by an unjust as- 
sumption ofa war against her, we should rather choose 
to restore this specie import to its former maximum, 
and to increase it. We should rather choose to cherish 
and improve a valuable trade with a neighbor that has 
mines, and whose staple export is ‘silver, which is 
exchanged for our agricultural productions af- 
ter these productions have gone to Europe, 
or the West Indies, and been changed into fine 
goods, or groceries. Atlantic politicians, hot in the 
po of Texas, may have no sympathy for this 
Mexican trade, but I have! and it has been my pol- 
icy to reconcile the two objects—acquisilion of Tex- 
as and preservation of the Mexican trade—and, 
therefore, to eschew unjust war with Mexico ds not 
only wicked, but foolish! 
lio Tam for peace with Mexico; and therefore E am 
ji for treating her with respect, and.obtaining her con- 


ii nexationof Texas. It is to her interest to consent, 


true interest. Still; I do not make: the annexation 
dependent upon this assent., It is to be sought, and 
obtained, if practicable: but Mexico may refuse to 
giveit. She may still keep up a desultory war, and 
affect to reclaim her revolted province. In thatevent, 
my sixth basis refers the question to Congress to de- 
cide whether her consent has ceased to be necessary! 
and if the solution of the question brings war, we 
shall at least have the consolation to know that it 
comes constitutionally ! that itis brought upon us 
by the authority that has the constitutional right to 
make war! and not by the unconstitutional act of the 
President and Senate, or of the President alone ! 

Mexico cannot conquer Texas. Another inva- 
sion will be more disastrous than the former; and 
the signal for its commencement will be the signal 
for the commotion of all the vast valley of the Missis- 
sippi. Proclamations, and laws of neutrality, can 
have no force against. the passions. The news for 
a battle would be the summons for a joyful rendez- 
vous to all the young and fiery spirits of the Great 
West. ‘They would repair to it as toa gay and 
brilliant frolic. Every field of battle would bea 
San Jacinto to the invaders; and what Texas has 
most to desire isan invasion. It would end in the 
destruction ofthe invaders, and in the termination 
of the war. Nothing is so disastrous to her as 
the kind of war which has prevailed for some years. 
Tt destroys her resources—repulses emigration— 
sinks the value of property at home—and rates her 
credit abroad at five cents and ten cents in the dollar. 
This is what depresses and exhausts her. A fight 
is nothing. An ivasion would be her triumph and 
her glory. 

Mexico and Texas cannot live together under the 
same government. Natural and moral causes for- 
bid it. One would have to subdue the other; and in 
this conflict of necessity between two races, the van- 
guard of the Anglo-Saxon race would be obliged to 
conquer. . 

Geographically and physically, Mexico and 
Texas are distinct; and the deep cotton and sugar 
lands of this appendage of the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, requiring a laborious cultivation, present 
no attraction to the indolent pastoral and mining 
population of the ancient empireof Montezuma. 
In three hundred years they had formed no settle- 
ment in Texas, lying at their door, (for the settle- 
ments of Nacogdoches and San Antonio were pre- 
sidios, with herdsmen attached,) while northwest, 
along the pastoral region, they had extended to Mont- 
erey and San Francisco—a distance from the city of 
Mexico as far as Philadelphia. The Mexicans did 
not settle Texas. During their revolution it was a 
derelict, which adventurers fought for. Witness 

. the expeditions of Ross, Long, Toledo, and others. 
At last they gave it away to an American gentleman 
who asked for it—Mr. Moses Austin, a native of 
Connecticut, a man of head and nerve, and who 
was the founder of Austin’s colony, and who went 
from Missouri.. This shows what little value Mex- 
ico has ever seton Texas, and how casy it would 
be inus, by the mere observance of civility and 
justice, to get it back. f 

Peace and separation are the interest of Mexico, 
as well as of Texas; and of that Santa Anna has 
been convinced since the day of his captivity. 
Peace and separation, under the progress of events, 
and the mediation of great powers, were in the 
progress of consummation, when this doomed ad- 
ministration, with its wretched schemes and misera- 


course the greatest loser when it declined; and in- 


and respectful treatment will be more potential 1) 
than indignity and outrage in convincing her of that į 


ble. pretexts;“ihterfered to interrupt. the work. of: 
pacification, and to appear as a mischiefmaker 
where others were. officiating as ‘peace-makers. It 
is in vain -to.‘deny the armistice! It has been 


‘proclaimed, and acted under in. the stay of arms. 


Not a gun has been fired since it was proclaimed-— 
nota hostile foot has. since trod each other’s soil.. 

If commissioners to. make peace have not met, 
who can say they would not, if thé parties: are let 
alone? The same powerful mediation which. ob- 
tained the armistice might also obtain the appoint- 
ment of commissioners, and the establishment of 
peace, and the acknowledgment of independence. 
Who can say otherwise? and, therefore, the mad 
interference of this administration to interrupt the 
work of pacifièation. was a crime against humanity 
for which they must stand arraignedat the bar of 
the Christian world. 

Iam now, what I have been for five-and twent 


t t I : years, in favor of recovering all the sacrificed terri- 
i sent, fairly and honorably, if practicable, to the an- |} 


tory of 1819; but I want it openly, fairly, and hor- 
orably. I disclaim and disdain all trick and con- 
trivance. The country is within our natural limits 
—geographically appurtenant to our country—es- 
sential to our political, commercial, and social sys- 
tem—necessary to our well-being, and detrimental 
to us under the dominion of a foreign power. It 
was ours for sixtcen years—from 1803, when Mr. 
Jefferson acquired it, to 1839, when Mr. Monroe’s 
cabinet impiously threw it away. 

Mr. President, a paragraph from a speech of Mr. 
Adams has been read here—read by the senator 
from South Carolina immediately on my left—in 
which the term “flimsy,” is applied -to our ancient 
claim to southwest Louisiana.. Surely this term can 
have no application to the seventy thousand square 
miles of territory between the Red. river and Arkan- 
sas, stretching to north latitude 42°, which the French 
occupied as a part of Louisiana from the year 1720; 
and which our traders were occupying under licences 
from the superintendent of Indian affairs, at St. 
Louis, when the unnatural surrender of 1819 was 
made. Surely it can have no application to the 
valley of the upper Red river, a water of the 
Mississippi, surrendered by that treaty. Surely 
the term can have no application to the eastern parts 
of Texas, so early discovered, and settled by the 
French, and so naturally and indissolubly appur- 
tenant to the valley of the Mississippi. Surely it 
can have no application to any part of the territory 
thus reclaimed by Mr. Adams, in his letter to Don 
Louis de Onis, of October 31, 1818: 

“The right of the United States to the river Mississippi, 
and to all the waters flowing into it, and to all the terri- 
tories watered by them, remains as entire, and unshaken 
by anything now adducedby you, as by anything which 
had ever preceded it in the discussions between the 
two governments. It (the right of the United States) 
is established beyond the power of further controversy; 
nor could it answer any useful purpose to reproduce 
proofs which have already more than once been shown, 
and which remaining unimpaired, must henceforth be 
considered by the United States as not susceptible of refu- 
tation.” 

Surely the term “flimsy” could not, and did not ap- 
ply to any part of the territory, our title to which was 
thus peremptorily asserted. It could not apply to 
it, and the context of the quoted speech shows that 
it did not; but to that part only of the western 
Texas which claimed extension to the lower Rio 
Grande. This was always a disputed pretension; 
and appeared to me to be (according to what I be- 
lieve is considered fair in diplomacy) only set up for 
the purpose of being surrendered, to save some- 
thing else. For my part, I would not accept the 
Rio Grande, neither in whole nor in part, as a 
boundary for the United States, if offered to us as a 
gracious present. 

The senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woop- 
BURY] seemed to find in the resolution of Congress 
of 1806 something of an excuse, or precedent, for 
the sacrifices of 1819; but it is alla mistake. That 
resolution, so far as it applied Lo our southwestern 
boundary, was consonant to the great geographical 
divisions of the country—consonant to our rights 
and interests—and conformable to what we now 

ropose, and what Gen. Jackson proposed in 1829, 

hat resolution authorized Mr. Jefferson to treat 
upon the basis of securing to the United States all 
the country drained by the waters of the Missis- 
sippi, leaving to Spain an ample barrier on the side 
ef Mexico. This would have saved us all the vam 
leys of the Red river and Arkansas, and all the 
country between them; and it would have placed 
the boundary in some of the vast prairies, or along 
some of the solitary streams, in the western paris 
of Texas. This was the resolution of 1806; and 


the senator from New. Hampshire. can find in it no < 


justification for the parricidal treaty of 1819. 
Praise of Texas ıs now the order of the day, and 
many tongues are encomiastic in her favor which 
were formerly silent and still. I have no need to 
engage in that vocation. - Recollections will supply, 
with me, the place of present invention, and present 
mé as the friend of Texas when she had but few 
friends, and they as disinterested “as myself. _ In. 
1829, when General Jackson and Mr. Van Buren 
were endeavoring to' recover the country, I wrote 
thus: ney ie 
“Jt is usual for the eyes of regret to discover in lost ob- 
jects, beauties, charms, and perfections, which were never 
visible in the period of possession; but this is not the case 
with Texas. , The vision of her attractions is not a post mor- 
tem apparition; is not a new conception, a modern invention, 
of date posterior to the treaty of 1819. They were’seen upon 
the first view, felt in the first approach, and described in the 
first exclamations of the first civilized explorers that ex- 
lored her soil, ‘A most delicious country; fertile;-beauti- 
ul prairie, covered with grass and flowers; vast meadows, 


vand most delightful champaign country; dry, pure, elastic 


air; springs of sweet waters; clear and rapid streams; no 
swamps; abundance oi buffalo, horses, and deer.’ Such are 
the exclamations—such the testimony of the companions of 
La Salle in 1685. Such the eariy pretensions of Texas to the 
character of salubrity, as.well as of beauty and fertility, 
which.the lapse of a century anda half has confirmed and 
established. Texas, in fact, ‘the north of Italy, ‘the south 
of France, of North, America; and made so by the same 
causes which make northern Italy and southern France the 
paradise of Eurape—the proximity of mountains covered 
with snow; elevated surface; clean shores; due interspersion 
of hills and valleys; of woodland and prairie; and complete 
openness to the reception of the sca breeze. The snowy 
mountains lie in the northwest; the hills of Santa Saba 
traverse the length of Texas, parallel to the course of Red 
river, whose waters they turn from it to the gulf; and this 
snow-capped mountain, and extended ridge of hills, ap- 
proaching nearer to the sea than any other high lands in 
our part of North America, with a complete exemption 
from swamps, give to this favored region that peculiar elas- 
ticity of atmosphere and salubrity of climate which was re- 
märked by the first explorers, and is experienced by the 
latest settlers.” 

Thave no need to plead the cause of annexation 
now. I did that twenty-five, and fifleen, years ago. 
La Salle and Americanus will bear me that testimony. 
Iu those papers I gave reasons (besides the political 
and commercial, so often repeated) for the recovery 
of the sacrificed territory which the modern con- 
verts—the Texian neophytes—have not yet reach- 
ed. I gave moral:reasons, resulting from the trans- 
fer of alarge and fair portion of the earth from the 
dominion of a republic, with civil and religious lib- 
erty, and the lights of education, to a despotism 
where. every right of man was trampled under foot, 
every light. of the mind extinguished, and all 
civil and: religious liberty annihilated. These were 
moral objections to the treaty of 1819 which the 
present partisans of annexation have not reached, 
and which the Texian revolution has superseded. 
But. they are good and valid against the treaty of 
1819; and should never be omitted in any reference 
to that exeerable act. 1 shall publish the nitnh num- 
ber of La Salle*—extracts from it—as a note to 


*La Sante, No. 9—Extracts. 

The catalogue of objections to that part of 
the treaty of 1819, which establishes the. south- 
western boundary of the United States, long and 
heavy as it has been, is still imperfect and 
incomplete. It embraces the political objec- 
tions alone, to which the moral are yet to be 
added. Formidable as the former were, the latter 
will rival and excel them, ‘To state these moral ob- 
jections is the object of this paper; but how differ- 
ent the task to that which has gone before! The 
statement of the political objections required noth- 
ing in the writer, but an accurate knowledge of the 
subject, some method of arrangement, and a reason- 
able perspicuity of style—an address to the head 
alone. But the painting and exhibition of the 
moral objections addresses itself both to the head 
and heart, and requires the philosophic mind—the 
sublime and glowing imagination of Burke. I 
shrink from the task, alarmed at its magnitude, and 
oppressed with the weight of conscious Inability to 
perform it. I surrender all pretensions—forbear all 
effort—-to paint the hideous portraits; and limit my- 
self to the unambitious occupation of drawing the 
outline, and writing the labels—of gathering up and 
placing before the eyes of the reader, “the marrow- 
less skeletons of these moral deformities.” 

First at the head of this new species of objections 
should be placed the immoral artifice, which ap- 
pears upon the face of the treaty, to give jurisdiction 
tothe treaty-making power, over a su ject which 
does not belong to it, which, by the constitution of 
the republic, belongs to the legislative department. 


these remarks, and as an evidence of what I thought 
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of Texas, ahd her betrayers, years ago, always re- 


- membering that Mr. Adams has transferred the 


blame with which he was then so liberally loaded, 
from his shoulders to. the majority of Mr. Mon- 
roe’s cabinet. It was a southern President, and a 
southern cabinet, -which.did, us the mischief which 
weare how ina fury to repair—must repairin a 


~ minute—now or ‘never! Let the South remember 
- this when seized with a fury against northern men. 


“The despatch and instructions of Mr. Van Buren, in 


1899, to Mr. Poinsett, to negotiate for the recovery 
of Texas, will stand forever as the rebuke of the 
cabinet vote which gave her away. __ : 

We hear much of the danger of disgusting Tex- 
as, and driving her into the arms of the British. I, 
who know the Texians, have no such fears. But 
those who have, have only. to vote for this bill, and 
they will administer an effectual remedy to their 


-own alarms. The terms repulse, reject, refuse, 


[tis too well known: the intelligent reader will 


-hardly pardon the brief recital, that the boundaries 


between the legislative and the treaty-making pow- 
ers of our government have never been settled, and 
that there are many points (unhappily too many) 
at which each may invade, with a specious manifes- 
to of right in its hand, the actual and legitimate 
province of the other. There are other points, 
however, at which these boundaries are fixed, and 


_ at which the dividing line of power cannot be cross- 


ed by either, without incurring the guilt and odium 
of lawless and wanton invasion. Of these points of 
limitation, thus visibly and well established, . the 
the most fixed and immovable, the most notorious 
and incontrovertible, may be assumed to be the right 
of jurisdiction in the treaty-making power over the 
question of national boundary; and the right of juris- 
diction in the legislative department over cessions 
of national territory. At this point there is no room 
for doubt or inquiry—for a question and an answer 
—for the assertion’ or suggestion of two opinions. 
It belongs to the President and the Senate, by ami- 
cable negotiation with foreign powers, to settle and 
adjust disputed questions of conterminous bounda- 
ry—bona fide questions of doubt and uncertainty— 
where room exists for the maintenance of two opin- 
ions—such as the question of the northeastern boun- 
dary—between the dominions of the United States 
and the British King. On the other hand, the ces- 
sion of national territory is a right, as clearly be- 
longing to the legislative department, and is exclu- 
sively vested in it, by the 2d section, 3d article, 
of the Constitution, which gives Congress express 
power “to disposeof  * * *  terri- 
tory, or other property of the United States. * * 
Doubtless the negotiator of the Florida treaty in 
1819, who had been an ambassador in 1794, and 
had seen and read the clause in the constitution 
which had just been quoted; the clause relied on by 
Mr. Clay, in the well-known speech and resolu- 
tions against the constitutionality. of the treaty; 
and equally doubtless that to anticipate and avoid 
the objection growing out of that clause, the ne- 
gotiator had recourse to the ostensible name of a 
settlement of limits. Such isthe character and im- 
port of the treaty. The title displays the label of a 
“settlement of limits”: the preamble follows out, 
embodies, and amplifies the idea. “To desig- 
nate with precision the limits of their respect- 
ive bordering territories in North America,” is the 
specious Janguage which covers the double offence 
of violating the constitution, and sacrificing the na- 
tional territory, which enables the treaty-making 
power to invade the legislative department, and 
sanctifies the surrender of 200,000 square miles of 
our territory, to which the negotiator, three months 
before, had declared the tile of the United States to 
be entire, unshaken, and not susceptible of refuta- 
tion! Not only is the settlement of boundary 
declared to he the object; but terms and phrases are 
selected, and employed to imply a nice and critical 
adjustment of a tremulous and conterminous line. 
“To designate”—that is, to mark out what already 
exists—with precision—t. e. with a nicety—lim- 
its—i. e. the outer edges—“bordering territories— 
i. e. territories which touch cach other. Such are 
the phrases which attest- the ostensible and 
declared object: yet what is the deed that is 
done under these phrases? Ist. Texas, with 
its ancient boundary of the Rio Grande del 
Norte, is givenaway. 2d. Eighty thousand square 
miles of territory on this side of Texas is also 
given away! 3d. The navigation of four domestic 
and interior rivers is portioned out to a foreign 
power. 4th. The boundary of the Rio del Norte, 
asserted by us since the acquisition of Louisiana, 
isgiven up! 5th. The boundary of the Colorado 
of the bay of St. Bernard, and the mountains which 
separate the valleys of the Mississippi, and the Rio 
del Norte as solicited by Don Pizarro at Madrid in 
1818, is surrendered! 6th. The boundary of the 
Red river of Natchitoches, as some times claimed 
by the Spaniards, is also surrendered! 7th. A new 
line, never mentioned in any previous discussion, 


never heard of by the public, cutting the valley of 
the Mississippi, diagonally through thirteen par- 
allels of latitude, and sixteen of longitude—a new 
line of 2,400 miles in length, every inch of it with- 
in our natural and acknowledged limits, is estab- 
lished. 8th. Some hundred thousand square miles of 
national territory are ceded to a foreign power. 

2. It transferred 200,000 square miles from a re- 
public to a monarchy—from the flag of freedom. to 
the sceptre of despotism—from such a republic as 
the United States to such a king as Ferdinand VII. 
The treaty was made with that king—the country 
was ceded to him—the population upon it, and to 
be upon it, were to be the subjects of his crown; 
and, if this has not happened—if the territory and 
the people are not under the odious and_ despicable 
tyranny of this king,—it is not the effect of any 
merit in the treaty, but results from the successful 
termination of that revolution which it was the 
avowed object of the treaty to obstruct and prevent, 
by interposing á “desert,” to impede the march of 
troops, to arrest the communication of republican 
ideas, to intercept the light of liberty, and to shut 
out the name and knowledge of these free states 
from the whole vice-royalty of Mexico. 

3. Religious liberty appears next to plead the 
cause of universal toleration, and to accuse, at the 
bar of all Christendom, a treaty which removed so 
large and so fair a portion of the earth from the lib- 
eral indulgence guarantied by our constitution to 
every human being whom it protects—the liberty to 
worship his Creator in the manner he pleases—and 
placed it under a dominion which’ permits but one 
form of the Christian religion, and that under the 
guardianship of the terrible Inquisition. — . 

4. Science follows in the train of civil and reli- 
gious liberty, to accuse and denounce a treaty 
which enlarged: the boundaries of ignorance and 
mental darkness personified in the Spanish govern- 
ment over her American colonies, (at the expense 
of the country which, above all others upon earth, 
is the greatest promoter of education and learning 
among the people,) and by which an immense re- 
gion was taken fom the dominion of light and trans- 
ferred to the dominion of darkness. _ Persons unac- 
quainted with the black and jealous despotism of 
the Spanish kings over their American possessions, 
will hear with astonishment that no book, except of 
religion, printed since the era of the American reve- 
lution, would be admitted into the Spanish colonies, 
except upon a special license—nor then, if it con- 
tained one word favorable to the rights and liberties 
of the human race. Ignorance, profound and uni- 
versal, in the body of the people, was the aim and 
care of the royal government. Education was re- 
served for the upper ranks and the civil and reli- 
gious orders. Cimmerian darkness was spread by 
Jaw, and perpetuated ky the cares of the govern- 
ment, over the minds of the multitude; and, to en- 
large the dominion, to extend the circle, to increase 
the empire, of this hideous policy, abhorred of God 
and man, was 200,000 square miles of territory ta- 
ken from the republican flag :of the United States, 
and placed beneath the iron sceptre of Ferdinand 
VIE- 

5. The inhabitants of Africa, subject to be tom 
from their native soil by a traffic at which humanity 
shudders—which morality qualifies as diabolical— 
which the laws denounce as piratical—have a right 
to lift their cries and imprecations against this treaty. 
Asa part of the United States, no inhabitant of Af- 
rica could be carried in bondage to Texas: as a part 
of the dominions of the kings of Spain, it becomes 
a new and enlarged theatre for the perpetration of 
the African slave trade. p 

The Mexican revolution has prevented this conse- 
quence, and has even abolished every species of 
slavery; but the negotiator of the treaty of 1819 can 
claim no merit for this abolition. fe could not fore- 
see that the revolution, if successful, would abolish 
slavery; and the treaty itself was made upon the 
idea that the revolution wasa rebellion, and for the 
avowed purpose of obstructing its success. * * * 
200,000 square miles of territory, on which nothing 
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spurn, and drive away, will then have no more 
place on paper, or in sound, than they have in rea- 
son. Texas will still be solicited to come into our 
Union, and will have the authentic assurance of a 
cordial reception which will admit of no mistake. 

I now ask leave to bring in the bill of which I 
gave notice, premising that it is a bill of principles, 
not of details—that it is the basis for treaties, in nego- 
tiating upon which the President may have theas- 
surance which the House of Representatives gave 
to Mr. Jefferson in relation to the same subject in 
1806—that, in whatever he does in conformity to 
these bases, he will have the approbation and sup- 
port of Congress. 

_ Mr. B. then offered his bill, as follows: 


A bill to provide for the annexation of Texas to the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United 
States be, and he hereby is, authorized and advised 
to open negotiations with Mexico and Texas for the 
adjustment of boundaries, and the annexation of the 
latter to the United States, on the following bases; 
towit: . : 

1. The boundary of the annexed territory to be 
in the desert prairie west of the Nueces, and along 
the highlands and mountain heights which divide 


but the mitigated hereditary slavery known in the 
United States could have existed, was given up to the 
slavery of the native frec-born African. Nay, more: 
80,000 square miles of this quantity, which was af- 
terwards included in the compromise line, and ex- 
empted from slavery, were thus surrendered to the 
atrocities of the slave trade supply! : 

6. A considerate humanity Will place in the list of 
moral objections to this treaty the deprivation of the 
near and salubrious retreat provided by Providence 
for the inhabitants of the lower Mississippi. Fatal 
and periodical diseases admonish the people of the’ 
South of the annual necessity of withdrawing for a sea- 
son from the cities and places exposed to contagion or 


infection, or to the deleterious action of local causes. , 


Providence, which does nothing in vain, which 
permits no evil without providing a remedy, had 
furnished in the salubrious atmosphere, and proxi- 
mate territory and mountains of Texas, a safe 
and ready retreat to the people of the delta in the 
period of their autumnal fevers. The wisdom and 
patriotism of Jefferson, and the Congress of 1803-4, 
gave them a legal title to this providential advantage: 
the treaty of 1819 deprived them of it. The moral 
right, founded in the wisdom and goodness of God, 
exists. The legal right, dependent on the sovereign- 
ty of the soil, is lost and gone; wantonly sacrificed, 
and only to be recovered by wisdom, by patriotism, 
by money, with the lapse of time and the concur- 
rence of fortune. 

7. The seventh and last of the moral objections 
to this treaty, will, in the opinion of many, surpass 
in enormity either of the others, and be equally en- 
titled to stand at the head, or close the rear, of the 
formidable list. It is, indeed, a heavy objection, in- 
volving a direct breach of the positive commands of 
God, and presenting an open offence against the de- 
signs of Providence, and the social order of the eiv- 
ilized world. = = * * God gave the 
earth to man, with a positive command to subdue 
and cultivate it, to replenish it, and multiply upon 
it. 
forest, the fowls of the air, the fish of the sea; over 
the herb and the grass, and the creeping thing that 
cometh upon the earth. Whosoever, then, under- 
takes to remove any portion of the earth from under 
the dominion of man, and to perpetuate upon it the 
dominion of the beast, violates the command of 
God, frustrates his divine intention, and sins against 
the social order of the universe. . This terrible de- 
nunciation the negotiators of the Florida treaty have 
richly and conspicuously earned. They made to 
qhe Spanish ministers the proposition of establish- 
ing a “desert,” between the United States and the 
frontiers of Mexico, and pressed it upon them. They 
made the proposition twice in conversation, and 
three times in writing, at Madrid; it was made 
again in all the form of a drawn-up article at Wash- 
ington, and territory gratuitously offered within the 


He gave him dominion over the beasts of the | 
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the waters of the Mississippi from the waters of the 
Rio del Norte, and to latitude 42 degrees north: 

2. The people of Texas, by a legislative act, or 
by any authentic act which ‘shows the will of the 
majority, to express their assent to said annexa- 
tion. 

3. A State, to be called “The State of Texas,” 
with boundaries fixed by’ herself, and an extent not 
exceeding that of the largest State in the Union, be 
admitted into the Unron, by virtue of this act, on an 
equal footing with the original States. 

4. The remainder of the annexed territory to be 
held and disposed of by the United States as one of 
their Territories, and to be called “the Southwest 
Territory.” 

5. The existence of slavery to be forever prohibit- 
ed in the northern and northwestern part of said 
Territory, so as to divide, as equally as may be, 
the whole of the annexed country between slavehold- 
ing and non-slaveholding States. 

6. The assent of Mexico to be obtained by treaty 
to such annexation and boundary, or to be dispensed 
with when the Congress of the United States may 
deem such assent to be unnecessary. 

7. Other details of the annexation to be adjusted 
by treaty, so far as the same may come within the 
Scope of the treaty-making power. 

The bill was then read, and ordered to a second 
reading; and, 


limits of the republic, to compose its entire extent, 
great and excessive as that was. > w 8 

Impious as was this conception of a desert—sin- 
ful as it was against God—unnatural as it was to- 
wards man—hostile as it was to republicanism, and 
to social order—it was not without example in the 
history of British America, in reference to the same 
magnificent and imperial valley, and for the same 
monarchial purpose, of preventing the growth and 
establishment of republican States. The famous 
Lord North, author of the stamp act and tea tax, 
and architect, in spite of himself, of the American 
revolution, was the prime conceiver, and first pro- 
jector, of a desert in the fair and fruitful valley of 
the West. He brought forward his plan in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, in the winter of 1774-5. The 
scheme was to establish a desert of 250,000 square 
miles on the eastern slope of the great valley, cov- 
ering all the territory now comprised in the States of 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, and a 
part of Alabama—his object, to prevent free- 
men, American colonists, from planting them- 
selves in this beautiful region, and forming a 
republic. The indignant eloquence of Burke 
denounced this impious conception—crushed it in 
the shell, and delivered up its author to an immor- 
tality of reproach, (1.) But in perpetuating the 
chame of the projector, he also perpetuated the 
memory of the project; and in this surrender to 
Spain, we have an imitation of it. 

LA SALLE. 


Sr. Louis, November 10, 1829. 


(1) “As the growing population of the colonies is evidently 
one cause of their resistance, it was, last session, mentioned 
in both houses, by men.of. weight, and received not with- 
out applause, that, in order to cheek this evil, it would be 
proper for the crown to make no further grants of land. But 
what would be the ellect of this measure? this avarice of 
desolation? this hoarding of a royal wilderness? If you 
stopped your grants, the people would oceupy withont 
grants. They have already so occupied in meny places, 
You cannot station garrisons in every part of these deserts. 
If you drive the people from one place. they, will carry on 
their annul tillage, and remove with their focks and herds 
to another. Many of the people in the back settlements are 
already little attached to particular situations, Already 
they have topped the Appalachian inountains. From thence 
they beholt before them an immense plain—one vast, rich, 
level meadow; a square of five hundred miles. Over this 
they would wander withont a possibility of restraint; they 
wonld change their manners, with the habits of their life; 
would soon forget a government by which they were dis- 
owned; would become hordes of English Tartars: and pour- 
ing down upon your unfortified frontiers a fierce and irre- 
sistible cavalry, become masters ef your governors, your 
councillors, your collectors, and comptrollers, and all the 
followers that adhered tothem. Such would be, and in no 
long time must be, the effect of attempting to forbid as a 
crime, and to suppress as an evil, the command and blessing 
of Providence ‘increase and multiply.” Such would be i 
the happy result which an endeavor to keep, as a lair for | 
wild beasts, that earth which God, by an express charter, | 
has given to the children of men.”—Shpeech on the resolutions 
Jor conciliation with the colonies, March 22, W775. 


~Votume 13....No. 42. 


On motion by Mr.. BENTON, ordered to be 
printed. : 

A message was received from the House announ- 
cing the death of Armon H. Reap, late a Represent- 
ative from the State of Pennsylvania, and that reso- 
lutions had been adopted testifying the respect of 
that body for the memory of the deceased, and 
asking the concurrence of the Senate therein; which 
being read, j eo 

Mr. STURGEON rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: 

Mr. Preswent: The message just received, an- 
nounces to us that death has again been in our midst. 
Whilst we have been earnestly engaged in the vain 
struggles of this mortal life, death has often, since 
the commencement of the present session, intruded 
itself, and selected its victims, to remind us that we 
are but pilgrims and sojowmers on the earth, as our 
fathers were. i 

Armon H. Reap, our late esteemed associate and 
friend, is no more. He died at his residence in 
Montrose, Susquehanna county, Pennsylvania, sur- 
rounded by an affectionate family and sympathizing 
friends, who did all that human kindness could do 
to alleviate the sufferings of his last illness, and 
smooth his passage through the dark valley of the 
shadow of death, 


Mr. Reap was born at Shelburne, in the State of 
Vermont, on the 12th of June, 1790. He received 
his education partly in the University of Burlington, 
in his native State, and partly at Williamstown Col- 
lege, in the State of Massachusetts, and was a good 
classical scholar. In 1814, he settled in Montrose, 
yey ean where he resided to the day of his 

eath. 


My acquaintance commenced with Mr. Reap in 
1827, when he first took his seat in the legislature 
of Pennsylvania. Our friendship continued uninter- 
rupted from that time till a few weeks since, when 
he left the seat of government for his home to leave 
his remains among those who knew him best and 
loved him most. Mr. Reap was elected to the pop- 
ular branch of the Pennsylvania legislature five suc- 
cessive sessions. Although he could not be called 
the originator of our State internal improvement sys- 
tem, yet it owed much of its progress to completion 
to his energy, activity, and perseverance. In 1832, 
he was elected a member of the State Senate, and 
for four years was actively engaged in carrying out 
his early views on the subject of our improvement. 
system. In 1836, he was elected a member of the 
convention to amend the constitution of the State; 
and here, although on a new theatre, and having 
new subjects to engage his attention, the character of 
Mr. Reap for talents lost nothing by the change. 
He appeared to much advantage, when coming in 
mental collision with the talented men who were as- 
sembled together on that occasion. He showed 
himself intimately acquainted with our forms of gov- 
ernment. He was bold in announcing his views, 
and energetic in carrying them out. The various 
speeches made by him on that occasion will hand 
down his name to posterity as a civilian of the first 
order, logical in debate, and energetic inaction. A 
short time after the dissolution of the convention, 
he was elected State treasurer, in which situation 
he served one year. He was subsequently elected 
twice, as a member of Congress. Here his talents 
were not so conspicuous, nor could they be properly 
estimated, because, previous to his taking his seat, 
that fell distroyer, so flattering in its progress to the 
subject of it, yet holding out no conaoling hopes to 
the observant friends, had marked him for its victim. 
He died of consumption on the 3d inst., in the 54th 
year of his age. 

Mr. Reap wasa sincere friend, an affectionate 
husband, anda kind and tender parent. He left no 
wife to sorrow over his grave—the partner of his 
bosom having preceeded him to the tomb but a few 
short months; but he has left an amiable and inter- 
esting family, to whom the bereavement must be pe- 
culiarly poignant. Let his example urge them on 
to imitate his course; and while they lament his 
death, they lament not as those without hope. He 
| died as he had lived, “an honest man, the noblest 
work of God.” ; 

Mr. S. concluded by submitting the following 
resolutions: 


658. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


“Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi 
bility ‘the communication. from: ‘the House. of- Representa- 
tives, ‘announéing the death of the honorable Armon: H. 
Reap, representative im Congress.from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. Pe ae meee Seas 

“Resolved, That.in token of sincere and high respect for 

-the memory:of the deceased, the members and officers of 
the: Senate will wear.crape onthe left arm as mourning for 
thirty. days; andias a farther remark of respect oo 

“Resolved; that. the Senate do now. adjourn. i st 
The question was put, the resolutions were unan- 
moòusly-adopted, and = — ' 
` The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
-Mowpay, June 10,1844. 

The journal of yesterday having been read, 

i | TEXAS. 

Mr. WOODWARD, by general consent of the 
House, presented a preamble and resolutions adopt- 
ed at a meeting of citizens of the Lancaster district, 
South Carolina, in favor of the annexation of Texas: 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, presented the re- 
monstrance of Elihu Smith and 76 others, of Rens- 
slaer county, New York, against the annexation of 


Texas. - 


BANKING. 

Mr. PRATT asked leave to introduce a bill au- 
thorizing a system of banking in the District of Co- 
lumbia: objected to, and not received. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN asked leave to offer a reso- 
lution that the bill of the Senate making appropria- 
tions for the continuation of the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, be made the 
special order of the day for Wednesday next. 

Objections being made, ` 

Mr. W. J. BROWN moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. HARPER called for the yeas: and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being taken, 
resulted in yeas 82, nays 83. 

Mr. ELLIS moved that the rules be suspended for 
the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
on the Post Office bill; but after some conversation, 
withdrew the motion. 


DEATH OF THE HON. A. H. READ. 


Mr. BIDLACK rose and addressed the House as T 
follows: £ 


Mr, Sreaxen: In pursuance of the request of the delega 
tion from Pennsylvania, I have risen for the purpose of an- 
nouncing the mournful intelligence of the death of one of 
our colleagues. The Hon. Almon H. Read, late a member 
of this House, died on the 3d of the present month, at Mon- 
trose; the place of his residence, in the county of Susque- 
hanna. Mr. Rrap was 53 years of age.. He was born at 
Shelburne, in the State of Vermont; he was three’ years at 
the University at Burlington, and subsequently a student at 
‘Williamstown College, in Massachusetts. 

In the year 1814 he settled at Montrose, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, where he became a respectable member of 
the bar. In 1827, he was elected a member of the Pennsy!- 
vania legislature, and having served faithfully five years in 
the House of Representatives, he was a chosen a member 
of the Senate, where he remained four years. Before the 
expiration of his senatorial term, he was elected a senatorial 
delegate to the State convention to amend the constitution. 
In 1840, he was elected treasurer of the State, and was sub. 
sequently returned to fill a vacancy asa member of this 
body in the last Congress. In all these numerous and va- 
ried political relations, he acted well his part, and “there all 
the honor lies.” He was possessed of a strong, vigorous, 
and cultivated intellect, which enabled him to be a distin- 
guished member of all the dellberative assemblies with 
which. he was associated, so long as the health of his body 
permitted the free and full exercise of the powers of his cn- 
ergetic mind. 

He is now no more! In the circumstances attending this 
painful event, how forcibly are we reminded of the uncertain- 
ty ofall human calculations! When I first ‘had the honor of 
taking a seat upon this oor as a member, it was in com- 
pany with my friend and colleague, the immediate prede- 
cessor of Mr. Reap, whose death we now deplore. That 
gentleman (Mr. Dimock) was then in the enjoyment of. 
health and all the rainbow prospects of buoyant youth and 
brilliant expectations. At the next session we were called to 
the solemn ceremony of placing him upon the long list of 
those whom the angel of death selected for his victim from 
the Pennsylvania representatives. He served to swell the 
unexampled number that made Pennsylvania a chief mourn- 
er, and called her so repeatedly to deplore her loss. At 
the commencement of the present session, Mr. Reap, al- 
though he was ina feeble state of health, was anxious, as he 
always had been, to do all in his power for the faithful dis- 
charge of the duties that devolved uponhim. He according- 
ly repaired to this city, and for a time attended the sessions 
of this body; [t was soon apparent, however, both to him- 
self, his physicians, and his friends, that neither prudence 
nor duty would sanction any further efforts of that nature. 
Finding himself daily growing more feeble, and, as was very 
natural, desiring, under such circumstances, the soothing 


cares and attention of his own family at his own fireside, for 
the abzenceof which nothing else could compensate, he made 
nse of his little remaining strength to return to: his home. 


It is some consolation to us all to learn that he was 
permitted to arrive there, and to breathe his last wishes and 
last-hopes in the presence of those who knew him best and 
loved him most. Who does not admit tKafnothing that I can 
say, and nothing that we can do, will asstiage their grief, or 
dry their tears? Let their tears flow on; I would not stop 
them if I could; they become the woman, whilst they de- 
grade not, but elevate the man; and they alleviate the pent- 
up emotions-of the wounded spirit. If there be aught in this 
cold world that can assist the. consolations of religion to 
smooth the dying pillow, we must all look for it, and hope 
for it, in the angel-like ministrations and attentions of those 


. who are bound to us.by the ties of affection and love. 


I have said he died at home.- Is there a heart that docs 
not leap at the mention of home? -As we.are now. soon to 
part, may I not be permitted to take this occasion to wish 

you all a safe return; and whatever may befall us through 
ife, to hope that we, when called to die, may “die among 
our kindred and friends,” and be surrounded by the exhibi- 


- tions of their regard while we remain, and of their remem- 


brance when we are gone? I have been pained to hear it 
said that all the honors paid to the dead are but solemn 
mockery. Who does not feel that these tokens form a kind 
of frontier between this world and the next? between the 
living and the dead? There is around them an cloquence 
of feeling as deepand strong as the -sources of life itself. 
They point beyond the din and turmoil of this existence to 
brighter and purer scenes of action above the clouds of life's 
darkness, and out of the reach of the influence of its chilling 
blasts and merciless storms. | i 

There is, perhaps, no emotion of the human heart more 
ennobling and commendable, and, at the same time, more 
controlling, than that which constrains us to desire the love 
and esteem. of those who are associated with. us while we 
live, to be with our family and friends when we die, and to 
have an assurance that our memories shall be cherished 
with tokens of grateful recollection when we are gone. Ch! 
whe could endure to live without friends; or, having them, 
to die, in the expectation of being forgotten by them? it 
was the influence of feelings like these, under the fear of 
being to “dumb forgetfulness a prey,” that induced the ex- 
clamation, ‘Plato, thou reasonest well.” 

It was this which, even under the feeble rays of nature’s 
light, produced that “longing after the immortality” which 
was “brought to light in the gospel.” 

This sentiment should be encouraged, not for any effect 
it can have upon the departed, but for the benefit of the liy- 
ing. It is, in some measure, in expectation of the grateful 
acknowledgment of posterity, that the true philosopher and 
statesman toils amid difficulties; and to some extent, from 
the same motive, the true hero “dares to die for his coun- 
try.” It is this which has led to the erection of the pyra- 
mid, the mausoleum, and the monument, and which causes 


us to look with so much emotion upon the tumulus that- 


covers the ashes of the mighty dead. 

Aside from the hopes in which we may indulge beyond 
the grave, there is nothing but the enjoyment of this senti- 
ment, which may be termed the poetry of our existence, 
that is so much calculated to render existence desirable. It 
is the encouragement of this feeling which has sanctioned 
the custom, in pursuance of which I have made this public 
announcement of the death of our colleague, and ‘now ask 
the adoption of the following resolutions. 


He concluded by offering the usual resolutions 
of condolence and sysmpathy, agreeing to wear 
crape for thirty days, and, as a further mark of re- 
spect, the cessation of all legislation during the day. 

The House then adjourned. 

The following petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporter by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The proceedings of a public meeting, 
held in the county of Tazewell, in the State of Virginia, on 


ihe, 25th day of May, 1844; which were laid upon the 
table. 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Eight petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking an extension of the naturalization laws 
to twenty-onelyears. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 11, 1844. 

Mr. BATES presented additional documents in 
relation to the claim of David Ames; which were re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 5 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented three several pream- 
bles and resolutions adopted at public meetings of 
citizens of Beaufort Bridge, Barnwell district, citi- 
zens of Sumpter district, and of citizens of St. 
John’s Collection, in South Carolina, in favor of 
the annexation of Texas to the United States; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from Wal- 
ter S. Alexander, of Alexandria county, District of 
Columbia, praying for the passage ofa bill chang- 
ing the venue for the trial of the validity of a certain 
will: referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Subsequently, 


Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief of 
Walter S. Alexander, which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading; and, on his motion, th. bill was 
taken up, considered as in committee of the whole, 
and after a few remarks by Mr. WOODBURY 
against legislating in special cases of this character, 
and by Mr. MERRICK showing that a fair trial 
could not be had in the county of Alexandria, the 


` 


| bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
_engrossed for a thitd reading. 


ELECTION OF ELECTORS FOR PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented two memorials from 
citizens of Troy, New York, condemning the con- 
duct of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate in re- 

orting amendments to the bill of the House of 
Representatives, fixing the same day throughout the 
United States for the election of electors of President 
and Vice President ofthe United States, ard praying 
the Senate to pass the billas it came from the House, 
and thus to make its provisions applicable to the 
approaching presidential election. Ordered to lie on 
the table; the bill being now before the Senate. 


DRUMMOND. LIGHT. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from sundry 
ship owners and masters of the port of Baltimore, 
praying Congress to direct the institution of experi- 
ments with the oxyhydrogen lime light, popularly 
called the Drummond Light, with the view to its 
use in the light houses of the United States as cheap- 
er and better than oil or gas: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. . 

Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from D. M. 
Evans, of New York, praying that the pension which 
he formerly had, may be continued to him: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TAPPAN said it would be recollected, that 
some few days since, he presented a memorial from 
Zanesville, Ohio, in favor of the ratification of the 
treaty for the annexation of Texas to the United 
States. He stated, when presenting the petition, 
that he supposed the public had been imposed upon. 
as to the-fact, that if the treaty was not ratified, the 
British government would get possession of Texas 
—that it was a fraudulent imposition upon the pub- 
lic mind. He (Mr. T.) now presented three memo- 
rials from the inhabitants of the same place, remon- 
strating against the ratification of that treaty, which, 
he was understood to remark, sustained the position 
that he then assumed, that a fraud had been attempt- 
ed on the public mind. The petitions represent ' 
that a very large majority of the people there are 
opposed to the treaty: ordered to lie on the table. 

r. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, nume- 
rously signed, from citizens of. Pennsylvania, ur- 
ging, in strong terms, that the Senate ratify the trea- 
ty for the annexation of Texas to the United States; 
and, if they should not do it, that both Houses 
of Congress admit Texas as a Territory of the Uni- 
ted States: ordered to lie on the table. 


NATURALIZATION OF ALIENS, ji 

Mr. BUCHANAN also presented two memori- 
als from citizens of the Commionwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, residents of Philadelphia county and aty, 
asking that the naturalization laws beso amended. 
as to require of foreigners a residence of twenty-one 
years in the country previous to the privilege of vo- 
ting being conferred; and that such privileges should 
be granted under more solemn sanctions than are at 
present required: referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

Mr. ARCHER prescnted eleven memorials, nu- 
merously signed by citizens of the city and county 
of Philadelphia, of the same character, requiring a 
residence of twenty-one years of foreigners before 
conferring on them the privilege of voting, 

Mr. ARCHER said, before moving the reference 
of these memorials, he deemed it necessary to advert 
to some remarks made a few days ago by the honor- 
able senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnanay,] 
in which he expressed the wish that the J udiciary 
Committee would take action on the memorials upon 
this subject this session of Congress; from which 
remarks -it might be supposed by the nation that 
action would or could be had on them this session. 
It was proper (said Mr. A.) that the memorialiats 
should know that the time was too short before the 
adjournment to admit of the possibility of decided 
action by the Judiciary Committee upon their me- 
morials. He did not, therefore, concur in the opin- 
ion of the senator from Pennsylvania that that com- 
mittee should act upon so important a subject in so 
short a time; and he would take that opportunity to 
say that, when an dccasion proper should arise, if no 
ene in that body more competent to the task should 
move in the matter, he would put himself forward 


to make the motion necessary to secure the object of 
the petitioners. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Do I understand the sena- 
tor from Virginia to say that the Committee on the 


Judiciary would not act upon the memorials this 
session? 


tee, but expressed the opinion. that, from the short- 
ness of time, it would be impossible for that commit- 
tee to act this session. 7 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that he had urged 
action upon the memorials at the instance of the me- 
morialists. ‘He had received several letters urging 
him to endeavor to procure action upon the subject 
this session. : : 

Mr. ARCHER said it was not that he was ad- 
verse to: action on the memorials this session, if it 
could be had, which had induced him to make the 
remark; but he wished it to go abroad, without 
presuming to indicate it as the excuse of the com- 
mittee, that the time was too-short to decide upon a 
question of such magnitude this session. If the 
committee should find time, he presumed the subject 
would be attended to. If not, the reason should be 
known. It was not now necessary to show that 
there was no indifference on the part of the Senate 
to the subject of the memonals. ` 

Mr. BERRIEN said he had listened to the sug- 
gestions of the senator from -Pennsylvania the other 
day, on this question, of the action of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, in silence, because he thought 
it did not become him to anticipate the views or de- 
sire of acommittee of which he was.amember; but, 
at the same time, under the conviction which he 
thought actuated every individual who had heard 
the remarks of that senator in relation to action on 
a question of this magnitude this session. There 
could hardly be found, during this part of the ses- 
sion of Congress, any committee of this body to 
bestow the necessary attention upon this subject. 
Here wasa question of the greatest importance, and 
so considered ever since the foundation of the gov- 
ernment, which had recently been productive of 
great excitement, the result of which was very deep- 
ly to be deplored. In this state of agitation of the 
public mind, the memorialists had presented their 
prayer, at a very late period of the session of Con- 
gress; and the Committee on the Judiciary were 
called upon to make a report. ‘These memorialists, 
of course, desire their prayer to be granted. If the 
committee were to act now, they would either have 
to condemn the prayer, or suggest some rule of ac- 
tion. upon the subject. The Judiciary Committee 
had a variety of matter before them now, which 
engaged and occupied their attention. He had not yet 
had an opportunity of ascertaining what the opinion 
of the committee was in relation to the course 
which ought to be pursued in relation to these me- 
morials; and until that was done, he did not consid- 
er himself at liberty to say what that course would 
be. He had reason, therefore, to hope that, in con- 
sequence of the urgency that had been expressed by 
the senator from Pennsylvania, that this subject 
would gain the attention of the committee; but at 
the same time, to express the opinion that it was too 
late in the session for the agitation of so important 
a question, and too late to authorize the anticipation 
that it would receive the deliberate action of the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLEN said: I wish to make a remark or 
two on the subject of these memorials, other sena- 
tors having done so. 

{Here the Chair suggested that there was no 
question before the Benne] i 

To which Mr. ALLEN replied: There is no 
question formally before the Senate; but other sena- 
tors have proceeded informally to express their opin- 
ions as to the object of the memorialists, and the 
propriety of the Judiciary Committee reporting 
upon the subject atthe present session. I desire, 
therefore, with the permission of the Senate, to ex- 

wess, very briefly, my opinion. The senator from 
irginia, [Mr. Ancuer,] if I understood him aright, 
declared that he agreed with the memorialists; that 
the laws ought so to be altered as to require all na- 
tive-born citizens, of other countries, who come to 
reside among us, to remain disfranchised for twenty- 
one years, before they are allowed to be naturalized; 
and that, if no other senator did so, he would, at 
the next session, introduce a bill-for that purpose. 
[Here Mr. Ancuer said, “certainly,” ‘“‘certainly.”) 
Well, sir, I stand here utterly opposed to any such 
change of the laws to the prejudice of these people. 
{Here Mr. Bocuanan said, “That is right; that is 
right.”] I shall oppose it, not only on the general 
‘ground of its manifest injustice and inhumanity to- 
wards these people, but also, because nothing could 
tend more to exasperate the feelings of men, and to 
disturb that harmony which itis so desirable should 
subsist between all parts of our population. I can 
conceive of nothing more certainly calculated to ex- 


Mr. ARCHER. could not speak for that commit- 


upright men, who have quit their native land, be- 
cause of the oppression which there they suffered, 


and sought freedom under our flag, which they are- 


ever ready to defend. When sucha measure shall 
be presented, I shall resist its adoption to the utter-. 


most of my power. 


_Mr. EVANS presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, for 
an extension to twenty-one years of the period for 


naturalization: referred to the Judiciary Committee. - 


Also, presented memorials from citizens of Pros- 
pect, Camden, Bucksport, Belfast, and. Frankfort, 

aine, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
from the House erecting a new collection district on 
the Penobscot river: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. i 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from the 
Bank of the Metropolis in the-City of Washington, 
praying that provision may be made for the adjust- 
ment of their ciaim against the Post Office Depart- 
ment: referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
citizens of Ypsilanti, Michigan, against the ratifica- 
tion of the Texas treaty, and any plan for the an- 
nexation of that government to the United States, 
believing that such an act would involve this coun- 
try in a war, which would be disastrous to its com- 
merce, and would hazard the stability of the Union. 
And asimilar remonstrance from Monroe, Michi- 
gan; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ARCHER gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to carry into 
effect the treaty between the United States and Por- 
tugal and the Netherlands. 

r. McDUFFIE said it would be seen, from the 
proceedings of the other House, that the bill which 
ad passed the Senate for the recharter of the banks 
of the District of Columbia, had been finally dis- 
posed of. Looking to that fact alone, and without 
the suggestion of any human being in the District, 
he felt it to be his solemn duty, as a member exer- 
cising the power of legislation over this District, to 
use his exertions to save the people from the terri- 
ble calamity which would result from the sudden 
withdrawal of the banking privileges which they 
had been exercising. 

Perhaps there was no man in the United States 
more deeply impressed with the importance of the 
great reform which was now in progress ia the sys- 
tems of currency which prevailed in England and 
the United States—in one for centuries, and in the 
other for more than half a century. 

He was a thorough convert to the principles re- 
cently avowed by Sir Robert Peel; and he took oc- 
casion to say now, as he had said or intimated fifteen 
years ago, that it would have been a blessing to 
mankind if the invention of bank circulation had 
never been made; but they cannot close their eyes 
to the fact, that they were standing in the midst of a 
state of things which it would be desolation to de- 
stroy. No man could see the present condition of 
the United States without seeing that a paper cur- 
rency, to some extent, must be maintained for a cer- 
tain -time; and that a sudden withdrawal of that 
currency would be one of the greatest calamities 
that could be inflicted upon the community. 

What was the condition of this District? They 
have a large bank circulation, and several banks, 
with privileges extended to them by this govern- 
ment. The people of the District were especially 
committed to the charge of the genera! government. 
Congress was their guardian. What would be the 
result of a sudden withdrawal of the banking privi- 
leges which they now enjoy? It would Le utter 
prostration. It would be placing the people in an 
exhausted receiver—taking away the air they 
breathe, although it might notbe very pure. He 
trusted, therefore, that the Senate would concur 
with him in adopting a temporary measure for their 
relief—that of extending their charter one year, to 
avoid the calamity which would result from a sud- 
den withdrawal. 

He therefore gave notice that, on to-morrow, he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill to extend the 
charter of the banks of the District ore year. 


NATURALIZATION AGAIN. 


Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the city and county of Philadelphia in favor 
of extending the probation of foreigners to twenty- 
one years before naturalization. 
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i cite hostility to our institutions, in the very bosom 
|: of our country, than a measure which proposes ‘to 

exclude from the benefits and rights of citizenship, 
. hundreds of thousands of honest, industrious, and 


| 


Mr. B. said he. was; opposed-to:the prayer. of the 


memorial; and adopted the remarks. ofthe senator 


from Ohio: [Mr. Arte this morning, on` this sub- 
ject. He concurred fully-with those remarks: . ` 
Mr: TAPPAN presented a memorial adopted’ at 
a public meeting of the citizens of Bond‘ county, fl- 
linois, on the subject of the termination of the Cum- 
berland road on the Mississippi river; which. was . 
ordered to lie on the table. np, = 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, 1,000 copies were ordered to be 
printsd of the report of Professor R. Johnson, of a se- 
ries of experiments made by him, during twenty-one 
months past, under the direction of the Navy De- 
partment, to test the character and qualities. of dif- 
ferent coals of this country, and of those imported 
from Europe. . 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been committed the amend- 
ments of the House to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the House bill for the relief of the widows 
of officers and seamen who were lost on board the 
schooner Grampus, recommended that the Senate 
concur in the amendments of the House. [The 
amendments of the House strike out the 3d, 4th, 
and 6th sections of the bill, which provided for the 
cases of the Missoyri, the John Adams, and the 
Peacock.] The quéstion was then put, and the 
amendments of the House were concurred in. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for 
the relief of William P. Duval. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made adverse reports (which were ordered 
to be printed) on the following bills from the 
House, viz: 

An act for the relief of A. W. Bodley. 

An act for the relief of Uriah Loomis. 

An act for the relief of Sherman Pierce; and 

An act for the relief of Susannah Warner, widow 
of Lieut. William Read: 


‘Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendmert, and with a rec~’ 
ommendation that they do pass, House bills of the 
following titles, viz: ? 

An act for the relief of C. P Sengstack. : 

An act for the relief of Josiah Dillon, late assist- 
ant quartermaster in the army; and 

An act for the relief of Margaret Dougherty. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
S. S. Bishop, late postmaster at Tuscumbia, 
Albama, praying remuneration for losses sustained 
by him in consequence of a change of his duties; 
and from the petition of Thomas Herrick, praying 
compensation for carrying the mail. 


Mr. M., from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment and with a recommendation 
that it be indefinitely postponed, the jomt resolution 
from the House for the benefit of Saltmarsh & 
Fuller. 

Also, from the same committee, reported back the 
joint resolution from the House for the benefit of 
William Fuller, accompanied by a report concluding 
with a recommendation that the resolution be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the subject was referred, re- 
ported the following resolution; which, after a few 
remarks by Mr. HAYWOOD against it, and Mr. 
WOODBRIDGE in its favor, was adopted—viz: 


Resolved, That the report of the geological exploration of 
a part of iowa, Wisconsin, and tlineis, made uncer instrúe- 
tions of the Secretary of the ireasury of the United States, 
in the antumn of the year 1839, by David bale Owen, M.D, 
principal agent to cxplore the mineral lands of the United 
States, and communicated to the House of Kepresentatives 
by the President of the United States on or about the sth 
Gay of sunc 4, together wih the maps and illustrations 
accompanying the same, be printed lor the use of the Sen- 
ate. Provided, That, of the same report, with said maps and 
illustrations, there be printed an additional number of C0 
copies for the use of the General Land Office, and 1,060 ad- 
ditional copies for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. RIVES presented a petition from citizens of 
Nelson county, Virginia, remonstrating against any 
change in the existing tariff: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also presented a petition from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that the naturalization laws may 
be altered so as to extend the prolationary period 
to twenty-one years: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Commitee on Indian AG 
gt 


ka 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


fairs, reported back, without amendment, the House 
bill ‘for the relief of Henry S..Commager...- 7 

~ Also reported: back, with-an amendment, the bill 
from the House explanatory of the treaty made 
with the Chippewa Indians at Saginaw, the 23d of 
January, 1838. pede oe a Be 

‘Also reported back, without amendment, and 
with a récommendation that it be laid on the table, 
the House bill to prevent ‘trespass où Indian lands. 
‘The question was taken, and the bill was laid upon 
the table. ; woe va an 

‘Algo, on his. motion, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the documents relating to the claim of Har- 
man Grigg and Josiah Higgins, for payment for 
property stolen by the Osage Indians in 1813; and 
from the memorial ofthe heirs of David Brearly, 
late agent for the removal of the Cherokee Indians, 
for extra compensation for said service. 

On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of John Frazee, praying the 
payment of a balance due him for his services as 
architect and superintendent of the building of the 
New York custom house. ie 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 


reported back without amendment, and. with a re~, 


commendation that they do pass, the bills from the 
House for the relief of Marcay Olds, and for the re- 
lief of Daniel W. Church. 

Also, from the same committee, made adverse re- 
ports (which were‘ordered to be printed) on the peti- 
tion of Elizabeth Smith fora pension, and the petition 
of Anne Houston for arrears of pension. 

Also, reported back, with a recommendation that 
they be indefinitely postponed, the following Elouse 
bills, viz: 

The. bill for the relief of Franklin P. Ambler, 
Charles P. Ambler, and Elizabeth Pearce, the sur- 
viving children of Elizabeth Rowe. 

_ The act for the relief of Samuel Butler, of Vir- 
ginia.’ 

The act granting a pension to Susannah Scott, the 
widow of William Scott. 

‘The act for the relief.of Isaac Parker. 

The act for the relief of Mary B. Perry and 
others, Sto lao 

Also, reported, from the same committee, a joint 
resolution explanatory of the “act making appro- 
ptiation for the payment of revolutionary and other 
pensioners of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1845,” so that the applications 
for pensions filed in the pension office previous to 
the passage ‘of that act shall- not be subject to its 
provisions. 

` Mr. BENTON presented a petition from certain 
residents of the county of Scott, Missouri, asking a 
pre-emption right to certain tracts of land: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

_Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed, 
the bill from the House for the relief of Francis 
Sommeraner. 
© Also, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that they do pass, the House 
bills. of the following titles, viz: 

An act granting a pension to Bethia Healy, the 
widow of George Healy, deceased. 

An act for the relief of Alice Usher; and 

An act for the relief of Asa Davis. 

On motionof Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Martha Emmel and 
others, widows of revolutionary soldiers, praying to 
be allowed pensions for life. 

. Also, from the same committee, made adverse re- 
ports on the petitions of Nancy Smith, widow of 
Charles Smith, a soldier in the United States army, 
for a pension; and the petition of the widow of Na- 
than Blood, a soldier of the revolution, for a pension. 

_Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed, 
bill for the relief of Daniel Clapp’ and Betsey 

app 

Also, from the same committee, reported back, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill forthe relief of Mrry Ann 
in ‘the State of Virginia.~ 

Mr. -MOREHEAD, from the majority of the 
Cominittee on Indian Affairs, reported a joint reso- 
lution providing for the satisfaction of claims under 
the Cherokee treaty of 1835 and 1836; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. ~ 


The bill providing for- the insane hospital in the 
District. of Columbia, which had been returned from 


- the House with amendments, was referred to th 


Committee on the District of Columbia. `- a 

‘ ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. A 

On motion of Mr.. EVANS, the House bill ma- 
king appropriations for the support of the army for 
the fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June, 
1845, was taken up as in committee of the whole, 
with theamendments submitted by the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS explained that these amendments 
had been rendered necessary in consequence of the 
Senate having laid on the table,- indefinitely, the 
House bill, generally called the army retrenchment 
bill. The present bill was made to conform to the 
retrenchments. then expected; but the retrenchment 
bill having failed, it became necessary to restore the 
estimates of the War Department; which was what 
the Committee on Finance proposed in the amend- 
ments now submitted. . 

‘The amendmedts were read and adopted as fol- 
lows:: k 

To change the appropriation “for the pay of the 


` army” from $1,273,279 69 to $1,317,442. 


To insert for commutation of officers’ subsistence, 
$464,372; for commutation of officers’ horses, 
$107,315; for payments in lieu of clothing for dis- 
charged soldiers and officers’. servants, $58,890; for 
surveys in reference to the military defences of the 
frontiers, inland and atlantic, $10,000; for military 
and geographical surveys west of the Mississippi, 
$20,000; for continuing the surveys of the northern 
and northwestern lakes, $20,000; for amount of for- 
tifications, $100,000; to change the appropriation for 
current expenses of the ordnance service, from 
$80,000 to $95,000; to strike out the proviso pro- 
hibiting any part of the appropriation for Spring- 
field armory being applied to rebuilding the quarters 
of the commanding ‘officer; and to add an appro- 

riation of $28,857 71 for settling the accounts of 

ajor Charles Thomas and Captain Edward B. 
Alexander, due on account of the erection of a fort 
on the Arkansas fronticr, which has been carried to 


` the surplus fund. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill by. in- 
sertingan appropriation of $35,000 for the comple- 
tion of the United States arsenal at Fayetteville, 
North Carolina, as originally designed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN explained that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs had had this subject un- 
der consideration, and, on consultation with the 
War Department, had ascertained that this appro- 
priation was neither necessary nor desired by that 
department. 

r. HAYWOOD contended that, by the original 
act of Congress, this arsenal was tobe one of con- 
struction as well asdeposite. The jurisdiction of 
the State had been obtained on this condition. He 
denied the authority of the department, or any of 
its officers, to revoke or annul an act of Congress; 
and enforced the justice of the proposed appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN sustained the views of the 
department, by referring to the fact that even now 
there was not work enough for keeping the other 
arsenels of the government in full operation; and 
that this, at Fayetteville, North Carolina, was quite 
sufficient in its present condition for all the wants of 
the government in reference to it. 

Mr. HAYWOOD called for the yeas and nays 
on his amendment; and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
li, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, 
Breese, Fulton, Haywood, Huger, Mangum, Sevier, and 
Walker—11. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, Berri- 
en, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hanne- 
gan, Henderson, Huntington, Lewis, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Porter, Sturgeon, Upham, White, and Wood- 
bridge—23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, an amend- 
ment was adopted, adding an appropriation of 
$2,000 for continuing the meteorologica} observa- 
tions at the military posts of the United States. 

The bill, as amended, was then reported to the 
Senate, and the amendments were concurred in. . 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved to amend the bill by 
adding an appropriation of $15,000 for repairs of 
the United States barracks at Newport, Kentucky, 
(opposite Cincinnati,) and for the purchase of an 
additional lot of two acres adjoining. Mr. M. ex- 
plained the necessity for this appropriation. 

Mr. JARNAGIN inquired what quantity of 


+ 


land already belonged to the barracks, and why the 
lot to-be purchased was rated so high as $5,000. 

Mr. MOREHEAD believed the lot already be- 
longing to the barracks did not exceed two acres; 
and the price estimated for the additional lot was 
not unreasonable. in Newport, where, in conse- 
quence of contiguity to Cincinnati, lots rated much 
higher than in towns in general of the same size. 

_ After some further inquiries and observations, in 
which Messrs. WOODBRIDGE, MOREHEAD, 
WOODBURY, and JARNIGAN took part, the 
amendment was adopted. — x 

` The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and, subsequently, the 
bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion. of Mr. EVANS, the House bill ma- 
king appropriations for the Post Office Department 
for the Facal year ending 30th June, 1845, was ta- 
ken up as in committee of the whole, considered, re- 
ported back without amendments, read a third time, 
and passed. 

r. BUCHANAN offered a resolution, which, 
at his request, was considered and adopted, as fol- 
lows: . ` i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to purchase the banking-house of the late Bank of the Uni- 
ted States in the city of Philadelphia, fora custom-house. 


Mr. BENTON inquired of. the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, if there were any more appro- 
priation bills to be acted upon to-day. 

Mr. EVANS replied, that there were not; but 
there was a joint resolution authorizing the transfer 
of clerks from one of the departments to another, 
which he would wish to be taken up and disposed 
of. 

The joint resolution was accordingly taken up, 
considered, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill for the relief 
of the Stockbridge Indians was taken up, consider- 
ed, amended as proposed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and: ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, who reported back, 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
the bill providing for the support of lunatics for one 
year, with the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, striking out the Senate amendments, and 
substituting provisions for the support of said luna- 
tics at the asylum of Baltimore, the House amend- 
ments. were concurred in. The committee also re- 
commended an additional amendment to the House 
amendments, giving the use of the lunatic asylum 
of the District for one year to the medical depart. 
ment of Columbian college, on condition of giving 
security to the Commissioner of Public Buildings for, 
keeping the premises in proper repair; which was 
adopted. 

TEXAS ANNEXATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Texas annexa- 
tion bill was read a second time. f 

Mr. B. stated his object in asking for the second 
reading of the bill, which was to amend the clause,’ 
by making a line certain which was now uncertain. 
The bill, as it stood, proposed to divide the annexed 
country equally between slaveholding and nonslave- 
holding States, but did not fix the line. That was 
impracticable when the bill was brought in, be- 
cause the content of the country, by divisions, had 
not then been calculated. This had since been 
done; and an important line may now be fixed, and 
future trouble saved. The map prepared for the 
Senate, in the bureau of topographical engineers, 
by Lieutenant Emory, and the most correct one yet 
constructed of the countries to which it relates, has 
been calculated by divisions, so as to designate the 
lines wanted with all desirable precision. He (Mr. 
B.) had assumed that Texas, with her natural 
limits, the Nueces desert and the mountains, would 
present territory for four States of the largest class, 
and that it would naturally divide into- two equal 
parts for the cultivation which was profitable, 
or unprofitable, for slave labor; and that, con- 
sequently, two slaveholding and two nonslave- 
holding States, should be formed upon ite This] 
in the bill as it now stands, was proposed to 
be done by future legislation, and the line between 
the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States then to 
be fixed; but it was gocd to fix things at once—to 
leave nothing that could be avoided, in an act so 
fundamental, to future arrangement. He, therefore, 
proposed to fix the line in the basis which refers to 
it; and nothing could be desired more equal, just, 
and. natural, than the line presented on the map. 
In the resolution adopted by the Senate, showing 
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the content of the different divisions of the territory, 
the longitude of 100 degrees west from Greenwich 
was a leading division. In the country between- the 
two rivers, Arkansas and Red river, made a west- 
ern boundary of the United States by the treaty of 
1819, this longitude is made dividing line through 
four degrees of latitude: its prolongation south would 
leave all the country out to the Neuces; and to the 
desert west of it, ‘on the east of it. This would 
include all the present population of Texas; 
and all the country fitted for slave labor. It was 
evidently the proper ‘line of division between the 
slave and non-slaveholding States: it conform- 
ed exactly to the kind of productions, - and 
the pursuits of business, adapted to each. 
The only question was to see how it suited 
in quantities; and in this the calculations bring out 
precisely what was desired. ‘The quantities may 

e assumed to be equal; for the apparent difference 
between them is too insignificant to be counted in so 
large a superfices, and where sinuosities could only 
be counted as straight lines. The division east of 
the 100 degrees is 135,670 square miles; the division 
west of it is 129,800. ` This is equal enough, and 
large enough. It is exactly sufficient for two States 
in each division, of the extent of Missouri and Hli- 
nois, each of which exceeds’ 60,000 square miles. 
This longitude, then, divides the whole Territory 
precisely right in point of quantities: it is equally 
fortunate in point of localities and climate. The 
east division, forming almost a square between the 
Red river and the Gulf of Mexico, is the cham- 
paign part of the country, in which a southern 
clime performs its natural office of giving a warm 
country, and the productions which require a pre- 
dominance of heat: the west division extends to the 
mountains, stretches out north to 42 degrees, and 
goes into the grain-growing, grazing, provision- 
raising, and, it may be added, the vine re- 
gion, (on account of its dryness,) in which 
cold predominates; and where northern products 
find their appropriate clime. Latitude here yields to 
altitude; and the climate of Pennsylvania is found as 
far south as the latitude of Natchez. This makes 
all right: and I now ask to amend the fifth clause in 
the bill, so as to make the 100th degree of longitude 
west from Greenwich the dividing line between the 
slave and non-slaveholding States, in the event of 
the annexation of Texas. In thus proposing to in- 
sert a fixed line, on the faith of Lieutenant Emory’s 
map, made in the Bureau of Topographical Engi- 
neers, at the request of the Senate, it implied, as 
Mr. B. said, a full belief in the correctness of the 
map; and such was the fact. He relied implicitly 
upon it as more correct in its outline, and general 
features, than any map yet published, because it 
had the advantage of all the late and important geo- 
graphical determinations in that quarter; particularly 
those of Lieutenant Fremont. In all these particu- 
lars of outline, and general features, it was more cor- 
rect than any other map; and that was the main point 
in the present design. In other particulars it was 
equal to the best of all other maps; and he hoped to 
see it engraved and published, not. merely for the 
elucidation of the Texas question, but as a respecta- 
ble contribution to geographical science. 

Mr. B. then moved that the fifth basis proposed 
in this bill be amended to read thus: 

“V. The existepce of slavery to be forever prohibited in 
thal part of the annexed territory which lies west of the 
one hundreth degree of longitude west from Greenwich.” 

The amendment was unanimously agreed to, and 
the bill amended accordingly. : 

Mr. B. then said the bill might take its place on 
the calendar. i 

Mr. SEVIER offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That one thousand copies of the map of Texas, 
prepared by the topographical corps, be engraved under 
direction of the chief of that corps, for the use of the Senate, 
provided it can be done for the sum of $400. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, if he understood the 
senator from Missouri—for he had not himself ex- 
amined much into the matter—there are already 
maps of Texas as correct at that map. He would 
like to know the probable cost of these new maps. _ 

Mr. SEVIER observed that this resolution limi- 
ted the cost to $400. ; : 

Mr. PEARCE held in his hand a communica- 
tion from Mr. Stone, the engraver, offering to pre- 
pare a stone for lithographing this map, which 
would present it on a large scale, atan expense not 
exceeding $400; the maps to be delivered in two 
months, 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the map prepared 
by the topographical corps had been compiled with 


of the day: 


the advantage of the examination of all the recent 

explorations of the region, and all the great 

and important points had ‘been accurately de- 

fined by astronomical observations as well as the 

outlines; so that there could beso doubt about its 

being the very best map ever made of that country. 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. EVANS hoped the Senate would now pro- ` 


ceed to the orders of the day. 
ANNEXATION AGAIN. 
The following joint resolution, moved by Mr. 
McDurris in executive session, on the 23d of May, . 
having become a part. of the public record of the 
Senate, came up now as the first thing on the orders 


Resolved, That the compact of annexation made between 
the executive government of the United States and that of 
Texas, and submitted to the Senate for confirmation by the 
President of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, 
ratified as the fundamental law of union between the United 
States and Texas, as soon as the supreme executive and le- 
gislative power of Texas shall ratify and confirm the said 
compact of annexation. 


Mr. EVANS hopéd it would be laid on the table. 
© Mr. WOODBRIDGE thought that, for the pres- 
ent session, all that was desirable had been done by 
Congress on this subject. He regretted that he had 
not risen when the bill was up a few minutes back in 
relation to it, and made the same motion he intended 
to make with regard to the present resolution. 
He was not insensible to the importance of the 
bill introduced by the senator from Missouri, 
nor to the resolution now in question; but it 
was his conviction that the Senate had done 
all that could be expected this session, and that it 
would be best now to give time for the public judg- 
ment to act upon it. At this late period of the session, 
within a few days of adjourning, he thought the 
sooner the matter was definitively disposed of the 
better. He, therefore, moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that the senator from 
South Carolina being absent from his seat, it would 
be best to pass the resolution over informally till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the question might as 
well be disposed of at once. It was also his inten- 
tion to make the same motion whenever the bill for 
the annexation of Texas came up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN called forthe yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on laymg the reso- 
lution on the table, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 27, nays 19—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, - 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Tall- 
madge, White, Woodbridge, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, 
Hoy wood, Huger, Lewis, Niles, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, and Woodbury—19. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITE hoped, when the general orders 
were taken up, the Senate bills would be disposed 
of first. 

Mr. EVANS hoped the calendar would be gone 
through regularly. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 

The first billon the general orders called, was the 
Senate bill providing for the remission of duties on 
railroad iron, the consideration of which was re- 
sumed as in committee of the whole, the amend- 
ments submitted by the Finance Committee being 
pending. 

Mr. MILLER, who was entitled to the floor, 
spoke for an hour in opposition. to the bill. He ex- 
pected that all interference with the present tariff 
had been effectually set at rest—at least for this ses- 
sion. He then proceeded to answer the arguments 
of the senator from Maine; and afterwards gave a 
general history of the favoritism manifested by Con- 
gress in relation to railroad companies from 1830 to 
the present time. In conclusion, he moved to lay 
the bill on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays on 
this motion, and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
18, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
aard, Buchanan, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Fairfield, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Sturgeon, Walker, 
White, and Woodbury—I8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Berrien, Choate, Evans, Foster, 
Fulton, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Tallmadge, 
Upham, Woodbridge, and Wright—21. 


So the Senate refused to lay the:bill on the. table. 

The amendments reported by Mr. EVANS were 
then adopted. * it 

Qn motion of Mr. WHITE, an amendment was 
also adopted extending the benefits of the- act to 
cases in which judgments have been obtained for 
duties on railroad iron. . 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, some verbal amend- 
ments were adopted. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON submitted an amendment in 
relation to the remission of duty on railroad iron be~ 
longing to the Western Railroad company, lost’ in 
the Mississippi river; but : 

Mr. EVANS observed that there was a separate 
bill providing for special cases of that kind; and 

Ar. WALKER requested his colleague would 
not engraft this special case on a bill which he should 
be compelled to vote against; whereupon, 

Mr. HEN DERSON withdrew his amendment. 

There being no other amendments offered, 

Mr. BUCHANAN expressed his decided disap- 
probation of the bill, and stated his reasons. He 
confessed that, considering the quarter from which 
the bill came, and the provisions it contained, he 
was greatly astonished. After great trouble, delay, 
and difficulty, the tariff of 1842 was passed; and 
those gentlemen most active in passing it having got 
the peculiar interests of their own portions of the 
Union secured, turned round and attempted to with- 
draw the only protection granted to Pennsylvania 
interests—that on the manufacture of iron. r. B. 

ointed out all these attempts ever since Mr. Clay’s | 

ill was introduced in 1841, and went at large into 
the history of the favoritism of Congress towards 
railroad companies from the year 1830 to the pres- 
ent day, by which $6,000,000 had been remitted to 
them that ought to have gone into the treasury. 

Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that when Greek 
meets Greek, then comes the tug of war. The 
friends of protection were finding out how their sys- 
tem worked. He congratulated honorable senators 
who now arrayed themselves against.corporations 
ano monopolies, on their conversion to the true 
aith. 

The honorable senator from Pennsylvania had ex~ 
claimed, he believed six or seven times, that 6 millions 
of revenue were taken out of the public treasury and 
conferred upon the incorporated companies engaged 
in making these railroads. Would the honorable 
senator be so good as to look to the other side of the 
question? Wiat did he say? What did he propose? 

hat did he argue? To raise revenue from import- 
ed railroad iron? Now, what would be the result of 
a consummation of his wish? The result would be 
that this very railroad iron, instead of furnishing the 
government any revenue at all, would be made by 
the manufacturers of the United Statez, and sold for 
$25 or $30 a ton higher than it could be imported. 
The question, then, was simply this: shall you 
take from the pockets of those engaged in the con- 
struction of railroads for the berefit of the public, 
six millions of dollars, and put it in the pockets of 
the iron manufacturers of Pennsylvania or of any 
other State? There was one corporation alone with- 
in the limits of Maryland which would take the 
greater portion of it. The senator wished those man- 
ufacturers of iron to have the whole benefit of 1t. 
How, then, was he to get revenue from imported 
iron? By giving to the manufacturer the market! 
This was the whole tendency of his argument—to 
protect the domestic manufacturer, and give him the 
market; or the result would be, that the money 
which the honorable senator said was taken from 
the public treasury would simply be transferred 
from the constructors of railroads to the iron mas- 
ter. 

But this was not the question. He understood 
the honorable senator from Maine to say that he 
had distinctly ascertained that there was not at this 
moment any railroad iron at all made in the United 
States, and that none would be made, unless a con- 
tract should be previously made between the iron- 
masters and railroad companies, by which the iron- 
master should receive fifty or sixty dollars a ton for 
railroad iron. It appeared to him (Mr. McD.) that 
this was literally a case of the dog in the manger. 
The manufacturers of the United States did not 
make railroad iron—they had not made it—they 
would not make it, unless they could make it at 
double as much as they could import it for; nor 
would they allow it to be imported. 

But there was a view of this subject which 
was decisive with him, and which it was his 
object in rising to state. These railroads were 
infinitely more beneficial to the public than they 


= 


. How. it might be in eer- 
tain pi 18 of orth, he did not. know; but, 
within the whole range of his observation, he ven-- 
tured to-say: that there was no class of domestic in- 
dustry less profitable than. the business of those’en- 

aged in the construction of railroads; and yet, he 
would venture to say, there was no operation of. in- 
dustry. more beneficial. to. the public. ‘The public 
received much the’ greater benefit. j 

: The honorable senator “from Pennsylvania seem- 
ed 
tain, favors had ‘been granted to railroads, that these 
favors should be extended any further. . If the hon- 
orable senator had. reflected a moment, he would 
have. seen that‘ it was the very best reason why, 
after’ granting. certain favors to’ certain companies, 
you should grant. them ‘to others. ‘If these favors 
had been’ extended to certain incorporated railroad 
companies ; if these companies. had realized a-ben- 
efit from ‘them, he thought that upon the same prin- 
ciple justice required that a smilar benefit should be 
éxtended ‘to others. |. : E 


“were.to the 


“He did ‘not intend to go. into. an argument upon 


this subject; butaimply to show that certain railroad 
companies should be made an exception to the gen- 
eral rule. | , eee 

_ Mr. DAYTON, at considerable length, opposed 
th `> He had: hoped all interference with 
the. pregént present tariff had been sèt at rest. But 
Appeared now, that measure liad not only to stand 
up against ‘the assaults. of its adversaries, but to 
suffer under those of its friends. 

Mr. SIMMONS thought there was a middle 
course that ought’ to satisfy both parties—the rail- 
road companies and the iron masters; it was to give 
the . benefits of this bill to the railroad companies, 
only till the iron manufacturers have time to enter 
into the business of making rails,.and supplying 
them ata fair price. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, as the yeas and 
nays would doubtless be called on the passage 
of this bill, he wished to state enough to 
show ‘the reasons for his opposition to the 
measure. Though he should give to the sen- 
ators, from New Jersey. his vote, he should 
hot give to them his principles. He still differed 
with them on the arit He was averse to these re- 
missions of duties to railroad corporations as long 
ago as 1839, when he made a report to the House of 

epreséntatives, showing that something like three 
and a half millions ofmoney had at that time been 
virtually given to them by the general government. 
He then viewed it as a free subscription, or donation 
to, those establishments. This was not justifiable 
on the ground merely that they were useful to the 
community. Other corporations were also useful; 
but that was no sufficient reason for large and par- 
tial favors to all of them. Again: it was urged that, 
by cheapening transportation of passengers and mer- 
chandise, as it doubtless. was by these roads, and the 
cheaper making of them, allthe community were 
gainers. Such, however, was the case with ships 
and steamboats on our rivers, Jakes, sounds, and 
oceans, which, their iron being frec, would carry 
and bring both persons and things much lower for 
the whole country. 

So far as regards the government, these railroads 
generally, whose iron has been admitted free, charge 
higher for carrying the mail than other persons; 
and they are usually “close corporations,” or a per- 
fect monopoly against the rest of the community, 
not allowing them, even for reasonable tolls, and 
under safe regulations, to put on them cars for éither 
passengers or merchandise. Nor are these roads 
a species of domestic manufactures, any more than 
are ships, or ploughs, and wagons. 

But, besides the weakness of the arguments I 
have answered, I entertain the following specified 
objections: | 

First. The measure is a bad one in a fiscal point 
of view.. It has not only taken millions from the 
treasury when most wanted, but contemplates taking 
more from it while we are deeply in debt. Yet, 
Surprising as it may seem, one of the most plausi- 
ble arguments pressed in favor of our giving away 
more to them, 1s because we have already given so 
much. TI confess that some States and companies 
appear to have ventured on new works, under an 
expectation that they might be treated as liberally 
as their predecessors. But this argument as to 
gifts, unfortunately, would lasi forever, and long 
after aaa Š r i n 
eae of the Original reasons for the gifts had 

te ` 
E ae a mesture is bad on any sound political 
p pies, because it renders the tariff an unequal 


E] 
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ik it something. extraordinary, because cer- - 


tax, falling-in this respect heavily on the tools of 
agricultue, and_on commerce, and the poor, -but ex- 
empting. the rich; burdening the anvil; and chain, 
and kettle, but relieving the iron-rail which belongs 
to incorporated wealth. . It is: not that corporations 
and individuals do not. possess the right to be.rich, 
and to use their riches for gain, as they do in the 
East in the case of many profitable railroads, But 


-it is that they have no claim to exclusive favors or 


‘privileges in the use of their fortunes over the hum- 
ler mechanic and farmer. ; 

Lastly, without more details, the measure is bad, 
“because it adopts the doctrine of absolute free trade 
in respect-to- railroad iron, and no other. He was 
against this; as such a course not only violates 
the duty to make the tariff tax equal and uniform, 
but makes a discrimination of freedom from duty; 
which is as wrong for one class: of interests 
as it would be in other cases to make a discrimina- 
nation of bounties or protective imposts in favor of 
one class of interests, and against all others. . 

Either course is contrary to the first elements of 
justice and political economy: He went for mod- 
erate and proportionate taxes on imports, as well as 
Other property, and on all iron alike. 

In relieving the Senate from further remarks, he 
begged permission to caution the members against 
the zeal and importunity of self-interest in all cases 
like this. They mingle up irsensibly in the minds 
of many honest men, and they almost persuade their 
authors, as well as others, that public considera- 
tions alone influence them, when gain—what they 
regard as fair gain—is the chief motive; and interest, 
rightfully, if you please, in a private view, is at the 
bottom. But such interest is not entitled to any 
special public indulgence or public bounties. 

As an illustration’ how the pecuniary feeling. of 
corporations sometimes urge them most pertina- 
ciously to obtain monopolies, by exclusive privi- 
leges. Mr. W. said he would read an extract, which 
happened to be before him, froma venerable annalist, 
that very strongly exhibited the workings of self- 
interest two centuries ago, in a case not very unlike 
in principle to this. In the first volume of Thomas 
Burton’s Parliamentary Diary, page 308, in A. D. 
1656, he quietly says: 

“In the Duchy chamber sat the Committee of Trade, 
where was debated the great question, adjourned till this 
day, upon the petition of the free merchants against the 
merchant adventurers; wherein was set forth what a great 
prejudice it was to the commonwealth, that the trade of 
the woolen manufactures should be -engrossed into the 


hands of one company; it being the. only staple trade of 
England, and ought to be improved to the best advan- 
age. 

“There were strong arguments brought on the account 
of the free merchants, to prove that afree trade was most 
for the good of this nation. 

“Sir Christopher Pack, who is master of the Merchant 
Adventurers company, turned inthe debate like a horse, 
and answered every man. I believe he spoke at least thir- 
ty times. 
` “Mr. Lloyd helped him as much as could be; but both rea- 
son and equity, and the sense of the committee, being 
against them, they were forced at last to give up the cud- 
gels, but with much ado. Sir Christopher Pack did cleave 
like a clegg, and was very angry he could not be heard ad 
infinitum, though the committee Were forced at last to come 


to a compact with him, that he should speak no more after 
that time.” 


The bill was then reported back to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment— 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted, yeas 16, nays 30, 
as follows: ` 

YEAS-—-Nessrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Colquitt, Evans , 
Fulton, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Porter, Rives, 
Sevier, ‘Tallmadge, Woodbridge, and Wright-—i6. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, 
Bates, Bayard, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Fairtield, Francis, Hannegan, Hay- 
wood, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, Walker, 
White, and Woodbury—30. 

So the Senate refused to order the bill to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. McDUFFIE obsorved that as some free- 
trade gentlemen had voted against this bill who 
were in favor of a reduction of duties, he hoped 
some Senator who had voted in the negative would 
move a reconsideration of the vote just taken, with a 
view of proposing an amendment to the bill, reduc- 
ing the duties on railroad iron to 20 per cent. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that he had voted 
from hostility to the principle contained in the bill, 
and not because he approved of the present duties: 
he therefore, at the suggestion of the Senator from 

South Carolina, moved a reconsideration. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, (before the 


question was put on Mr. Woopsury’s motion to re- 
consider the vote last taken,) the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business; and after 
some time spent thereon, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, June 11, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer a resolution 
inrelation to the salaries of the messengers of the 
House. - _ ` 

It was objected to. 

“Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that. the House resolve itselfinto 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but again withdrew the motion temporarily, to al- 
low Mr. Apams to present certain memorials. 

Mr. ADAMS then asked leave to present two 
memorials on the subject of the naturalizations laws, 
remonstrating against the laws on that subject. 

Mr. MORRIS said he had some memorials of a 


` similar character, which he desired an opportunity 


to present. f 
r. WELLER objected to the reception of the 
memorials. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to present the memorials referred to, 
and demanded. the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. ` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, when his name was called, 
inquired whether these memorials might not have 
been presented under a rule of the House permit- 
ting petitions and memorials to be laid upon the 
Clerk’s table, without a formal motion for a sus- 
‘pension of the rules, r 

The SPEAKER replied that they might have 
been so referred. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE then voted, No. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted thus— 
yeas 35, nays 94. 

The rules were not suspended. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON renewed his motion for a sus- 

ension of the rules, that the House might resolve 
itself itself into Committee of the ole on the 
state of the Union. i 

The committee on enrolled bills reported several 
bills, which were then signed by the Speaker. — 

Mr. C. JOHNSON again withdrew his- motion 
temporarily, to permit the executive communica- 
tions on the Speaker’s table to be read. , 

The following communication from the President 
ot the United States was read: i 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

The treaty negotiated by the executive with the re- 
public of Texas, without a departure from any form 
of proceeding customarily observed in the negotia- 
tion of treaties, for the annexation of that republic 
to the United States, having been. rejected by the 
Senate, and the subject having excited on the part 
of the people no ordinary degree of interest, I feel it 
to'be my duty to communicate, for your consider- 
tion, the rejected treaty, together with all the cor- 
respondence and documents which have heretofore 
been submitted to the Senate in its executive ses- 
sions. The papers communicated embrace not only 
the series already made public by orders of the Sen- 
ate, but others from which the veil of secrecy has 
not been removed by that bo?y, but which I deem 
to be essential to a just appreciation of the entire 

uestion. While the treaty was pehding before the 

enate, I did not consider it compatible with the 
just rights of that body, or consistent with the re- 
spect entertained for it, to bring this important sub- 
ject before you. The power of Congress is, how- 
ever, fully competent, in some other form of proceed- 
ing, to accomplish every thing that a formal ratifica- 
tion of the treaty could have accomplished; and I 
therefore feel that I should but imperfectly discharge 
my duty. to yourselves or the country, if I failed to 
lay before you every thing in the possession of the 
executive which would enable you to act with full 
light on the subject, if you should deem it proper to 
take any action upon it. i 

I regard the question involved in these proceed- 
ings as one of vast magnitude, and as addressing 
itself to interests of an elevated and enduring 
character. A republic coterminous interritory with 
our own—of immense resources, which require on- 
ly to be brought under the influence of our. confed~ 
crate and free system in order to be fully devel- 
oped—promising, at-no distant day, through the 
fertility of its soil, nearly if not entirely to dupli- 
cate the exports of the,country, thereby making an 
addition to the carrying trade to an amount almost 
incalculable, and giving a new impulse of immense 


importance to the commercial, manufacturing, agri- 
cultural, and shipping interests of the Union, and 


at the same time affording protection to an exposed ` 


frontier, and placing the whole country ina condi- 
tion of security and repose—a territory settled 
mostly by emigrants from the United States, who 
will bring back with them, in the act of reciproca- 
.tion, an unconquerable love of freedom, and an ar- 
dent attachment to our free institutions. Such aques- 
tion could not fail to interest most deeply in its suc- 
cess those who, under the constitution, have become 
responsibile for the faithful administration of public 
affairs. Ihave regarded it as not a little fortunate 
that the question involved was no way sectional or 
Jocal, but addressed itself to the interests of every 
part of the country, and made its appeal to the 
glory of the American name. ane 

It is due to the occasion to say that I have careful- 
ly reconsidered the objections which have been 
urged to immediate action upon the subject without 
in any degree having been struck with their force. 
It has been objected that the measure. of annexa- 
tion should be preceded by the consent of Mexico. 
To preserve the most friendly relations with-Mex- 
ico; to concede to her not grudgingly but freely all 
her rights; to negotiate fairly and frankly with her 

as to the question of boundary; to render her, in a 
word, the fullest and most ample recompense for 
any loss she might convince us she had sustained, — 
fully accords with the feelings and views the execu- 
tive has always entertained. ; 

But negotiations in advance of annexation would 
prove not. only abortive, but might be regarded as 

„offensive to Mexico, and insulting to Texas. Mex- 
ico would not, Iam persuaded, give ear for a mo- 

-ment to an attempt at negotiation in advance, except 
for the whole territory of Texas. While all the 
world besides regards Texas as an independent 
power, Mexico chooses to look upon her as a re- 
volted province. Nor could we -negotiate with 
Mexico for Texas, without admitting that our recog- 

„nition of her independence was fraudulent, delusive, 
or void. It is only after acquiring Texas, that the 

; queson of boundary ¢an arise between the United 

tates and Mexico, a question purposely left open 
for negotiation with Mexico, as affording the best 
opportunity for the most friendly and pacific ar- 
rangements. The executive has dwelt with Texas 
as a power independent of all others, both de facto 
and de jure. She was an independent State of the 
confederation of Mexican republics. When, by 
violent revolution, Mexico declared the confedera- 
tion at an end, Texas owed her no longer allegiance, 
but claimed, and has maintained the right for eight 
years to a separate and distinct position. During 

‘that period, no army has invaded her with a view 
to her reconquest; and if she has not yet established 
her right to be treated as a nation independent de 
facto and de jure, it would be difficult to say at what 
period she will attain to that condition. 

Nor can we, by any fair or any legitimate in- 
ference, be accused of violating any treaty stipula- 
tions with Mexico. “The treaties with Mexico give 
no guaranty of any sort, and are co-existent with a 
similar treaty with ‘Texas. So have we treaties with 

‘most of the nations of the earth which are cqually 
as much violated by the annexation of Texas to the 
Bnited States, as would be our treaty with Mexico. 
The treaty is merely commercial, and intended as 
the instrument for more accurately defining the 
rights and securing the interests of the citizens of 
each country. What bad faith can be implied or 
charged upon the government of the United States 
for successfully negotiating with an independent 

. power upon any subject not violating the stipula- 
tions of such treaty, l confess my inability to dis- 
cern. 

The objections which have been taken to the en- 
largement of our territory were urged with much 
zeal against the acquisition of Louisiana; and yet the 
futility of such has long since been fully demon- 
strated. Since that period a new power has been 
introduced into the affairs of the world, which has, 
for all practical purposes, brought Texas much near- 

„er to the seat of government than Louisiana was at 
‘the time of its annexation. Distant regions are, by 
the application of the steam engine, brought within 
a close proximity. ; ; . 

With the views which I entertain on the subject, 
I should prove faithless to the high trust which the 
constitution has devolved upon me, if I neglected to 
invite the attention of the representatives of the peo- 
ple to it, at the earliest moment that a due respect 
for the Senate would allow me so to do. I should 
find, in the urgency of the matter, a sufficient apolo- 
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- gy, if one was wanting, since annexation is to en- 


counter a great, if not certain, hazard of final defeat, 
if something be not now done to prevent ite Upon 
this point, I cannot too impresivay invite your at- 
tention to my message of the 16th May, and to the 
documents which accompany it, which have not 
heretofore been made public.” If it be objected that 
the names of the writers of some of the private let- 
ters are withheld, all that I can say is, that it is done 


for reasons regarded as altogether adequate, and that 
‘the writers are persons of the first respectability and 
citizens of Texas, and have such means of obtain- 


ing information as te entitle their sentiments to full 
credit. Nor has anything occurred to weaken, but, 
on the contrary, much to confirm, my confidence in 
the statements of General Jackson, and my own 
statement made at the close of that message, in the 
belief, amounting almost to certainty, “that instruc- 
tions have already’been given by the Texian gov- 
ernment, to propose to the government of Great 
Britain, forthwith, on the failure, (of the treaty,) to 
enter into a treaty of commerce, and an alliance, of- 
fensive and defensive.” 

I also particularly invite your attention to the 
letter from Mr. Everett, our envoy at London, con- 
taining an account of a conversation in the House 
of Lords, which lately occurred between Lord 
Brougham and Lord Aberdeen, in relation to the 

uestion of annexation. Nor can I do so without 
the expression of some surprise at the language the 
minister of foreign affairs employed upon the occa- 
sion. Thatakingdom which is made what it now 
is, by repeated acts of annexation, beginning from 
the time of the Heptarchy, and concluding with the 
anhexation of the kingdoms of Ireland and Scot- 
land, should perceive any principle either novel or 
serious in the late proceedings of the American ex- 
executive in regard to Texas, is well calculated to 
excite surprise. If it be pretended that, because of 
commercial and political relations which may exist 
between two countries, neither has a right to part 
with its sovereignty, and that no third power can 
change those relations by a voluntary treaty of union 
or annexation, then it would seem to follow that an 
annexation to be achieved by force of arms in the 
prosecution of a just and necessary war, could in no 
way be justified; and yet itis to be presumed that 
Great Britain would be the last nation in the world 
to maintain any such doctrine. The commercial 
and political. relations of many of the countries of 
Europe have undergone repeated changes by volun- 
tary treaties, by conquest, and by partitions of their 
territories, without any question as to the right, 
under the public law. The question, in this 
view of it, can be considered as neither serious or 
novel. 

I will not permit myself to believe that the British 
minister designed to bring himself to` any such con- 
clusion; but it is impossible for us to be blind to the 
fact, that the statements contained in Mr. Everett’s 
despatch are well worthy of serious consideration. 
The government and people of the United States 
have never evinced, nor do. they feel, any desire to 
interfere in public questions not affecting the rela- 
tions existing between the States of the American 
continent. 

We leave the European powers exclusive control 
over matters affecting their continent and the rela- 
tions of their different States. 

The United States claim a similar exemption trom 
any such interference on their part. ‘I'he treaty 
with Texas was negotiated from considerations of 
a high public policy influencing the conduct of the 
two republics. We have treated with Texas as an 
independent power, solely with a view of bettering 
the condition of the two countries. If annexation 
in any form occur, it will arise from the free and un- 
fettered action of the people of the two countries; 
and it seems altogether becoming in me to say that 
the honor of the country, the dignity of the Ameri- 
can name, and the permanent interests of the United 
States, would forbid acquiescence in any such. inter- 
ference. No one can more highly appreciate the value 
of peace to both Great Britain and the United States, 
and the capacity of cach to do injury to the other, 
than mysclf; but peace can best be preserved by 
maintaining firmly the rights which belong to us as 
an independent community. 

So much I have considered it proper for me to 
say, and it becomes me only to add, that while I 
have regarded the annexation to be accomplished by 
treaty as the most suitable form in which it could be 
effected, should Congress deem it proper to resort 
to any other expedient compatible with the consti- 
tution, and likely to accomplish the object, I stand 


prepared to yield mYy:most prompt and active co- 
operation. y ; : 
The great question is not as to the manner in 
which it shall be done, but whether it shall be ae- 
complished or not.’ ` 


The responsibility of deciding “this “question is 


now devolved upon you. . 
i SS JOHN TYLER. 
‘Wasuineron, June 10, 1844. 


Mr. HOPKINS moved that this communication 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and that it be printéd, and called the previous ques- 


tion. 
Mr. WELLER inquired if it would be in order to 
move the printing of an extraordinary number of 


copies. 
r. WHITE objected. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY moved that the commu- 
nication be laid on the table. 

Messrs. C. J. INGERSOLL, DROMGOOLE, 
and others, demanded the yeas and nays. . 

They were ordered, and being taken, werẹ yeas 
66, nays 118, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bren- 
gle, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, | Chil- 
ton, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dickey, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, W. Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hale, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Edwerd J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Phenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. 
Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sen- 
ter, Severance, Albert Smith, Cale’ B. Smith, Andrew 
Stewart, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Wethered, White, and Winthrop~-66. g 

NAYS—Messrs, Anderson, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Benton, Bidlack, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinker- 
hof, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chappel, Clinch, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom; Dana, Daniel, Richard D- 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dellet, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
French, Goggin, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Hays, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, J, B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mac- 
lay, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, ‘Matthews, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Redding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, 
Saunders, Thomas.H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert, Smith, 
Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheat- 
on, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—-118. 


It was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. Hor- 
Kins to refer the communication to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and to print; on which he had. 
called the previous question. 

The previous question was sustained, and the 
main question ordered to be now put; being to refer 
and print. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER then moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him te submit a motion to print 
15,000 extra copies. 

Mr. WINTHROP inquired whether a motion to 
print an extra number must not necessarily lie. over 
one day. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio was for a suspension of 
the rule which required that such a motion lie over 


one day. . 

Mr. WHITE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules, and they were or~ 
dered; and being taken, were yeas 108, nays 79, as 
follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayley, Edward. 
J. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Chil- 
ton, Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Delict, Dromgoole, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Goggin, Hamlin, 
Hammet, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kemnedy, Kirkpat- 
rick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, Maclay, 
MeClelland, McCouncll, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy. Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmen: 
ter, Payne, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, emery D. Potter, 
Purdy, Rathbun, David 5. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Rit- 
ter, Roberts, St, John, Sample, Saunders, Thomas H. Sey- 
shdell, J. T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
. John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thomp- 
vatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, 
A. Wright, and Yosi—10s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Raker, Bar- 
nard, Benton, Bidlack, Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Buffing- 
ton, J, E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, Clingman, Cranston, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, WH- 
lis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hardin, Harper, Hud 


son, Washington Hunt, Jemes Bpan, Joseph R. Inger- 
“goll, Irvin, Jenks; Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kenne- 
dy, Preston King, Daniel- P. King, Mclivaine, Edward J. 
Morris; Morse, Moseley, ‘Nes, Patterson, Phenix, Pres- 
ton, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, 
Russell; Schenck, Senter, Severance; Albert. Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Spence,.Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Whea- 
ton; White; Williams, and Winthrop—79.° ">. 


‘There’ not being two-thirds, the rules were not 
suspended. ; 

"Phe SPEAKER. remarked. that there were other 
communications from the President on the table, 
and the reading was called: for by several. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules 

_ in order to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS asked leave to submit the follow- 

inf resolution; which was read for information: 


Resolved, That, by the constitution of the United States, the 
power.of declaring-war is expressly and conclusively del- 
egated by the people of this Union to the Congress of the 
United States. ` one 

Resolved, That any attempt by the President of the United 
States to place them in a state of actual war with any for- 
eign nation with or without the advice and consent of the 
Senate, would bea flagrant usurpation of the powers. ex- 
clusively delegated to the House of Representatives, and re- 
quiring of them the exercise of all their constitutional au- 
thority to vindicate these lawful powers. 


The SPEAKER. said that the resolution was not 
in order. ` 

Mr. WENTWORTH, and several others, called 
for the reading of the messages. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to suspend the rules to en- 
able him to offer his resolution. f 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in order, 

gre being already pending a motion to suspend the 
üles. 

Mr. BOWLIN rose to a privileged question; 
and that was to call up the motion to reconsider the 
vote on rejecting Bonate bill 137, and i 

The SPEAKER: deciding that motion to be in 
order 

Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order, and con- 
tended that the motion to reconsider being a motion 
under the rules, the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, which was to suspend all the rules, should 
take precedence of it. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the question of re- 
consideration being an important one, he would 
withdraw his motion to let it, come in. 

Mr. ADAMS then said that his motion to sus- 
pend the rules in order to offer his resolution, was 
made before the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Bowxin;] and he therefore asked that 
the question be par on it by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, the question 
was put on Mr. Apams’s motion to suspend the 
rules, and decided in the negative—yeas 78, nays 
108, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brengle, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll,” Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Darrah, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, Florence, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel 
P. King, MecJlvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Murphy, Parmenter, Phonix, Polock, Preston, 
Ramsey, Charles: M. Reed, Reding, Rockwell, Rodney, 
Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Andrew 
Stewart, John Stewart; Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vaumeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
and Winthrop—7s. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Benton, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John 
W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hammet, Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 
geriord, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, An- 
drew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
Purdy, David 8. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robin- 
son. Russell, St. John, Sannders, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, 
"Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wood- 
ward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—108. 


So the rules were not suspended. 


MINERAL LANDS, 

Mr. HOGE called up the motion to reconsider 
the vote on rejecting the bill to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to cause the reserved 
lead mines in the State of Ilinois, and Territories 
of Jowa and Wisconsin, to be sold. 
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Mr. SAMPLE said he also rose to a privileged 
question. He moved to suspend the rules, to èna- 
ble the Speaker to lay before the House the mes- 
sages on his table. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion of the 
gentléman from Indiana was not in order, and that 


the motion’ of the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. 


Hoes] was the pending question. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE observed that when the mo- 
tion for reconsideration of the bill named by-the 
gentleman from Illinois was made, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jounson] moved to lay 
that motion on the table. If the gentleman would 
withdraw his motion, he -had an amendment to the 
bill, which, he thought, would remove all objections 
to it. i 

Mr. C. JOHNSON withdrew hiş, motion to lay 


` the question of reconsideration on the table. 


After a few remarks from Mr. DODGE, 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous question; 
which being seconded, the motion for reconsidera- 
tion was agreed to under its operation—ayes 78, 
noes 51. 

This decision: bringing the bill up before the 
House, 

Mr. A.C. DODGE offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that in all lands in-which lead or other min- 
erals have been, or may be, discovered, the mini- 
mum price, either at publie or private sale, shall be 
$5 per acre. The amendment also providing that 
the bill shall not, in any way, interfere with the out- 
standing leases, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the 
bill, and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE then explained the purport and 
objects of his amendment, and called for the reading 
of a portion of. the debate on this subject, which 
took place in the Senate in 1827. This being read 
by the Clerk, 

He went on and spoke at great length, concluding 
with a motion for the previous question. 

Mr. BARNARD desired to offer an amendment 
by way of an additional section, and it was read for 
the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

r. HOGE called for tellers, and Messrs. Green 
and Burke were appointed; and they reported 65 
in the affirmative, and 50 in the negative. So there 
was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be now 
put, the amendment offered by Mr. Donce was 
agreed to, and the question recurred on the engross- 
ment of the bill. 

Mr. J. STEWART called for the yeas and nays 
thereon, and they were ordered. 

_Mr. BARNARD rose to make some observa- 
tions. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called the gentleman from 
New York to order, debate being out’ of order, as 
the previous question had been- sustained by the 
House. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay the bill on the 
table, and on thai motion he called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Ir. HOPKINS appealed to the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his motion, as it might 
cause the vote to be taken twice on laying on the 
table, and on the engrossment of the bill, when one 
vote (the latter) would answer every purpose. 

Mr. RATHBUN did not adopt the suggestion, 
and the vote was taken, and resulted thus: yeas 67, 
nays 98. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill; and on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, tellers were call- 
ed for, and Messrs. WinrHrop and McCiernarp 
were appointed, and they reported 78 in the affirm- 
ative. So there wasa second, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be now put. 

On the question of its passage, the yeas and nays 
were called for, and being ordered, resulted thus: 
yeas 92, nays 71. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, the motion for ze- 
consideration of the vote by which the bill for the 
repeal of an act respecting the survey of a tract of 
land formerly in the ocenpation of the Sac and Fox 
Indians was gmo was taken up, and adopted. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, appealed to the gentleman 
from Missouri to withdraw the previous question, 
that he (Mr. D.) might be heard on a subject which 


‘was one of much interest to a large and highly 


respectable portion of his constituents. 

Mr. WM. J. BROWN also appealed to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BowLin} to withdraw 
his motion for the previous question, stating that he 
(Mr: B.) had made the motion expressly that the 
delegate from Iowa might bë heard on the subject. 

Mr. BOWLIN consented. 

Mr. DODGE proceeded. He thanked the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for his-courtesy. He felt the 
more thankful for an opportunity to express his 
views on the subject of this bill, because of the cir- 
cumstances under which it had passed. They were 
these: The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Brown 
was instructed by the Committee on Private Lan 
Claims to report the bill to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. Mr. D., of course, supposed 
that it would, like all similar bills, be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, where it could be dis- 
cussed; but what was his astonishment when he 
found that the gentleman had, at the time of report- 
ing the bill, .put it on its passage, and that it had - 
actually passed? Mr. D. said that he went immedi- 
ately to the gentleman from Indiana to inquire the 
reasons which had*induced him to act thus precipi- 
tately. ; : ` 

Mr. Browny stated that he did so at the instance 
of the friends of the bill, and without thinking of 
his, (Mr. D.’s) desire to be heard before the House on 
the subject; and that he would promptly move a re- 
consideration; which he did. 

Mr. D. would not complain of the course of his 
friend from Indiana; for although he had pressed 
this matter with more haste than was usual, he still 
still seemed disposed to give him (Mr. D.) the priv- 
ilege of being heard. 

Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. D.) the bill now under 
consideration presents one of the most extraordinary 


‘instances of versatility in legislation that he had ever 


known. At the last session of Congress, Mr. D. 
said that he had presented a number of petitions from 
his constitnents, praying Congress to re-run and 
correctly establish the northern boundary of this 
half-breed track, which was understood, ever since 
Lieutenant Lee’s report in 1838, to have been incor- 
rectly and badly done. These petitions had been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and by 
that committee placed in charge of a gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr..Garretr_ Davis,] then and now a 
member of this House. That gentleman had made 
a report upon them, accompanied ‘by a bill, which 
became a law on the 8d day of March last. This 
report, Mr. D. would send to the Clerk, and ask 
that it might be read for the information of the 
House. The Clerk read as follows: 


‘The Committee on the Judiciary, to whichwas referred the me- 
morials of sundry citizens uf the Territory of Lowa, praying 
Congress ta establish and to cause to be surveyed the northern 
boundary line of the reservation of the treaty of 4th August, 
1824, between the United States and the Sac and Fox tribes of 
Indians, for the use of the half-breeds of those nations, have 
examined the subject, and beg leave to report: 


“That position is given to the northern line of said reser- 
vation by the following clause in said treaty: “The Sac and 
Fox tribes or nations of Indians, by their deputations in 
council assembled, do hereby agree, in consideration of cer- 
tain sums of money, &c., to be paid to the said Sac and Fox 
tribes, by the government of the United States, as herein- 
after stipulated, to cede and forever quit claim unto the Uni- 
ted States all right, title, interest, and claim, to the lands 
which the said Sacs and Foxes have, or claim, within the 
limits of the State of Missouri, which are situated, lying, 
and being between the Mississippi and Missouri rivers and 
a line running from the Missouri, at the entrance of the Kan- 
zas river, north one hundred miles, to the northwest corner 
of the State of Missouri, and from thence east to the Missis- 
sippi: it being understood that the small tract of land lying 
between the rivers Des Moines and the Mississippi, and the 
section of the above linc between the Mississippi and the 
Des Moines, is intended for the use of the half-breeds be- 
longing to the Sac and Fox nations; they holding it, howev- 
er, by the same title, and in the same manner, that other In- 
dian ‘tifles are held. So far as this article bears upon the 
matter referred to the committee, it is not only unambigu- 
ous, but it is too explicit to admit of construction. To give 
the language defining this northern line the only meaning 
which it can possibly carry, that section of a line beginning 
at the point which Was then known and recognised to be 
the northwestern corner of the State of Missouri, and run- 
ning dne east untilit strikes the Mississippi river, which 
lies between that stream and the Des Moines, is the north- 
ern boundary of this reservation. Such is the clear pro- 
vision of the treaty; andall that can be done, without in- 
fringing it, is to survey and demark the line accordingly. 
To effect this, your committee ask leave to report a bill.” 


The bill accompanying this report, (said Mr. D.,) 
as before remarked, became a law. The provisions 
of that law, if they had been carried into effect, were 
all that his (Mr. D.s) constituents asked. At the 
annunciation of its passage their hearts had been 
made to leap with joy. They saw, or thought they 


saw, at last, an opportunity of becoming the owners 


of the lands upon which many of them have so long 
resided, But it proved a delusive hope! The spec- 
ulators who had got possession of this land had in- 
fluence enough to prevent the re-ruhning of the line, 
the ‘Secretary of War deciding that. it could not be 
done because no specie appropriation had been made 
for the purpose; although. topographical and other 
surveyors had been ordered, without: any special 
appropriations, up to and beyond the Rocky moun- 
tains. Mr. D.’s constituents had cherished the hope 
that this difficulty would be removed by Con- 
gress making the necessary appropriations for 
running the line in question at the present 
session; but in this it seemed they were again doom- 
ed to doomed to disappointinent. The law itself was 
to be repealed. And for whom? and at whose in- 
stance? For the benefit of heartless speculators, 
who, not content with swindling and cheating—as in 
many instances he, (Mr. D.) knew they had—the 
poor half-breeds, were now throttling the govern- 
ment to prevent it from reclaiming the. possession of 
its property, which, by an error of the compass, 
was now placed under the control of the persons to 
whom he alluded. i 

This, Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. D.,) is a case of the 
Empire State (New York) and Missouri, against the 
Territory of lowa: thirty-six and seven are forty- 
three presidential votes, against none; and, if stated 
in court, would.be: The New York and St: Louis 
speculators versus the squatters in Iowa. 

Mr. D. then went into a history of the line in 
question, and of its connexion with “Sullivan’s” 
Hne. ž 

He read from Mr. Albert Miller Lea’s report as 
commissioner for ascertaining the southern bounda- 
ry of lowa, House document, No. 128, 3d session, 
27th Congress, as followa: 

“The line, as surveyed by Col. Sullivan, (in 1816,) 
is delineated on the accompanying map; and the field 
notes are in the office of the surveyor general at St. 
Louis. It begins on the Missouri river, opposite to 
the mouth of Kanzas river, and runs thence one 
hundred miles north, and thence due east, according 
to the field notes, one hundred and fifty.and a half 
miles, to the Des Moines river; but subsequent sur- 
veys have shown that the general course of this line 
is north of east, amounting at the east end to two 
anda half degrees; the error having arisen from 
want of proper care in making corrections for the 
variation of the needle.” 

Mr. D. exhibited Lea’s map, and showed where 
the true line would fall, and that some 57,000 or 60,- 
000 acres of land now within this tract, would be 
made public Jand, which, at the lowest price, would 
bring the government $75,000. He then read the 
following extract from the treaty of August 4, 1824, 
which he contended was the governing article on the 
subject of this boundary line. 

“Article 1. The Sac and Fox tribes or nations of 
Indians, by their deputations in council assembled, 
do hereby agree, in consideration of certain sums of 
money, &c., to be paid to the said Sac and Fox 
tribes by the government of the United States, as 
hereinafter stipulated, to cede and forever quit claim; 
and do, in behalf of their said tribes or nations, 
hereby cede, relinquish, and forever quit claim, unto 
the United States, all right, title, interest, and claim 
to the lands which the said Sac and Fox tribes have 
or claim within the limits of the State of Missouri, 
which are situated, lying and being between the 
Mississippi and Missouri rivers, and a line running 
from the Missouri, at the entrance of Kansas river, 
north one hundred miles, to the northwest corner of 
the State of Missouri, and from thence east to the 
Mississippi; it being understood that the small tract 
of land lying between the rivers Des Moines and 
the Mississippi, and the section of the above line be- 
tween the Mississippi and the Des Moines, is in- 
tended for the use of the half-breeds belonging to the 
said Sac and Fox nations; they holding it, however, 
by the same title, and in the same manner that other 
Indian titles are held.” i 

Mr. D. scouted the idea which was advanced in 
the report accompanying this bill from the Senate, 
that the vendees of the half-breeds had a vested right 
to the lands embraced within the present recognised 
line. They, as purchasers, had a right to all the 
lands south ofan east (which always meant a due 
east) line from the point one hundred miles north 
ofthe mouth ofthe Kansas river and between the 
Des Moines and Mississippi rivers, and not, in his 
humble estimation, to any more. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] who 
was now present, would bear him (Mr. D.) witness 
that he had not expressed any opinion or wish con- 
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cerning this line until after the report and bill was 


before the House during the last Congress; but now ` 


that the hopes and expectations-of his constituents 
residing on the upper. part of this tract of land had 
been excited with the prospect of obtaining a title to 
their homes from the government of their country, 


‘he felt that he would be récreant to his duty, were 


his voice not to be raised in their behalf. He trusted, 


“now that the House was in possession.of the facts, 


that the motion to reconsider would prevail, and the 
law of the 3d of March last would not be repealed. 
Mr. RATHBUN was proceeding to address the 
House, when 
A message from the President of the United 


“States was delivered by John Tyler, jr., returnin 
y y. i , g 


to the House of Represeutatives the bill making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain 


HARBORS AND RIVERS, 


with the President's objections. 

The message having been read, 
_ Mr. SEYMOUR of New York said he presumed 
1t was not the intention of the House to enter, at 
this time, upon the consideration of the very impor- 
tant questions presented by the message of the Pres- 


ident, which had just been read, nor to decide again © 


upon the merits of the bill to which the message re- 
ferred. He therefore moved that the message be 
entered upon the journal of the House, and that the 
House do, on Thursday next, at 12 o’clock, at noon, 
proceed to the consideration of the bill and message; 
and upon this he moved the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON referred to the clause of the 
constitution which directs that when a bill shall be 
returned to that branch of Congress in which it ori- 
nated, with the President’s objections, the objections 
shall forthwith be entered on the journal, and the 
House shall proceed to reconsider the bill. 

After some conversation between Mr. BAR- 
NARD and others, in which Mr. Barman desired 
Mr. Seymour to withdraw the motion for the previ- 
ous question, ` 

Mr. SEYMOUR. assented, provided Mr. Bar- 
NARD would renewit. 

This Mr. BARNARD declined. 

Mr. SEYMOUR said the motion which he had 
made, he believed, was in strict conformity with the 
precedents which might be found in the former prac- 
tice of the House. He called the previous question. 

Mr. BARNARD claimed the floor, on the ground 
that he had addressed the Chair, and been recog- 
nised, before the previous question was demanded. 

After some conversation upon this point, 

Mr. BARNARD gave way; and the previous 
question was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered to be now put. 

A question arose as to what the main question 
really was. 

The CHAIR (Mr. Boyp occupying the chair pro 
tem.) decided that the question would be on the post- 

onement of the consideration ef the message until 
Thursday. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE dissented from this opinion 
of the Chair, and took an appeal. 

Mr. WHITE also denied the correctness of the 
decision. 

After some conversation upon this point, (Mr. J. 
W. Jones having resumed the occupancy of the 
chair,) 

The SPEAKER concurred with the opinions ex- 
pressed by Messrs. Dromcoors and Wuite, that 
the question would be on the passage of the bill, as 
directed by the constitution—a majority of two- 
thirds being required to pass the bill in opposition to 
the objections of the President. p 

Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the main question was ordered to be 
now put, . 

Mr. SEYMOUR called the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that the previous occupant of the chair 
[Mr. Boyp] had decided that the main question 
would be upon the postponement of the considera- 
tion of the message and bill; and that it was upon 
the faith of that decision that he had moved the 
previous question; and he hoped, therefore, that the 
motion to reconsider would prevail. The motion 
which he had made was in strict conformity to the 
precedent established by the House. : 

The question was then put on reconsidering the 
vote by which the main question was ordered, and 
decided in the negative—ayes 44, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER then said that the next question 
would be, “Shall the bill pass notwithstanding the 
President's objections?” and the constitution required 
the yeas and nays on it. 


. drew Stewart, 
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The question was then taken on the passage 
ofthe bill, by yeas and nays, and decided in the 
neggtive—there not being two-thirds voting in the 
affirmative—yeas 103, nays 84, as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe; Ba- 
ker, Barnard, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Causin, Chilton. Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dellet, 
Dickey, Douglass, Ellis, Elmer, Fish, Florence,. Foot, Fos- 
ter, Giddings, Goggin, Byram Green, Grider, Hardin,.Har- 
per, Hays, Herrick, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston. King, Daniel 
P. King, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mosely, Patterson, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John 
T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Stetson, An- 
Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop, and Yost—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Daniel, 
John W Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Farlee, Ficklin, French, Hale, Hammet, Haralson, Henley, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W 
Jones, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Saunders, Thomas 
H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Tuck- 
er, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright 
—64, 

So the bill was rejected. : 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
consider the vote dn the Poser’ of the bill repealing 
the act for removing the northern boundary of the 
half breed Sac and Fox reservations in Iowa. 

Mr. RATHBUN, who had the floor, made some 
remarks in opposition to the reconsideration, and in 
favor of the bill; after which ` a ; 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous qnestion; 
which was seconded by the House. —_ 

The main question being ordered, it was taken, 
and decided in the negative. 

On motion by Mr. BRENGLE, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hamuin, of Maine, in the 
chair.) a wait ly, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to take up the 
bill to establish a naval depot at Memphis, Ten- 
nessee. i = x 

Mr. McKAY said there was an appropriation bill 
on the table, which had the preference over all other 
bills; and he would move to take it up—being the 
bill making appropriations for the payment of navy 
pensions for the year 1845. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON acquiesced in the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina—saying he 
would move to take up the Memphis depot bill, 
when the appropriation bill was disposed of. ó 

The navy pension appropriation bill was then ta- 
ken up and read. 

Mr. PARMNTER offered an amendment appro- 
priating $18,000 for arrears of privateer pensions 
which have not been paid in consequence of the ex- 
haustion of the privateer pension fund by the pre- 
vious legislation of Congress. 

The amendment being agreed to, , 

Mr. VANCE offered an amendment appropria- 
ting $105,000 to pay forthe improvements of the 
Wyandott Indians, in accordance with the treaty of 
Sandusky, of 25th August, 1842. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON objected that the amendment 
was notin order. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
not in order, it having no connection with the bill 
before the House. : i 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

On motion by Mr. C. JOHNSON, the committee 
next took up the bill establishing a naval depot at 
Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. HAMMET said he regretted very much 
that a severe headache would prevent him from ad- 
dressing the committee this evening; and he hoped 
the friends of the bill would consent to its being in- 
formally laid aside till to-morrow. He pledged 
himself then to call it up, and go on with it. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested that, if the bill was 
reported to the House, the gentleman could be heard 
on it before taking the question; and he was sure 
that that privilege would not be denied him. 

Mr. HAMMET replied that there was an amend- 
ment pending which he wished to discuss; and the 


cgentleman knew. that all amendments were dis- 
_cussed.-in. Committee of the Whole.. He again 

: urged upon the friends of the bill to lay it aside in- 
formally till to-morrow. 


Some: conversation followed, resulting in a mo- i 


-tion by =. ; : 
-< Mr. HOUSTON to postpone the further consid- 
‘eration of the bill, and: take up the next one on the 


; calendar. ` 


< The question was put on the postponement moved - 


-by Mr. Hovsron, and rejected. ° 
“The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 


Mr. MURPHY moved that the committee take- 


up the bill (No. 285) to provide for the appointment 
of an assistant collector at Brooklyn, New York: re- 
“jected. ` B : 
Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee’ take 
-up the graduation and pte-emption bill. 

This motion being rejected, : 

"..Mr. BRENGLE moved that the committee take up 
Senate bill No. 114, being “An act assenting to an 

act of the legislature of Virginia entitled an act to 
‘amend the act incorporating the Chesapeake and 
. Ohio Canal Gompany.” . 

The motion was not agreed to. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the committee 
take up Senate. bill No. 365, being “A bill amenda- 
tory of the act to provide for liquidating and payia 
certain claims of the State of Virginia, approve 
July 5,1832.” 

» Mr. J. CAMPBELL moved that the committee 
‘take up the Senate bill No. 86, being “An act to ex- 
tend the charters of the District banks.” 

Mr. W. J. BROWN moved to take. up the Cum- 
berland road bill. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question first on the 
“motion of’ the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Drom- 

GooLx,) and it was negatived. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


The CHAIRMAN next put the question on the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
CAMPBELL.) 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. GRINNELL 
and Vinron were p ointed; and having taken the 
vote, they reported , i in the affirmative, and 47 in 
the negative. ; 

‘So the committee took up the bill from the Senate 
entitled “An act to extend the charters of the District 
banks.” . 

The Clerk read the bill at length, and having 
again read the first section, 

Mr. CARY of Maine obtained the floor, but gave 
way. for i 

Mr. TUCKER, who submitted a substitute for 
the entire bill, which was read by the Clerk for the 
information of the committee. 


Mr. S.. CARY then proceeded to address the 
committee; and in the course of his speech he gave 
a history of the proceedings of the District banks, 
spoke generally of the evil influences and acts of the 
banks and the banking system, and opposed the re- 
charter of these banks by the bill before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CAUSIN addressed the House in favor of 
the bill, making a very strenuous appeal to the jus- 
tice of the House, on behalf of the banks. 

Mr. HOLMES rose he said in behalf of a suffer- 
ing democracy. [A laugh.] Yes, a suffering de- 
mocracy within this ten miles square. He depicted 
the injury that was inflicted upon the labering 
classes of this District by the suspension of the 
banks two years ago, when it was proposed to per- 
mit their charters to expire. Refuse to recharter 
the banks, and you place the people of this distric' 
in the hands of brokers, who extract from their 
hard earnings by the process of double loaning. 

Mr. PRATT offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the pending amendment: 


“An act authorizing the business of banking in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


“Sxe. 1, Any individual or association may deposite in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury, stocks of the United 
States bearing an interest of not less than five per cent., to 
be held in trust for the payment of such obligations as may 
be registered and countersigned by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, on occount of any such individual or association. 

“Sec 2. The Secretary of the Treasury—upon the filing of 
a certificate of an individual or association stating who the 
the individual is, or who the associates arc, and upon the 
deposite of an amount of money sufficient to defray the ex- 
penses—shall cause to be engraved circulating notes of con- 
venient denominations, not less than five dollars; and when 
stocks to the amount of one hundred thousand dollars shall 
be deposited, the individual or association may receive reg- 
istered and countersigned notes to an eqnal amount. 
+. “Sec. 3. Such. motes shall-be payable to bearer on de- 
mand, and shall designate tha place of business of the indi 
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vidual or association. Such notes may be made payable in 
-any of the cities out of the District of Columbia; bat this 
` shall not exonerate such individual or association from re- 


desing at the place of business in the District, as weil as 
at the place. of payment mentioned in the notes. If such 
notes shall be protested for nonpayment, either at the place 


. made payable, or at the place of business, and remain un- - 


redeemed in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for ten days, the deposited stocks of such individual or as- 
sociation shall be sold,.at the discretion of the secretary, 
the whole or a part, within thirty days thereafter, and. the 
notes countersigned by the Treasury Department, of such 
individual or association, redeemed from the proceeds. If 
the. said protested notes shall be redeemed within the ten 


“days; 2h per cent. damages shall be added, 2 per cent. of 


which. shall ‘go to the party protesting, and 4of 1 per cent. 
tothe department. ‘ : 

“Sec. 4, The Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the 
interest on the stock held on. deposite of each individual 
banker or association as he receives it; unless he las rea- 
son to believe that’ it is necessary to retain it for the safety 
of the holders of countersigned notés. The notes, if issued 
to anindividual, shall be signed by stich individual, who 
shall be individually liable for any amount not covered by 
the stocks held in trust for their security. The notes of as- 
sociations may be signed by officers, but each and every 
association shall he individually liable for any amount not 
covered by the stocks held in trust; and in case an associ- 
ate dissolves his connection with any association by sale or 
abandonment, his liability shall not cease short of eighteen 
months from such time. Every association shall make a 
quarterly report to the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
shall be verified by the oath of the cashier, president, and 
book-keeper. Such report shall set forth—} 

“}, The name, and residence, and amount in interest, of 
each associate. : 

“2, The capital of the association. 

“3. The assets of the association, specifying what they 
consist of. i 

“4, The liabilities of the association, specifying the kind 
and character. A 

“Sec. 5. If such individual or association shall, after re- 
ceiving countersigned notes, issue notes not countersigned, 
intended or adapted for circulation as money, such individ- 
ual, or, if an association, such members as cannot show in- 
dubitable proof of their innocence, shail be indicted, tried, 
and punished, by fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of 
the court. But such individual or association may sell 
drafts made payable to order, and issue certificates of de- 
posite, both of which shall be on ordinary writing paper, 
so executed that there shall be no resemblance to the coun- 
tersigned notes: Provided, however, such drafts shall be pay- 
able at sight, and without interest. 

“Sec. 6. Congress reserves the right to amend or repeal 


have three years to close their business, after the passage 
of any act repealing the above provisions of the act entitled 
‘An act authorizing the businéss of banking in the District 
of Columbia.’ 

“Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That, should the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or other officers of government, de- 
posite public funds in any of the banks chartered by this 
act, such banks shall assign an average amount of govern- 
ment or other satisfactory security.” 


While the Clerk was reading the above amend- 
ment, 

Mr.G. W. JONES moved that the committee 
rise, remarking that members would then have an 
opportunity of reading it themselves. 

The motion was negatived. 

The debate was continued by Mr. CARY, of 
Maine. 

Mr. G. W. JONES again moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Tellers were appointed, who reported 81 votes in 
the affimative, noes not counted. 

The committee rose and reported the navy pen- 
sion bill, and the bill to establish a navy-yard and 
depot at Memphis, Tennessee. 

Mr. HAMMET moved that the House adjourn; 
but withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. HOPKINS, who reported from the Comit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads the bill to re- 
duce the rates of postage, to regulate the franking 
privilege, &c., without amendment, with a recom- 
mendation that it be rejected. 

On motion by Mr. MeKAY, the House took up 
the bill making appropriations for navy pensions, 
which had just been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments made in commit- 
tee being concurred in, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, and then read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, offered a 
resolution, that all debate on the bill to charter the 
District banks shall cease at 12 o'clock to-morrow; 
and that the committee shall then proceed to vote on 
the amendments; after which, the bill shall be -re- 
ported to the House. 

Pending this question, 

The House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. JOHN T. SMITH: A petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, praying fer such alteration in the naturalization 
laws as will make a residence of 21 years a prerequisite for 
naturalization, ` >o oeo e S ee ; 


this act; but those who commence business under it shall. 


By. Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The petition of Charles 
Bracken, of Iowa county, Territory. of Wisconsin, askin: 

the passage of an act of Congress granting him the privi- 
lege of locating the west half of the northeast quarter of 


-section thirty-three in township four, north of range three 


east, in the district of land subject to sale at Mineral Point, 
Wisconsin Territory, by the payment of one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre for said tract of land: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. ice 

By Mr. PAYNE: A petition of certain citizens of New- 
bern, Alabama, praying compensation for a vessel owned by 
their ancestor; Joseph Borden, which was: captured by 
French cruisers, and the government of France released 
from all obligation to make indemnity for the same. 


The following explanations were made in the 
House on Thursday last: 


Mr. PEYTON said the reporter had unintention- 
ally fallen into two or three errors in the report of 
the remarks which he had submitted to the commit- 
tee on yesterday. He was represented as calling 
his competitor, in the last canvass for a scat on this 
floor, a federalist. This was a mistake, and had 
originated, no doubt, in this way: He had held up a 
book in his hand containing the names of many 
federalists of the old school who are now democrats; 
said he had read their names from that book when 
canvassing his district with his competitor. But he 
did not call him a federalist. a 

He had been represented as- saying that his col- 
league [Cave Jonnson] had advocated direct taxa- 
tion in a speech here the other.day. He had said 
that-his colleague [Axprew JoHnson] had argued 
strongly for direct taxation, though he disclaimed 
being an advocate of direct taxation. 

He was also represented as saying that this 
(direct taxation) was the favorite system of his col- 
league, [Cave Jounson,] and that his colleague 
said he was bred a tailor. His colleague, [ANDREW 
Jounson,] in his speech on the naval appropriation 
bill, had alluded to the circumstance of his being a 
tailor, and he (Mr. P.) thought his brother tailors 
would not thank him for a policy that would bring 
them on a level with the paupers of Europe. Mr. P. 
said he was asked by his colleague if he meant any 
disrespect to the tailors in the remarks he had made. 
If his colleague had paid any attention to his re- 
marks on yesterday, he would have been saved the 
trouble of asking such a question. His colleague’s 
allusion to the fact of his being a tailor, several days 
ago, in his speech on this floor, had induced him (Mr. 
P.) to allude to that subject to show that he was not 
representing the true interest of the tailors, when he 


. argued so strongly against the tariff, and in favor of 


diréct taxation. He stated at the time that the tailors 
were as respectable a class of people as any in his 
district, and he took pleasure in saying that he reck- 
oned many of.them among his personal and political 
friends. 

Mr. P. said he wished to disavow any complaint 
towards the reporters. He was, indeed, surprised 
that, in a hall so baldly constructed for hearing, and 
with such an uproar as was kept up in their neigh- 
borhood, and from the rapid and desultory manner 
in which he spoke, they could give so full and accu- 
rate a report of what he did say. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON asked leave to explain, which 
was granted. Mr. J. said his colleague was as 
much mistaken in the position he assumed a few 
days since, while making his remarks upon the man- 
ner and;mode of collecting the revenue necessary to 
support the general government, as the reporter was 
in mistaking Cave for AnpRrEw; for he had express- 
ly said he was not an advocate of what was com- 
monly called direct taxes; but he had gone on to 
prove in that argument how muclt cheaper the State 
of Tennessee could collect the $1,775,000 now pro- 
posed to be raised off of Tennessee as her propor- 
tion of ‘the $36,000,000 necessary to defray the ag- 
gregate expenses of the federal government. He 
had said that Tennessee could prescribe a mode for 


the collection of this million seven hundred thous- 


and dollars, and could collect it and pay it over to 
the federal government, and save many hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to her people, and thereby 
lighten their burdenss. Ele would now repeat what 
he had said on a former occasion. That it cost the 
people of Tennessee, by the operation of the pres- 
ent tariff, more than $800,000 to get this million 
seven hundred thousand dollars into the treasury of 
the United States. The present tariff made every 
merchant in the country a collector of the public 
revenue. 

The merchants, in the first place, paid the $1,775,- 
000 to the federal government in the purchase of 
their goods; this $1,775,000 was added to the first 
cost of the goods; upon the first cost the merchant 


laid his profit of from 50 to 100 per cent, conse- 
quently, the mechanics and farmers of the country, 
who bought and consumed those goods in their fam- 
ilies, paid over $800,000 ag collection fees: He re- 
peated that this sum could be’ collected: for some- 
‘thing like $7,000, instead of $800,000; and he had 
added to this amount $146,000 that might be saved 
to Tennessee under a proper’ system of taxation 
upon her slaves; but his remarks would be publish- 
ed at full length in due time, and there would be no 
misunderstanding in relation to this matter. Andas to 
the protection it gave tailors, it is something like ten 
or twelve cents a head, while they were taxed, on 
all the articles they used in their families, not less 
than fifty dollars ahead. This, he thought, the tai- 
lors through the country would understand as well 
as hiscolleaguc. His colleague had made an allu- 
sion to his profession; he now asked him if he did it 
out of any disrespect to the profession or referrible 
to him, F 
_ Mr. PEYTON satisfactorily disclaimed such an 
inference. m 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnenspay, June 4, 1844. 

Mr. HUGER presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of citizens of Lancaster district, and the pro- 
ceedings of a. meeting of citizens of Georgetown, 
South Carolina, in favor of the annexation of Texas 
to the United States: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from a 
pumber of citizens of Philadelphia, asking for an 
extention of the period for naturalization of foreign- 
ers to twenty-one years. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of Philadelphia county; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAYWOOD presented the proceedings of a 
large meeting of the citizens of the counties of Lin- 
coln and Catawba, in North Carolina, in favor of the 
annexation of Texas to the United States: ordered 
to lic on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report, which was 
ordered to be printed, on the petition of the heirs of 
Erastus Brown, praying to be allowed the permission 

„to locate certain military land warrants. 
~> Mr. WHITE, from the Committe on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back, without amendment, the follow- 
ing House bills, viz: 
he bill for the relief of the heirs of Hyacinth 
Lasselle. 
The bill for the relief of Isaac F. Ketchum. 


BRITISH PRESUMPTION. 


Mr. WALKER submitted. the following resolu- 
tions: 5 i 

Resolved, That the President ofthe United States he re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether the Parliament of 
Great Britain has passed any act extending its criminal 
jurisdiction to the United States so as to subject any por- 
tion of their citizens, or persons within their limits, to its 
penalties, for acts done within the same, and to communi- 
cate a copy of said act, if any such there be; together with 
any information he may possess as.to the means which may 
have been adopted to carry its provisions into effect. 

Resolved, That he be also requested to inform the Senate 
whether the government of Great Britain has issued circu- 
lars to its diplomatic or consular agents to collect informa- 
tion as to the condition of any portion of our population; 
and, if so, to transmit to the Senate a copy thereof, if in his 
possession, together with any information he may possess 
as to the object of issuing the same. 

Mr. WALKER said he held in his hand what 

urported to be the copy of an act of the British Par- 
hement, dated the 24th of August, 1843, which ex- 
tended the act of 5th George IV., in relation to the 
laws on the abolition.of slavery and slave trade in 
Great Britain. That act provided for the infliction 
of certain penalties on persons residing within Great 
Britain and her colonies, in relation to the sale, 
transfer, or purchase of slaves, or taking of mort- 
gages on the same, and inflicts various penalties 
from a fine of a very Jarge amount to imprisonment 

: : nce 

for a period not exceeding seven years. This act 
then proceeds to apply the provisions of the act of 
5th George IV to the subjects of Great Britain 
wheresover residing. : SAE 

That act of 5th Geo. 4, provides, “That it shall 
not be lawful (except in such special cases as are 
hereinafter mentioned) for any person to deal, or 
trade in, purchase, sell, barter, or transfer, or to con- 
tract for the dealing, or trading in, purchase, sale, 
barter, or transfor of slaves,” &c. The exceptions 
referred to in this act are designated in the 13th sec- 
tion, and exempt from the provisions of the act, the 
purchase and sale of slaves “within any island, 
colony, &e. belonging to, or in the possession of 


* 
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his Majesty, in case such purchase, sale, &c. shall 
be made with the true intent of employing, or work- 
ing such slave within such and the same island, 
colony,” &c.. This act, then, of George 4th, did 
not apply first to persons residing out of the British 
dominion. Nor 2d. to persons residing in such isl- 


-ands and colonies of Great Britain where slavery 


was permitted. Next came this act of the British 
Parliament of the 24th August, 1843, which extends 
all these provisions as to the sale .and purchase. of 
slaves “to British subjects wheresoever residing or 
being, and whether. within the dominions of the 
British crown, or of any foreign country,” and in- 
flicts various punishment on the offenders, from 
heavy fines to transportation and imprisonment for 
many years, and provides for their trial by British 
courts whenever these offenders can be appre- 
hended. Here, then, is something new in the his- 
tory of the law ‘of nations. Here is an attempt 
on the part of Great Britain to do what she did 
before the 4th of July, 1776—to extend her laws 
and jurisdiction within the limits of the United 
States, as regards those whom she chooses to 
call her. subjects, in which class we- know she 
regards naturalized citizens of the United States, 
who were once her subjects. She extends her crim- 
inal law within our jurisdictionfor the transfer, pur- 
chase, or mortgage of slaves to secure a debt, asa 
high penal offence, even when done within the lim- 
its of any one of the States of this Union. It is one 
of the most daring and insolent violations of the 
law of nations known in the history of the world, 
by which, if any who happened to be born in 
British dominions have purchased, or held slaves, 
or taken them as security for the spay ment of debt, or 
a mortgage on them in the United States, aud should 
be arrested on British soil, they would be subject 
to` fine and imprisonment. Now, sir, I confess, 
when Iread the statements made on this subject in 
the New York Herald, and subsequently in the 
Commercial Bulletin, a highly respectable whig 
paper, I could scarcely believe it. The Bulletin 
says: 

“That this system of espionage (as to our slaves) was 
organized, and going on, we were assured, last July, by the 
New York Herald, in the following paragraph: ‘The em- 
issaries of Britain were never more active than now. We 
have in our hand acircular of the British government, signed 
by Lord Aberdeen, and addressed to all its commercial and 
other agents in this country, requiring the most miuute in- 
formation in relation to slaves and slavery in all its details; 
the physical force of the negroes; their relations to their 
masters; their general character, treatment, propensities,’ 
&c. The Bulletin adds: ‘The people of this country found 
it difficult at that time to believe that anything so audacious 
should be undertaken, even by the insolent and crafty gov- 
ernment of Great Britain; and so these repeated assevera- 
tions of the Herald received but little credence. For our- 
selves, we expressed at the time our doubts,’ &c. Within a 
short time, however, we have received information, which 
enables us to state, as-we do most positively, that nearly a 
year ago, circulars of the kind indicated in the above para- 
graphs from the New York Herald, were issued to theBritish 
consuls in all the ports of the southern States, directing 
minute inquiries to be instituted into everything that con- 
cerns the relation of master and slave in the United States. 
These circulars, or some of them, at least, have been an- 
swered; the inquiries made, the espionage instituted as di- 
rected,and the home government informed of the particu- 
jars.” 

Now, Mr. President, I have also in my hands a 
letter from a highly respectable gentleman from 
New Orleans, informing me that the British chargé 
to Texas, in a late visit to that place, was indus- 
triously engaged in making those inquiries. Now 
I make a call on the President of the United States 
to communicate copies of these circulars, and all 
the information received by the executive depart- 
ment on the subject. J wish to see these circulars 
which have been kept a secret, and only came out 
by accident, which Great Britain is said to have ad- 
dressed or issued to her consuls here to carry into 
effect this act of Parliament. 1 wish to have all the 
facts, in order that the country may know what 
Great Britain is doing on this subject. I express 
the hope that, if that government dared to Issue 
such circulars to her consuls here, they would all 
be dismissed from office, and no others received, 
unless that government disavow the issue of such 
circulars. If there was no objection, he hoped the 
resolution, which was one of inquiry merely, would 
be permitted to pass now. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said, suppose the information 
be as the senator from Mississippi asserts it to be: 
what legislative action does he propose to found 
upon it? If it is so, does that senator intend to in- 
troducé a proposition into the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States to repeal the law of the British Parlia- 
ment? or is it his purpose to pass on the propriety 
or impropriety of that nation enacting a law regula- 


ting the conduct of her own citizens? If he could > 
show any proof of a design on the part of Great 
Britain to go into, and to regulate the: physical; and 
moral condition of naturalized citizens of the United 
States, then there might be some ground ‘for in- 
quiry. The law is intended to operate upon ‘Brits 
ish subjects; which term does not apply to natural- 
ized citizens of the United. States. Ifthe British 
government offered such an insult to the President 
of the United States, by transmitting to him infor- 
mation of such an intention on.the part of Great 


‘Britain, he (Mr. J.) supposed the President and 


Secretary of State would long since have communi- 
cated that fact to Congress. If the information 
called for be in the possession of the executive, what 
do we want with it, unless some practical good 
could come out of it when produced here. He 
could not see what the information was wanted for, 
unless to produce excitement and bitterness ‘of feel- 
ing towers England, of which there was a great 
deal now. ` : 

Mr. WALKER said he was very much surprised 
at the opposition of the senator from Tennessee, [Mr: 
Jarnacin,] to this resolution. It was a mere reso- 
lution of inquiry, a call for information, which uate 
ally passed without objection. But the sendtot 
says he is opposed to the agitation of this subject. 
This is strange. This bill denounces as criminal 
an institution authorized by the State of Tennessee; 
but this is not all; itextends the criminal jurisdiction 
of England into the State of ‘Tennessce; and if any 
of its citizens, residing in that State, who had been 
born in the British dominions, held, or sold, or pur- 
chased a slave in Tennessee, or took a mortgage 
upon a slave to secure a debt, he was subject to fine 
and imprisonment as a felon, if at any time he could 
be caught within any portion of the British domin- 
ions. The senator says the term “British subjects” 
may not include naturalized citizens, but all the 
British tribunals had decided otherwise, and were 
the bill (as it was not) confined to resident aliens, it 
was still an extension of the British criminal laws 
into the United States: as such, it was a flagrant vio- 
lation of the law of nations, a groxs insult to the 
people of the United States, a denunciation of acts 
done within the limits of the States of this Union, 
and authorized by the Jaws of those States as crim- 
inal and felonious, and intended also to destroy the 
value of this property throughout the Union. Let 
us have the facts, and then we can speak of the 
remedy. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said he did not feel alarmed 
that any such course as was apprehended by the 
senator from Mississippi would be taken by the 
authorities of Great Britain in reference to the nat- 
uralized citizens in Tennessee. He did not, at any 
rate, feel inclined to feel excessively alarmed until 
such of our citizens were arrested and in danger of 
having the penalty of ‘such a law inflicted upon 
them. Ifany one of the naturalized citizens of Ten- 
nessee, or any other part of the Union, should go to 
Canada, or within British jurisdiction, and those au- 
thorities determine that it was impossible for 
him to expatriate himself, and that he was. still 
a British subject, and arrest and inflict the penalties 
of this law upon him, he (Mr. J.) would inform 
the senator from Mississippi that the people of Ten- 
nessee would be ready to act with a promptness 
and energy becoming the occasion, in defence of 
the rights of this naturalized citizen, and the rights 
and honor of the United States. 

Mr J. spoke at some length to show that there 
was no propriety for the adoption of the resolution; 
that we should not interfere with any theoretical 
right set up by England to pass a law of the kind 
alluded to, but to act whenever she attempted to en- 
force it. He thought they had better spend their 
time in investigating actual violations of our rights 
by that power, (of which there were many,) than 
in investigating and protesting against presigmptive 
or theoretical rights. Hie did not think, however, 
the law was intended to have the interpretation 
given it by the senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. ARCHER said he required more time to ex- 
amine the matter, and that the Senate should have 
time for examining it before acting on it in any way. 
He therefore moved to lay it on the table. He 
would probably, on some other occasion, concur in 
taking it up. 

Mr. WALKER said if the senator from Vir- 
ginia would call it up again to-morrow, he would 
agree that it should lie upon the table. If not, he 
would ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
lay on the table. ; 

Mr, ARCHER said he would not pledge hinself 


-to.any such thing. Ifthe senator from. Mississippi 
will withdraw the. yeas and nays, he can call the 
resolutions up to-morrow, and have the yeas and 
on‘that motion. è = 

Mr. WALKER said he would do so, if senators 
would agree to call the resolutions up to-morrow. 
Mr. DAYTON said he, for oné, would vote 
ainst taking them up. : 
“OMT -McDUFFIE inquired of the Chair whether, 
under the rule, the resolutions did not lie on the 
table, and would come up, asa matter of- course, 
to-morrow. ; r Dug 
The CHAIR said the resolutions would have laid 
over one day under the rule, but they had been enter- 
tained by general consent. However, they could lie 
over, under the rule, if the yeas and nays were with- 

drawn. - ioe ae ` é 

Mr, WALKER withdrew the call for the yeas 
and nays, and the resolutions, therefore, lie over till 
to-morrow. ` 


Mr. BENTON gave ‘notice that he would, to- : 


morrow, ask leave to withdraw a joint resolution for 
the amendment of the constitution of the United 
States, in relation to the election of President and 
Vice President. . ‘a p 

Mr. MERRICK. presented ‘a petition from the 
assistant messengers in the. Post Office Department, 
asking for an increase of compensation: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill entitled 
“An act for the relief of Lucinda Geésey, widow of 
Valentine Geesey, deceased. à 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the above bill 
was considered as in committee of the whole, and 
the amendment agreed to. It was then reported to 
the Senate, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
the House’ bill for the relief of the heirs of Ebenezer 
Moore, and with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill from the House entitled an act to direct 
the President of the United States to expose to sale 
the reserved lead mines of the United States in the 
State of [[linoisand Territories of Wisconsin and 
Towa, was read twice, and, on motion by Mr. 
WOODBRIDGE, referred to the Committee on 
PublicLands. f - 

_ The joint resolution explanatory of the act ma- 
king appropriation for the relief of revolutionary and 
other pensioners of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1845, was read the third 

time, and passed. i 

The bill making appropriation for the ayment of 
certain arrearages of annuities to the Stockbridge 
tribe of Indians was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Walter S. Alexander and 
others, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill to 

recognise the sale of lands in Louisiana in certain 
cases, and for other purposes, was taken up as in 
committee of the whole, on certain amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands. The 
amendments having been agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE opposed that part of the bill giving 
an increase of salary in the land offices in the dis- 
trict named. He was opposed to giving the land 


officer in that district a greater salary than was 


given to land officers in other States. 

’ Mr. JOHNSON said the bill did not, in fact, in- 
crease the salary of the land officer in the New Or- 
Jeans district. Hus salary now, including the dollar 
he receives for the issuing of each patent, was 
about $1,000 per annum. The bill, though it gave 
an addition of $500 to his salary, expressly pro- 
vided that the officer shall not receive the $1-on each 
patent delivered, which amounted to about $500 per 
annum. The increase of salary was intended to be 
in lieu of that perquisite. It was necessary, how- 
ever, that the salary of that officer should be higher 
than was paid to like officers in the westera States, 
where the expense of living ‘was much less. All 
the officers in New Orleans, the judges and other 
officers of the United States, in consequence of the 
high price of the markets and house rents, &c., re- 
ceived greater salaries than like officers in some of 
the other States, 

Mr. BREESE said the salaries to the land officers 
were uniform throughout the country. He was op- 
posed to make any distinction between them’ in 
point of salary. If there was an increase made in 
he salary of that officer, they would be plagued 
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session after session for an increase of the salaries of 
the other land officers. : He therefore moved to strike 
out that provision of the bill. 

The question was put, and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed’ for a 


: third reading; which being done, it was subsequent- 


ly read the third time, and passed. as 
On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the previous 


orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in committee of the | 


whole, the bill supplementary to the act authorizing 
the Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims 
therein mentioned, passed the 18th day of April, 
1814. : ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD opposed the bill, on the ground 
that it transferred to another board. the right to de- 
cide upon the equity of the claim involved in the 


- bill. He argued that Congress was the most com- 
- petent body to decide upon it. 


Messrs. WALKER and HENDERSON showed 
that the bill was intended forthe purpose of carry- 
ing out the provisions of a previous law of.Con- 
gress.. The previous board decided upon all the 
claims, amounting to some- $700,000, except those 
provided for in thisbill, which were omitted for the 
want of evidence. The evidence required had been 
procured. . : : 

The question now being on the engrossment of 
the bill 

Mr. HAYWOOD: demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and’ being taken, resulted— 
yeas 19, nays 13. 

The bill was accordingly engrossed; and subse- 
quently read the third time, and passed. . 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the bill for the relief 
of Seth M. Leavenworth was taken up as in com- 
mittee of the whole, considered, reported to the Sen- 
ate, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with sundry amendments, the bill 
from the House making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of government for the fis- 
cal year ending 30th June, 1845. The amendments 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that he would call up 
this-bill to-morrow. i 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill to grant a portion of the public lands to the State 
of Ilinois, to aid in the completion of the Illinois 
and Michigan canal. 


CHEROKEE CLAIMANTS. 


The joint resolution for the relief of certain 
claimants under: the Cherokee treaty of 1836 was 
taken up for consideration, as in committee on the 
whole. 

It provided that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to pay, or cause to be paid, the several 
sums found due to claimants under the Cherokee 
treaty of 1836, upon the certificates issued, or that 
may be issued, by the board of commissioners ap- 
pointed in pursuance of the 17th article of the trea- 
ty, out of the unexpended balance of appropriations 
made for the payment of such claims, upon the 
presentation of said certificates. 

Mr. JARNAGIN explained that, in transporting 
the Cherokees west in 1835, certain charges were 
incurred for their subsistence and conveyance, un- 
der an agent for their emigration, who was autho- 
rized to issue certificates to such of the Indians ag 
undertook to emigrate themselves. According to 
an arrangement for this purpose, $20 was allowed 
for the transportation expenses of each, and $334 
for subsistence on the route; and when an Indian 
applied for this allowance tothe agent, ifthe latter 
approved ofthe application, a certificate was given 
to him entitling him to that amount on reaching 
his destination at the western location of the nation. 
It so happened that numbers of those certificates re- 
mained unpaid in consequence of some alleged dif- 
ficulty of identification. He moved to amend the 
resolution by adding a provision, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury be ordered to pay these certificates 
of the agent of emigration, (Mr. Nat Smith,) on sat- 
isfactory evidence of the amount due on each, and 
on proof of the emigration of the Indian, to whom 
delivered by-the agent. 

Mr. WHITE suggested an amendment to the 
arene nens referring to the allowance specified in 
the treaty. ` 

Mr. JARNAGIN assented to the modification. 

Mr. HAYWOOD urged the senator from Ten- 
nessee not to press his amendment. The resolution 
itself simply called for the execution of the provis- 


ions of the treaty by the commissioners appointed 
for the purpose. There was no propriety in this 
introduction ‘of the business of the agent which the 


|. executive. officers of the government were compe- 


tent to adjust. He was in favor of the resolution, 
but not of the introduction of this new ¢lass of 
claims. = ol , : 

Mr. WRIGHT, knowing very little of this mat- 
ter, for information, inquired if these certificates 
were issued in anticipation of the removal of such 
Indians as they applied to.- He supposed they cer- 
tified that if the individual transported himself he 
would be entitled to.so much money for his ex- 
penses of emigration. `, f 

Mr. JARNAGIN explained that such was the 
case; and at some length he described the difficulties 
which the Indians encountered on application for 
the money. p 

Mr. WRIGHT now understood the matter. The 
certificate was given to the Indian that if he trans- 
ported himself he would be entitled to so much 
money; but many of them did not emigrate, and 
would there not be an opening for fraud if the cer- 
tificates got into the hands of other persons than of 
those for whom they were intended. 

Mr. JARNAGIN explained that such a case 
could net occur, as those going were enrolled and 


|. the rolls transmitted with them. / 


Mr. WHITE said the treaty provided that those 
capable of transporting themselves should, if ap- 
proved by the agent, be entitled to do so; and the 
rates of allowance for this purpose were fixed upon 
as described. The Secretary of the Treasury, find- 
ing the certificates in the hands of third parties, took 
the ground: that they were not negotiable, and did 


_ not pay them. 


Mr. HAYWOOD. still hoped the senator from 
Tennessee would not embarrass the resolution by 
his amendment. It was in the power of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle these certificates upon 
their own merits. . . 

Mr. JARNAGIN said, as the impression wag 
that it would encumber the: resolution, he would 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, in’ view of amendments he would 
offer, made a general statement of the present condi- 
tion of the fund. a 

By this statement, it appeared, that the original 
appropriation under the Cherokee treaty was 
$6,000,000, ‘all of which had been disbursed, ex- 
cept $227,000; and of this balance, $89,000 had 
been awarded to claimants already by the board of 
commissioners, from which, however, $16,000 was 
suspended by the department.. Against the re- 
mainder of the $227,000, (about $130,000,) . there 
were claims yet to be adjusted, amounting to 
$450,000. The object of his amendments would be, 
not to pay the whole amount of the commissioners’ 
certificates; but one-third, deferring the remainder 
till the final, report of the commissioners was made, 
stating the amount of claims awarded against the 
undisposed balance of the fund. 

Mr. HAYWOOD called the attention of the 
Senate to the words of the seventeenth sec- 
tion of the treaty of 1836: “ All the claims 
arising under, or provided for in the articles 
of this treaty, shall be examined and adjusted by 
commissioners, such as shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States for that purpose; and 
their decision shall be final; and on their certificates 
of the amount due to the several claimants, they 
shall be paid by the United States.” Nothing, he . 
conceived, could be more clear or conclusive than 
this. The Senate had only to pass this resolution, 
saying the certificates thus given in conformity with 
the treaty shall be paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN tose and asked for informa- 
tion: what would he the last three days of the ses- 
sion? 

Mr. WOODBURY asked what was the pending 
amendment? f 

The CHAIR, to the first question, answered that 
Friday, Saturday, and Monday, would be the last 
three days; and to the latter question, he answered 
that the last amendment offered had been withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that it appeared to- 
morrow would be the last day in which bills of the 
Senate could be sent to the House. It was desirable . 
to economize time, and endeavor to get through the 
calandar. He hoped the remaining time left for 
rae purpose would not be exhausted in useless de- 

ate. 

Mr. WHITE offered his first amendment, which 
was to pay only 333 per cent. of these certificates at 
present. 


Mr. JARNAGIN opposed the amendment. 
Mr. SEVIER. suggested a modification to strike 
out the words “hereafter to be issued.” 


Mr. WHITE did not approve of this modifica- . 


tion to his amendment, and it was not then urged. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WHITE now submitted his second amend-- 
ment; which was to adda proviso as follows: 


` Provided, It shall appear to the satisfaction of the Presi- 
dent, that such certificates are for objects provided for in 


saidtreaty; and that the accounts thereof have not before . 


been paid, nor the claim been decided by any former board 
of commissioners. : 

On this amendment he called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 4, 
nays 28, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Clayton, Semple, Tallmadge, and White 


NAYS-—Messrs, Allen,-Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Foster, Francis, 
Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Sevier, 
Simmons, Upham, Walker, and Wright—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SEVIER now moved his amendment to 
strike out the words “or which may-be issued;” 
which was adopted. ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to insert, before the 
words “board of commissioners,” the word ‘‘sec- 
ond.” ` x 

Mr. WHITE would like to know why -the reso- 
lution should not apply to the present board, which 
is the “third.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD explained that his object was 
to confine the resolution to cases already reported. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The resolution was then reported back to the Sen- 
ate as amended; the amendments were concurred in; 
it was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time; and was subsequently read a third time, and 
passed, 


. THE REESIDE CLAIM. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was not the father of 
the Senate—he was very thankful for that—but he 
was one of the elder children, and had some experi- 
ence in that body. They had but the residue of to- 
day and the whole of to-morrow to get through the 
Senate bills on the calendar which could not go to 
the House after that. Now, he thought they could 
get through all these bills if gentlemen would but 
refrain from unnecessary debate. He believed the 
next thing on the calendar was Mrs. Reeside’s case; 
he hoped the Senate would dispose of that without 
further delay. 

The Senate bill for the relief of Mary Reeside, 
executrix of the last will and testament of James 
Reeside, deceased, was accordingly taken up, and 
its consideration was resumed as in committee of 
the whole. ; 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the authority to pay the amount, if any, to be 
awarded by the Third Auditor, and to insert a pro- 
vision, that the result of the investigation of the 
claim by the Third Auditor, under the advice of the 
Attorney General, shall be reported to Congress at 
the next session by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
stating such award as shall be found due, if any, to 
the heirs of said Reeside. - 

Mr. BERRIEN hoped the amendment would not 
prevail. a 

Mr. NILES objected to the appropriating money 
in advance of any evidence that there was a claim. 
It was a principle that ought not to be sanctioned in 
legislation. . 

Mr. BERRIEN reiterated his arguments in favor 
of the bill as it stood; announcing, however, that 
there were two changes he should propose to make: 
one was in conformity with objections urged the 
other day against referring to the decision of the 
Philadelphia court, and the other would be to sub- 
stitute the Fourth for the Third Auditor. 

Mr. MERRICK very warmly advocated the 
amendment proposed by the senator from Connecti- 
cut; and stated, very confidently, on the authority of 
officers of the Post Office Department, that, instead - 
of $189,000 being due to Mr. Reeside when he died, 
he was in debt to the government $60,000. 

The suject was debated at considerable length by 
Messrs. JARNAGIN, BERRIEN, NILES, MER- 
RICK, BENTON, BUCHANAN, and WRIGHT. 

And the yeas and nays having been called for by 
Mr. ALLEN, and ordered, on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Niles, were taken; and resulted— 
yeas 27, nays 12, as follows, 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Colquitt, Crittenden, Fairfield, Francis, Fulton, 
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Hannegan, Haywood, H J i i 
MeDutiie,’ Merrick, Niles, Pearce, Semple, Sevier Tall. 
madge, Tappan, White, and Wright—27. 

dee ir: Haten een Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ani Woe ridges. » Miller, Porter, Sturgeon, W alker, 

So the amendment was adopted. Sg 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to amend the bill by 
striking outall that part which had reference to the 
trial at Philadelphia, and to substitute the Fourth: for 
the Third Auditor. : 

The amendments were adopted. ; 

The bill, as amended, was then reported back to 
the Senate; the amendments were concurred in, and 
ae bill ordered to be-engrossed, and read a third 

ime. f 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the general orders 
were postponed, and the bill providing for the ad- 
justment of the boundary line between Missouri and 
Towa was taken up, considered, amended, and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. CHOATE, the Senate bill for 
the relief of Asa Andrews was taken up, considered, 
amended so as to conform to the same principle 
adopted with respect to the Reeside claim; and then 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. STURGEON, the House bill 
for the relief of Henry Newingham was taken up, 
considered, read a third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 


into executive session; and, after some time spent 
therein, resumed legislative business, and passed the 
bills previously ordered to be engrossed. 

F: (The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Wepxespay, June 12, 1844. 

The journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. STRONG rose and stated that his name was 
incorrectly recorded in the list of yeas and nays, 
which were taken yesterday on the eastern harbor 
and river bill. He had uniformly voted for that 
bill, and he should be very sorry to have it sup- 
posed that anything that could be said or done by 
the feeble occupant of the White House, could 
change his vote on this measure. 

The journal was corrected as he suggested. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH also explained that his name 
appeared in the wrong list, as published in the In- 
telligencer, of the vote taken on suspending the rules 
yesterday, to enable the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] to introduce a resolution. He 
voted in the affirmative. 

The Clerk replied that his name was so recorded. 

: ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the army, for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1845, which had come hack 
from the Senate with some amendments, be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. AARON V. BROWN said that he felt con- 
strained to ask the indulgence of the House whilst 
he submitted a few observations personal to himself. 
The near approach of the adjournment compelled 
him to take this course as the only method of vin- 
dicating himself against a certain publication in yes- 
terday’s Globe. He was compelled to speak of it 
as a newspaper publication, because he could not, 
under the rules, refer to the debates in the other end 
of the Capitol. He begged leave to read the follow- 
ing paragraph from that paper: 

“The war was expiring. The armistice, and the inter- 
positiou of greal powers, was bringing it to a close; and the 
day was at hand when the rennion of Texas would have 
come of itself, and with peace and honor, when this in- 
sidiuus scheme of sudden and secret annexation, and its 
miserable pretexts, was fallen upon by our hapless adminis- 
tration. From the moment that scheme, and its pretexts, 
first revealed itself to public view, at a public dinner in Vir- 
ginia, in the autumn of the last year, I denounced it as an 
intrigue, got up for the election; and to end in the disgrace of 
its authors, and in the defeat, delay, and embarrassment ot 
the measure which it professed to desire. I particularly 
made this denunciation to the gentleman {Mr. A. V. Browy] 
who had got the letter from General Jackson in February, 
1843, and who seemed to be vicariously charged with some 
enterprise on my humble self. It was at the commencement 
of the present session of Congress; I answered him on the 
spot; and, as J have no concealments, the gentleman referred 
to is at liberty to relate all that I said,to him to the whole 
world.” 

Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) I mean to make no reply 
to any portion of that publication but what relates 
personally to myself. The insinuation as to the 
“yicarious” character which I “‘seemed” to sustain in 
the conversation alluded to, is wholly destitute of 
foundation. There is not one word of truth in it, 
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whatever the impression of that senator [Mr. BEN- 
` Ton] may have been at the time, nor the slightest 


pretext for.it. The conversation referred to’ was 
not confidential, nor held at any private interview 
between us. We casually fell in company, as mem- 
bers frequently do, in going to or from. the Capitol 
to their boarding-houses, We were walking on 
the public pavements, -when . the: conversation 
chanced to turn on the subject of annexation. 


` He advanced some of the opmions which he has 


since avowed in his speeches. The distance of our 
walk would not have allowed him ‘to advance them 
all. He was vehement in denouncing the motives 
which had induced the President to bring forward 
the subject, and the secret influences which he be- 
lieved had prompted him to do so. This latter sus- 

icion, and the surprise which the general tenor of 
his remarks excited, (for I had never doubted that 
he would be warmly for it,) induced me to refer to 
my corte pondenige with General Jackson on the 
subject. made this reference with the hope that, 
when he should learn that his great friend (General 
Jackson) was sọ intimately connected with the 
effort to acquire that fine country, he would pause 
and mature the subject well before he threw himself 
in opposition to the measure. Sir, up to that‘time 
I had never stopped to consider how the question 
would operate on the coming presidential election; 
and my conversation had no reference whatsoever 
to its influence that way. It could not have had any 
such reference, for I was then a warm and decided 
friend to Mr. Van Buren’s nomination, and had 
done much, in my own State and elsewhere, to 
suppress any movement calculated to prevent it. 
This single fact, known to hundreds, must forever 
exonerate me from the imputation of having aided 
or abetted, vicariously or otherwise, in getting up 
and sustaining this Texas movement for. any politi- 
cal purposes. , 

Whatever part I have taken in gettting it up has 
been very humble and unimportant; but Iam free 
to make it known to the world, and to defy any 
man or all men successfully to impugn my mo- 
tives. 

Early in the winter of 1842--°3, I became con- 
vinced that the affairs of Texas were coming rapidly 
to a crisis, and that she must find some strong sup- 
port, or she could not sustain herself to any advan- 
tage among the independent nations of the earth. 
Hence it naturally occurred to me, that the most 
favorable period whould shortly arrive for its rean- 
nexation to the United States. I saw the present 
administration peculiarly situated. A President 
without a party—nay, worse than that, a President 
between two great parties, seldom sustained by 
either, and often warred uponby both. Under suc 
circumstances, I apprehended it might be difficult to 
prevail on him, however anxious he might be per- 
sonally to do so, to enter on any great measure such 
as the aequisition of Texas, Influenced by these 
opinions, in January, 1843, I addressed a letter to 
General Jackson, adverting to many or all of these 
circumstances, and expressing the belief that, if hig 
opinions were still in favor of the measure, as I 
knew they formerly were, a clear and decided 
letter from him might be useful in rousing up or.sus- 
taining the administration in making such ‘a move- 
ment. In the spirit of ardent affection and admira- 
tion, I expressed the desire that his name should be 
connected with a great achievement like that, and 
that it would be the crowning glory of his long and 
eventful life. I give the substance and not the words 
of the letter. I was so explicitas to the use Iin- 
tended to make of his detter in inciting the adminis- 
tration to make the movement, that I think I desired 
him, if he was unwilling for it to be so used, not to 
write it. Sir, his reply was received. It was used; 
and I have reason to believe that it did much good 
in encouraging the President to enter-errthis great 
work. It has also been published to his conntry- 
men; and I rejoice to see every day the good that 
itis accomplishing. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, what is there in this 
simple narrative that should have called down on 
me the animadversion of any body, especially of 
that distinguished senator with whom I perfectly 
agreed as to a presidential candidate, and for whom 
I had ever borne the highest testimony to his patri- 
otism and talents. He speaks of absolving me of 
all secrecy, and kindly informs me that I am at lib- 
erty to state all that he said to mc on that occasion, 
Sir, there was no secresy, and nothing was said by 
him which he might not well be willing that the 
whole world should know. But Jet me tell you, in 
that respect, I stand on gg high grounds as he does, 


and äs- přòudly: challengé every. insinuation against- 
either my -motives or my actions: - I have-not ar- 
raigned his in any respect, neither ought he to- have 
arraigned mine. D y . ; 

Be s ` 4 À 3 
FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE “PRINCETON 
DSTA L VICTIMS. ` ; 
‘Mr. HOPKINS offeréd the following resolution, 
which:he said he was satisfied would meet with no 
objection: ; : f 
“Resolved, That the. Clerk of the House of Representa- 


tives, and the:Secretary of the Senate, if the Senate concur, . 


be.dirécted to pay (half out of the contingent fund. of the 
Howse, and the other half out of the-contingent fund of the 
Senate) the funeral expenses of those that were killed on 
board the steamer Princeton, provided that’ the amount. 
thereof. does not exceed the:sum of $1,450. 


Mr. BARNARD suggested some change of the 
sum fixed iri the resolution. s . 

: Mr: HOPKINS said it was unnecessary, for he 
hađ:seen a statement of the expenses, and they fell 
short-of the sum he had named. - 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES moved to lay the resolu- 
tio on the table, and he asked for the yeas and 
nays thereon. f 
‘Mr. DUNCAN said. he wished to amend the 
resolution, so as to provide that these expenses 
should be paid:out -of the contingent funds of the 
departments, for he was opposed to this throwing 
the: responsibility on the House and on the Senate 
of ‘this increase of the expenditures from their con- 
tingent funds. ` ; f 

"Fhe yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, 
resulted thus: yeas 40, nays 124: 

YEAS-~-Messrs. Benton, James Black, Boyd, Brodhead, 
Wiliam J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Cullom, Dana, John. W. Davis, Dromgoole, French, 
Giddings, Hale, Hamlin, Hays, Henley, Houston, Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Leonard, Lumpkin, Maclay, McKay, 
Norris, Purdy, Reding, Ritter, Rogers, Taylor, Thompson, 
Tucker, Vinton, Wheaton, Willams, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—40. 

‘NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Arrington, Ashe, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Bayley, Bidlack, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, 
Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Campbell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Clinton, Cobb, Cranston, Cross, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, “Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Debetry, Dellet, Dun- 
can, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Foster, Goggin, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hammet, 
Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Hub- 
ard, Hubbell, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
person Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Andrew. Kennedy, John P, 

ennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Me- 
Causlen, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, Mctlvaine, 
Marsh, Matthews, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Murphy, 
Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, 
David's. Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Rockwell, Rodney, St. John, 

Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour; Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B.. Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
John. Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and Woodward—124. 


‘So the resolution was not laid on the the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the form of the 
resolution; for it would not only require the concur- 
rence of the Senate, but the signature of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to enable this House to 
expend a portion of its own contingent fund. He 
algo objected to it because it proposed an expendi- 
ture to defray the funeral expenses of persons who 
were not members of this House, and some of them 
but private citizens. Heentered into some explana- 
tion of the usual restriction on the expenditure of 
the contingent fund; and remarked that he objected 
to this resolution, because it would establish a pre- 
cedent which would cover any variety of cases 
hereafter, and involve Congress in the expense of 
burying any individual who, by accident, or misfor- 
tune, or in the course of nature, may die here. Af- 
ter some other observations, he expressed his oppo- 
sition. to the resolution, and concluded by asking for 
the yeas and nays thereon. 

ir, CAMPBELL said he had supposed that the 
expenses of the funeral of those who were killed on 
the occasion of a calamity which covered the whole 
nation with mourning would have been paid without 
a single objection. He, however, rose, not to reply 
to the remarks which had been made, nor to cor- 
tinue in any way.the debate, but to move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HOPKINS (the motion for the previous 
question having been withdrawn) said his colleague's 
objection. came too late: the time for such objection 
was when a committee was appointed by the House 
to meet a committee on the part of the Senate, to 
make arrangements forthe funeral of the late Sec- 
retary of State and the Secretary of the Navy. But 


` ters nothin 
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no objection was made then, and liabilities had been 
incurred which must be defrayed by somebody. 
How did his colleague [Mr. Dromeoore] propose 
to pay the expenses which had been incurred? Cof- 
fins had been supplied, laborers had. been employed 
to assist inthe funeral obsequies, and hacks were 
hired to carry the persons who took part inthe pro- 


‘cession; the very mourning which his colleague‘[Mr. 
Dromeoone] wore by order of this House, remain- 


ed unpaid for, and it was proposed that the petty 
sum which was contracted by order of this House, 
should. remain unpaid. -Fo him it was a matter.of 
but little conséquence by what department it was 
paid, ‘but it was a matter of some consequence 
whether it was paid atall. To the people it mat- 
whether it were paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of. this House, or of the Staté or Navy 
Department, for it would come from the national treas- 
ury, whatever the department might be that should 
make the immediate payment. And they knew that 

ropositions of this sort were very frequently adopted. 
Members of this House were buried at the expense 
of the government, because they were the officers of 
the government; and the Secretary of State and of 
the Navy had also been thus buried, because they 
were the officers of the government. To obviate 
one objection raised by his colleague, he would mod- 


ify his resolution, and give it the form of a simple 
resolution; and on that moved the previous ques- | 


tion. 

Mr, ADAMS desired to make a few observa- 
tions, and Mr.” Hopkins withdrew the motion for 
the previous question, to enable him to doso. He 
was then understood to speak in opposition to the 
resolution, but in so low a tone of voice as to be al- 
most inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 

No appropriation could be made otherwise than 
by an act. of Congress. It could not be done by 


joint resolution. He looked upon this proposition . 


as one of a most extraordinary character; and one 
Which, if adopted, would establish an alarming pre- 
cedent. 

Mr. HOPKINS modified the resolution so as to 
direct the Clerk ofthe House to examine the ac- 
counts, &c., and to pay one-half of the same out of 
the contingent fund, provided the half to be paid by 
the House would not excced $725 00. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL called the attention of 
the House to a precedent, which he said was direct- 
ly in point, where certain foreigners were buried, 
at the expense of the government, and not only 
were their funeral expenses paid, but pensions were 
given to their widows and children. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put, viz: “On 
agreeing to the resolution as modified.” 

The yeas and nays were demanded by Messrs. 
C. JOHNSON and DROMGOOLE. 

They were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 
103, nays 62, as follows: £ 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, ‘Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, 
Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 

Dawson, Dellet, Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, 
Florence, Goggin, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubard, Hubbell, Hudson Hughes, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, 
Jenks, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, McCauslen, McClelland, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, Mclilvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Mosely, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Pollock, 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Charles 
M. Reed, D. 3. Reid, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, 
Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Thomas’ H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Slidell, Albert Smith, John 'T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stephens, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Strong, Summers, Sykes, 
Thomasson, ‘Pibbatis, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Va ier, 
Wentworth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright-—103. . 

NAY¥S—VNiessrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, Benton, 
James A. Black, Bower, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Buffing- 
ton, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Cullom, 
Dana, Darrah, John W. Davis, Dickey, Dromgoole, Duniap, 
Ficklin, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Hale, Uamlin, 
Hammet, Henley, Houston, Hungerford, James B. Raunt, 
Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Georse 
W. Jones, Preston King. Leonard, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mek ay, 
Joseph Morris, Norris, Purdy, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Senter, 
Severance, 
Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and 
Yost—62. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked that the communica- 
tion from the President of the United States, on 
the subject ot the Cunard steam-packets, should be 
now read, in order that. it might be referred. 

The communication was laid before the H ouse, 
the reading was dispensed with, and it was referred 


obb. 


| tion. 


‘Taylor, Phompson, ‘Fucker, Vinton, Weller, | 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
J Roads. ; 


Mr. R. SMITH desired leave to offer a resolu- 


Mr. CAMPBELL objected to any farther busi- 
ness taking precedence of his motion. ; 

Mr. R. SMITH said if the gentleman objected, he 
would. move a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there was a mo- 
tion now pending for a suspension of the rules. __ 

Mr. THOMPSON said there was a private bill 
embracing some hundreds of cases of persons claim- 
ing lands. It wasa bill to which there could be no 
sort of objection, and consequently no debate. He 
hoped the House would act upon the bill, that it 
might be sent to the Senate, , 

Objections were made,,and the question was then 
put on the resolution offered by Mr. CAMPBELL yes- 
terday, and now modified by him, so as to terminate 
the debate on the bill for rechartering the banks of 
the District of Columbia this day at half past twelve. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURKE moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. : 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS desired to amend the resolution 
by adding that all debate on the bill to reduce the 


` price of the public lands should cease at 4 o'clock 


this day. : 

The amendment was declared to be out of order, 
inasmuch as the bill referred to had not yet been 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEWART moved the previous question. 

It was seconded, and the main question ordered 
to be now put. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

And they were ordered; and being taken, were— 
yeas 112,nays 64. The resolution was adopted. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hamuin in the chair;) and 


- the committee resumed the consideration of the bill 


to recharter the District banks. . 

Mr. DUNCAN, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee. He was desirous (he 
said) of voting for the rechartering these banks, pro- 
vided they were made to conform to the system of 
banking in Ohio. : 

Mr. D. enumerated-various provisions which he 
desired to see incorporated-in these bank charters. 
First, as to the liability of stockholders; secondly, 
that they should be restrained from borrowing the 
funds of the bank of which they are -stockholders. 
A company of money-lenders should not be money- 
borrowers. There were abundant examples of 
fraud being practised inthis way. He would men- 
tion one case: it was that of the Bank of Hamilton, 
in Ohio. The bank failed for the amount of $72,- 
000; and, by the report of the bank commissioners, 
the extraordinary fact was disclosed that six of the 
directors of the bank owed the institution $62,000— 
within $10,000 of the entire amount of the bank’s lia- 
bilities. It was easy enough to beseen that these men 
had a direct interest that the bank should go down. 
And there were various cases of the same kind that 
might be referred to. And another provision that 
he desired to see incorporated was, that the. stock 
should be paid in in gold and silver. 

Mr. D. put some questions to Mr. Camp- 
BELL with regard to the condition of the banks; 
which being answered, Mr. D. said he would vote 
for the bili provided its friends would so amend it 
as to introduce into the banking system of the Dis- 
trict, the same reforms that had ‘been introduced 
into the banks of Ohio. With these reforms, he 
should be Sustained at home in voting for the bill, 
and he thought that his democratic friends should 
vote for it also, as it was understood that a vast ma- 
jority of the people of the District desired the re- 
charter of these banks. He was glad to see the 
whig party coming up to the system of bank re- 
forma that the democratic party had been so long 
struggling for. It would be remembered that from 
1836 to 1840, the democratic party, in consequence 
of their exertions to reform the banking system, 
and to take away from the banks the power to de- 
fraud the community, had been stigmatized as de- 
Structionists, who were striving to break down the 
banks and destroy the business and property of the 
community. The democratie party always repudi- 
ated that charge, and contended that their object was 
to reform, not destroy, these institutions, They 


stated the reforms they wished. to introduce, aiid he 
was glad to see many of them incorporated in this 
bill. Should they all be introduced, and the banks 
be as well guarded as the banks of Ohio, he`should 
have no objections to the bill. Mr. D. then wenton 
to reply to the remarks of Mr. Causin of yesterday, 
and attributed their tone and temper to -the chagrin 
which the gentleman and his friends felt at the har- 


mony and.union of the democratic party, which had - 


been effected by the nominations at Baltimore, and 
the enthusiasm with which these nominations were 
received throughout the country. In these nomina- 
tions, and the spirit in which they were received, 
the gentlemen saw the downfall of their hopes, and 
hence the long faces they exhibited.. Mr. D., in 
the course of his remarks, exhibited a portrait which 
he characterized as a fair sample of the care-worn 
countenances of his whig friends, and proceeded to 
give an anatomical explanation of the effects which 
grief and surprise would produce on the human 
countenance. Before concluding his remarks, the 
Chairman’s hammer fell, announcing that his hour 
had expired. ; 

The question coming up on the amendment of 
Mr. Prarr, which was offered yesterday as an 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Tucker, 


Mr. SAUNDERS observed that he wished to of- 
fer an amendment, which, under the parliamentary 
rule, would have preference over an amendment 
striking out the bill, it being an amendment to make 
the bill more perfect. Mr. S. then moved to amend 
the 1st section by striking out the year 1854, and 
inserting the year 1847, for the duration of the 
charters. ` š 

Mr. DANA moved to amend thàt amendment 
by inserting 1846 instead of 1847. Rejected. 

Mr. McKAY then moved to amend Mr. Saun- 
pERs’s amendment by substituting 1845 for 1847. 
‘This was also rejected; and > 

The amendment of Mr. Saunners was agreed to. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 1st 
section by striking out the Farmers and Mechan- 
ics bank of Georgetown, and called for the reading 
of the report showing the condition of that bank. 
This amendment was rejected—ayes 60, noes 69. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to strike out the 
Patriotic Bank, the Bank of Washington, and the 
Bank of Potomac; which. motion was also rejected. 


Mr. JONES of Tennessee believing there was no 
soundness in any of these banks, moved to strike 
out the Bank of the Metropolis, which he believed 
to be as rotten as any of them.. This motion was 
also rejected. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Prart’s 
amendment, (striking out the whole bill, and insert- 
ing asa substitute, a bill establishing a system of 
free banking, on the plan of the New York banks.) 
This amendment was rejected. 

The question was taken on Mr. Tucker’s amend- 
ment, which proposed to strike out the whole bill 
and insert a substitute; and it was rejected without 
a divisiqn. i 

Mr. G, W. JONES offered an amendment giving 
the right’to any note holders to examine into the con- 
dition of the banks. 'This was rejected. 

Mr.J. A. WRIGHT offered an amendment re- 
quiring the banks to report to Congress, on the Ist 

ay of January ofeach year, the indebtedness of 
member of Congress to them. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment also, by requiring them to report the names 
of members of Congress to whom they refuse loans. 
This being agreed to, 

On the adoption of the amendment as amended 
tellers were called for, and Messrs. Burke and Mc- 
CiERNAND were appointed; and they reported 60 in 
the affirmative, and 69 in the negative. 

So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

Another amendment was proposed to make it ob- 
ligatory on the president of the bank to report to 
Congress, at the commencement. of each session, 
the names of such members of Congress as may 
have negotiated loans and discounts during the pre- 
ceding year, and the amount thereof. 

On this amendment the vote was taken by 
Messrs. Harnin and Houston tellers; who reported 
63 in the affirmative, and 69 in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. = 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to amend by striking 
out- the figures 50 and inserting 46, in the clause 
which prescribed that if these banking companies 
did not choose to accept the charter given them by 
this bill, they should retain their corporate privi- 
leges for the purpose of winding up their affairs to 


` the year 1850.. The amendment 
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I proposed to give 
them to the 4th of July, 1846, only. 

The amendment was rejected—49 voting in the 
affimative, and 54 in the negative. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to make it “1847; and 
having withdrawn that amendment, it was renewed- 
in another quarter, and agreed to—63 voting in the 
affirmative, and 61 in -the negative. . — - 

Mr. TUCKER moved to add the words “and 
only” after the word “sole” in the clause which per- 
mitted the banks, ina certain contingency, to hold 
their corporate privileges to the year 1847, so that 
they should be held for the “sole and only” purpose 
of winding up their affairs. The amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McDOWELL proposed an amendment which 
was negatived. He then proposed one to make an 
appropriation of the property of: the bank by its 
officers to their'own uses a penal offence, punisha- 
ble by imprisonment not exceeding five years, nor 
less than one. The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. McDOWELL having proposed other amend- 
ments, and they having been rejected, he proposed 
one to limit the paper issues of the banks to the 
amount of their paid-up capital, and to require them 
to have in their vaults gold in proportion to their 
issues, of one dollar in gold for every three dollars of 
paper issues. 

Various amendments to the amendment were pro- 
posed, and negatived; and then the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMES offered an amendment to prohibit 
any of these banks paying out any notes other than 
its own. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill to 
the House; and it took its place on the calendar. 


PRIVATE LETTER EXPRESSES. 


On the motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoore in the chair,) 
and took up the bill No. 290, being a bill amending 
the laws relating to the Post Office Department; an 
it was read through all its clauses by the Clerk. 

Mr. DANA moved that this hill be laid aside; 
and that the committee take up the Senate bill on 
the same subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS observed that the committee had 
agreed, by vote, to take up this bill; and he hoped it 
would not be laid aside. 

Mr. ADAMS was in favor of the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The debate was continued Messrs. CLINGMAN, 
P. KING, HAMLIN, and SAMPLE. 

Mr. HALE said it appeared, by the report of the 
Post Office Committee, that the revenue of that de- 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1840, was 
$4,539,265; for the last year it was $4,295,925; and 
that for the present ycar it will not be more than 
$3,995,925. The number of letters transmitted 
through the mail in the year ending June 30, 1840, 
was 27,535,554. The annual number now reported 
to be in circulation is 24,267,552. 

Here we have the extraordinary spectacle of all 
branches of industry and departments of business 
reviving and increasing, yet the number of letters 
transmitted through the mail, and the amount of 
postage received therefor, is decreasing. The Post 
Office Committee, in view of these facts, in their re- 
port inform us, and with great truth and propriety, 
that “events are in progress of fatal tendency to the 
Post Office Department; and its decay has com- 
menced.” , 

Now, what do the Post Office Committee recom- 
mend? With great deference to that committee, it 
appears to me that they have altogether mistaken 
the nature of the evil; and, by consequence, propose 
an inadequate and improper remedy, and one not at 
all calculated to ‘alleviate, much less cure the evil. 
The committee recommend vigorous legislation, 
pains and penalties, as if they could afford a sover- 
eign remedy. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, } undertake to say that if 
the action proposed by the Post Office Committee be 
adopted by this House, and the relief asked, for be 
withheld, instead of putting down, you will increase 
the private expresses; and ten will spring up where 
there now is only one. The difficulty lies deeper 
than some gentlemen seem to imagine. It is in this: 
The system, as at present conducted, with its pres- 
ent high rates of postage, does not commend itself to 
the favorable consideration- of the people. Instead 
of looking upon itas intended for their benefit and 
accommodation, they look upon it with jealousy and 


penal enactments effect this? 


distrust, and regard it as a-moriopoly, gathering ‘its: 
unequal exactions from those channels which afford: 
the only medium of communication which is left for: 
the affections of kindred hearts, when once separa-: 
ted. It is to counteract this state of things, and pre-- 
sent this department to. the country in a position 
commending itself to their judgments - and ‘their 
hearts, that we should now exert ourselves.” Will 
No, sir; no.. Far dit- 
ferent from this must be our course, if we would 
attain the object which all profess to desire. The 
honorable gentleman from Indiana says that this 
call for reform does not come from the people of the 
country, and the sparse settlements of the West, 
but from the large cities. 

Sir, the honorable gentleman is very much mista- 
ken in this; he altogether misapprehends the charac- 
ter of those who complain of the grievances of the 
present high rates of postage. One single fact, com- 
municated to me as coming from an overseer of a 
single factory in England, will show what class has 
reaped the benefit of the postage reform in that 
country. He stated that, before the reduced rates .. 
of postage were established there, not more than ten 
letters weekly were received by all the operatives in 
the establishment, but immediately ‘after the re- 
duced rates were established, the letters continually 
increased, till, at the end of three years, the number 
received each week amounted to one thousand. The 
inhabitants of the cities do not feel this burden, and 
consequently do not ask for relief, They have, by 
means of the constant passage of railroad cars and 
steamboats from one to another, with the great num- 
ber of their acquaintances as passengers, means of 
evading the laws, which they improve, and will im- 
prove, notwithstanding all your prohibitions, which 
the people of the country do not enjoy. 

It is the humble poor, whom necessity drives 
from the parental roof and the domestic fireside, to 
seek employment in some manufacturing establish- 
ment, or perhaps to find in some of the sparse settle- 
ments of the West, of which the gentleman speaks, 
anew home, where the hand of honest industry 
may find a more abundant reward, and the vigorous 
hand of the young may prepare, beyond the Alle- 
ghanies, a comfortable abode for the infirm and 
aged parents left behind. ‘This is the class who feel 
the burdens of the present rates of postage, and ask 
for relief at our hands. And, sir, the appeal is now 
made to us if we will continue ihexora y to exact . 
an exorbitant tariff in the form of our present 
high postages upon this exchange of the affections— 
this commerce of the heart. A 

Let us not subject ourselves to the imputation of | 
giving “stones for bread, and scorpions for fish.” 
Mr. Chairman, as the committee seem impatient, I 
will not detain them, though I believe that the ques- 
tion involved in this bill is one of the most impor- 
tant which has been presented to the consideration 
of the present Congrese—one upon which the public 
mind is deeply moved, and one upon which the peo- 
ple will soon speak so plainly that they will be 
heard. They do not understand why the people 
of England shall have the privilege of sending a let- 
ter the whole length of the kingdom for two ‘cents, 
and they be charged, as they are at present in some 
instances, twelve hundred per cent. on that sum. T 
might go on and show that the rates of postage pro- 
posed by the Senate bill will not reduce, but in a 
short time increase, the revenues of the department. 
I will not further trespass on the time of the com- 
mittee, but close with the expression of the hope 
that the motion of the gentleman from New York 
will prevail, and the Senate bill be taken up and 


passed. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS, in reply, said, so long as that 
system of smuggling was tolerated for the benefit of 
those residing in cities, it would be impossible that a 
reduction of postage could be effected for the benefit 
of the poorer classes, of whom the gentleman from 
New Hampshire professed to be the peculiar cham- 
pion. Before touching the rates of postage, they 
ought to ascertain exactly what the extent of the ser- 
vice was to be. There were petitions in favor of a 
reduction of postage; but whence did they proceed? 
From cities and the neighborhood of railroads. 
They did not express the public sentiment, A re- 
duction of postages would have the effect of incapa- 
citating the department from rendering that service 
to the whole community for which it was designed. 

Mr. WINTHROP made some remarks in reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia. He was in favor 
of taking up the Senate bill. i 

Mr. PATTERSON said he would like to know 
if the committee intended to bring forward any bill 


a 
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tô reduce the rates of postage at this. session. 
not, he thought the bill from the Senate should be 
taken up and acted on, before this bill. He had. 
presented a number of petitions. from his constit- 
uents, praying for a reduction of the rates of post- 
age, and knew that it was a subject in which the 
country population was as much interested as the 
population of the cities. He thought, if this bill 
should be passed without .a bill reducing the rates 
of postage, that such. was the feeling throughout the 
country, that it would be impossible to carry it out. 
“Mr. CARY of Maine expressed himself.in favor 
of the bill, and said that all the opposition to it had 
come from the large cities, and. along the railroad 
routes.’ The reason-why the’ Post Office Depart- 
met with so much opposition; and could not sustain 
itself, was, that it was not corrupt like the army and 
navy, and had nota host of idle officers living at the 
public expense.~ -If all the post-ooaches had a band 
of music attached to them, like the revenue cutters, 
some of which had. fourteen musicians to four 
sailors; the post office would find more favor. Ifthe 
Post Office Department had, like the Navy Depart- 
ment, hundreds of officers loafing through the coun- 
try, with nothing to do, and coming to members of 
Congress, appealing to them to keep them in office 
for the sake of giving bread to their wives and chil- 
dren, there would be no danger of its being put 
down. But the department had been too honest to 
receive support in these corrupt times. He hoped 
the bill ‘would pass, and that the Senate bill, 
which would destroy the mail facilities of the coun- 
iy ‘would: be rejected. He had lived in a place 
whére there was a mailonly once a month; and now 
lived where: there was a mail only thrice a weeks so 
that he was well able to appreciate the advantages of 
sufficient mail facilities, and knew well what it would 
be to be deprived of them. 

Mr. CARROLL referred to the number of peti- 
tions he had received and presented from his constitu- 
ents for a reduction of the rates of postage; and said 
that all the information he had received had con- 
vinced him that such was the sentiment throughout 
the country. He was satisfied that the passage of the 
Senate bill would accomplish much good, and would 
not he followed by any reduction of the mail facili- 
ties which gentlemen apprehended. He thought 
the bill before the House should be laid. aside, and 
the Senate bill taken up, and acted on, as there was 
a prospect of passing that bill; and he did not think 
any other could be passed at this session. 


Mr. THOMPON urged that the laying aside of 
this bill would be sanctioning the running of private 
expresses, which was done contrary to law. He 
believed it was the duty of the House, first to pro- 
vide for carrying out and executing the Post Office 
Jaws; and then, if, upon examination, they found 
they could reduce the rates of postage consistently 
with a due regard to the public interest, it would 
betime enough to doso. It had struck him as 
something strange that members should be found 
willing to justify the setting at naught the Post OF 
fice laws—for such’ he understood to be the tenor of 
the remarks of some whohad spoken on the sub- 
ject. i, - 

Ifall this country consisted of cities, and had 
railroads enough, he woùld be willing to do away 
with the Post Office Department altogether; but it so 
happened that the cities were sustained by the coun- 
try, which was equally entitled. to mail facilities. 
The greatest amount of postage was paid in the 
cities, it was true, but it was, in the end, paid by the 
country; for the city merchants, in making up their 
accounts with the country merchants, charged them 
with'the postages. Mr. T. then went on to argue 
that the adoption of the Senate bill would greatly 
increase the expenditures of the Post Office Depart- 
mient, and throw the burden of it on the Treasury. 
“Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR inquired whether the 
Senate bill. not contain beth provisions, viz: a re- 
duétion: of the rates of postage, and a provision 
against infractions of the Post Office laws. 

“Mr. HOPKINS said that it did. - 

EDL. SEYMOUR then contended that the 
ate bill ouglit to be first acted on, and that it was 
“the duty of Congress to pass a measure SO much in 
‘ageordance ‘with the general ‘sentiment of © the 


; BROWN ‘suggested that the debate 
had progressed sufficiently far for a full understand- 
ing of the subject: and. unless the. discussion was 


ought to a close, itmiglit continue till the 


e therefore moved that “the committee 


Preport the bill. 


‘Te 


der. : ? 
Mr. PAYNE contended for the necessity of pass- 


ing the bill, to put a stop to the continued violations. 


of the Post Office laws, and denied that public senti- 
ment was such that the law could not be executed. 
He then went into an examination of the Sénate bill, 
which hé strongly objected to, as tending not only 
to diminish the mail facilities of the country, but to 
‘throw the burden of the Post Office on the custom- 
house revenue. - He looked upon that bill as part of 
a system in which were to be found national debt, 
distribution, and extravagpnt expenditures, and 
which was intended as an excuse for a high 
tariff. It was for the purpose of giving bounties 
to the manufacturing interest, that aif the burdens of 
the government were to be thrown on the custom- 
house revenues, and these, too, were to be squander- 
ed in wasteful and extravagant expenditures. Sup- 

ose, said he, you quarter the Post Office on the 

reasury: who is to pay for the mail transportation 
of the country? Those who are most interest- 
ed—the merchants who receive the letters? No; 
the burden was to be taken from them, 
and. thrown on the consumption of. the: coun- 
try; and the-cost of the letters of the merchants 
was to be throwñ upon the pound of: sugar and the 
bushel of salt consamed by the laborer. While 
willing to extend all necessary facilities to the mer- 
cantile interest, he was not willing to do it on the 
terms proposed—he was not willing either to cut 
down the mail facilities or throw the burden of the 
Post Office Department on the consumption. of the 
country. 

After some remarks from Mr. SCHENCK, 

Mr. HARDIN next addressed the committee, 
and proceeded to show that, though much of the 
post office revenue of this country. was received in 
the large cities of the North and East, the credit 
should not be wholly given to those sections of the 
country, for some of it was due to those distant 
States from which the letters were written. 


_ Mr. HAMMET made some observations on the 
insufficiency of mail conveniences in the South, and 
concluded by moving that the committee rise. 


On that question. tellers were called for, and. 


Messrs: W. J. Brown and Winturop were ap- 
pointed, and they reported: 37 in the affirmative, and 
69 in the negative, being less than a quorum. 
Another count wes taken, which resulted thus— 
81 in the affirmative, and 45 in the negative. 
The committee rose accordingly, and reported 
progress. ` 


EASTERN HARBOR AND RIVER BILL. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD then moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote on the eastern harbor and river bill, 
which was taken yesterday pursuant to the terms of 
the constitution, after it had been returned by the 
President of the United States with his objections 
thereto. : i 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to -be out of 
order. ` 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested that, as this motion 
had taken them all by surprise, and was in fact a 
new question entirely, the Speaker should take ume 
to consider it until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER said he had examined and well 
considered the question, and had no doubt of the 
correctness of his decision. He then recited the 
provision of the constitution which prescribed the 
course to ‘be taken on bills returned to this House 


with the presidential veto, and said the constitution: | 


al course had been pursued, and the motion now 
made could not be entertained. ee 
A conversation thereon ensued between Mr- WIN- 
THROP and the SPEAKER. ; i 
Mr. ADAMS then said, in order to:test the ques- 


tion, he should respectfully appeal, from. the deci- - 


sion of the Chair. 


Mr. WINTHROP said, for the purpose of allow- 
ing time for ‘consideration, he would: move that the 
House do now adjourn. d : 

Onthat motion the yeas and nays were called, 
and resulted thus—yeas 71, nays-76. - K 

So the House refased to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the appeal. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON ‘moved that it be laid upon 
the table. > g : ` 

< Mr- ADAMS called-for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, “and -being taken, were—yeas. 60; 
nays 82.0 0 A Sg ia eer: 

Mr. REDING: moved the previous question. 

It was not seconded. 


“Mr. ADAMS rose ¢ 


‘The CHAIR said that the motion was not in or- 
; “||. the appeal. ate 
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í Commerce was dischar: 


to the“ gentleman 


Mr. DROMGOOLE: su; i 
ould yield the foor, 


from Massachusetts, that ifhe wi 
he-would move an adjourument. = 

Mr. ADAMS accordingly ‘yielded 
The House then adjourned: : ~ 


ë fléor, and 


The following petitions, presented: to-day, were. 
handed to the reporters by the members’. presenting 
them: : eee 


By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of Henry Gamner, and 
others, praying for relief from certain judicial’ decisions: 
referred to the Committee on the judiciary. ES 
_By Mr OWEN: The memorial of A.T. Wright, and 76 
others, citizens of Indiana, praying that notice be given that 
the joint occupation of Oregon shall cease. © 
` By Mr. J. T.SMITH: The petition of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, praying for such an-alteration in the naturalization 
laws as Will require a residence of 21 years in the. United 
States as a prerequisite tò naturalization. 


IN SENATE. - 
-Tuurspay, June 13, 1844, 

Mr. CHOATE presented three memorials from the’ State’ 
of Pennsylvania, praying that the: naturalization: laws may 
be so changed as to require of foreigners a residence of 
twenty-one years before conferring upon then the rights of 
citizenship: referred to the Judiciary Committee. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from ‘citizens 
of the town of Tecumseh, Michigan, remonstrating. against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie 
on ihe table. $ S PAES 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from a number of the 
inhabitants of the county of- Albany, New York, praying 
that the bill which has come up from. the House :fixing a 
uniform day for the election of members. of Congress. and 
President and Vice President-of the United States, be:made 
applicable to the election of 1944: ordered to lje upon'the 
table. : ý * : i 

Mr. JARNAGIN; from the Committee on Pensions, te- 
ported back, withont amendment, and with a recommenda- 
Hon that it be indefinitely postponed, the following House 

ills, viz: 2 r 4 has: oe 

The bill for the relief of Orvis Arsenith; o 2’ 

The bil for the relief of Patrick Masterson; and: 

The bill for the relief of William McCauley. : 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, ‘the. Committee: on Pen- 
sions was discharged from the -further..consideration of the 
petition of the widow of John Roberts fora pension x 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the ‘Conimittee‘on Revolutionary 
Claims, reported back, without:amendment, the’ bill “of:the 
House for the relief of Mary Telfair, e080 ERA 

Mr. J. said a bill from.the House: for. the. relieff David 
Atkinson, of the State of Missouri; had been referred to: the 
Committee on Pensions without any. papers accompanying. 


. He mentioned the fact that if there were any papersdin. Sup- 


port of the claim they might be referred to the committee. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported ‘back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation’ that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, the bill of the House for tho relief of 
George Wentling. eee 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that, in this case, he would barely. 
observe that he had looked over the proofs and testimony 
in support of it; and, if an opportunity was afforded, he 
would reverse the decision of the committee, declaring 
most solemnly that, from the examination of, the testimony 
in the whole case, if a man be entitled to a-pension, this 
man was. GR : 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judiciaty, re- 
ported back, without amendment, and: with.a recommenda- 
tion they do pass, the bill from -theHouse entitled an act 
supplementary to an act entitled an act'to, regulate nesne 
process in the District of Columbia, approved the. Ist .Au- 
gust, 1842; and for the’ relief of the:legal-representatives of 
Francis Cazcau, late merchant at Montreal: .. pee 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee’ on Cominerce, re- 
ported back, without: amendment,. and with ‘a recommenda- 
tion that it be indefinitely postponed. the Hotse bill entitled 
an act to-establish a. collection district: in: the port: of. Chi- 


cago, et - A ES 
iir. MILLER, from the Committee on the District. of Co- 
lumbia, reported back, without amendment, the following 
bills from. the House, viz: r 
The bil concerning conveyances or devises of places of 
public worship in the’ District of Columbia. ERE a ae 
The biN toamend the act to incorporate the Alexandria * 
Canal Company; and oan 
The bill to repair the roof of .the court-hotise in the town 
of Alexandria. : = : : 
On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the ‘Committee on 
ged ftom: the further consideration 
of the petition of the ship owners. and masters of Baltimore, 
asking that experiments may be made to. test the practicas 
bility of using the Drummond Light in the light-houses of 
the United States, instead of óil: > 
Also, reported back. from the ‘same. committee, with at 
amendment as a substitute, the House bilt- entitled anact 
creating a collection district in the State of Maine, and cone 
stituting Bangor, in said district, a port of entry and-clear- 
ance. The substitute was ordered to be printed.” -.- ‘ 
Also, reported back; without amendment, and with a rec: 
ommendation that they do pass, the bills from the Hous for 
the relief of the owners and crew of the schooner 
Francis, and owners and crew of the schooner Privado. 
Also, reported back from the ‘sane committee, with á 
recommandation that they. be indefinitely postponed; the fol- 
lowing bills from the House--viz: : Psy 
The bill for the relief of William Ellery. : 
The bill for the relief of the owners: and crew of the 
schooner “Success.” ~ pa eee 
The bill for the relief of Daniel Grant, Seth. G 
P. Stone, and Emily Pinkham, owners of the ti 
er James and Henry of Cape’ Porpoise. Maing, 
The hill for the relief of Levi Eldridge. ~ 
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„The bill for the relief of Joshua Knowles, and others, of 
the fishing schooner Garnet. . 
_ The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the fish- 
ing schooner Florilla. A 

The bill for the relief. of the owners and crew of the 
fishing schooner Two Brothers. 

The bill for the relief of John H. Russell, and others. 

The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of schooner 
Dove; and R 

The bill for the relief of Barnaby Baker, and others 
owners of the schooner “Union. : i 

Mr. WOODBURY said it was within the recollection ofthe 
Senate, that when the untortunate accident on board the 
Princeton took place, the President communicated the fact to 
the two Houses of Congress, upon which the two Houses ap- 
pointed a committee ofarrangements to take charge of the 
funeral. Afterwards the committee recommended that each 
House should pay a moiety of the expenses of that funeral 
out of their contingent funds. The House yesterday adopted 
a resolution directing their part to be paid out of theircontin 
gent fund. It has been proposed. by the committee of ar- 
rangements of the Senate, thal the same course be pursued 
here. He would therefore submit the following resolution, 
viz: j 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
examine the accounts, and settle and pay one half of the 
same, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, of the fu- 
neral expenses of those who. were killed by the explosion 
on board the steamer Princeton: Provided, That the half to 
be paid by the Secretary shall not exceed the sum of seven 
hundred and seventy-five dollars. i 


’ The resolution lies over one day, under tlie rule. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Azel Spalding, praying compensation for his ser- 
vices as pension agent, a general bill having been reported 
for that purpose. wt 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, reported 
back, without amendment, the bill making appropriation 
for the naval service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1845; and the bill making appropriations 
forthe payment of naval pensions. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Committee on Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of a number of citizens of New York, asking. for a 
pension for John Keith. 

Also, from the same committee, made an adverse report 
on the resolution instructing that committee to inquire into 
the expediency of granting a pension to Lieut. Silas Chat- 
field, The report was ordered to be printed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of David Currier; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. TALLMADGE submitted a resolution to allow extra 
pay to the pages; which lies on the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported a joint resolution to authorize the sale or other dis- 
position ofa lot of ground belonging to the United States 
in the city of Savannah, Georgia, which was originally pur- 
chased for the purpose of erecting a custom-house thereon, 
which has not been used, and which is believed to be unfit 
for that purpose: read, and ordered to a second reading; 
subsequently considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be ‘engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported back, without amendment, the joint resolution 
from the House authorizing the accounting officers of the 
treasury to audit and settle the accounts of William P. Zant- 
zinger. 3 

ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed; and the Senate took up for considera- 
tion, as in committee of the whole, the bill for the annexa- 
tion of Toxas to the United States. 

Mr. BENTON spoke for more than two hours upon the 
subject. 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. McDUFFIE expressed a wish-to say something. He 
thought it was but just that the question should be kept 
open to enable some reply tothe remarks of the senator 
from Missouri. : 

Mr. EVANS said such was the condition of the business 
that he must persist in his motion.. Some other opportunity 
might occur, after the appropriation bills were disposed of, 
to enable senators to reply. 

Mr. McDUFFIE demanded the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion tolay on the table, which were ordered; and the bill 
was laid on the table by—yeas 25, nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Han- 
negan, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Rives, Simmons, 
Upham, and Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, 
Lewis, McDuflie, Niles, Semple, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright-—20. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of government 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 1645, and 
for other purposes, was taken us as in committee of the 
whole, 

Mr. EVANS said the question would be first on the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Finance. 


PUBLISHED BY BLAIR AND RIVES, AT ONE DOLLAR PER SESSION, IN ADVANCE. 


‘SATURDAY, JUNE 15, 1844. 


The first. three amendments were severally read and 
adopted, without objection, in the order following: . i 
. 1. Increasing the appropriation for stationery, fuel, print 


ing, and all other contingent expenses of the Senate, from | 


$40,000 to $60,000: 


3. Increasing tle appropriation for purchasing books for- 


the Library of Congress, from $3,500 to $3,900. - 

3. Inserting, among the appropriations for the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, an additional sum of $750 for 
compensation for carrying thé department mails, and for ar- 
rearages fortwo years. R ' 

The fourth amendment was. to strike out the appropris- 
tion for completing the marine hospital at the town of Me- 
Donough, opposite the city of New Orleans, $30,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON inquired why the Committee on Finanee 
proposed to strike out this appropriation? | 

Mr. EVANS explained that the committee did so for two 
reasons: first, because the appropriation had no business in 
a civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; and next, because 
there was not a particle of evidence before the committee 
that this or any other sum was necessary. 

Mr. BARROW contended strenuously that a marine 
hospital at New Orleans was indispensable to com- 
merce; that the appropriation of Congress had been al- 
ready made to the amount of $60,000, but only as much of 
it was expended as raised the walls and put onthe roof; that 
the main part of the appropriation was transferred to: the 
surplus fund, and that the appropriation now required was 
only in fulfilment of a former act. 

Mr. EVANS replied, stating that no estimates or evidence 
had been adduced to the committee. 

On Mr. WOODBURY’S suggestion, this amendment was 
passed by till the gentleman had time to supply some proof, 
for there had been really none before the committee, that 
either $10,000, $20,000, or $30,000 was necessary. He did 
not doubt that something was required. i 

The 5th amendment was, to strike out the appropriation 
of $4,000 for the payment of Jeremiah Smith, junior, as 
per schedule to the Sac and Fox treaty, concluded Ith Oc- 
tober, 1842, and the act of Congress of 3d March, 1843, for 
carrying into effect the provisions of said treaty. 

The proposition to strike out this appropriation was urged 
by Mr. EVANS, on grounds similar to those he urged in re- 
gard to the preceding one; and was opposed by Messrs. BU- 
CHANAN, CRITTENDEN, WRIGHT, and others. 

The nature of the case was this, as understood from its 
discussion: 

The money had already been paid by the Treasury De- 
partment to a Jeremiah Smith, but not the right one. The 
Jeremiah named in the schedule of the treaty had a ‘junior to 
his name, and the other had not. The other Jeremiah had a 
claim against the government for $400; and, on calling at 
the department to know if any appropriation had been made 
for his claim, was told there was not one for $400, but there 
was for $4,000. He asked the particulars; and, having 
learned them, kept dark, went away, got up the necessary 
papers, describing himself as “Jeremiah Smith here pres- 
ent,” and got along with them through the different offices 
without any difficulty, tall it came to the point of presenting 
them for.payment to the treasurer. But, to avoid doing 
in person, fe cunningly waited till a few minutes before 3 
o’clock, when the doors close, and then stepped over to the 
bank, pretending that he had not time to get through the of- 
fices that evening® anà could not do without the money. 
On his assignment, the bank gave him the money; and next 
day the treasurer paid it to the bank. Nothing wrong 
would have been suspected, had not the real Jeremiah ju- 
nior applied for the money, in due season. On being told 
that another Jeremiah had personated him, he gave ample 
proof that he himself was the only one entitled; and the 
Attorney General and Secretary of the Treasury, ona re- 
view of the case and documents, decided upon paying the 
real Jeremiah the money, and gave him notice to that effect. 
He sent on his power of attorney to receive it; but, forsome 
reason or other, it had not as yet been paid. Jt was now 16 
months due; and, in cousequence of this delay, the man’s 
property had been sold to pay demands this money was in- 
tended to meet. 

Tt was argued that itwas not necessary to make an appro- 
priation forthe money a second time, the Aitorney Gen- 
eral and Secretary of the Treasury having decided on pay- 
ing the real Jeremiah Smith, jr.; but that the appropriation 
should be to allow the Treasurer credit for the amount thus 
paid in error 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was re- 
jected, ayes 10, noes 22. 

So the appropriation was not stricken out. 

The following amendments were adopted without oh- 
jection, being as follows: (continuing their numerical 
orcer.) 

6th. In the appropriations for the Navy Department to in- 
sert, “provided, That whenever a captain in the navy shall 
fill the office of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction, 
Equipment, and Repairs, or the office of the Bureau and 
Clothing, his compensation shall be the same as that allow- 
ed by law io the chiefof the Bureau of Navy Yards and 
Docks; and the sum of one thousand dollars is hereby ap- 
propriated for the additional compensation hereby granted, 
and a further sum of one thousand dollars, or so much there- 
of as may be necessary for arrearages.” 

7th. In the appropriations for the same department, to in- 
crease the sum for extra clerk hire from $3,000 to $6,000. 

The Senate at this stage of the proceeding, at the hour of 
three o’clock, took a aetess till five o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 
Amendments adopted without debate: 
8th. Inserting, “for compensation of assistant surgeon, 
detailed for duty in the bureau of medicine and surgery, at 


Kp 


ESENE aE 


VoLYME 13....No. 4: 


the rafe 6f $1,400 pér annum, including-arrearages since the 
24th April, 1844; $4,636 50.7. 0. . eee ere 
Oth. Inserting site? the appropriation of £800 for miscella- 
neous items in the’ Post Office Department, the word yids 
cluding compensation to the stpérintendent of the General 


ae ree oe 


Post Office building from the Ist of January, 1842, to the 3¢th 


of June, 1844, at the rate of $256 a year.” $ 
10th. Inserting, “for clerks in the offices of the Sur 


General, io transcribe field notes of survey, for ihe pi 
_ of preserving them atthe seat of government, ib adi to 
former appropriations, as follows; Cliice of Survey env 


etal noithwest of Ohio, $4,560; Cfice of Surveyor General 
of Wisconsin and lowa, $2,000; Office of Surveyor pera lt 
of IHinois atid Missouri, $4,000; Office of Surveyor Genero? 
of Atkansas,; $1,600; Office of Surveyor General of ' Ala- 
bama, $1,000.” r A a 

lith. Striking out, ‘for negotiating with the Winnebago 
and Sioux Indisitis, $2,000.” : 2 on 

12th. Limiting. the appropriation for the legislative de- 
partment of the Territory of Florida to its own members and 
officers. eer 

14th, 15th, 16th, 17th. Separating the joint appropriation: 
of $8,000, for the statutes made by Persico and G enough, 
for the blocking on the East side of the Capitol, so as to 
make apayment to Greenough. of $4,000 Jor’ bis group, 
and a payment of $4,000 to Persico, as compensation lor sers 
vices rendered, and expenses incurred in bringing Bis group 
here, and placing it on its pedestal. 

listh. Striking out a parenthetical clause. . p 

19th. Increasing the appropriation for surveying the pub- 
lic lands, from $40,000 to $162,000. : s 

[20th passed over, to be debated. See conclusion of the 
the proceeditigs on this bill.] “Ne 

21st. Inserting, ‘for salary of consul at Peyrout, $600." 

22d. Striking otit of the specific appropriations for outfits 
to foreign ministers, the Word “Russia, and inserting 
“Mexico.” 

23d. Inserting, “for salaries ef the present charges, des af- 
faires to Belgium and Sardinia for the half year ending De- 
cember 11, 1844, $4,500.” tes 

24th. Including in same general appropriation for outfits, 
Sardinia, Chili, and Texas. , 

25th. Increasing the sum for these outfits from $27,000 to 
$40,500. eat 

26th. Inserting, “for compensation to the commissioner to 
the Sandwich Islands, $3,000.” f i 

27th. Inserting, ‘for defraying expenses of forwarding 
the mails between Chagres and Panama, including the com- 
pensation of an agent at each of those places. for that pur: 
pose, under the direction of the Secretary of State, $8,060." 

(28th debated. See concluding part of proceedings ] 

29th. Inserting, “$1,291 for compe nsanon and arrearages 
of copying clerk in the office of Solicitor of the Treasury 

30th. “For increasing compensation of assistant messen- 
ger in the General Land Office to $1 75 per day, $285 73.” 
31st. Inserting, “for additional compensation to the as- 
sistant messenger in the office of Register of the Treasury, 
200. ` 
ety Inserting, “for compensation and arrearages for pe- 
paring a classified synoptical index of public documents in 
the office of Comptroller of the Treasury, &c., $1,158.” 

33d. Inserting, “for compensation of four clerks hereby. 
authorized to be appointed and employed in the office of 
Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,600.” : 

[34th debated. See concluding part of proceedings.] 

35th. Inserting $365 for additional compensation to the 
watchman employed at the War Department. 

[36th, 37th, and 38th debated. Sce concluding part of 
proceedings.] A : 

The amendments without debate having been gone 
through with, those laid over for discussion were taken up 
in the folowing order: 

20th. In the appropriation forthe salaries of the charges 
des affaires to Portugal, Denmark, Sweden, Holland, Bel- 
gium, Chili; Peru, Venezucla, New Granada, Texas, Nå- 
ples, Sardinia, and Buenos Ayres; to strike eut “Belgium” 
and “Sardinia.” ‘ $ 

Mr. ARCHER, chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, called upon the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance [Mr. Evans} for information as to this proposition. 

Mr. EVANS explained, that the committee understood the 
gentleman in charge of one of those missions had asked and 
obtained leave to resign during the current half year, and. 
the salaries of both were provided for till Decemberin an 
amendment already adopted. It was thought probable the 
mission to Sardinia might be dispensed with; but if found 
necessary to continue it, the salary for the next half year 
could be provided for soon enough next session. So, too, 
with regard to Belgium. 

The subject was debated at great length, Messrs. EVANS, 
CRITTENDEN, and BERRIEN, contending that the treaty 
having been satisfactorily concluded, all that was necessary 
was to keep a consul at Sardinia, a mission of higher grade 
being wholly useless; and Messrs. ARCHER, MERRICK, 
and CHOATE maintaining that the population of Sardinia 
being five millions, and our indirect trade with that counti y 
having sow grownup to $1,600,000 yearly; our interests— 
particularly in reference to the great object of the treaty, 
our tobacco interest—required the continuance of the mis- 
sion now established, particularly as we had requested of 
Sardinia a reciprocity of ministers, and that court kept one 
of equal grade at our seat of government. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that he rose merely to suggest one 
or two practical considerations connected with this mission 
to Sardinia. 

We had acommerce there, circuitous more than direct, 
and connected with the grain, fish, and lard of this country, 
as well as the tobacco. These articles cleared to Cuba and 
Brazil, and their proceeds in coffee and sugar went then to 
Genoa and into the interior. Again: our Mediterranean 
squadron at times visited that beautiful harbor, and were 


port whence so many gallant fleets 


to do so morea 


Bad formerly swarmed. EN Í : 
But:beyond these, to rendera- minister proper, we had a 
new treaty, on the construction. of which new points were 
likely to arise, ahd much: oftener than in- countries where 
our treaties: were old: A- consul was a mere merchant, cand 
not a lawyer.or_ statesman to grapple. with such questions; 
and even higher’ minister than 2 charge would not, for à` 
time, be amiss. for this- place, and the’ rest of Italy ifyou 
lease. -There were no open questions now. at Austria or 
ussia, at Sweden or Denmark, at ‘Holland or Belgium, Ven-. 
ezula or New. Grenada, Peru or Chili, more than here; atid 
‘if this: mission wes to be discontinued on. that account, se 
should these be. - But in truth, undera growing commerce, 
a resort of our large squadron, anda. new treaty with Sar. 
dinia, dificult questions: were more. likely to arise, than. at 
most of the old missions; and if, by uniting two or more con- 
tiguous courts, we could have senta higher residént ‘minis- 
` ter. than'a charge here, and‘at several of the rest, the whole 
expenses might be diminished and the highe?-erade of qiali- 
fications insured for the: respectability of out edbliiry, and 
the security ofóur interests abroad, : A 
On this amendment the yeas and ways were demanded, 
and resulted—yeas 15, nays 28, as Yollows: : 


` YEAS—Messrs Berrien, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 


Henderson, Huntington, àrnagin, Johnson, Miller, More- _ 


head, Phelps, Semple, Tappan, Upham, and ‘Wright_15.- 
NAYS-—Messrs, ‘Aven Machen Atchison, S Atherton, 

Bagby; Bates, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Col 

quitt, Fairfield, Fraricis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, 
uger; Lewis, McDuftie, Mangum, Merrick, Porter, Sevier, 


Sturgeon, "Yallmadge, Walker, Woodbridge, and- Woodbury - 


So the word “Sardinia” was not stricken out. 


tinction with regard to Belgium. 
The whole‘amendment was then rejected. 


Mr. EVANS said, as a matter of course, the 23d amend- 


ment was now unnecessary. 

It was accordingly, by unanimous assent, stricken out: 

On the 28th amendment, being as follows: “For payment 
for the 4th and 5th volumes vf the Documentary History, 
undercontract with the Secretary of State, $48,297,” 

Mr. TAPPAN said he was utterly opposed to this appro- 
priation, and should demand the yeas and nays upon it. 

; Mr. EVANS said the senator frem Ohio ‘did not seem 
to understand the matter. Here was a contract which it 
was impossible to set aside, and the duties having been per- 
formed under it, must be paid for. The work had been done 
and received, How, then, was Congress to get over paying 
forit? A very great and important modification of the con- 
tract had been made with the sanction of the contractor, 
‘Would the senator refuse to pay the obligations of the gov- 
ernment for vi ork done according to its contract? 

„Mr. TAPPAN said he knew of no effectual mode of stop- 
pig this business of printing books by Congress for distri- 

ution to themselves, but by refusing to pay for them. 

Mr. EVANS, I „put this question to the senator: have the 
4th and 5th volumes of this work been printed according to 
contract, and received by the government? 

Mr. TAPPAN did not know. i 

Mr. EVANS. Ido know; and I tell him they have, and 
they must be paid for, 

r. MERRICK said it was useless to.attempt any evasion 
of the contract. A great point had been gained in its modifi- 
cation; but the very act authorizing this modification, con- 
firmed the obligations of the government as tothe work 
sanctioned by the Department of State. How did the sen- 
ator from Ohio think it was possible for the government to 
get out of this modified contract? 

Mr. EVANS, (from his seat:) Let him have the yeas and 


nays, 
The question was then taken by yeas and- nays, and re- 
sulted—yeas 24, nay 5, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Breese, 
Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hay- 
wood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, 
Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, and 
‘W oodbridge—24. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Lewis, Tappan, and 
Wright--6, 

So the amendment was adopted. 

On the 34th amendment, which was as follows: “For de- 
fraying the expenses incurred by the National Institute, in 
taking care of the public property and collections in its 
charge, $4,000: provided, That, in conformity with the pow- 
er reserved in its charter, the title of all property now or 
hereafter in charge, and under the control of the institute, 
ae before belonging to the United States, be vested in 

hem, 

Mr. ALLEN called for information. a 

Mr. WOODBURY explained that the public properly, 
consisting of miscellaneous collections, both native and for. 
eign, of specimens in natural history, Indian curiosities, &c., 
hitherto in care. of several of the executive departments, 
having become so numerous as to be inconvenient, they 
had, with the assent or request of the departments, been 
transferred to the care of the National Institute, in the large 
room ofthe Patent Office appropriated to the use of the in- 
stitute. It was soon known; and large contributions of like 
articles, and books, were made from all quarters. There 
were some inevitable expenses attending this care, consist- 
ing of freights on specimens of minerals, collections coming 
mfrom other countries, postages, and the services of those 
employed about the business, and for which the sum pro- 
posed to be appropriated was very moderate. 

Mr. TAPPAN considered those things in the care ofa 
salaried officer of the goyernment--the Commissioner of 
Patents and his assistants. This matter belonged to the 
Committee on the Library. The government should have 
nothing to do with the property of the National Institute; 
and noa propriation should be made to purchase its trash. 
+ Would not give $200 for their whole collection. 
aut WOODBURY read the report of a member of the 
: ome on the Library; expressly deputed to examine 
uito the matter; which report showed the immense extent 
and value of this collection, consisting of many thousand ar- 
: icles, Fray library, and numerous boxes yet unopened, - 
- Aly CHOATE, as'a member of the committee, testified to 


, “ir. EVANS said it was not necessary to make ‘any dis- ` 


‘the care ofthe institute than it wou attered through the 


offices of the several departments; and -those who voted for -H 


the expedition tò make the collection given in charge to the 
institute, could not, he thought, consistently refuse a small 


į] eXpropriation to preserve them. 


Mr: BUCHANAN was sorry to be obliged-to differ from so 
many members -of the.institute—for every one knew how 
much they had distinguished themselves in the late exhibi- 
tion of the members of the National Institute, and how ar- 
dently they advocated its advantages to the country; but he 
did not want to see the government purchasing these curi- 
osities; there was no necessity, for, at the expiration of the 
charter of the institute, they would all belong to the gov- 
ernment. He pointed out one of the most valuable colleges 
in the United States in which the services of three able pro- 
' fessors are considered-well paid.for at $1,500 each, amount- 
ing to only $4,500, and here were $4,000 proposed to be giv- 
en for this collection! Let the institute keep and take care 
of its own property. : g 

Mr. BERRIEN asked, was this the nineteenth century, in 
which he heard it objected to this institution, that its ob- 
jects were either political, or so trifling as to regard only 
the keeping for show-of skins of beasts, and collections of 
bugs? He repudiated such views. When gentlemen talk- 
ed thus of bugs, they seemed to forget that there was some- 
thing more contemptible, and. that was, humbugs. He re- 
garded the institute as essential to a nation in an advanced 
stage of civilization, and most important in preserving that 
intercourse of nations which tended to harmonize and en- 
lighten the human family. $ 

After some further remarks by Mr. B., advocating the ap- 
propriation, v ae 

Mr. WOODBURY said he besought the indulgence of the 
Senate a single moment. This appropriation was entirely 
misunderstood, as to both its object and constitutionality. 
Its object was not to purchase a collection of curiosities and © 
books from the institute, but merely to defray the expense 
of taking care of what bad long been. our own curiosities 
and books, and such others as we had a reversionary inter 
est in. It object was not donations to corporations in the 
States, or to individuals—not advancing the private inter- 
ests of any one—but to furnish, in part, the money required 
to be paid for preserving well our pica property, No mem 
ber of the institute received a dollar for his personal ser- 
vices; but freights, postages, lights, manual labor, &e., about 
the articles, would engross the whole sum in one or two 
years. 

And were we to be told that it was unconstitutional to 
take good care of what belonged to the government? Yet 
that was the whole design of the appropriation, and we should 
be derilect to duty,and our constitutional duty, ifwe allowed 
any part of the public property to perish through our neg- 
lect. He would not say. how far we could and ought to go 
in liberal aid to science; the arts, and embellishments of life, 
within this District, where we possessed exclusive legisla- 
tion. That was not now the question. But it was whether 
public property, like the eagle over your head—the portrait 
of the father of his country, on the wall before us—the 
statues in front of the Capitol—the m@als in your depart- 
ments—the books in your libraries—were not all to be taken 
care of? And, if so, are not similar articles of yours lodged 
with the institute? And if it has been constititional to ob- 
tain and preserve those, has it not been so as to these? And 
will you make appropriations to pay clerks, watchmen, and 
a police in this very bill,to guard the former, and not vote 
even a pittance to protect the latter? Yes, sir, let me tell 
the senators from Ohio, you vote in this bill near fifty thou- 
sand dollars to preserve and perpetuate the fruits of the ex- 
ploring expedition—rocks, shells, plants, reptiles, fish, 
“bugs,” and all; and yet falter and doubt if we can vote auy- 
thing to defray the expense of the charge of similar arti- 
cles belonging to you, and obtained at much less cost, and 
ina manner much less questionable as to its constitution. 


ality. 

if gentlemen insist on sneering at bugs, let me caution 
them that the worst bug of allis a humbug. 

After some further observations from Mr. TAPPAN in op- 
position, 

Mr. HAYWOOD, to make the amendment acceptable to 
him, moved to strike out its proviso; which motion was neg- 
atived. 

On the amendment, the yeas and nays, called for by Mr. 
TAPPAN, resulted: yeas 30, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden. Dayton, Evans, Francis, 
Fulton, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, John- 
son, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, 
Porter, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, Walker, Wood- 
bridge, and Woodbury—30. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Haywood, Lewis, 
Semple, Sevicr, Tappan, and Wright—14. 

So it was adopted. 

On the 36th amendment, which was as follows: 

“For the purchase of the building, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, formerly the Bank of the United States, for a ‘custom. 
house for the port of Philadelphia, $275,000;” 

ee ALLEN called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. EVANS explained, that this matter had been fally 


and maturely considered, not only by the mercantile inter- 
ests of Philadelphia, but by the Treasury Department, and 
the Committee on Finance, and the Committee of Ways and 
Means. All came to the conclusion that such an offer as 
now presented itself for purchasing a suitable custom-house 


a Philadelphia should not be neglected. The old custom- 


‘ ere was ina dilapidated condition, and anew one 
se torrie The lot of the old custom-house would 
sell for $50,000; so that the- net cost of the proposed pur- 
chase would be reduced to $225,000. That this would be a 
great bargain, was manifest from the fact that a competent 


. surveyor certified that the lot alone was worth $227,000, and 


ilding had cost $240,000. i 
ES ilding had opat $ as chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, recommended this purchase as one which would 
save the government six or. seven hundred thousand dollars; 
for anew custom-house ‘such as that in Boston or New 
York, could not be built short of a million of dollars. 

Mr. BUCHANAN warmly advocated the proposition; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked if he rightfully un erstood that 
it was the late banking-house of the Bank of the United 
States that was to be purchased fora custom-house? 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was; not the old, but the new bank- 
ing-house. < e m 

Me CRITTENDEN. Well, I wish to inquire of my ex- 
cellent friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Buc HANANI whether 
these pure gentlemen, the officers of customs, while not be 
defiled and corrupted by going into it? (Great laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There might be; but we will take care 
to have it exorcised and purified before we let them into it. 
[Renewed laughter.] . h : 

Mr. JOHNSON said there was no port in the Union stood 
so much in need of a new custom-house as New Orleans; 
and he hoped next session to see some appropriation made 
for that purpose, seeing that it was too late this session to 
expect a motion to that effect would prevail. 

The question was then taken on the amendment to pur- 
chase the banking-house of the United States Bank, and re- 
sulted—yeas 34, nays 9, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, 
Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Henderson, Huger, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, Stur- 
geon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Upham, Walker, Woodbridge, 
‘Woodbury—34. i : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Breese, Colquitt, Fair 
field, Hannegan, Haywood, Lewis, and Semple—9. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

The 37th amendment was to strike out “for outfit of 
charge de affaires to Texas, $4,500.” : 

Mr. EVANS explained thatit was under a mistonception 
this amendment had been recommended. 

It was accordingly rejected. y 

At the suggestion of Mr. WOODBURY, the word “late,” 
before “charge de affaires,” was put in as an amendment, so 
as to apply to Mr. Murphy’s outfit. . 

The 38th amendment was, in relation to repairs of the 
state house in Florida, to strike out the following: “Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to Sextus Shearer, out of balances of ap- 
propriations heretofore made for blacksmith’s establish- 
ments, the sum of $1,523,05, for goods furnished the New 
York Indians;” which, on motion of Mr. EVANS, was modi- 
fled by an amendment to substitute for the whole appropria- 
tion the following, which was adopted: “For the settlement 
of the claims. of Sextus Shearer for goods furnished the New 
York Indians, $1,523,05, to be paid out of balances of appro- 
priations heretofore made for blacksmith’s establishments in 
the Indian service.” à 

The amendment No. 4. was then reverted to; being, to 
strike out the appropriation of$30,000 for the marine hos- 
pital at the town of McDonough, opposite New Orleans. 

The discussion on. this subject was resumed by Messrs. 
BARROW and JOHNSON in favor of the appropriation, 
and Mr. EVANS in favor of the amendment; and, finally, 
the amendment was rejected. 

This appropriation and that for Jeremiah Smith, were 
transferred to more appropriate places in the bill. 

The committee’s amendments having been all gone 
through, on motion of Mr. EVANS, the fo. Owing additional 
amendments were adopted: 


Inserting the word “for” before “fish” in the appropria- 
tion for the public grounds; striking out the word “annual” 
where not required; striking out $3,500 for extra clerk hire 
in the appropriation for the officer of the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury Department; inserting $1,200 for lighting 
Pennsylvania avenue; striking out, “For outfit of minister 
to Brazil, to take effect on the 16th of February, 1844, 
$9,000;” and adding to the general appropriation for outfits, 
“for outfits to the late and present minister to Brazil, and 
of,” and changing the sum to $49,500; adding to the appro- 
priation of $4,000 for expenses incidental to the issue of 
treasury notes, the following proviso: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation be applied, 
and no compensation shall be made to any officer whose sal- 
ary is established by law, for preparing, signing, and issu- 
ing said treasury notes. 

Inserting in the appropriations for the office of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury, the following: 


“For the employment of a clerk; qualified to conduct and 
execute the statistical compilations and returns required to 
be preparedin the Treasury Department for the use of Con- 
gress, agreeably to the joint resolution of the present ses- 
sion, $1,500.” 

_ Mr. EVANS now moved to insert, as an additional sec- 
tion, the following: 


“That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and are hereby, authorized and required to settle the ac- 
count of Thomas Allen for printing for the use of Congress 
the Compendium of the Sixth Census, according to the 
rates allowed hy law for executing other like printing of 
Congress, and that the sum found due, after deducting form- 
er payments, be paid to the said Allen, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. E. explained that. this matter had been fully discuss- 
ed last session in both Houses, and was well understood. 
A double quantity of the Compendium of the Census had 
been received and distributed; one portion from Mr. Alen, 
authorized by contract with the Secretary of State accord- 
ing to law, and the other from Messrs. Blair & Rives, or- 
dered by a clerk in the department before any contract 
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was authorized by law. The expenses of printing, in both 
cases, had been awarded last Congress, and this amendment 
was to pay the balance due to the authorized contractor. 

Mr. WRIGHT regretted this. subject was brought up in 
connection with this bill. True, it-was an old acquaintance 
of the Senate. He had, last Congress, taken some pains to 
examine into it; but he could hardly trust to his memory. 
now for all the particulars. He would ask the chairman of 
the Finance Committee if a number of copies of this. Com- 
pendium, double that ordered, had not been contracted for, 
received, and distributed; and, if the government had not 
had the benefit of the one as well as the other supply; and 
Whether the same compensation had not been made to 

Q' f 

Mr. EVANS said that one. contract was authorized, and 
the other was not: it was his impression that as many copies 
ol the former as the latter had not been received, and that, 


therefore, the amonnt of compensation paid, was not the ` 


same. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he wassure they were the same. If 
additional compensation was now to be made to one, the 
plain rule was evident that it should be made to the other. 
The indisputable facts were, that Blair & Rives were the 
legal printers ofthe census, and he did not doubt that they had 
a profitable job; but since that, Congress had authorized the 
printing of a Compendium under the superintendence of the 
State Department. The law said nothing about the printer. 
The same clerk who furnished the copy of the original cen- 
sus to Messrs. Blair &Rives, furnished them the copy of 
the Compendium, and ordered them to proceed with’ the 
work, They could not know that he did or did not exceed 
his powers, and they executed the work as ordered. When, 
however, they had got it all, or nearly all in type, they were 
called upon by the Secretary of State to return the copy, 
which they injustice to themselves, refused to do. They then, 
for the first time, learned that the Secretary of State repudi- 
ated the order of his clerk, and had contracted with the then 
editor of the Madisonian for the printing of the Compendium. 
Both printers went on and printed the number required by 
Congress, so that there were actually duplicate copies fur- 
nished, which Congress received and distributed: If Con- 
gress. was now to pay extra compensation over that already 
allowed, why pay it to one, and not to the other? 

Mr. EVANS did. not intend, at this late hour, both of the 
day and the session, to go overa matter so well understood. 
He merely recapitulated the particulars as he understood 
them. It might be sufficient answer that Mr. Allen had ap- 
plied for this compensation, furnishing satisfactory proof 
that he was entitled toit: Messrs. Blair & Rives had not 
made any such application, andthe Finance Committee did 
not see any necessity for going beyond the case before it. 

Mr. WRIGHT would supply that deficiency by moving 
to amend the amendment by inserting, after the name of Mr. 
Allen, the words “and Messrs. Blair & Rives.” 

_Mr. EVANS could not, in the absence of equal proof of 
title, vote for the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered on his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that the House of Repre- 
sentatives last Congress, ona full review of the whole mat- 
ter, made an adjudication alike on both cases, evidently 
considering them equally entitled to compensation. 

Mr. EVANS said the Senate never concurred in the idea 
that the contracts were equal, though they paid them both 
alike. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wricurt’s amend- 
ment, to include the names of Blair & Rives, and resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 20—as follows: 


. YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hay- 
wood, Huger, Lewis, McDuflie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Upham, and Woodbridge—20. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed that, although the amendment he 
had submitted had been adopted, he should vote against the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. EVANS proposed to withdraw the amendment, rather 
than both should be paid. - 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that it could not be with- 
drawn, the amendment having been amended. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, let the vote be taken by yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PEARCE explained the matter, as he understood it, 
from having been a member of the committee of the other 
House last Congress, which investigated the matter, and 
arguing that Blair & Rives’s authority to print under the first 
law of Congress authorizing the printing of the general 
census returns, was no authority for them to print the Com- 
pendium, though it was made out, by the superintendent 
of the census, and furnished to them by him. ‘The superin- 
tendent exceeded his authority, under the law, in author- 
izing the printing of the Compendium. 

Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that he had voted with his 
colleague, relying on his information that it was right, in 
principle, to pay both; but as he found it was the inten- 
tion of his colleague to vote against the amendment as 
amended, he should move a reconsideration of the vote 
just taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas aud nays on the recon- 
sideration, and they were ordered. ae 

The question was taken on reconsidering the vote, and 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Semple, Tallmadge, Upham, and Wood- 
bridge--23.; 

NAYS-—-}.essrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, 
Huger, Lewis, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wood- 
bury, and Wright—19. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Wnicur’s amend- 
ment, to include the names? of Messrs. Blair & Rives, 
and resulied—yeas 20, nays 21, as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
fon, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hay- 


wood, Huger, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—20. 3 . 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 


. Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
‘Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 


Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, and Woodbridge—2l. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The vote was then taken on the original amendment, and 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 13, as follows: _ ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, . Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 


Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Tallmadge, Upham, 


Walker, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Stur 
geon, Tappan, and Wright—13. 5 

So the amendment was adopted. : 

On motion of Mr. BATES, chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, $2,800 wag inserted for extra clerks in the office 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, an addition of $200 was in- 
serted for additional compensation to three assistant mes- 
sengers in the ofice of the Second Auditor of the Tres- 


ury. 
Mr. LEWIS proposed and advocated the following amend- 
ment: 


“For such compensation as the President may deem ade- 
quate, not exceeding the sum of four thousand dollars, to be 
paid to the counsel employcd by his direction in defending 
the interests ofthe United States against claims to land in 
Florida, alleged to have been granted by the Spanish gov- 
ernment; and that two thousand dollars additional be ap- 
propriated for continuing the said services of counsel for 
the ensuing year, if the same shall be deemed necessary by 
the President.” 


This amendment, after discussion, was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to insert the following amend- 
ment: 

“For outfitto David Porter, late minister resident to Tur- 
key, to be paid to his legal representatives, $6,000.” 

Mr. B. stated the circumstances which had rendered this 
claim just and proper. Commodore Porter had beén charge 
affaires to Turkey for several years, when, on his return, 
at the instance of the Sultan, who wished to have frequent 
intercourse with him about naval affairs, but was prevented 
by etiquette, our mission not being of the rank of resident 
minister, he was sent back in the latter rank, but without 
the customary outfit. It was subsequently promised to him, 
but he never gotit. His widow now needed this sum, hav- 
ing, like the widows of some of our bravest dnd most mer- 
itorious officers, been left without a dollar. 

Mr. EVANS, upon such an appeal. could make no resist- 
ance to the amendment; but he stated the circumstances as 
he understood them, believing that any provision made 
originated only in the good wishes of some friend in Con- 

ress, and that the commodore himself, had he lived, would 

ave madeno claim. The increase of rank and salary, with 
the original outfit, as charge d’affaires, was considered all 
that could be expected by him. 

Mr. BUCHANAN took a different view of the subject. 
He appealed to a letter from Mr. Forsyth to Commodore 
Porter, as evidence that the claim was relied on. 

Mr. BERRIEN strongly advocated the amendment. 

It was unanimously adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD submitted two amendments, which, on dis- 
cussion, appearing to be more appropriate to the navy ap- 
propriation bill, he consented to withdraw—giving notice 
that he would move to insert them in that bill to-morrow. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the following amendment 
was adopted: 

Insert, “for defraying the expenses of taking care of and 
preserving the botanical and horticultural specimens 
brought home by the exploring expedition, and for the sal- 
ary of the keeper, and enlarging the green-house, under the 
direction and control of the Joint Committee on the Library, 

32,200.” 3 
? Mr. ARCHER moved to insert the following: 

“For the discharge of judgments recovercd against the 
State of Virginia for commutation of the half-pay for life 
promised to the officers commanding in the line of that 
State in the war of the revolution, $64,452 97.” 

Rejected. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the following amend- 
ment was adopted: to afdat the end of the fifth section, after 
the word changes: 

“And that no changes be made, except for non-compliance 
with the instructions of the department, or the failure to 
furnish sufficient security.” 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the following amendments 
were adopted: in the appropriation for repairs of the Cap- 
itol, to add, “for repairs to windows, glass, and glazing, 
heretofore done by John Purdy, $140 25; and for digging 


> out the crypt, excavating, and making sufficient drains, 


paving points,and whitewashing lower story,under the north 
wing of the Capitol, cutting out additional windows for 
drying and improving the Supreme Court room, and 
passages, constructing a fuel valt, pursuant to the proposi- 
tion of John Skirving, under date June 3d, 1844, $1,750.” 

The bill, as amended, was then reported back to the Sen- 
ate, and the amendments being concurred in, the question 
being on ordering them to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time i 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose and asked the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations if the Secretary of State had 
not requested appropriations for outfits not provided for in 
the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee was not in his seat. i g 

Mr. EVANS answered for him, that a letter of the kind 
had been received relating to matters under consideration 
in executive session. 

The letter was read. A 

In relation to several of these the committee had made 


provisions; the rest it was not thought necessary to pro- 


vide for at present. f 
Mr. McDUFFIE moved to amend the bill by inserting an 


outfit for the new minister te Belgium: 


Mr. EVANS said it would betime enough next: session, 
if necessary at ail. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. It might be. necessary, and thérefore ` 
provision should be made... ; : 

The amendment was rejected _ ý 

The amendments were then ordered to be engrossed, and 


“the bill to be read a third time. 


Mr. WOODBURY now renewed his motion to teconsider 


` the vote refusing to order the bill for the remission of.duties 


on railroad iron to be engrossed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved an adjournment. 

The Senate-refused to adjourn—ayes.14, noes-14, 

Mr. BERRIEN stated his object to be to move an amend- 
ment to the bill authorizing the remission of duties on-rail- 
road iron now on hand or on board ship, in fulfilment of con- 
tracts up to 15th August next. i 

Messrs. BUCHANAN and MILLER ‘opposed both the 
reconsideration and the proposed amendment. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate adjourned (ayes 
16, noes 13) at 20 minutes past H oclock, p. m. ‘ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 13, 1844. 


Mr. JAMESON asked leave to ofler a resolution provid- 
ing fora recess for the remainder of the session from half 
past two till 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WINTHROP hoped the gentleman would modify. his 
resolution so asto provide for a recess for to-day only. 
This being the only day on which bills can be sent from 
one House to the other, a recess would be necessary, but 
there would be no occasion for it on any other day. 

Several members objecting, 

Mr. JAMESON moveda suspension of the rules; which 
was carried—ayes 76, noes 32. 

Mr. JAMESON then moved the previous question, under 
the operation of which the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON made an appeal to the House to take 
upa bill on the Speakers table, this being the last day on 
which it could be sent to the Senate. $ 

The CHAIR said the first business before the House was 
the appeal ofthe gentleman from Massachusetts, from the 
decision ofthe Chair, against the motion to reconsider the 
vote on the eastern harbor bill. 

Mr. ADAMS claimed the fioor, and refused to yield it; and 
then proceeded to explain the reasons which inducedhim 
to appeal from the decision of the chair, quoting at the 
commencement of his remarks the following clause in the - 
constitution ofthe United States: 


“Every bill which shall have passed the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate, shall, before it become a law, be 
presentedto the President of the United States; if he ap- 
prove, he shall sign it; but if not, he shall return it, with 
his objections, to that House in which it shall-have origi- 
nated, who shall enter the objections at large on their jour 
nal, and- proceed to reconsider it. If, after such recousider- 
ation, two-thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, 
it shall be sent, together with the objections, to the other 
House, by which it shall likewise be reconsidered; and if 
approved by two-thirds of that House, it shall become-a law. 
But in all such cases the votes of both Houses shall be de- 
termined by yeas and nays, and the names of the persons 
voting for and against the bill shall be entered on the jour- 
nal of each House respectively.” 

There (said Mr. A.) was a provision that when a bill is 
returned by the President, with his objections, the objec- 
tions, together with the bill, shall be entered on the journal 
of the House, and the House shall proceed to reconsider it. 
To reconsider what? To reconsider the bill, with the Presi. 
dent’s objections. Now, in the present instance, he main- 
tained there had been no reconsideration of the bill and ob- 
jections by the House. Reconsideration implies delibera- 
tion, and the direction that the President’s objections shall 
be entered.on the journal, implies that reconsideration shall 
be had with reference to the objections of the President. 
The members of the House could not have been prepared, 
ou the reading that was had of this message, a few days ago, 
to vote with reference to any of the objections con- 
tained in the message of the President returning this bill to 
the House. He, himself, hada very imperfect uuderstand- 
ing of the message, upon hearing it read from the Clerk’s 
table, and it was not till this morning that he had had an op- 
portunity of reading it. The message was not even ordered 
to be printed. We were (said Mr. A:) forced to take the 
question on the bill itself under the operation of the previous 
question, without any reference to the President’s objec- 
tions, and without any consideration whatever, 


When this veto message was read, a member moved ot 
postpone the whole subject till to-day, and then the previ- 
ous question being moved and seconded, the gentleman 
who occupied. the chair decided that the main question 
would be upon the postponement, but the Speaker coming 
in, reversed that decision, aud decided that the main ques- 
tion would be upon the bill itself, cutting off the motion for 
postponement. Such being the decision of the Chair, a 
member from Maine moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question had been ordered, for the member who 
moved the previous question did so under the mistaken idea 
that the question would be on the postponcment, and that, 
therefore, the debate on this subject would not be cut off. 
Thus there never had been any reconsideration of the bill 
in the manner required by the constitution. Mr. A. dis- 
claimed imputing anything wrong to the Speaker or the 
gentleman who temporarily occupied the chair, though the 
consequence, he said, of their decisions was, that the sub- 
ject was disposed of without that deliberation and that con- 
sideration which the constitution prescribed. On the next 
day, according to the standing rules of the House, a member 
moved a reconsideration of the vote of the House on this 
bill, and the Speaker decided that the motion was out of or- 
der, because all the forms of the constitutiou had been gone 
through with, and the subject was finally disposed of. From 
that decision he (Mr. A.) appealed, ard he appealed on the 
ground that there had been no reconsideration of the bill in 
the manner prescrixed by the constitution. Mr. A. then pro- 
ceeded to examine the President’s objections to the bill, and 
expressed his strong objections to the veto power, which he 
considered anti-democratic. 

The SPEAKER said that he would notbe disposed ta 


which he felt it to be his duty. to mest aiid repel. Atthis 
period ofthe session, as ‘was weit kriéWn to every, member 
of the House, the duties of the Chair were very laborious, 
and were rendered so in‘gossequence of the large amount 


of money it became his daly to disburse, and the number of ` 


accounts of membe which he was obliged to` settle. 
‘Availing himself Of that occasion to leave the ‘chair, and 
calling a friend to fill it in his absence, he went to his room; 
and was thee diligently engaged in business; when he was 
informed that a question was before the House ini which. the 
gentleman occupying the chair (who was not very familiar 
with parliamentary lawy was much embarrassed. He would 
take the occasion to say that, at the time he Jeft the chair, 
he did not know that a message was ii the House from the 
President on that subject, and he didnot know thatit was 
under consideration tilt informed of the fact by a member ef 
the House.. The Chair returned for the purpose 'of relieving ` 
the gentleman who was occupying his seat, $id was in- 
formed by him what the question was. The Chair did not 
know of the decision upon which that question was predi- 
cated, until his attention was ‘cAlied to it by his colleague 
trom Virginie. The House Would doubtless recollect that 
he, on taking the chait, put the question on ostponement, 
when his colleague Wose and asked whether he entertained 
the opinion that the effect of the previous question was to 
bring the House to avote on the question of postponement. 
ashad been: decided by the gentleman temporarily in the 
chair. Being called upon to express his opinion, he did not 
hesitate to dissent from that given by the gentleman in tle 
chair; and he decided that the effect of the previous ques- 
tion was to bring the House to a direct vote on the bill. It 
‘was said by the gentleman: from Massachusetts [Mr. Anas] 
that there was adecision pronounced at the last session of 
Gongress which was in conflict with the opinion he had 
“given on this occasion, © In making“up his opinions, he‘was 
always governed by the rules of the House, by parlia- 
mentary law, and by the precedents established by the 
decisions of his predécessors. The main question on a mo- 
tion like this, (for there could be but one main question,) 
was, invariably, on the subject before the House; and, ac- 
cording to par jamentary: law, cut off all amendments, and 
all collateral questions. He laid it down thal, according to 
the principles of parliamentary Jaw, there could be 
but one main question. If a Dill: had been pending, 
either. on its engrossment, or passage, and the pre- 
vious question had been called for and sustained by 
she House, all the amendments or collateral ques- 
ions, would be cut off; and there was but one excep- 
ion, and that was, the rule of this House, which, in viola- 
tion of parliamentary law, provided that the effect of the 
previous question was to bring the House to a direct vote 
on ts pending amendments. But until the gentleman 
cou dshow thata postponement was a pending amendment, 
n e rule would not apply to nor support the case he was 
Chueavoring to make out. But it had been argued that this 
motion for reconsideraiion ought to be entertained. The 
shair had held otherwise. Tow was it thata motion to re- 
consider was cver entertained? It was only in virtue of 
the rules of the House. Whenever a bill was passed or re- 
jected, the rule provided that it was competent for any 
member of the majority to move a reconsideration., He 
asked if this had not been already done in the case before 
them. © The bill was passed some days ago, and it was no 
sooner passed, but a motion was made to reconsider it. 

That motion was rejected; all power under the rule was 
exhausted; the bill was passed, and a motion to reconsider 
Was rejected. And had it ever been heard of, when a 
motion to reconsider had once been made and rejected, that 
it could be renewed and again rejected, If that were so, 
where was the limit at which it was to stop? -But the Chair 
held that there was a power higher than the rules of this 
House; that power was that constitution which he and each 
of them had sworn to maintain and defend, ` 

That constitution provided that, whenever a Dill was re- 
turned by the President of the United States to the House 
in which it originated, it should be the duty of the House to 
proceed to reconsider it; and, without that provision, the 
House never could have touched the subject yesterday at 
all. That constitution, then, stood in the place of their 
tules, and was paramount to all rule. It laid down the rule 
of their proceedings; that rule had been complied with; and 
there was no*power in the House to touch the subject again. 
On the best reflection, the chair saw no cause to change the 
conclusion to which he had come. 

Mr. HOLMES inquired if the veto message was entered at 
length on the journal, as the constitution prescribed, before 
the House proceeded to the reconsideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that that was not 
done at the moment, but that it was done subsequently; and 
ime on the journal wher. it was read the next morn- 

Mr. WHITE proposed to submit a few remarks on the 
question before the House, which hx held to be one of very 
great importance. He was compelled’, by his convictions 
of what a proper decision should be, to differ from the 
Chair on this point, and to take an appeal from that deci- 
sion. The question was à very narrow one, and the Chair 
had fallen into an error in relation to it. The question was 
not on the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill 
was passed, but a reconsideration of the vote taken in the 
attempt to pass it by the constitutional majority, after it had 
i PF returned with the Presidents objections. That was 
i Sa Gestion, narrow and isolated, and the House, he con- 
ine ed, could cntertain that motion to reconsider that vote. 
tic argued that the rules of the House made provision for 

he reconsideration of any vote, on the day on which it was 
eee or the day succeeding, and that there was no limit 
p aced on the number of times which such motigns should 
i e made and entertained. He read some precedents, which, 
he said, bore him out in the position he had assumed, and 


proved that the decision of the Chair, opght not Ü be'gus- 
tained. ` There was no difficulty in the vay of entertaining 
the motion which had heen fonds, nor could any evil arise 
out of it.. There was, hYwever, evil in maintaining the de- 
Cision of the Saker, as it served to sustain and enlarge 
the “one-faan. power,” which had been. exercised in this 
ease. He then reviewed- the proceedings of the House yes- 
terday, and contended that the House had been guided by 
the rules.of the House, as well as the provision in the con- 
stitution which was applicable. to such cases; for the vote 
_was taken'under the operation of the previous question, 
which had no sanctjon in the constitution; they fell back on 
arule of this House which was made by the same authority 
as the rule which gave the power to reconsider votes taken 
in this House; ant by. those rules, without conflicting with 
thé- constitution, he insisted this motion was one which 
„ought to be entertained. A 
_Mr. BAYLEY, after stating the facts of the case as they 


ble thereto, said the simple question néw was, Shali the de- 
cision of the Chair, which has been appealed from, stand as 
the decision of the House? ‘The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts {Mr. Apams] had contended that the House had not 


as reconsideration implied deliberation; and he agreed with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that, if this bill had not 
been reconsidered in fact, it would be their solemn duty, 
under that instrument which they had sworn to maintain 
and defend, to proceed to-reconsider it. But had it been re- 
considered? That waya matter to be determined by evi- 
dence} and the highest evidence, where a record was kept, 
was the record itself. Now, when the journal of their pro- 
ceedings of. yesterday was read, it was found there record- 

. ed that the bill had been reconsidered, and that it had failed 

` to pass by the constitutional majority; and, ifthe record 
was incorrect, the remedy which presented itself to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was a motion to correct the 
journal. But no such motion was made; and consequently 
the question was settled, and settled by the hgihest testi- 
mony to which they could resort. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts complained that the constitution had not 
been complied with; but he had here shown that it had. If, 

. however, there was too much precipitancy, that was, per- 
haps, a reason why the previous question ought not to have 
been sustained; and the proper course for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would have been to. move a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the previous question was sus- 
tained. But that was not done; and it was not his vocation 
to defend this House for any .of its action; nor did he deem 
that defence was necessary. He might, however, ob- 
serve, that the very act of voting implied consideration 
and deliberation, for no one, he presumed, would vote with- 
out deliberation and consideration: but if there was but lit- 
tle deliberation, it was, perhaps, because the question in- 
volved had been so long before the people, and so much 
discussed, that they were well,understood. 

He went on to explajn the constitutional powers of the 
House in such cases, and contended that the House: had 
done all that it had authority to do. He next. noticed the 
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts on the veto 
power, which he had characterized as anti-democratic. 
On that point he (Mr. B.) differed from that gentleman, toto 
celo. The veto power, far from being anti-democratic, was 
one of the most democratic of its features. It enacted 
nothing; it inflicted no measure on the country; it did 
nothing more than to enable the President, when he he- 
lieved the representatives of the people were running in a 
wrong direction, (to speak in a military phraseology,) to 
command a “halt” until the people could be heard. When 
the President believed the representatives of the people put 
the public. will et defiance, this power cnabled him to grant 
an appeal from the decision of the representatives of the 
people to the people themselves. That was all this veto 
power did; that was all that could be made of it, and he put 
it to this House and to the country, if it was such a danger- 
ous feature as demagogues represented it to be, it should be 
stricken from the constitution. : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose to a question of order. He 
said there was but a very short portion of the session re- 
maining; and he appealed to the House if it was now in or- 
der to discuss the wisdom and propriety of the veto 
power? i 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed, observing that he had no inten- 
tion to be irrelevant, or to consumgunnecessarily the time 
of the House; but the gentleman Son Massachusetts had 
been permitted to go out of his way to discuss the veto 
power; and some reply had become necessary. He then 
proceeded with some remarks on the exercise of that power 
by Mr.sPresident Tyler, with which he concluded. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he should endeavor, in the few 
remarks which he proposed to offer, to confine himself to 
the question involved in the appeal, without refereuce to 
his feelings with regard to the veto, without reference to 
the fact whether he approved or disapproved of it, and 
without reference to any desire that he might entertain that 
the bill should pass ornot. He intended to treat itasan ab- 


stract question of order arising under the constitution. The 
statement of the case by the Chair, and its restatement by 
his honorable colleague, would relieve him from the task of 
going through a recital of the proceeding, so far as such re- 
cital was necessary to present the case properly and fairly 
before the House. ‘fhat statement had totally refuted the 
ingenious arguments of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
who had endeavored to induce the House to confound dis- 
cussion with consideration, asserting that it was but a sol- 
emn mockery for the House to record their votes without 
opening the door for a protracted debate. Judging from 
what had heretofore been the practice in this House, debate 
implied the very reverse of consideration—preventing, b 
its latitudinous character, a consideration of the question 
before the House. 

As to the chargé that the House had acted without consid- 
eration, whether it were true or false, it did not affect the 
principle involved in this question; and as to the charge 
that the House had sustained the previous question 
under a false impression, believing that the main ques- 
tion would be upen the motion for postponement, if 
there was such false impression, the House had an op- 
portunity to correct it at the time; for, upon its being inti- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


_ stitution, to be revive 
existed, and reading the clause of the constitution applice-. 


“reconsidered,” as prescribed by the constitution, inasmuch - 


mated by the then occupant of the chair that the question 
would be upon postponement, notice was given by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr..Wrire,] as well as himself, 
that that decision would be resisted. The House, therefore, 
had a full knowledge that the question would be made. But 
when-the decision was made, and very properly made, by 
the Speaker, that the question would be on the passage of 
the bill, notwithstanding ‘the objections of the President 
when it was ascertained that that would be the main ques- 
tion,—a motion was made to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered, and the House refused to re- 
consider it. The House felt themselves enabled, without 
further discussion, te record their Votes upon the bill. No one, 
hegbelieved, denied that the proceedings which occurred on 
the return of the bill werein pursuance of, and in conformi- 
ty with, the constitution; and the simple question now was, 
were those proceedings, being thus in pursuance of the con- 

Ty indefinite reconsiderations of eve- 
ry vote? , ; S 

He would not go into a discussion of the veto power, ex- 
cept simply to make a reference in connection with the 
question.. They knew that, under the English government, 
the veto power was an absolute power. It was there a veto 
‘in fact. . Our executive was invested with a modification of 
that power, and that modification was to make it conform 
to our republican institutions. It was not, therefore, anti- 
democratic. Under the English form of government, the mon- 
arch was hereditary; in ours, the President, being elective, 
was himself the embodiment of the popular voice. Instead, 
then, of giving him an absolute veto, as under the English 
government, he was authorized only to interpose his objec- 
tions. -These objections were sent back to the legislative 
body in order that. they might review their act and ascer- 
tain whether, in those objections, the President had given 
expression to the popular voice. Inthis view of it, the exer- 
cise of the veto power was but the exercise of the right of 
the people to interpose. Ifthe veto power was absolute, the 
House could take sio farther proceedings; but because it 
was modified into executive objections, the constitution it- 
self had provided a proceeding founded upon those. objec- 
tions. And they were bound to look to the constitution 
alone for a guide for those proceedings; for, while the con- 
stitution authorized the House to determine rules for the 

overnment ofits proceedings, those rules must be in cou- 

‘ormity with, and in subordination to, the law ofthe land as 
prescribed by the constitution. In addition to the passage 
in the constitution which permitted the House to frame its 
own rules, there was another provision to this effect: 
Every order. or resolution shall be presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and, before the same shall take ef- 
fect, shall be approved by him; or, being disapproved by 
him, shall be repassed by two-thirds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, according to the rules and limitations 
prescribed in the case ofa bill. When, therefore, the ques- 
tion arose under the constitution, “Shall the bill pass, not- 
withstanding the objections of the President?” that question 
was subject to all the rules and limitations prescribed in the 
case of a bill. What were those rules and limitations? Why, 
if the majority were not prepared at once to act, it would 
be competent to postpone the consideration to anothér day. 
So the majority, if they had not been prepared to act in the 
case of the bill which gave rise to this question, might 
have refused to entertain the previous question.. They had 
all the protection afforded them by the rules and limitations 
prescribedin case ofa bill. The House sustained the previ- 
ous question, thereby declaring that they were ready to 
act, and that no debate was necessary. It was in vain to 
say that the requirements of the constitution had not been 
complied with. They had been complied with to the very 

etter. > 

What would be the effect if the opinion of the Chair 
should be overruled? If a reconsideration could be had in 
such a case, where would be the limitation? The House 
would be involved in endless reconsiderations, which 
would be absurd. 

Mr. Dromcoo.e having concluded his remarks— 

The SPEAKER. explained, in reference to the decision 
made by the Chair, that he was uuder a misapprehension at 
the time as to the decision pronounced by his predeces- 
sor, (Mr. Boyp.] The motion upon which that decision was 
made being a motion to refer the message of the President 
without the bill, the decision was perfectly correct. 

_Mr. HOLMES rose and addressed the committee. He 
commenced by saying, that he approved of the veto; but 
there was a higher question before the House, viz: whether 
they should pursue the course prescribed by the constitu- 
tion itself on reconsidering the bill. The constitution di- 
rected that when a bill was returned with the objections of 
the President, the objections should be spread at length up- 
on the journal, and that the House should then proceed to 
reconsider the bill. ‘The question was, had they entered 
the objections at length upon the journal? The answer 
was a plain one; they had not: because they could 
not. Bunt the Chair had declared that the :equisitions of the 
constitution were complied with, and the bill had been re- 
considered. With alldeference to the Chair, he thought 
otherwise. The rule of the House prescribed that they 
should-reconsider any vote upon motion for that purpose., 
provided twenty-four hours’ notice were given of such mo- 
ion. 

Mr. COBB moved the previous question. 

Mr. JAMESON moved thatthe whole subject be laid up- 
on the table. 

A call ofthe House was demanded, but not ordered—ay es 
67, noes 71, by tellers. 

Mr. JAMESON, at the request of several members, with- 
drew his motion; and the question recurred on seconding 
the demand for the previous question. It was seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put—viz: “Shall the 
opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?!” 

Mr. WHITE demanded the yeas and nays. 

And they were ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 97, 


nays 85, as follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Benton, Fdward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkcrhoft, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles- 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dilling, 
ham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, French, - 


Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hotiston, Hubard, ` 


Hubbell, Hughes, James‘B. Hunt, C.J: Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mc- 
C€auslen, Maclay, McClernard, McConnell, McDowell, Mc- 
Kay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H., Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert. Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, 
Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—97. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 
ger, Barnard, Jeremiah Brown, Buflington, Jeremiah EK.’ 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
Coll amer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram = Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hudson, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Leonard, Lyon, McClelland, Mcll- 
vaine, ‘Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, 
Newton, Patterson, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, -Albert 
Smith, Spence, Strong, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—85. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION. BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and the 
committee resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the pay of the navy. 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment declaring that the 
Navy Department commenced, without due authority of 
law, the construction of the iron steamers. 

Mr. B. addressed the committee in support of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DEAN expressed his surprise that such a bill should 
have been presented to the consideration of that Housc. 
We have (said he) already had a bill before us making ap- 
propriations for the navy to a very large amount; and 
though he had been endeavoring to arrest the course of ex- 
travagance in that branch of the service, and bring its ex- 
penditures within just and reasonable bounds, he had the 
mortification to see a new bill introduced, providing for 

reater abuses and extravagances than he was aware ex- 
isted. Mr. D. added that, however great were the abuses 
and extravagances in that department of which the country 
had complained so loudly, they all sank into utter insignifi- 
cance compared with the ‘enormous abuses about to be 
covered by the bill before the House. It was nothing less 
than a -bill making appropriations to the amount of 
$750,000 which had been expended by the department in 
virtue of its own will and pleasure, and without the sanc- 
tion of any law whatever; and the House was called on to 
approve this proceeding. 

He had supposed that any department which took upon 
itself the power of expending the public money, without 
authority of law, would have been subjected to the severest 
rebuke of Congress. He had supposed. that this would 
have been a reform Congress, and that all the abuses of 
this administration would be ferreted out and corrected; 
but in this he had been grievously disappointed. He had 
endeavored to get the consent of the House to take up the 
navy retrenchment bill, which would correct all these 
abuses, but he had been mistaken; and so far from being able 
to get the bill before the House, he had been unable even to 
get the yeas and nays on the question of taking it up. There 
was great reason for this. This Navy Department had been 
for the last two years the great vortex which had swal- 
lowed up two-thirds of the revenues of the government, 

In 1840, a law was passed that no money should be ex- 
pended for the building of ships without the express sanc- 
tion of Congress; and yet, in defiance of this law, the Navy 
Department had gone on to build an iron steamship at Pitts- 
burg, and six sloops-of-war; and he was told that part of the 
appropriations in this bill were to complete these vessels. 
Mr. D. then spoke of the utter uselessness of these steam- 
ships on the western waters, and referred to the number of 
ships that were now rotting for want of use, both on the 
stocks and laid up in ordinary; and particularly referred to 
the magnificent ship Delaware, which had just returned 
from a cruise, and was dismantled, and laid up to rot at Nor- 
folk, while the department was clamorous for building 
more ships. There were not only more ships now built 
and building than could be used, but theré were three times 
as many officers as could be employed. There were 96 
commanders, with salaries of $3,500 a year, while there 
was only employment for 33 of them; und there were 68 
captains, while there was only employment for but 18. 

He -then referred to the number of officers waiting orders, 
and on leave of absence, and said that the country would be 
astonished to Jearn that for such, officers, the country was 
now paying $232,700 a year; and that, by referring to the 
records of the Navy Department, it would be found that for 
the last twenty years, more than half of the officers of the 
navy were drawing their pay and emoluments while at 
home, on leave of absence or waiting orders. : 

Mr. D. spoke of many other abuses in the navy, which he 
said required correction, and expressed his great regret that 
he had not been able to get the Honse to act on his navy 
retrenchment bill. . 

He alluded to the expenses of this government in the 
years 1840-41, to show the vast increase—amounting to 
several millions of dollars—in the latter of those years, 
under whig rule, are those of 1840, under Mr. Van Buren’s 
administration; and in commenting on that fact, he con- 
demned the whig statements of the extravagance of demo- 
cratic rule. He spoke of whig professions of retrenchment 
and reform, which (he said) he should henceforth treat as a 
humbug; and to illustrate whig practice he reminded the 
House of what a whig Honse of Representatives did during 
the last Congress in relation to the public printing. | To ob- 
tain credit for an adherence to protession, they stipulated 
with their printers to perform their duties at a reduction of 
20 per cent. below the rates of printing fixed by the resolu- 
tion of 1819; but on the last night of the session, by a simple 


“dnd obscure clause in an appropriation bill, that same House ° 
voted a bonus of near $50,000 to their printers, being in fact 
: 25 per cent. more for their printing than in justice they were 


entitled to. He also reminded the House that a whig Con- 
gress had made a donation of $25,000 to the widow of Gen. 
Harrison; and for these and various other like acts of ex- 
travagant injustice they had been signally rebuked by the 
people, as was evidenced by the changed political complex- 
ion of this House. $ K 

He then returned to this bill, and after denouncing -ex- 
travagance in its incipient state, inasmuch as it soon stalked 
forth with a bold front if not checked in its inception, asked 
what use there was for an iron steamer on Lake Erie. The 


| expenditure of money for such purposes, he said, was 


worse than useless. Inhis remarks on this subject, he was 
interrupted by the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. McKAY said he would not follow the xeample of the 
gentleman from Ohio, whose remarks had no reference to 
the bill under consideration, but direct his attention to the 
pending question. He then directed the attention of the 
House to an executive communication, which showed the 
necessity of the appropriations which were now asked for. 
He then contended that these appropriations were essential- 
ly necessary, and must be made, though he would not hesi- 
tate to join ina vote of censure on those who had under- 
taken many works without: authority of law, and thereby 
incurred liabilities which the country must liquidate. Those 
liabilities had been undertaken by one of their own high 
executive officers; and what would they do? Would they 
repudiate? No; no one would assent to that. In his re- 
marks on this subject, he was arrested by the arrival of the 
hour fixed for the recess. 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 

At four o'clock, the chairman of the Committee of the 
enol on the state of the Union called the committee to 
order. 

Mr. McKAY continued his remarks from where he left 
off when the recess took prace, and explained the various 
items of appropriation which were provided for in the bill. 

After a brief explanation from Mr. BARNARD, 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee rise; which motion 
was agreed to. , 

Mr. JAMESON then offered a resolution to terminate de- 
bate on the bill within ten minutes after the House should 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and that the 
committee should then proceed to vote on the amendments; 
after which, it should report the bill to the House. 

This resolution being adopted, 

On motion of Mr. MCKAY, the House again resolved it- 
selfinto a Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Dromcoor in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for certain [naval] 
objects therein named. ; 

Mr. DARRAGH addressed the committee in a brief ex- 
planation of the appropriation for the iron steamship build- 
Ing at Pittsburg, and defended the conduct of the Secretary 
ofthe Navy (Mr. Upshur) in commencing that work. 

The question was then put on Mr. Barnarn’s amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY offered an amendment to increase the appro- 
priation in the item for increase, repairs, and armament of 
the navy (including steamers on the lakes, and wear and 
tear of vessels) from $120,000 to $133,500; which was agreed 
to. 

The committee then rose, and reported the; bill to the 
House; when, under the operation of the previous question, 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole were con- 
curred in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. HALE called for the previous question on the passage 
of the bill; which beihg seconded by the House, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeasand nays, which 
were ordered; and, the question being taken, the bill was 
passed—yeas 102, nays 56. 

PRIVATE LETTER EXPRESSES. 

Mr. COBB introduced a resolution to terminate debate on 
the bill to amend the laws in relation to the Post Office De- 
partment in five minutes after the House shall have resumed 
the considerstion of that billin Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

After several ineffectual attempts to discharge, by resolu- 
tion, the Committee of the Whole from bills before it, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hamin in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the billto amend the laws in relation 
to the Post Office Department. 

Mr. CLINGMAN was entitled to the floor, and he spoke 
through three of the five minutes allotted to the debate on 
this bill. 

Mr. DBOMGOOLE spoke through the residue of the time 
—two minutes. 

Mr. DANA then moved to strike out the first section, and 
insert 2 substitute—which appeared to be the first section of 
the bill reported by that gentleman from the minority of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to reduce the 
rates of postage, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOPKINS raised the point of order whether that 
amendment was in order, as it related to an entirely differ- 
ent subject. The bill before the committce proposed to pro- 
tect the post oftice revenue, by the punishment of express 
letter carriers; but this amendment proposed a reduction of 
the rates of postage. 

The chairman decided that it was inorder. The title of 
the bill was, “A bill to amend the laws relating to the Post 
Office Department;” and he was of opinion that the amend- 
ment was relevant. 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed from the decision of the Chair; 
and on the appeal tellers were called for, and Messrs. Har- 
ALSON and Janson were appointed, and they reported 63 
in the aftirmative and 66 in the negative. So the decision of 
the Chair was reversed. z 

The other sections of the bill were read through, and 
amended on the motion of Mr. HOPKINS; in some cases 
verbally, and in others for the purpose of making the bill 
more stringent. i 

Mr, DANA movedto strike out section six when it was 


“-under-consideration, and to- ‘substitute al- the sections of | 


his bill except the first, which the House had refused to re- 
ceive as a-substitute for anearly section in the bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN ‘decided. the amendment to bé out of 
order, pursuant to the decision of the commitiee’on the re- 
centappeal. 

Mr. DANA appealed; but the committee sustained the de- 
cision of the Chair, the vote being 84 in the affirmative, and 
33 inthe negative. —  ” 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to add an additional section 
to abolish the franking privilege. i 

The CHAIRMAN, decided that amendment to be out of 


order. - : a F 

Mr. COLLAMER offered an amendment by .way .of pro- 
vio, to provide that nothing in this act should be construed 
as prohibiting the publishers of newspapers from distribu- 
ting their newspapers by post-riders or carriers who are not 
carriers of the mail. : es 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANA offered sundry amendments, which were ruled 
out of order. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the committee rose and re- 
ported the bill, with the amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous question. i 

Mr. JAMESON inquired whether this bill would take 
precedence over those heretofore reported from the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER said it would take its place in the order in 
which it was reported. 

Mr. BARNARD moved a suspension of the rules, in or- 
der to enable him to offer certain resolutions, declaring that 
Congress alone possesses the power of declaring war. 

Mr HOLMES offered an amendment to the resolutions, 
and desired that it might be read. 

The reading was objected to; and 

The SPEAKER observed that the original resolutions not 
having been yet received, the amendment, of course, was 
not in order. 

Mr. BARNARD demarided the yeas and nays on his mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, were-— 
yeas 56, nays 123. 3 

So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. STETSON moved a suspension of the rules, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with the view of taking up the bill regs 
ulating the rates of postage, and demanded the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL raised the point of order whether 
a member was at liberty to stand in the area in front of the 
Speaker’s chair, instead of rising from his seat when about 
to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER ruled that the motion made by the gentle- 
man from New York was properly made, as the gentleman 
was standing in the range of the front seats. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, were — 
yeas 97, nays 78. : 

So the rules were suspended, and the House resolved it- 
ie into committee accordingly, (Mr. Wintror in the 
chair. 

Mr. STETSON moved that the committee take up the bill 
regulating the rates of postage. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved to take up Senate bill No. 


Mr. HOLMES moved to take up the light-house bill. 
wie McKAY moved. to take up the Indian appropriation, 
ill. 

Appropriation bills having preference over all others, the 
question was first put on Mr. McKay’s motion—and by yeas 
58, nays 68, taken by tellers, it was negatived. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Srerson’s motion, to 
take up Senate bill 51, for a reduction of the rates of post- 
age, &c., and by yeas 64, nays 80, taken by tellers—it was. 
negatived. 

The question was then put on the motion of Mr. R. SMITH, 
to take up Senate bill 90, being an act to grant to the State 
of Ilinois a right of way through the public lands, &e.; 
and by yeas 55, nays 58, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee take up the bill 
making appropriations for certain light-houses; which mos 
tion was agreed to, yeas 66, nays 58. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out tle two first 
appropriations in the bill, with a view to test the sense of 
the House as to the extraordinary increase of the light- 
house system; and 

After some remarks from Messrs. HOLMES and HAMLIN, 
in favor of the bill, 

On motion by Mr. HOPKINS, the committee rose and re- 
ported progress. 

Mr. WINTHROP then offered a resolution, that all debate 
shall cease on the bill within ten minutes after the House 
should go into Committee of the Whole, and that the amend- 
ments should then be acted on, and the bill reported to the 
House; which resolution was adopted, yeas 85, nays 65. 

On motion by Mr. WINTHROP, the House again resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Winrnror in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the tight-house 
bill. 

After some few remarks from Messrs. PARMENTER and 
MORSE, the question was taken on Mr. C. Jonnson’s mo- 
tion, and it was rejected. ` 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment appropriating 
$150,000 for the improvement of the navigation of the Hud- 
son river. 

The CHATR decided that the amendment was not in order, 
on the ground that it introduced, under color of an amend- 
ment,Ja proposition inconsistent with the native of the bill 
before the House. 

Mr. of Illinois offered an amendment to appr 


90 


` priate $10,000 for a light-house at Astoria, on the Columbio 


river. 

The vote, (taken by Messrs. Cosg and J. A. WRIGHT as 
tellers,) was 22 in the affirmative. No further count took 
place. 

Some like appropriation for Galveston, in Texas, was of 
fered, and rejected. 

Some ineffectual attempts were made to get appropriations 
for various points by the members representing those seq 
tions of the country, 


Mr. SLIDELL offered an amendment as follows: — 
For the erection ofa light-house on Horn island, $15,000. 
För the erection ofa light-house on Roundiisland, $15,000. 
The amexidment was rejected. i : 
Mr. STILES offered the following amendment: A 
Three thousand dollars for the erection of beacons: in the 
Savannah river and on the coast of Georgia. T 
it was rejected. ie i a : 
“Pe amendment ‘was subsequently offered repeatedly, 
each time with a diminished stm specified; and“ ultimately 


$1,500 was appropriated. $ E Pree 

Mr, PATTERSON offered the following: For repairing 
the piér ang building a foundation upon which to construct 
a light-house at the mouth of the Genessee river, in the 
State of'Néw York, $25,000: it was rejected. ae 

Various other amendments were adopted, when the com- 
mittee rose and reported the billto the House. ae 

Mr. WENT WORTH said he arose to make the usual mo- 
tion; aš he wished to hasten the business as much as’ possi- 
ble, seeing it was so late, not only in the session, but in the 
evening: “But he wanted to say. a word to the friends of the. 
bill, and that was, that they must_be watchful of some of 
the amendments that hdd been added, in order to render the 
bill ineffectual. ‘It was too common in this House to add 
amendments, in order'to killa bill, which could net other- 
wise be done. He would say no moré. now, after thus cau- 
tioning the friends of the bill, but move the previous. ques- 
tion. 


previous question pending. Fy 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to suspend the rules to enable the 
House to proceed with such bills as were to be sent to the 
Senate for concurrence; which motion was adopted. > 

The. House then took up the bill to repeal the duty on 
salf. ee n a : 

Mr C. JOHNSON moved to postpone it till the first Mon- 
day of December tiext, $ 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in order. “A mọ- 
tion to postpone to a day certain, within the session, or a 
motion for indefinite postponement only, would be in order. 

Mr, C. JOHNSON said he would be willing to pass by the 
bill informally, provided it did not lose its place on the cal- 

, endar, and could come up next session. * 

This suggestion was acquiesced in, by general consent, 
and the bill was passed over accordingly. : 

The House then took up the bill to authorize repayment 
for lands sold by the United States without authority of law; 
and after concurring in the amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole, the hill was ordered to be engrossed, and 
then read the third time and passed, under the operation of 
the previons question. 

Mr, RAMMET moved that the Honse adjourn: rejected. 

‘The bill forthe relief of the héirs and legal representa- 
tives of Captain Presley Thornton, deceased, being the next 
on the calendar, was, by general consent, laid over till the 
next session. ` y 

‘The bill tọ legalize the sales of lands made at the Choc- 
chuma and Columbus land districts, Mississippi, was con- 
sidered, and, after a brief explanation from Mr. Houston, it 
‘was ordered to be engrossed, and then read the third time, 
and passed. 

The bill making appropriations for the payment of horses 
lost hy the Missouri volunteers in the Florida war, was 
taken up, and read, and after a brief discussion, it was or- 
dered to be engrossed, and then read the third ‘time, and 
passed, inder the operation of the previous question—yeas 
91, nays 67, ` 

The House then adjourned. 


rae following petition was presented to-day under the 
mle: 


By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Jane Hackney, widow 
of John Hackney, laté a revolutionary pensioner on the Vir- 
ginia agency from the county of Russell, asking to be 
placed on the pension roll; in which petition James P. Car- 
roll and 13 other citizens of the same county, unite: referred 
to the Committec on Revolutionary Pensions, 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, June 14, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the Brosident of the United States, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, copies of correspondence with the gov- 
ernment of Mexico in relation to the expulsion of 
citizens of the United States from Upper California; 
which, 

On motton by Mr: EVANS, was ordered to lie 
on the table. ; 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for the im- 
mediate annexation of Texas to the United States: 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
moved that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the widow of 
Thomas Edwards, and that the petitioner have leave 
to withdraw her papers: agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from Thomas 
Bassnett, of Illinois, proposing to impart to the gov- 
ernment, for a consideration, his invention of the 
principle of the theory of storms: referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Samuel Walker and Francis Y. Beatty, 
praying to be remunerated for injuries sustained by 
thera. while employed on the treasury building, in 
the city of Washington; and an adverse report on 
the petition of William Archer, praying compensa- 


' ordered to lie on the table. P 


So the bill was laid aside to come up in its order, with the . 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tion for the plan and estimates furnished by him for 
the construction of the Potomac bridge; which were 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the. Committee on 
the District of Columbia was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of a number 
of citizens of Alexandria, praying thatall legislation 
in relation to that town be suspended; .the resolution 
of the législature of Maine in favor of repealing the 


` law of the States and Territories which. render per- 


sons.of color liable to arrest and imprisonment, and 
to be sold for jail fees; and from the bill of the Sen- 
ate to regulate the return of writs and other process 
iuthe county of Alexandria, in the District of Co- 
lumbia. > * À 
Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citizens 


of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying that the nat- 


uralization laws may be so changed as torequire of 


_ foreigners a residence of 21 years before conferring 


upon them: the rights of citizenship: ordered to lie 
on the table. . ` 

Also, presented a petition from Reuben H. Grant, 
of Mississippi, praying compensation for services 
and expenses in defending the interestsof the United 
States. in the investigation of the Choctaw. claims 
under the 14th article of the treaty of Dancing Rab- 
bit creék: ordered to lie on the table. j 

Mr. WRIGHT presented four memorials. from 
citizens of the county of Albany, New York, pray- 
ing. that the law regulating elections of President and 
Vice President of the United States, which passed 
the Honse of Representatives, may be so passed by 
the Senate as to make its provisions applicable: to 
the election of 1844: ordered to lie on the table—the 
hill having been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented resolutions adopted 
by a large meeting ‘of the citizens of Pickens district, 
South Carolina; and also the proceedings of a large 
meeting of citizens of Abbeville district, South Caro- 
lina, in favor of the annexation of Texas to the Uni- 
ted States. 


ANNEXATION. BILL. 


Mr. McDUFFIE said he desired to reply briefly 
to the remarks of the senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Boon made yesterday on the bill for the annex- 
ation of Texas. He desired that that bill might be 
taken up, to enable him to make the reply. 

Mr. EVANS said there was no doubt that some 
time during the morning an opportunity might be 
afforded the senator from South Carolina; but he- 
must insist on. having the appropriation bills dis- 
posed of first. 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 
lution for giving to the public the benefit of the en- 
gravings made for the account of the exploring ex- 
pedition; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, sim- 
ilar to those already presented, for a reform in the 
naturalization laws: referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. B. expressed the hope that that committee 
would make a report on this subject. before the ad- 
journment, as requested by the memorialists. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from. the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made. an adverse report 


on the joint resolution of the Senate for the relief of - 


Sellers and Pennock. 

On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, the resolu- 
tion introduced by him yesterday to allow extra 
pay to the pages and messengers of the Senate, was 
taken up, read three several times, and agreed to. 

The bill making appropriation for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of government for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1845, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment 
and with a recommendation that they do pass, the 
bills from the House for the relief of Abelard Guth- 
rie, and for the relief of François Christian and 
Madame Baptiste Berard. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, report- 
ed back, with amendments, House bill for the relief 
of Walcott Allyn Strong and Pierre Derbanne; and 
on his motion, the previous orders of the day were 
postponed, and the above bill was taken up asin 
committee of the whole; the amendments beim 
agreed to, it was reported to the Senate, and finally 
passed. The report accompanying was ordered to 
be printed. 

he Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Brezsx, some days since, calling 


og RR RTE YTS OP SOAR a opt 


- 
upon the proper department to report to the Senate 


the proceedings of the court-martial in the case of 


ieut. Braxton Bragg of the army; when, on the 
mae of Mr. EV. ANS, it was ordered to lie on the 


` table. - 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 


.. the Senate take a recess from half-past 2 o’clock to 


half-past 4 o’clock, p. m. 
ENGLISH PRESUMPTION. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate took 
up, for consideration, the following resolutions sub- 
mitted by him on Wednesday, viz: . 

Resolved; That the President of the United States be re: 
quested to inform the Senate whether the Parliament of 
Great Britain has passed any act extending its‘criminal juris- 
diction to the United States so as to subject any portion 
of their citizens, or persons within their limits, to its penal- 
ties, for acts done within the same, and to communicate a 
copy of said act, ifany such there be; together with any 
information he may possess as to the means which may 
have been adopted to carry its provisions into effect. 

Resoluad, That he he also requested to inform the Senate 
whether the government of Great Britain has issued circu- 
lars to its diplomatic or consular agents to collect informa- 
tion as. to the condition of any portion of our population; 
and, ìf so, to transmit to the Senate a copy thereof, if in his 
possession, together with any information he may possess as 
to the object of issuing the same: 

Mr. WALKER said he was anxious for the adop- 
tion of the resolutions, which were merely a call for 
information. If they could be passed without discus- 
sion, he would dispense with any remarks; and with 
laying before the Senate some documents which he 
jnvended to read to it upon the subject. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did not think the subject 
of the resolutions a fit subject to occupy the time of 
the Senate at so late a period; and he therefore moved 
to lay them on the table. 

Mr. WALKER said he intended to make no re- 
marks, provided the resolutions were not debated by 
others. He hoped, at any rate, the vote would be 
taken. f 

Mr. ARCHER said if the honorable senator 
chose to have the vote taken without a word on 
either side, he would. withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

The question now being on the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

Mr. McDUFFIE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. . 

Mr. CHOATE made some remarks, understood to 
beagainst the propriety of calling from the executive 
documents which could only have the effect of creat- 
ing excitement. . Even if the law existed, the Con- 
gress of the United States did know what construc- 
tion had been given to it. The resolution was a 
subject proper to be sent toa committee before ac- 
tion upon it by the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER said if the subject was to be dis- 
cussed he wanted to read some documents to show 
the construction which had been given the act, and 
some consular certificates issued by that government 
to have it carried into effect. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to refer the resolu- 
tions to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

bag EVANS moved to lay them on the table; 
an 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered. 

_ The question being taken, resulted in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 21, nays 20, as follows: 


_YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fran- 
cis, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Por- 
ter, Simmons, Upham, White, and Woodhridge—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 
Buchanan, Fairfield ,Fulton, Hay wood, Henderson, Huger, 
Lewis, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tall- 
Badge, Walker, Woodbury and Wright—21. 


On motion by Mr. HAYWOOD, the Com- 
mittee on Claims was discharged from the further 
consideration, for the want of time to complete the 
Investigation, ofthe memorial of William Smith and 
others, assignees of the Pennsylvania bank of the 
United States, touching a certain claim. 

_Mr. ATHERTON said he rose to make a mo- 
tion, both on account of the importance of the sub- 
ject to which it related, and also, because the legis- 
lature of the State which he had the honor in part 
in part to represent, had passed a resolution, evincing 
their sense of its importance. That legislature had, 
as long ago ‘as 1841, instructed the senators of the 
State to use their exertions to procure the passage ot 
a law to fix the same day or days for the choice of 
presidential electors throughout the United States. 
He therefore moved that the previous orders be 
postponed, and the bill of the House on that sub- 
ject, which had been reported by the J udiciary 


Committee of the Senate, with amendments, be now 
taken we > . 

- Mr. EVANS hoped that the. senator from New 
Hampshire would not now press his motion, as 
there were one or two appropriation bills to be dis- 
posed. of. Fle thought there would, after that, be an 
Opportunity for the motion. 

r. ATHERTON inquired of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, whether it was his inten- 
tion to call up the bill during the present session. 

Mr. BERRIEN replied that he could only say he 
had no instructions from the Judiciary Committee 
on that subject. He reported the bill with amend- 
ments, in. discharge of the duties imposed on him 
by the committee. 

Mr. EVANS said if the senator from New Hamp- 
shire would give away for the appropriation bills, 
he (Mr. E.) would himself interpose no -objection 
then to taking up the bill. 

_ Mr, ATHERTON said if there could be an un- 
derstanding that the bill should be taken up in the 
course of the day, he would assent to the course 
proposed by the senator from Maine. 

Mr. DAYTON, No pledges. Several: No pledges. 

Mr. EVANS said he did not refer to a general 
understanding; but all he meant was, he would inter- 
pose no objection. f D ; 

Mr. ATHERTON said he then felt it his duty to 
persist in his motion, and asked the yeas and nays 
on the queotion; which were ordered. 

The question on postponing the previous orders 
to take up this bill was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Beaton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Han- 
negan, Haywood, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Semple, 
Sevier, Sturgeon, Tal Imadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, 
and Wright—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Eyans, Foster, Francis, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, 
Porter, Simmons, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—22. 

The bill was then taken up as in committee of the 
whole, and read, viz: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the time of choosing the electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States in each State, shall be the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday of November next; and 
afterwards, except where a special election shall be held in 
pursuance of the 10th section of the act to which this is an 
amendment; the time of choosing the said electors shall be 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday of November in 
every fourth year succeeding the last election of said 
electors; and when such special election shall be held, the 
time therefor shall be the Tuesday next after the first Mon- 
day of November in the year when the same shall be held 
pursuant to the section aforesaid. 

The question pending was on the amendments re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee, viz: 

“Strike out all after the word ‘November,’ in the fifth 
line, and insert: inevery fourth year succeeding the last 
regular election of such electors; and when any special 
election shall be held, the time for holding the same shall be 
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday of November in 
the year when the same shall be held: Provided, That this 
act shall not go into operation until after the next election 
of electors of President and Vice President of the United 
States: And provided, further, That it shall not. operate in 
any State in which the election of electors of President or 
Vice President shall be made by the legislature of such 
State.” 


Mr. ALLEN said he believed there were two 
amendments reported with the bill. He wished to 
have the vote taken upon them separately. 

Mr. BERRIEN, in explanation of the amend- 
ments reported by the Judiciary Committee, said 
that the purpose of the first was to postpone the op- 
eration of the bill until after the next presidential 
election. The second provides that it shall not apply 
in those States where, by the existing law, the elec- 
tion is made by the legislatures of said States. The 
last amendment he believed, has particular refer- 
ence to the State of South Carolina alone. The first 
was induced by the consideration of the shortness 
of time which supervened between the passage of 
the bill and the period when this election was to be 
held, and the inconvenience which the people would 
be put to, of calling the legislatures of the States 
together. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he understood that the 
object of this amendment was to postpone the opera- 
tion of this bill until after the next presidential elec- 
tion. The other amendment was to provide that it 
should not apply to those States in which elections 
were made by the legislatures. He did not know 
that there would be any particular objection to the 
adoption of the latier amendment; but to the pass- 
age of the amendment which postponed the operation 
of this bill until after the next presidential election, 


he'thought it his duty most strénously to object: 
It was well-known—and it made no difference 
whether this apprehension was well-founded or not 
—that apprehension prevailed to a considerable éx- 
tent, that frauds had been practised in elections—that 
men had been transferred from one part of the Union 
to another, in order to vote; and that system which 
had now received the technical name of pipelaying, 
had been carried into pretty general, and in some in- 
stances, into pretty extensive operation.. Now, he 
he wished’ to cast no imputations upon any party; 
but it was a matter of very serious importance that 
this apprehension should be removed, -whether 
these facts existed ornot. If frauds existed, certainly 
nothing could be more important to a legislative 
body than to remove, as far as it was in their power, 
the possibility of their recurrence. [f frauds did 
not, exist, it was important that the suspicion of 
them should be removed; for what was of more con- 
sequence than that the people should have confidence 
in their rulers, and in the manner of their election? 
This was important in order to produce tranquillity; 
because, if any party, after an excited contest, be- 
lieved that they had been defrauded of their rights, 
what was so apt to produce dissention between 
them and their rulers, and the most disastrous con- 
sequences to republican government? It was im- 
portant that our institutions should not only be 
preserved pure, but be preserved from all suspicion. 
Here was a bill, which was passed by an unexam- 
pled majority of the House of Representatives, pro- 
viding that the election of President and Vice Presi- 
dent shall take place in the United States on one 
and the same day—thereby removing the possibility 
of introducing fraud to any great extent in those elec- 
tions. Not only so; it seemed that the Judiciar 
Committee of this body had sanctioned the princi- 
ples contained in the bill by reporting an amend- 
ment, and not objecting to the bill itself; but the 
amendment provided that it should go into operation 
—when? Not until after the next presidential election. 
Now, was it not admitted on all hands, that the 
next presidential election was to be one of the most 
important ever known in this country. What rea- 
son was there for postponing the operation of the 
bill until after this election? Why postpone it at 
this important crisis, when, if it was to have any 
beneficial influence at all, its passage was of the 
greatest consequence. He had no disposition to 
say anything upon this subject to prejudice senators 
against the bill itself; but he hoped the amendment 
would not prevail. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would not go into a general 
discussion upon the merits of this question. It was 
a bill introduced in the House of Representative by 
one of the members from the State of Ohio, who 
was unquestionably induced to make the movement 
in consequence of what took place in the State of 
Ohio at the last presidential election. That there 
were frauds almost without number committed on 
the ballot-box in that State in 1840, was a fact 
which no solitary citizen within the limits of the 
State was now prepared to deny. There were 
frauds committed by the transfer of voters from the 
adjoining States to the State of Ohio—a fact which 
was proven before the Senate of the State at the 
next session of the legislative body after the election 
—proven beyond doubt, in the contests between 
senators upon that floor, to the satisfaction of the 
Senate, and of the House of Representatives; and 
so completely to the satisfaction ofthe whole peo- 
ple, that that public opinion compelled the legisla- 
ture to pass one of the most penal laws to be found 
in the legislature of any State in the Union, against 
the recurrence of election frauds on the elective 
franchise of the State. ‘This bill, therefore, might 
well originate from the State of Ohio; or rather the 
cause of it being strengest in that State, might 
well induce a member from that State to introduce 
itin the House of Representatives. With regard 
to putting this matter off until another presidential 
election intervened, it seemed to him that it was 
nothing more than a proposition to defeat the bill 
entirely. If there were frauds, they ought to be 
barred out of the approaching election. If there 
were no frauds, there was no use. whatever in the 
law; and instead of postponing its action, gentlemen 
ought to vote against its passage. The very fact 
that the House of Representatives had, by an im- 
mense majority, passed this act, was conclusive of 
the fact that the popular branch of the government, 
who emanated from the ballot-box, entertains the 
solemn conviction that these frauds have been 
practised upon the ballot-box. The fact. that the 
Senate of the United States had agreed to consider 


‘in elections, could be objected to? 


could result from the — of the bill now? What 


harm could it do to any bo 
ballot-box uncontaminated? 
He desired to know upon what grounds any bill 


y who desired to see the 


passed by the Senate ofthe United States, which had. 


no otherobject in view than the prevention of frauds 

It was not a bill 

to inflict any calamity upon the country, by pos- 

sibility, in any way. It was not a bill drawn upon the ° 
treasury for money, or to tax the people; it was purely 

a measure to prevent frauds, which were destined, 

if suffered to continue, to contaminate the power of 
government at its very source. Upon what ground, 

then, could any solitary senator oppose the object 

of this bill? It could not be that any senator here 

desired to see the frauds of 1840 practised over 

again; and if not so, he demanded the resson for 

their opposition to the bill? The whole object of it 

was to prevent frauds in elections. It had been said, 

that it would be inconvenient. Now, there were 
six months to intervene before the election, or near- 
ly six; and as to the mere matter.of inconvenience, 
(which he denied, for ‘there would be no inconve~ 
nience whatever,) he felt assured that there was na 
sufficient reason in that to vote against the passage 
of abill, which had nothing less for its object than 

to preserve uncontaminated the source of power of 
our institutions. 

He repeated that the same reason that existed for 
the taking effect of this bill, at any time, existed. 
for its taking effect previous to the next presidential 
election; and as regarded the election in the State of 
South Carolina, there was one plain and conclusive 
answer to the amendment, as it regarded that State; 
and that was, that the legislature of South Carolina 
could be called together before the specified period, 
aud at very little expense to the people of that 

tate. 

He wished it to be distinctly remembered not only 
here, but throughout the country, that this was not 
a bill to appropriate money, or to impose any tax 
upon the treasury; its whole and sole object was to 
prevent fraud; and that there could exist no objec- 
tion to it, which was not an objection to the preven- 
tion of fraud. He desired the yeas and nays upon 
this subject; it was one which must go before the 
people; and if the frauds were not removed from 
the next presidential contest, the passage of this 
bill would be a main evidence in the strife. It would. 
then be seen who it was that was opposed to the 
passage of a law, the whole and sole object of which 
was, to preserve uncontaminated the sources of 
political power in this country. If the frauds of 
1840 were repeated again—if the people discovered 
that the majority were in favor of one man, yet, by 
abuses practised in the ballot-box, another was 
elected, they would become disgusted with their 
own institutions; the right of suffrage would be 

one, and frauds would take the place of the right- 

ul action of the popular will. 

He presumed that the honorable senators who rep- 
resented the State of South Carolina would be ready 
to say, that in order to remove all obstructions to 
the passage of this bill, South Carolina would be 
willing to call an extra session of her le islature to 
meet the requirements of this law, should it beeome 
alaw. He could not imagine—he did not imagine 
that there was a solitary senator upon the other 
side who desired to see a repetition of these frauds. 
It could not be possible that any senator was in fa- 
yor of them; and if not, he asked what reason was 
there for any opposition to this bill? ; 

He would not occupy any more of the time of the 
Senate; and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McDUFFIE felt called upon, by the peculiar 
situation in which South Carolina stood, to say a 
very few words upon this subject. If the first 
branch of the amendment prevailed—postponing the 
operation of this bill until after the next presidential 
election—he would move to strike out the other; for 
he had no idea that South Carolina should stand 
upon a different footing from the other States of this 
Union. If, however, the first amendment should 
not be adopted, it would be a matter of convenience 


for, the second to stand until after thy ! 
tion. He wished it to be distinctly. úndérstoó 

South Carotina approved of the principle of 
measure. a E A : 
“Mr. CLAYTON said he was as anxious for the 
security of our‘élections as the.senator from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Arterron,] or the senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Arien;] and yet-he should vote against 
bull, unless “the, present amendment: should be 
adopted; and he would do so.for this reason: if this 
bill passed” in the form in which it came from the 
House of Représentatives, the legislature of tke 
State of Delaware, and he believed the legislatures of 


: ih 


most of the States in “this ‘Union, would necessarily _ 


be obliged to assemble for the purpose of passing 
laws to carry this act. into execution: By the con- 
stitution of the State of. Delaware, and by the laws 
of that State, the judges aiid inspectors of elections 
are directed to hold ‘the elections upon particular 
days. If, then, the day- be altered by an act of Con- 
gress, it unquestionably followed that the legislature 
must be assembled to give authority to these judges 
and inspectors to hold the elections upon the day fix- 
ed upon by the act of Congress. Some few years ago 
an amendment was made in the constitution of that 
State, so that the election would take place with 
„the general election throughout the State. It being 
fixed upon by law-to be during the month of Novem- 
ber, the elections ‘in: Delaware were changed from 
the. month.of October to the month of November; 
and a particular day was: fixed for holding these 
elections—two elections the same day every four 
years. Now the judges and inspectors of” these 
elections being required by law to hold the elec- 
tions upon a particular day during the month of 
November, cannot hold it upon any other. This 
biit changes the day, and the inspectors and judges 
have no power to hold the election upon a different 
day from that upon’ which they hold it under the 
authority.of the legislature, without the special au- 
thority of the legislature. They have no: other au- 
thority; and if the day upon which they are author- 
ized to hold the election be alteréd, the legislature of 
the State must be assembled for the purpose of hav- 
tng this act carried into. execution—which he ap- 
prehended, would be the case in almost every State 
inthe Union. For ‘that reason, he could not vote 
for the bill unless the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. DAYTON concurred entirely in the sugges- 
tions of the senator from Delaware, [Mr. Crayton. ] 
They labored under the same difficulties in the 
State of New Jersey; and. under an additional diffi- 
culty if this bill should be made to apply to the ap- 
proaching election. i 

The people would be called to the polls almost 
every week between this and next fall.. They 
would ke called there under a law to elect a body 
of men to revise the State ‘constitution. - They then 
had the fall. State election, which must be decided. 
They then had the presidential election, which must 
be submitted to them. The passage of this bill 
would make at least four different elections to take 


place next fall in New Jersey. It was from no hos- 


tility to the objects of the bill, but on account of the 
inconvenience which would result to the inhabitants 
of the State, that he opposed it. 

Mr. FOSTER rose for information. He asked 
the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, (Mr. Berrien] who had no doubt thoroughly 
investigated this subject, and who was so well caleu- 
lated to throw light upon it in all its particulars, 
whether the passage of this bill by Congress did 
not ipso facto repeal all the acts of the legislatures of 
the States in relation to the time of holding elections; 
and whether it did not fix, at once, the day of these 
elections, without any further action by the legisla- 
tures of the States? “If it did, all difficulty seemed 
at an end, and he would not object to the bill with- 
out the amendment to postpone its operation until 
after the next presidential election; if it did not, he 
would vote for the amendment. Fle would vote for 
it, because, if it did not repeal all former acts of the 
legislatures of the States, the General Assembly of 
Tennessee would have to be convened, and that 
could not be done under an expense of fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars. He was not willing that 
his State should be put to such an expense; and, un- 
der this state of the case, he would vote for the 
amendment to postpone this law until after the next 
presidential election. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, although the decision 
of the other branch of the national legislature éon- 
tests the supremacy of the State laws in relation to 
elections, notwithstanding the passage of an act of 
Congress making a different provision, yet he held 


now, in relation to this case, as he held when a simi- 
lar matter was under discussion before, that, in rela- 
tion to ‘this question, the authority of this govern- 
ment was supreme; and consequently the passage of 
this-bill, in the: form in which it came from the 
House, would have the effect of repealing all the 
State laws whieh conflicted with the time appointed 
under thislaw. It fixed a day of election; and con- 
sequently repealed all State laws fixing any. other 
Fu the State laws gave to certain officers under 
the State governments authority to proceed to these 
élections on a certain day, and in the manner these 
laws prescribed. Then the Congress of the United 
States comes in and prescribes another day for the 
election. . These State laws are no longer applicable; 
their authority does not exist, after the passage of 
the law of Congress. It would necessarily be the 
duty of the States to conform their legislation to this 
new state of things, which would be required. by the 
passage of this act; and the single Inquiry was, 
whether the evils which it was the object of the bill 


` to prevent, and which all were most anxious to 


avoid—whether. these evils did exist to that extent 
which would justify Congress in the passage of a 
law requiring the'assemblage of the different State 
legislatures. From the representations made to the 
committee, they were induced to believe it would be 
attended with great inconvenience;and under the in- 
fluence of this consideration, the committee had sug- 


| gested, for the reflection: of the Senate, whether, 


however desirable the passage of this bill might be, 
it would not be better to suspend its operation until 
the State legislatures, in their ordinary assembling, 
would make provisions to conform to this law. 

Mr. FOSTER simply rose to say that the exposi- 
tion made by the honorable chairman [Mr. Ber- 
RIEN] was peculiarly satisfactory to his mind; and, 
he could not help thinking, to the satisfaction of 
every senator on the floor. It had not occurred to 
him that any instrumentality was necessary on the 
part of the legislatures of the several States to carry 
out this law; but the law showed that it was neces- 
sary. It made no provision in regard to the man- 
ner of carrying on this election. It made none of 
those provisions which were absolutely necessary 
in all popular elections. It simply specified the 
time, and consequently required that the legislatures 
should convene to determine upon the manner. 
He wished it to be distinctly understood, now ‘and 
hereafter, that he was in favor of thislaw—that he 
had always been in favor of it. He would-vote for 
it now, if he could; and he would vote for it should 
it assume the shape which he desired it should as- 
sume, and which he had no doubt it would assume. 
He did not rise to oppose it, but to say that he op- 
posed it without the amendment; and he desired to 
vote for the amendment postponing its operation, 
because he did not think it proper, wise, or just, to 
put his constituents to the expense of fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars in order to carry out the 
objects of this law. When it came before the Sen- 
ate in a proper shape, he would vote for it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he believed that if there 
were a single question on which the people of the 
United States approached unanimity, it was, that 
the election of electors should be held on. the same 
day throughout the Union. The prevailing im- 

pression every where, was that great frauds had 

een practised in the presidential election of 1840, 
for want of such a provision as that now proposed. 
What, then, was the only objection which had been 
urged against the passage of this law? It was this: 
that if it passed, it would be necessary to convene all 
the State legislatures iv the Union between this and 
November, for the purpose of making the laws of 
the respectives States conform to the proposed 
change. Now, if he (Mr. B.) entertained any such 
apprehensions, he would vote againstthe bill; but as 
he was very clear that no such consequence would 
follow, he would cheerfully give his support to the 
measure, 

What was the language of the constitution? “The 
Congress may determine the time of choosing the 
electors, and the day on which they shall give their 
votes; which day shall be the same throughout the 
United States.” The time, and the time alone, then, 
was under the control of Congress. They could fix 
the day on which the election should be held 
throughout the United States; but they could do. no 
more. Heshould be glad to know, then, from any 
senator, what necessity there would be for conven- 
ing the State legislatures, merely for the purpose of 
declaring that the day of election appointed by Con- 
gress should be the day of election throughout the 


- several States. This would be a work of entire 


superetogation. - Congress had the express power, 
under the constitution, to fix the day; and if we ex- 
ercised this power, our law would have the same 
binding“effect as if every. legislature in the Union 
had separately designated the same day. In fact, it 
would change every State law to this extent, and in 
this particular; and the officers appointed by the 
State laws to hold the electoral elections, would meet 
and hold the election on the day appointed by Con- 
gress, instead of that previously designated by the 
State legislatures. It would make no other change 
in these laws;.but would leave them in full force in 
all other. It appeared to him that it particulars, 
would be a most absurd cause for convening the State 
legislatures—that of ratifying an act of Congress, 
merely changing the day of holding the electoral 
elections. ; 

The present was not at all like the case which 
had occurred in 1842. Congress then had passed a 
mandatory act requiring the State legislatures to 
change their laws in regard to the election of repre- 
sentatives in Congress. But this was no mandatory 
act. It was perfect and compete in itself, requiring 
not State legislature to pass any law to carry it into 
execution. Our power over the presidential elec- 
tion was confined to the mere point of fixing the time 
when it should be held; and when we exercised 
this power, it ipso facto changed every conflicting 
State laws, and created that entire uniformity which 
was intended by the constitution. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the argument of the senator 
from Pennsylvania would be very correct; but that 
the officers who held the elections in the several 
States were not officers of the United States. There 
was no question as to the power of Congress t6 alter 
and fix the time just as it saw fit; but it did not fol- 
low necessarily, that. when. the laws of 4 State had 
authorized certain officers of that State (not of the 
general government) to hold elections on a par- 
ticular day, Congress can give any authority to 
those persons to hold the elections at a different 
time. Were they officers of the United States, the. 
senator from Pennsylvania would be perfectly cor- 
rect; because altering the day by the authority of 
the United States, these officers would be obliged to 
comply;- but where the laws of the United States fix 
the time of the election upon a different day, as it is 
fixed in this bill, what authority do they give an 
officer acting under the State government? Did they 
compel him to hold the election upon that day? 
These officers were not officers of the government of 
the United States—they were officers of the different 
States of this Union; and the laws of those States 
had authorized them to hold the election upon a par- 
ticular day; but the Congress of the United States 
say the election shall not be held upon that day, but 
upon a different day. 


Mr. MILLER said he had another objection to 
the bill, so far as it regarded the State of New Jer- 
sey. By the law of that State, the congressional 
election and State elections take place the same day; 
and the polls are authorized to be held open for two 
days. They also fix the time when the returns 
shall be made.. If this bill was passed into a law to 
operate on the coming election, the legislature of 
that State would have to be called together to fix 
the time for opening and closing the polls. If this 
law was made to operate on the coming election, it 
might turn out with it as it had with another law— 
by some of the States refusing to act under it, and 
thus to nullify it. 

Mr. HENDERSON made some remarks upon 
the constitutional rights of Congress to pass such a 


law, which were not heard sufficiently distinct to 


be reported. 

Mr. BARROW said he voted to take up the bill, 
because the Senate, he thought, were prepared to 
vote upon it; and having by his vote brought it be- 
fore the Senate, he would attempt, by his motion, to 
lay iton the table. He made that motion. 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and taken, and the bill was 
lain on the table, by yeas 26, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran 
cis, Huntington, Jarnigan, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Pierce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
Upham, White, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Han- 
negan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, McDufie, 
Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Wal- 
ker, Woodbury, and Wright—25. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Lands Claims, reported back, without amend- 


ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass; the H contricts have been dissolved by the like consent, or been 
} put anend to, or an extension whereof been prevented by 


bill from the House for the ‘relief of Woodson Wren, | 


of Mississippi. Mr. H. asked for the consideration 
of the bill now. 
_ Mr. EVANS moved to take up the bill making 
appropriation for naval pension for the year ending 
30th June, 1845. i ` 
Mr. McDUFFIE again expressed a wish that the 
Annexation bill would be taken up, to afford him an 
opportunity to reply to the remarks of the senator 
from.Missouri, rh. Benron. ] ` ; 
Mr. EVANS said that after thé appropriation bills 
were disposed of, he would interpose noobjection to 
taking that bill up. : 


NAVAL PENSIONS. 


The bill making appropriations for the payment 
‘of naval pensions for the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1845, was taken up as in committee of the 
whole. : on: : 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the bill was amended 
by appropriating ten thousand dollars’ for the pay- 
ment of pensions to the widows and orphans of 
those officers, seamen and marines who were lost 
on-board the United States vessels Grampus and 
Sea Gull, in compliance with the act passed the 
present session for that purpose. > 

` Mr. WOODBURY called the. attention of the 

Senate to one provision of this bill, which was a 
new one, making appropriation for privateer pen- 
sions. hs i 

Mr. EVANS said, in the committee, there was at 
first some hesitation as to the continuation of that 
provision in the bill. Theprivateer pension fund 
was created by contributions of persons on private 
armed ships during the last war, and originally 
designed for the benefit of those wounded in the 
privateer service. The sum amounted to $200,000 or 
$300,000, and was sufficient for all the general pur- 
poses of the fund. After a year or two Congress 
passed two laws, paying pensions to the widows 
whose husbands were killed in the privateer service. 
This exhausted a large portion of the fund, al- 
though it was large enough to meet the demands on 
it. After a few years more, Congress passed another 
law granting pensions to the widows of those who 
died‘of wounds received in this service; the conse- 
quence of which was, to destroy the privateer fund. 
The fund for the invalids thus originally entitled, 
and whom it was large enough to support, hav- 
ing been used up, Congress inserted an appropri- 
ation for their support, on the ground that the fund 
was recived and pledged to invalids of the privateer 
service, and regarding the funds as having been con- 
tributed by themselves. Congress having destroyed 
the fund, it was nothing more than right that an ap- 
propranion should be made merely to pay the inva- 
ids, and not the widows, who were not entitled. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he was not opposed to 
the provision in the bill; and he did not rise for the 
purpose of striking it out. Even the widows of 
those men who died of wounds received in that ser- 
vice had some claim upon the country; for they 
died of wounds received (hough in private armed 
vessels) in sustaining the honor of the country. He 
did not wish however, that the Senate should act in 

athe dark. i x 

Mr. WRIGHT rose and moved to strike out the 
provision in the bill, under the impression that it 
was to pay pensions to widows of those who died of 
wounds received in this service, for whom the fund 
was not originally designed; but having been inform- 
ed by the chairman of the Finance Committee [Mr. 
Eyats] that the appropriation was to pay pensions 
to invalids, for whom the fund was created, he with- 
drew the motion. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and the 
amendments being concurred in, the bill was read 
the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL SERVICE. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in committee of the whole, the 
bill making appropriation for support of the naval 

D-T . Oar 
service for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845. 

Mr. EVANS said the Finance Committee report- 
ed no amendments to the bill. The appropriations 
were somewhat reduced from the estimates. fe 
proposed the following, however, as an additional 
section to the bill, which was adopted, viz: 

And be it futher enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be empowered to relinquish and pay all reservations of the 
ten per cent. upon deliveries made under contracts with the 
Navy Department, where these reservations have arisen, and 
the contracts been afterwards extended; or where the con- 
tacts have been completed after the time of delivery by and 
with consent of the department, or in all cases where the 


operation of law, where no injury has been sustained by the 
public service: Provided, That this section shall not extend 
or apply to any:care where the reservations shall have been 
made on contracts which have expired more than five years 
before. the Ist day of January last. k 

Mr. BAYARD said he had several amendments 
to propose on behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. He would remark that the bill. reduces 
very materially the estimate laid before Congress at 
the beginning of the session. It was not the pur- 
pose of the committee to enlarge the expenditures in 
any general sense, or to make the number of persons 
greater than at present belonging to the service. 
The amendments were confined rather to the im- 
provement of the bill in some of its features. The 
first amendment he was instructed to submit was in 
the 18th and 19th lines of page2. As it now 
stands, it provides that the money appropriated shall 
not be applied to the payment of any officer of any 
grade in the navy beyond the number in the respeci- 
lve grades that were in the service on the Ist of 
January, 1842. The effect of that provision, as it 
now stood, would be to deprive of pay those officers 
who entered the service between the ist of January, 
1842, and the 4th of August of that year, when the 
act passed restraining the number of each grade. 


| The effect would be to exclude the whole corps of 


engineers who were permanently authorized by the 
act of 31st August, 1842. In order to make the-bill 
conform, therefore, to existing law, it was necessary 
to strike out the words “‘in the respective grades that 
were in the service on the Ist day of January, 
1842,” and to insert the words “allowed by law in 
the respective grades on the Ist day of September, 
1842.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. B., the bill was further amend- 
ed by adding after the clause appropriating $23,200 
to defray the expenses of the hydrographical office, 
the following: “For grading and enclosing Univer- 
sity square, in the city of Washington, and building 
a house for the superintendent of the depot of charts 
and instruments, $20,000.” 

Mr. B. moved to strike out the word “disrated” 
at the end of the proviso “that all persons who ma 
have been appointed as masters’ mates since the 4th 
of August, 1842, and who were not, at the time of 
their appointment? able seamen of the first class, 
shall be forthwith disrated,” and to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“Discharged, except such as shall have actually gone to 
sea; and those at sea shall be discharged and sent back in 
the first national ship returning to the United States, and 
paid to the period of their return, and in case no opportunity 
for returning shall be presented before the expiration of the 
cruisc of the ship to which they are attached, then they 
shall be discharged on the return of such ship, and paid to 
that time.” 

The question was taken on the above, and it was 
adopted. — 

On motion by Mr. B., the bill was amended by 
adding at the end of the clause appropriating $38,618 
for improvements and repairs at the navy-yard, 
Brooklyn, the following: 

“And the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the 
said navy-yard of $129,100, made by the act entitled ‘an act 
making appropriations for the naval service far the year 
1842,” approved on the 4th day of August, in the year 1842, 
shall be expeuded under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, ina continuance of the work already commenced 
at the said navy-yard, for the coustruction or a stone dry- 
dock at that place. And the said dry-iock shall be con- 
structed according to the plau and estimates heretofore 
made under the directions of the department, and in con- 
formity to which the work was commenced, subject to such 
alterations as experience may have shown to be necessary 
or as the said Secretary may think beneficial to the wo 
without an increase of the aggregate cost of the dock.” 

Mr. B. moved further to amend the bill by adding 
at the end of the clause appropriating $16,337 for 
improvements at the navy-yard, Pensacola, the fol- 
lowing: 

“Kor the examination of the navy-yard and bottom of the 
harbor of Pensacola, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
a dry-dock can be constructed, and at what cost; aud 
whether a dry-dock, ora floating dock, with or without a 
basin and railways, would be most suitable for that place; 
and the Sceretary ofthe Navy is hereby directed to appoint 
a competent board of officers and engineers to examine and 
report to Congress, at its next session, the relative proper- 
ties and advantages of a dry-dock, and of the different kiuds 
of Boating docks, with or without a basin and railways, 
£5,000.” 

Mr. WOODBURY was understood to inquire 
whether there was not an impropriety in confining 
the examination to one point, with the view of con- 
structing the dock there. i 

Mr. BAYARD said it was admitted on all bands 
that one of the most important naval stations in the 


“not that a dry-dock ‘shall be constructed 


provides that the-examination shall be made,-but 
ere. 
Doubts existed whether it would be best to havea 
permanent or a floating dock. _ The amendment ap- 
propriates the sum of $5,000 only, for thé purpose 
of paying the expenses of this scientific mode’ of ex- 
amination, that this question might be finally settled. 
Mr. WOODBURY said this-was going to work 
the right way. He was perfectly willing that there 
should be a dock there, if, after examination, it was 
found to bea good place for that. purpose. At the 


‘same time, he was satisfied that a similar examina- 


tion should be made of other yards. In order that 
it might be-done, he would move to amend the pro- 
posed amendment by.adding the following, viz: 

“And that a similar examination be made at the navy-yard 
near Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and a report madè on 
the expediency of making a dry-dock there.” 

The amendment to the amendment having been 
i to, the amendment as amended was adopt- 
ed. 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the clause appro- 
priating $43,635 for clothing of the marine corps, 
was amended by adding the following, viz: 

“And the President of the Uuited States is hereby author. 
ized to direct the transfer ofany unexpended balance of ap- 
propriation heretofore made for the pay or subsistence of 


the marine corps to the head of clothing for the marine 
corps.” 


Mr. BAYARD moved to strike out the fourth 
and fifth sections, as follows: 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no spirits rations 
are hereafter to be furnished; and the Secretary of the Navy 
is hereby authorized to make provision for. the payment of 
persons employed in the naval service of an equivalent in 
money. 

“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all corporal pun- 
ishment be, and the same is hereby, abolished in the navy 
of the United States; and all laws authorizing the corporal 
punishment of any sailor, marine, or other person, in the 
naval service of the United States, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed.” 

A division of the question was called for. 

Mr. ‘TAPPAN said it was evident that there was 
no worse nuisance in the service than spirits as a 
part of the ration. It was not wanted as a part of 
the ration for the sailor, or anybody else. lt was no 
benefit fo them, but rather injurious. As to the 
other section of the bill—for the abolishment of 
stripes in the navy—he would only say that he was 
opposed to the inflicting of stripes, to the extent, at 
least, to which it was now permitted. He would 
prefer abolishing it altogether. As law now stands, 
any commander may inflict twelve stripes, without 
any court-martial. He was opposed to such a law. 
{tappeared to him that a prudent commander could 
get along without inflicting any stripes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was for retaining 
the spirit ration to sailors; they had had it from time 
immemorial; and it was thought to be necessary, 
from the exposure incident to their life. 

Mr. BAYARD said an act of Congress passed in’ 
1842, which regulated this matter. There was no 
necessity for their taking spirit as a part of the 
ration. By the existing law, if they do not choose 
to take it, they need not do so. There was no offi- 
cer who did not favor this particular nature of reform 
—ihat is, of permitting a choice to the sailors of 
taking spirits or not, at will. 

Mr. WALKER concurred with the senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Tarpan,] in his opinion that the spirit 
ration was anuisance, and that it was not beneficial 
to any person. He did not see where it was made ` 
a part of the regulation in any service, that spirit 
should bea part of the ration. It was unnecessary, 
and was calculated to do harm rather than good—to 
engender bad habits. 

Mr. McDUFFIE was understood to say that, if 
they were prevented from giving the spirit on great 
and exciting occasions, they might as well abolish 
the navy. He was opposed to giving it, however, as 
a part of the ration. 

Mr. BAYARD said it was a rule now, that no 
commander, officer, or midshipman, or any person 
under twenty-one years of age, was entitled to the 
spirit ration. So there was no danger of the ap- 
prentices receiving the spirits. ‘Those entitled to it 
are permitted to relinquish the spirit ration if they: 
pleased, and to get its equivalent in money. If the 
sailor does not want it, he need not take it; if he 
does want it, he should have it. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the grog of old Jacke = 007 es ; 
“The question being first on striking out the section 
of the bill abolishing the'spirit ration, . 

Mr. 'TAPPAN ‘demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered and taken; and the section was 
stricken out by—yeas 26, nays 14, as follows: 
--¥EAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, 


k SEVIER said he was opposed’ to cutting off 


Bayard, Berrien, Breese, Buchanin, Clayton, Colquitt, - 


Crittenden, Evans, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Johnson, 
Lewis, . McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, 


Semple, Sevier, and Sturgeon—26. f : 
“_NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Benton, Choate, . Fairfield, 
Francis, Fulton, Huntington, Porter, Tappan, Upham, Walk- 
er; White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—14. é 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
fifth section abolishing: corporal punishment in the 
navy, andagreed to. ” : wi 

On motion. by Mr. BAYARD, the ‘bill was 
further amended by adding the following as an ad- 
ditional section, viz: i 

“Be it further enacted, That no person shall be employed or 
continued abroad, to. receive and pay money for- the use of 
the naval service on foreign stations, whether under con- 
tract.or otherwise, or to, perform thë duties usually per- 
formed by navy agents, who has not been, or shall not be, 
appoinied by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate! Provided, that this stall not apply to the disbursement 
of any sum now in the hands of any persons heretofore em- 
ployed for such purpose.” : 

Mr. BAYARD moved further to amend-the bill 
by’ adding the following as an additional section: 

“SEC. And be it further enacted, That the accounting officers 
of the treasury be, and they are hereb,y authorized and 
directed, in the -settlement of the accounts’ of Com. 
mander Charles Wilkes, and Lieutenant Caldwallader 
Ringgold, as officers attached to the late surveying and ex- 
ploring expedition to the Pacific Ocean and the South Seas, 
who were employed in scientific duties, to allow and credit 
Commander Wilkes with extra pay, at the rate of two thou- 
sand dollars per annum, and to allow and credit Lieutenant 
Caldwallader Ringgold with extra pay, at the rate of $1,000 
per annum.” : 

Mr. TAPPAN had a letter of Secretary Paulding 
read, showing that extra pay was promised the 
officers of the exploring expedition. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired whether the sum 
proposed by this amendment accorded with the 
sum paid those employed in the coast survey. 

Mr. BAYARD said the officers were compelled 
to perform the duties pertaining to the scientific 
corps. The Secretary of the Navy addressed a 
letter to those officers, in which, for the performance 
of such duties, they were promised pay at the same 
rate as those engaged in the coast survey. The ac- 
counting officers were not authorized to make the 
allowance; but at the last session of Congress au- 
thority was given to allow the same compensation 
which was allowed those engaged in the coast sur- 
vey: That authority would only have the effect of 
putting those officers on a footing with others con- 
nected. with the expedition, when they should be 

aid as superintendents; that is, that Captain 

ilkes, who was the head and soul of the expedi- 
tion, would not receive, by that law, the same ay 
as the chief of the coast survey, butas an officer 
only equal in rank with those belonging to that 
survey. In order to avoid any ambiguity, and to 
avoid the payment of any increased expense grow- 
ing out of extra charges induced in relation to the 
particular service, the committee thought it was 
better to fix the extra pay of Captain Wilkes as 
commander-in-chief of the exploring expedition, 
and to pat him on a footing with the superintendent 
of the coast survey, at $2,000, and the pay of Lien- 
tenant Ringgold, as commander of one of the vessels 
in that expedition, at $1,000. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired what a post-captain 
received abroad as commander, 

Mr. BAYARD said $4,000. i 

Mr. WOODBURY made some further remarks 
not distinctly heard. 

Mr. BAYARD said Captain Wilkes was selected 
because he possessed the scientific attainments so pe- 
culiarly necessary in such an expedition. There 
Was no sort of analogy between these two species 
of command; that is, a post-captain abroad, anda 
post-captain as commander of a scientific expedi- 
uon, where it was necessary for him to be possessed 
of scientific knowledge, independent of that scientific 
knowledge pertaining to the duties of a naval officer. 
He was compensated as naval officer for the per- 
formance of his duties as naval officer, but not for 
those scientific duties which he had to perform. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that the pay of 
Captain - Wilkes, according to. this amendment, 
wauld be $6,000 whilst on that expedition. 

The proposition was debated at great length. 
Messrs. BREESE, BUCHANAN, WOODBURY, 


SEVIER, ALLEN, WHITE, and SEMPLE, op- 
posed the amendment; and Messrs. BAYARD, 
TAPPAN, -CRITTENDEN, WOODBRIDGE, 
and BENTON, advocated ity adoption. ~ 

_ The question was then taken on the amendment 
qy yeas and nays, and it was adopted by yeas 29, 
nays 15, as follows:.. S A $ 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fairfleld, 
Francis, Huger, Huntingtoh, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, and 
Wright—29. . p 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Niles, Semple, Sevier, White, and Woodbury—15. 

On motion of Mr’ BAYARD, the bill was fur- 
ther amended, by adding the following, viz: 

“That the sum of fifty thousand dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated for the commencement of fortifica- 
tions on the Florida reef, including Key West and the Dry 
Tortugas, at such positions as, in-the opinion of the Presi- 
dent, may be best adapted for the command of the straits of 
Florida, and the general defence of the Gulf of Mexico.” 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the clause of the 
bill appropriating $16,337 for improvements at Pen- 
sacola, Florida, was amended, by adding the follow- 
ing, viz: 

“And the further sum of $50,371, which, with the sum of 
$100,000, heretofore appropristed for the construction of a 
floating dry-dock at that place; by the act of March 3, 1843, 
making together the sum of $150,371, shall be expended in 
the construction of the following works, and in the follow- 
ing proportions, to wit: For a permanent wharf, $60,000; 
for a ship house and building slip, $40,000; for a store house, 
$20,000; for a timber shed, $20,000; and for a temporary 
wharf, $10,371; according to the plan and report communi- 
cated to the Senate by the Secretary of the Navy, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the 29th April, 1844.” 


The Senate then took a recess till 44 o’clock. 
AFTERNOON SESSION. 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the War and Navy Departments, which 
were appropriately referred. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was agreed that 
when the Senate adjourn, it should adjourn to meet 
at 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The consideration of the navy appropriation bill 
was then resumed as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. DAYTON moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing an appropriation of $100,000 for the Delaware 
break water. « 

Mr. WRIGHT inquired - if this was not one of 
the items in the bill which had gone by the board— 
the eastern harbor. bill vetoed. by the Presiđent. 
He hoped-it would not be added to this bill. 

Mr. DAYTON conceived it unnecessary to state 
the importance of the work, for he believed that was 
universally conceded. This sum was necessary to 
preserve the breakwater from destruction. True, it 
was an item of the defunct eastern harbor bill; but 
it was not one of those objected to in the extraordi- 
nary veto message of this-extraordinary administra- 
tion; on the contrary, it was an appropriation duly 
appreciated by the President, who regretted that 
such national objects should be linked with others 
which. he thought unconstitutional. ? 

=. CHOATE had an objection to putting this 
amendment into the present bill; not to the object 
itself. But if the Senate saw fit to open the naval 
appropriation bill for appropriations to maintain 
these national works, he should feel himself con- 
strained to move for an appropriation for Boston 
harbor, which was really indispensable to prevent 
that harbor from being so filled up as to threaten 
the destruction of its navigation.. 

Mr. BERRIEN rose for the purpose of suggesting 
that, in the event of such amendments being admit- 
ted into the bill, he should feel it to be his “duty to 
move for an appropriation to remove the obstruc- 
tions of the Savannah river, caused by operations 
against the enemy in the last war. At the same 
time, he felt bound to say that he did not approve of 
introducing these amendments into the regular gn- 
nual appropriation bills of the executive delei 
ments. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was quite sure that, if 
these were admitted, many more equally meritorious 
would be brought forward. He could mention one 
himself peculiarly calling for something—New Lon- 
don. And ifhe thought the amendment now pend- 
ing could sueceed— 

Mr. EVANS. There is not the least danger that 
it will succeed. Gentlemen may make themselves 
easy on that point. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved an amendment to the 
bill, the purport of which was not heard in the re- 
porter’s gallery. ` 


The amendment was rejected. 
` No other amendments being offered, the bill was 
réported back to the Senate;-the amendments were 
ordered to be engrossed; the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; and, subsequently, it was read a 
third time, and passed. ; : 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the supplementary 
navy appropriation bill from the House, entitled 
“A bill making appropriations for certain objects of 
expenditure therem named, in the year ending June 
30, 1844,” was taken up’ for consideration as in 
committee of the whole. ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD, wishing to record his vote 
against this extraordinary and unconstitutional bill, 
called for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired if there was any law au- 
thorizing the building of a steam vessel of war at 
Pittsburg. . 

Mr. EVANS had not examined into that matter 
soas to enable him to come to a decision on that 
subject. There was a difference of opinion on that 
point between the House and the department. But, 
without going critically into that question, the fact 
existed that the steamer was in the process of com- 
pletion under the contracts of the department, which 
may have exceeded its authority. The vessel, it 
was admitted, was required, and would be desirable 
and important for the purpose intended. 

Mr. WOODBURY required the preamble of the 
bill to be read; for it really appeared to him ta. be of 
a very extraordinary character, and such as would 
be objectionable to gentlemen who, like himself, did 
not intend to vote against the bill. 

The preamble was read. 

Mr. ARCHER did not profess, nor had he ever; 


-aś a member of the Senate, professed to bea very 


strict constructionist, on subjects of public expend- 
iture for objects of unquestionable utility in a na- 
tional point of view. But, really, although the 
payments provided for in this bill may be requisite 
to redeem the faith of the department which had 
incurred the obligation, the bill for that object came 
before the Senate in such a form as should render . 
it impossible for him to give it his vote. The very 
preamble was of the most objectionable character. 
t stigmatizes these expenditures as improperly in- 
curred, without the sanction of law; giving this very 
impropriety and want of authority of law as rea- 
sons why Congress should step beyond the line of 


‘its ordinary duties, and pass -this bill. It ever he 


had_seen a bill which, on its very face, was calcu- 


“lated to find no favor at. the hands of friend or foe, 


it was this bill. He hoped it would be rejected, 
unless such explanation (which ‘he hardly was left 
room to expect) could be given as would show a 
seal of case to jnstify the measure in its present 
orm. 

Mr. EVANS presented a documentary report of 
the House explaining the whole thing. From a 
careful perusal of it, he had come to the conclusion 
that the wording of the bill arose froma difference 
of opinion between. those who sustained the pream- 
ble, and the department. On the one side, it was 
held that there was no authority of law for the ex- 
penditures—although the utility and necessity of 


the objects were not disputed; and, on the other, 


it was insisted that existing laws justified the expend- 
itures and warranted them. Upon such considera- 
tion as he had been able to give to the subject, in the 
short time he could devote to it since the bill came 
to the Committee_on Finance—and, pressed as the 
committee was with multifarious duties, it was not 
possible to dwell longer upon it—he was inclined to 
agree with the House, that the department had 
gone beyond its authority in these expenditures; 
but be thought it then useless to go beyond the 
fact that the department had made contracts; had 
actually expended most of the money, and for ob- 
jects in themselves approved of; and that, therefore, 
under all the cirenmstances, the bill, or some such 
bill, would have to be passed. The House—and 
he did not wonder at it—disapproving of these un- 
authorized expenditures, though not of the objects, 
had chosen to administer a rebuke to those who 
had thus made them; and in doing so, he did not 
feel that there was any such serious constitutional 
principle involved as some gentlemen seemed to ap- 
prehenend. Doubtless the House had been stimu- 
lated to administer this rebuke by the manner in 
which the affairs of the department had been carried 
on by the Secretary lately rejected, and his predeces- 
sor. As to the steamer building at Pittsburg, it 
was contended, by the department, that the law of 
Congress authorizing the construction of four iron 
war steamers of medium size, justified the contract. 


a ns Bar ag a as gue pe: pee es gag ue ta, agai eet agin pee pe 


Mr. BAYARD referred to that act in which an 
appropriation of $400,000 was made (in 1841) for 


constructing four steamers: of this kind. The 
ee was one of them. He named the other 
three. f 

Mr. EVANS admitted ;that authority: might be 
derived from that act; but the whole of the $400,- 
000 had been expended on the first three, and now a 
fresh appropriation was necessary to complete the 
4th, -progressing under actual contract, hatever 
had þeen overpaid was, of course, taken out of the 
contingent fund, and would have to be replaced. Now, 
he did not mean to say that, under the administration 
of the last two secretaries, there had not been gross 
irregularities, fully justifying the rebuke intended to 
be conveyed by. the House; for it was quite noto- 
rious that the late secretary and his predecessor had 
gone so far as to disregard either law or the re- 


siriction of specific appropriations, in making their’ 


expenditures. The Senate had done all that was in 
its power in checking this conduct, by its recent re- 
jection. The present secretary calls upon Congress 
to set these matters right, and says the public ser- 
vice must, suffer if this appropriation is not made; 
and points out the injury that must result from neg- 
lecting to sustain the pledged good faith of the de- 
partment. -Now, he was not justifying these things; 
not atall. He agreed that they were all, to say the 
least of them, irregular. But he was quite sure the 
Senate could not be accused of sanctioning unconsti- 
tutional. abuses in concurring with the House in 
passing this bill, especially if it retained the rebuke 
which it_conveyed. k 

Mr. BERRIEN ‘understood that the Senate was 
called upon toi- concur in an appropriation for 
purposes which the department conceived itself 
authorized to contract for, but which the House 
did not. This was a difference of opinion; 
and the party which~had the formation of 
the bill in its hands, in conformity with its own 
views, accompanied the remedy with an assertion 
that it was for what was “improper,” and “for 
objects not authorized by law.” Now, it did not 
appear to him at all necessary for the Senate to ac- 

ulesce in this recognition of a violation of law. 

pon a careful and rigid examination of facts, it 
may be that the department is right, or it may bo 
that the House is right, in supposing there was ne 
authority of law. He was willing to vote the ap- 
propriation, under the circumstances stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, but not to 
make an ex parte prejudgment, recognising illegal 
expenditures. He moved to strike out the words 
p opróperly,” and “for objects not authorized by 
law.” 

Mr. EVANS had not the smallest objection to 
that amendment. His only reason for not offering 
it himself was, that he thought if the words were 
stricken out the House would not pass the bill. He 
had, in-this view of the case, and from a feeling 
that the rebuke was not undeserved, been willing to 
take the bill as it stood without any amendment. 
But the Senate could now do as it pleased. 

Mr. ALLEN called the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that it was after much discussion, and 
upon due deliberation, the House had decided upen 
inserting these words; and that in these expendi- 
tures the coristitution had been violated. The 
House, in the preamble of this bill, merely states the 
fact that expenditures had been improperly made, 
without authority of law, which nobody denied. In 
looking through the bill, he found it consisted of 
five or six items, amounting to $553,000--upwards 
of half a million of money applied contrary to law, 
and in palpable violation of the express clause of the 
constitution which says no money shall be drawn 
out of the treasury without authority of law. He 
should vote against the bill in any shape or form. 

Mr. BERRIEN. stated that the object of his 
amendment was to remove the manifest absurdity of 
making the violation of a law the reason for making 
an appropriation. "a i 

Mr. EVANS did not see it in that light. The ob- 
ject was to restore to specific funds money which 
the bill merely declares was expended out of those 
funds without authority of law. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE was satisfied that the whole 
difficulty arose out of the practice of appointing in- 
competent or improper persons to office. This trans- 
action ought not to be screened from the country. It 
seemed to him to be the duty of Congress to expose 
it. He understood it to be the view of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, as well as that of the 
House, that these expenditures were made without 
authority of law. 


Mr. HAYWOOD said, if gentlemen were willing 
to appropriate public money out of the treasury, 
and apply it without authority of law, let it be so 
stated on the face of the bill. He hoped the amend- 
mient would not prevail. ` : é 
_*Mr. BERRIEN might be in error as to the view 
he took of this matter; and if he was, he should be 
willing to stand corrected. - His object was to pré- 
vent the bill involving in itself the absurdity of be- 
ing authorized by an improper appropriation. 

Mr. EVANS. An improper expenditure.. - 

Mr. BERRIEN. Well, the money has been 
already paid, and the question is whether an appro- 
propriation shall be made to make up the funds out 
of which it was paid; and, in doing this, assign as a 
ig the impropriety and want of authority of 
aw. 

Mr. WALKER thought the senator from Georgia 
was right. This was not the manner in which the 
officers of the government should be met on ques- 
tions involving their malversations in office. To 
impeach them in an appropriation bill was, to say 
the least-of i}, very extraordinary. He concurred 
in the view that, if these expenditures were made in 
violation of law, it was an assumption of power for- 
bidden by the constitution. But, surely, there was 
no propriety in administering rebuke in a manner 
never contemplated by the constitution—in an ap- 
propriation bill! It was not only rebuking the de- 
partment, but the rebukers—a species of self- 
casttgation, not unlike that the record of which was 
to be met with in the history of certain saints, who, 
to punish the arch-enemy of mankind, whipped 
themselves with whips of scorpians, or, in the mid- 
dle of winter, stood naked on the tops of elevated 
poles, high up in the air, to make themselves as 
miserable and unhappy as they possibly could. He 
was not for administering this joint castigation in an 
appropriation bill. The course was quite obvious, 
(and it was open to the House,) for administering 
the rebuke so as to fall only on those who pro- 
voket it. 

Mr. EVANS hoped the question would be taken 
without further debate. He was quite indifferent in 
what form the bill was passed, so as the appropria- 
tion was made. There was not, after all, any great 
harm done. 

The question wa then taken on Mr. BERRIEN’S 
amendment; and it resulted—yeas 6, nays 32, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Lewis, Merchead, Tall- 
madge, and Walker—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bates, 
Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Ev- 
ans, Fairfield, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Hu- 
ger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Porter, Sem- 
ple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, White, Woodbridge, Wood- 
bury, and Wright—32. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAPPAN did not see how he could vote for 
this illegal and unconstitutional appropriation of 
public money. 

Mr. EVANS. Precisely as you would on an ap- 
propriation bill in any other form, to meet the obli- 
gations of the government. 

Mr. WOODBURY did not see anything unusual 
in the appropriation. It was to make up deficien- 
cies in specific funds, occasioned by an improper 
disbursement of money which could not now be 
recalled. The object of this appropriation—that of 
making good these deficiencies, or sustaining the 
good faith of the government--was a proper one; 
and therefore gentlemen need have no scruple in vo- 
ting for that object. 

Mr. BAYARD thought the subject was made to 
assume an aspect which did not properly belong to 
it. It was not true to the extent assumed, that the 
money had keen taken out of the treasury without 
authority of law, and improperly expended. For in- 
stance: the building of four medium war steamers 
was authorized by law, and this is one of .the four; 
and contracts are pending, to be met by this appro- 
priation; and if the objects have not heretofore been 
sanctioned, the appropriation gives them the 
necessary sanction of law. ut the whole 
thing was misapprehended. When the present 
Secretary of the Navy came into office, he found 
that great irregularities had existed under the admin- 
istration of his predecessors; and that over-expend- 
itures on one appropriation had been made good, by 
creating deficencies in others, or exhausting them; 
and in turn making these good out of new appropri- 
ations intended altogether for different purposes. 
Instead of following on in this irregular and improp- 
er track, he honestly came forward to Congress, and 
exposed the irregularity; stating the deficiencies in 


| 


specific funds, and how they occurred. He merely 
required that all these things would ‘be set right by 
Congress, that he might fulfil his duty by confining, 
in future, his expenditures to specific appropriations 
in conformity to law. „And would it now be proper, 
at the threshold of this salutary. reform, to throw any 
impediment in the way? - SAAN GR 

r: WOODBRIDGE supposed the case was, that 
contracts and expenditures hid been made contrary’: 
to law: Congréss had now to 
there was an end to it. 

The bill was read a third time; and on the qnes- 
tion “Shall this bill pass?” the yeas and nays having 
been called for and ordered, the result was—yeas 26, 
nays 15, as follows: i 4 ` 

.YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bayard, Buchanan, Choate, 
Clayton, Colqnitt, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hanne- 
gan, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, McDuf- 

e, Pearce, Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, White, and Woodbury—26, 

NAYS.—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Berrien, Breese,“ Fairfield, Haywood, Mangum, Niles, 
Semple, Tappan; Woodbridge, and Wright--15, ` 

So the bill was passed. 

The Senate bill for the settlement of the northern 
boundary line of Missouri, returned from the House 
with sundry amendments, was, on motion of Mr. 
BERRIEN , referred to the Committee on the Jù- 

iciary. ; 

Mr. McDUFFIE called up the question of recon- 
sideration on the vote refusing to order the bill to be 
engrossed for the remission of duties on railroad 
iron. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected, on the ground 
that too much time would be lost in discussing the 
subject. 

Mr. McDUFFIE did not think it would take ten 
minutes. He understood the object of the friends 
of the bill was now to amend it so as. to limit the 
time for importing railroad iron duty free, to that 
contracted for which shall be on shipboard beforea 
certain day in August next. That could not pos- 
sibly affect any iron interests in the country, (as 
none could be prepared to supply it before that time, ) 
or prevent the filling of contracts already made. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that such would. be the 
amendment he should propose if the vote was recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN would as soon have the ori- 
ginal bill as the amendment. He was utterly op- 
posed to both, and demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to postpone the previous orders. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 22—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Breese, Col- 
quitt, Crittenden, Evans, Fulton, Henderson, Huger, Jarni- 
gan, Johnson, Lewis, McDuffie, Phelps, Porter, Semple, 
Simmons, ‘allmadge, Upham, Woodbridge, and Wright 
—22. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, 
Bates, Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, Clayton, Dayton, Fair- 
field, Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Huntington, Man- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, 
and White —22. 


So the motion did not prevail. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN reported back, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the House bill mak- 
ing appropriations for horses lost by Missouri 
volunteers inthe Florida war, without amendment, 
and recommended its passage. s 

The bill was taken up asin committee of the 
whole, considered, reported: back, and read a third 
time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
went into executive session, and after some time 
spent therein, resumed legislative business. 

On motion by Mr. HUGER, the previous or- 
ders were suspended, and the question was taken 
up of reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
refused to order the bill forthe remission of duties 
on railroad iron to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The question of reconsideration was advocated by 
Mr. BERRIEN, and opposed by Messrs. BUCH- 
ANAN and MILLER—the latter of whom called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

And it was decided that the vote should be re- 
considered-—-yeas 19, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Baghy, Berrien, Colquitt, Evans, 
Francis, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, MeDuftie, 
Pheips, Porter, Semple, Simmons, ‘Tappan, White, Wood- 
bridge, and Wright—i9. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Buchanan, Dayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Hunting- 
ton, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Sturgeon, and Walker—i6. 

Mr. BERRIEN now moved to strike out the 
words “two years,” and insert “already imported, 
or shall be on board ship for import, under contract, 
on or before the Ist of August next.” 


pay the money; and 


Mr. B. explained. that, this ought to sati 
; senator .from.Pennsylvania. i 
“Mr: BUCHANAN disapproved of any interfer- 
“ence with the protection of the iron interests prom- 
ised. them in the act of 1842. - or 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment to the amend- 
ment, providing for the- satisfaction of judgments 
obtamed for duties on railroad iron. : 

“Mr. ALLEN perceived: that there was-no end ‘to 
this business of “corporation avarice, upon which 
the whole. legislation of Congress was to be thrown 
away, to the utter neglect of the business of the 
country. To get rid ofthese mercenary corporation 
contests, he moved to lay the whole subject.on the 
table, and called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered, and resulted— 
yeas.21, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Fairfield, Haywood, 
Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morchead, Pearce, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—21. A 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Breese, Colquitt, 
Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Huger, Jar- 
nagin, Lewis, McDuffie, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, 
Simmons, White, Woodbridge, and -Wright—22. 

So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the table. 

“The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
PORTER, EVANS, BERRIEN, WHITE, SIM- 
MONS, MILLER, and DAYTON. __ 


Mr. MERRICK -moved to lay the bill on the | 


table; which was decided in the negative—ayes 16, 
noes 17. : se 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
SEVIER and EVANS, when Mr. ATHERTON 
moved to adjourn, which the Senate refused to do— 
ayes 19, noes 19. 

The discussion was again resumed, and continued 
till it was approaching midnight, when, 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, a vote was taken on 
the question of postponing the further considera- 
tion of the subject to the second Monday in Decem- 
ber next, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
20, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 

Benton, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Fairfield, Haywood, 
' Huntington, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Sturgeon, 
Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury —20. 

AYS—Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Colquitt, Evans, Fulton, 
Hannegan, Ifenderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, McDufiie, 
-Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, Tallmadge, White, Wood- 
bridge, and Wright—20. 

The discussion was resumed for some time longer, 
amidst continual calls for adjournment, until, on 
motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the bill was postponed 
indefinitely—yeas 21, nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Fairfield, Haywood, 
Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—21. 

NAYS—Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Colquitt, Evans, Fulton, 
Hannegan, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin. Lewis, McDuftie, 
Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, Tallmadge, White, Wood- 
bridge, and Wright-—20. 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate bill 
amended by the House, and reported back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for the adjustment of 
land claims in Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, 
and Arkansas, was taken up. 

Mr. BARROW moved that. the Senate concur in 
the House amendments. 

Before any question was taken on this motion, the 
Senate, on motion of Mr. PEARCE, at 1] o’clock, 
p. m. adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 14, 1844. 


The journal of yesterday having heen read in part, 

Mr PARMENTER moved the further reading be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. G. W. JONES objected, and the Clerk proceeded to 
finish the reading; and it was then approved. 

Mr, HENRY DODGE asked permission to move the ref- 
erence of Senate bill 185 to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. VANCE proposed that all the bills on the Speaker’s 
table should be taken up, and referred to appropriate com- 
mittees. He hoped no one bill would be singled out from 
the rest. 

Mr. DODGE moved a suspension of the rules. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNLAP desired leave to report a bill from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: objected to. 

Mr, J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to present certain me- 
morials, 

Objections were made by Messrs. SAUNDERS, REDING, 
and others. 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of the rules. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. WHITE called for the regular order of the day. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in order to 
be the calling of committees for reports. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 
Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, ta which 


sfy the || was referred the bill from the Senate (No. 105) entitled an 


X 


LOBE. 


CONGRESSIONAL G 


act for the relief James Ritchie, reported the same without 
amendment: referred to a Committee. of the Whole House 
to-morrow. . ; Ti : 

Mr. VANCE also sli back joint resolution of the 
Senote entitled “A resolution concerning ‘the copper rock 
of Lake Superior,” withont amendment: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr.. VANCE, from the same committee, reported bills of 


‘fhe following titles, viz: 


of Aléxander Mitchell; - A 

Do. 520. A bill for the relief Zachariah Lawrence, of 
Ohio; y 

No:591. A bill forthe relief of Edward A. Lambert; ac- 
companied by a report in each case; which were severally 
read a first and second time, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. COBB, from the same committee, reported a bill (522) 
for the relief of A. R. S. Hunter, accompanied by a report; 
which bill was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committe of the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Commerce, report- 
ed a bill (523) for the extension of Morse’s telegraph from 
Baltimore to the city of New York. The bill was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union. x 

Mr. PHOLNIX, from the same committee, reported Senate 
bill entitled “An act relating to certain collection districts 
and for other purposes,” without amendment. 

The bill was read three: times, and passed. 5 

Also, Senate bill entitled “An act to authorize the Secreta 
ry of the Treasury to grant a register to the British boat 
therein mentioned.” It was read three times, and passed. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bill entitled “An act for the relief of Benjamin 
Adams & Company, and others:” referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. : 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back Senate bill (No. 171,) entitled “An act for the 
relief of persons residing within the reputed limits of the 
States of Arkansas or Louisiana, and beyond the boundary 
line between the United States and the republic of Texas, 
as established by the commissioners appointed to ascertain 
the same,” without amendment. The bill was read three 
times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. P. KING, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution of the 
House, of 26th of February last, inquiring whether the mu- 
nicipal authorities of the city of New York exact and col- 
lect, from seamen entering that port, any sum, and if any, 
what sum, as hospitalmoney. Algo the petition of Grinnell 
Minturn & Co.; and also the petition of C. W. Turner; and 
that they be laid upon the table. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution, which was agreed to, viz: $ 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration of House 
bill (374) entitled ‘‘an act in addition toghe several acts regu- 
lating the shipment and discharge of séamen, and the duties 
of consuls,” in order that it may take its place upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, reported a 
bill providing fora custom house and post office at Fall 
River, Massachusetts, accompanied by areport. The. bill 
was read twice, and: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post, Roads, reported a bill (426) entitled “an act to establish 
certain post routes:” read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a bill (425) entitled “an act for the punishment of 
certain crimes in relatiou to public securities:” read twice, 
and referred io the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Michigan and {llinois, in relation to placing the navigation 
of the lakes under the maritime laws and regulations, and 
that they be laid upon the table. 

-On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary. be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Franklin Whitney, and that it be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was ordered that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the legislature of the State 
of Ohio, forthe removal of the summer term of the United 
States circuit court from Cincinnati to Columbus, and that 
it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CATLIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Benjamin S. Roberts: read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James L. Camwell: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. . 

Mr. REDING, from fhe Committee on Public Expendi- 
tures, reported a bill for the more economical disburse- 
ment of public money, and for the settlement of public ac- 
counts: read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back the following Senate bills, without ami n l- 
ment: 

An act to settle the title to Pea Patch island, in the river 
Delaware. 

An act authorizing persons to whom reservations of land 
have Deen made under Indian treaties, to alienate the same 
mm iee. 

They were referred to the Committee ofthe Whole on 
the state of the Union. . 

Mr. CROSS from the Com mittee on Private Land claims 
reported back Senate bill entitled “An act authorizing a 
patent to be issued to Joseph Campau, for a certain tract of 


No. 519.. A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 


land inthe State of Michigan, without amendment. The ` 


bill was read three times and passed, 


Mr. C. JOHNSON from the Committee on Indian Aftairs, 
reported back Senate bills of the following titles: 

‘An act for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
Duval and other Cherokees. - 

An act supplementary to the act entitled “An act to regus 
late trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to pre- 
serve peace on the frontiers,” passed 30th June, 1834. % 

The committee recommended that this latter bill do not 

ass. “4 
p They were referred to the Committee of the Whole . 
House. ý ; 

-On motion of Mr. È. R. POTTER, it was ordered, that the 
Committee on Private Land Claims be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Sefixino Moxa, and 
also the petition of Chas. Lee and George W. Goldman, and 
that they be laid upon the table. ; £ 

On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was ordered, that the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of John Lynd, and that it 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DEBERRY, from the Committee on Agriculture, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of citizens of the 
State of Massachusetts in relation to the operation of the 
tariff upon the agriculture ofthe country, and the appropria- 
tion of the Smithsonian bequest for the purposes of agricul- 
iural education. $ 

Also, an adverše report upon the petition of citizens of 
Morgan county, in the State of Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment of an agency for the inspection and purchase of 
water-rotted hemp in that State. 


Mr. E. R. POTTER, from the Committèe on Private Land 
Claims, to which was referred a bill of the House entitled 
“A bill to.amend an act confirming certain land claims in 
the State of Michigan,” reported an amendatory bill; and it 
was ordered that the said bill be referred to a Committee of 
fhe Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported a bill to authorize the furnishing of goods and. pro- 
visions by the Department of War to the Indian tribes. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON offered a joint resolution on the subject 
offunding moneys that may be due to Choctaw Indians now 
in the State of Mississippi. 

On. this resolution, a discussion ensued, in which Messrs. 
C. JOHNSON and WHITE took part, which was terminated 
by the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the following joint resolution: 


Resolied, That the Postmaster General be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to enter into such arrangement or arrange- 
ments with the proper authorities in France and Germany, 
and the owners or agents of vessels plying regularly be- 
tween those countries and the United States, whereby a 
safe, and, as near as pole, regular, direct mail communi- 
cation,under official guaranty, between the United States 
and the continent of Europe--viz: the ports of Bremen, in 
Germany, and Havre, in France, and such other principal 
ports on said.continent as the Postmaster General may 
deem most proper—shall be secured; so that the entire inland 
and foreign postage on. letters, and all other mail matter 
sent over from and to the United States, to and from any 
port of France and of the United States comprehended 
within the German Customs Union, and of those countries 
on the continent between which and France, and the said 
German States there, exists a continued arrangement of the 
like kind, may be paid at the place where they are respect- 
ively mailed or received. 

Mr. TIBBATTS remarked that he*had some time since 
presented a memorial from certain German citizens of the 
United States, by which they represented that there were 
no international arrangements existing which properly se- 
cured and regulated mail communications between the 
United States and the continent of Europe, who respectfully 
complained that the German population in the United States 
were much injured by the want of ineficient facilities for 
the speedy and safe trausmission of letters, papers, and par- 
cels, to and from the continent, and particularly to and from 
Germany, through the posts and distributing post offices of 
Hamburg, Bremen, and Havre, and praying that. Congress 
should adopt such measures as would load to a speedy mail 
arrangement hetween the United States and the continent 
of Europe, and Germany in particular. What action that 
memorial had received from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which he had referred it, he did 
not know. He supposed it had been overlooked inthe mass 
of business before that committee, whose time, he had un- 
derstood, had been much occupied in the proposed reform 
in the internal mail arrangements of the United States. He 
offered this amendment now, which he thought ought to be 
adopted as an actof justice to a very large and valua- 
ble portion of the population of this Union. It was be- 
lieved that the number of persons who spoke the German 
language in the United States could be safely estimated at 
not less than 2,500,000, of whom more than 1,500,000 are 
natives of Germany, which is augmenting by an annual ac- 
cession of from 20,600, to 30,000 new-comers. He had had 
occasion to have much intercourse with the German popu- 
lation in the West, many of whom were his constituents, 
and he would not let this occasion pass without paying to 
them that just tribute of respect to which their character 
entitled them. He was well acquainted with their habits and 
manners; many of them were among the most intelligent 
and well educated men in the country, and, taken en masse, 
he had found them a sober, laboriously industrious, a moral, 
honest, religious, and law-abiding people; they brought with 
them large accessions of money and property to the country; 
and by their industry and frugality added greatly to its im- 
provement, productions, and wealth. The Germans have 
established about sixty newspapers in this country, which 
are printed in the German language, of which about 
forty are in the State of Pennsylvania alone, and the others 
in the principle cities throughout the Union: amongst 
them there are two in New York, three in Philadelphia, 
three in Baltimore, one in Charleston, one in New Orleans, 
five in Cincinnatti—of which three are daily papers-— 
four in Pittsburgh, one in Louisville, three in St. Louis, 
one in Milwaukie, two in Buffalo; all of which are 
edited by European Germans, most of them with 
great ability, and advocating American sentiments. 

y far the greater number of the Germans in the United 
States have left relations, friends, or property, in Germany 


and entertain more or less frequent communication with the 
fatherland. Most letters now go by the way, of England or 
(the greatest part) by Havre. On the English route, they 
are subjected to a transit postage, by which the postage on 
a single letter, when it arrives in Germany, Will amount to 
€2 cents—Which seéms to be, and in fact is, an exorbitant: tax 
to thosé-who are in the habit of sending letters through the 
whole length of Europe for dne-fourth of that amount, in 
‘ednseéqizence of the recent reductions of postage in France, 
Austria, Prussia, and almost all European nations. Besides 
this, those who mail letters from the United States, via Eng- 
land, to the continent of. Europe, have to pre-pay the inland 
postage here—which brings the postage of every single let- 
ter to about one dollar, to say nothing of double and mani- 
- fold Teétters. On the. route via Havre, the cost is not much 
less.: Every newspaper passing through England is charged 
one shilling postage.. : 
As England has reciprocity conventions with'most post 
“departments on the continent of Europe, such direct ar- 
rangements would he no less desirable between the Post Of 
fice. Department of the United States and the continental 
post officees—unless an arrangement could be effected with 
Great Britain to induce her to reduce the transit foreign 
postage. y 


‘As the post office law of the United States now stands, the 
inland postage only can be paid (and it must be paid in all 
cases) in the United States. As letters are forwarded very 
irregularly and without official sccurity, by casnal vessels, 
by Bremen and Hamburg, at least, and other continental 
‘ports, except Havre; and as those vessels are under no reg- 
ulations as to their charges for the carriage of letters, &c., 
whichis paid to them at the post offices at Bremen, Ham- 
burg, &c., on ‘the delivery of the. letters at those offices, 
an additional charge is added to the further continental in- 
Jand ‘postage; great inconveniences result and losses arise, 
‘and, In fact, total failures of all. attempts at such communi- 
cation. a n 

~The postage, under the arrangements which are proposed 
by the amiendment now offered, would, in almost all cases, 
be prepaid in the United States by the senders, whose bet- 
ter circumstances generally enable them to do so with ease; 
as the postage which appears comparatively trifling here, 
according to the valuation of things on the continent of 
Europe, would be considered a heavy and exorbitant tax; 
which even persons in easy circumstances there are un- 
able or unwilling to pay. In consequence, letters of great 
private interest, as well as those. upon important business 
matters, to private persons or officials, magistrates, judicial 
authorities, or corporate bodies,. frequently remain in post 
offices unattended to on account of the inability of poor re- 
lations, or the want of funds and authority in. official bodies 
to receive and pay for them. 

So deeply is the want of these facilities of internationa- 
communication with Germany felt, and so urgent is the del 

. mand for them, that, of late years, private individuals have 
made a business of travelling as letter‘carriers between the 
United States and Germany. These carriers undertake the 

-safe delivery of letters to all parts of Germany, and the re- 

turn of answers to them. No less than six such agents have 

“already announced their intentions to start on a trip of this 
kind from Cincinnati and that neighborhood during the 

resent year to Germany and the contiguous parts of France. 
At will be obvious, then, that such arrangements will afford 
reat convenience to hundreds of thousands of persons in 
the United States, who now have occasion to write letters 

:0f friendship or business; to make remittances; to send pa- 
pers or parcels to the continent of Europe, and to receive 
_ the like ‘in return. It would greatly increase. the communi- 
cation between the two countries; it would be productive 
ofall those innumerable advantages and mutual benefits (in- 
telléctual, political, agricultural, mechanical, and commer- 
cial) which fiow from an increased and enlarged national in- 
tercourse, and be consonant with the progressive and im- 
proving spirit of the times, and with other*relations of a 
more extended intercourse about to be established between 
this country and Germany. 

It would add ‘greatly to the wealth of this country by fa- 
cilitating the collection in and drawing from Europe inheri- 
tances, legacies, and other claims falling due to inhabitants 
of the United States, amounting in the aggregate, annually, 
to a large sum, of. which a great portion is now lost, for the 
wont of facilities of intercommunication; and hecause many 
of the individual claims are too small to justify the expense 
which would be necessarily incurred in the employment of 
anagent to visit Europe and give his personal attention to 
the business. e y 

Considering the great number of persons in this country 
who are in want of such facilities; the number of letters now 
sent to and: received from Europe; the great proportionable 
increase of correspondence to and from Germany. contingent 
upon such a measure, and the certainty that almost all-let- 
ters would be prepaid in the United States, and that, on bal- 
ancing accounts with the corresponding foreign post offices, 
the balances would always be in favor of the United States, 
it is believed that it would greatly augment the revenues of 
the Post Office Department, which itis thought might ata 
low estimate be computed at not less than.$24,000 per an- 
num; but should such calculations fail, at all events it can- 
not amount to more than two-fifths of a cent per. head, com- 
pared with the number of the German population in the 
Union, a matter too small to be considered. 

The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
then read the third lime, and passed. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked leave to offer the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Hotise of Representatives 
be directed to furnish to such members of the present House 
of Representatives as have not already received them, such 
books as were furnished to the members of the 26th and 
27th Congresses, including. the 14th volume of Register 
Debates, and the Congressional Globe, and Appendix, pub- 
lished by: Blair & Rives, provided that this resolution shall 
not-be construed to authorize the reprinting of any of said 
books. | > 

Objections being made by some, 

Mr: WINTHROP moveda suspension of the rules. 

Mr: G. W. JONES called for the yeas and nays on the sus- 

. pension of the rules; Lut a sufficient number not rising, 
they were not ordered. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WINTHROP moved the previous question; which | 


was seconded by the House. ee 

_ Mr: G. W: JONES called for the Yeis aid nays ön Srder- 
ing the main question, and demanded tellers on the yeas andai 
nays, who reported—20 ayes, aiid 125 noes: va 

The CHAIR decided that there was not a sufficient num- | 
ber to order the yeas and nays. z 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to lay the resolutioi on the 
ane and demanded the yeas and nays, which were order- 
ed. Od A 
Mr. C. J. was proceeding to make some remarks when he 
was pl ved by loud and frequent calls to order. - 

Mr. CARROLL begged leave to inquire if thé old mem- 
bers had not been furnished with books. ; 

Mr. C: JOHNSON said that he had not; and made some 
other remarks, which were drowned amid loud calls toor 

er. 

Mr. DROOMGOLE rose to make an inquiry. 

Mr. WINTHROP objected to any inquiry whatever. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the gentleman did not object 
when the gentleman from New York {Mr. CarroLL] made 
an inquiry. He desired to makean inquiry as to a matter of 
fact. k 

The CHAIR said the remarks of the gentleman were out 
of order. No debate could be entertained. 

Mr. W. J. BROWN said he wished to know whether there 
were any books on hand, or whether the Clerk would have 
to purchase them. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that there were no books on hand, 
and that the Clerk would have to purchase them. 

The question was then taken on laying the resolution on 
the table, and decided in the negative—yeas 64, nays 11), as ` 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Benton, Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Reuben Chapman, Coles,!Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Dar- 
rah, Richard D. Davis, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, French, 
Byram Green, Hammet, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave John- 
son; Perley B. Johnson; Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Lucas, Lyon, McClelland, McKay, Joseph Morris, Peyton, 
D. S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Thomas H. Seymour, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, Thompson, Tucker, Williams, Woodward, and 
Joseph A. Wright—é64. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Barnard, James A. Black, 
Bowlin, Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, Buftington, Shepherd Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Augustus A, Chapman, Chappell, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, Hale, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jameson, Jenks, J. P. Kennedy, D. P. Xing, Leonard, Lump- 
kin, McCauslen, Maclay, McClernard, McConnell, MeDow- 
ell, MceJlvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Mosely, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Patterson, 
Phenix, Pollock, ENsha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, 
Preston, Purdy, Charles M. Reed, Relfe, Roberts, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Slidell, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Ste- 
phens, Stetson,Andrew Stewart, Stone, Strong, Summers, 
Taylor, Thomasson, ‘[ibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vin- 
ton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—lll. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. SIMONS, after the roll had been called through, 
asked leave to record his name in the affirmative. He was 
in the House, but not within the bar, when his uame was 
called. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, as the gentleman 
was not within the bar when his name was called. 

The question was then put on the passage of the resolu- 
tion; and it was decided in the afirmative. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved a reconsideration of the vote on 
the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, result- 
ed thus: yeas:67, nays 105. 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 

Mr. BURKE, pursuant to notice heretofore given, moved 
the printing of 5,000 extra copies of the report of the select 
committee on the Rhode Island memorial. 

Objections were made in various quarters, 

The orders of the day were called for; and therefore the 
resolution was not received. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The following executive communications were then pre- 
sented to the House: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the 
information called for by a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 31st January last, in relation to the sala- 
ries and payments made to certain persons, and for certain 
objects, during the years 1838, 1939, 1840, 1841, 1842, and 
1843. 

A letter from the Secretary ofthe Navy, transmitting a 
report from Professor W. R. Johnson, of Philadelphia, of a 
series of experiments upon coal, made in pursuance of the 
act of September 11, 1841, making appropriations for the 
purchase of naval ordnance, stores, and for other pur- 

OSCS. 
P A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury ad interim, 
transmitting two reports, in answer io the resolution of the 
House of Representatives ofthe 29th January last, relative 
to the amount of fees returned as received by district attor- 
neys, clerks of the district and circuit courts, and marshals 
of the several districts of the United States. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, in conformity to the act of the 3a March, 1809, “to 
amend the several acts for the establishment and regulation 
of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,” and of the 
act passed on the 3d March, 1817, “to provide for the prompt 
settlement of public accounts,” a statement of balances on 
the books of the treasury remaining due for more than three 
years. $ 


SENATE- BILES: pean 
Thè following bills and resolutions from the Sénule Wer 

read a first and-second time, ‘and’ referred ‘to dppropiiate 

committees: ` ae EN Daan 

A joint resolution for the relief of certain claimants un- 
der the Cherokee treaty of 1836. ` GNAT 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the resolution be put upon 
its passage. i > A 

Mr. C. JOHNSON objected, and spoke: at some length 
against the passage of the resolution. oA 

Mr. CLINGMAN explained, and defended it, and” conclu- 
ded by moving the previous question on the third reading. _ 

The previous question was sustained, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be now put. i 5 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered; and be- 
ing taken, were yeas 105, nays 50, 

The resolution was read a third time. $ 

Mr. THOMPSON made some observations in favor ofits 
passage. 

Mr. COBB moved the previous question.. It was second- 
ed, and the main question ordered to be now put, viz: on the 
passage ofthe resolution. ` 

The yes and nays were demanded; but they were not 
ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

A bill for the relief of Mark Simpson referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Reeside, executrix of the last 
will and testament of James Reeside, deceased: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Anact to recognise the sales of public lands in Louisana 
and ior other purposes: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lauds. ` 3 a 

An act respecting the northern boundary of the State of 
Missouri. Some amendments were offered and adopted, and 
the bill was read a third time and passed. 

An act for the relief of Asa Andrews: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act supplementary to an actto authorize the Secretary 
of State to liquidate certain claims therein mentioned: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Anact for the payment of certain arrearages equitably 
due to the Stockbridge and Munsee nation of Indians, and 
for other purposes: referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Walter S. Alexander and others: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

A resolution for the relief of Seth‘M. Leavenworth: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A resolution explanatory of an act making appropriations 
for the payment of revolutionary and other perisioners of 
the United States, for the fiscal year ending the 80th June, 
1845: referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. , 

A resolution to authorize the sale. or other disposition, of 
a lot of ground belonging to the United States in the city of 
Savannah: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Senate bill No. 10 was taken up, the question being on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate to the amendments 
ofthe House. The amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Valentine Geisey, deceased, 
were read and concurred in. 

Mr. McK AY, from the Committee of Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of this House entitled an act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
ofgovernment for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1844, 
and for other purposes, reported the same back with amend- 
ments. 

The bill was referred the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. ; 

The House proceded to the consideration of the bill from 
the Senate (No. 20) entitled an act to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land claims within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Louisiana, and in those parts of the States of Mississip- 
pi and Alabama, south of the 31st degree of north latitude, 
and between Mississippi and Perdido rivers, 

The question being on the adoption of the following 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union: 


“Add at the end of the first section, the folowing: 

“Provided, That no claim which, by any act of Congress, 
has been heretofore barred or declared to be null and void, 
shall be embraced within the provision of the act.” 


Mr. W. J. BROWN moved to amend the amendment by 
adding a further provision. A 

The question was then taken on concurring in the amend. 
ments of the committee, and carried. - 

The bill was then ordered to be reada third time. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved the previous question. 

Mr. HAMLIN moveda call of the House: rejected. 

The question being put on seconding the call for the pre. 
vious question, it was decided in the negative—ayes 66, 
noes 78. 

The call forthe previous question not having been sec- 
onded, 

Mr. VINTON addressed the House for a short time in op- 
position to the bill and amendment; but the hour of hal{-past 
2 o’clock arriving, his remarks were arrested by the Chair, 
and the House took a recess until 4 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


At four o’clock the SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

A message from the Senate was received by the hand of 
A. Dickens, esq., their sceretary. 

A quorum not being present, 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOF¥ moved a call. 

This motion, by yeas 26, nays 27, was rejected. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF then moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered, and being 
taken—were yeas 4, nays 129. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ADAMS desired leave to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there was a question before 
the House, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton} was 
entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. ADAMS said it was only a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could not be entertains 


ed unless the gentleman from Ohio yielded the floor; and 


then onl: by general consent... i R 
-Mr. VINTON consented to yield the floor; but objections 
were made to the reception of the resolution at this time. ` 


Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules. 
. The motion was agreed to, and the resolution was adopt- 


ea.. ae ey 

Mr. VINTON then rose and proceeded.with his remarks 
(which had been suspended during the recess,) imopposition 
to the pending amendment. : B 

He was. replied tò by Mr. WHITE, who advocated the 
amendment, © . E 4 ae 

Mr, WM. J. BROWN ‘moved the. previous question, and 
made some remarks in explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay the bill on the table; which was 
rejected—yeas 81, nays 85. Me Soa ed : 

The question was then put on the passage of the bill, and 
it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 84.: |. 

. On motion of. Mr. McK AY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, (Mr. 
Horxrns in the chair.) k 

The Committee took up bill no 309, being “a bill to enable 
the War Department to apply certain balances of appropri- 
ations and for other purposes;” which, after being consid- 
ered; was laid aside to be reported to the House. ` 

Mr. HARPER moved that the Committeee take up the bill 

making appropriations for the continuance of the Cumber- 
and. Road in the States of Ohio, Indiana and Ilinois. 
.,. On this motion, tellers were called for, and Messrs. GREEN 
and Harauson were appointed; and they reported 54 in the 
affirmative, and 47 in the negative, being less than a 
quorum. , . 

Mr. McKAY moved that the-committee take up the appro- 
priation bills on the Speaker’s table, which were entitled to 
precedence, > es : 

A point of order was raised, but was overruled by the 
Chairman, and the Committee took up the Dill making ap- 
propriation for naval pensions, which had come back from 
the Senate with some amendments. ° 

The first amendment was one making an appropriation of 
$10,000, for the relations of those persons that were lost in 
the Grampus and Seagull. 

Mr. McK AY said he was opposed to this expenditure; but 
as the pensions had been authorized by law, it was neces- 
sary that provision should be made for them, and hence the 
Conimittee of Ways and Means recommended a concurrence 
with the Senate’s amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr McKAY said there were various other amendments, 
which he would explain together, to obviate a separate ex 
planation as each amendment came up for the action of the 
committee. He then went into a lengthened explanation, and 
was followed in some remarks by Messrs. J. R. INGER- 
SRD SEYMOUR of New York, CAUSIN, and BAR- 

Mr. MCKAY offered an amendment to the second amend- 
mentof the Senate; which was adopted, 

Mr. VANCE offered another amendment providing for the 
ayment to the Cherokee nation of the amount due them un. 
ler the filth article of the treaty; being in payment for the 

improvements upon the lands purchased from them by the 
government, 

‘This amendment was opposed by Messrs. McKAY and St. 
JOHN, on the ground that the appraisement of the value of 
those improvements was excessive, and that a new ap- 
praisement had been ordered. 

The question being put on the adoption of the amend- 
ment, tellers were called for, and appointed. They reported 
the votes as follows: 67 in the aflirmative, and s8 jin the 
negative. The amendment was agreed to. 

n motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, the following amend- 
ment was agreed to: 

“Provided, That nothing shall be paid for 
ment without the-limits of the reserve.” 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was then 
adopted, 

1, MoKAY moved to reduce the third amendment of the 
Senate from $27,386 89 to $8,992 72, it being for interest 
due where the government was not authorized to make an 
investment. 

This amendment was agreed to; and the amendment, as 
amended, concurred in, 

The rare amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported. 

The committee then took up the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the army appropriation bill; and after concurring in 
several of the amendments, the following amendments were 
disagreed to: 

For armament to fortifications, $100,000. 
$ For purchase of a lot of ground near Newport, Kentucky, 

5,000. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The committee then took up the Senate’s amendments to 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, and after con- 
curring in several amendments, the following amendments 
were disagreed to: 


“A proviso that when the office of chief of the Burcaus of 
Construction and Repairs and of Provisions and Clothing 
shall be filled by a captain in the navy, the compensation 
shall be the samé as that of the chief of the Bureau of 
Navy Yards and Docks, and appropriating $1,000 forar- 
rears.” 

“For compensation of the assistant surgeon in the office of 
the Surgeon General, $1,400.” 

“For compensation to the superintendent of the Post Office 
building two years, at the rate of $250 per annum.” 

“For surveys of the public lands $162,000, instead of $50,- 
000 as appropriated by the House.” 

“For outfit to Commodore Porter, as resident minister to 
Turkey, to be paid to his widow, $6,000.” 

Many other amendment were acted upon, some of which 
Were agreed to, and on others the committee disagreed. 

The appropriation for lighting Pennsylvania avenue, in the 
city of Washington, was not agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, an appropriation of $4,5u0 
was introduced as an outfit for a charge to Belgium, Mr. 
Hilyard being about to return, 

Mr. PATTERSON here spoke at some length on the tariff, 
and some kindred subjects, The tariff was a means to cok 


any improve- | 
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lect revenue which this bill disbursed; and 
- propriateness of his comments.  - . - ad 

After speaking some time, he said he was unwilling to 
consumejtoo much of the time of the committee, at this 
late period, and he resumed his seat amidst loud cries of 
“Go on.” . fe : 

Several amendments of the Senate. by which it was pro- 
posed to increase the compensation of the watchmen in the 
several departments, were disagreed to. te g 

The item of $275,000, to purchase a building in Philadel- 
phia, formerly occupied as the United States Bank, fora 
custom house, was disagreed to. ce, : 

The amendment in relation to the Compendium of the 6th 
census was disagreed to. 3 a g 

The committee then rose and reported the bills which had 
been acted upon, td the House. j 

On motion by Mr. HAMMET, the House took up the bill 
to authorize the War Department to apply certain bal- 
ances of appropriations, and for other purposes, and the 
same was read the third time and passed. 


hence the ap- 


was taken up, and the agreements and disagreements of the 
Committee of the Whole to the Senate’s amendments were 
concurred in. ` ; : ` g 

On motion by Mr. McK AY, the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priution bill was taken up, and the agreements and disa- 
greements of the Committee of the Whole to the Senate’s 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. P. B. JOHNSON moved to reconsider the vote in 
passing the bill for the adjustment of land titles in Arkansas, 
Louistana, Mississippi, and Missouri, 

Mr. WHITE raised the question whether the motion was 
in order.” ý 

On motion by Mr. SUMMERS, and at half-past 10 o'clock, 

Smi; 

p The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, June 15, 1844. 


On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, the reading 
of the journal was dispensed with. 

The House bill making appropriations fòr certain 
objects of expenditure therein named, in the year 
ending 30th June, 1844, was read a third time, and 

assed. 

P Mr. FOSTER presented the memorial of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, ìn relation to changing the law of 
naturalization to twenty-one years, to constitute 
citizenship for aliens. In performing the duty re- 
quired of him—that of presenting the memorial—he 
purposely abstained from committing himself on 
this question. When it came up next session—as 
it had been intimated it would—he should be pre- 
pared to act upon it. His feelings were favorable 
to the largest liberty which formed the distinguish- 
ed feature of our glorious institutions: laid on the 
table. - 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the previous or- 
ders were suspended, and the House bill to test the 
utility of the submarine telescope was taken up, 
considered; read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back the. bill for the relief of Lund Wash. 
ington, and recommended its passage. 

Mr: WOODBURY said that, sometime ago, he 
had submitted a joint resolution, now on the table, 
in relation to commercial statistics; and with the 
leave of the Senate, he should now submit, and ask 
its adoption, a resolution referring that joint resolu- 
ton to the consideration of the ‘Secretary of the 
Treasury, to whom had been referred the proposi- 
tion of the House concerning the establishment of a 
bureau of statistics. The resolution, as follows, 
was adopted: i | 

Resolved, That the joint resolution 
tional items in the commercial Statistics, be referred to the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury for examination into the utility ot 
the proposed changes, and to report thereon atthe next 
session. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the manuscript maps now in the commit- 
tee room of the Committee on Public Lands, originally in- 
tended to` exhibit the several land districts of the United 
States, and heretofore furnished to the said committee for 
its use, be delivered io the Commissioner of the General 
` Land Office; and that said Commissioner be directed to 
cause the same to be completed, so far as the public sur- 
veyshave progressed since the same were prepared; that 
the boundaries of each land district and State, in which 
such districts respectively may be established, be protract- 
ed and laid down thereon; and that the same, or such new 
ones as may be necessary, in order that all land districts, as 
they were by law to exist, may be properly exhibited, be 
caused by the said commissioner to be returned to the 
committee room, so corrected and finished, or made, prior 
to the next meeting of Congress. 


Also the following; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to 
cause to be prepared, and to transmit to the governor of 
Michigan, for the use of said State, an authenticated chart, 


cessary, to exhibit the location of the national boundar: 
of the United States, so far as the same constitutes also the 
boundary of Michigan. 


Be it further resolved, That the said Secretary transmit, 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the army appropriation bill 


providing for addi- 


with such field notes, or other memoranda, as may be ne. ` 


as aforesaid, such additional number of said charts, ay 

authenticated as ‘aforesaid, as may be necessary to furnis 

each county of said State bordering. upon the said national 

boundary, with one copy, to be deposited respectively in 

the highest court of record thereof, forthe use of the au- 
thorities and people thereof. 


i AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


a Mr. BENTON asked the leave for which he had 
given notice on Wednesday, to bring in a joint reso- 
lution forthe amendment of the constitution of the 
United States in relation to the election of President 
and Vice President, and prefaced his motion with 
an exposition of the principle apd details of the 
amendment which he proposed to offer. This ex- 
position, referring to a speech which he had made 
in the year 1824, and reproducing it for the present 
occasion, can only be analyzed in this brief notice. 

Mr. B. said he found himself in a position to 
commence most of his speeches with “twenty years 
ago!”.—a commencement rather equivocal, and lia- 
ble to different interpretations in the minds of dif- 
ferent persons; for, while he might suppose himself 
to be displaying sagacity and foresight in finding a 
medicine for the cure of the present disorders of 
the state in the remedies of prevention which he 
had proposed long since, yet others might undcr- 
stand him in a different character, and consider him 
as belonging to the category of those who, in that 
long time, had learnt nothirig, and had forgot 
nothing. So it might be now; for he was endeav- 
oring to revive a proposition which he had made 
exactly twenty years before, and for the revival of 
which he deemed the present time eminently propi- 
tious. The body politic was now sick; and the pa- 
tient, in his agony, might take the medicine as a 
cure, which he refused, when well, to take as a pre- 
vention. 


Mr. B. then proceeded to state the object and 
principle of his amendmeni, which was, to dispense 
with all intermediate bodies in the election of Prosi- 
dent and Vice President, and to keep the election 
wholly in the hands of the people; and to do this by 
giving them a direct vote for the man of their choice, 
and holding a second election between the two high- 
est, in the event of a failure in the first election to 
give a majority toany one. This was todo away 
with the machinery of all intermediaté bodies to 
guide, control, or defeat the popular choice; whether 
a Congress caucus, or a national convention, to dic- 
tate the selection of candidates; or a body of electors 
to receive and deliver their votes; or a House of 
Representatives’ to sanction or frustrate their choice. 

Mr. B. spoke warmly and decidedly in favor of 
the principle of his proposition, assuming itas a 
fundamental truth to which there was no exception, 
that liberty would be ruined by providing any kind of 
substitute for popular election! asserting that all elec- 
tions would degenerate into fraud and violence if 
any intermediate body was established between 
the voters and the object of their choice, 
and placed in a condition to be able to con- 
trol, betray, or defeat that choice. This funda- 
mental truth he supported upon arguments, drawn 
from the philosophy of government, and the 
nature of man, and illustrated by examples taken 
from the history of all elective governments which 
had ever existed. He showed that it was the law 
of the few to disregard the will of the many, when 
they got power into their hands; and that liberty 
had been destroyed wherever intermediate bodies 
obtained the direction of the popular will. He 
quoted a vast number of governments, both ancient 
and modern, as illustrations of this truth; and re- 
ferred to the period of direct voting in Greece and in 
Rome as the grand and glorious periods of popular 
government, when the unfettered will of the people 
annually brought forward the men of their own 
choice to administer their own affairs, and when 
those people went on advancing from year to year, 
and produced every thing great in arts and in arms— 
in public and in ‘private life—which then exalted 
them to the skies, and still makes them fixed stars 
in the firmament of nations. He believed in the 
capacity of the people for self-government, but they 
must must have fair play—fair play at the elections, 
on which all depended; and for that purpose should be 
free from the control of any intermediate, irrespon- 
sible body of men. 

At present, (he said,) the will of the people was 
liable to be frustrated in the election of their chief 
officers, (and that at no less than three different 
stages of the canvass,) by the intervention of small 
bodies of men between themselves and the object of 
their choice. First, at the beginning of the process, 
in the nomination or selection of candidates, A. 


fee ene ee 
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Congress caucus fermerly, and a national now, 
govern and contol that nomination; and never fail, 
when they choose, to find pretexts for substituting 
their own will for that of the people. Then a body 
of electors, to receive and hold the electoral votes, 
and who, it cannot be doubted, will soon be expert 
enough to find reasons fora similar substitution. 
Then the House of Representatives may come in at 
the conclusion, to doas they have done heretofore, 
and set the will of the people at absolute defiance. 
The remedy for all thisis the direct vote, and a 
second election between the two highest, if the first 
one failed. This would operate fairly and rightful- 
ly. No matter how many candidates then appeared 
in the field. If any one obtained a majority of the 
whole number of votes, the popular principle was 
satisfied; the majority had prevailed, and acquiesence 
was the part of the minority. If no one obtained 
the majority, then the first election answerd the pur- 
pase of a nomination—a real nomination by the 
people; and a second election between the two high- 
est would give effect to the real will of the people. 

Mr. B. then exposed the details of his proposed 
amendment, as contained in the joint resolution 
which he intended to offer. The plan of election 
contained in that resolution, was the work of emi- 
nent men—of Mr. Macon, Mr. Van Buren, Mr. 
Hugh L. White, Mr. Findlay, of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Dickerson, of New Jersey, Mr. Holmes, Mr. 
Hayne, and Mr. R. M. Johnson, and was received 
with great favor by the Senate and the country at 
the time it was reported. Subsequent experience 
should make it still more acceptable, and entitle its 
details to a careful and indulgent consideration from 
the people whose rights and welfare it is intended to 
preserve and promote. i 

The detail of the plan is to divide the States into 
districts; the people to vote direct in each district 
for the candidate they prefer; the candidate having 
the highest vote for President to receive the vote of 
the district for such office, and to count one. ` If any 
candidate receives the majority of the whole .num- 
ber of districts, such person to be elected; if 
no one receives such majority, the election 
to be held over again between the two highest. To 
afford time for these double elections, when they 
become necessary, the first one is proposed to be 
heldin the month of August—at a time to which 
many of the State elections now conform, and to 
which all may be made to conform—and to ke held 
on the same days throughout the Union. To re- 
ceive the returns of such elections, the Congress is 
required to be in session, on the years of such elec- 
tions, in the month of October; and if a second elec- 
tion becomes necessary, it will be held in Decem- 
ber. Two days are proposed for the first election, 
because most: of the State elections continue two 
days: one day alone is allowed for the second elec- 
tion, it being a brief issue between two candidates. 
To provide for the possibility of remote and most 
improbable contingencies, that of an equality of 
votes bétween the two candidates—a thing which 
cannot occur where the whole number of votes is 
odd, and is utterly improbable when they are even— 
and to keep the election from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, while preserving the principle which 
should prevail in elections by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it is provided that the candidate, in 
the case of such equality, having the majority 
of votes in the majority of the States, shali be 
the person elected President. To provide against 
the possibility of another almost impossible contin- 
gency, (that of more than two candidates having the 
highest, and, of course, the same number of votes 
in the first election, by an equality of votes between 
several,) the proposed amendment is so worded as to 
let all—that is, all having the two highest num- 
ber of votes—go before the people at the second 
election. 

Such are the details for the election of President: 
they are the same for that of Vice President, with 
the single exception that, when the first election 
should have been effective for the election of Pres- 
ident, and notso for Vice President, then, to save 
the trouble of a second election for the secondary 
office only, the present provision of the constitution 
should preval, and the Senate choose between the 
two highest. : 

Having made this exposition of the principle and 
of the details of the plan he proposed, Mr. B. went 
on to speak at large in favor of its efficacy and 
practicability in preserving the rights of the people, 
maintaining the purity of elections, preventing in- 
trigue, fraud, and treachery, either in guiding or de- 
feating the choice of the people; and securing to our 
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free institutions a chance for a prolonged: and virtu- 
ous existence. ; 


Mr. B. said he had never attended a nominating 
caucus or convention, and never intended to attend > 
one. He had seen the last Congress caucus in 1824, 
and never wished to see another, or hear of another; 
he had seen the national convention of 1844, and 
never wished to see another. He should support the 
nominations of the last convention; but hoped to see 
such conventions rendered unnecessary, before the 
recurrence of another presidential election. 

Mr. B. after an extended argument, concluded 
with an appeal to the Senate to favor his proposi- 
tion, and send it to the country. His only object: 
at present was to lay it before the country: the ses- 
sion was too far advanced to expect action upon it. 
There were two modes to amend the constitution— 
one by Congress proposing, and two-thirds of the 
State legislatures adopting, the amendinent; the other 
by a national convention called b Congress for the 
purpose. Mr. B. began with the first mode: he 
might end with the second. 

Disclaiming everything temporary or invidious in 
this attempt to amend the constitution in an impor- 
tant point—referring to his labors twenty years ago 
for the elucidation of his motives—despising all pur- 
suit after office, high or low—detesting all circumven- 
tion, intrigue, and management—anxious to restore 
our elections to their pristine purity and dignity—and 
believing the whole body of the people to be the 
only safe and pure authority forthe selection as well 
as election of the first officers of the republic, —he 
confidently submitted his Proponition to the Senate 
and the people, and asked for it the indulgent con- 
sideration which, was due to the gravity and the 
magnitude of the subject. 

Mr. B. then offered his amendment, which was 
unanimously received, and ordered to be printed. 

The following is the copy of this important prop- 
osltion: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House uf Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, two-thirds 
of both Houses concurring, That the following amendment 
to the constitution of the United States be proposed to the 
legislatures of the several States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the States, shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes as part of the constitution: 

“That, hereafter, the President and Vice President of the 
United States shall be chosen by the people of the respective 
States, in the manner following: Each State shall be divi- 
ded, by the legislature thereof, into districts, equal in num- 
ber to-the whole number of senators and represent, 
atives to which such State may be entitled in the 
Congress of the United States; the said districts to be 
composed of contiguous territory, and to contain, as 
nearly as may be, am equal number of persons, enti- 
tled to be represented under the constitution, and to be laid 
off, for the first time, immediately after the ratification of 
this amendment, and afterwards, at the session of the legis- 
lature next ensuing the apportionment of representatives by 
the Congress of the United States; that, on the first 'Thurs- 
day in August, in the year 1848, and on the same day every 
fourth year thereafter, the citizens of each State who pos- 
sess the qualifications requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State legislatures, shall meet within 
their respective districts, and vote for a President and Vice 
President of the United States, one of whom at least shall 
not be an inhabitant of the same State with themselves; and 
the person receiving the greatest number of votes for Pres- 
ident, and the one receiving the greatest number of votes for 
Vice President in each district, shall be holden to have re- 
ceived one vote; which fact shall he immediately certified 
by the governor of the State, to each of the senators 
in Congress from such State, and to the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives. The Congress of the United States shall be in ses- 
sion on the second Monday in October, in the year 1848, and 
on the same day on every fourth year thereafter; and the 
President of the Senate, inthe presence of the Seuate and 
House of Representative, shall open all the certificates, and 
the votes shall then he counted. The person having the 
greatest number of votes for President, shall be President, 
if such number be equal to a majority of the whole number 
of votes given; but if no person have such majority, then a 
second election shall be held on the first Thursday in the 
month of December then next ensuing, between the persons 
having the two highest numbers for the office of President; 
which second election shall be conducted, the result certi- 
fied, and the votes counted, in the same manner as in the 
first; and the person having the greatest number of votes 
for President, shall be President. But, if two or more per- 
sons shall have received the greatest, and an equal number 
of votes, at the second election, then the person who shall 
have received the greatest number of votes in the greatest 
number of States, shall be President. The person having 
the greatest number of votes for Vice President. at the first 
election, shall be Vice President, if such number be equal 
to a majority of the whole number of votes given: and, if 
no person have such majority, then a second election shall 
take place between the persons having the two highest 
numbers on the same day that the second election is held 
for President; and the person having the highest number of 
votes for Vice President, shall be Vice President. But if 
there should happen to be an equality of votes between the 
persons so voted for at the second election, then the person 
having the greatest number of votes in the greatest number 
of States, shall be Vice President. But when a second elec- 
tion shall be necessary in the case of Vice President, and 
not necessary in the case of President, then the Senate shall 


choose a Vice President from the -persons having .the two 
highest numhers in the first election; as is now prescribed 
in the constitution.” , a 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on “Pensions; 
made an adverse report on the petition. of Deborah 
Mason, for the renewal of her pension. ` ` 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported bačk 
without amendment, and adversely to their passage, 
the following bills from the. House, vizi- Te 

The act for the relief of John Edmonson; 

The act for the relief of Wiliam A. Joynes; 

The act for the relief of Hannah Dubois; 

The act for the relief of George Singley; 

The act for the relief of James Crawford; 

The act for the relief of Jonathan Bean; and 

The act for the relief of Elizabeth Fitch. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
back without amendment, and with a recommenda- 
tion that they do pass, the House bills entitled. 

An act for the relief of Ann Hunter, the widow 
of Robert Hunter; and 

An act for the benefit. of John Perham. . 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back without amendment, and. adverse to 
their passage, the following House bills, viz: 

The act for the relief of Peter Wilson; and _ 

The act for the relief of Sarah Parker, the widow 
of Jonathan Parker. : 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it be postponed till the 
next session of Congress, the House bill entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘an act granting 
half-pay and pensions to certain widows, and the 
several acts and resolutions amendatory of the same, 
and to extend and continue the provisions thereof.’” 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the resolution introducing the committee to 
inquire into the expediency of transferring from the 
State to the War Department, such of the papers 
purchased of Washington’s heirs as constitute ` evi- 
dence of service before the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. ' 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, it was resolved, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to in- 
form the Senate why he has not answered the reso- 
lution of the Senate calling for information eon- 
cerning the regulations made since 1842, by the 
Treasury Department, to prevent frauds upon the 
revenue, by the importers of foreign sugar -and 
molasses. A i 

Mr. EVANS, from the Commitiee on Finance, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the joint resolution 
to enable the War Department to apply certain 
balances of appropriation. l i 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and adversely to 
its passage, the House bill for the relief of Langtree 
and Jenkins. . , 

Also, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, the House bill for the relief of Lund 
Washington. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of all matters referred to it, 
except those of an executive character. ae 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the House bill for the relief of Wilmot 
Marsden, of Oneida county, New York, widow of 
George Marsden, deceased. 

Also, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that they be indefinitely 
postponed, House bill for the relief of Nancy Wil- 
son, widow of Capt. William Wilson; and the bills 
for the relief of Mariah Ostrander. . 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Dr. Samuel White for a pension. — 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
and a recommendation that it do pass, House bill 
for the relief of Solomon Sturges, assignee of Hum- 
phrey Richereek; and House bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John Baker, deceased. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the Committce on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of House bills for the relief of 
James Journey, and to confirm Antonio Cherino in 
his claim to a tract of land in the State of Louis- 
jana. . 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from several 
subjects pending before it; subjects not heard. _ 


: UPHAM presented. a j 
c of citizens- of -Vermont it favör of anew mail- 
route; referred -to. the Cottimittee-on-the Post Office 
and Post Roads... — . 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the memorial of the 
corporate. autherities of Cleveland, praying an ap- 
propriation for the’erection of a.marine hospital at 
that place, was-ordered to be printed... _ : 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Committee on. 
the Judiciary was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of all matters pending before it not report- 
ed upon. Te 

On motion by. Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration ofall matters pending before it. i 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of all matters pending before it. 

: Mr. JARNAGIN made the same motion with 
reference to matters pending before the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MERRICK made the same motion with ref- 
erence to the Post Office Committee;. and 

Mr. HENDERSON made the same motion with 
reference tothe Committee on Private Land Claims; 
which were agreed to. ` 
` Mr. TAPPAN suggested the propriety of taking 
‘up:the general orders, and acting ùpon all matters 
not leading to debate, and all the Senate bills which 
were neekssary to be acted upon. 


but, ; 
On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous or- 
ders.were postponed, and the Senate took up for 
consideration, as in committee of the whole, the 
joint resolution authorizing the accounting officers 
of the treasury to audit and settle the accounts of 
‘William P. Zanizinger, who lost naval stores during 
the chase of the Hornet, in the last war. 

. The resolution was considered, reported to the 
Senate, read the third time, and pesed: 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
pass, the joint resolution from the House, to make 
arrangements for the transmission. of the British 
mail between Boston and Canada, and for other 
purposes; and, on his motion, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the above was con- 
sidered asin committee of the whole, reported to 
the Senate, read the third time, and passed. 

- Mr. BAGBY moved to postpone the previous or- 
ders, for the purpose to taking up the several ter- 
ritorial bills. 

Mr. TAPPAN expressed the hope that the Sen- 
ate bills which were necessary to be passed would 
be first disposed of. The House bills could be acted 
upon on Monday. 

„Mr BAGBY said the Territories had no imme- 
diate representative on that floor to forward their 
business. The territorial bills had been postponed 
from day to day, and remained unacted upon. He 
trusted that there would be no objection to taking 
them up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN hoped the order of business 
would be pursued as it was on the calander; the 
business could be more readily disposed of. 

Mr. EVANS hoped they would take up the 
House bills favorably reported upon. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bagsy’s 
motion, and carried in the affirmative; and the fol- 
lowing territorial bills from the House were taken 
up, and considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported to the Senate, read the third time, and 
passed, viz: 

The act granting to the county of Dubuque cer- 
tain lots of ground in the county of Dubuque. 

The act confirming certain entries of land in the 
St. Augustine land district in the Territory of Flori- 
reas under the pre-emption law of the 29d J une, 

The act to authorize the legislatures of the sev- 
eral Territories to regulate the apportionment of rep- 
resentation, and for other purposes; and 

The act to confirm to the city of Fernandina, in 
Florida, certain lands reserved for publie use by the 
Spanish government. 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. EVANS said the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, and the bill making appropriation for 
the Support of the army, had been returned from the 
House of Repeesentatives with disagreeing votes of 
that House to ‘the amendments of the Senate; he 
therefore moved, for the purpose of saving time, that 
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etition from a Dum- 


‘The CHAIR said that was the motion pending; | 


the Senate insist on its amendments to those bills, 
and ask for a committee of conference. 
The motion was. agreed to; and two coflimittees 


of conference on the part of the Senate, consisting of . 


three members each, were appointed by the Chair, 
to meet such committees as might be appointed on 
the part of the House to.confer on the disagreeing 
votes. j 

On motion by Mr.. BERRIEN, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which had been referred 
the bill respecting the northern boundary of the 
State of Missouri, which had been returned from 
House with two amendments, reported the same 
back, with a recommendation that the Senate concur 
in the first and non-concur in the second amend- 
ment: agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed, and the 
following territorial bills from the House were taken 
up as in commiittee of the whole, considered, re- 
ported to the Senate, and finally passed, viz: 

The act making appropriation to aid in complet- 
ing the harbor at Racine; on the western shore of 
Lake Michigan. f 

The act making appropriation for certain improve- 
ments on the western shores of Lake Michigan; and 

The act providing for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital at Key West, in the Territory of Florida. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. . 

Mr. McDUFFIE now rose and moved to take up 
the Senate bill (191) providing for the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; upon which he desired 
to be heard in answer to the senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Benton. ] 

Mr. BARROW remarked that-he had given no- 
tice yesterday that he was not a party to the implied 
contract that any more of the time of the Setiate 
should be wasted this session on a subject already 
disposed of. He had no feelings of discourtesy to- 
wards the Senator from South Carolina; but foresee- 
ing that further debate would destroy all prospect of 
getting through the real business awaiting the action 
of Congress on the eve of adjournment, while he 
would not deny the senator entitled to the floor the 
hour promised him, he would oppose any prolonga- 
tion of the discussion. 

The bill was taken up—ayes 21, noes not counted; 
and, at Mr. McDurrie’s request, it was read through. 

Mr. McDUFFIE then addressed the Senate for 
an hour in defence of- the. conduct of the President 
and Secretary of State in relation to the treaty for the 
annexation of Texas to the United States. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate for an hour 
in reply to the Senator from. South Carolina. 

{The remarks of both senators are in preparation 
for speedy Le pse 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay the bill.on the table. 

Mr. McDUFFIE, before the question was taken, 
desired to say that, having already refuted the argu- 
ments which the scnator from Missouri had now 
but reiterated, he had nothing to reply to but what 
might apply personally to himself; and he had dis- 
covered only one allusion of this kind which called 
for his notice. The honorable senator had adverted 
to amessage of his in 1836, before the recognition of 
Texasas an independent nation. He had then said, 
and he now reiterated the assertion, that if the Uni- 
ted States, at that period, admitted Texas into the 
Union, they would, by such annexation, make 
themselves privy to the war with Mexico. He 
would say to the honorable senator from Missouri 
that the great difference between the senator and 
himself was, that the senator was in favor of annex- 
ation with Texas when it was only arevolted prov- 
ince, while he (Mr. Mc.D.) was opposed to it; and 
now that Texas has been for eight years an inde- 

endent nation, he is opposed to annexation, while 
he (Mr. McD.) was in favor of it. 

The bill was then laid on the table. 

_ A message was here received from the House of 
Representatives requesting that the bill for the ad- 
jastment of land claims in Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, and Arkansas, should be returned for re. 
consideration. 

Mr. BARROW opposed the return of the bill, on 
the point of order that his motion to concur in the 
amendments of the House was pending when the 
Senate adjourned last night. 

The CHAIR decided against the point of order. 

This point was debated by Messrs. BARROW, 
EVANS, BAYARD, BERRIEN, and WOOD: 


BURY; all but Mr. BARROW sustaining the de- ` 


cision of the Chair. 
The bill was sent back to the House. 


E 


“PROMISED RETRENCHMENT AND REFORM. 


Mr. MOREHEAD, from the Committee on Re- 
treniclifiient, presented a voluminous report from the 
majority of the cotintitteé; and, in doing so, ob- 
served that some fears ago, on his motion, a new 
standing committee had been raised in the Senate, 
called the Committee on Retrenchment. When he 
submitted. that. resolution, he had little idea that he 
should himself be honored with the position of 
chairman of the committee it proposed. That 
duty, however, devolved upon him, and he had 
had anxiously endeavored to perform it. He had 
found the subjectintrusted to the committee one of 
greater extent and importance than he had imagined, 
and involving unforeseen difficulties, which it was 
almost impossible to surmount. The chief of those 
difficulties arose out of the impracticability of ob- 
taining the slightest information from the officers of 
the government themselves, as to materials for in- 
vestigation. The committee, during the whole time 
of its sittings, had sought in vain for those lights for 
reform and retrenchment, which it had a right to ex- 
pect. It was only from the Tcuinentary returns to 
Congress and the Blue Book, that any data for its 
calculations could be derived. A great mass of 
matter, however, had been accumulated and digested 
into the order which now constituted the report. 
The tables accompanying it were laborivusly collated, 
and required so much time in their preparator, that 
they were not ready to accompany the report, which 
had been a month made out, till yesterday evening. 
This would account for its presentation without an y 
measure accompanying it to be acted upon this ses- 
sion. A bill in conformity with it was in prepara- 


į tion, but not yet ready. It would, however, be laid 


before the Senate early next session. He should 
only desire, at present, to have the report laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed, that every senator 
might have an opportunity of examining the subject 
for himself, and come prepared to act upon it next 
session. 


Mr. FULTON, as a member of the committee, felt 
that it was due to himself—forming, as he did, the 
minority—to state that, upon learning that his report, 
which was only. completed yoreiiay, would: be pre- 
sented to-day, he requested time would be given to 
him to prepare a minority report to accompany it, 
which could not be done till next session; and that 
ke uly expected this time would have been al- 
owed. 

Mr: MOREHEAD said the tables were not ready 
till yesterday evening, but the report had been read 
to the senator from Arkansas some time ago. 

Mr. EVANS said the report could lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN hoped the motion to print would 
not prevail; because, if the report was ordered to 
be laid on the table, it was desirable it should lie 
there, that senators could examine it and see what 
it contained before they were called upon to vote 
for printing it. 

Mr. EVANS. The report need not be sent to the 
printer, although ordered to be printed, when laid 
on the table. It need not go to the printer till after 
the adjournment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD had no objection to that. 

Mr. WALKER believed the ordinary rule was, 
if objection was raised, to let the report and order 
lie on the table one day. This would bring it to 
Monday—quite time enough for taking the -vote 
upon It. 

Mr. EVANS. It may better be done now. 

Mr. ALLEN moved 1o lay the pending motion 
on the table. 

It was decided in the negative. 

Mr. WALKER now asked if every motion of the 
nature ofa resolution had not, under the rule, to lie 
on the table one day. 

Mr. EVANS said it did not apply to reports of 
committees. 

Mr. WALKER. Is not the motion to print 
obliged to be reduced to the form of a resolution? 
Mr. HUNTINGTON. Itis an order. 

Mr. WALKER. | desire the rule to be read. 
The CHAIR read the rule, which says that all 
resolutions shall, on being offered, lie over one day, 
unless allowed to be considered by ouaSral consent. 
Mr. WALKER. This is applicable to the reso- 
lution to print. Now, before I can vote under- 
standingly for printing this voluminous and impor- 
tant report, I desire to know whatit islam asked 


to vote for printing. 


Mr. ARCHER hoped the question would. be put 
to the Senate. : 
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Mr. HAYWOOD conceived it was only reason- 
able that time should be given to examine the re- 


port. 

The CHAIR announced that, having looked into 
the rules, if was obvious the senator from Missis- 
sippi was right as to reports having to lie on the ta- 
ble one day. 

Mr. EVANS. The report must lie on the table; 
but not the order to print. 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the very object 
oflaying the report on the table was obviously to 
enable senators to ascertain whether it contained 

` matter necessary or improper to print. If there 
was nothing found in it improper for the Senate to 
print, the order would, of course, be given next day. 
ow could senators, on the eve of adjourning, 
know any thing about the contents of what the 
were ordering to’ print, if the document is sent di- 
rectly to.the printer, without lying a single day on 
the table for examination? None but a favored few 
could know any thing about it till next session. 


Mr. EVANS. It is just as easy to let the order 
to print accompany the motion to lay on the table, 
as to separate them, and take the vote on Monday 
„to print. : 

he CHAIR decided that, althóugh the report 
should lie on the table one day, the motion to print 
was in order. 


Mr. WALKER. If that be the rule, it is cer- 
tainly a very extraordinary one. The report is to 
lie on the table one day. It is there by the rule. 
How is it to be got up for the motion to print, till 
` called ap next day? 

„ The CHAIR said there was no motion to take it 
up. Itwas a motion to printa certified copy for 
the use of the Senate. 


` Mr. WALKER. Then, if I am to vote for the 
printing, T desire the:report to be read, that | may 
‘know what I am voting about. 


Mr. BUCHANAN thought they might as well 
‘decide the question now, as at any other time. He 
was glad the Committee on Retrenchment had, at 
last, made ‘its. long-anticipated report. That com- 
mittee was formed at the commencement of the 
extra session, immediately succeeding the election 
‘of General Harrison to the presidency. ft was 
formed amidst a flourish of trumpets for investi- 
‘gating and bringing to light the manifold abuses 
of the preceding administration. The country was 
promised, and expected, that the committee would 
unfold these manifold abuses. And now, after 
a three years’ incubation, lo and behold! we have 
a report tardily brought forward into the Senate on 
the last day but one of the session, without 
one practical -proposition to be acted upon, and 
containing nothing but old threadbare and worn-out 
disquisitions about government patronage. He was 
willing to let his friend from Kentucky get rid 
of his profitless incubation. He did not wonder 
at his friend being tired of it at the end of three 
qos finding that no person had been able to lay 

is hand on a single item in the conduct of the late 
administration, upon which a specific charge, or the 
shadow of a charge, could be grounded. Let the 
senator have as many copies of this report printed 
as he pleased, 


Mr. MOREHEAD recapitulated what he had be- 
fore said, and described the unceasing labors of the 
committee to produce a report worthy of the subject; 
but lamented the obstacles which had to be encoun- 
tered in every attempt at eliciting information from 
the departments. He repudiated all secondary or 

- political purposes in pursuing this subject—his mo- 
tives, as he had at the threshold announced to the 
committee, being purely to promote that reform 
which he believed had been called for, and which 
he subsequently found was demanded to an extent 
far beyond anything he could have supposed. 

_ Mr. WALKER observed that, if this motion 
‘was to prevail, when entered on the journal it 

. should undoubtedly be in some such words as these: 
“On motion of the senator from Kentucky, it was 
resolved that the report be printed for the use of the 

“Senate,” It must be a resolution; and the rule says 
all resolutions, on theip introdugtion, must lie over 


“pre day, [p wae notte be undersioad that he ob | 
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jected to the printing, provided he had time to ex- 
amine what it was he was asked to vote for. - 

The CHAIR explained that it would be an or- 
der—not a resolution—to print. The Senate, when 
it commands, expresos its command as an order; 
but facts, principles, its own opinions and purposes, 
are expressed in the form of resolutions. 

Mr. BERRIEN rose to a question of order, 
whether the time of the Senate could be lost in dis- 
cussion. He understood the Chair had : decided. 
Was there an appeal pending? 

Mr. WALKER did not mean to- appeal. The 
senator from Georgia would more appropriately 
have administered his rebuke to those who had, on 
the last day ofthe session, in the midst of unfinished 


business, when every moment was of the utmost ` 


consequence to the country, introduced this topic to 
the consideration of the Senate, without any practi- 
cal measure calling for action, and in a manner per- 
tinaciously provoking and demanding debate. At 
such an hour, and such a period, the rebuke of the 
senator from Georgia, if administered in justice, 
should have been levelled at the chairman of the 
Retrenchment Committee, when he was making his 
two elaborate speeches on this subject. It seems 
this is a most important document, and the senator 
from Kentucky is at great pains to give the assu- 
rance that it is not prepared for electioneering pur- 
poses. Now who, in this discussion, ever said or 
intimated that it was? Who said such was his ob- 
ject? Nobody had. But although his motives 
might be as pure as the driven snow, yet was it not 
manifest, that even though it might not be, and 
was not intended to be, an electioneering re- 
port, it would be used as a travelling document 
at the presidential election, in support of alle- 
gations and principles on one side of the con- 
test, and endeavors to prostrato and overthrow 
the opinions supposed to be assumed by the other 
side? Could the senator prevent it from being used 
asa party document? Now, he really thought, un- 
der all the circumstances, that, in common fairness 
and courtesy, this document ought not to be print- 
ed till the minority of the committee had time to 
prepare the counter report, which should accompany 
it. To springit now upon the Senate, at a moment 
when there was no possibility of either examining 
or discussing the subject, fully pee the protest 
which he now made against the violation of the 
rights and privileges of the minority. 

Mr. MOREHEAD denied altogether that there 
was any such purpose as that hinted at, in delaying 
this report to the last day of the session. The de- 
lay was unavoidable, and was occasiesned by not 
being able to procure the tables till yesterday. The 
senator from Arkansas had heard the report read a 
month ago, when it was ready if the tables had been 
ready. 

Mr. TAPPAN hoped, as there could be no neces- 
sity for taking the vote to-day, that the senator 
would consent to let the question lie over tili Mon- 
day. The rule says it lies on the table one day. 
Then, if it lies on the table, it cannot be before the 
Senate on a motion to print. 

The CHAIR said it was in order to make the 
motion to print. ; 

Mr. TAPPAN asked if the report, in parliament- 
ary language, could be before the Senate and on the 
table at the same time. 

The CHAIR said the printing was understood to 
be for the use of the Senate—for the greater facility 
of enabling senators to see what were the contents 
of the report. 

Mr. ALLEN did not doubt that the matter ought 
tobe printed. He should, at the proper time, vote 
for it. The only difficulty with him was, as to the 
propriety of doing so now; which could be all re- 
moved by letting it lie over till Monday. For many 
reasons, it would be better then than now. At any 
other time it might not be of so much consequence 
to enforce the rule of laying the report on table one 
day; but, under the present circumstances, that was 
indispensable if senators were to have any oppor- 
tunity at all of looking into it before next session; 
for, ifnoton the table to examine to-morrow, there 
would not be another day of the present seasion for 
the purpose, There may be matters in it which, 
according to the judgment ef seme, enght te bs cory 
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rected before printing, ‘or something might he left 
out which ought ‘to: be inserted; otherwise, it might 
be calculated to produce an erroneous or improper 
impression on the public mind. : s 
Mr. FULTON, in justice to: the chairman of the 
committee, should say that he had read the re- 
port to him three or four weeks back; but, as he 
stated, without the tables. He had no idea, how- 
ever, that the report would be presented this ses- 
sion, particularly as he had expressed his desire to 
have time to make a minority report to’: accompany 
it. He should also do the chairman the justice to 
say, that he did, on entering upon his duties, an- 
nounce his desire of pursuing this investigation for 
the good of the country. Last session the commit- 
tee had „made considerable progress in collect- 
ing materials, when the bill came’ before it, which 
it endeavored to make more perfect by amendment. 
This session, the chairman had taken all the labor 
on himself of preparing this report, and when it was 
read to him, (Mr. F.,) many points of it were dis- 
cussed. Till this morning, he had understood it 
was not to be presented till next session, by which 
time his minority report would be ready. 


Mr. . WOODBURY suggested that in order to 
print the majority report, an amendment should be 
made, to the effect that when the minority report is 
presented, it also shall be printed. 

After some brief discussion, this amendment waa 
adopted; and the report was Jaid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER submitted a resolution to print 
20,000 extra copies of the report, but desired it to lie 
on the table till Monday. 

Mr. A. also presented three memorials from Penn- 
sylvania, asking for the extension of the term of 
residence required by the naturalization laws from 5 
to 21 years: laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Af» 
fairs, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of all the petitions and me- 
morials on the subject of the Cherokee Indians, and 
from all matters referred to it, and not reported upon: 
discharged. 

Mr. ARCHER made the same request in relation, 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: committee 
discharged. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceeded. 
to the general orders, to take up House bills favora- 
bly reported upon. 

The following bills from the House were 
taken up, asin committee of the whole, considered, 
reported to the Senate, and read the third time and 
passed, viz: 

The act to confirm certain entries of land in the 
St. Augustine land district in the Territory of Flor- 
ida, made under the pre-emption law of June, 1838. 

The act making appropriation for certain improve- 
ments in the Territory of Iowa, [passed with amend- 
ments. ] . 

The act to establish certain post roads in the 
Territory of Florida. [The second section was 
stricken out.] 

The act'to authorize the issuing of patents for 
certain lands in the St. Augustine land district in 
Florida, the sales of which had not been regularly 
recorded. 

The act to amend an act to provide for the armed 
occupation and settlement of the unsettled portion 
of the peninsula of Florida. [Passed as amended.} 

The act making appropriation for certain improve- 
ments in the-Territory of Florida. [Amended on 
the motion of the Finance Committee.] And 

The act granting a section of land for the improve- 
ment of Grant river. 

The bill for the House, supplementary to an act 
entitled “An act for laying off the towns of Fort Mad- 
ison and Burlington, in the county of Des Moines, 
and the towns of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, in 
the county of Dubuque, Territory of Wisconsin, 
and for other purposes,” approved the 2d of July, 
1836, and the act amendatory thereto, approved 
March 3, 1837, was taken up for consideration as in 
committee of the whole. 

Messrs. HENDERSON and WOODBRIDGE 
made some remarks in opposition to the passage of 

the bill; when s 

Mr, HENDERSON marved ta lay it on the table 


"Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays; which 
being ordered, were taken, and resulted in the neg- 
ative—yeas 14, nays 20. > a 
~ "The bill was then reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON remarked that some of the 
property involved in the bill was private property; 
and he was opposed to extending the right of pre- 
semption to it. -He therefore moved. to lay the bill 
‘on the table; which motion, after a few remarks by 
Mr. Bacpy, was agreed to... oF 33 

A message was received from the House, acceding 
to the proposition of the Senate for the appointment 
of a committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the civil and diplomatic 
and army appropriation bills. an , 

` The hour of 2! o’clock having arrived, the Senate 
took a recess till 45 o’clock. . 
Evenme Session, 44 o’clock, p. m. 

The Senate proceeded to the considération of ex- 
ecutive business; and remained thereon several hours, 
and then resumed legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
atea communication from the Treasury Department 
-in compliance with a resolution of the Senate. The 
purport not known. 

< The bill for the relief Walter S. Alexander and 
-others having been returned from the House with 
an amendment, was taken up, and the amendment 
was concurred in by the Senate. ` 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill making appropriation for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department hav- 
ing been returned from the House with amendments 
of that body to the amendments of the Senate, was 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. EVANS said he had examined the -amend- 
ments—some of which ought to be agreed to, and 
some of which should not be agreed to. Probably 
the most expeditious mode of adjusting the matter, 
was to disagree to the amendments of the House, 

< and ask for a conference. 

The motion was made, and agreed to, that a com- 

` mittee of conference be requested from the House; 

and. a committee of three on the part of the Senate 
‘was appointed by the Chair to meet in conference 
“such committee as might be appointed. 

The bill respecting the northern boundary of the 
State of Missouri having been returned from the 

` House with amendments, was taken up for conside- 
ration; when, . 

‘On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate con- 
curred in the first amendment of the House, and dis- 
agreed to the second; and, on his further motion, a 
committee of conference was asked from the 
House; and three conferees were appointed by the 
Chair on the part of the Senate, to meet such as 
might be appointed by the House, to take into con- 
sideration the disagreeing vote on this bill. 

The following bills from the House were then 
taken up, considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported to the Sonate, and finally passed, viz: 

The act for the relief of George W. Allen and 
Reuben Allen. 

The joint resolution, tendering the thanks of Con- 
gress to the British authorities at Gibraltar, and the 
commander, officers, and crew, of her Britannic 
Majesty’s ship, Malabar. 

The act for the relief of Gervis Foote. 

The act for the relief of William Hoag. 

The act for the relief of Isaac Fessenden. 

The act for the benefit of Thomas Hunter and 
Alexander Caldwell. 

The act for the relief of George W. Clark, Harris 
Cook, and John Brainard, 2d, of the State of Rhode 
Tsland. 

The act for the relief of True Putney and Hugh 
Riddle. [This was amended. ] 

The act granting a pension to Milly, an Indian 
woman of the Creek nation. [Amended on the mo- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs.] 

The act for the benefit of James Anderson of the 
Territory of Iowa. 

The joint resolution directing the Auditor of the 
Post Office Department to inquire as to the con- 
tract of Saltmarsh and Overton with the Post Office 
‘Department. 

The act for the relief of Samuel B. Folger. 

The act for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck. 

The act for the relief of George M. Jones. 

The act for the relief of John Frazier and George 
A, Trenholm. [Amended on the motion of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

‘The act for the relief of Lathrop Foster. 

The act for the benefit of Simeon Dennin, 
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The act for the relief of James Pepper and 
others. ; fg l 

The act granting a pension to Emanuel Shrofe. 

‘The act for the relief of Eaton Nance. - 

The act to authorize the entry of certain lands, 
occupied by the branch pilots of the -port of New 


“Orleans, and others of the State of Louisiana. 


The joint resolution authorizing Captain James 
Lowe to assign certain sections of land. 

The act for the relief of Ferguson and Reed. 

The act for the relief of John Sands. 

The act for the relief Richard Sneed. 

The act for the relief of Manlius V. Thompson, 
sole executor of Miles W. Dickey, deceased. 

The act for the relief of David Allspach. 

The act for the relief of Amos Proctor. 

The act for the relief of Harvey Heth. 

The act for the relief of William P. Duval. 

“Mr. WALKER, from the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill from the House entitled “an 
act to legalize the sales of certain lands made at the 
Chocchuma and Columbus land offices in the State 
of Mississippi.” 

Mr. EVANS, from the committee on the part of 
the Senate, appointed to meet the House committee 
in conference on the disagreeing. votes of the two 
Houses on the army appropriation bill, made a re- 
port, in which it was stated that the House had 
receded from all the amendments except one. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. EVANS, from the committee on conference 
on the part of the Senate upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, reported that the conferees on the 
part of the two Houses were unable to agree; and 
that the committee on the part of the Senate recom- 
mend that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
o let e House take the responsibility ofa defeat of 
the bill, 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved thatthe Senate recede 
from its amendments. 


Mr. EVANS said that was impossible. Most of 
the amendments of the Senate were indispensable, 
and could not be abandoned. He thought that if 
the Senate adhered to its amendments, the House 
would, rather than take the responsibility of defeat- 
ing the bill, acquiesce in the amendments or adopt 
some mode by which they would be enabled to set- 
tle the disagreement. 


Mr. HAYWOOD said it was a question of 
responsibility between the two Houses. It was a 
fearful: responsibility; for, if they took the course 
suggested, they might lose the appropriation bill 
altogether. That he might not incur any of that 
responsibility, he called for the yeas and nays. He 
moved to recede from the amendments of the Senate 
in which the House refused to concur. 


Mr. EVANS explained. He said he had no 
doubt, if the Senate adhered, there would be another 
committee of conference appointed. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said, to hazard an appropria- 
tion bill, was a fearful responsibility to encounter— 
a responsibility which he was not. willing to share. 

Messrs. WOODBURY and SEVIER said there 
were amendments which it was absolutely necessary 
should be insisted on. And if the Senate were to 
yield under the circumstances of the case, its inde- 
pendence would be entirely gone. The other House 
would absorb all the powers of legislation. They 
hoped the Senate would adopt the course recom- 
mendeg by the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
UYANS. 

At tits stage of the proceeding, Messrs. Jonn- 
son and McKay, who were conferees on the part 
of the House, were seen in conversation with Mr. 
Woonsury, who, in a few moments, remarked, 
that as there might he some probability of settling 
the difficulty, he moved thatthe conferees on the 
part of the Senate be permitted to withdraw their 
report, and to retire and hold another conference on 
the subject. 

; The motion was agreed to, and the committee re- 
tired. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the deed of George W. 
Allen and William Allen on the files of the 
Senate. 

The following bills from the House were then 
taken up as in committee whole, considered, re- 
ported to the Senate, read the third time, and pass- 
ed, viz: 

The act for the relief of Robert Monroe. 

The act for the relief of C. P. Sengstack, 


The act for the relief of Joseph Dillon, late assist- 
ant quartermaster general of the amg: 
The.act for the relief of Margaret Dougherty. 
The act for the relief of Henry S. Commager. 
The act explanatory of the treaty made with the 
Chippewa Indians at Saginaw, the 23d of June, 


1838. 


The act for the relief of Daniel W. Church. 

The act for the relief of Marcy Olds. : 

The act granting a pension to Bethea Healy, the 
widow of George Healy. 

The act for the relief of Alice Usher. _ 

The act for the relief of Asa Davis. 

The act for the relief of Mary Ann Linton. 

The act for the relief of George Wallis. 

The act for the relief of Hyacinth Lasselle. 

The act for the relief of Isaac S. Ketchum. 

The act for the relief of Isaac S. Ketchum, de- 
ceased. 

The act for the relief of the heirs of Ebenezer 
Moore. 

The act for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. Telfair. 

The act to amend the act entitled an act to reg- 
ulate arrests under mesne process in the District of 
‘Columbia, approved the Ist August, 1842. 

The act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Francis Cazeau, late merchant at Montreal. 

The act entitled an act concerning conveyances 
or devises of places of public worship in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The act to amend the act to incorporate the Alex- 
oe Canal Company, approved the 26th May, 
1830. 

The act entitled an act for repairing the roof of 
the court-house, in the city of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia. 

The act for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the fishing schooner Mary Francis. 

The act for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Privado. 

The act for the relief of Woodson Wren. 

The act for the relief of Abelard Guthrie. 

The act for the relief of Francis Christian and 
Madame Baptiste Berard. 

The act for the relief of Lund Washington. 

The act for the relief of Ann Hunter, the widow 
of Robert Hunter. 

The act for the relief of Solomon. Sturges, the 
assignee of Humphrey Richcreek. 

The act for the relief of John Trenholm, of the 
State of Maine. 

The act to enable the War Department to apply 
certain balances of appropriation, and for other pur- 
pee (Mr. Tarimance moved to amend this bill 

y inserting $21,000 to William D. Cheever, de- 
ceased, for losses sustained on treasury notes. It 
a ia on the ground that it was irrelevant to 
the bill. 

The act for the relief of John Baker, deceased; and 

The act for the relief of George Edmonson. 

Mr. MERRICK submitted a resolution to print 
20,000 copies of the report of Professor Johnson on 
the experiments made by him to test the qualities 
of coal, for the use of the Senate. Laid over one day 
under the rule. 

The act creating a new election district in Maine, 
and constituting Bangor, in the said district, a port of 
entry and delivery, was, on the motion of Mr. 
MERRICK, laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITE submitted a resolution that the com- 
pensation of Robert P. Anderson, messenger of the 
Senate, be $3 per day. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend this by adding 
that Lewis Sanders, P. Y. Page, Thomas Clark, 
and Benjamin Owens, be allowed the same pay and 
compensation as messengers of the Senate, to com- 
mence from the first day of the present session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved the following resolation; 
which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That there be paid to the chaplain of the Senate, 
and to the officers and messengers in the library of Con- 
gress, ont of the contingent fund of the Senate, and under 
the direction of ihe committce to audit and control the 


same, the amounts respectively that were allowed to them 
at the long session of the last Congress. 


The Senate, then, at the hour of 10 o’clock, p. m., 
went into the consideration of executive business, 
and remained therein till 3 o’clock, a. m., at which 
hour it adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, June 15, 1844. 
The minutes of yesterday were read in part, and adopted. 
UNITED. STATES BANK. & 
Mr. ELLIS asked permission to make a report from the 


Committee of Elections, and leave being given, he said that a 
memorial from the State of Missouri had been referred to the 
Committee of Elections, which prayed that a law might be 
passed by Congress, to ascertain the sense of the people on 
the subject of the constitutionality of the banks of the States 
under the authority of the States, and of a bank of the 
United States; and the committee had instructed him to 
make a report thereon. He therefore submitted a report 
in writing, to which were appended resolutions, which he 
‘hoped the House would adopt; he moved the adoption of 
the resolutions, and the printing ofthe report, and called for 
the previous question on that motion. 

Mr. CAUSIN asked if it was in order to move a call of the 
House. 

The Clerk, at the request of many members, read the 
resolutions which were appended to the report, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the election of Andrew Jackson in 1932, 
and of Martin Van Buren in 1836, the people of the United 
States declared uncompromising hostility to a bank of the 
United Ststes; and that the manifestation of such hostility 
was not impaired by the election of General Harrison in 
1840, under the public avowals made by him of his opinions 
in regard to a national bank, and under his association with 
the. candidate for the vice presidency, whose sentiments 
were known to be hostile to such an institution during his 
whele public life; and that there is ne reason to believe that 
public opinion on this question has changed since the elec- 
tion of General Jackson. 

Resolved, That a bank of the United States is, in its na- 
ture, hostile to the spirit of our institutions, and that its es- 
tablishment would be destructive to the interests and dan- 
gerous to the liberties of the people. 

My. J. W. DAVIS moved to lay the whole subject on the 
table, remarking that it was too late in the session to enter 
upona matter of that nature, when there were so many 
other measures calling for immediate attention. 

“My. SUMMERS inquired if the elections of Gen. Jackson, 
Mr, Van Buren, and Gen. Harrison, had been referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman from Indiana 
would withdraw his motion to lay on the table; premising 
that he would call for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

_ Mr. HUNT inquired if this report was made by the com- 
mittee unanimously. 

K ir: J. W. DAVIS withdrew his motion to lay on the 
able 

Mr. CAUSIN renewed it. 

Mr. HAMLIN called for the yeas and nays thereon, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. COBB moved a call of the House, and it was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and having called a 
few names, © 

Mr. VANCE moved that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with; and on that motion he called for the 
yeas and nays, and being ordered, they resulted thus: yeas 
112, nays 43. 

So the proceedings, under the call, were suspended. 

‘The previous qararan was then sustained, and the yeas 
and nays were taken on the adoption of the resolution, and 
resulted as follows—y eas 108, nays 60: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, Benton, Bid- 
lack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William 
J, Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cullom, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, 
Kicklin, Foster, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hammet, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hungerford, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave John- 
“son, Andrew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
McKay, J. Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Pollock, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, 
Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Thomas H. Seymour, D L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, ‘Wentworth, Weth- 
ered, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—108. , 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Fish, Flor- 
ence, Foot, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Mellvaine, Marsh, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Patterson, Peyton, Phe- 
nix, Preston, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rodney, Rogers, 
Sample, Schenck, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B 
Smith, Stephens, Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—60. 


So the resolution was adopted. 2 

Mr. DOUGLASS desired to vote in the affirmative; but, as 
he was not in the House when his name was called, he was 
not allowed to do so. 

Mr. STEENROD moved a reconsideration of the vote 
just taken, to prevent any such action hereafter. The mo- 
tion was entertained, and it was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked leave to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, Thatin the purchase of books for members of 
the House, in pursuance of the resolution adopted yester- 
‘day, directing the clerk to purchase ceriain hooks from 
Géles & Seaton and Blair & Rives, said clerk is hereby di- 
rected to give no more for the same amount of printed mat- 

; terhe may -purchase from Gales & Seaton, than he gives to 
Blair & Rives for books purchased of them. 

Mr. WHITE and others objected to the reception of the 
resolution. . 

Mr. HOUSTON moved for a suspension of the rales, to 
enable him to offer it, and demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question, which were accordingly ordered; and the 
question being taken, it was decided in the negative, (there 
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as follows: 7 


YEAS—Messrs, Arrington, Barringer, Benton, Bidlack 
James Black, ‘James A. Black, Blackwell Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhooff, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Jeremiah. E. Cary, Shepherd, Cary, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cullom, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dillinghem, Douglass, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Hammet, Henley, „Herrick, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Wubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew _ 


Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lyon,.McClelland, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Matthews, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
hey, Owen, Parmenter, Pollock, Pratt, Purdy, Reding, 
Relfe, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wiliams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, 
and Yost—-95. cee i 

NAYS—Messrs, Abbot, Ashe, Baker, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah _ Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
Giddings, W. Green, Hardin, Harper, Holmes, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
McIlvaine, Marsh, Mosely. Nes, Newton, Patterson, Pey- 
ton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rhett- 
Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Albert Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Summers, Thomasson, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, and Wil, 
liam Wright—é3. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

My. C. J. INGERSOLL referred to a memorial that was 
presented some days since, by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] from ‘certain citizens of Philadel- 
phia, praying for an alteration of the naturalization laws, and 
which was laid onthe table. Having received several let- 
ters on ths subject from his constituents, he went to the 
clerk’s office to look at the memorial, but found that it hed 
been withdrawn by the gentleman who presented it. He 
had supposed that when a. paper was laid on the table, it 
was in the custody of the officers of the House, and could 
not be withdrawn without leave of the House. He would 
respectfully ask of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether that memorial was in his possession, and whether 
he would restore it to the House, so that he might have an 
opportunity of examining it. 

Fe The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman made any mo- 
jon. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he was inquiring for a paper 
which was said by the journal of the House to be on the 
table, and was, therefore, supposed to be in the charge of 
the presiding officer. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had presented the memorial referred 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and it was, as 
stated, laid on the table. He had also presented two other 
memorials on the same subject, which, the House refusing 
to receive, he had laid on the Clerk’s table, under the rules, 
and referred it to the Committee on the Judiciary; and it 
was in consequence of that disposition of these last men- 
tioned memorials, that he had withdrawn, with the consent 
of the Clerk, the first presented by him, for the purpose of 
giving it the same direction. He now moved to refer it to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER remarked that when a proposition was 
once laid on the table, it was out of the power of any mem- 
per to withdraw it; and no motion in reference to it could 
be entertained without a vole of two-thirds. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iask that the paper be taken from the ta- 
ble, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in order. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the general consent of the House to 
make the reference. 

Several objections having been made— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he would be perfectly willing 
to have the memorial referred to the Cormmittce on the Ju- 
diciary. All he wanted was to have an opportunity of pe- 
rusing it, : 

Mr. ADAMS moved to suspend the rules, to enable him to 
submit the motion; which was agreed to, and the memorial 
wasthen referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER then seid that the first business in order 
was the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr, PERLEY 
B. Jorxson,] to reconsider the vote on passing the bill for 
the adjustment of land titles in Arkansas, Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, and Missouri, on which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr Wuirr] had appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, deciding the motion to be in order. 

Mr. WHITE then stated the grounds on which he had ta- 
ken his appeal, viz: that the bill was not in the possession 
of the House when the motion for reconsideration was 
made. Mr. W. then proceeded to argue the pont raised by 
him at length. 

Mr. DROMGOGLF replied to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Wrrtr,}and said he should move that a mes- 
sage be sent to the Senate, apprizing that body, that a mo 
tion of reconsideration was pending in this House, and 
respectfully requesting that the billbe returned. He then 
moved the previous question. i 

‘The SPEAKER entered into some explanations, and then 
put the question on the motion for the previous question, 
andit was sustained. , 

The House sustained the judgment of the Chair, from 
which an eppeal had been taken. i, S 

Mr. DROMGOOLE offered the resolution of which he had 
given notice. 

A long conversation ensued; an appeal was taken from 
a decision of the Chair by Mr. WHITE; and, on a division, 
the Chair was sustained, and Mr. DromgooLE’s motion was 
agreed to. $ ; 

The question next recurred on the motion to reconsider, 
on which the yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, 
resulted as follows—yeas 91, nays 77. 

So the reconsideration was agreed to. 


The question now recurred on the passage of the bill; but $ 


not being two-thirds in the affirmative,)—yeas 96, nays 63, “no repl 


; sopived to the message seni 
ate; and on the motion of Mr. (FICKEN, ‘the: further ‘cou- 
sideration of the subject was postponed for one hours: + : 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, [Mr. 
Horxins in the chair,] and took up the naval appro priation 
bill, which had. come back from the Senate with: some 
amendments, which were acted upon. > : 

The amendment of the Senate in relation to. the construc- 
tion of a dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York, was debated by 
Messrs. S. CARY, MURPHY, PARMENTER, RATHBUN, 
PHOENIX, and J. R. INGERSOLL; when ; 

- Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS moved that tle committee rise, 
for the purpose of offering a resolution to terminate the de- 
pate. . ý 

This motion being rejected, ` 

The question was then taken on concurring in the amend- 
ment, and decided in the negative—ayes 55, noes 72. 

The amendment in relation to the dry-dock at Pen 
sacola was next considered; and after some remarks from 
Messrs. BLACK, McKAY, PARMENTER, LEVY, aud 
SCHENCK, A 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee rise. for the pur- 
pose of offering a resolution to terminate the debate. 

This motion being adopted, the committee rose and re- 
ported progress; when 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution providing that all debate 
on the bill in Committee of the Whole should cease in five 
minutes after going into committee again; and that the 
committee should then proceed to vote on the pending 
amendments. 

- This resolution being adopted, 5 

On motion by Mr. McKAY, the House agan resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and resumed the consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The question was then put on concurring in the amend- 
mend in relation to the Jry-dock at Pensacola, and re- 
jected. ` 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS offered a resolution, directing the Pre 
sident to cause au examination of the navy harbor at Phila- 
delphia, with a view to ascertain the practicability of 
constructing a dry-dock there: rejected. ae 

The amendment of the Senate coming up, striking out the 
proviso of the House, discontinuing the spirit ration and pro- 
hibiting the flog sing of the sailors, was read. A 

Mr. WELLER called for a division of the question- He 
was in favor of the spirit ration, but opposed to fogging. 

The question was taken on the first branch of the amend- 
ment, and it was concurred in—ayes 58--noes 57. 

The question was taken on the second branch of the 
amendment, and it was also concurred in—-ayes 63—noe 68. 

The remaining amendments were disagreed to. 4 he 
committee then rose and reported the bill to the House. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question on the bill, and 
it was sustained by the House. P , j 

On the motion of Mr.McKAY, the civil’and diplomatic, and 
the army appropriation bills were taken up, they havin 
come from the Senate with a proposition for a committee o 
conference, The House agreed to insist on its amendments, 
and a committee was appointed on the part of the House to 
meet a committee of conference appointed on the part of the 
Senate. 

The House resumed the consideration of the amendments 
of the Committee of the Whole on the naval appropriation 
bill, on the question of concurrence, in which it was inter- 
rupted by the arrival of the hour fixed for the House to take 
a recess. 


had been. receive 


EVENING SESSION. 


At 4 o'clock the SPEAKER called the House to 
order, and stated the pending question to be on con- 
curring with the amendments of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union to the naval 
appropriation bill. , . 

On the amendment of the Senate in relation to 
the abolition of corporal punishment, 


Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and resulted—yeas 54, nays 87. 

So the House non-concurred with the Senate m 
its amendment, by which the provision for the abo- 
lition of whipping was stricken from the bill. ' 

All the ater amendments of the Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in by the House. 

The bill to adjust land titles in Louisiana and the 
States, having come back from the Senate, as re- 
quested by the House this morning, it was next 
taken up, and after some debate, in which part was 
taken by Messrs. HAMLIN, SLIDELL, CAVE 
JOHNSON, and others, a proposition was made 
by its friends to eviscerate 4 of some w Me Pelee 
tionable features by general consent. hat being 
objected to, it watt motion of Mr. SLIDELL, 
recommitted to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, with instructions so to amend it. 


Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back “An act for the relief of Wal- 
ter S. Alexander and others,” with an amendment, 
which was concurred it, and the bill was read a third 
time and passed. nh i 

The House next took up the joint resolution on 
the subject of funding money due to the Choctaw 
Indians, now in the State of Mississippi. W 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment providing 
that in no case shall any allowance be made exceed- 
ing 15 per cent, of the amount due the claimants, to 


agents. . 


-Thè -pi vions qhestion being seconded, and the 
ain quéstion-ordered, -== : oe as 
Mhe question was faken on the amendment, and it 

was. adopted. A > 

" The question was then put on the engrossment of 
the resolution, resulting in—ayes 66, noes 35. 

- No quorum voting, tellers were called for, and or- 
dered, and. Messrs. Hoare and Perron were ap- 
pointed; who; on taking the count, reported—ayes 
66, noes: 60. : 

-8o the resolution. was ordered ‘to be engrossed. 

The, question then being on the passage of the 


bill 

` Mr. C. JOHNSON made a brief explanation, af- 
ter which, he moved the previous question; but 
withdrew it at the request of nt ois , 

Mr. THOMPSON, who, after a brief explanation, 
moved to reconsider the vote on ordering the en- 
grossment, so as to offer an-amendment to the res- 
olution. 

The reconsideration was accordingly ordered, 
when: : ` 

Mr. THOMPSON moved. tó amend the resolu- 
tion, by directing the board of commissioners to act 
in conjunction with the district judge of Mississippi, 
and the district attorney for the western district of 
Mississippi. Mr. T. then moved the previous ques- 
tion; but withdrew itat the request of 

_ Mr. TUCKER, who also made a brief explana- 
tion: in opposition. 

„Mr. W.J. BROWN moved the previous ques- 
tion; which being seconded, and the main question 
ordered, : : 

The question was first taken on the amendment; 
which being agreed to, the resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 
< Mr. TUCKER called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the resolution; which, being ordered, 
the question was taken, and decided in the negative 
yeas 76, nays 85. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. J. A. WRIGHT moved to suspend the rules 
to'go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to take up the bill of the Senate No. 35, 
‘Making appropriations for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road. 

Objection being made, 

Tellers were appointed, and the question was ta- 
‘ken, and decided in the negative—ayes 49, noes 66. 

So the bill was not taken up. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, asked leave: to report back the bill 
for the adjustment of land titles in the States of 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Missouri, 
with amendments, as instructed by the House, 

Mr. VANCE objected. 

Mr. WELLER moved to suspend to rules. 

Mr. DICKEY called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; when 

Mr. SLIDELL withdrew his motion. 

The bill to establish a naval depot at Memphis, 
in the State of Tennessee, was taken up as reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMMET moved the previous question, 
but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. THOMPSON, who observed that, when 
this bill was under consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole, he offered an amendment to it; and, 
being called out of the hall, he found that the bill 
had been reported in his absence, without any ques- 
tion being taken on his amendment. He wished to 
know of the Clerk what had become of that amend- 
ment; and he would inquire of the Chair how it 
was that the Committee of the Whole could report 
a bill with an amendment pending, without taking 
a vote upon it. 

The CHAIR said that the question was settled by 
the committee when they made the report. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON now offered the amendment 
which he offered when this bill was in Committee of 
the Whole, the intent and purport of which was, 
that a commission be appointed to make a survey 
for the purpose of ascertaining the most favorable 
site on the Mississippi river for the naval depot. 

Mr. HAMMET' addressed the House at some 
length on the question involved in the subject under 
consideration. He gave a description of the pro- 
posed locality at Memphis, to show that it was not 
calculated for the purpose designed, and advocated 
the amendment of his colleague. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON replied. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON and Mr. ASHE also took 
part in the debate, the latter gentleman concluding 


with a motion for the previous question i 
l: ‘ which was 
sustained by the House, 3 i 


.Trompson,] and resulted as follows: yeas 49, nays 
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“The yeas and nays were ordered on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 


113. 

So the amendment was rejected. a a 

The bill was then ordered tobe réad a third time, 
when 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 

uestion was taken on the passage of the bill, and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 48. 

Mr. McCLERNARD moved to suspend the rules 
for the House to resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on. the state of the Union; which mo- 
tion, was decided in the negative—ayes 61, noes 66. 

Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer a resolution 
to give to the chaplain, pages, and messengers of the 
House the same extra compensation that has been 
allowed by the Senate to their chaplain, pages, and 
messengers at the present session. 

The resolution being objected to by several, 

Mr. WELLER moved a suspension of the rules; 
which motion was lost—ayes 65, noes 45, there 
not being a majority of two-thirds. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the joint resolution for funding the money 
due to the Choctaw Indians now in the State of 
Mississippi. Mr. T. said he voted with the major- 
ity under a misapprehension. 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks in favor of the 
resolution. He concluded by moving the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be put. The main question 
was the motion to reconsider, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and resulted thus—yeas 67, 
nays 76. 

So the motion to reconsider was negatived. 

On the motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the 
House resolved to insist on its amendments to the 
naval appropriation bill, and appointed a committee 
of conference thereon, consisting of Messrs. Mc- 
Kay, Parmenter, and CHAPMAN. 

Mr. DUNCAN offered a resolution to admit la- 
dies to the floor of the House during the residue of 
the session; which led to some excitement and re- 
peated divisions. 

Mr. DUNCAN said, at length, that afier that 
display of “gallantry,” he would withdraw the mo- 
tion, and it was withdrawn accordingly. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of Union, (Mr. Wix- 
THROP in the chair,) and, f 

On the motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, took upa bill 
from the Senate entitled “An act concerning the Su- 
preme Court of the United States.” 

The object of this bill is to change the time of 
holding this court from January to December, in 
each year. It was considered and laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 

The committee next took up the act from the Sen- 
ate for the continuation of the Cumberland road in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. It pro- 
posed to appropriate $100,000 for the continuation 
of the road in Ohio, $150,000 in Indiana, and $150,- 
000 in Illinois; and amendments had been reported 
from a committee by which these appropriations 
were designed to be reduced one-half. 

_ Mr. DROMGOOLE made some remarks in rela- 

tion to this bill. i 

Mr. FICKLIN replied with some warmth, though 
briefiy, the hour he said, being so late, and the time 
remaining so short; but he insisted that the new 
States had received less from the general govern- 


ment proportionally than any other States in this 
Union. He averred that the State of the gentleman 
who had just sat down, [Mr. Dromcoors,] had re- 
ceived very large aid by expenditures from the gen- 
eral government; he could show that millions had 
been expended at Gosport in Virginia, at Harper’s 
Ferry, and at other points; and he contended that 
the new States were entitled to more consideration 
than it appeared there was a disposition to extend 
to them. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made a few observations in 
explanation. 

_Mr. McDOWELL moved that the committee 
rise; and after some remarks from Mr. HAMLIN 
Mr. SCHENCK, and others, the committee rose, 
and reported the bill in relation to the United States 
Supreme Court to the House, and progress on the 
Cumberland road bill. 

Mr. McKAY asked to be excused from serving 
on the committee of conference on the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill: agreed to. 

The SPEAKER communicated to the House a 
message from the President of the United States: 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. i 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved to postpone the previ- 
ous orders, so as to take up the bill to renew the 
charters of the banks of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. JONES of Tennessee called for the yeas and 
nays. 

My. DROMGOOLE inquired whether it was the 
intention of the gentleman to take up abillin favor 
of corporations, in p?eference to a bill relating to the 
rights of the people of the District. E 

On motion by Mr. W. J. BROWN, two addi- 
tional members were added to the Committee on 

Enrolled Bills. : 

The question recurring on Mr. CAMPBELL’S mo~- 
tion 

Mr. WELLER inquired if it would not require a 
vote of two-thirds to carry it. 

The CHAIR said that it would not. 

Mr. WELLER remarked that it was a question 
of priority of business. It was taking up this bill 
in preference to all those that were before it. 


The CHAIR said that if the gentleman persisted 
in his objections, he could require the question on 
ostponement to be teken on each bill separately; 
Pat the motion to postpone was ciearlyin order. 
The Chair would however remark that it would 
take no more time to pass the bills than to postpone 
them. 
Several members called for taking up the bills in 
their regular order. i 
The following bills, returned with amendments 
from the Senate, were then taken up, and the amend- 
ments concurred in. 
The bili to provide for the armed occupation of 
Florida. i 
The bil making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of Florida. 
The bill to authorize the issue of land patents in 
district, in the Territory of Florida. 
The bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of Iowa. 
The bill providing for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Key West, in the Territory of Florida. 
he bill to establish certain post routes in the Ter- 
ritory of Florida. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH offered a resolution to 
terminate debate on the Cumberland road bill in five 
minutes after the House should resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, and moved the previous 
question: 

Mr. HARDIN rose and claimed the floor. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion for the pre- 
vious question by the gentleman from Illinois had 
precedence. 

Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which motion was decided in the nega- 
tive-~yeas 82, nays 84, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Arrington, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James 
A. Black, Boyd, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clinch, 
Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Del- 
let, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Ellis, Farlee, Fish, French, 
Goggin, Byram Green, Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubbell, Hungerford, Jenks, G. W. 
Jones, Preston King, Lumpkin, McConnell, McIlvaine, 
Moseley, Newton, Patterson, Payne, Phænix, Pollock, Rath- 
bun, David S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, Robinson, Rodney, 
Russell, Saunders, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, 
Albert Smith, Spence, Stetson, John Stewart, Strong, Sum- 
mers, Sykes, Taylor, Wheaton, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—82., 

NAYS—Messrs, Barnard, Blackwell, Bowlin, Brinker- 
hoff, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Carroll, Causin, 
Chilton, Cranston, Cullom. Dana, Garrett Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Gouglass, Dun- 
can, Elmer, Ficklin, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Perley B. Jobnson, 
Andrew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lu- 
cas, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, MeCleHand, McClernand, 
MeDowell, Marsh, Joseph Morris, Morse, Nes, Owen, 
Peyton, Emery D. Potter, Preston, Relfe, Roberts, Rock: 
well, Rogers, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Severance, John 
T. Smith; Thomas Smith, Caley B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, Thomasson, ibbatts, Tilden, 
Tacker, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Went- 
worth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, Jo- 
seph A. Wright, and Yost—s4, 

The previous question being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

The question was put on the adoption of the reso- 
lution and decided in the affimative—ayes 94, noes 
65 


Mr. NEWTON begged leave to introduce a reso- 
lution for the purpose of allowing to Mr. Goggin 
his expenses while contesting the seat of Mr. Gil- 
mer, of Virginia. 


“Objections were made in various parts of the 
House. ; 


Mr. FICKLIN moved a suspension of the rules l 


for the purpose of getting in the resolution, on 
which the yeas and nays were called and ordered; 
and being taken, resulted thus: yeas 88, nays 70, 
being less than a majority of two-thirds; and there- 
fore the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved that. the House 
yesolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
‘state of the Union. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the House do now 
adjourn, (it was now half-past 10 o’clock;) and on 
this motion the yeas and nays were called, and being 
taken, resulted thus: yeas 14, nays 144. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. P. KING said if gentlemen would neither 
attend in their places nor adjourn, he would move a 
call of the House. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were called for 
and ordered. 

Mr. STEENROD protested against these motions 
for the purpose of obstructing the public business. 

The vote was then taken, and resulted in yeas 83, 
nays 127. 

Mr. SEYMOUR of New York offered a resolu- 
tion that the persons employed by the House be 
paid the same compensation as persons in similar 
employments in the Senate have been paid. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked if it was in order 
to move a suspension of the rules while his motion 
to suspend the rules was pending. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion of. the gen- 
Heman from Illinois had precedence. 

Mr. NORRIS moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was decided in the negative—yeas 74, 
nays 124. 

- The question recurring on the motion to suspend 
the rules made by the gentleman from Illinois, | Mr. 
Ropert Smuiry,} 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. STEENROD submitted that the motion was 
not in order—as a call of the House had just been 
moved and refused by a full vote, and repeated mo- 
tions had been made to adjourn without effect. He 
called on the House to sustain the parliamentary 
rule; and carry on the business of the House. 

The CHAIR said that as a call of the House had 
just been refused, and as there was evidently a quo- 
rum present, his opinion was, that a motion for a 
call of the House was not in order. 


Mr. BURKE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

Mr. McKAY, from the committee of conference, 
said that that committee would be prepared to report 
on the army bill as soon as they heard from the 
Senate, which must act first on the report of the 
committee, 

Mr. STEENROD moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. McCONNELL called for the yeas and nays, 
but they were not ordered. . 

A message being received from the Senate stating 
that that body had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the army bill, . 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House concur in 
said report. : 

Objections were made to that mouon by several, 
and =~ 

The CHAIR decided it was not in order. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved an adjournment, but 
it was negatived. . 

The SPEAKER then stated that the question re- 
curred on the motion to lay the appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair on the table, and it was carried in 
the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and resulted thus— 
yeas 60, nays 99, as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Ashe, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Augustus A. 


Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Dawson, Dean, 
Dickey, Douglass, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fos- 
` ter; Hardin, Harper, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 


James B, Hunt, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Ly- 
on, MeCauslen, McClelland, McClernand, Mcllvaine, Jo- 
„seph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Owen, Patterson, 


i 
i 
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Peyton, Phoenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, &mery D: Pot 
ter, Rogers, Schenck, J. T.. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
pepe enter Sraith, “Steenrod, Sykes, Tibbatts, Til- 
ny » Vinton. er, i Op; s 
Joseph A: Wright. 60. , Wentworth, Winthrop; and 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Barnard, Bayley, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, J. A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, J E. Cary, S. Cary, Catlin, Causin, R. Chapman, 
Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Elmer, Farlee, French, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hungerford, Charles J. Ingersoll, Josep! 
R. Ingersoll, Jenks, George W. Jones, John P. Kennedy, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 


| Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McConnell, McKay, 


Marsh, Edward J, Morris, Newton, Norris, Parmenter, 
Payne, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rodney, St. John, Saunders, Sev- 
erance, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Albert Smith, 
Spence, Stetson, John Stewart, Strong, Summers, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tucker, Tyler, Wethered, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, and Woodward—99. 

So the motion was negatived. 

_ The President’s private secretary reported a long 
list of bills which had received the President?s ap- 
proval and signature. 

_On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House in- 
sisted on its amendments to the appropriation bill 
for the Indian department; and a committee of con- 
ference was appointed. 

Mr. McKAY made a report from the committee 
of conference on the army bill, and moved that the 
House concur in the report; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARMENTER made a report from the com- 
mittee of conference on the navy appropriation bill. 

After afew words from Messrs. HALE, E. J. 
BLACK, and SCHENCK, the previous question 
was moved, and sustained by the House. 

On the question of concurrence in the report of 
the committee of conference, the yeas and nays 
were called for, but not ordered; and the report was 
then concurred in. 

Mr. McK AY made a report from the committee 
of conference on the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill, 

The question recurring on agreeing to the report 
of the committee, 

Mr. G. W. JONES inquired of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means whether the ap- 
propriation to purchase the banking-house of the old 
Bank of the United States was one of those under 
consideration. 

Mr. McKAY said thatit was. 

Mr. McCONNELL called for the reading of the 
report. 

Mn. DROMGOOLE said that, if they did not 
purchase this building, they would probably have, 
in a few years, to build a custom-house at as great a 
cost as those of Boston and New York. This build- 
ing was suited for the purpose, and was admitted 
onall hands to be a good bargain. The government 
had now to.pay $1,500 a year rent for a post-office, 
and this building would answer for a post-office as 
well as a custom-house. 

Mr. G. W. JONES then called for the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered; and 

The report of the commitlee was agreed to. 

LAND TITLES. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been recommitted the 
bill to provide for the adjustment of land titles in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Missouri, re- 
ported said bill with certain amendments, made in 
conformity with the instructions of the House; and 
the said amendments being agreed to, the bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 

? FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. FISH, from the select committee appointed to 
inqnire whether any deputy postmasters had violated 
the franking privileges of members of Congress, made 
a report, accompanied by a resolution, that so much 
of the regulations of the Post Office Department as 
provides that the franking privilege of members of 
Congress could be used at but one place at a time, 
and so much of said regulations as authorizes the 
deputy postmasters to disfiguve or mutilate the 


franks of members of Congress, are violations of the | 


law, and of their franking privileges: laid on the ta- 


oem. ATKINSON moved to suspend the rules to 
go into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill for the relief of certain contract- 
ors of the government; which motion was nega- 
ce motion by Mr. VINTON, the bill in relation 
to the Supreme Court of the United States was ta- 
ken up, read the third time, and passed. 


693; 


~. The: amendments: of the Senate to the folowing 
bills. were severally concurred in: 0 oo tsi gisa 

The bill for the relief of George Sands... 

The bill for the relief of Ferguson & Reed. 

The bill for-the relief of John Frazier and Georg 
Tredgold. k 
_ The bill granting a pension to Milly, a Creek 
woman; and daughter of the Prophet Francis. 

The bill respecting the northern boundary of the 
State of Missouri. i 

The bill to recharter the District banks was an 
nounced by the CHAIR as the next bill in order. 

_ Mr. McCONNELL moved that the House ad- 
journ: rejected. 

Mr. McKAY, from the committee of conference, 
made a report on the Indian appropriation bill; 
which report was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON insisted on proceeding with 
the bills on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER said that the District banks bill 
was first in order. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the House ad- 
journ, and called for the yeas and nays; but the yeas 
and nays were not ordered, and the motion to ad- 
journ was negatived. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to postpone the bank 
bill for one hour, in order to go on with the bills on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the House adjourn; which 
motion was negatived. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved a call of the 
House, and called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the House adjourn; and 
the yeas and nays being. ordered, the question was 
decided in the negative—ycas 64, nays 82. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a call of the 
House. 

The CHAIR said that a call of the House had 
been moved, and the yeas and nays ordered on the 
question. 

Mr. McCLELLAND asked if, should the rules 
be suspended, it would be competent for the House 
to act on private bills in preference to the bank bil]. 

The CHAIR said that private bills would have 
preference, because this was Saturday, and one of 
days set apart for the consideration of private bills. 

r. VANCE said that it was not Saturday, but 
Sunday, [it being half past 2 o’clock in the morn- 


ing. 

h. BARNARD appealed from the decisidn of 
the Chair, and said there was another point of 
order, which he would raise, before putting the ques» 
tion on that. 

The CHAIR said he would entertain but one 
point of order at a time. 

Mr. BARNARD said there was another, and a 
privileged motion, which he should make, and that 
was that the Speaker be called to take the chair. 

The CHAIR said he would entertain no such mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked if it would be in order 
to move a call of the House. : 

The CHAIR said it would not. 

The question was then put on the motion to ad- 
journ, and was decided in the affirmative—yeas 74, 
nays 57, at half past 3 o’clock, and 

The House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporter by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Three petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia county, asking an extension of the naturaliza- 
tion to 21 years. A $ 

By Mr. JOHN T. SMITH: The petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying for such alteration of the naturaliza- 
tion laws, as will require a residence of 21 years in the 
United States as a prerequisite to naturalization. 

By Mr. OWEN: ‘The memorial of Peter Miley and others, 
citizens of Indiana, praying that Great Britain have notice 
that the joint occupation of Oregon shail cease. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: The resolutions of a meeting of 
citizens of Sumter district, South Carolina, favorable to the 
annexation of Texas to the United States. 

By Mr. BURT: The resolutions of a public meeting of the 
citizens of Abbeville district, South Carolina, in favor of 
the immediate annexation of Texas, and against the tariff of 
1842. 


SENATE CHamMBer, June 16, 1844. 


Messrs. Bram & Rives: In the brief sketch which your 
reporter has given of my remarks on Thursday evening, on 
the proposition to pay the National Institute $4,000 “for de- 
fraying the expenses incurred by it in taking care of the 
public property and collections in its charge,” he has 
throughout entirely mistaken my meaning. } objected to 
that appropriation because it would establish a kind of-pait- 


nership between the governmeut:and the institute which I 
supposed would be injurious to both; and also because the 
allowance ofso large a sum as $4,000, not for the purchase of 
the property, as your reporter has it, but for merely taking 
éaye.of this property for a single year, was extravagant. It 
was in this connection IJ said that within my own knowledge 
three able professors who conducted a most respectable col- 
lege in the interior of Pennsylvania, did not altogether re- 
seive more than-$4,500 in salaries, T spoke as I felt, in the 
most respectful terms of the National Institute and its mem- 
ers. $ 
aT Yours, very respectfully, 
: i JAMES BUCHANAN. 


3 a IN SENATE. 

Moxpay, June 17, 1844. 
, On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the reading of the 
journal was dispensed with. : 
« Mr. SEVIER offered á joint resolution to change 
the hour for the adjournment of Congress, from 12 
o'clock to 4, 

The resolution was adopted. 

-: Mr. CHOATE presented a petition against the 
annexation of Texas to the United States. It was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the joint resolu- 
tions of the legislature of Connecticut om the sub- 
festa of the tariff, the annexation of Texas to the 

nited States, and the French spoliations prior to 
1800.' They were laid on the table, “and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented the memorial of a 
large number of the citizens of the city of Wash- 
ington, remonstrating against the bill of the House 
for the regulation of mesne process and imprison- 
ment for debt in the District of Columbia; it was 
laid on the table. 

The several ad verse reports of standing committees, 
lying on the table for the action of the Senate, were 
taken up, and the reports were concurred in. 

Mr. BATES moved to postpone the previous or- 
ders for the purpose of taking up the House pen- 
sion bill, (No. 7,) with a view of commemoratin 
this anniversary of the battle of Bunker Hill, (ith 
June,) by doing something for the widows of revo- 
lutionary soldiers, whose popes had been deferred 
by the failure of another bill in the House, action 
on which was now out of the question. 

The previous orders were accordingly suspended, 
and.the bill was taken up for consideration, as in 
committee of the whole. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, all after the enacting 
clause was stricken out, and a substitute was insert- 
ed, in which provision was made for the payment of 
the pensions of those widows for four years from 
March, 1844. 

The bill was then reported back; the amendments 
were concurred in, and ordered to be engrossed; and 
that being done, the bill was read a third time, and 
passed. 
~ Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported adversely on memorials referred to it: con- 
curred in. ; 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the vote ‘adopting 
the joint resolution suspending the adjournment of 
Congress till 4 o’clock, was reconsidered, and the 
resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. TAPPAN called up the joint resolution pro- 
viding that the use of the plates of the maps of the 
exploring expedition should be allowed for the pub- 
lic benefit, and it was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. EVANS rose to move that the Committee 
on Finance should be discharged from the considera- 
tion of all matters referred to it and not reported 
upon; but before putting that question, he would, 
in the absence of any other business, account for 
the fact that no general report was made by that 
committee in reference to communications and sug- 
gestions from the Treasury Department calling for 
the-action of Congress in relation to outstanding 
treasury notes, and the portion of the public debt 
falling due on the Ist of J. anuary next. The 
committee had considered all this maturel y in 
connection with the financial condition of the 
overnment up to the close of the current 
scal year; and had come to the conclusion 
that no action of Congress was necessary this ses- 
sion on the subject, as the debt to be paid in Jana- 
ary next would be amply provided for in the sur- 
plus which the treasury would have on hand at 
that time. Mr. E. went into a minute statistical de- 
tail of the condition of the finances, stating that 1843 
and 1844 was the first year of the new tarifin which 
its effects could fairly be tested, and that the result 
had exceeded even his most sanguine expectations. 
The surplus: nowin. the treasury was upwards of 
five millions and a half; which, by the end of the 
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month, would be swelled to seven millions, and by 
the Ist of January next to ten millions; so that the 
portion of the public debt then falling due, (45,672,- 
976;) with a million for treasury notes to be redeem- 
ed then also, and a million and a quarter next year, 
making in all $8,000,000, would leave a surplus still 
in the treasury of $2,000,000 after the Ist of Janu- 
ary next. The basis of his calctilation for this surplus 
of $10,000,000 was as follows: The receipts from cus 
toms for the current fiscal year are $25,612,000; thatis, 
actual receipts of eleven months, ascertained, $23,- 
312,541; and the present month, estimated, $2,300,- 
000; which, with the public lands and receipts from 
miscellaneous sources, would make the whole ine 
come of the year- $27,673,000. The expenditures 
of eleven months have been $18,374,371, and for 
June would be $1,800,000—making $20,000,000 in 
round numbers, and leaving a surplus of $7,612,000 
at the end of the current fiscal year. He estimated 
the receipts from customs for the half year from 
lst July to Ist January next, at $14,000,000; and 
from other sources at more than three and three- 
quarter millions—making in all, $17,796,000. If 
to this be added the receipts of the current half year, 
(from Ist January, 1844 to Ist July,) the receipts 
of the ealendar year will be $31,659,249; and al- 
lowing for the expenses of Congress and appropria- 
tions not taken into account, a million and a half 
half more for the coming half year, than for this 
half year, the expenditures of the calendar year 
will be $21,760,529; which, deducted from the re- 
ceipts, will leave nearly $10,000,000 in the treasury 
to meet the portion of the loan then payable, and 
the treasury notes falling due, altogether amounting 
to $8,000,000 as before stated; showing a net surplus 
of $2,000,000, instead of a larger deficit. 

The public debt, on the 3d of July last, had 
been returned at $35,265,000; but this was too much 
by $7,000,000, because $11,000,000 for treasury 
notes had been included, though provision was 
made for the transfer of $7,000,000 to the loan; and 
when these came to be adjusted in the succeeding 
month, the real debt was only $25,565,127; which 
had been decreased during the last year to $23,391,- 
044. After the surplus revenue has paid off the 
debt falling due in January, there will be but fifteen 
and one-third millions outstanding, part falling due 
in 1853, and part in 1863: so that there can be no 
danger of any embarrassment, unless some disturb- 
ance of our foreign relations was to take place, 
which he did not apprehend. Any disturbance, 
however, with even the most petty foreign nation, 
would cause a derangementof all these anticipations. 
In this statement he trusted he had shown that, un- 
der the tariff of 1842, all his predictions had been 
more than realized. He referred to all he had said 
on this head in his speech in reply to the senator 
from South Carolina last January. In short, the 
tariff had been so productive, that he was beginning 
to have some apprehensions that there would be 
rather too much surplus—a thing he had no desire 
to see. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he rose to state his con- 
currence in the report made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance; but not for the same rea- 
sons. Mr. W. believed that there might be money 
enough in the treasury on the Ist of January next 
to pay the amonnt of debt then falling due. He 
did not, however, think there would be a balance as 
large as ten millions. As most of the treasury notes 
ont were on large interest, their payment was not 
likely to be pressed; and hence, as we could get 
along without renewing and extending the other 
loan in time of peace, he trusted the debt soon be- 
coming due could and would be entirely extin- 
guished. 

He would not, at this late hour, detain the Senate 
but a minute longer in stating why he did not an- 
ticipate so large a balance. 

The chief reason was, that the increase in our 
revenue from customs arose from a great change in 
the markets, commerce, and industry of this coun- 
try and Europe towards the close of the calendar 
year 1843. It sprung from the opening of new mar- 
kets in Asia, and in the increased demand everywhere 
to supply deficiencies that had arisen under the 
severe depressions of business that had continued 
for some years. It was the return of the tide in 
trade, as inevitable as the laws which govern the 
ocean tides themselves, arising from the great laws 
of commerce, and supply and demand, and by no 
means from the new tariff of August, 1842, as seem- 

ed to be the idea of thechairman. It would change 
and fluctuate according. to those laws. If it had 
arisen from that tariff, then, in truth, it might cone 


committee should have made such an 
and that the Senate should have consented to it, in- 
asmuch as a bill of very 
State of Illinois had. passed the House a few days 
since, and was before that committee for their action | 


tinue as long as that tariff lasted, and realize. all the 
sanguine hopes the chairman anticipated in the more 
remote future. ; 

But, as conclusive proof that it sprung from oth- 
er causes, and would diminish or wear out, and lead. 
to other revulsions, with the change in those causes, 
was the fact that the increase of revenue did not be- 
gin with the passage of the tariffin August, 1842; 
nor did it begin with the ensuing quarter, nor even 
with the commencement. of the ensuing calendar 
year, 1843; nor has it at all been cotemporaneous 
with it. The official records before us all show that 
the augmentation in the customs never commenced 
during the whole twelve months after the new tariff 
passed—nay, sır, it.did not begin till the close of the 
next calendar year after—that is, in the last quarter 
of 1843. The estimates just presented by the chair- 
man demonstrate all this, as they are for one year 
—from July, 1843, and again one -year from July, 
1844—and none of them for the first year after the 
new tariff took effect. But, if the chairman was 
right, why did he object on a former occasion to a 
reduction of the present tariff, when it was yielding, 
and likely to yicld permanently, ten millions more 
than our necessary expenses? Why continue to 
tax the people by it to such an enormous amount, 
more than would be required for an economical ad- 
ministration of the government? It was his duty, 
and ours, on his reasoning, to make a reduction 
without delay. è 

Not to dwell on this, Mr. W. would correct an 
‘error about the debt and credit of the government, 
and then forbear further remark. It had been said 
ina high quarter, at the commencement of this ses- 
sion, that the embarrassménts and discredit of the 
treasury, existed in March, 1841, and had been 
cured by the new administration. Now he appealed 
to the official documents before ‘us, that all the 
money needed before March, 1841, was promptly 
obtained at 6 per cent., and often less; and every 
obligation recognised by law was promptly paid. 

Every senator within sound of his voice knew it 
was not till after the large additional appropriations 
made at the extra session, under the new adminis- 
tration, and the distribution of the public lands then 
adopted by that administration, that the treasury 
became unable to meet its engagements, or to bor- 
row a dollar at the usual rates of interest, and that 
its treasury notes became depreciated and unre- 
deemed after due. 

Nor was this wretched condition remedied till the 
public lands were taken back, and new means thus 
furnished, and new confidence thus inspired. And the 
whole country wouldybear witness, that those most 
zealously engaged in accomplishing this desirable 
restoration of public credit were the very gentle- 
men in this body, with whom he was in the habit 
of co-operating on most public matters. 

Mr. EVANS did not desire to enter into discus- 
sion on political causes or consequences; he had 
merely detailed facts. Thé practical result of the act 
of 1842 and the present condition of the finances had 
been detailed by him without comment, as a mere 
exhibit of the financial condition of the country at 
the close of the present session, and with a view of 
accounting for the absence of any report in relation 
to the suggestions of the Treasury Department. 
He moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of all matters referred to it 
not reported upon. 

The committee was accordingly dischared. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mitttee on the Public Lands was discharged from 
the consideration of all matters referred to it and not 
reported upon. The committee was accordingly 
discharged. He also reported a bill, which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading, relating to 
certain harbors. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia was discharged from the 


further consideration of all matters referred to it and 


not reported upon. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce was discharged in like manner 
from the consideration of all matters referred to it 


and not reported upon. ` 


Mr. BREESE asked if the Committee on Public 


Lands had been discharged. 


The CHAIR replied that it had. 
Mr. BREESE said he very much regretted the 
application, 


great importance to the 


E E E I E A 


the subject-matter of the bill having been before the 
Senate committee more than a month. He alluded 
to the bill directing the President to sell certain 
mineral lands in Illinois, Wisconsin, and Iowa. 
Mr. W. said he had been unceasing in his efforts to 
get the bill reported to the Senate, but he had been 
refused; he had every reason to expect a report; it 
was a measure just in itself, and should be adopted. 
He regretted very much the committee had not re- 
ported the bill for the action of the Senate, which he 
ad no doubt would be favorable. 

Mr. TALLMADGE now called up the joint 
resolution, relating to the suspension of the 16th and 
17th joint resolutions. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend it, so as to admit 
of interchanging all bills acted upon up to half past 
11 o’clock. 

After some discussion, 
adopted. 

The act for the relief of Benjamin Murphy, having 
been returned from the House wiih amendments, 
was taken up, and the amendments were concurred 
in. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the bill entitled an 
act to authorize the repayment for lands sold by the 
United States without authority of law, and for 
other purposes, reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, was considered, read a third time and 
passed. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the bill from the 
House, entitled “An act to legalize the sales of certain 
lands made at the Chocchuma and Columbus land 
offices in the State of Mississippi,” was taken up, 
considered, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the bill for carry- 
ing into effect the convention between the United 
States, and the republic of Peru, of 17th March, 
1841, concluded at Lima, 17th March, 1841, was 
taken up, considered, read a third time, and passed. 

The House amendments to the bill for the relief 
of F. A. Carr, were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, the bill from 
the House, supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act for laying off the towns of Fort Madison and 
Burlington, in the county of Des Moines, and the 
towns of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, in the coun- 
ty of Dubuque, Territory of Wisconsin, and for 
other purposes,” approved the. 2d July, 1836, and 
the act amendatory “thereto, approved March 3, 
1837, was taken up, considered, read a third time, 
and passed. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Philadelphia, relative to a reform of the naturali- 
zation laws: laid on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to take up the bill 
for the relief of Major Thomas Harrison: it was 
taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. BATES hoped not, at this late hour of the 
session, as the bill involved a principle of great im- 
portance. The bill allows a pension beyond the 
maximum allowed by law. 

Mr. BATES moved to lay the bill on the table. 

‘The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative, . 

The bill having been debated by Mr. DATES in 
opposition and by Mr. CHOATE in its favor, it 
was reported to the Senate. : 

The question being, Shali the bill be ordered to a 
third reading? : 

Mr. BATES called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and being taken, resulted in the afirm- 
ative—-yeas 29, nays 14. f 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the recharter of the District banks 
having been returned from the House with amend- 
t : providing that the banks shall wind up their 


the amendment was 


the amendments from the House. 

The question was taken, and the amendments 
were concurred in. g 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the resolution he 
offered on Saturday to print 20,000 extra copies of 
the report of the Committee on Retrenchment, was 
taken up for consideration. i 

Mr. WALKER did not see how these 20,000 


copies were to be distributed after Congress adjourn- 
ed. If this must be printed, he hoped the same 
privilege would be extended to the minority report. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested that the number 
might be reduced to 10,000; 20,000 of each would be 
a very large number. ` 

Mr. ARCHER accepted the amendment to in- 
clude the minority report. 

The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 
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by Mr. Sevier in the morning relative to changing 
the adjournment of Congress from 12 o’clock to 4, 
was taken up, amended by substituting 2 o’clock, 
adopted, and sent to the House. 

The resolution heretofore submitted by Mr. 
Wauxer ordering the printing, for the use of the 
Senate, of 20,000 extra copies of the report of Pro- 
fessor Johnson on the experiments made by him to 
test the qualities of coal, was taken up and adopted. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Wurre, that the 
compensation of Robert P. Anderson, messenger of 
the Senate, be $3 per day; that Lewis Sanders, P. 
Y. Page, Thomas Clark, and Benjamin Owens, be 
allowed the same pay and compensation as messen- 
gers of the Senate, to commence from the first day 
of the present sesion, was taken up and adopted. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Tap- 
PAN, was taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, That there be paid to the chaplain of the Senate, 
and to the officers and messengers inthe library of Con- 
gress, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, anè under 
the direction of the committee to audit and control the same, 
the amounts respectively that were allowed to them at the 
long session of the last Congress. 

The resolution, having been so amended as to 
strike out the extra pay to the officers and messen- 
gers in the library, was adopted. 

The Senate then, on the motion of Mr. ARCH- 
ER, proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business, and having spent some time therein, the 
doors were opened. 

The time determined upon for the close of the 
session of Congress having nearly arrived, and Mr. 
Bayarp being in the chair, Mr. Wooprury submit- 
ted the following resolution, which was considered 
by unanimous consent: 

“Resolved, unanimously, That the thanks of the Senate be 
presented to the Hon. Wiitiz P. Maxcem for the ability and 
impartiality with which he has discharged the duties of 
President pro tempore of the Senate.” 

The resolution was passed without a dissenting 
voice, and after an interval occupied in the transac- 
tion of business, 

Mr. MANGUM, the President pro tempore, re- 
sumed the chair, and, being informed of the adop- 
tion of the resolution in his absence, he rose and 
made the following brief address: 

Senators: The moment of separation for this 
session having arrived, you will indulge me in occu- 
pying a partof this moment in giving expression to 
the feclings of sensibility and of gratitude with 
which the vote just passed in my regard has so deep- 
ly impressed me. The uniform spirit of kindness 
and courtesy which has ever been a distinguishing 
characteristic of the Senate of the United States, 
has not failed to impart to the individual who has 
had the honor to preside over its deliberations, a 
feeling of confidence that his acts would be viewed 
with kindness and forbearance. This anticipation 
has not only been realized through the tedious and 
sometimes laborious duties of legislation, but there 
is now superadded, by so generous an expression of 
satisfaction, an evidence of friendly feeling which 
shall be treasured in memory in all future time. In 
turn, I may be permitted to say, that I feel deeply 
sensible that the success which may have attended 
my endeavors to perform the responsible duties of 
presiding officer with impartiality, must be attrib- 
uted to that courtesy which belongs peculiarly to 
ihis body, and to that dignity of decorum which has 
elevated its characier in the rank of legislative as- 
semblies of the world. . 

Differing as many of the members of this body do 
in political opinion, there is to be seen no interrup- 
tion of that personal courtesy and friendly inter- 
course which men of high and honorable feeling 
may entertain for each other; and the knowledge of 
this feeling would forbid any other course by the 
presiding officer than that of the strictest impartiality 
in his administration of the duties of the chair. In 
the desire to have pursued such course, a conscious- 
ness has been felt that honor, and duty, and justice 
have required it at my hands. It is true that the 
duties are frequently arduous, and at all times of a 
responsible and delicate character; and although en- 
tirely unconscious of having, at any time, done any 

act calculated to affect the rights or the feelings of 
any individual of the body, still the frailty of human 
nature is such as to dictate the propriety of throw- 
ing myself on the indulgence of the Senate, rather 
than Jay claim to an exemption from such frailty. 
However this may be, I cannot disguise the satis- 
faction I feel in appealing to that silent monitor 
within, which bears witness to a determined pur: 
pose to do exact justice to all, as far as practicable; 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the resolution offered || 


and, while yielding to every individual-a fall.meas- 
ure of latitude and freedom. of action, to maintain 
what must be considered, in every well-regulated le- 
gislative assembly, the indispensable powers and 
prerogatives of the Chair, granted, in fact, by the 
body itself, for the preservation of its own honor 
and dignity. 

Senators, permit me to reiterate the feelings of 
gratitude I entertain for the unanimous expression 
of your approval of my course, enhanced in value 
as it is by having been thrice repeated; and towards 
each member, permit me to avail myself of the occa- 
sion to say that I entertain no other feelings than 
those of respect and kindness, and beg leave to ex- 
press my most earnest wish for the continued health 
and happiness of every one of you; and that on the 
return of each member to his home, he will have 
the pleasure to find all there in the enjoyment of 
health and happiness, and that it may long con- 
tinue. 5 

In the performance of my official duty, I am now 
to pronounce the word of separation for this session, 
by adjourning the Senate sine die. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 17, 1844. 


The House met at 10 o’clock. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the reading 
of the journal be dispensed with: agreed to. 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Dickens, their Secretary, stating that the Senate had 
adopted a resolution suspending the 17th joint rule, 
which prohibits the sending of any bill to the Presi- 
dent for his signature on the last day of the session, 
and asking the concurrence of the House. 


Mr. McK AY moved to take up that message, and 
to amend the resolution by adding a provision that 
the rule shall be suspended, so far only as relates to 
bills that passed on Saturday last. Mr. McKAY 
then moved the previous question. 

Mr. CAUSIN inquired of the Speaker whether a 
suspension of this rule would require a majority of 
two-thirds? ; 
zhe SPEAKER said it would require a majority 
only. 

Mr. BARNARD inquired if the resolution was 
the first business in order. 

The SPEAKER replied that the regular business 
was the calling on the States for resolutions, but 
presuming that that business was not desirable at 
thìs period of the session, he did not announce it. 
If that business was dispensed with, the resolution 
would be the first business in order. 

Mr. BARNARD said the point he wished to in- 
quire was, whether a similar resolution would be in 
order in relation to any other biil, without a vote 
of two-thirds. . 

The SPEAKER said, in his opinion, it would 
require a vote of two-thirds to pass such a resolu- 
ton. 

The previous question was then seconded, and, 
under its operation, the resolution was agreed to. 


ir. CHAPMAN askcd leave to make a report 
from the Committee of Elections, concluding with a 
resolution to pay William A. Goggin his per diem 
and mileage while contesting the election of the 
Hon. ‘Thomas W. Gilmer. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved to suspend the rules; 
and the yeas and nays being ordered- ‘ 3 

Mr. CHAPMAN withdrew his motion. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House sev- 
eral executive communications; which were laid on™ 
the table. É 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, and by general con- 
sent, the House agreed to proceed with the private 
bills on the Speaker’s table. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill to amend 
the act granting having half-pay to the widows of ` 
certain revolutionary soldiers were taken up and 
considered. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to lay the bill on th 
table; rejected. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the bill by striking 
out four years and inserting one year, [for the dura- 
tion of the pensions.] 

This amendment was rejected; when 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the previous ques- 
tion; which being seconded by the House, under the 
operation of that question the amendments of the 
Senate were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER said the next business in order . 
was the District bank bill. 

Mr. WHITE moved to suspend the rules to take 


: the day for resolutions.” ~ 
=- The SPEAKER said that it was, but the motion 
‘of the gentleman’ from’ Kentucky [Mr. Witrre] be- 
ine for a: suspension.of the rules, was in order. 
< Mr BRINKERHOFF. There is'so much noise 
in-the-hall that [apprehend the question is not dis- 
4inctly heard. =T wish'the House brought to order, 
‘and tat the question may be again stated. 
“The SPEAKER brought the House to order, and 
‘then “pat:-the -question on ‘suspending the- rules; 
“which “was decided in the affirmative—ayes 93, 
moes 46." : 

‘The rules being suspended, the following bills 

~were-taken up, read a third time, and passed: 

“The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy. 

_- +The bili for the relief of F. A. Kerr. 
`The bill for the reliefof William de Peyster and 
‘Henry N, Cruger. 
The bill for the relief of John Atchison. 

The bill for the relief of Wm. Henson. 

The bill for the relief of Hiram Murch. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Campau. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Christopher 
Miller. 

‘The bill forthe relief of Wm. McPherson. 

The bill for the relief of George Harrison and his 
sureties, 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that. the rules be 
Suspended to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the: Cumberland road bill. 

This motion -was rejected. 

- Mr. CAMPBELL appealed to the House to 
take up the District bank 
order. He held in his handa compromise, which 
was to protect the rights of the stockholders, and 
enable the banks to wind up. He saw it ‘was in 
vain to'ask for more at this late hour of the session; 
and if gentlemen would only hear the proposition he 
“was about to offer, he was confident there would be 
ne objection to it. Mr. C. then moved to amend 
the bill by striking out all after the enacting clause, 
and inserting what he sent up to the chair. 

The Clerk read the substitute, which appeared to 
bea proviso'to enable the banks to wind up their 
affairs and recover debts due to them, by authorizing 

‘the banks to sue and prosecute judgments, &e. ` 


tt a 


This sheet completes the Congressional 


farthest. 
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èrs table from the” , f 


ES of Fennessee asked if this was not ` 


s bill; which was first in- 


‘The amendment ‘was agreed to; and in that shape 
the bill was reada third time ‘and passed. ‘The title 
of the bill was changed so as to read thus: “an act 
for the benefit of the stockholders of certain banks 


"in the District of Columbia.” 


A message was received from the Senate announ- 
cing’ the concurrence -of ‘that body in the joint 
reSolution to suspend the 16th and 17th joint rules 
for the purpose of allowing bills to be sent from one 
body to the’ other to 12 o’clock this day. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN, by general consent, made 
several reports from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. J. THOMPSON also presented a report from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. He reported a 
bill in relation to the administration of justice in 
cases of crime committed in the Indian country. 
‘When Arkansas was a territory, the judges of that 
district had jurisdiction over the crimes alluded to; 
but since that territory became a State, an alteration 
of the law became necessary; and hence the bill 
now reported, which was passed through its final 
stages. 


BOOKS TO MEMBERS. 


Mr. OWEN moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the resolution of this House of the 14th 
instant, for the distribution of books to members, shall not 
authorize the purchase of any books not already the prop- 
erty of the House. 

The resolution was rejected. 

Mr. JONES stated that he had asked the yeas 
and nays on Mr. Owen’s resolution before the ques- 
tion was put. 

The SPEAKER said the confusion in the hall 
was so great, that it was impossible for him to hear 
the calls or remarks of members. 

Mr. HARALSON stated that he distinctly heard 
the gentleman from Tennessee call for the yeas and 
nays, and hoped they would be granted, as many 
gentlemen had voted for the resolution under a false 
impression that the books already belonged to the 
House, and he (Mr. H.) wished to record his vote 
in favor of the resolution just offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

The CHAIR decided that the calljwas too late. 

Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN again offered his resolu- 
tion to authorize the payment to Mr. Goggin of his 
mileage and per diem while contesting the seat of 
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every word in the work, and reflect and remark on almost every paragraph in it. 
We shall complete the Appendix to the Congressional Globe, which contains all the lon 


and written out by the members themselves, in three 


Congressional Globe. 
discriminately. 


they belong. 


We have a few surplus copies, which w 
All who have filed the Congressional Globe should procure th 
sional Globe, who may desire the Appendix should order it i 


or four weeks. 


k than most persons would suppose. 


Mr. Gilmer 
its reception. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved a suspension of the rules, 


; but the rules were not suspended for. 


that the House might go into Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, his object being’. | 


to take up the Cumberland road bill. 
Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays; and, 
being ordered, they resulted thus—yeas 101, nays 67. 
So the House resolved to go into Committee of. 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and Mr. Hop- 
KINS took the chair. 
Mr. WHITE moved to take up the pension bills. 
Mr. COBB moved that the committee rise; and 


the committee rose accordingly, and reported that- 


the committee had risen without having had any 
business before it. 
Mr. HALE offered a resolution to place the pub- 


| lic stables under the superintendence of John Lee 


during the recess. 

The resolution was the usual one, but it was not 
gotin. 

The hour for the adjournment of Congress had 
now arrived within a few minutes, and great anxiety 
prevailed, and many attempts were made to get in 
resolutions. 

Mr. PATTERSON tried ineffectually to get in 
the following: 


Whereas, there are sundry public and private bills of 


great importance that Congress ought not to defeat for the 


want of a little more time, involving an amount of sacrifice of Py 
both public and private interests, which no private consider- 4 


ation should induce; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That if the Senate concur therein, the res- 4 


olution fixing the adjournment of Congress o: Monday, the 
17th inst., he rescinded, and that the President of the Senate 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives, close the pre- 


sent session of Congress by adjournment of their respective | 


Houses on Thursday, the 20th inst., at 12 o’clock at noon. 


Mr. SCHENCK called for the action of the: 


House on a joint resolution from the Senate to ex- 
tend the hour of adjournment to two o'clock. 
The 


nounced the arrival of the hour of 12. 

The SPEAKER arrested the call of the yeas and 
nays, and announced that the hour fixed by res- 
olution for the adjournment of Congress had ar- 
rived, and then (amidst numerous eries of “points of 
order”) he proclaimed that this House stands ad- 
joured sine die. 


j i Globe for the first session of the 28th Congress, except the index to it, which our reporters ` 
are making out, and which we hope we shall be able to send to our ‘subscribers for the work within three weeks from this time at 
The index is a more tedious and laborions wot 


The persons who prepare it must read 


g speeches made in both Houses of Congress, 
It will make about 750 quarto pages, the same size as those of the 
e will dispose offor one dollar a copy, 
e Appendix to file and bind with in. 
0 i mmediately; as, after the first of August, we shall offer it to the public in- < 
at The Appendix is a work which will be invaluable to all those of either party who intend to speak on the subject of : 
party politics during the approaching presidential contest, as it is made up entirely of 
of Congress of both parties; which, therefore, cannot be denied by the members maki 


the original subscription price. 


speeches made and written out by the members 
ngthem, and must attach to the party to which 


We have also on hand a few extra copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the three sessions of the 27th (last) Con- 


gress——better known, perhaps, as the 
who have filed the Congressional Globe 


Whig Congress—which we will dispose 


and Appendix for the Ist session of the 
disposed of to them by the 1st of August, they will be 


purchase these works and suppress them, as they contain a ver 


themselves—of their bank, bankrupt, distribution, and other disgraceful acts. 


The Congressional Globe 


, > and Appendix for the three sessions of the 2 
will, for sundry reasons which we cannot here detail, 


of; but would prefer selling them to those subscribers 
e 28th Congress—the one which has just closed. 
put into the electioneering market. 


If not 
The whigs, we think, would do well to 


y full and correct history—a great portion of it written by the whigs 


; Tth Congress make about 3,700 quarto royal pages; which we 
dispose of at the extremely low price of $5, 


yeas and nays were called for and ordered; | 
and while they were being taken, the clock an- a 


Those subscribers to the Congres- ' 
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